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PREFACE

The Evaluation Unit of the Governor's Commission on Crime Prevention

and Control (now the Crime Control Planning Board) implemented a comprehen-

sive evaluation design for residential community corrections programs in

September, 1972. That evaluation effort was directed toward outcome eval-

uations of groups of residential programs. That effort has resulted in

two major reports which have been presented to the Governor's Commission

on Crime Prevention and Control: Residential C~l)l1!l.1;lrtity Corre.ctions Proqrams:

Prog~~: in Hinnesota: An Evaluation ~!:.!., November, 1976. Because those

reports were directed toward Commission policies and relied on a data base

from several projects, the reports do not provide information on individual

projects.

This report is a final report on 180 Degrees, Inc., a haln~ay house

for adult offenders. The body of the report is presented in two parts. Part

I covers the project for the period of August I, 1973, when 180 Degrees came

under support of the Governor's Commission on Crime Prevention and Control,

through December IS, 1975, the end of the period covered in ~tial Com-

munitz Corrections Programs in ~!lne~~: An Evaluation~. Thus, Part

I not only presents data on 180 Degrees, it also allows cross-reference with

the haln~ay house sections of the more comprehensive report. Data. coLl.ection

by the Evaluation Unit continued on-180 Degrees through August, 1976. Part II

of this report is concerned with 180 Degrees for the last year of data col-

lection: September I, 1975 - August 31, 1976.

'I'wo appendices are also presented. Appendix A presents a slrrnmary of
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reddivism data on 180 Degrees clients. The analysis of recidivism in Part

-I only applies to clients terr~nated from residence on or before June 15,

1975. Appendix A updates the information on recidivi sm. Appendix B provides

a summary of data on all clients. Data items summarized in Appendix Bare

those items discussed in Parts I and II. Definitions of these items may be

found in the appropriate sections of Part I.

Under the evaluation approach employed for residential community cor··

rections programs, the Evaluation Unit provided all data collection forms,

coded, key punched, and filed the data, analyzed the data, and collected all

recidivism data for this report. The staff of 180 Degrees collected data on

all clients at intake to and termiantion from residence in the community

facility. Hence, thi.s evaluation report could not have been accomplished

without the extensive cooperation of Robert H. ('~obbie") Robinson, exec­

utive director, and the staff of 180 Degrees.
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PART I



A. INTRODUCTION

This report provides a summary of the data on 180 Degrees, Inc., a half-

way house for adult ex-offffi1ders. Part I of this report covers the period of

August, 1973, the month during which LEAA funds were initially used to support

1180 Degrees, through December IS, 1975. The data analyzed in Part I were

used in the sections on halfway houses in Resident~~ ~!!llli Correction~ .;in

Minnesota, a report issued by the Evaluation Unit of the Governor's Commission

on Crime Prevention and Control in November, 1976. However, with the excep-

tion of data on occupancy rates ill1d costs, data wInch apply specifically to

180 Degrees are not identified in that report.

The format for this report allows one to compare the client population

and progl-am results of 180 Degrees with those of other halfway houses. The

other projects included in these comparisons are Alpha House, Anishinabe

Longhouse, Anishinabe Waki-igan, Freedom House, Pi House, Reshape, and Re-

treat House. However, the use of such comparisons must be carefully examined.

For example, among the eight half-way houses used in these comparisons, only

180 Degrees and Freedom House serve both male and female clients. This distin-

guishes 180 Degrees (and Freedom House) from Pi House, which served females,

and the remaining five halfl'lay houses wIn ch serve males. Moreover, two half-

way houses were specifically designed for adult, male Indians, whereas 180

Degrees is designed to serve members of any ethnic group. As a consequence

1180 Degrees, Inc., opened its residential facility in March, 1973,
prior to receiving LEA1\. funds from the Governor's Crime Commission. Data
collection on clients started in August, 1973, and includes all clients who
were residents in 180 Degrees' facility on or a.fter August 1, 1973. No
data were collected on cliffi1ts who had completed residence prior to that
date.
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of such differences, comparisons between 180 Degrees clients and those of

other halnvay houses should be made with caution, keeping in mind that there

are in fact differences among these projects.

B. 180 DEGREES' GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

Community corrections residential programs are funded to achieve spe-

cific goals by implementing treatmffi1t programs for their clientele. A re-

view of the goals and objectives of halfway houses and, specifically, of

180 Degrees, helps to present an overview of the project. There are two

purposes for discussing the goals and objectives of this project. First,

statements of goals and objectives provide a basis for describing what the

proj ect is attempting to accompli sh. Second, and more important, goals and

objectives are the standards by which projects are held accountable. The

LEAA program is based ona management-by-objective approach. This approach

requires grantees to focus on and to articulate what they plan to accomplish,

rather than simply stating what they plan to do. Thus, the accountability of

recipiants of LEAA funds is based, in part, upon their achievement of stated

goals.

As operationalized by the Governor's Commission ~1 Crime Prevention

and Control, the management~by-objectiveapproach requires each funded pro-

ject to list its goals and objectives. In this context, the term "goal" re-

fers to a statement of the im£~ or ef~ the project should accomplish if

if it is successful, such as a reduction in recidivism. The term "objective"

refers to a statement of the efforts or activi ties the proj ect will undertake

to achieve the goals. The goals of the project show~ the project hopes to

achieve, while the obj ectives show h01v the goals will be achieved.
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Half1vay houses iue designed to serve adult clients who ha.ve been incar-

cerated in COUIlty and state correctional institutions. Thus[ they are orgill1-

i zed to aid the client's transition from an institutional to a non:i.nsti tutional

environment. Although there are a number of differences among halfway houses[

they share the following goals:

(A) To reduce the recidivism rate of the client population relative to
the rate of a comparable group of parolees who do not participate
in a halfway house program.

(B) To increase (1) employment, (ii) educational level, and/or (iii)
vocational skills of their clients,

(C) To rehabilitate ex-offenders placed in their projects.

(D) To demonstrate tha.t ex-offenders can be effective staff members of
half"lvay houses.

These goals were used as the basis for the evaluatiml of halfway houses in

houses share these g-eneral goals[ individual projects often have their mm

specific goals which should be evaluated. The program planners of 180 Degrees

have designed their program to serve ex-offenders with chemical abuse problems.

Specific goals for 180 Degrees include:

To demonstrate the effectiveness of ffimJloying a staff of ex-off~1d­

ers with prior histories of alcohol and drug depend~1cies.

( E) To overcome ill1d pennanently halt clients' dependency on alcohol
and drugs.

The immediate focus of half"lvay house programs is to resolve economic[

psychological, and social problems of their clients. Program plmmers believe

criminal behavior is a result of or response to problems of these types. The

follm~ng set of objectives was developed by 180·Degree plill1l1ers to resolve

these problems and to achieve program goals:
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(1) To provide a residential setting for convicted felons vlho have alco­
hol and drug dependencies and are returning to the corrmn.mity from
correctional institutions (Goals A, E).

(2) To provide expertise and cOlUl.seling in the areas of alcohol and chem­
ical dependencies (Goals Dl , E).

(3) To provide a continuaticrl of treatment programs already in progress
Vlithin the institutions (Goal E).

(4) To serve as liaison between the client and commlUl.ity agencies and
resources which can assist his adjustment (Goals B, C, E).

(5) To establish close relationships with clients and to provide voca­
tional, personal support, fmnily support, and referrals for clia1ts
(Goals B, C).

(6) To provide intensive prerelease counseling ill1d progrilln orientation
to each participant (Goal A).

(7) To provide a ratio of no less than one staff member for every six
clients (Goal Dl ).

(8) To assist existing agencies in research conce)~ing alchohol and
chemical dependency problems (Goals D

l
, E).

These objectives reflect the background philosophy for the 180 Degrees

program. Part of this philosophy is that the basis of most of a client's

problems, including involvement in the criUlinal justice system, is his drug or

alcohol dependency. Consequently, the 180 Degrees program is designed to

break this dependency on the assumption that other problems Cill1 be resolved

only if the client becomes independent of drugs and alcohol. Moreover, if the

basis for a client's problems (alcohol or drug abuse) is removed, the ranain-

ing problems (e.g., employment) can be dealt with successfully. A combination

of in-house cOlU1seling and referral to community agencies is used to deal with

clients' problems (Objectives 2,3,4,5). A second part of the program phi-

losophy is that the time clients spend in residence at 180 Degrees should be

spent working on the problems themselves. This requires prerelease counseling

and the development of parole plans. Therefore, the staff makes an effort to
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COilllsel potential clients and prepare them for residence pri or to release from

correctional institutions (Objective 6). 180 Degrees serves some clients as

a continuation of treatment initiated prior to release, e.g., chemical depend­

ency programs in state correctional institutions (Objective 3). A third part

of this philosophy involves relationships between clients and social systems.

Social systems, particularly the criminal justice systenl( have directly affect­

ed the lives of clients. Horeover, these systems will continue to affect their

lives. In relation to these systems, 180 Degrees' clients have been "losers,"

Le., they have worked against the systems. This part of the program attempts

to demonstrate to clio ents that they Celli be "winners,t by shovling them how to

get the systsns (e.g., Welfare, DVR( Emplo~n~1t Services) to work for them

(Obj ective 4) and, ultimately, to become independent of the corrections system

(Goal C). A fourth part of this philosophy is ex-offenders who have been

chsnically dependent can be served best by a trained staff with similar back­

grounds. As a consequ~1ce, priority in hiring staff is given to applicants

who are ex-offenders ill1d/or have chemical dependency backgrounds (Goal D
l

).

The ultimate goal of 180 Degrees is to reduce recidivism in the client

population, Le.~ to achieve Goal A. The philosophy illlderlying this program

is that through achievement of Goal E (halt chemical dependence), Goals B and

C (increased education/training/employment and rehabilitation) can be realized

which will lead to the achievement of Goal A. Through the use of a staff of

ex-offenders (Goal D
l

), the 180 Degrees program concentrates on resolving- in­

dividual client's problems through counseling in the program (Objectives 2,

3, 6, 7) and the use of community agencies (Objectives 4, 5, 8). This com­

bination of services is thought to be the most realistic approach to serving

180 Degrees' cli~1ts and aclueving- Goals B, C, and E.
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1. Demographic Characteristics
~ .. , ' ...._._._---

, The 180 Degrees program is designed to serve both male and female adult

clients. Through December 15, 1975, 203 clients had been ac:hm.tted to the

residential: program. Of these clients, 95.610 (194) were male and 4.410 (9)

were femal~. The other seven halfway houses had a population that was 86.6%

male and 13.4% female (N=552), although only two of the seven programs ad-,

mitted females. Of the 203 clients in 180 Degrees, 76.9% (156) were White,

15.810 (32) were Black, 5.910 (12) vlere Indian, and 1.510 (3) were of other eth-

nic backgrdunds. In contrast, the clients of seven other halfway houses

were 35.9% White, 30.5% Black, 31.0% Indian, and 2.6% other (N=548). Thus,

relative to other halfway houses, 180 Degrees has. served a greater propor-

, f al d 11 t . f th' , . t ' 1t~on 0 m- es an a sma. er propor 10n o. e n~c m1norl ~es.

I
As is indicated in table 1, 180 Degrees clients had an average age of

32.2 years, five-and-one-half years greater than the average age of clients

in other halfway houses. Even the median age of 180 Degrees clients (29.1

years) is over four years higher than that of other halfway house clients

2
(24.9 years). Thus, as a group, 180 Degrees clients were substill1tially old-

er than clients in other halfway houses. As is also indicated in table 1, the

1One must keep in mind tha.t comparisons betw'een 180 Degrees and the other
seven halfway houses are made solely to reveal similarities and differences
between these two groups. For example, two halfway houses were designed for
(~nd have served a majority of) Indian clients, while a third program has
served a majority of the Black clients. Hence, it might be expected that
the remaining programs--including 180 Degrees--would serve greater proportions
of White clients.

2The median value of a distribution is the value ,,,hich differentiates
the group into two equal subgroups. Thus, 5010 of the group lies at or below
the median, ill1d 50% lies above it.
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educaU.onal level of 180 Degrees clients is very similar to that of other half-

way house clients. 180 Degrees clients had completed an average of 11.3 grades,

while the median level was 12.3 grades. Of the 202 clients of 180 Degrees on

whom information is available, 65.8"/0 had completed h:i.gh school level education.

I-1__

I TABLe 1

COl1PARI8ON OF 180 DEGREES }\ND orHtR HALFVIAY HOUSE
CLIENTS IN TEI{HS OF AGE AND EDUCATION AT INTAKE

a
----,----------------------

-------------1
AGE AT INTAKE

180 DEGREES OTHER HALFI\'AY
I1EA:3URE -.-Q!d~ HOUSE .CLIE~'TS

Hean 32.2 years 26.7 years

Medi.an 29.1 years 24.9 years

Range 18-73 16-73

Std. dev. 10.66 7.39

Nwnber of
olients 199 535

__HIGHESI' GRADE COHPLET:::D

180 DEGREES oTHER liALr.·;W
CLIE~rrf3 HOUSE_~IE;'S

11.3 grades 11.2 grades

12.3 grades 12.2 grades

3.16 1-20

1.93 1.81

202 534

aOther haln'laY houses are Alpha House, Anismnabe Longhotlse, Anishi.nabe
Waki-igan, Freedom House, Pi House, Reshape, and Retreat House.

---_._---

The majority of 180 Degrees clients were residents of Hennepin (62.110)
!

and Ramsey (10.1%) Counties. Of the remaining clients, 7.]10 were residents

of other Twin Cities metropolitan area counties, 12.1% of other Minnesota

counties, and 8.6% of other states. In comparison, among clients of other half-

way houses, 50.0% were residents of Hennepin County, 35.4% of Ramsey County, 3.4%

of other metropolitan area counties, 8.210 of other Mimlesota counties, and 3.010

of other states. Table 2 provides data on the COUl'lty of residence of halfway

house clients.
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----- - _.
TABLE 2

180 DEGREES OTHER HALFltlAY

QotmtX CLIENTS l!Q1!SE C~

Hennepin 62.1"10 50.010
Ramsey 10.1 35.4
Other metro

cotmt? 7.1 3.4
Other Milmesota

county 12.1 8 .. 2
Out-of-state .8.6 3.0

TOI'AL: 100.0% 100. Cf4
NUMBER: 198 526

aOther haln1ay houses are Alpha House, Anish­
inabe Longhouse, Anishinabe Waki~igan, Freedom House,
Pi House, Reshape, and Retreat House.

bOther metro counties are Anoka, Dakota, Carver,
Scott, ffild Washington Cotmties.

