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CHAPTER |
INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

This is the second of two supplements to the
Manual for Drug Abuse Treatment Program Self-
Evaluation. Data based on treatment outcome
information that agencies and clinics rou-
tinely collect or have available in the files
of individual clients are presented. While
it is possible to use this volume without re-
ferring to the discussion of self-evaluation,
the instructions, and the measures contained
in the Manual for Self-Evaluation, maximum
benefit can be gained only by interpreting
the information here with the aid of the
materials in that instructional manual.’

When a program computes its own values on
various treatment-outcome measures, one way
to use those results in the evaluation pro-
cess is to compare them with self-defined
standards of success. The extent to which
actual values equal or differ from these
standards provides an indication of how suc-
cessful the program has been in meeting its
goals, Unfortunately, however, this compari-
son disregards some important limitations
and qualifications that affect the values a
program's computed measures can possibly
take, such as the different lengths of time
clients have been in treatment or the special
needs of different kinds of clients or the
differences in treatments required for
different drug abuse problems. Furthermore,
nonprogram factors, such as the state of the
economy, the availability of drugs on the
local market, and the efforts of local law
enforcement agencies, influence the extent
to which computed values for a program will
differ from ideal standards of success. And
it is impractical, if not impossible, to
define those standards of success in temms
of all the varying combinations of program
and nonprogram factors that prevailed during
each time period for which measures are
computed. On the other hand, overall treat-
ment goals must be set in order to justify
treatment strategies and actual performance
must be compared to these goals, expressed
as standards of success, in order to assess

the effectiveness of treatment, to identify
problems, and to provide information for
decisions about the allocation of resources

Tc help you deal with this dilemma, this
volume presents summary values on 7 measures
selected from the Mamual for Self-Evaluation
and computed from data collected from 1,274
programs across the Nation over a l-year
period, Since these values represent actual
performance in the 1,274 programs, comparison
with the standards of success you have set
for your program reveals the extent to which
“real" programs elsewhere that are similar to
yours have achieved the results you desire.
Such a comparison may be helpful in setting
more realistic goals for your own program.

In addition, by summarizing actual values for
several programs over time, the figures in
this volume can be considered to represent
"normal" program performance (subject to some
limitations of the data) and provide indica-
tions of what can be expected of similar pro-
grams under conditions that include factors
beyond the control of program persomnel.

THE CLIENT ORIENTED DATA ACQUI-
SITION PROCESS (CODAP)

The National Institute on Drug Abuse (NIDA)
operates (ODAP as a data collection system to
provide current information for planning,
management, and evaluation purposes. Data
are regularly collected on clients at admis-
sion to and discharge from drug abuse treat-
ment programs in approximately 1,800 clinics
that receive federal funds.

Three forms constitute the basis of the CODAP
system, the Admission Report (AR), the Dis-
charge Report {DR), and the Client Flow
Summary (CFS). The Admission Report serves
to identify a client by number, treatment
modality and environment, and date of admis-
sion; to classify each client by background
and demographic characteristics; and to pro-
vide information about each client's pattern




of drug usage, prior treatment experience,
and prescribed treatment. An admission re-
port to CODAP is submitted only once for each
client for each admission. The Discharge Re-
port is completed for each client upon dis-
charge from a clinic and serves as a record
of treatment being received at discharge,
reason for discharge, employment and educa-
tional status and drug usage at the time of
discharge. The Client Flow Summary is sub-
mitted monthly and constitutes a client
census by modality and environment as of the
last day of the report month, summarizing
clinic activities during the month and the
number of Admission and Discharge Reports sub-
mitted for the month.*

The Division of Scientific and Program Infor-
mation of NIDA receives and processes the
information submitted each month on the CODAP
forms. One of the files which have been
generated by NIDA is the 1975 CODAP Edited
Statistical Historical Clients (CESHC) file,
consisting essentially of matched Admission
and Discharge Reports for all clients dis-
charged from reporting clinics during the
calendar year 1975. The original 1975 CESHC
file contained records for almost 203,000
clients. But for the purpose of computing
the outcome measure values in this volume,
only clients whose admission to drug treat-
ment was voluntary were considered, resulting
in a file containing 116,232 records of
clients treated in four modality/environment
combinations in 1,274 clinics.

Interpretation and comparison of the values
on outcome measures based on CODAP data in

*

More detailed discussion of these forms,
along with definitions of terms and instruc-
tions for completion, are available in the
Client Oriented Data Acquisition Process:
Instruction Manual and Handbook. Rockville,
Maryland: National Institute on Drug Abuse,
January, 1977. Terminology in this supple-
ment is based on instructions and usage in
that 1977 version of the CODAP Handbook.

Persons familiar with the earlier (1974)
version of CODAP will notice that the CODAP
Activity Report (ACR) is not discussed here
since it is no longer a part of the system.
Discussions of the ACR form in the Manual for
Self-Evaluation were written before the
latest (1977) version of CODAP became opera-
tional. All references to the Activity Report
in the Manual for Self-Evaluation may be dis-
regarded without affecting the usefulness of
those instructions and without affecting the
comparability of values in the tables in this
volume with those computed from figures on
1977 version (ODAP forms.

this modified 1975 CESHC file are subject to =
several limitations in the CODAP data. )
While the response rate and quality of data

for reporting clinics is considered excel-

lent, some inconsistencies and incomplete

reporting do occur as a result of changes

from month to month in the universe of

reporting clinics and variations in accuracy

and consistency stemming from employee

turnover, differential program emphasis on

drug abuse treatment, and level of federal

funding for programs relative to other .
sources. Furthermore, the CODAP data may {
not be representative of the drug abusing °
population in the United States. Clinics
receiving no federal funds are not required
to report (though many do) and there is even
a small population of nonreporting federally-
funded clinics. On the other hand, the large
number of clinics consistently reporting to
CODAP does provide a virtually complete
picture of the drug treatment situation in
federally-funded clinics and, since federal
funds underwrite such a significant propor-
tion of the national treatment effort, par-
ticularly for opiate abuse, the CODAP data
are extremely useful for generating outcome
measure values which fairly portray the
current level of drug treatment program
performance across the nation.

NATIONAL VALUES AND SACRED COWS

To the extent that the agencies comprising
the CODAP data base represent all regions of
the country and a variety of treatment pro-
grams, values for treatment outcome measures
computed using CODAP represent national com-
parison figures. But a word of caution is
appropriate here. Figures you compute for
your program may be greater or lesser than
the CODAP national values, they may differ a
great deal or only slightly from the CODAP
values, and your figures may fluctuate over
time around the CODAP national values, being
larger one month and smaller the next. We
will discuss below some ways to help you
understand these kinds of differences from
the national values. Even so, there is
nothing sacred about these CODAP figures--
they merely summarize what was going on in
federally-funded programs around the country
during a fairly long time period., Like any
summary figures, the national rates for all
the measures ignore a great deal of important ’ '
information for the sake of brevity. Be
cautious, therefore, in comparing rates for
your program with the national figures lased
on CODAP. Any differences may be largely a
result of some factors in your situation
(e.g., clientele, community, etc.) that are
ignored by the national values.

On the other hand, the CODAP national figures
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are based on data from more than a single
program and they do reflect some similarity
between programs in different parts of the
country and over a long period of time so
that regional differences and seasonal
changes are evened out somewhat. That is,
the national rates do contain a grain, at
least, of truth. Hence, do not be too quick
to dismiss, differences between the national
values and figures for your own program on
the grounds that the CODAP values ignore
your unique circumstances. While the CODAP
figures do have limitations and you should
use them for comparison cautiously, differ-
ences between your program's rates and the
CODAP national values may indicate that
there are real problems in your program that

need attention.

The CODAP national figures in this volume
will become progressively more inapplicaole
as time passes for two reasons. The data on
which they are based were collected over a
fairly long time period, but that time

period has ended and the interval since

collection becomes increasingly long. Also,
assuming that you and programs like yours
improve program performance, the 'true"

national rates will climb upward over the
next several years. For these reasons,
then, you should attempt to build your own
data base by keeping records of your pro-
gram's rates for long-term comparison. The
national rates are included here primarily
as guidelines to help you more meaningfully
interpret your own program’s rates the first
few times you compute them. While it will
always be important and helpful to relate
your program to other similar programs
elsewhere, the pational rates computed from
CODAP and included here will serve this
purpose less well after a year or two and,
in the absence of updated CODAP information,
you will gain more by making comparisons
with your own program's earlier performance.

Finally, some of the measures for which
national figures are provided may have no
meaning for your program (e.g., the unemploy-
ment rate for the cohort in treatment one
month in a therapeutic community, or the
successful completion rate in a methadone
maintenance program). For measures which
have no relation to the goals and objectives
of your program, ignore any CODAP national
comparison figures.




CHAPTER Il
FORMAT OF CODAP TABLES

ARRANGEMENT OF TABLES
OF CODAP FIGURES

This supplement includes four appendices of
tables, appendix A through appendix D. Each
appendix and its tables applies only to one
combination of treatment modality and envi-
ronment. There is no table or set of tables
that presents values for all types of treat-
ment modalities combined together. The
tables within each appendix are organized in
exactly the same way for all modalities.
Appendix A and its tables will be used to
illustrate the following discussion, but the
points covered will apply to all the tables
because the arrangement within all the
appendices is identical.

One Treatment Modality/
Environment Combination
in Each Appendix

Each appendix provides CODAP comparison data
for only one specific treatment modality
and environment combination according to

the following listing:

Appendix A: Outpatient Methadone
Maintenance (MM)

Appendix B: Drug Free Residential
(Therapeutic) Communities (TC)

Appendix C: Outpatient Drug Free (DFOP)

Appendix D: Outpatient Detoxification

(DTOP)

If your program has only one treatment
modality, you need only refer to the appen-
dix which most closely matches your modality/
environment combination (although you should
follow this discussion using the appendix A
examples until you become familiar with the
tables). If you have a multimodality pro-
gram, you may compute any measure for your
overall program, but you can use the tables
for comparison only if you compute the
measure separately for each of your modality/

environment combinations corresponding to
the ones listed above.

The Standard Six Tables
in Bach Appendix
(Modality/Environment)

Each appendix, regardless of modality/
environment, has six tables, all arranged
identically regardless of the measures
presented. Every table has in its title the
word ''Table,” followed by the letter for its
appendix which denotes treatment modality
("A" for methadone maintenance, ''B'" for
therapeutic commmity, etc.), followed by a
number between one and six. The number
denotes the table contents, identical for
every appendix, according to the following
listing:

Table (letter)-1: Comparison Data from CODAP
on Unemployment, Drug Use,
and Alcohol Abuse at Dis-
charge from (specific
modality) Programs.

Table (Zetter)-2: Comparison Data from CODAP
on Types of Discharges as
Percentages of All Dis-
charges from (specific
modality) Programs.

Table (letter)-3: Comparison Data from CODAP
on Unemployment, Drug Use,
and Successful Completions
for Discharges from
{specific modality) Pro-
grams Within 1 Month.

Table (letter)-4: Comparison Data from CODAP
on Unemployment, Drug Use,
and Successful Completions
for Discharges from
(specific modality) Pro-
grams Within 1 to 2 Months.




