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Figure 1. Significant difference in Days Homeless between
HUD-VASH and ICM by Race
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Figure 2. Significant difference in ASI-Drug Scores between
HUD-VASH and ICM by Race
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Figure 3. Significant difference in Days Employed between
HUD-VASH and Treatment as Usual by Race
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Figure 4. Significant difference in Days Homeless between
HUD-VASH and Treatment as Usual by Co-Occurring Diagnosis
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Figure 5. Significant Difference in Days Homeless Between
HUD-VASH and ICM by Active Substance Use
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