2. Socioeconomic Characteristics

Table 3 provides a basis for comparing the educational, training, and

employment activities of 180 Degrees clients at intake with those activities

of clients of oth~r halfway houses. As may be seen from this table, 180

Degrees clients were less likely to be enrolled in academic programs or em-

ployed at intake than were clients in other halfway houses. Among 180 Degrees

clients, 13.0% were involved in full-time or part-time academic programs,

11.0% were involved in vocational training programs, and 6.5% were employed

in full-time or part-time positions at intake to residence. Thus, the major-

ity of 180 Degrees clients were unemployed and neither in school nor in voca~

t:i.onal training programs at intake to residence. By defining a client as

"active" if he is engaged in art aCB.demic or vocational training program or

is employed--either full-time or part-time, only 17.8"/0 of the 180 Degrees
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clients were active at intake. In contrast, 32.2% of.the clients in other

halhIaY houses were active at intake, including 14.8"/0 who were employed and

23.5% who were in academic programs .

.-------------_._------------_._----....
TlIBLE 3

COl1PARISON OF 180 DEGREES AND arm:R HALFi'rAY HOUSE CLIErITS ON
~DUCATION ( E!1P}OYHE!'IT, rulD VOCATIONAL 'I'RAINING AT I;ITJlXE

a

1. ACADEHIC SCHOOL
J\'ITENDAN~C:::.E .

Full-time grades 1-12,
college

Par't-tirne grades 1.12,
college, GED preparation

None

TDrAL:
NUHBF.R:

2. VOCATIONAL CLASS
Jl.TrENDANCE:::...... _

Full.time
Part-time
None

TorAL:
NUHBER:

3 • E!·fPLOYHENT

Full-time
Part-time
None

TOI'AL:
NUMBER:

~. ACTIVITY srATU~

Full·time
Part· time
Inactive

'l'OTAL:
NUMBER:

180 DEGREES
_CLIEN:;r£

4.51,

8.5
.Jl1.:.Q....

100.01>
200

8.0'/,
3.0

~
100.0'/,
200

4.5%
2.0
~

100.0'/,
199

14.9'1.
2.9
~

100.0'/,
174.

OI'HKt HALFiVAY
HOUSr; CLIENTS

11.81,

11.8
76.5

100.1%
519

9.51,
3.3

~

100.1"k
518

12.710
2.1

~­
100.11,
529

26.51,
5.7
~

100.010
441

d Other halJ;-way houses are Alpha House, Anishinabe Long­
ltouse, Anishinabe Waki.igan, Freedom House, Pi House, Reshape,
and l~etreat House,

~ definition, a client is "active full.time" if he is in
an academic or vocational training program or is e~loyed full­
time. A client is "active part· time" if he is involved part­
time in an acad~uic or vocational training program or is ern­
played part- time, but is not in any of these acti vi ti es full.
time. A client is "inactive" if he is neither. active full-time
nor active part·time,
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Other data support the need for assistance with economic matters among

180 Degrees clients. At intake, 25.010 of 188 clients reported major financial

problems (i.e., a large debt or several small debts and expenses relative to

abili ty to pay), 31.410 reported minor financial problems (small debts), and

43.6% reported no financial problems. Yet, at intake, 41.1% of the 180 Degrees

clients relied on governmental assistance (e.g., Welfare) as their primary

source of support, 27.9% relied on correctional institutions (e.g., "gate

money" given at parole), 27.9% relied on themselves, and 3.0% relied on a

variety of other sources. Table 4 provides a list of the primary sources of

support of 180 Degrees clients.

TABLE 4

PRIl1ARY SOURCE OF SUPPORT PRIOR TO INTAKE
OF 180 DEGREES CLIE\ITS

Governmental
. a

asslstanc~

Self support
Corrections

insti tuti on
Otherc

T0rAL8:

NUNBER

81
55

55
6

197

PERCENT----

41.1"70
27.9

27.9
3.0

99.9"70

alncludes Welfare and Social Security
benefits.

blncludes clients with no sources of
income.

clncludes parents, spouse or partner,
insurance, scholarships or training grants,
and friends or relatives.

The majority of 180 Degrees clients entered the residential facility

from correctional institutions (50.810), jails or workhouses (7.610), and other
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treatmffi1t programs (4.6%). huong the remaining clients, 11.7% lived by

themselves or with their spouses or partners; 13.8% lived with parents,

relatives, or friends; and 11.710 lived in other situations. Table 5 pro..

vides a summary of the living situations of 180 Degrees clients prior to

intake.

TABLE 5

LIVING SITUATIONS OF 180 DEGREES CLI~rS PRIOR
TO INTAKE

-----_._---
~ER PERCENT----

C01Tectional
institution 100 50.8"10

Fri b,ds /
relatives 20 10.2

Self 16 8.1
Jail, \'lorkhouse 15 7.6
Treatment programa

9 4.6
Pare..nts 7 3.6
Spouse/partner 7 3.6
Other 23 11.7

TOTAL: 197 100 .2"10

alnc1udes state hospital and commill1ity
treatment programs.

As was noted, the 180 Degrees program was designed to work with ex~

offenders who have drug or alcohol dependencies. Among 197 clients admitted

to residence, 31.0% were identified as in need of treatment for alcohol

abuse, 25.410 in need of treatment for drug abuse, and 8.1'70 in need of treat­

1
ment for both alcohol and drug abuse. Thus, 64.5% of the clients needed

treatment for chemical abuse problems. These datB_ indicate that 180 Degrees

is reaching its target population. Further I this program has developed a

reputation for serving ex-offenders in need of mental health treatmffilt.

IThese data were provided by project staff based on intake interviews.
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Among 191 clients, 24.110 vJere in need of mental health treatment at intake.

3. Correctional Historiesl

The correctional histories of 180 Degrees clients are described in

terms of involvement i~th the crinunal justice system as juveniles and as

adults, and in terms of information related to the client's most recent

offense and legal status at intake. Table 6 presents a summary of the ju~

venile correctional histories of 180 Degrees clients and of clients in other

halfway houses.

-----------_._---.---._-----_._---------_._--
TABLE 6

COl1PARISON OF JUVENILE CORRECTIONAL HISTORIES OF CLIENTS IN
180 DEGREES AND IN ar~R HALFHAY }1Ql!SES

a

OTHER HALFI'fAY HOUSE
_____CLIEN,""'T,:=.S~-~

VAlUABLE---- Mean l1edi an Ran~ N= l1ean Hedi an Range N=

Nmnber juvenile
apprehensions 6.6 2.0

Number times adj udi-
cated delinquent,
status offffilses 2.0 0.3

Number times adjudi-
cated delinquent,
non-status offenses 1.5 0.4

Age at first adjudi-
cattgn, convi c-
tion 16.4 15.4

Number months in
juvenile correc-
tional facilities 13.7 0.4

0.97

0-30

0-15

7·37

0-97

140 4.4

117 2.1

113 1.5

125 15.2

135 8.4

1.5

0.9

0.4

14.4

0.4

0.97

0.45

0-39

7·44

0-96

412

393

394

326

426

aOther halnvay houses are Alpha House, Anishinabe Longhouse, Anishinabe
Waki-igan, Freedom House, Pi House, Reshape, and Retreat House.

bIncludes age at first conviction as adult, if individual had not been
adjudicated as a juvenile.

-----_._-----
lCorrectional history data were provided by project staff on intake forms.

Sources of these data varied from project to project and inc1uded--in some cas­
es- - clients' recollections and/ or admi ssion8 of correcti onal histories. Veri­
fication of these data is mctremely difficult and accuracy cannot be determined.
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As can be seen from table 6, the juvenile correqtional history of the

"average 180 Degrees client" does not differ appreciably from that of the

"average client of another halfway house" in terms of number of adjudications.

Ql the average, a 180 Degrees client was apprehended 6.6 times as a juvenile,,
(but the median is 2.0 apprehensions); adjudicated delinquent 2.0 times for

status offenses; and adjudicated delinquent 1. 5 times for nonstatus offenses.
J
I

Ql the average, a 180 Degrees client was first adjudicated delinquent when he

was 16.4 years old. As Cilll also be seen from table 6, 180 Degrees clients

"Tere likely to have been approximately one year olde]~ than other halfway house

clients 1-Then they were first adjudicated delinquent. This is the primary dif-

ference in the juvenile con-ectional histories of 180 Degrees clients and

clients of other halfway houses. Although the average number of months in

juvenile correctional institutions for 180 Degrees clients (13.7 months) is

higher than that of clients in other halfway houses (8.4 months), the median

I

value for both groups was 0.4 months.

Data on adult correctional histories, presented in table 7, indicate

that the "average 180 Degrees client" has had a more extensive involvement

in the criminal justice system as an adult than has the "average clie~nt of

other halfway houses." To summarize these data, the average number of adu~t

~rests was 8.5 arrests, Vlith a median of 3.5 arrests, The average number of

misdemeanor .£on~~ for 180 Degrees clients was 4.9 convictions (with a

mediill1 of 1.1 convictions), while the average number of~ITLi~?-~r and

fel?!2l. ponvictions was 2.9 convictions (with a median of 2,2). Both the means

and medians on these three background variables indicate that 180 Degrees

clients do not diffel- appreciably from clients in other halfway houses in

terms of arrests and convictions. HO''lever, 180 Degrees clients have spent

14



much more time in correctional institutions than have other halfiray house cli-

ents. On the average, 180 Degrees clients have spent 13.3 months in jails and

workhouses (the median is 5.9 months) and 66.0 months in adult state or federal

correctional institutions (the median is 32.3 months). In comparison, clients

of other half1'lay houses have spent an average of 8.8 months in jails and work-

houses (with a median of 3.1 months) ill1d ill1 average of 28.0 months in state

or federal insitutions (i'lith a median of 12.7 months). Finally, the average

number of months in correctional institutions for their most recent convic-

tions was 18.1 months for 180 Degrees clients compared to 6.0 months for other

halfway house clients.

TABLE 7

C01PARISCN OF ADULT CORRECTIONAL HISTORIES OF CLI~ITS IN
180 DEGREES AND IN CtI'HER HALFTdAY HOUSESa

-~-

OI'HER HALFHAY HOUSE
180 DEGREES CLI~ITS CLI~S

VA.gIABLE Mean ~ Rang,E;. N=: Hean Median Range N=:

Number adult
apprehensi ons 8.5 3.5 0-97 182 6.7 3.2 0-97 470

Number misdemeanor
convictions 4.9 1.1 0-88 155 4.9 1.5 0-97 444

Number gross mis-
demeanor and felony
convicti ons 2.9 2.2 0-15 180 2.0 1.5 0-19 478

Number months in jails
and \'lOrkhouses 13.3 5.9 0-96 149 8.8 3.1 0:'97 453

Number months in adult
correctional facil-
ities 66.0 32,3 0-480 163 28.0 12.7' 0-216 487

Number offenses for
present conviction 1.1 1.0 0-5 201 1.2 1.1 0-5 505

Number months in
correctional facil-
ity for present
conviction 18.1 12.1 0-252 196 14.2 6,0 0-216 498

aOther halfway houses are Alpha House, Anishinabe Longhouse, Anishinabe
'<laki-igan, Freedom House, Pi House, Reshape, ill1d Retreat House.

-

Clients of 180 Degrees were convicted of a wide variety of offenses.
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Table 8 presents data on the types of offenses for which clients were convict~

ed. Among 195 of the 180 Degrees clients, 41.0% were convicted of property

offenses, 35.4% of offenses against persons, 8.2% of narcotics offenses, 1.0%

of traffic offenses, ill1d 2.6% of other offenses, while 11.8% were not con~

victed of offenses prior to program entry. As can be seen from table 8, the

types of offenses for 180 Degrees clim1ts do not differ appreciably from the

types of offenses of other halfway house clients.

----~--------------,------,_.-~-~-~--~...,

TABLE 8

COMPARISON OF HOST RECENT CONVICTIONS OF CLIENTS IN 180 DEGREEE1
AND IN OTHER R~LfT'rAY HOUSESil._.--------_.

orHER HALF\'TAY
180 D~GR~ES CLIENTS HOUSE CLIENTS

---.~--'-

OFFENSE CLASSIFICATION Number Percent Number Percent--- ----
Property offenses 80 41.0'10 212 41.2"/0
Against persons 69 35.4 183 35.5
Narcotics offenses 16 8.2 31 6.0
Traffic offens~ 2 1.0 6 1.2
Other offenses 5 2.6 44 8.5
Nonec 23 11.8 39 7.6--- ----

TOTAL: 195 100.0"/0 515 100 .0"/0

aOther ·halhray houses are Alpha House, Anishinabe Longhouse, Anish~
inape Waki-igan, Freedom House, Pi House, Reshape, and Retreat House.

bOther offenses i~clude weapons offenses, parole or probation
violations, escape, driving while intoxicated, public peace violations,'
obstructing justice, and (for other haln1ay houses) prostitution and
juvenile offenses.

cCli ents with "none" are ex- offenders ",ho have not been recently
involved in criminal matters but seek: haln1ay house support and, in
some cases, clients placed in corrununity facilities prior to conviction.

l-.. ~. . • _

The majority of 180 Degrees clim1ts were released from correctional

insti tutions prior to entry. At intake, the legal statuses of 180 Degrees

clients were distributed as follows: 64.0% on parole, 13.0'10 on probation,
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13.010 released from institutions, 4.510 alvai ting trial or tried and awaiting

sentencing, 1.5% on work release, ill1d 4.0% on other legal statuses. The

legal status of clients may also be grouped according to pre-institution

status (awaiting trial, tried and awaiting sentencing, and probation), post-

institution status (parole, work release, and released from institution), and

other. On this classification, 17.510 of 180 Degrees c1:i.ents were on pre-

institution statuses at intake, 78.5% on post-institution statuses, and 4.0%

on other statuses.