Table (letter)~5: Comparison Data from CODAP
on Unemployment, Drug Use,
and Successful Completions
for Discharges from
(specific modality) Pro-
grams Within 2 to 4 Months,

Table (letter)-6: Comparison Data from CODAP
on Unemployment, Drug Use,
and Successful Completions
for Discharges from
{specific modality) Pro-
grams Within 4 to 6 Months.

The (letter) and (specific modality) inserts
in the titles above are written out in the
tables, depending on the treatment modality
involved. Figure 1 illustrates how the
table titles numbered ''1" and "3" differ
between appendices because of differing
treatment modalities, yet describe the same
table contents within each set of identically
numbered tables.

The Standard Columns
in Each Table

Below each table title are three sets of

colums. Beginning on the left, the first
set of four colums in every table contains
subgrouping information; the next column
indicates the number of clinics on which
each line’s outcome measure values are
based; the remaining columms in every table
comprise the third set and contain the
values computed for the CODAP outcome mea-
sures in each table.

Labels for Subgroup
Characteristics

In every table, the four leftmost colums
are labeled 'Drug Usage Pattern,' '"Race,"
"Age Group," and ''Sex." Information below
these four column labels serves to identify
comparison subgroups within the types of
treatment modality-enviromment discussed
above, for all clients regardless of time in
treatment and for four time-in-treatment
cohorts. The tables in this volume provide
for you CODAP comparison values for some of
the most important but not all the possible
subgroups based on categories of these four
characteristics so that you can determine if
subgroups in your program differ from similar
subgroups in CODAP on the outcome measures.

Table A-1

Table B-1

Table C-1

Table D-1

Comparison Data from CODAP on Unemployment, Drug Use, and Alcchol
Abuse at Discharge from Outpatient Methadone Maintenance Programs

Comparison Data from CODAP on Unemployment, Drug Use, and Alcohot
Abuse at Discharge from Drug Free Residential (Therapeutic) Communities

Comparison Data from CODAP on Unemployment, Drug Use, and Alcohof
Abuse at Discharge from Outpatient Drug Free Programs

Comparison Data from CODAP on Unemployment, Drug Use, and Alcohol
Abuse at Discharge from Qutpatient Detoxification Programs

Page A-1.04

Page B-1.04

Page C-1.04

Page D-1,04

Table A-3

Table B-3

Table C-3

Table D-3

Comparison Data from CODAP on Unemployment, Drug Use and
Successful Completions for Discharges from Outpatient Methadone
Maintenance Programs Within 1 Month

Comparison Data from CODAP on Unemployment, Drug Use, and
Successful Completions for Discharges from Drug Free Residential
{Therapeutic} Communities Within 1 Month

Comparison  Data from CODAP on Unemployment, Drug Use, and
Successful Completions for Discharges from Outpatient Drug Free Programs
Within 1 Month

Comparison Data from CODAP on Unemployment, Drug Use, and
Successful Completions for Discharges from Outpatient Detoxification
Programs Within 1 Month

Page A-3.20

Page B-3.20

Page C-3.20

Page D-3.20

Figure 1. Actual titles of CODAP tables illustrating the numbering system for describing identical

table contents across different treatment modality appendices.
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Number of Clinics

The fifth column from the left in every
table is labeled "Number of Clinics."
Printed on each line in this colum is the
number of clinics in the modified 1975 CESHC
file with five or mors clients who match the
subgroup description in the colums to the
left and whose Discharge Reports were used
to calculate the outcome measure values in
the colums to the right. If no number
appears on a line, no clinic had five
clients discharged during 1975, all of whom
belonged to the subgroup described in the
colums on the left; hence, no values on any
measure to the right could be computed.

If the '"Number of Clinics' is greater than

. zero but less than 5, subgroup values on the
outcome measures for the indicated clinics
were computed and analyzed, only to reveal
sets of erratic values produced by the
arithmetic of small numbers discussed in the
instructional volume.* To the extent that
the CODAP tables are intended to represent
normal performance of drug abuse treatment
programs nationwide, summary values for the
small subgroups in these sets of only one to
four clinics can be misleading. As a result,
no outcome measure values have been printed
following lines where the '"Number of Clinics"
entry is less than five.

Finally, if "5" or more appears in the
"Number of Clinics' column, values are pre-
sented in three columns under each measure
label in the table. The middle value of the
three for each measure is the midpoint, or
"median,'" of all the '"Number of Clinics' sub-
group values calculated from the modified
1975 CESHC file. Half the CODAP clinic sub-
group values for each measure were higher and
half were lower than this median value
printed in the middle colum under that
measure label. The other two values for each
measure serve to give an idea of what is the
range of outcome measure values among the
indicated number of CODAP clinics with the
required number of clients in the type of
subgroup described on the particular line.
One-fourth of all the CODAP clinics with sub-
groups matching the description for a line
had values on each outcome measure lower than
the value printed to the left of each mea-
sure's median. Correspondingly, one-fourth
of all the CODAP clinics' subgroups had
values that were higher than the value
printed to the right of each outcome measure
median. While these three values are printed
for each measure on any line in the tables
where the "Number of Clinics" is five or
more, the arithmetic of small numbers applies

* See Manual for Self-Evaluation, page 55.

until the entry in the '"Number of Clinics"
colum indicates that values for thirty or
more clinics were computed. Comparisons
between your program's values and the CODAP
figures will reflect fluctuations due to
arithmetic more and the effectiveness of
treatment less as the "Number of Clinics' on
which the CODAP values are based gets small-
er, particularly when the "Number of Clinics"
is less than ten.

Labeles of Outcome
Measures

Beginning with the sixth column from the
left in every table, labels of different
measures are printed above their respective
sets of three colums of values. The meas-
ures for which values have been computed
from CODAP are also arranged in the tables
according to a standard pattern for all the
appendices. Regardless of treatment modal-
ity, any table numbered "1" (e.g., Table A-1,
Table B-1, etc.) contains values for measures
labeled:

1. Unemployed as a Percentage of All
Discharges.

2. Drug Free as a Percentage of All
Discharges.

3. Opiate Free as a Percentage of All
Discharges.

4.  Alcohol Abusers as a Percentage of All
Discharges.

In every appendix, the table numbered "2
(e.g., Table C-2) includes measures with the
following labels:

1.  Successful Completions.
2.  Left Program Voluntarily.

3,  All Other Terminations.

The remaining four tables in any appendix
contain information on four time-in-treatment
cohorts. Because part of the usefulness of
cohorts lies in our being able to compare
them with each other, the tables containing
cohort rates all have the same four measures.
Thus, any table numbered ''3,' '"4," "5,'" or
6" (e.g., Table A-3, or Table D-4, etc.)

has the following measures:

1. Unemployed as a Percentage of All
Discharges.

2. Drug Free as a Percentage of All
Discharges.




3. Opiate Pree as a Percentage of All
Discharges.

4. Successful Completions as a Percentage
of All Discharges.

SUBGROUP BREAKDOWNS
IN THE TABLES

The four colums whose labels were listed
above describe the subgroups for which out-
come measure values are presented in the
tables. For convenience in reading the
tables, all the same subgroups are designa-
ted using an identical arrangement in every
table.

The Standard Categories
of Each Subgroup
Characteristic

In every table, the same categories are dis-
tinguished for each subgroup characteristic.

Intake Drug Usage
Pattern

Treatment outcomes have been shown to be
different for persons whose initial drug
usage problem differs. In the tables, the
following distinctions have been made in in-
take drug usage pattern:

1. Daily use of opiates only (DA-OP).

2. Daily use of opiates and frequent use of
other drugs, including alcohol (DA-OP+).

3. Less than daily use of opiates and fre-
quent use of other drugs, including
alcohol (LDA-QP+).

4. No use of opiates but problematic use
of other drugs, including alcohol
(NON-0P) .

The symbols (DA-OP, DA-OP+, etc.) in paren-
theses above are used in the tables to
specify the subgrouping by intake drug usage
pattern. These distinctions indicate pri-
marily, but not exclusively, illicit drug
usage; however, nonopiate drug usage that is
licit (e.g., prescription drugs) but abusive
and problematic is also included.

Race

In the tables, the following distinctions
have been made in racial-ethnic characteris-
tics:

1. Black (B)

2. Puerto-Rican (PR) (includes Cuban)
3. Mexican-American (MA)

4 White, not Hispanic (W)

Age Groups

The following age groupings have been used
in the tables:

1. Under 18
2. 18-21

3. 22-25

4, Qver 25
Sex

Male (M) and female (F) categories are also
inciuded in the tables.

Subgroup Branching
in the Tables

As discussed in the instructional volume of
this manual, the eighteen categories listed
gbove of treatment modality/intake drug
usage pattern/race-ethnicity/age group/and
sex, plus additional categories for time-in-
treatment cohorts, make it possible to
construct far more subgroups than any pro-
gram has clients to match or time to compute
and compare outcome measure values. In all
the tables in all the appendices in this
volume, only a limited number of possible
subgroupings are distinguished. Figure 2
illustrates the complete set of subgroupings
used in every table in all the appendices.
The first set of labels of the four sub-
grouping characteristics and their columns
on the left side of figure 2 appear on the
first page of every table in the appendices
and the set of four headings and their
colums on the right side of figure 2 are
printed on the second (and last) page of
every table in the appendices. (Numbering
of the lines in figure 2 is included for
this discussion only and is not printed in
the appendix tables.)

The reason for ordering the subgroup charac-
teristics as they are listed above is that
analysis of the drug abuse treatment outcome
data from the Drug Abuse Reporting Program
(DARP) and of other data reported in the drug
abuse research literature has revealed that
most differences on any treatment outcome
measure between categories of the subgroup
characteristics listed last, such as age and
sex, can be attributed to the fact that there
are also differences among the subgroups on
characteristics listed previously, such as
modality, time-in-treatment, and intake drug
usage pattexn. As a result, differences on
outcome measures between males and females
tend to disappear when we take into account
the ways in which their drug usage differed
before treatment. Similarly, differences on




outcome measures between younger and older
drug abusers can be substantially reduced by
first taking into account differences in the
treatment modalities they experienced, differ-
ences in their drug usage patterns at intake,
and certain differences in their racial and
ethnic backgrounds.

values only for a single treatment modality

so that values on the line "FOR TOTAL PROGRAM"
have been calculated based only on clients

in the treatment modality and environment
program specified in the table title.
Furthermore, all subsequent subgroupings in
any table are made only within the treatment
modality and environment specified in the
Notice that ''FOR TOTAL PROGRAM" is printed table title.
on the first line under the first page set
of labels (on the left side of figure 2).
This caption means that no distinctions have
been made in any of the subgroup character-
istics labeled in the column headings.
Recall, however, that each appendix contains

Lines 2 through 5 on the left of figure 2
describe four intake drug usage pattern sub-.
groups within each table's modality-environ-
ment type; no further subgrouping by race,
age group, Or sex occurs on these lines.