D. ANALYSIS OF EFFECTS

The first measure of the effectiveness of the 180 Degrees program is the

,proportion of clients who satisfactorily complete their residential programs.

Clients who have satisfactorily completed residence are those clients who, in

the judgment of 180 Degrees staff, have achieved the objectives with which they

began residence.

But this is only one reason for which a client may be terminated from

reside.nce. Some 'reasons for termination imply program failure. "Lack of

cooperation/poor adjustmeJ.l.t" refers to those cases in which clients are asked

to leave or are evicted because they refuse to participate in the program.

1
"Absconded" refers to those c1:i.ents who left the program vlithout staff per-

mission or knovlledge. Although these two reasons for termination imply

failure in the residential program, neither implies new involvement in the

criminal justice systeJ.n. Other reasons for termination 1vhich imply program

----_.----~-~---

lClients who were 1:i.sted as "absconded" have absconded f!""£'Ig tl~~ £~-o£fra!l~
and may not have violated probation or parole by doing so. IlJhether absconding
is a violation depends upon the conditions of parole/probation.
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failure and new involvement in the criminal justice system are "rearrested,"

,"convicted of new offense," and "revocation of probation or parole." A client

who was tenninated from residence for anyone of these five reasons is said

to have "failed to satisfactorily complete residence."

A number of clients were terminated from residence for reasons which do

not indicate that the client satisfactorily completed residence, but also do

not imply program failure. "Voluntary termination" applies to those cases

in which the client, the client's parole or probation officer, and project

staff agree that the project is not (or is no 1~1ger) the appropriate place~

ment for the client. "1'Ti thdrawn by comroi tting agency" generally refers to one

of two cases: in one the placement agency may have found a more appropriate

place~ment; in the other, a client placed in the program W1der court supervision

may have been wi.thdrawn because of outstanding warrants for actions committed

prior to program placement. "Transfer" refers to those clients who left the

program in order to participate in a more appropriate treatment program. Al­

though such clients have not completed the residential program, they have not

"failed" in the program. These three reasons, as well as "other," are class­

ified as "neutral' reasons" for termination from residence vrhich imply neither

that the client completed the residential program nor that the client failed

in that program.

Based on tIns classification, there are three classes of reasons for

which a client may have been term.-Lnated from residence: satisfactorily com~

pleted residence; failed to satisfactorily complete residence; and neutral.

Table 9 presents a smnmary of the reasons for which 180 Degrees clients were

terminated from residence from the beginning of the residential program

through December 15, 1975. The data for this table were provided by 180
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Degrees staff.

----_._--_.
TABLE 9

REASOHS FOR TERHINATION FRON E'ESIDENCE IN
180 DECREES

IREA,'30N FOR TERHINATION1----

· SATISFACTORILY CWPLETED RESIDENCE
· Satisf~ctorily completed ---

residence
FAILED TO SATISFACTORILY CO~WLETE

· RESIDENCE .-------.--

Lack o~ooperation/poor ad-
justment

Absconded
Rearrested
Convicted of new offense
Revocation

FR~ENCY

45

45

103

48
43

9
2
1

25.010

25.010

57.2

26.7
23.9
5.0
1.1

.6

NEU'I'RAL REflSONS
"\icl~tary~-;;mnati on

Transfer
Hi thdra"m by commi tUng agency
Other

TOTAL:

32
27

3
.1
1

180

17.8
15.0
1.7

.6

.6

Of 180 clients of 180 Degrees who had terminated from residence, 25.0%
I

satisfactorily completed residence, 57.2% failed to satisfactorily complete

resid~1ce, and 17.8% were terminated for neutral reasons. The primary reasons

for failing to complete residence were "lack of cooperation/poor adjustment"

(26.7%) and "absconded" (23.910). Among neutral reasons, "voluntary tennination"

(15.010) was the primary reason for terminati on from residence. Only 1.710 of

the 180 Degrees clients were terminated from residence because they were con-

victed of new offenses or had probation/parole revoked. Table 10 presents

a comparison of 180 Degrees m1d other half1.vay houses on reasons for termination

from residence.
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--------------~-----<---------"

~'ABLE 10

CLASSIFICATION OF REASONS FOR TERHINf\TION: COHPARISm BETilEEN
180 DEGREES MID OTHER HALF\'TAY HOUSES

a

1--------------.------------
180 DEGREES

OTHER E;J,.LF1V"AY
HOUS2S

Nuwber Perce~t

CLASSIFICATION OF REASOH FOR
TER1lINA1'ION FRmx RESIDENCE

Satisfactorily completed
residence

Failed to satisfactorily
complete residence

Neutral reasons

TarAL:

Nlunber Percent
--~ ---

45 25.010

103 57.2
32 17.8----

180 100.010

134

170
73

377

45.1
19.4

100.O~

, aOther ha.lf,<ray houses include Alpha House, Anishinabe Longhouse,
Freedom House, Pi HO"[lSe, and Retreat House. Anishinabe j'Taki-igan \'las
excluded because it closed in Deoember, 1974, and data on the termin­
ations of many l·Taki-igan clients "rere missing. F!eshape Has excluded
because it only had eight graduates in the time period under consider­
ation.

As can be seen from table 10, the 180 Degreesprogrwu had a lower rate

of satisfactory completion of the residentia~ program (25.010) than did other

halfway houses as a group (35.510). Moreover, examination of the rates of

indi vidual halfway houses shows a rW1.ge from 25,010 to 41. 010. Thus, for the

180 Degrees also had a higher proportion of clients who failed to

satisfactorily complete residence (57.210) than did other halfway houses as

a group (45.1"10). Examination of the rates of individual projects shol-vs a

range from 32.1"10 to 65.60
/ 0 , for clients who failed to satisfactorily complete

residence. Among" halhray houses, 180 Degrees had the second hi~ihest propor-...""""",__.' --..~_.','''',...._=->=,c~ =- .. ~.._ .~_~_.,""'" ~_--.- ~."".",>...,,, -.=-_.~_.__

tion of c1iEmts who fa.lIed to satisfact
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terminations, the range among halhray houses was from. 8.210 to 26.910. The

180 Degrees program held the second lowest proportion of clients who were

terminated from resid~,ce for neutral reasons.

The (ollowing analysis compares educational, vocational training, and
I

I
emplo}rynent .~ctivities at intake with those at tennination. For pQrposes of

I

brevity, those clients who satisfactorily completed the residental program
!

are at times referred to in this context as "satisfactory clients," and

those who failed to satisfactorily complete the residential program are at

times referred to as "unsatisfactory clients."l

As is shown in table 11, 14.310 of the 180 Degrees clients were attend-

ing (either full-time or part-time) college, grades 1-12, or G.E.D n prepar-

ation courses at intake to residence. HOVlever, only 8.610 were attending

academic programs at termination. Thus, among 180 Degrees clients there is

a decrease in educational activities between intill~e and tennination. How-

ever, among satisfactory clients there was a small increase in educational

activity from 11.6% at intill~e to 16.3% at termination. In contrast, among

unsatisfactory clients there was a. decrease in educational acti vi ty of approx-

imately 1010 betwe~l intake and termination. Thus, while it appears that

educational activities are of less importance to most 180 Degrees olients

at tenmination thill, at intake r this does not hold for clients who satis-

factorily complete the residential program.

lNote that the group of tUlsatisfactory clients does not include those
clients tenninated for "neutra.l reasons."
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TABLE 11

l\Tl'ENDl\NCE OF 180 DEGREF.S CLIENTS IN l\Cl\DEHIC
PR(X;Rl\HS S'LlliTl\r.:E r,,'iD AT_!'E!"JHN ILT}Olla

Cli. ents who sati sfactorily
completed residence

Clients who failed to satisfacto.rily
complete r;esidence

All olients

----------
INTN::E TER!:.f}:J:L~I 0t:! N

11.6,,/. 16.31. 43

16.7 6.9 102
14.3 8.6 175

QIncludes clients mrolled full-time or part-time in oollege
programs, grades 1-12, or G.E.D. preparation oourses.

blncludes climts terndnated for "neutral reasons."

'-----------------------------

F'inalJ.y, it may be noted that the decline in academi c school attendance

is common among halhmy house clients and, in general, applies to both satis~

factory and unsatisfactory halh'lay house clients,- Further examination of

the data on educational activi ties of clients in individual half-way houses

reveals that 180 Degrees vms the only halfway house program in which the

proportion of satisfactory clients involved in educational activities in­

creased between intake and termination,l

Gi ven the relat:i. vely short period of residence in 180 DegTees (61. 5

I
days), not much change in the vocational skills of residents should be ex-

pected. Table 12 presents data on the attendance of 180 Degrees clients

in vocational training programs. As can be seen from table 12, the activity

of clients in vocational training programs decreased between intake and

termination.

---------
An

RCti v~

,22



TABLE 12

A'lTENDANCE OF 180 DEGREES CLIENTS IN VOCATIONAL
PROGRAHS AT INTAKE AND AT TEPJHNKrIONa

INTAKE TERtlINATION N----Clients who satisfactorily
completed residence

Clients who failed to satisfactorily
. COfilplete b8sidence
All clients

20.010

11.8
12.6

11.110

4.9
5.7

45

102
174

aInc1udes clients enrolled full-time or part-time in voca­
tional training programs.

bIncludes clients terminated for "neutral reasons."

Among all clients there was a 6.9% decrease in vocational class attend-

ance from 12.610 at intake to 5.710 at termination. Among satisfactory clients

there was a decrease of 8.9% between intake and termination, while the de-

crease for unsatisfactory clients was 6.9%. The necrease in vocational train-

ing program activity among 180 Degrees clients is typical of halfway houses

and, in general, occurs fo~ both satisfactory and unsatisfactory halfway

house clients. l

In contrast to education and vocational training activities, the data

show ill1 increase in the employment of 180 Degrees clients between intake and

termination. Among all 180 Degrees clients, there was an increase in employ-

ment from 7.2% at intake to 41.3% at termination. Among satisfactory clients,

there ,.,as a substantial increase in employment of 65.. 110 from 11.610 at intake

to 76.7% at tenmination. Even among clients who failed to satisfactorily

complete residence, there was an increase in full-time and part-time employ-

ment from 6.4% at intake to 26.6% at termination. Table 13 presents a summary

lSee Residential Communi ty ~~ction§. ProgT~E. in }ii.l':p~ota: An
Evaluation Report, pp. 123-125, for a discussion of the vocational training
acti~{tf~s' -;)"f half-way house clients.
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of the employment activities of 180 Degrees clients.

'l'ABLE 13

EHPLOYHENT OF 180 DEGREES CLIEllTS AT mfAKE
AND AT TERrITNATION

a

1------------------------------------1

Clients who satisfactorily
completed residence

Clients who failed to satisfactoriIy
complete r;esidence

All clients .

11.6'10

6.4
7.2

76.7'10

26.6
41.3

43

94
167

alnclude.s clients employed full-time or part-time.

blncludes clients terminated for Hneutral reasons."

-----------------------------,.----.....

Two features of this employment pattern should be noted. First , clients

who have satisfactorily completed residence in other halfway house programs

had an increase in employment of 35.2% from 27.2% at intake to 62.4% at term-

ination. In comparison, the increase in employment for satisfactory clients

in 180 Degrees was 65.1%. Relative to other halfway houses, satisfactory cli-

ents of 180 Degrees were more likely to be employed at termination than were sat-

isfactory clients in most other halfway houses. Second, among unsatisfactory

clients in other halfway houses, employment increased 5.2% from 9.7% at in-

take to 14.9% at termination. In contrast, the increase in employment of

unsatisfactory clients in 180 Degrees was 20.4%. These results indicate that--- ----- ---- -
180 Degrees is achieving; ~ employment goal, particularly for clients who

A surmnary measure of changes in academic and vocational program attend··

ance and employment activities from intake to tellmination combines clients'

activities in these areas. If a client is engaged full-time or part-time in



ll.c"d0"''1tiC programs, vocational training, or' employment, the client is categorized

an ~c~ive;. If the client is not involved in any of these types of activities

oi thor full-time or part-time, the client is labeled inactive. Table 14 pre-

8~ltB a summary of 180 Degrees clients' activity status at intake and at

t: orntinati on.

TABLE 14

ACTIVITY STATUS OF 180 DEGREES CLIENTS
AT INTAKE AND AT TERHINATIO~a

INTAKE TERMINATION N

Clients who satisfactorily
completed resid~~ce

Clients who failed to satisfactorily
complete ~esid61ce

All clients

31.7'10

16.7
19.7

80.5"10

30.8
47.2

41

78
142

aIncludes all clients with employment or in vocational or
academic programs on a full-time or .part-time basis.

bIncludes clients terminated for IIneutral reasons. 1I

The data in table 14 indicate a sizable increase in the activity of 180

DC91-ees clients from 19.710 at intake to 47.210 at termination. Among clients

\"ho satisfactorily completed residence, there was an increase in active clients

from 31. 710 at intake to 80.510 at tennination. Even among clients who failed to

satisfactorily complete residence there was an increase in active clients from

lG.7'1" at intake to 30.810 at termination. These results indicate that 180

Dc:.::J.rc~s is achievin~ its .9:0~ to in~~ education, training, ~ em:elozmen~..

Theae increases are substantial for clients who have satisfactorily completed

n<Jsidence. Finally, as previous data indicate, the increases in active cli-

onts are primarily the result of increases in employment.

3. Econ~nic Changes_. ----
A primary concern of halfway house clients at intake is economic matters.

Chc:mges behJeen intake and termination are described in tenus of clients'
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financial problems, primal-Y source of support, and living situation.