Subgroup branching on first page of every table Subgroup branching on second page of every table
DRUG DRUG
USAGE AGE USAGE AGE
PAFTERN  BACE  GROUP _ SEX PATTERN  RACE  GROUP__  SEX
1 FOR TOTAL PROGRAM 1 NON-0P B
2 PR
2 DA-OP 3 M-A
3 DA-OP+ 4 w
4 LDA-OP+
5 NON-OP 5 DA-OP UNDER 18
6 18-21
6 B 7 2225
1 PR 8 OVER 25
8 M-A
9 w 9 DA-OP+ UNDER 18
10 18-21
10 UNDER 18 11 22-25
1 18-21 12 OVER 25
12 22-25
13 OVER 25 13 LDA-OP+ UNDER 18
14 18-21
14 M 15 2225
15 F 16 OVER 25
16 DA-OP B 17 NON-oP UNDER 18
oY PR 18 18-21
18 M-A 19 22-25
19 w 20 OVER 25
28 DA-OP+ B 21 DA.OP M
21 PR 22 F
22 M-A
23 w 23 DA-OP+ M
24 F
24 LDA-0P+ B
25 PR 25 LDA-OP+ M
26 M-A 26 F
27 w
27 NON-0P M
28 F

Figure 2, Format used in all CODAP tables to identify the subgroup to which a line of outcome measure values applies.
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Subgroups based only on four categories of
race-ethnicity (within each table's modality-
environment type) are described on the left
side lines 6-9 of figure 2; for all tables
in appendix A, then, these four lines de-
scribe the following modality/race subgroups:
MV/B, MM/PR, MM/M-A, MM/W. Similarly, lines
10-13 and lines 14 and 15 on the left side
of figure 2 describe subgroups distinguished
on only the characteristics modality/age
group and modality/sex, respectively.

Beginning with line 16 on the left side of
figure 2, three levels of subgrouping are
used. The first level is, of course, the
modality-environment type specified in each
table title. At the second level, the four
categories of intake drug usage pattern are
distinguished: once in lines 16-27 on the
left side and continued in lines 1-4 on the
right side of figure 2, once again in right
side lines 5-20, and a third time in lines
21-28 on the right side of figure 2. Within
each of these three sets of four intake drug
usage pattern categories, third level sub-
groupings are constructed successively,
based on the categories of only one of each
of the other three subgroup characteristics.
Thus, the labeling for lines 16-19 on the
left side of figure 2 describes the follow-
ing subgroups:

Line 16: (Modality)/DA-OP/B.
Line 17: (Modality)/DA-OP/PR.
Line 18: (Modality)/DA-OP/M-A.
Line 19: (Modality)/DA-OP/W.

Similarly, lines 17-20 on the right side of
figure 2 describe the following subgroups:

Line 17: (Modality)/NON-OP/UNDER 18.
Line 18: (Modality)/NON-OP/18-21.
Line 19: (Mcdality)/NON-OP/22-25.
Line 20: (Modality)/NON-OP/OVER 25.

And also on the right side of figure 2,
lines 23-24 describe the subgroups:

‘Line 23:
Line 24:

{(Modality)/DA-QP+/M.
(Modality)/DA-OP+/F.

As in these examples, the modality and
intake drug usage pattern categories in the
tables remain constant as distinctions are
made in race-ethnicity, age group, or sex,
even though the modality type is not printed
on any line in the tables and the drug -usage
category is printed only once for each set
of categories of the third-level character-
istic. With these two exceptions, absence
of a printed category in the column for a

characteristic means that the characteristic
is not being accounted for in the subgroup
described on a line. Thus, the absence of
printed categories in the columms for race
and age group on lines 23 and 24, right side
of figure 2, indicates that these two charac-
teristics are not distinguished and results
in the subgroups based only on modality/drug
usage pattern/sex in the last example above.

Time-in-Treatment Cohorts

Tables numbered '3," "4," Y'5,'" and “6" in
all appendices add what is essentially

another level of subgrouping, based on the
following categories of time in treatment:

1. Less than or equal to four weeks in
treatment (1 MONTH).

2. More than four weeks, less than or
equal to eight weeks in treatment (1 TO
2 MONTHS).

3. More than eight weeks, less than or
equal to 16 weeks in treatment (2 TO
4 MONTHS).

4. More than 16 weeks, less than or equal
to 24 weeks in treatment (4 TO 6
MONTHS) .

The same four column labels and the same
format for identifying subgroups discussed
above are used in the tables of CODAP values
for time-in-treatment cohorts in all four
appendices. As a result, the discussion
about subgroup branching above is also
applicable for all the time-in-treatment
cohort tables, simply by adding the time-in-
treatment distinction specified in each
table title to the modality-environment
distinction, also specified in each table
title. Thus, the left side lines 6-9 in
figure 2 describe the following race-
ethnicity subgroups within the time-in-
treatment cohort of Table A-3:

1. MW/1 MONTH/B,

2. M{/1 MONTH/FR,

3. MM/L MONTH/M-A, and
4. MV/1 MONTH/W;

while the same race-ethnicity subgroups are
distinguished on the same lines, but within
a different modality and time-in-treatment
cohort in table C-4:

1. DFOP/1 TO 2 MONTHS/B,
2. DFOP/1 TO 2 MONTHS/PR,
3., DFOP/1 TO 2 MONTHS/M-A, and
4, DFOP/1 TO 2 MONTHS/W.




CHAPTER il
COMPARISON WITH CODAP VALUES

DEFINITIONS OF THE
MEASURES

In the previous chapter, labels were listed
for the measures whose values appear in the
CODAP tables. The wording in these labels
is designed to identify the outcome charac-
teristic of interest (e.g., unemployment,
successful completion, etc.) and the base
number used for the percentage calculation.
Until you become familiar with these labels,
however, it may not be obvious to which
measure in the instructional volume of this
manual a label refers. Therefore, presented
below are the labels used in the tables and
their matchiug measures from the Manual for
Drug Abuse Treatment Program Self-Evaluation,
along with the formula for gach measure and
definitions of the symbols.

Discussion in the instructional manual about
limitations and interpretation of the measures
is not repeated here, and it is recommended
that you review those comments before com-
paring values for your program with the

CODAP values. The numbers preceding each
formula identifies the page in the Manual for
Self-Evaluation where discussion of that
measure begins.

®

All outcome measures in this volume can be
calculated from information on any version of
either the CODAP Client Flow Summary (CFS)
form or the Client Discharge Report (DR).
Many definitions of symbols here are followed
by the initials of the "Rev. 10-76" version
CODAP form where data for the formula can be
found, while symbols in the instructional
manual are keyed to "Rev. 9-74" version CODAP
forms. Values computed from data on both
versions of CODAP forms can be compared
directly to values of outcome measures in
the tables based on CODAP data.
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Unemployed as a Percentage
of All Discharges
Ei,. + E' = number of clients <n treatment on
P the tast day of the month who were
employed full or part time at any
time during the month.

Nl

total number of clients in treat-
ment on the last day of the month
(CES Item 10).

(19 Percent Unemployed

N' - (BL + E!)
NV

x 100 .

Drug Free as a Percentage
of All Discharges

P' = mumber of clients in treatment on the

Y Zget day of the month who each had at
least one positive urine during the
month for any drug.

N('1 = total number of clients in treatment on
the last day of the month who each
received urinalysis tests one or more
times during the report month.

(25) Percent Drug-Free
Nl - P'
-4 % 100 .
d

Opiate Free as a Percentage
of All Discharges

0" = number of clients in treatment on the
last day of the month who each had at
least one positive urine during the
month for nonprescription opiates.




Ny =

(22)

total number of clients in treatment on
the last day of the month who each
received urinalysis tests one or more
times during the report month.

Percent Opiate-Free
t - 1
N 31 0

='-——N—g'——><100.

Alcohol Abusers as a Per-
centage of All Discharges

AA'

(26)

= number of clients in treatment on the

last day of the month who each had an
alcohol abuse problem at any time
during the month.

total number of clients in treatment on

the last day of the month (CFS Item 10).

Percent Abusing Alcohol

AA'
Nl

x 100 .

Successful Completions

' =
St

(31)

number of Discharge Reports submitted at
the end of the month for clients con-
sidered to have successfully completed
treatment (DR Item 7 codes 01 and 02).

total number of Discharge Reports sub-
mitted at the end of the month (CES Item
8 plus CFS Item 9).

Successful Completions as a

Percentage of All Terminations
St
Tl

x 100 .

Program Voluntarily

number of Discharge Reports submitted at
the end of the month for clients classi-
fied as having voluntarily left before

completing treatment (DR Item 7 code 07)

= total mumber of Discharge Reports sub-

mitted at the end of the month (CFS Item
8 plus CFS Item 9).

Clients Leaving Voluntarily as
a Percentage of All Terminations
¥
Vt
Tl

x 100 .
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All Other Terminations
81': = number of Discharge Reports submitted at
the end of the month for clients con- .
sidered to have successfully completed
treatment (DR Item 7 codes 01 and 02).

number of Discharge Reports submitted at
the end of the month for clients classi-
fied as having voluntarily left before
completing treatment (DR Item 7 code 07).
T! = total number of Discharge Reports sub-
mitted at the end of the month (CFS
Item 8 plus CFS Item 9).
(32) Y"A11 Other" Terminations
as a Percentage of All
Terminations

T - (8) + V1)

= > x 100 .

Effect of Different
Percentage Bases

The base number for the percentage calculas
tions of all values computed from the
modified 1975 CESHC file and summarized in
the tables in this volume is different from
the base numbers defined for the formulas
above,* The base number for the CODAP table
values is defined as:

T' = total number of Discharge Reports sub-
mitted by a clinic for all clients
belonging to the subgroup of interest
and discharged during the calendar year
1975,

For comparisons between the three type-of-
discharge outcome measures in the tables
and your program's values computed using the

*®

The base numbers for all formulas above
except those dealing with types of termina-
tion could be found on the Activity Report
(ACR) of the 1974 version of CODAP. The fact
that the ACR no longer exists neither alters
the usefulness here of the formulas in the
Manual for Self-Evaluation nor does it affect
the comparability of values computed from
figures on the latest version CODAP forms
with values found in the CODAP tables later
in this supplement. If you use the worksheet
suggested in the instructional manual, you
can detemmine the base mumbers for the formu-
las above simply by summing the marks in
columns whose labels correspond to the
symbols in the formulas above.




matching formulas above, the difference in
base numbers should have no significant
effect. Since the table values are based on
an entire year's discharges, seasonal varia-
tions are evened out. Values for your pro-
gram subgroups, on the other hand, may vary
more from the table values during certain
seasons than during others if you base your
calculations on shorter time periods, such as
months, But such seasonal variations can be
expected -to have no net effect on comparison
with the table values. That is, if your
program is less effective than similar CODAP
programs, your outcome measure values will
generally fall on the side of the table
values that indicates less effective perform-
ance, although the size of the difference
between the table and your values may be
smaller during one season and larger during
another period.