As is indicated in table 15, there is a slight improvement in the per~

ceived financial situation of 180 Degrees clients. Among all residents, the

proportion of residents with minor or major finill1cial problems decrease~ from

53.3% at intake to 46.0% at termination. Moreover, among clients who satis~

factorily completed residence, there was a substantial decrease from 36.6'10

at intake to 19.5% at termination. In contrast, among unsatisfactory clients

there was a small decrease in financial problems {4.1'10} to 54.2'10 at terrn:i.n~

ation.

Tl\BLE 15

FINANCIAL PROl3LEHS OF 180 DEGREES CLIENTS
AT INTAKE AlID A'r TERl·lINATIONa

l..~ TERHINATION II

Clients who satisfactorily
completed residence

Clients who failed to satisfactorily
complete £esidence

All clients .

36.610

58.3
53.3

19.510

54.2
46.0

41

72
137

aIncludes clients with major or minor financial problems.

bIncludes clients terminated for "neutral reasons."

Another measure of the extent to which a client's economic concerns are

being met during residence is the client's primary source of

take, 69.4% of the 180 Degree clients relied on some form of

support. At

Igovernmental
I

in-

,
I

By termination, 58.3% of the clients were self-sl~porting, 4.9% relied

assitance as their primary source of support! while 29.9% were self-support-
I

ing.

on family or friends, and 35.5% relied on governmental assistill1ce. Moreover,

among satisfactory clients those residents who were self-supporting increased
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from 31.8% at intake to 79.5% at termination, whereas satisfactory clients who

relied on governmental assistance decreased from 68.2% at intake to 17.2% at

termination. The proportion of unsatisfactory clients who were self-support-, "

ing also increased from 28.0% at intake to 46.6% at termination. The propor-

tion of unsatisfactory clients relying on governmental assistance decreased

from 70.7"/0 at intake to 44.0"/0 at termination. Thus, amonq!Q.Q. Degrees cli-

ents, satisfact~ clients~~ likely !2~ self-supporting~

independent of governmental assistance~ Fesidence~~ unsatisfac-

Ot1.e of the problems clients face during residence in a halfway house is

finding a suitable living situation after residence. Among 180 Degrees cli-

ents, the proportion of clients who lived in correctional institutions decreas-

ed from 56.3% prior to intake to 14.3% following termination. Moreover, there

were increases in clients living by themselves from 10.3% at intake to 28.6%

at termination and in clients living wi th family or friends from 15.5"/0 to

43.6% following termination from residence.

Among satisfactory clients, the proportion living in correctional insti-

tutions and jails decreased from 63.4% prior to intake to 0 at termination,

while those living on their own increased from 7.3"/0 to 48.8"/0 and clients liv-

ing with family and fri e.nds increased from 17.1"/0 to 51. 2"/0 following termin-

ation from residence. Among ill1.satisfactory clients, those in correctional

institutions decreased from 54.2% to 28.8%, whereas clients living with fam-

ily and fdends increased from 18.6"/0 prior to intake to 33.9"/0 following ter-

mination. 0t1.1y 17.0"/0 of the unsatisfactory cUen"ts lived by themselves after

leaving the 180 Degrees facility.
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4. Chemical Abuse Treatment

As was noted, the 180 Degrees program was designed for ex-offenders who

have alcohol or drug abuse problems. The approach of this program is to pro-

viqe cOlmseling to clients in the residential facility and to refer clients to

appropriate commlmity agencies. Among 180 Degrees clients, 33.5% were identified

by staff as having problems iuth drug abuse. Project staff provided cOlli,seling

services specifically directed at drug problems for 28.210 of the clients.

Community agencies specializing in drug abuse problems provided cOlmse~ing

to 9.9% of 180 Degrees clients. Because some clients received cOlmseling

from both staff and agencies, the combined services were provided to 31.2%

of the cliffi1ts. The data indicate that ~ De~rees EEovides drug cotmselin~

needing t~ ~Yi£~~. However, because many clients irlth drug abuse prob-

lems are likely 'to require long-term cOlillseling, J..! is recommended .that 180
!

Degrees in~se~ ~fforts to ~ ,£?mmun,i i;y: ~~es for £r~g~ .E.!"~.

This recommendation is based on the assl~ption that counseling is more likely

to continue after the client leaves the residential facility if he is already

involved in a community treatment program.

Treatment for alcohol abuse was an identified need for 39.1% of 180

Degrees clients. Staff cOlillseling services specific to alcohol abuse were

provided to 30.7% of the clients. In contrast to referrals for drug abuse,

20.3% of 180 Degrees clients received counseling for alcohol abus, problems
I

from community agencies. The combination of these services reached 32.7%

of the clients. These data indicate that, eith~~ thr~YQb ~laff 2~E£ 2E

eX referral, lli l~ Degree~ ~gram~ alcohol ,~us}~ .££.~el:lE£ is j:he

!Eajori.!x of .£!.:~s }:Tho ~ed ~ se~. These data also indicate that 180

~egrees, is ~~g to ~~ contim~~ .£f treatment for alcohol abuse
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.The importance of using community agencies for alcohol and drug prob-

lems should be emphasi zed. The 180 Degrees program has an average residen-

tial period;of approximately two months. But alcohol and drug abuse prob-

lems are long-term problems which are unlikely to be resolved during resi­

dence. Conkinued support and counseling can be obtained through increased

use of commpnity programs.

5. Surnrnarz. of Ef~£!!2.

The first measure of program effects was a measure of program comple-

terminated for neutral reasons. These results were compared with the resluts

of other halfway houses. ~ halfvray houses, 180 ~eg:f.~~ had th~ lowest
i

proportion of ~!2.~ sad sf~tori!z c~2le~d~ an~ !he second

highest proportioT!, of clients ~ failed to satisfactoril~ complete re~~~.

The data show that fewer clients are in academic or vocational training

programs at termination than at intake but there was a 34.1% increase in
!

employment during residence. The data also indicate that clients who satis-

factorily complete residence do better than clients who fail to satisfactorily

complete residence on a number of variables. ill,though ill1satisfactory clients

had a decrease in academic school attendance and a 20.2% increase in employ-

ment, satisfactory clients had a small increase j.n academic school attend-

ance and a 65.1% increase in en~loyment. Further comparisons between satis-

factory and unsatisfactory clients show that clients who satisfactorily corn-

plete l-esidence are more likely than unsatisfactory clients to resolve their

final1cial problems, become self-supporting and independent of governmental
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assistance, and to live independently or with fronily or friends.

The majority of clients with dru.g or alcohol problems receive counseling

for these problems by staff members or community agencies. IIlhile this indi-

cates that 180 Degrees is providing the services needed by these clients, most

of the counseling has been provided by project staff. Particill.arly for those

clients with (nonalcohol) drug abuse problems, increased use of community

agencies shotud be developed.

RECIDIVISM ANALYSIS----

One of the goals of 180 Degrees is to reduce further involvement of its

clients in the criminal ju.stice system. New involvements with the criminal

justice systffiU are referred to as recidivism. While there is no generally

accepted definition of "recidivism," convictions for new offenses and rev-

ocations of probation or parole are the indicators of recidivism used in

this report. Recidivism information is collected on clients at termination

from residence and at intervals of 6, 12, 24, and 36 months after termination

from residence. Because few clients have been terminated for 36 months, this

this report will be concerned only with the recidivism of 180 Degrees clients

while in residence and during the first 24 months following terndnation from

residence.

The analysis of recidivism presented here will include recidivism in

residence and in two sets of follow-up periods. First, recidivism will be

analyzed for periods of 6, 12, and 24 months following intake to residence,

the "at-risk" recidivism periods~ Second, recidivism for "post-residence"

periods of 6, 12, and 24 months following termination from residence will be

discussed. Recidivism measures will be given in terms of the number of Eerson~
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who have recidivated in a given follow-up period. Recidivism dispositions

will be given for misdemeanor convictions, felony convictions, and revocations

of probation or parole. A person who has recidivated more than one time dur-

ing a given follow-up period will be classified according to the most serious

disposi tion- -with a misdemeanor conviction the least serious and revocation

the most serious. l

1. Recidivism While in Residence

The first analysis of recidivism looks at the extent to which 180 Degr~es

clients were convicted of new offenses or had their probation or parole revoked

during residence. Table 16 provides a summary of the various indices of recid-

idism during residence.

TABLE 16

RECIDIVISM OF 180 DEGREES
CLlilllTS DlmING RESID&~CE

NlMBER OF
CLIilllTS PERCENT

RECIDIVIS'H DISPCSITIONS 7 5.6"10

Misdemeanor conviction 3 2.4%
Felony conviction 3 2.4
Revocation 1 .8
Felony conviction

and revocation 4 3.2

NO RECIDIVISH 117 94.4

TarAL: 124 100.0'10

During residence, which averaged 61.5 days, 5.6% of the 180 Degrees clients

IThe rationale for this rating may be found on p. 186 of Residential
Communitz Corrections~~ in Minne~ta: An Evaluation Re~.-Als(),'"
see Chapter 2 and Appendix F of that report for further information on the
methodology for and analysis of adult recidivism.
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1were convicted of new offenses or had probation or parole revoked. Recid~

ivism dispositions included 2.4% convicted of new ~isdemeanors, 2.4% con~

victed of new felonies, and 0.810 revoked. Consequently, depending upon the

indicator used, the recidivism rate of 180 Degrees clients whil~ ;Living in

the residential fac:ility varied from 0.810 (revocations) to 5.610 (all convic~

tions and revocations).

Comparisons between the recidivism of 180 Degrees clients and clients of

other halfway houses show only small differences. 2 Am~lg clients of other

halfway houses, recidivism during residence included 4.8% convicted of mis~

demeanors, 5.1% convicted of felonies, and 2.6% revoked (N=311). IThus, the

rates for new felony convictions and revocations were 3.2% for 180 Degrees and

7.7% for other halfway houses. However, because the average length of resi-

dence in 180 Degrees was shorter than the rates in other halfway houses, one
,

cannot infer that recidivism in residence was lower (per unit time): at 180

Degrees. At-risk and post-residence recidivism are based on comparable time

periods.

2. Program Co~on and Reddi viE!!!

Theoretically, those clients who satisfactorily completed the residen-

tial program at 180 Degrees should do better than those who failed' to satis~

factorily complete the program. The question to be answered in this section

is: Do clients who satisfactorily complete residence in 180 Degrees have

IThro~ghout this analysis of recidivism all convictions with· the
exception of traffic offenses are included. However, driving whil~ intox~

icated is not considered a traffic offense and, consequently, is included.

2Included are Alpha House, Anishinabe Longhouse, Anishinabe Waki~igan,
Freedom House, Pi House, and Retreat House. Reshape, which had only three
graduates, has been excluded.



ed fram the date of termination from residence:

lower recidivism rates than clients who fail to satis~actorily complete resi-

dence? Recidivism information on clients who satisfactorily completed resi-

dence and those who failed to do so is presented for two time periods measUI­

6 months and 12 months. 1

. During !h£ six-~~nth £ost-resjL~ence f01~ow-uE period, clients who ~­

factori.J.y' cbmplete.s1 residence ~ sub...E:t~ial~y'~ recidivism than di<;i ili­

ents who failed 1£ satis.factoril.z. coml21:e~ r.~idenc~. Among 33 satisfactory

clients in the six-month post-residence period, 3.0% were convicted of mis-

de~meanors ahd 3.0% were revoked. In contrast, among 91 unsatisfactory cli-

ents, 7.7% were convicted of misdemeanors, 9.9% were convicted of felonies,

and 7.7% were revoked. The combined recidivism of unsatisfactory clients

was 25.3% in the six-month period, whereas only 6.1% of the clients who sat-

isfactorily completed residence were recidivists.

factory': 180 ~~ cli~. Among 22 satisfactory clients, 4.510 were con··

victed of misdemeanors, 9.1% were convicted of felonies, and 4.5% were re-

voked t for a combined rate of 18.2%. Among 69 unsatisfactory clients, 4.3%

were convicted of misdemeanors, 11.610 were convicted of felonies and 4.310 were

revoked, for a combined rate of 20.3% by the ffi1d of the twelve-month period.

These results indicate that satisfactorily completing the 180 Degrees program

has a short-term favorable effect on recidivism, but that this effect is no

longer apparent at the end of the twelve-month post-residence period. More-

over, these results differ from the results for other hal:fl,ray houses. In

------------
lThroughout the discussion in this section, no recidivism information

is presented on eli ents who ,,,ere tenninated for "neutral reasons." The 24
month perJod is excluded because only 7 satisfactory clients are in that
follow-up period.
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general, the recidi vi sm data on clients in other half-way houses showed that

the recidivism of clients who satisfactorily completed residence Has signif-

icantly 10Her than that of clients Hho failed to satisfactorily complete

'd 1
res~ ence. By the end of the tHelve-month post-residence period, 11.5% of

87 clients Hho satisfactorily completed other halfHay house progranls had

recidivated and 27.910 of 61 unsatisfactory clients of other programs had

recidivated. Thus, by the end of the one-year folloH-up period, satisfac-

tory clients in 180 Degrees had slightly more recidivism than satisfactory

clients in other halfway houses, Hhereas unsatisfa.ctory clients in 180 Degrees

had somewhat less recidivism than unsatisfactory clients in other halfway

house programs.

3. At··Risk Recidivism

At-risk recidivism looks at the recidivism of 180 Degrees clients meas-

ured from intake to residence. As can be seen from table 17, during the

first six months folloHing intake to residence, 6.6% (8) of the 180 Degrees

clients were convicted of misdemeanors, 7.4% (9) Here convicted of felonies,

and 4.1% (5) Here revoked. Thus, 11.5% (14) Here convicted of felonies or

revoked and 18.0'10 (22) were recidivists Hhen all offenses are considered

(N=122).

lIncluded are Alpha House, Anishinabe Longhouse, Anishinabe Waki-igan,
Freedom House, Pi House, and Retreat House.
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TABLE 17

C01PARISON OF RECIDIVIS}! OF CLI~ITS OF 180 DEGREES MJD OF
OI'HER HALFWAY HOUSES IN SIX-HOt'ITH AT-RISK PERIOD

OTHER HALF-
180 DEGREES lofAY HOUSFB- ...

RECIDIVIffi1 DISPOSITIONS 18.CJ1, 17.'/1..

Misdemeanor conviction 6.61, 6.21>
Felony conviction 7.4 7.2
Revocation 4.1 4.2
Felony conviction

11.5 11.4and revocation

NO RECIDIVISli 82.0 84.1

TorAL: 100.CJ1, 100.01.
NUMBER: 122 308

alnc1udes Alpha House, Anishinabe Longhouse, Anishinabe
Waki-igan, Freedom House, Pi House, Reshape, and Retreat House.

Table 17 also provides a comparison between 180 Degrees and other half-

way houses. As can be seen from this table, recidivism of 180 Degrees clients

in the six~month at~risk period is typical of the recidivism of halfway house

clients. Indeed, there were no significant differences on any of the measures

of recidivism.

During the twelve~month at~risk period, 9.5% of the 180 Degrees clients

were convicted of misdemeanors, 8.6'10 were convicted of felonies, and 5.7'10 had

probation or parole revoked. Thus, 14.3'10 of the 180 Degrees clients recidi~

vated with new felony convictions and revocations, whereas in terms of tota.l

convi ctions and revocations 23.8'10 were recidivists. Table 18 presents a surrnnary

of the recidivism data for J.80 Degrees clients and clients of other halfway

houses for the twelve-month at-risk period.
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.._---------
TABLE 18

COrWARISON OF RECIDIVIm1 OF CLIEWrS OF 180 DEGREES AND OF
OTHER IIALF\'TAY HOUSES IN T1'rELVE-HOUTH AT-RISK: PERIODd

arHER HALF-
180 DEGREES HAY HOUSES

RECIDIVISH DISpOSITIONS 23.810 20.110

ltisdemeanor conviction 9.510 S.a1o
Felony conviction 8.6 9.0
Revocation 5.7 6.1
Felony conviction

and revocation 14.3 15:1

NO RECIDIVISl'! 76.2 80.1

TarAL: 100.a10 100. a10
HillffiER: 105 278

aIncludes Alpha House, Anishinabe Longhouse, Anishinabe
Haki-igill1, Freedom House, Pi House, and Retreat House.

,
In comparison, during the twelve-month at-risk period 20.1"/0 of 278 cli-

ents in other halfway houses were recidivists in terms of total convictions

and revocations. The difference in the recidivism of these clients and of

180 Degrees clients is primarily due to differences in misdemeanor convic-

tions. Only 5.0"/0 of the clients of other halfway houses were convicted of

misdemeanors in the twelve-month at-risk period, whereas 9.5% of 180 Degrees

clients recidivated with ~isdemeanors. There were no significant differences

in the rates of felony convictions and revocations: 9.0"/0 of the clients of

other halfway houses were convicted of felonies and 6.1% were rev1ked.

I

During the twenty-four month at-risk period, the recidivism ,rate of
,

180 Degrees clients (35.9%) was higher than the rate for clients of other

halfway houses (26.4%) in terms of all convictions and revocations. Again,

the primary difference between these two groups is due to different rates
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for misdemeanor convictions. Among former 180 Degrees clients, 17.910 were

convicted of misdemeanors, whereas 10.4% of other halfway house clients wer~

convicted of misdemeanors. However, there were no significant differences in

the rates of felony convictions and revocations: of 39 clients of 180 Degrees,

12.8% were convicted of felonies and 5.1% were revoked, while 11.8% of 144

clients in other halfway houses were convicted of felonies and 4.2% were re­

voked. Thus, in terms of felony convictions and revocations, 17.9% of the

180 Degrees clients and 16.0% of the clients of other halfway houses were

recidivists.

4. Post-Residence Recidivism

At-risk recidivism analyses assume that halfway house placement is a

supplement to traditional treatment, e.g., institutionalization, but that re­

cidivism should be measured following that treatment. Post-residence recid­

ivism analyses assume that halfway house placement is a form of "treatment"

ill1d that the recidivism of halfway house clients should be examined for post­

treatment (i.e., post-residence) follow-up periods. Consequently, any re­

cidivism which occurred during residence is not included in the analysis of

post-residence recidivism. Table 19 summarizes the recidivism data for the

six-month post-residence period.



TABLE 19

COHPARISON OF RECIDIVISH OF CLIENTS OF 180 DEGREES AND OF
0.rHER HALFHAY HCUSES IN SIX-HONTH POST-RESID~CE PERIOD

a

arHER HALF.
180 DEGREES WAY HOUSES

RECIDIVI5'H DISPOSI'T'IONS 22.6% 11.4%

Misdemeanor conviction 8 .9"h 2• 9"h
Felony conviction 8.1 4.2
Revocation 5.6 4.2
Felony conviction

and revocation 13.7 8.4

NO RECIDIVISH 77.4 88.6

T0.rAL: 100. rtlo 100. rtlo
NUBBER: 124 308

aIncludes Alpha House, Anishinabe Longhouse, Anishinabe
Waki-igan, Freedom House, Pi House, lild Retreat House.

During the six~month post~residence period, 8.9% of the 180 Degrees oli-

ents were convicted of misdemeanors, 8.1"/0 were conv.icted of felonies, and

5.6"/0 were revoked (N=124). Thus, 13.7"/0 of the 180 Degrees clients were con-

victed of felonies or revoked, whereas 22.6% were recidivists in terms of

all convictions and revocations. The overall recidivism rate of 180 Degrees

clients (22.6%) was significantly higher than the rate for other halfway

house clients (11.4%):
2

X = 5.90, which is significant for p<.05. Although

180 Degrees clients also had a higher rate of felony convictions and re-

vocations (13.7%) than did other halfway house clients (8.4%), this differ­

ence was not statistically significant at p<.05 (X
2
=2.18).

During the twelve~month post-residence period, 24.7% of the 180 Degrees

clients were recidivists. Of 93 clients in this follow-up period, 9.7% were

convicted of misdemeanors, 9.7% were convicted of felonies, and 5.4% had

probation or parole revoked. In comparison, clients of other halfway houses
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had lower recidivism rates. Of 227 cliffi1ts in other halfway houses, 3.1%

were convicted of misdemeanors, 6.2% were convicted of felonies, and 5.3%

were revoked. Although the overall recidivism rate of 180 Degrees clients

(24.7%) was higher than that of other halfway house clients (14.5%) during the

twelve-month post-residence period, this difference was not statistically sig­

nificant (X
2 = 1.68, not si~1ificant at p<.05). Simi.1arly, the rate of fe1-

ony convictions and revocations of 180 Degrees clients (15.1%) was higher

than the rate for other half~ay house clients (11.5%), but there was no sta­

2tistically significant difference between these two groups (X = 0.49). Table

20 presents a stnUmary of the recidivism data for the twelve-month post-resi-

dence period.

TABLE 20

COl1PARISCN OF RECIDIVISM OF CLIENTS OF 180 DEGREES AND OF
OTHER HAUI'JAY HOUSES IN T....JELVE-HONTH POST-RESIDENCE PERIOD

a

)-----_._--------------

RECIDm~L~ITIQ~~

Misdaucanor conviction
Felony conviction
Revocation
Felony conviction

and revocation

NO RECIDIVISH-------
TOTAL:
NUMBER:

OTHER HALF-

180 D~!lf~ WAY HOUSES

24.7'10 14.5'10

9.7"/0 3.1'10
9.7 6.2
5.4 5.3

15.1 n.5

75.3 _§.~. 5
----~-'

100.010 100.010
93 227

dIncludes Alpha House, Anishinabc Longhouse, Anishinabe
Waki-igan, Freedom House, Pi House, and Retreat House.

During the twenty-four month post-residence period, 13.3% of thirty c1i-

ents of 180 Degrees were convicted of misdemeill10rs, 10.0% were convicted of

felonies, and 6.710 were revoked. Thus, in tenns of all convictions and
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revocations, 30.010 of the 180 Degrees clients were recidivists, whereas 16.7%

recidivated with felony convictions and revocations. Neither of these rates

were (statistically) significantly different from the rates for other halfway

house clients. During the twenty-four month post-residence period, 20.010 of

ninety clients of other halfway houses recidivated, including 16.7% who re-

cidivated with new felony convictions or revocations.

5. Summary of Recidivism of 180 Degrees Cli~~~

The recidivism analysis compared post-residence recidivima of clients

who satisfactorily completed residence with that of clients who failed to sat-

isfactorily complete residence. ~urin~ !h~ ~ix-month £ost-resi~ follow-~E

stantially' less reciA~vi8I!! than ~ cli~Il;,:t..E! ~ failee! ~ 13atisfacto:r::lli ~-

Elet~ resid~~. However, this difference was not maintained through the

twelve-month post-residence period. By~~ of the one-yeaE follow-':!E,~

Analysis of recidivism for both at-risk and post-residence follow-up

periods indicates that~~~r~ ~ ~-igni~i~an~ differences in the recidivism

P~Sl~~~ in felonies and revocation~. However, 180 Degrees clients had higher

rates of misdemeanor convictions in some follow-up periods. In general, these

I
results indicate that the recidivism of 180 Degrees clients, particularly when

measured in terms of felony convictions and revocations, is "typ~cal" of the

recidi vism of halfway house clients. By the end of the twenty-four month post-

residence period, 13.3% of the 180 Degrees clients were convicted of misdemean-

ors, 10.010 were convicted of felonies, and 6.7% were revoked. Thus, in terms of
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all convictions and revocations, 30.~h of the 180 Degrees clients were recid-

ivists, whereas 16.7% were recidivists for felony convictions and revocations.

1. Client Flow

This section looks at the flow of residents through 180 Degrees. The

data in this section are for the period of August, 1973, when the project be-

gan receiving LEAA funds, through December 15, 1975. During this period 180

Degrees admitted a total of 203 residents.

The capacity of the 180 Degrees residential facility is 25 residents.

For the period of August, 1973 - December 15, 1975, 180 Degrees had an average

daily population of 13.4 residents, or an average occupancy rate of 53.6%. For

the one-year period of December 16, 1974 - December 15, 1975, the occupan~y

rate increased slightly to 60.0%, or 15.0 clients per day.

During the same one-year period through December 15, 1975, the occupancy

1rates of halfway houses varied from 26.4% to 94.0%. Among all seven halnvay

houses only two projects had occupancy rates lower than that of 180 Degrees.

However, because 180 Degrees has a relatively large residential facility, only

two halfway houses had a higher average nww~er of clients per day.

Among all halfway houses, the average length of residence varied from

61.5 days at 180 Degrees to 195.9 days. Thus, the average length of residence

in 180 Degrees was the shortest residential period among halfway houses. In

lIncluded are Alpha House, Anishinabe Longhouse, Freedom House, Pi. House,
Retreat House, and Reshape. Further information on client flow is presented
on pp. 85-90 of Residential £on~l: Cor~.~~ PJ~~ in. )\fir.:.~~C!:: An
,Eval ua,ti2L:. Re£~rt.
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general, clients who satisfactorily complete residence tend to remain in resi-

dence longer than clients who terminate without completing their residential

programs. This held true for 180 Degrees in \lThich clients who satisfactorily

completed residence averaged 89.8 days in residence.

Halfway houses depend upon external agencies for referral of clients,

which determines, to a large extent, the occupancy rates for facilities. In

addition to the referral rate, ·two factors affect occupancy rates. First, the

larger the residential facility is, the higher the referral rate should be to

maintain or increase occupancy rates. Second, the shorter the average length

of residence is, the higher' the referral rate should be. Given that 180 De-

grees has one of the largest residential facilities and the shortest average

length of residence, this project needs a high referral rate to achieve.a'

high occupancy rate. Because 180 Degrees has been effective in increasing

employment of its clients, it is recommende~~~ .Sl:.gencies ins.~~

f&errals to 182 Deg-rees, of~c~~ whom ~r!!J?~~ assist.a~~ and

During the period of December 16, 1974 - December 15, 1975, the 180 De-

grees program had total outlays of $147,276.00. Based on the project's occu-

pancy rate, this results in an average outlay of $26.90/client/day. Por COID-

pari son, the range for halfway houses was $13.59/client/day to $38.37/client/

1
day. Among halfway houses, 180 Degrees had the third lowest cost/client/day.

These figures may also be compared to the costs of institutionalization

IPor further information on costs of halfway houses, see Residential
Qorrunqni t:y: Q.or:.r:~ctions ?E~<;;LEams in l'Ii~~: An Evaluation ~ort, pp--:- 99-104 •
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in a state correctional facility.l Among institutions, the cost/inmate/day

was $26.99 at the State Prison, $31.03 at the Reformatory for Men, and $65.02

at the Metropolitan Training Center. Consequently, the cost/client/day at

180 Degrees was lower than the costs of incarceration at these three institu-

tions.

A final cost figure is a "cost/program completer," i.e., a cost for

treatment of a client who satisfactorily completes residence. Among halfway-

houses, the cost/program completer ranged from a low of $2,421. 00 at 180

Degrees to a high of $6,484.53. In c~nparison, the costs/inmate treated at

the three state institutions rW1ged from $5,926.73 at the Reformatory to

$9,554.46 at the Prison.

IThe follovring figures, and further cost information on Hinnesota state
insti tuti ons, are presented in Minnesota Task Force on Correctional Institutions,
.!"ep~!!.!2 tl~ t~Lrm~ ~at~re, (February, 1976), Appendix F-9.
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PAR'r II





A. INTRODUCTION

Part I of this report was concerned with the 180 Degrees program opera-

tion for the period of August 1, 1973 - December 15, 1975. The discussion
,

contained ih Part I allows the reader to compare this program with half-way

houses in general, which have been discussed in Residential Co~unitz ~rec-

I
ti~ ~grams in Minnesota;,: An Evaluati~~. That evaluation report

covered halfway houses up through Dec~nber 15, 1975.