The base number for percentage calculations
in the tables in this volume is restricted to
discharged clients because data on clients
still in treatment on the last day of a month
is nowhere available in the CODAP files in a
form that allows subgrouping by intake drug
usage pattern, race-ethnicity, age, sex, or
even time in treatment. Therefore, in order
to make your computed values sirietly com-
parable to the table values, you also must
count in the formulas above only the clients
discharged during a month, year, or some
other period. But there are three compelling
reasons for your using all clients in treat-
ment on the last day of the month in your
calculations. First, all programs partici-
pating in CODAP must routinely compile month-
1y reports on clients remaining in treatment
as well as on discharged clients; a method
like the one using worksheets suggested in
the instructional volume makes gathering this
information on all clients as easy and almost
as quick as the effort needed to complete
each month's Discharge Report forms. Second,
many more clients usually remain in treatment
than are discharged in a month; this larger
number of clients available for your calcu-
lations provides the opportunity to construct
more detailed subgroupings which will be
large enough to yield reliable results. On
the other hand, programs with few discharges
each month may have to wait two or three
months just to accumulate enough records for
discharged clients to permit calculations
with even one or two subgroup distinctions.
Finally, basing your calculations on clients
still in treatment results in values that
reflect more of a continuing status of your
program than do the final outcome values
based only on Discharge Reports, thus per-
mitting identification of problems before
their effects become final and improvements
in treatment while at least some of the
clients needing them can still benefit.
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Comparisons between the table values and your
program's values based on all clients still
in treatment may be somewhat affected by the
difference in base numbers, however, because
clients still in treatment will not have had
as much opportunity to benefit from treatment
as have discharged clients whose average time
in treatment will have been longer. For
example, it is possible under ideal conditions
for a program's value on the unemployment
measure based on discharged clients to equal
zero; when based on clients still in treat-
ment, the value on the same measure is not
likely to equal zero because unemployed
clients who have just recently entered treat-
ment and have not had time to benefit from
program efforts will always be counted in the
unemployment measure formula. Generally,
then, your outcome measure values based on
clients still in treatment will indicate
slightly less favorable performance than do
the table values. Unless there is some
systematic bias in your admission or dis-
charge policies (e.g., waiting to discharge
clients until every treatment outcome is
favorable), however, the difference between
your values based on all clients still in
treatment and the table values should be
fairly small, More importantly, that differ-
ence will be constant (except for the seasonal
variations discussed above) so that com-
parison of your program's outcome measure
trend lines with the table values will reveal
the beneficial effects of the discharged
CODAP clients' longer times-in-treatment and
allow you to correct for this difference when
evaluating your outcome measure values.

The best picture of your program's effective-
ness can be gained by basing your calculations
on the total of all clients remaining in
treatment at the end of the month plus all
those discharged that month. Indeed, we en-
courage you to use this base number for cal-
culation of your outcome measures, in which
case the difference between table values and
your values due to differential times-in-
treatment will be even smaller. In any case,
you should occasionally (e.g., twice a year)
calculate values for all the outcome measures
only for clients discharged during the
period; such values will be directly com-
parable to the CODAP table values.

INTERPRETING
TABLE VALUES

As indicated in the previous chapter, either
no figures or a set of three values will be
printed in the columns below a measure label
on the lines for the different subgroup
branchings. The absence of printed figures
means either that there were no CODAP clinics
with five or more discharged clients who
match the subgroup description for that line




A

or that there were too few (less than 5)
clinics to provide reliable summary values.

The middle figure in a set of three figures,
printed in the "MDN' column under a measure
label, represents the midpoint of all the
values computed for that measure, each value
having been based on a clinic's clients be-
longing to the subgroup described for that
line. The label “MDN" is used for such
columns because the midpoint of a set of
values is the ''median.’” The median serves to
divide a set of scores into two halves, one
half being the lowest 50 percent of all the
values and the other half being the highest
50 percent of all the values. In the tables,
then, half the CODAP clinic subgroup values
for a measure were higher and half the CODAP
clinic subgroup values were lower than the
value printed in the "MDN'' colum for that
measure.

Directionality

In making the comparison between figures for
your program and the CODAP values, you must
first examine each measure to determine
directionality. That is, you must determine
for each measure separately whether being
above or below the CODAP median value is
“good" or "bad." For example, it is usually
considered to your program's credit to be be-
low the CODAP median unemployment rate; but
if your program is below the median drug-free
value based on CODAP (and "drug freeness'" is
one of your program goals), you may have a
problem that needs to be investigated.

Standing Relative
to Other Programs

If your program's values differ from the
CODAP medians, regardless of the direction of
the differences, the magnitude of the differ-
ences then becomes an important considera-
tion. Obviocusly, for a measure on which the
figures for your program indicate a better or
worse perfoirance than the CODAP medians, the
arithmetic (actual number) difference pro-
vides an estimation of how much better or
worse. But the arithmetic difference between
the value for your program and the value
based on CODAP is not adequate by itself to
portray the importance of the difference
between your program's performance and that
of similar programs elsewhere. You need to
know also how much of a difference makes a
difference!

One way to help you decide if the difference
between a median value from CODAP and your
program's value is important is to compare
the value you compute with the individual
values of similar programs in CODAP. With
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the values for all other programs similar to
yours available, you could then interpret
your own figure and the difference between it
and the median value more meaningfully, as
illustrated in the following examples.

OUTCOME MEASURE 1:
(Best score = 100)

Value on
Program measure
1 v
2 0
3 15
4 20
5 30
Your Program 40
(CODAP Median 47)%
7 55
8 60
9 75
10 90
11 90
12 100
Conclusion: Your program, while

scoring 7 percent below the
median, is doing better than 42
percent (5 of 12) of all the programs.

OUTCOME MEASURE 2:
(Best score = 100)

Value on
Program measure
1 40
2 43
Your Program 43
4 44
5 45
6 45
{CODAP Median 45)*
7 46
8 47
9 50
10 53
11 55
12 60
Conclusion: Even though your pro-

gram's rate is higher here and
closer to the median (2 percent
below it), you are not doing as well

* A1l values in the CODAP tables are truncated
without rounding at the decimal point (i.e.,
decimals were dropped) to avoid an unwar-
ranted impression of accuracy. The result

is that some values in the tables may be as
much as 0.9 percent too low.




as 75 percent of all the programs
and there is only one program with
a lower score.

Comparison of these two examples shows the
necessity of considering the magnitude of
differences between a median and your own
program's values. Further, these examples
illustrate the fact that the simple arthmetic
difference alone is insufficient because,
although the CODAP median is expressed as a
percentage (range 0 to 100), it actually
summarizes a set of values that may not cover
the entire range possible and that usually
are not evenly spaced over the range they do
cover. While examining the individual values
of all other programs similar to yours would
allow you to avoid these problems, reporting
such values is not practical because of space
limitations.

The tables of CODAP values included in this
volume do provide a substitute, however,
which can provide a rough estimate of the
importance of differences between the median
CODAP values and your program's values. On
either side of the median value printed in
the colum labeled '"MDN" under each measure
label appear two numbers, one to the left of
the median in a column labeled 'L 25%," the
other to the right of the median in a column
labeled "U 75%." These figures tell us that
half (50 percent) of the values on each
measure computed from the CODAP data for the
subgroup described on that line fell between
those two printed values while half of all
the values fell outside the range included
between the two figures. Furthermore, half
of the values outside the indicated range (25
percent of all the subgroup values on each
measure) were equal to or less than the
number in the colum labeled 'L 25%"' and half
were equal to or greater than the number in
the colum labeled "U 75%." The entries in
the CODAP tables for the two example outcome
measures above would be printed in the
following format:

OUTCOME MEASURE 1
L_25% MDN_ U_75%

OUTCOME MEASURE 2
L 25% MDN_ U_75%

17 47 82 43 45 51
These figures labeled "L 25%'" and "U 75%"
serve to set off the lowest and highest
fourths, or quartiles, of all the values com-
puted on each measure from CODAP for the sub-

group described on each line. Referring
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again to the example above where individual
program values were listed for Outcome Mea-
sure 1, we can set off the lowest scoring
three programs (one-fourth of 12 programs)
and the highest scoring three programs by
inserting the "L 25%: and "U 75%" values from
the table format above:

OUTCOME MEASURE 1:

(Best Score = 100}
Value on

Program measure
1 0

2 0

3 15

L 25% 17

4 20

5 30

Your Program 40
(CODAP Median 47)
7 S5

8 60

9 75

U 75% 82

10 30

11 90

12 100

As you can see in this example, the median
value also falls between the sixth (Your
Program) and seventh individual program
values, so that it further divides the middle
six programs into the two middle quartiles.
Thus the median and "L 25%" and 'U 75%"
values printed in the tables divide the sets
of CODAP values for the outcome measures into
eugal fourths or quartiles. As a result, you
can determine not only whether your program's
performance is 'better' or 'worse" than the
performance of similar programs elsewhere but
also how you stand relative to three-fourths
(75 percent) of all those other programs.

As long as values you compute for your pro-
gram fall within the "L 25%" and "U 75%"
limits, differences between your values and
the CODAP median values are about the same as
those experienced by about half the CODAP
programs. Of course, you won't mind doing
better than the middle half of all the pro-
grams, so your only real concern will be that
your value be between the 'bad" side figure
and the CODAP median or anywhere on the
""good" side of the median value.

Another helpful feature of the three quartile
limits is to tell you something about changes
you can expect if you try to "better' your




own program's performance. If your program's
value is outside the "bad" side limit, you
should be able to improve your program's per-
formance relatively easily, perhaps by elimi-
nating unneeded tasks or even simply by
revising your goals upward, since at least 75
percent of all CODAP programs like yours have
done better. If your program's value on a
measure lies within the two outside quartile
limits, do not be surprised if your values
fluctuate around the CODAP median over time
regardless of any additional effort because
of factors over which you have no control;
however, some additional effort may help
minimize these fluctuations and keep most of
your future values on the "good" side of the
national median. Finally, if you wish to
perform consistently as well as the 'best"
quarter of all CODAP programs and your pro-
gram is not already there, anticipate that an
unusual amount of time, effort, and money may
be required to reach that high level of
performance, based on the observation that 75
percent of all CODAP programs did not achieve
it during 1975.

Finally, you can use the median and the 'L
25%" and "U 75%" figures in the CODAP tables
to arrive at roughly the same kinds of con-
clusions we earlier gave in the lists above
of individual program values for two example
outcome measures: on neither measure is
"Your Program’’ doing any better than half of
all programs and the situation is worse for
Qutcome Measure 2 because '"Your Program's'
value places it in the lowest fourth of all
programs. In this way, you can use the CODAP
median values and the figures for the upper
and lower quartile limits to interpret values
on outcome measures that you compute for your
own program and to determine your program's
standing relative to similar programs in the
CODAP system.

USEFUL ADAPTATIONS FROM
THE CODAP TABLES

In this section, we have extracted some
values (medians only) from several tables in

all the appendices which may be useful for
practice in reading the appendix tables and
which may prove convenient for quick refer-
ence. The "L 25%" and "U 75%" quartile
limits are not included in the tables in this
section but may be found in the appropriate
appendix tables.

Table 1 medians for outpatient methadone
maintenance programs (MM) are extracted from
the first line on the first page of appendix
table A-1 for the first four outcome measures
and from the first line on the first page of
appendix table A-2 for the remaining three
outcome measures. Medians in table 1 for the
other modality-environments are also ex-
tracted from the first lines of the first
pages of the corresponding appendix tables:
B-1 and B-2 (TC), C-1 and C-2 (DFOP), and D-1
and D-2 (DTOP). Similarly, information in
tables 2, 3, 4, and 5 is extracted from
successive lines on the first pages of the
appropriate modality-environment appendix
tables numbered "1'" and "2 (e.g., tables A-1
and A-2).

Table 6 has been provided to help you prac-
tice reading the appendix tables when more
than two levels of subgrouping are used. The
medians in table 6 are extracted from lines
16-27 on the first pages of appendix tables
A-1 and A-Z and from lines 1-4 on the second
pages of the same appendix tables.