Data ,collection on halfway houses no longer receiving LEAA funds con-

tinued through August, 1976. Part II of this report discusses the 180 Degrees

program for the period of September I, 1975 - August 31, 1976, the final year

for which data were collected. Because 180 Degrees initially received LEAA

support in August, 1973, Part II of this report is essentially concerned with

the program's third year of operation under support from the Governor's Com­

i
mission ort Crime Prevention and Control. Demographic, socioeconomic, and

correctional history information presented in Section B is based on clients

a~illi2 to residence during this period. "Analysis of Effects," Section C,

is based on clients terminated from residence in this period.

B. 180 DEGREES CLIENTS--------
1. Demogr~ic Characteristics

For the period of Septe.rnber 1, 1975 - August 31, 1976, seventy male

clients were admitted to residence in 180 Degrees. Although women are eli-

gible for this program, no women were admitted in this period. Of the seventy

clients, 77.1% were White, 14.3% were Black, 7.1% were Indian and 1.4% were of

other ethnic backgrounds. The distribution of ethnic backgrounds among c11-

ents admitted in this period is similar to that of earlier clients in 180
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Degrees.

Clients a.dmitted in this one~year period were younger than clients ad-

mitted prior to September, 1975. The average age of the 70 new clients in 180

Degrees was 26.9 years, with a median age of 24.3 years. The average educa-

tional level of these clients was 11.1 grades, while the median level was 12.1

grades. Of the seventy clients, 52.8~ had completed high school level educa-

tion.

The majority of clients admitted to 180 Degrees in this period were

residents of Hennepin (61.4"/0) and Ramsey (10.0"/0) Counties. Of the remaining

clients, 10.O~ were residents of other metropolitan area cOlmties, 12.9~ were

from other Minnesota counties, and 5.7~ were residents of other states.

In summary, these data on 180 Degrees clients admitted during September,

1975 - August, 1976, show that they do not differ from earlier clients i.n

terms of ethnic background and county of residence. However, clients ad- .

mitted in the later period were all male and approximately 5.5 years younger

than the earlier clients. The educational backgrounds of the clients were

approximately equal in both periods.

2. Socioeconomic Characteristics
-- = -

Of the seventy clients who were admitted to 180 Degrees in the period

of September, 1975 - August, 1976, 7.1~ were attending academic programs

(either full-time or part-time) and 7.1"/0 were employed full-time or part-

time. None of the clients admitted during this period were attending vo-

cational classes at intake. As was noted in Part I of clients admitted

through December 15, 1975, 13.0~ were involved in academic programs and 11.0%

were involved in vocational training progrmns on a flul-time or part-time
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basis. Consequently, clients admitted in the later period were less involved

in academic and vocational programs than were earlier clients. However, there

was little change in employment:. Of clients admitted in the earlier period,

6.510 were employed full~time or part-time, while 7.110 of the more recent cli­

ents were employed at intake. By defining a client as "active" if he is en­

gaged in an academic or vocational training program or is employed--either full­

time or part-time, only 14.~0 of the 180 Degrees clients admitted in this per­

iod were active at intake. This represents a smill.l decrease from 17.810 in the

earlier period. Table 21 presents a summary of the intake activities of 180 ­

Degrees clients in the one-year period.
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TABLE 21

ACTIVITIES OF 180 DEGREES CLIENTS ADHI'ITED
. TO RESIDE?lCE IN SEPT~BER( 1975 - AUGUST, 1976

1. ACADEHIC SCHOOL
AITFJIDANCE

Full time grades 1-12,
college

Part·time grades 1-12,
college, GED preparation

None

T<JrJlL:

Nm~ PERCENT

2 2.S'/o

3 4.3
65 92.91,

70 100.1'1,

2. VCCATIONAL CLASS
__...;p.:;..":;'I":T".=ENDANCE

None

TarAL:

3. EHPLO~

Full-time
Part-time
None

T0rAL:

4. ACTIVITY STA'fUS
a

Full-time
Part-time
Imwtive

TarAL:

1!l
70

3
2

65

69

5
5

60

70

4.3'1,
2.9
~

100.1'1,

7.1'1,
7.1

~

99.S'/o

~J definition, a client is "active full-time" if he is
in an academic or vocational training program or is employed
full--time. A client is "active part-time" if he is involved
part-time in an academic or vocational program or is employed
part-time, but is not in any of these activities full-time.
A client is "inactive" if he is neither active full-time nor
aotive part-time.

Of the seventy clients, 21.4% reported major financial problems, 47.1%

I
reported minor financial problems, and 31.4% reported no financia~ problems.

These data indicate a small increase in the proportion of clients: with finan-
,

cial problems at intake relative to the earlier period in which 43.610 of the

clients reported no financial problems at intake. The economic status of 180

Degrees clients is further illustrated by their primary source of support. At
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intake, 54.3% of the seventy clients relied on some form of governmental assis-

tance as their primary source of support, 17.1'70 relied on correctional insti-

tutions, 4.3'70 relied on family or friends, 22.9'70 relied on themselves, and

1.4'70 had trp.ining grants or scholarships. Thus, at intake, 68.4'70 of these

clients had major or minor financial problems, 77.1% relied on other sources

for support:, and only 7.1'70 were employed.
I

.As in earlier periods, the majority of clients entered 180 Degrees from

correctional institutions (42.9%), jails or workhouses (15.7%), and other

treatment programs (17.1%). huong the remaining clients, 11.4% lived with

parents, 7.1'70 lived by themselves, 2.9'70 lived with spouses or partners, and

2.9% lived with friends or relatives.

Relative to clients admitted in earlier years, the seventy clients who

entered 180 Degrees during September, 1975 .. August, 1976, were similar to

earlier residents in terms of primary source of support at intake and living

si tuation prior to intake. However, clients admitted in the later period

were more likely to have financial problems, but less likely to be in school

or in vocational training at intake. There was little change in the employ-

ment of clients at intake.

3. Correctional Historiesl

The correctional histories of clients admitted to 180 Degrees in Septem-

ber, 1975 - August, 1976, are described in terms of involvement with the crim-

inal justice system as juveniles and as adults, and in terms of the client's

most recffilt offense and legal status at intake. Table 22 presents a SUlllffiary

lCorrectional history data were provided by project staff on intake forms.
Sources of these data varied from project to project and included--in some cas­
es .... clients' recollections and/or admissions of correctional histories. Veri­
fication of these data is extremely difficult and accm-acy cannot by detennined.
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of the juvenile correctional histories of 180 Degrees clients.

TABLE 22

JUVENILE COrmECTIONIUJ HISTORIES OF 180 DEGl(EES CLIENTS
~HI'ITED TO RE~lDEIJCE nJ SEP'J'E;'31~R, 19'75 - l\UGU~,!:!. 19'76.

VARIABLE MEAN HEDIN'T RPJJGE Nc=------
Ntunber j uve.nile

apprehensions 5.2 3.0 0-12 57
Number times adjudi-

cated delinquent,
status offenses 2.3 0.7 0-12 52

NLilllber times adj udi •
cated delinquent,
nonstatus offe.nses 2.4 1.3 0-14 52

Age at first adjudi- ,
cation, convic-
tiona 16.2 15.2 7-35 62

NLm~er months in
juvenile correc-
tional facilities 18.4 4.5 0-96 62

aInc1udes age at first conviction as adult, if in-
dividual had not been adjudicated as a juvenile.'

--_ .........

On the average a 180 pegrees client was apprehended 5.2 times as a

juvenile (the median is 3.0 apprehensions); adjudicated delinquent for non-

status offenses 2.3 times (median is 0.7 times.); and adjudicated delinquent

2.4 times for nonstatus off~1ses (median is 1.3 times). On the average, a

180 Degrees client was first adjudicated delinqu~1t when he was 16.2 years

old. Although the average number of months spent in juvenile cor~ectional

facilities is 18.4 months, the median (4.5 months) indicates that the ma­
I
I

jority of the clients had spent less than six months in juvenile :tnsti tu-

tions. The number of times adjudicated delinquent and months in Juvenile
I

correctional' insti tutions indicate that these clients were more involved in

the criminal justice system as juveniles than were previous 180 Degrees

clients.
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Data on adult correctional histories, presented in table 23, indicate

that the "average 180 Degrees client" has had extensive involvement in the

criminal justice system as an adult. To summarize these data, the average num-

ber of adult ar~ was 7.6 arrests, with a median of 3.3 arrests. The aver-

age number of misdemeanor convictions was 3.1 convictions (median: 1.2 convic-
------~~~--_._-

tions), while the average number of £ros~ misdemeanor and fel.2!lZ conviction~

was 2.4 convictions (median: 1.6 convictions). These data indicate that cli-

ents admitted in September, 1975 - August, 1976, averaged approximately one-

half fewer gross misdemeanor ill1d felony convictions than previous 180 Degrees

clients. Clients admitted in the one-year period averaged 13.5 months in

jails and workhouses, with a median of 4.8 months, which was approximately the

same as previous clients. Although clients admitted after August, 1975, had

spent fewer months in adult state correctional facilities (average: 53.1

months; median: 23.0 months) than clients admitted earlier (average: 66.0

months; mediill1: 32.3 months), the more recent clients had spent approximately

four more months in institutions for their present offenses (22.6 months) than

did previous cl:l.ents.
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TABLE 23

ADULT CORRECTIONAL HISfORIES OF 180 DEGREES CLIENTS ADHITIED
TO RESIDENCE IN SE~S~'§.ER, 197..~ - AUGUS'[, 1976

VARIABLE MEAN 1'lEDIAN RAJ\IGE. No=:---- ,----
Number adult al-rests 7.6 3.3 0-95 68
Ntmlber misdemeanor

convictions 3.1 1.2 0-50 66
Ntmlber gross mis~

demeanor and felony
convictions 2.4 1.6 0-10 68

Number months in jails
and 1'Torkhouses 13.5 4.8 0-96 62

Number months in adul,t
correcti onal facil-
ities 53.1 23.0 0-360 67

Ntmlber offenses for
present conviction 1.3 1.2 0-5 67

Ntunber months in insti~

tutions for present
. conviction 22.6 16.0 0.252 61

. Among the 66 clients for whom offense data were available, 54.5%

were convicted of property offenses, 25.8% were convicted of crimes against

persons, 4. 5<I/o were convicted of narcotics offenses, 3.010 of traffic offenses,

and 6.110 of other offenses. Of these clients, 6.110 were admitted without

recent convictions. Relative to previous 180 Degrees clients, recent cli-

ents were more likely to have been convicted of property offenses and less

likely to have been convicted of crimes against persons.

At intake, 53.010 of 68 clients were on parole, 7.4% were released from

institutions without parole, 2.910 were released on work release, 19.110 we:re

on probation, 8.8% were awaiting trial, 4.4% were tried and awaiting sen-

tencing and 4.4% had other legal statuses. These legal statuses of clients

may be grouped according to pre-institution status (alvai ting trial, tried

and awaiting sentencing, and probation), post-institution status (parole,

work release, and released without parole), and other statuses. Using this

53



classification, 32.4% of the clients were on pre~institution statuses at in~

take, 63.2% were on post-institution statuses, and 4.4% were on other statuses.

These data indicate that recent clients are more likely to be admitted to resi-

dence on pre-institution legal statuses than had previously been the case.

For example, illuong clients amnitted prior to December 15, 1975, 17.5% were

on pre-institution status and 78.5% were on post-institution status.

C. ANALYSIS OF EFFECTS

The previous section, "180 Degrees Clients," was concerned with clients

q~.t~ to residence in the period of September, 1975 - August, 1976. This

section is concerned with clients~~ from residence during the same

period. While there is extensive overlap between these 1:1'ro sets of clients,

they are not the same clients: some clients affinitted to residence during

this period were still in residence ml August 31, 1976, and some clients

ternrinated from residence during this period were affinitted prior to September

I, 1975.

The first measure of program effect is the reason for termination from

residence. As in the previous discussion, clients may be grouped into three

classes based upon their reasons for termina:tion: clients who satisfactorily

completed residence, clients who failed to satisfactorily complete residence,

and clients who were terminated from residence for neutral reasons. l Table 24

presents a summaDr of the reasons for which clients were ternrinated from

residence in 180 Degrees during the one..year period under consideration.

IFurther explication of this classification and definitions of reasons
for tennination are presented in Part I, Section D, pp. 17 .. 21.
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As can be seen from table 24, 45.6% of the clients satisfactorily com-

pleted the residential program in 180 Degrees. In contrast, of clients ter-

minated prior to December 16, 1975, only 25. rJ'l0 had satisfactorily completed

residence. Consequently, !he R~2~<2!l of clients ~S satisfactoruy' ££~-

operations. Data presented in Part I showed that 180 Degrees had the lowest

proportion of clients who satisfactorily completed residence prior to Decem-

ber 16, 1975. Among the four halfway houses which had been operational for

One halfway house had a slightly higher rate of 47.510. These results indicate

that the 180 Degrees staff have substantially improved the program by its

third year of operation.

TABLE 24

REASONS CLIENTS TERHINATED FRON RESIDENCE IN 180 DEGREES
DUKJ=.NG SEPrENBSR, 1975 - AU::'LJ5T/ 197§.

f-------------------------------j
REASON FOR TERHINATION FREQUENCY PERcmr

SATISFACTORILY COI,::PLETED RESIDENCE 31 45.61.
Satisfactorily completed

45.61,residence :n
FAILED TO SATISFACTOIULY COHPLETE

RESIDENCE 30 44.1
Lack of cooperation/poor ad-

justment 17 25.0

lIbsconded 10 14.7

Rearrested 2 2.9

Convicted of nevI offense 1 1.5

NEUTRAL REASONS 7 10.3
Voluntary te~nation 1 1.5
Hi thdra\'ffi by corruni tting agency 4 5.9
Trilllsfer to another program 1 1.5
Inappropriate placement 1 1.5

TaI'AL: 68 100.11,

During the same one-year period, 44.1% of the clients failed to

IThe four halhvay houses axe Alpha House, Ani shinabe Longhouse, Retreat
House, and 180 Degrees.
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satisfactorily complete residence. In contrast, prior to December 16, 1975,

57.2% of the clients of 180 Degrees had failed to satisfactorily complete

ations. Whereas data presented in Part I showed that 180 Degrees had the

second highest rate of llilsatisfactory program completion, ~~ ~~ show that

~~rilz ~o~E~ete ~si~. Indeed, 180 Degrees was one of two halfway

houses in which more clients satisfactorily completed residence than failed -

to satisfactorily complete residence in the one-year period under consider-

ation. Among reasons for termination which indicate failure to satisfac-

torily complete residence, lack of cooperation/poor adjustment (25.010) and

. absconded (14.7%) continued to be primary reasons for termination. Q11yone

client (1.510) was tenninated following conviction for a new offense. ~on<1

for neutra.l reasons.
-- _.--""""'"'" ""="'--_.'-","

The following analysis compares educational, vocational training, and

employment activities at intake with those at terlmnation. As was done ear-

lier, clients who satisfactorily completed residence are sometimes referred

to as "satisfactory clients" and clients who failed to satisfactorily com-

plete residence are referred to Lts "unsatisfactory clients."