If you find tables 1-6 in this section help-
ful, we encourage you to extract and tabulate
values from some or all the appendix tables
to suit your needs. For example, repeatedly
flipping through a lot of pages in the appen-
dix tables can be avoided by extracting
values for several of the measures and tabu-
lating them by time-in-treatment when you
wish to compare outcome measure values for
several cohorts. Such imaginative adaptation
of the information in the appendix tables,
when judiciously conducted, will increase the
benefits that can be derived from comparison
with CODAP data in the self-evaluation pro-
cess.

Table 1. Median CODAP clinic values on seven outcome measures
(based on discharges during 1875), by modality-environment

Percent Percent Percent left Percent all
Percent Percent Percent alcohol successful program other
unemployed drug-free opiate-free abusers completions voluntarily  terminations
MM 69 52 €7 0 2 37 54
TC N 93 99 0 5 60 26
DFOP 65 55 97 4 23 42 20
DTOP 69 57 64 0 18 45 21
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Table 2. Median CODAP clinic values on seven outcome measures (based on discharges during 19765),

by modality-environment and intake drug usage pattern

Percent Percent Percent left  Percent all
Percent Percent Percent alcohol successful program other
unemployed  drug-free opiate-free  abusers  completions  voluntarily terminations
MM/DA-OP 69 53 63 0 3 38 54
MM/DA-OP+ 67 55 65 0 0 40 47
MM/LDA-OP+ - - - - - - -
MM/NON-OP - - - - - - -
TC/DA-OP 98 97 98 0 0 63 22
TC/DA-OP+ 94 98 98 0 0 67 20
TC/LDA-OP+ 95 94 100 ] 0 60 20
TC/NON-OP 92 94 100 0 5 63 25
DFOP/DA-OP 66 73 81 0 21 37 23
DFOP/DA-OP+ 70 69 80 0 10 42 28
DFOP/LDA-OP+ 67 50 77 0 10 54 25
DFOP/NON-OP 66 49 100 9 23 46 19
DTOP/DA-OP 69 56 63 0 18 45 21
DTOP/DA-OP+ 66 61 67 0 16 a4 19
DTOP/LDA-OP+ - - - - - - -
DTOP/NON-OP - - - - - - -
Table 3, Median CODAP clinic values on seven outcome measures (based on discharges during 1975),
by modality-environment and race-ethnicity
Percent Percent Percent left Percent all
Percent Percent Percent alcohol success ful program other
unemployed  drug-free opiate-free abusers completions  voluntarily  terminations
MM/B 71 54 64 0 1 41 50
MM/PR 65 89 20 0 8 41 53
MM/M-A 74 40 45 0 0 30 60
MM/W 65 60 69 ¢ 5 33 55
TC/B 95 99 99 0 0 63 23
TC/PR 96 91 926 4] [¢] 67 17
TC/M-A 97 87 99 ¢ 6 40 31
TC/W 91 95 100 0 5 64 22
DFOP/B Vil 67 80 0 17 41 23
DFOP/PR 78 67 96 [ 1 37 32
DFOP/M-A 79 53 93 0 23 37 25
DFOP/W 63 53 98 6 25 44 19
DTOP/B 69 59 7 0 20 47 17
DTOP/PR 80 71 7 0 1" 30 8
DTOP/M-A 74 29 29 0 6 60 17
DTOP/W 66 58 64 0 18 39 20
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Table 4, Median CODAP clinic values on seven outcome measures {based on discharges during 1975),
by modality-environment and age group

Percent = Percent Percent left Percent all
Percent Percent Percent  alcohol successful program other
unemployed  drug-free opiate-free abusers completions voluntarily  terminations

MM/under 18 - - - - - - -

MM/18-21 73 58 67 0 0 50 40
MM/22-25 70 54 64 0 0 40 48
MM/over 25 66 55 66 0 3 33 55
TClunder 18 98 91 100 0 ] 58 28
TC/18-21 94 98 100 0 0 67 21
TC/22-25 91 98 100 0 0 65 25
TC/aver 25 a3 96 99 o] o] 64 20
DFOP/under 18 82 44 100 7 24 46 14
DFOP/18-21 62 49 98 3 21 49 19
DFOP/22-25 61 57 90 0 19 45 22
DFOP/over 25 80 0 93 3 20 41 22
DTOP/under 18 - - - - - - -

DTOP/18-21 78 60 61 Q 17 55 17
DTOP/22-25 69 57 66 0 19 45 20
DTOP/over 25 65 59 67 0 20 40 20

Table 5. Median CODAP clinic values on seven outcome measures {based on discharges during 1975),
by modality-environment and sex
Percent Percent Percent left  Percentall
Percent Percent Percent alcohol successful program other
unemployed drug-free opiate-free abusers completions voluntarily  terminations

MM/M 62 53 64 0 2 36 56
MM/F 84 59 65 0 2 35 50
TC/M a0 93 a9 o] 4 61 26
TC/F 96 99 100 0 0 63 21
DFOP/M 61 53 97 6 21 43 22
DFOP/F 75 56 99 2 24 47 17
DTOP/M 63 57 66 0 15 45 20
DTOP/F 82 59 64 0 17 48 20
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Table 6. Median values on seven outcome measures for outpatient methadone maintenance programs in CODAP
clinics {based on discharges during 1975), by intake drug usage pattern and race-ethnicity

MM/DA-OP/B
MM/DA-OP/PR
MM/DA-OP/M-A
MM/DA-OP/W

MM/DA-OP+/B
MM/DA-OP+/PR
MM/DA-OP+/M-A
MM/DA-OP+/W

MM/LDA-OP+/B
MM/LDA-OP+/PR
MM/LDA-OP+/M-A
MM/LDA-OP+/W

MM/NON-OP/B
MM/NON-OP/PR
MM/NON-OP/M-A
MM/NON-OP/W

Percent Percent Percent left  Percent all
Percent Percent Percent alcohol successful program other
unemployed  drug-free opiate-free abusers completions voluntarily  terminations
70 55 63 0 1 46 48
69 56 59 0 0 44 28
73 40 45 0 0 30 64
64 58 68 0 6 30 56
73 65 69 0 0 52 40
58 17 58 0 0 29 60
59 63 79 0 6 33 46

18

!







6T

APPENDIX A : VALUES ON SELECTED TREATMENT OUTCOME MEASURES FROM CODAP
OUTPATTENT METHADONE MAINTENANCE PROGRAMS

- [
TABLE Ael COMPARISON DATA FROM C,0,D,A,Ps ON UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND ALCOHOL Ae1,0
ABUSE AT DISCHARGE FROM OUTPATIENT METHADONE MATNTENANCE PROGRAMS
ALCOMOL ABUSERS
DRUG NUMBER UNEMPLOYED AS X ORUG FREE A8 % OF OQPIATE FREE AS X AS % OF ALL
USAGE AGE oF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES DISCHARGES
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25% MON U 75% { 25% MON U 75% L 25%° MON U 75X L 25% MDN U 75%

REepNNtan SCET BQYERo WY RWG S e Tawan BRogs WToweS MNPNY QUBTN RUowN vmman SeVeE PHORR WEGEY WRARe N0aRe

FOR TOTAL PRDGRAM 334 58 69 7 34 52 77 43 67 88 0 ¢ 2
DA=DP 178 59 69 76 34 S3 17 40 63 83 0 0 0
DA=P+ 120 59 &7 79 29 5% 77 40 65 83 0 0 2
L.DADP+ 3
NON=QP 1

B f42 59 71 81 29 54 19 37 64 83 1 0 0
PR 9 59 65 8s 24 89 90 35 90 100 0 0 0
MeA 316 57 T4 8% 20 40 62 2¢e 48 69 0 0 4
W 144 55 65 76 33 60 78 44 69 as 0 0 3
UNDERYB 1
18=21 77 63 73 87 29 S8 82 36 67 86 0 0 0
22waS fu8 61 70 80 27 S4 79 44 b4 8s 0 0 0
OVER 25 175 55 b6 74 3 58S 77 42 66 82 0 0 2
M 181 51 b2 72 28 S3 76 39 64 82 0 2
F 124 76 84 91 38 59 76‘ 45 65 8z 0 0 0
DALDP B 129 se 70 79 31 5S 79 38 63 84 0 0 0
PR 7 66 69 89 11 56 100 i1 59 100 0 0 0
Med 312 56 73 83 20 40 53 22 45 67 0 0 3
N 120 Sé 64 77 36 58 80 44 68 88 Q 0 ]
DAwOP¢ B 80 59 73 83 28 65 79 42 69 83 0 0 0
PR 4
Mai b Q 1. 86 0 17 1] 0 58 80 0 0 0
H 50 49 s9 78 43 63 83 Sé 79 94 0 0 0
LDA=OP#+ B 1
PR
Mwi
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TABLE A=y COMPARIBON DAYA FROM C,0,D,A,P, ON UNEMPLDYMENT, DRUG USE, AND ALCOHOL )

ABUSE AT DISCHARGE FRDM DUTPATIENT METHADONE MAINTENANCE PROGRAMS

. ALCOHOL ABUSERS
DRYG NUMBER  UNEMPLOYED AS X DRUG FREE AS % OF OPIATE FREE AS ¥ AS X OF ALL
USAGE AGE OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES DISCHARGES

OF
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25% MDN U 75X | 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75% | 25% MDN U 75%

BNCANEG RUOT NONHeND wmOw LA T L I 1) Bmwony By Socsao MWREY RPN aVeeD Puwen TmeTae puasy MEOoER SYewn wRpRe

NON=Qp B
PR
Mo A
W $
DA=QP UNDER18 1
1821 57 Y 79 88 29 58 81 33 60 86 0 0 0
22e25 129 61 71 80 30 56 80 40 64 86 0 0 0
NyER 25 158 57 1] 74 32 56 78 40 67 82 0 0 0
DA=OP+ UNDERSS
18#21 26 50 75 89 S0 73 86 63 77 96 0 0 0
22w2s A3 58 70 77 33 62 8s 50 71 91 0 0 0
OVER 25 83 50 63 79 29 57 75 47 63 89 0 0 0
LDA«OP¢ UNDER{SB
18«21
22=2s
OVER 2§
NON=QOP UNDER1S
18w}
22e25
(WVER 25
DA=DP M 163 50 (31 70 33 58 78 40 ., 65 84 0 0 0
F 121 77 82 92 38 60 80 44 65 87 0 0 0
DAallPe M 108 48 63 73 31 60 78 44 71 87 0 0 ]
F 48 74 83 95 36 56 86 48 71 88 0 0 0
LOA«UPe M i
F
NON=QOP M 1
£




Te

DRUG
USAGE

TABLE Am=2

AGE

PATYERN RACE GROUP

FOR TOTAL PROGRAH

DAmQP
DA=DPY
LDA.UP*
NONeOP

DAmOP

DA=QP¢

LDA=DP#

PR
MeA

UNDERiS8
18=2y
22=2%8

- OVER 25

CNMPARISON NATA FROM
DISCHARGES FROM DUTRA

NUMBER
Of

331

{78
120
3
|

142
9
36
144

1
17
148
175

M 181
F 134

129

SUCCESSFUL
COMPLETIONS
SEX CLINICS L 25% HDN

YVNEAEN RUSG AReseNe NN oBeweSw

W 0w W

0

0
0

o0 [~ N N-x=]

oVoOo (=N -1

[~

CoNeDoA Py ON TYPES OF DISCHARGES AS % OF ALL

U 75%

W T W

2

3
0

ooCcr N wo o VO e

o

oo

11

LEFT PROGRAM
VOLUNTARILY
L 25% MDN U 75% L 25%

NN E BEMORE PME

¥4

22
20

2%
33
19
19

29
22
a2

2s
20

25
23
21
19

29

37

38
40

4]
44
30
33

50
40
33

36
35

4s
44
30
30

52

29
33

5%

55
59

b1
62
43
54

67
60
57

S7
59

62
67
40
50

b4

67
58

TIENT METHADONE MAINTENANCE PROGRAME

ALL OTHER
TERMINATIONS
MDN U 75%
PEBEN MOERES DR
36 54 70
34 54 69
33 47 71
31 S0 6HS
14 53 56
46 60 75
38 55 73
a1 40 60
3 48 67
36 55 71
36 56 69
32 50 73
27 48 63
0 28 38
50 64 74
36 56 75
24 40 57
13 60 78
29 46 67

bed 06
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TABLE A=2  COMPARISON DATA FROM C,0,D,A,P, ON TYPES OF DISCHARGES AS % OF ALL e

DISCHARGES FROM DUTPATIENY METHADNNE MAINTENANCE PROGRAMS

DRUG NUMBER SUCCESSFUL LEFT PROGRAM ALL OTHER
USAGE AGE nF COMPLETIONS VOLUNTARILY TERMINATIONS
PATYTERN RACE SROUP SEX CLINICS L 25%x MON U 75% { 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75%

BonaNon YeRE FPRERUTW SN SRoWeRy BRaARNg NOuaw Soeas PURON BRWuen oNeww WO SNNER eEsse

NON=QOp B
PR
MwA
W H
DA=QP UNDERL S8 1
18u2y 57 0 0 14 25 50 75 2! 38 63
22wes i29 0 0 14 19 42 58 29 49 67
OVER 25 188 0 3 11 23 38 56 31 51 &9
DA=OP4 UNDER1S
18a2} 26 0 0 13 20 63 78 13 22 55
22=25% 63 0 0 10 32 47 67 16 41 60
OVER 25 88 0 0 14 17 43 60 27 48 69
LDA=OP¢ UNDER18
18221
22=2%
OVER 25
NON=QOP UNDERIS
18e2y
22«25
OVER 25
DA=DP M 163 2 11 27 37 59 34 53 68
F 121 0 3 15 20 36 60 29 47 67
DAenPs M 104 0 ] 13 21 43 62 29 44 69
F 48 0 0 13 29 48 67 19 40 67
LDA=OP+ M i
F
NON=OP M 1
F
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TABLE A=3 COMPARISNN DATA FROM C,0.D,A.P, DN UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL CODMPLETIONS )
FOr DySCHARGES FROM DUTPATIENT METHADONE MAINTENANCE PROGRAMS WITHIN | MONTH
SUCCESSFUL COM=
DRUG MUMBER UMEMPLOYED 4S8 % DRUG FREE AS % OF OPIATE FREE AS X PLETIONS A8 X OF
USAGE AGE of OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25% HMDN U 75% L 25%- MDN U 75% L 25% MON U 75% L 25% MON U 75%

PuweSRn NNENY APENERe Y PRePeOw WEmmMme SWagS Wowen RPN mFeEm eSeen Moot SeEaR eoNSon PEmPa SReTs PoHeEEg

FOR TOTAL PRNGRAM 66 65 74 82 33 58 8p 36 60 90 0 0 0
DA=NP ay b2 74 a8 29 58 80 36 62 88 0 0 0
DA«OP+ 25 Y] 74 87 33 60 91 44 80 98 0 0 0
LDA=QP4
NON=OP

B q3 b2 75 86 24 60 85 33 66 92 0 0 0
PR 1
Mui 1
W 22 51 67 80 25 67 80 38 a0 96 0 0 0
UNDER1S )
{82} -] 57 60 75 0 52 100 0 95 100 0 0 20
22=25S 29 63 75 83 13 S0 89 13 50 98 0 0 0
OVER 25 41 58 T1 B2 29 b3 82 33 67 89 0 [\} 0
M sS4 60 68 77 30 57 81 33 67 92 0 0 0
F 22 78 B6 89 20 50 8s 35 67 98 0 0 0
DAe}P B s1 60 71 86 16 50 82 18 60 90 0 0 0
PR 3
MwA 4
W 27 60 73 B3 i7 44 17 20 $6 91 0 0 0
DAsDP+ B 21 63 78 88 24 6% 89 40 87 90 0 0 0
PR 1
MaA
W 7 20 44 60 0 20 78 0 20 97 0 0 3
LDA=QP¢ B
PR
MmA




e

e

DRUG
USAGE
PATTERN

NON=DP

DAwgp

DA=DP

LDA=DP¢

NON=QOP

DA=ppP

DAalPe

LDA=OP+

NDN=0P

TABLE A=}

RACE

B
PR
HuA
W

AGE
GROUP

IINDER1B
18«21
22w25
OVER 2%

tINDERSS
18e2t
22=2%
NVER 25

UINDERY 8
{8a2y
22=25
NVER 25

UNDER1S
{821
22w25
NVER 25

SEX CLINICS

mMoGRe®s ave LA LT L ] )

mx mx mx

"I

NUMBER

aF

29
52

68
24

27

COMPARISNAN DATA FROM C
FOR DISCHARGES FRUM ny

+D.D,AP, ON UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE,
TPATIENT METHADUNE MAIMTENANCE

UNEMPLOYED AS ¥
OF ALL DISCHARGES

L 25%

MDN

U 75%

Smege eewgy LT Y]

690
62

50
LR

57
73

50
66

67
75

63
62

68

63
82

80
88

83
77

81
90

80
Bb

DRUG FREE AS % OF

ALL DISCHARGES

L 25% MDN U 75%

17
22

19
es

33

50
43

86
50

44
So

67
34

77
76

100
86

60
80

88
100

PROGRAMS WITHIN 1 MDNTH
SUCCESSFUL COMa
PLETIONS AS X OF
ALL DISCHARGES

OPIATE FHEE AS ¥
OF ALL DISCHARGES
L 25% MDN U 75%

17 56 83
29 60 83

83 97 100
20 8é 92

20 5@ 848
25 60 81

0 97 100

L 25%

MDN

Aw3 09
AND SUCCESSFUL COMPLETIONS

U 75%

o

oo

oo

wo
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TABLE A=4 COMPARISNN DATA FROM C.0.0,4,P, ON UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USEs» AND SUCCESSFUL COMPLETIDNS !

For DISCHARGES FROM OUTPATIENT METHANONE MAINTENANCE PROGRAMS WITHIN ) TO 2 MONTHS
SUCCESSFUL COM=
DRUG NUMBER UNEMPLOYED AS % NRUG FREE AS % OF OPIATE FREE AS X PLETIONS AS X OF
USAGE AGE oF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES
PATTERN RACE GRNUP SEX CLINICS L 25% HON U 7S% L 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75% L 2%5% HMDN U 75X

Reueswen MBMR ABEEsRe WET ANogEgte Wumwe WOwew R mwREER RYowm WS onn RN CUTaR® EHNSw wEmN e measde ABoWn

FOR TOTAL PROGRAM 8b 60 75 82 22 s&  Be 33 61 88 0 0 7
DA=NP 70 60 17 8% 27 58 83 38 62 89 0 0 7
DAnOP 27 65 74 85 35 75 91 38 81 98 0 0 8
LDA=OP+
NDN=OP

B 62 59 75 83 8 59 86 4o 83 94 0 0 4
PR 2
MwA 3
W 23 50 67 86 22 57 83 29 63 96 0 0 7
UNDER18
1821 11 67 75 86 17 N 83 17 73 83 0 0 0
22025 40 57 75  Bb 30 67 83 30 71 95 0 0 8
OVER 25 53 57 74 83 23 60 86 33 70 88 0 0 7
M 73 56 70 80 30 56 88 38 63 95 0 0 4
F 26 A0 87 100 33 62 83 40 67 83 0 0 8
DAwOP B 60 60 71 80 20 57 83 18 62 88 0 0 5
PR 3
Y 5 88 80 90 0 0 33 0 0 33 0 0 0
W 19 57 72 80 3 34 80 3 40 80 0 o 0
DAeOP+ B 25 63 79 90 35 78 91 35 83 91 0 0 0
PR 1
Mwa
W 7 30 67 7% 0 33 57 0 S 83 0 0 0
LDA«OP+ &
PR
Mo A
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TABLE A=4 COMPARISNN DATA FROM C.0.D,A,P, ON UNEMPLODYMENT, DRUG USEr AND SUCCESSFUL COMPLETIONS '

For DISCHARGES FROM DUTPATIENT METHADONE MAINTENANCE PROGRAMS WITHIN § TD 2 MDNTHS
SUCCESSFUL COMm
DRUG NUMBER UNEMPLOYED AS X DRUG FREE AS X OF OPIATE FREE AS % PLETIUNS AS X nF
UBAGE AGE nF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25% MDm U 75% | 25% MDN U 75% L 254 MDN U 75% | 25% MDN Uy 75%

SRweSem WEUn SPEIETeY son LY Y ¥ -y LAL T T I XY ) BOReOY PEeEe BRowa FoaauE CaNnw meanp BREURy OELED CNRen

NONeQP B
PR
MwA
W
DAwpp UNDERLS
182§ 6 67 71 81 0 17 67 0 17 67 0 0 0
22e25 33 60 67 B0 22 56 83 28 56 83 0 0 ?
DVER 25 50 58 74 80 20 33 17 25 50 80 0 0 0
DA«DP# IUNDERLB
18e2¢ 4
22«25 12 57 82 88 38 71 86 38 85 93 0 0 0
OYER 25 17 43 60 89 20 S0 86 20 86 100 0 0 0
LDALOP+ UNDERESB
18y
22=25
OVER 25
NON=OP UNDERIS
18w2t
22w25
OVER 25
Da=0P M 75 58 74 80 17 40 83 26 50 88 0 0 0
F 24 b7 86 94 a2 67 83 29 67 83 0 0 0
DA«DP4 M 34 56 63 83 29 67 89 29 86 98 0 0 [}
F 6 715 83 100 0 33 43 0 43 60 0 0 0
LDA=OP+ M
) F
NON=DP

s

= = e
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TABLE A«5
DRUG
USAGE AGE nF
PATTERN RACE GROUP
WREERER MBS SRENMTa WP VR e®w
FOR TOTAL PRNGRAM 1
DA=0P
DA=QP#
LDA«OP®
NON=QP
8
PR
MwA
W
UNDERLS
18u2i
22=25
OVER 25
M
F
DADIP B8
PR
MwA
]
DA-OP+ B
PR
M=A
W
LDA=UOP+ B
PR
[LLY §

NUMBER

SEX CLINICS

o4

79
28

o>

n N -
LB VR o ] ENN o

61

63
60

74
43

67
64
63

50
71

63

67
59

60

33

MbN U 75%
72 83
71 80
75 a3
77 85
86 88
73 83
86 89
73 80
70 80
67 75
91 100
73 82
79 86
69 80
76 80
8s 91