As was previously the case, academic school attendillloe decreased between

intake and termination. Although 13.810 of the 180 Degrees cli ents were attend-

ing academic programs at intake, this decreased to 10.810 a.t tenmnation.
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However, among satisfactory clients there was a small increase in academic

school attendance from 10.010 at intake to 16.7"10 at termination. In contrast,

among tIDsatisfactory clients there was a decrease from 17.2% at intake to

6.9'70 at termination. These results are similar to those for academic school

attendance in earlier periods.

None of the 180 Degrees clients tenninated in the one-year period were

attending vocational tra.ining classes at intake. At termination, 10.8'70 of

the clients were attending vocational programs. In contrast to earlier peri­

ods during which vocational class attendance decreased among all clients,

during the one-year period 13.8"10 of the clients who satisfactorily completed

residence and 10.~h of the clients who failed to satisfactorily canplete

residence were attending vocational classes at termination.

As was the case in previous years, employme.nt increased substantially

between intake and termination. JUthough only 7.8'70 of the clients were em­

ployed on a full-time or part-time basis at intake, 53.1'70 were employed at

termination. Among satisfactory clients, the increase was from 13.8"10 to 69.010'

whereas tIDsatisfactory clients had a smaller increase from 3.4% to 44.8% at

termination. Relative to clients terminated prior to December 16, 1975, employ­

ment at termination of satisfactory clients was slightly lower (69.0% com-

pared to 76.7%) but that of tIDsatisfactory clients was higher (44.8% compared

to 26.6%). Among all clients ternunated prior to December 16, 1975, 41.3%

were employed at tennination whereas 53.1"10 of the clients ternunated after

September 1, 1975, were employed. ~ reEults~~!~ 1.80 peJE:.~~ is

achieving i~ ~l~~ £loal, ~arly~ those .clientE,~ §!L~­

torily £~plet~~~.

If a client is engaged full-time or part-time in academic programs,
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vocational training, or employment, the client is categorized as .~cti,:~. If

the client is not engaged in any of these activities either fullrltime or part-

time, the client is labeled ~~' Table 25 presents a summal~ of the

activity of 180 Degrees cli81ts at intake and at terrrd.nation.

--------------~~---------<_.

TABLE 25

ACTIVITY STATUS OF CLIENTS TERMINATED FROM 180 DEGREES
PJ:lE.~!!£..SEPr~1BE~~?2_~- AUGU~l'L 197G

d

INTAKE TERMINATION N
-~-

Clie.'1ts ",ho satisfactorily
completed residence 23.310 80.0-10 30

Clients I1ho failed to satisfactorily
complete r;esidence 17.9 57.1 28

All clients 21.9 65.6 64

aIncludes all clients ,~th emplo~nent or in illl acadenric or
vocational training progrillll on a full-time or part-time basis.

blncludes clients terminated for "neutral reasons."

,-------------'

The data in table 25 indicate a substantial increase in the activity of

180 DegTees clients from 21. 910 at intake to 65.610 at termination. In com-

parison, of clients terrninated prior to December 16. 1975, only 47.2% were

active on a full-time or part-time basis at termination. Among clients who

satisfactorily completed residence, there was an increase in a.ctive clients

from 23.310 at intake to 80.010 at termination.. These results are approximately

the same as results for satisfactory clients in earlier periods. Among un-

satisfactory clients there was an increase from 17.9% to 57.1% at termination.
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3. ~conomi2....Qb:::l}1~~

There was a small improvement in the proportion of clients va th percei v­

ed financial problems. Among terminated clients the proportion with minor or

major financial problems decreased from 67.710 at intake to 54.810 at termin­

ation. Although there was no change among tmsatisfactory clients (76.96/0 at

intake and at termination), among satisfactory clients there was a decrease

from 56.710 at intake to 30. CJ10 at tenn..i.nation. Thus, satisfactory clients

are more likely to resolve (or feel that they have resolved) financial dif­

ficulties during residence than are unsatisfacto~J clients.

Another measure of the extent to which a client's economic concerns are

being met during residence is the client's primary source of support. At in­

take, 50.CJ10 of 180 Degrees clients relied on some form of governmental a~sis­

tance, 2'7.96
/0 l-elied on themselves, 1'7.66

/0 relied on correctional institutions,

3.CJ10 relied on family or friends, and 1.510 relied on training grants. By

termination, 56.310 wel-e self-supporting, 32.910 relied on governmental assis­

tance, 4.7% relied on correctional institutions, and 6.3% relied on other

sources. Among clients who satisfactorily completed residence the propor­

tion of self-supporting clients increased from 30.CJ10 at intake to 73.3% at

termination, while satisfactory clients relying on governmental assistance

decreased from 43.310 to 13.310. Among clients who failed to satisfactorily

complete residence, those who were self-supporting increased from 23.1% at

intake to 42.310 at termination, while those relying on governmental assi s­

tance decreased from 50.~k at intake to 38.5%. Thus, satisfact0!X cllents

~ more likelz j:o become s.~l.!- s~p.E..'?.E.tin~ ~ns!: inde~de!l!. of £ov~I1fTl~tal

~~si~~ing !esidenc~ .!~ a~ unsatis.f~_~ client~.

At intake to residence, 60.310 of the 180 Degrees clients "lvere living in

59



jails, workhouses, or state correctional institutions, 17.6'10 were living in

treatment programs or hospitals, and 22.110 were living by themselves or

with family or friends. Follow:i.ng termi.nation from residence, 13.110 were

in correctional institutions, 13.110 were in treatment programs, and 70.510

were living with family or friends or by themselves. Among satisfactory cli-

ents, the proportion living in state or local correctional facilities de-

creased from 73.3% at intake to 0 at ternrination. In contrast, among un-

satisfactory clients the proportion in correctional institutions decreased

from 43.510 at intake to 26.110 at termination. Although 46.710 of the satisfac-

tory clients lived by themselves following termination, only 13.010 of the

unsatisfactory clients did so.

4. Chemical Abuse Treatment

Among the 68 clients terminated from 180 Degrees, 32.4% were identified

as having drug abuse problems. Project staff provided counseling specific to

drug abuse problems for 26.5% of its clients. Community agencies provided

drug abuse counseling for 10.3% of the clients. The c~nbined services of staff

and/or agency cotmseling were provided to 30.9% of the clients of 180 Degrees.

Treatment for alcohol problems was an identified need of 41.210 of 180

Degrees clients. Staff counseling services for alcohol prob1ams were pro-

vided to 30.910 of the clients, whD.e community agencies provided counseling

to 16.210 of the clients. Staff or agency counseling was provided to 35.310
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Because aloohol and drug abuse problems are long-tenn, j..t is ~~ended

oommuni ty agencies are extensively used, the majority of cOUllfleling provided

to clients with alcohol or drug problems is provided by project staff.

The first measure of program effects was a measure of program oompletion.

These results

ment than did clients ,vho failed to satisfactorily complete :residence. Fur~
~._..- -- -_ -~~ """""'""'__~ ~.~.__. ~_n'"""",_,=-- ··"'4~

thenno:re, compared to unsatisfactory clients, those clients who satisfaotorily

completed residence were more likely to resolve thei:r finilllcial problems and

to beoome self-supporting and indepenq.ent of governmental assistance.

The majority of clients with alcohol or drug clbuse problems reoei ved

counseling for these p:roblems either through staff members or community agen­
I
I

oies. Because most of this counseling is provided by project staff, increased

use of community agenoies is recommended.
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D. CLIENT FLOW AND CLIENT COST__,. ~ ==. .,. , -.=.l

1. Client Flow

The data in this section are for the period of August 1, 1975 - July 31,

1976, the last year for which complete data on client flow and cost expend-

itures are available. For this period, 180 Degrees had an average daily pop-

ulation of 16.3 clients, or an occupancy rate of 65.310. This l-epresents a

small increase over the occupancy rate of 60.010 for December 16, 1974 - Dec-

ember 15, 1975.

The average length of residence for cliffi1ts ternunated from 180 Degrees

during August 1, 1975 - JuJ.y 31, 1976, was 90.5 days. For clients tenninated

prior to December 16, 1975, the average leng~h of residence was 61.5 days.

Thus, during the period under oonsideration, the average Iffi1gth of residffi1ce

had increased by a.pproximately one month. Part of thi s increase may be attrib-

utable to a decrease in clients who absconded from 23.910 prior to December 16,

1975 i to 14.7% in the September, 1975 - August, 1976, period.
l

Part of the

increase is attributable to an increase in the average length of residence of

clients who satisfa.ctorily complete residffi1ce and an increase in the proportion

of clients who satisfactorily complete residence. The average length of resi-

dence of satisfactory clients increased from 89.8 days prior to December 16,

1975, to 124.0 days for clients tel~unated in the one-year period. As has

been noted, the proportion of clients who satisfactorily completed residence

increased fr?m 25.010 to 45.6%.

IThe average length of residffi1ce of clients who absconded prior to
December 16, 1975, iV-a.S 34.7 days, while the average 1engi:h of residence of
clients who aJJsconded a.fter August 1, 1975 was 38.8 days.
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2 • eli ent Cost
~.,,=---.._-
During the period August 1, 1975 - July 31, 1976, the total expenditures

of 180 Degrees were $162,153.83. Based on the project's occupancy rate, this

results in an average outlay of $27.26/client/day. Thus, the cost/client/day

remained almost unchanged from the $26.90/client/day for December 16, 1974 -

Dec~uber 15, 1975. The increase is 1.3% wRich is well under inflationary in~

creases for this period.
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APPENDIX A

This appendix presents a summary of reci.di vism data on all 180 Degrees

clients. These data are presented in four sections. The first section is

concerned with the recidivism of all clients during residence. The second

section presents data on 180 Degrees clients during "at-risk" periods meas-

ured from the date of intake to residence. Reci.divism data are also analyzed

for "post-residence" periods measured from tenn:I!latioD, from residence. Post-

residence reoidivism data a)~e presented in the third section. The final

section presents recidivism data for clients who satisfactorily complete

residence and those who fail to satisfactorily complete residence.

1. Recidivism. during Resiq~~

Recidivism data for in-residence periods were collected on 184 clients

of 180 Degrees. During residence, 4.9% of these clients were convicted of
, 1

new offenses or had their parole or probation revoked. Types of recidivism

dispositions were, distributed as follows: 2.7% for misdemeanor convictions,

1.6% for felony convictions, ill1d 0.5% for revocations. The combined rate for

new felonies and revocations was 2.210> Table A-I presents a summary of recid··

ivism during residence.

1Throughout this appendix convictions for tnlffic offenses have been
excluded.
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TABLE A-I

RECIDIvrm1 OF 180 DEG~EES CLIENTS DURING RESIDENCE
~.-~._,."~.--"""'.",,,.,,,.,--,,= T'--=--_-=---~ ~~~,,-__

RECIDIVISM DISPOSITIONS
~~-~._-------,_.,.--..-=--

Misdemeanor conviction
Felony conviction
Revocation
Felony conviction and

revocation

NO RECIDIVI5'M

TClrAL:

,. FR~~IQL.....

9

5
3
1

4

175

184

pE:RCEN'r

4.9%

2 .7'10
1.6
0.5

2.2

~~---
100.0'10

~---~--_.'-~---_._--'

2. At-Risk Recidivism

Recidivism in residence is not measured relative to a uniform time
,

period. For that reason, data on recidivimu does not provide a measure of

the number of people who recidivate per unit of time. At-risk and post-

residence recidivism, however, do provide recidivism measures for units of

time. At-risk recidivism is measured from the date on wluch a client

~n~red a residential facility. For halfway houses designed for parolees,

the assumption of at-risk recidivimu is that "treatmene' is incarceration

and that half~ay house placement is a "post-treatment" program. At-risk

recidivism also provides a measure of recidivism for that period during

whi ch an offender is in the community.

During the first six-month at-risk period, 16.9'10 (28) of the 180 cli-

ents recidated for new offenses or revocations, while 83.1% (138) had no

recidi vism dispositions. Of these clients, 4.8'10 were convicted of mis-

dememeanors, 6.0'10 were convicted of felonies, and 6.0'10 were revoked. Thus,
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in terms of felony convictions and revocations, 12.00/0. of the clients were

recidivists during the six~month at-risk period. These results, which are

presa'Lted in table A-2, do not differ significantly from previous results

which were presented in the text in table 17.
I
I

'rABLE A-2

RECIDIVISJlf OF 180 DEGREES CLIENTS IN SIX-MON'I'H AT-RISK PERIOD~;._;.-e..__• ~_••,~ ..• ~~__._

RECIDIVISM DISPOSITIONS

Misdemeanor conviction
Felony conviction
Revocation
Felony conviction and

revocation

NO RECIDIVISlvf_..__._-_... -
TOTAL:

.-..£g~Q12ENC~._ PERCENT
7"""="""'-"'~

28 16.910

8 4.8'10
10 6.0
10 6.0

20 12.0

138 83.1-------
166 100.0'10

During the first twelve months of the at-r:J.sk period, 7.6'10 of the eli··

ents were convicted of misdemeilllors, 7.6% were convicted of felonies, and

4.5% were revoked. In tenns of felony convictions and revocations, 12.1%

(16) of the 180 Degrees clients were recidivists. Thus, 80.3% (106) of the

clients had no recidivism in the twelve-month at-risk period, while 19.7'10

(26) were recidivists when all convictions and revocations are included.