UNEMPLOYED AS X
OF ALL DISCHARGES
L as5%

MEmmwe BEGpsn SNBRS

DRUG FREE AS % OF

ALL DISCHARGES

L 25%

27

27
55

MON

56

54
T

56
18
6o

50
6o
S0

50
60

56

29
40

67

73

U 75%

WPME gy wWMOTE meiwmm

79

80
L]

81

29 -

83

8e
91
78

76
88

82
50
80

85

100

PROGRAMS WITHIN 2

OPIATE FREE AS %
OF ALl DISCHARGES
L 25%

37

35
60

MDN U 75%
60 82
57 86
80 92
63 a9
29 50
67 43
56 B2
67 91
50 88
57 a3
71 89
62 92
33 &0
40 83
79 87
100 100

T3 4 MONTHS

AmS, 12

COMPARYISNN DaTA FROM C,D0,.D,A,P, NN UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL COMPLETIONS
For DISCHARGES FROM OUTPATIENT METHADONE MAINTENANCE

SUCCESSFUL COMm
PLETIONS AS X% OF
ALL DISCHARGES

L 25%

MON

U 75%

MmeNe COEaw ERee

0

0
0

(=] oo

<

0

0
0

7

6
15

11

>0 ~NE o

o

o

i3
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TABLE A»5 COMPARISON DATA FROM C,D.D,A,P, DN UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG (ISEs AND SUCCESSFUL COMPLETIONS '
FOr DISCHARGES FROM OUTPATIENT METHADUNE MAINTENANCE

DRUG
USAGE
PATTERN RACE

NONeOP B
PR
Mw A
H

DA=DP

DAeDP+

LDA«OPY

NON=OP

DA=pp

DAaNP+

LOAQOP¢

NON=OP

AGE
GRNUP

UNDER18
18w21
22«25
OVER 25

UNDERLSB
18=21
22«25
NVER 25

UNDER1S8
18a21
2225
NVER 25

UNDER1SB
18029
22225
OVER 25

SEX CLINTCS

USSR o®® sSa%eo¥e

e

mx m

NUMBER

OF

36
75

92
37

33

UNEMPLOYED AS %
OF ALL DISCHARGES

L 25%

59
57

67
57

53
80

58
33

HDN

67
70

78
67

65
92

71
86

U 75%

80
75
80

83
81

78
100

80
ioo

DRUG FREE AS ¥ OF
ALL OISCHARGES

L 25%

Mty weoeew owwos

0
19
23

S8
20

23
33

20
10

MDN

0
43

60
75

50
EL)

63
43

U 75%

59
76

83
83

75

92
67

PROGRAMS WITHIN 2 TO 4 MONTHS

5,13

SUCCESSFUL ChMe

OPIATE FREE AS X%

PLETIONS AS X 0OF

OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES

L 25% MDN U 75% | 25% MDN

U 75%

0 0 59 0 0
20 60 92 0 0
28 50 93 0 0
60 83 100 0 0
50 83 94 0 0
30 50 80 0 0
38 60 93 0 0
50 76 95 0 0
i0 67 80 0 0

[« S
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TABLE Awb (COMPARISAN DATA FROY C,0.D,A,P, M UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL COMSLETIONS '
FOR DISCHARGES FROM QUTPATIENT MZ THADUNE MAINTENANCE PRUGRAMS WITHIN 4 TO & MONTHS
SUCCESSFUL COMa
DRUG MUMBER UNEMPLOYED AS % DRUG FREE AS %X OF OPIATE FREE AS X PLETIONS AS % OF
UsSaGt AGE OF OF ALL DYISCHZRGES AlLL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS & 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75X

MESsEReE GNBY BYRTRRe oW WP Mumam SUmen MeaDan aNeNE PO BEHEW Mumw® "RARRK muman BEaME WRaMTE SRR e

FOR TOTAL PROGRAM ing 58 173 83 32 53 73 40 58 86 0 0 10
DAwDP 76 59 75 86 30 50 8o 33 50 86 0 0 11
DAwDp+ 24 44 71 82 30 57 82 47 80 94 0 0 Vi
LDA=0OP$
NDONwOP

B 58 54 69 82 33 56 79 40 60 91 0 0 1
2R ‘ 1
Mep 7 71 80 100 0 17 2n 0 20 490 0 0 0
W 29 55 80 Bé 29 60 86 33 &7 92 0 0 14
UNDERIB
tBelt 4
22=25% %3 60 T1 82 25 44 67 30 41 67 0 0 14
QAVER 25 bb 50 67 82 27 50 83 33 60 95 n 0 it
M T4 50 63 80 es 43 75 35 s3 86 0 [+} 7
F 26 75 83 91 20 50 88 33 57 88 0 0 0
Da=0P, B 53 60 12 86 22 48 80 27 48 83 0 0 14
PR 1
LLY 11 60 17 83 ) 20 &7 Q 40 30 0 0 5
W 21 4y 6% 83 20 40 80 29 60 92 0 0 17
DAuLIP+ Y 14 44 80 86 30 57 86 38 60 86 0 0 7
PR 1
MwA 2
“ S 60 67 83 80 83 B3 80 83 100 0 0 0
LDAOP+ B
PR
M p
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TABLE A=6 COMPARISNN DATA FROM C,0.0,A,P, NN UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE,
FOR DISCHARGES FROM NUTPATIENT METHADOME MAINTENANCE

DRUG
USAGE
PATTERN RACE

NOH=OP B8
PR
Mo A
W

DAmnp

DAwnP4

LDA=OP¢

NON=(P

DA=OP

DAmDP 4

LDA=UP+

NNNeDP

AGE
GROUP

UNDERLS
18221
22=25
OVER 25

UNDER1S
18m21
22=25
OVER 25

UNDERtS
18«21

22»25
NVER 25

UNDER1B
1B8e21
22=25
OVER 25

nF
SEX CLINICS

BB RN BT VSRR

mzX

-z

s I 3 mx

NUMBER

70
20

UNEMPLOYED AS %
OF ALl DISCHARGES
L 25% MDN U 75%

50 73 83
50 63 83

20 40 80
40 67 80

47 63 80
75 a3 91

40 64 78

DRUG FREE AS % OF
ALL DISCHARGES
L 25% MDN U 75%

20 33 1
a5 43 80

40 40 15
29 59 89

33 60 88

Awb
AND SUCCESSFUL COMPLETIONS

<18

PROGRAMS WITHIN 4 TD 6 MONTHS

OPIATE FREE AS %
OF ALL DISCHARGES
L 25% MDN U 75%

22 33 71
27 48 88

27 43 83
40 60 89

50 86 89

SUCCESSFUL COM=
PLETIONS A8 X nF
ALL DISCHARGES

L 25% MDN U 75%
BANSe P YR
0 0 0
0 0 8
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 in
0 0 0
0 0 0
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APPENDIX B: VALUES ON SELECTED TREATMENT OUTCOME MEASURES FROM CODAP
DRUG-FREE RESIDENTIAL (THERAPEUTIC) COMMUNITIES

Hal, 04
TABLE B=1 COMPARISUN DATA FROM C,n,D,A,P, ON UNEMPLDYMENT, DRUG USE, AND ALCOHNL '

ABUSE Aty DISCHARGE FROM DRUG FREE RESIDENTIAL(THERAPEUTIC) COMMUNITIES
ALCOHOL aBYSERS
DruUG MUMBER UNEMPLOYED AS X NDRUG FREE AS % OF OPIATE FREE AS % AS % OF aLL
USAGE AGE nfF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALi, DISCHARGES DISCHARGES
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25% MDN U 75% | 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75%

NomRRenN WODO SOoONNmta oP® eSPosieSe WaNmey mBREwaw WeAEm TRty SaNsee awmwe Wmwen PERWNS ansew sSEmRe wNSanw NREewo

FOR TODTAL PROGRAM 292 83 91 99 78 93 99 96 99 100 0 0 3
DA=QOP 73 83 98 99 80 97 98 9y 98 100 0 0 0
DA=np+ 1412 83 94 98 86 98 100 92 98 100 0 0 0
LDA«QpPe+ 60 80 95 100 85 Y 100 97 100 100 0 0 4]
NONwQP 209 B4 S92 98 73 94 99 99 100 100 0 0 4

B 115 B3 95 98 81 99 100 97 99 100 ] 0 0

PR 18 83 96 100 60 91 98 B3 96 100 0 0 0

Me 21 83 7 100 56 87 99 78 99 100 0 0 5

W 225 -] 94 99 77 95 99 99 100 10¢ 0 0 3

UNDER{8 83 90 98 100 67 91 95 98 100 100 0 0 )

{8e2y 153 8e 94 98 78 98 100 96 100 100 0 Q 0

22«25 135 8o 91 97 86 98 100 99 100 100 [\] 1] 0

OVER 25 128 80 93 97 81 96 99 95 99 100 0 0 0

M 256 81 99 99 71 93 99 97 99 100 0 3

F {70 85 96 98 79 99 100 99 100 100 0 0

DAmIP 8 36 83 97 99 79 98 100 24 98 100 0 0 0

PR 5 B0 100 100 60 80 100 80 100 100 ¢ [+] 0

He A 8 83 9 100 56 83 94 82 93 98 0 0 [

W 24 83 89 90 82 9s 100 97 100 100 4] 0 0

DAwNPs B 52 8S 94 98 88 98 100 94 98 100 0 0 0

PR 8 90 100 100 83 93 100 83 90 100 0 0 0

Mep 8 86 100 100 Sé 86 91 78 91 100 0 0 [

W 56 78 93 95 83 97 100 96 97 100 1] 0 0

LDA=QOP¢ B 15 73 89 94 8b 94 100 4 100 100 0 0 0
PR 2
M 2

W L} 80 94 100 78 88 89 89 100 100 0 0 0
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TABLE Bei{ CNMPARISON DATA FROM CeNgD,A,P, ON UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND ALCOHOL ¢
ABUSE AT DISCHARGE FROM DRUG FREE RESIDENTIAL(THERAPEUTICJ COMMUNITIES
ALCUHOL ABUSERS
DRUG NUMBER UNEMPLOYED AS % DRUG FREE AS % OF OPIATE FREE AS ¥ A8 %X OF ALl
USAGE AGE nF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES DISCHARGES
PATTERN RACE GRpup SEX CLINICS L 25X MDN U 75% | 25% MDN U 75% L 25%. MDN y 75% L 25% MDN U 75%

ABEEBNE PRERE HROENERN ST S SaWYy NRMNBy DANen weaes ROy mNePn weeos BOMED SaNen oween moote aeons SemAEe

NONeUP B 30 78 9% 97 67 99 100 84 100 100 0 0 14
PR 7 10 92 100 15 92  y00p 0 0 100 0 0 0
Med 5 83 100 100 0 20 87 0 100 100 0 13 2o
W 176 82 91 98 75 95 99 98 100 {00 0 0 5
DA=DP UNPER1S

18m29 12 94 100 100 78 97 100 83 100 100 0 0 0
22425 34 88 94 100 80 98 100 80 99 100 0 0 0
AVER 25 36 82 97 100 75 93 97 92 97  too 0 0 0

DAnDP+ UNDER18 1
18a21 28 82 90 100 B1 94 100 90 100 100 0 0 0
2225 48 86 98 100 96 98 100 96 100 100 0 0 0
OVER 25 57 B3 94 96 80 9 100 90 96 100 0 0 0