These results, which are summaxi zed in table A- 3, represent a slight decreas~

in recidivism from previous results 1'lh:i.ch were presented in table 18.
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----.------.. ~·~----·---·_----·~-----------~i

RECIDIVISM DISPOSITIONS

1-'Iisdemeanor convi etion
Felony conviction
Revocation
Felony conviction and

revocation

NO RECIDIVISM

TCYrAL:

--~y~.

26

10
10

6

16

106 ---
132

.~..y~~1'!:__
19.710

7.610
7.6
4.5

12.1

_iU!..:~ _
100.010

By the end of the twenty·· four month at~risk period, 12.5'70 of 48 cli~

ents had been convicted of nusdemeanors, 14.6% had been convicted of fel-

onies, and 4.2% had had their parole or probation revoked. Thus, in terms

of felony convictions and revocations, 18.8'70 of the clients were recidivists,

wIu1e in terms of all convi ctions and revocations 31.310 of the clients were

r-ecidi vi sts.

3. Post-Residence Recidivisnl

Post-residence recidivism assumes that participation in a halfway

house progrma is a form of treatment and that recidivism should be measured

following treatment. In contrast to at-risk recidivism measures, post-

residence recidivism does not include recidivism during residence.

During the six-month post-res:i.dence period,S. 810 of the 180 Degrees

clients were convicted of nUsderneanors, 6.5"/0 were convicted of felonies, and

5.2'70 had been revoked. Thus, of 155 clients in this follow-up group, 11.610
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were recidivists with new felony convictions or revocations. In terms of

total convictions and revocations, 17.4% of the 180 Degrees clients were

recidivists w~ile 82.6% did not recidivate. These results, which are SUffi-

marized in table 1\-4, represent a s;lecreS!;se in recidivism for the six-month

post-residence results which axe presented in table 19.

1-------------------~---~-----~-----------
TABLE A-4

RECIDISIVI~f DISPOSITIONS

1-:li sdemeanor convi ctlon
Felony conviction
Revocation
Felony conviction and

revocation

NO RECIDIVISM

TOl'Al,:

.-l'RE~~_

27

9
10

8

18

28
--~-

155

PERCENT

5.810
6.5
5.2

11.6

82

100.0''/0

By the end of the 'twelve-month post·.residence follow-up period, recid-

ivism had increased slightly to 20.310 while 79.710 of the 180 Degrees clients

had not recidivated. Of these clients, 6.810 were convicted of misdemeanors,

9.310 were convicted of felonies a..nd 4.210 had been revoked. Consequently,

when, recidivism is measured in tenns of felony convictions and revocations,

13.6% of 118 clients were recidivists. Again, these results represent

slight ~reas.es in recidivism relative to previous results which were

presented in ta.ble 20. Overall recidivism results for the twelve-month

post-residence period are presented in table 1\-5.
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---~-----~--_.--~_..
TABLE A-5

RECIDIVISH OF 180 DEGREES CLIENTS IN T\"lELVE-HONI'H P05T--RESIDENCE
--~_.~~-~.~~·---·-~~·-PERfoD~--~~~~----·-----

RECIDIVISH DISPOSITIONS
-----="""""""'=",."'''''-=.,.,.,,...~-.,.,;~.-

Misdemeanor conviction
Felony conviction
Revocation
Felony conviction and

revocation

NO RECIDIVISH
._---~--

TOTAL:

~EQ'"\]j:EQY__

28

8
11

5

16

94

118

PERCENT
_._-~-----_.-

20.310

6.810
9.3
4.2

13.6

79.7

100.010

Durin.g the first six-month post-residence period, 6.110 of 33 clients
I
i

who had satisfactorily completed residence in 180 Degrees had recidivated.

Of these clients, 3.010 had been convicted of misdemeanors, 3.010 had been :[e~

yoked, but no satisfactory clients had been convicted of felonies. Hence,

when recidivism is mea.sured in tenus of felony convictions and revocations,

only 3.010 of the clients who satisfactorily completed residence were recid-

i vists.

In contrast, during the same six-month post-residence perio~, 23.1% of

91 clients who failed to satisfactorily complete residence were recidivists.
[

Of these clients, 5.5% were convicted of misdemeanors, 9.9% were ¢onvicted

of felonies, and 7.7% were revoked. Thus, when recidivism is measured in

tenus of felony convictions and revocations, 17.610 of the clients who failed

to satisfactorily complete the 180 Degrees program were recidivists. These

results indicate that for the first six months follo1tring tennination from
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residence clients who satisfactorily complete residenee have significantly

less recidivism than clients who fail to satisfactorily complete residence.

This result does not hold up throug·h the end of the twelve-month post-

I

residence period. By the end of the twelve-month follow-up, 18.2'10 of 22

satisfactory clients and 20.3% of 69 unsatisfactory clients were recidivists.

I
Among satisfactory clients, 4.5'10 were convicted of mi sdemeanors, 9 .1'10 v;rere

convicted of felonies, and 4.5% were revoked. The results for unsatisfactol~

clients were nearly identical: 4.3% were convicted of misdemeanors, 11.6%

vJere convicted of felonies, and 4.3'10 were revoked. While these results ten-

ta~iv~ indicate that whether a client satisfactorily completes residence

in 180 Degrees has little effect on long··term recidivism, one must keep in

mind that the number of clients v1ho have satisfactorily comp1eted residence

(22) is still relatively srnaJ.l. Consequently, thes"e results must be viewed

as tentative.
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APPENDIX B

DATA Ei'UJvIMARY FOR 180 DEGREES

A. CLIENT CHARACTERISTICS

1. SEX

Male

Female

Number

245

9

254

Percent-----.,"""'",<,---..._._.. -"'~

96.5",70

3.5

2 • ETHJ:HC BACKGROUND_._--==-.....~--"'-"-= ..~~

White 196 77.5",70

Black 38 15.0

Indian 15 5.9

Other 4 1.6-'.-
TOTAL: 253 100. 010

3. COUNTY OF
RESIDENCE
_.""""-""~'=,'"-

Hem18pin 154 61.8",70

Ramsey 23 9.2

Other metro
county 19 . 7.6

Nonmetro
county 31 12.4

Out-of··state 22 8

TOTAL: 249 99.8",70

4 • FINAlIJCIAL PEOBLE11S
AT

Major problems

Frinor problems

None

TOrl\L:

74

58

82

98

238

24.4",70

34,5

41.2



5. PRIMAlxY SOURCE OF
SUPPORT l1T INTAKE Number Percent
---=-,""~-"--~~=~~""""",~~,- ~~_.~-- ._'"","""".,,,,-._~~

Governmon tdl
assistance 111 44.910

Self 67 27.1

Correcti anal
insti tution 60 24.3

Family, relatives
friends 6 2.4

Scholarship/
training grant 2 0.8

Other 1 0.4_._...~...

TOTAL: 247 99.910

6. EMPLOY11ENT
Kf INTAKE

Full~time

Part~time

None

TOTAL:

12 4.810

5 2.0

232 93.2
",'~~~-

249 100.010

7. VOCATIONAL CLASS
ATTENDANCE~INTAKE
_._~'"'·03''''~-=--'''''_~_

Full~time 16 6.5%

Part~time 6 2.4

None 226 91.1--
'fOTAL: 248 100.010

8. ACADEHIC SCHOOL
ATTENDANCE~INTAKE
---~._~

Flul~time grades
1-12, college 10 4.010

Part-time grades
1-12, college,
G.E.D. 20 8.0

None 220 88.0---
'rOTAl,: 250 100.0"/0
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9. LIVING SITUATION
.lIT INTAKE Number Percent-------_.. --- ---- -_.---

Correctional
instituti on 119 48.210

Jail or
workhouse 23 9.3

Friends/
relative 21 8.5

Treatment
program 20 8.1

Self 20 8.1

Parents 12 4.9

Spouse/partner 8 3.2

Other 24 9.7---
TOTAL: 247 100.0%

10. LEGAL STATUS
AT INTl\KE

-~_.---=-"",.'''''=~''"''-

Awaiting trial 9 3 .610

Tried, awaiting
sentencing- 7 2.8

Probation 33 13.3

Work release 4 1.6

Parole 153 61.7

Di schaJ~ge~, not
on parole 29 11.7

Released from
insti tuti on 3 1.2

Other 10 4.0
""--~~"P---

TOTAL: 248 99.910
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Ned:i.an ~g~ N
--~~-

11. SCI~ICOL AGE C01'JPLETED 11.3 Gr. 12.3 Gr. 3~16 252

12. AGE 31.2 Yrs. 27.9 18.73 249

13. JUVENILE APPREHfu~SIONS 6.2 Ap. 2.3 0·.97 178

14~ TUIES ADJUDICATED FOR
STATUS OFFEl\fSES 2.2 Ad. 0.4 0-30 150

15. TIMES ADJUDICATED FOR
NONSTATUS OFFENSES 1. 7 Ad. 0.4 0-15 146

16. AGE AT FIRST ADJUDI-
CATION, CONVICTION 16.3 Yrs. 15.3 7-37 167

17. MON'rHS IN JUVENILE
INSTITUTIONS 14.5 Mos. 0.5 0-97 177

18. ADUL'r l-\RRES'l'S 8.5 Ar. 3.5 0-97 230

19. lYITSDEMEANOR
CONVIC'I'IONS 4,3 Co. 1.2 0-97 202 .

20. GROSS MISDEMEANOR
FELONY CONVICTIONS 2.7 Co. 2.1 0~14 228

21. MONTHS IN JAILS,
WORKHOUSES 13.5 Mos. 5.9 0-96 190

22. TOTAL MONTHS ADULT
CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES 60.5 Mos. 26.5 0- '180 210

23. MONTIis FOR PRESENT
OFFENSE 19.1 Mos. 13.5 0-252 238



24. OFFENSE FOR PRESENT
CONVICTION

----~-~~.,..,.,~._."~-~--
Burglary

Robbery

Assult

Forgery, counter­
fei ting

Narcotics

Auto theft

Larceny

Stolen Property

Rape

Homicide

Nonrape sex
offense

Traffic

Fraud

Kidnapping

Arson

Property damage

Obstructing
justice

Weapons

Driving under
influence

Obstructing
police

Escape

Unspeci fi eel
property

None

'l'01'AL:

78

Number-
51

38

21

18

17

12

11

9

7

6

5

4

3

2

2

2

2

2

2

1

1

28

245

Percent

15.5

8.6

7.3

6.9

4.9

4.5

3.7

2.9

2.4

2.0

1.6

1.2

0.8

0.8

0.8

0.8

0.8

0.8

0.4

0.4

0.4

11. 4

99.8%



25. OFFENSE CLASSIFICATION Number Percent
.=~o=..~.>~__=.~=~_~._._ "'-....,-~.~ .,.-..-...-.",.",._._-

Property 109 4/1.5%

Against persons 79 32.2

Narcotics 17 6.9

Traffic 4 1.6

Other 8 3.3
""=="--

TOTAL: 245 99.9'70

B. PROGRM1 RESULTS

1. REASON FOR TERllINA'rION
-"""-~"""'---"""'= """"

Number Percent
~_._~_._- , ~.""'''------

SATISFACTORILY CO~~LETED RESIDENCE 68 29.2'70
--~.,.,...,.=".-_~~---_.. -._"",'="

Sati sfactorily completed
residence 68 29.2'70

FAILED TO SATISFACTORILY C011PLETE
RESIDEl.\JCE 130 55.8--------=-=-,

Lack of cooperation/poor
adjustment 64 27.5

Absconded 51 21.9

Rearrested 11 4.7

Convicted of new offense 3 1.3

Revocation 1 .4

NEUTRAL REASONS 35 15.0
""""""~

Voluntary termination 26 11.2

Withdrawn by committing
agency 4 1.7

Transfer to another
program 3 1.3

Inappropriate placement 1 .4

Other 1 .4
~

TarAL: 233 100.0"/0
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2. LIVING SITUATION AFTER RESIDENCE

Parents

Spouse/partner

Friends/ re1ati yes

Self

Correcti onal insti tuti on

Jail, workhouse

Treatmrn1t program

Other

TOI'AL:

N"Lmmer

16

25

37

48

13

12

14

14

179

Percent

8.910

14.0

20.7

26.8

7.3

6.7

7.8

7.8

100.010

3. PRIHARY SOURCE OF SUPPORT-'rERJI:IINATION

Self

5'pouse / partner

Parffits

Friends/re1atiyes

Governmffita~ asssi stance

Scholarship/training grant

Correctional institution/jail,
workhouse

Other

TOTAL:

4. FINANCIAL PROBLEH.'3- TERl'lINATION
~--~=,., ..",,;..~=-~--~~. -""""",,-=;._~'

No problems

Minor prob1rnTIs

Major problems

TOTAL:

5 • b.9.ADE,t~rrQ.J?fdiQQ1.)LTI~~li!'!~E~TERtglIIITI9B.

Full-time grades 1-12, college

Part-time grades 1-12, college,
G.E.D. preparation

None

TOTAL:

80

III

4

1

3

65

2

9

2

197

104

66

28

198

10

10

213

233

56.310

2.0

.5

1.5

33.0

LO

4.6

l.0

99.910

52.510

33.3

14.1

4.3

91.4

100.010



6. VOCATIONAL CLASS A1TENDANCE-TER~rr.NATION NllInber Percent
_.~...".,.,~,--~-_.~~-.,-,-~-~----~-~~~---~ --- .~_...._..~-

Full-time 6 2.6"/0

Part-time 11 4.8

None 214 92.6
~--

TOTAL: 231 100.0"70

7. EMPLOYJvfENT·,TERHINlTIION_._.. ..",....~,..,," ,._-
Full-time 76 34.1"70

Part-time 20 9.0

None 127 57.0

TOTAL: 223 100.1'70
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