LDA=UP+ UNDER18 2
18m21 7 0 0 100 83 100 100 0 0 100 0 0 0
2225 6 88 100 100 33 90 100 0 100 100 0 0 0
OVER 25 12 B3 92 o4 80 90 94 95 100 100 0 0 0
NOIN<OP UNDER18 79 90 98 100 67 93 95 98 100 100 0 0 5
18w21 94 80 91 98 77 97 100 93 100 100 0 0 0
22.25 45 80 92 100 80 98 100 94 100 100 0 0 2
OVER 25 43 75 88 94 67 9% 99 96 100 {00 0 0 11
DAOP M 57 80 97 98 77 9% 97 92 98 100 0 0 0
F 21 B6 94 100 65 97 100 98 100 100 0 0
DAwNP4 M 84 85 95 97 83 98 100 94 98 100 0 0 )}
F 18 83 91 92 80 93 {00 93 100 100 0 0 0
LDA=OR+ " 43 80 94 100 B0 92 100 92 97 100 0 0 0
F 6 B0 83 100 83 86 100 0 100 00 0 0 0
NIN=OP M 169 83 92 97 71 93 98 98 100 100 0 0 6
F 97 83 95 97 73 99 100 90 100 {00 0 0 0




123

Be2,006
TABLE Bw2 CAMPARISON DATA FROM C,on,D,A,P, ON TYPES OF DISCHARGES AS X OF ALL ’
DYISCHARGES FRNM DRUG FREE RESIDENTIAL(THERAPEUTIC) COMMUNITIES

DRUG HUMBER SUCCESSFLUL LEFT PROGRAM ALL OTHER
USAGE AGE 0F COMPLETTONS VOLUNTARILY TERMINATINONS
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25% MON U 75% L 25% MON o 75% [ 25% MDN U 75%

Sesumves NEah BDORTedN aWE elianvpSe MoUEw WENpy SaSas HPWNE wmYase eSuan AMaEm® SoPaE oWEND

FOR TOTAL PROGRAM 292 0 5 14 ’33 &0 17 13 26 45
DA=OP 13 0 0 17 35 63 78 12 22 43
DAl 112 0 0 14 40 67 83 8 20 40
LDA=OPS 640 0 Q 18 32 60 80 0 20 44
NONCP 209 0 S 17 37 63 79 10 25 42

B 115 0 0 13 38 63 8o 13 23 48
PR 18 0 0 31 21 67 80 0 17 33
Mo A 21 0 b 29 22 40 70 17 34 71
L] 225 0 5 16 40 64 80 10 22 41
UNDER18 A3 0 0 17 29 58 8o 9 258 50
{8221 163 0 0 15 45 67 81 10 2! LB
22=25 1135 0 0 16 40 65 82 11 25 40
DVER 25 128 0 0 14 39 64 80 8 20 43
M 256 0 4 15 33 b1 79 12 26 46
F 170 0 9 19 33 63 Bo 11 21 43z
DARDP 8 16 0 0 17 55 63 81 7 18 33
PR 5 0 ] 0 25 56 8o 0 44 S50
Ma g 8 0 3 28 20 42 63 2s 28 38
L] 24 0 0 20 40 b0 74 %ﬁ: e? 35
DA=DP+ B 52 0 0 15 44 71 20 Q 18 33
PR 8 0 0 0 7 64 8o 0 20 36
Mej 8 0 7 17 40 64 79 0 14 29
L] 56 0 0 17 48 65 84 0 19 40
LDA=DP¢ B 15 0 0 19 30 56 80 0 8 44
PR 2
M= A 2

W 31 0 0 20 29 60 80 0 17 29
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Bw2,07
TABLE B=2 CNMPARISOM DATA FROM C,n,D,A,P, ON TYPES NF DISCHARGES A4S ¥ OF ALL e

DISCHARGES FRNM DRUG FREE RESIDENTIAL (THERAPEUTIC) COMMUNITIES

DRUG NUMBER SUCCESSFUL LLEFT PROGRAM ALL DTHER
USAGE AGE 0OF COMPLETIONS VOLUMTARILY TERMINATIONS
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25% MDM U 75% | 25% MDN U 7S5% L 25% MDN U 75%

MEBEEae WRNON REASRTR SRS BT aOma oo nn aSgas wawam MPENS wYore wWmOs SoEes SRNTSAN sewee

NONeOP B 30 0 0 25 38 50 (4] 9 20 uz
PR 7 0 0 0 0 38 68 0 0 33
HeA 5 0 7 13 0 13 20 17 73 a8
W 176 0 7 19 40 63 79 10 23 40
DA=NIP UNDERLA

18=21 12 0 0 0 33 60 78 0 0 39
22«25 34 0 0 17 25 60 8o 10 25 50
OVER 25 36 0 0 25 25 b4 81 10 18 33

DAanP+ UNDERLS 1
18=21 28 0 0 14 38 63 80 0 22 50
22=25 48 0 0 7 43 75 83 0 17 40
NVER 25 57 0 0 10 40 69 86 0 14 4o

LDAWOP+ UNRER1S 2
18=21 7 0 0 0 0 60 83 0 17 40
22=2% b 0 0 20 38 57 80 0 20 43
DVER 2S5 12 0 13 20 20 54 62 10 29 50
NON=OP UNDERYS 79 0 0 17 33 58 8o 9 28 50
18=21 94 0 0 18 44 67 80 i1 25 40
22=25 45 0 5 19 40 67 80 11 18 33
NyER 25 43 0 b 20 40 60 80 3 17 33
DAnOP M 57 0 0 14 33 67 82 7 23 43
F 21 0 0 19 29 44 86 0 25 40
DA=(}P+ M 84 0 0 13 37 64 82 9 20 43
F 38 0 0 17 50 73 89 0 17 33
LDA«COP¢ H 43 0 0 20 20 60 80 0 25 43
F 6 0 0 0 0 S0 8o 0 es 50
NONeOP M 169 0 2 17 39 63 80 12 25 42
F 97 6 21 33 60 78 13 23 40
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TABLE Bu3 COMPARISON DATA FROM C,0.D,A,P. (N UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG UGE, AND SUCCESSFUL CUMPLEYIONS *
FOR DISCHARGES FROM DRUG FREE RESINDENTTAI (THERAPEUTIC) COMMUNITIES WITHIN § MONTH
SUCCESSFyL COMe
DRUG NUWBER UNEMPLOYED AS % DRUG FREE AS % OF OPIATE FREE AS X PLETIUNS AS X NF
USAGE AGE nF OF ALL DISCHARGFS ALL DISBCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES
PATTERN RACE GRMOUP SEX CLINICS f 25% HMDN U 75%  25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MBN U 75%

PEoaANey WED0 SRCENE NN ePoRpTe LT L L L T I L L ANUSRE SUNSe SESaen Gmaan BeNen Sasns OEEPy WD e

FUR TOTAL PRNOGRAM 176 93 99 100 79 97 99 99 100 100 0 1] 0
DA=NP 38 97 100 100 83 99 100 94 98 100 0 N 6
DAwPd S9 93 100 100 88 97 100 92 97 100 0 4 0
LDAmyP+ 13 83 100 100 69 93 100 94 100 100 0 0 0
NON«QP 105 92 96 i00 69 99 100 97 100 100 0 0 2

8 54 98 100 i00 17 98 99 83 95 100 0 0 1
PR 9 95 100 100 70 92 100 86 90 100 0 0 0
Ma A 15 89 90 i00 74 86 92 80 99 100 0 0 5
tﬁ W 130 91 97 100 78 99 100 99 100 100 0 0 0
UNDERLSB 33 97 100 ioo b0 94 100 97 100 100 0 0 13
18=21 69 LT 100 100 80 97 100 G4 100 100 0 ] 0
22#2% 68 9% 96 100 be 98 100 99 100 100 0 0 0
NVER 28 56 94 97 100 80 94 99 9d4 99 100 0 ] )
M 14S 92 99 100 80 97 99 98 99 100 0 0 1
F 71 95 100 {100 80 98 100 98 100 100 0 0 0
DA=QIP B 20 97 100 100 . Bo 98 100 93 97 100 0 1} 3
PR 3
Mei & 83 89 100 75 a9 98 33 98 100 0 7 17
N 14 88 100 100 80 95 100 97 100 100 ] 0 0
QA=NP+ B 28 90 iog 100 78 97 100 89 93 100 0 0 3
PR 5 83 i00 100 80 100 100 80 100 100 0 0 0
MwA 5 0 100 100 67 83 100 80 83 {00 0 0 0
W 31 80 100 100 80 93 96 89 96 100 0 0 0
LNA=QOP¢+ B 2
PR
Muj
W S 0 100 1006 S7 89 100 0 100 100 0 0 1]




9¢

DRUR
USAGE
PATTERN

NNNeUP

DA=NP

DA=DP+

LDAOP¢

NON=OP

DA«OP

DA=NPe¢

LDALOP+

NON=OP

B=
TABLE B=3 COvPARISNN DATA FROM C,0.0,A,P, ON UNMEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL CUMPLETIONS
FOR DISCHARGES FROM DRUG FREE RESINENTIAL (THERAPEUTIC) COMMUNITIES WITHIN | MDNTH

RACE

PR
MmA

AGF
GROUP

LA LT L T3

{INDERLS
18021
22225
OVER 25

UNDERESB
18m21
22#2s
OVER 25

LINDER1S
18=21
22«25
NVFR 25

UNDERL B
{Bm2y
22425
OVER 25

SEX

m x

mx

mx

NUMBER
nF
CLINICS

13
2
3

92

16
17

22
24

UNEMPLOYED AS %
OF ALL DISCHARGES

L as%

MDN

U 75%

NuRnen HSgew Seosn

79

90

93
94
96

83
88

97
90
80
86

97
4

91

95

96

100
100
100

100
100
100

100
93
100
90

100
100

100
88

100

93
94

100

100

100
100
100

foc
100
100

{00
100
100
100

100
100

100
100

100

100

PRUG FREE AS % OF
ALL DISCHARGES

1. 25%

MDN

U 75%

mPEGe BPeRe oRsco

46

78

20
80
85

60
a2
80

~3~3
Lol v

96

99

97
98
96

83
93
92

93
93
94
99

98
97

9%
92

91

99
98

100

100

100
100
100

90

100
Y

100
100
100
100

100

OPIATE FREE AS %
OF ALL DISCHARGES

L 25%

8s

93

99
92

83
93
90

95

80
94

92
88

92
83

90

MON U 75%
100 100
100 100
100 100
100 100

97 100

86 100

94 100

94 100
100 100
100 100
100 100
100 100

98 100

98 100

96 100
100 100

24 100
100 100
100 100

5,09

SUCCESSFUL COMw
PLETIONS AS X NF
ALL DISCHARGES

L 25%

0

cCoo

[~ - -3

DO DO

S o

MDN U 75%
0 10
0 3
0 0
0 0
0 &
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 6
0 0
0 6
0 14
0 2
0 17
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 5
0 S
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TABLE B=y

Fa

DRUG
USAGE AGE
PATTERN RACE GROUP

SCwedsw PDEU GWOWN W
FOR TOTAL PRNGRAM

DA=QP

DA=nP+

LDA=OP®
NON=OP

PR
Me A

LINDERSS
{8=21
22m2%
OVER 25

DAaNP ]

DAmNPe B

LDA«OP+ B

COMPARISAN DATA FROM C,0.D,A,P.

Bnd
ON UNEMPLOYMENT» DRUG USEs AND SUCCESSFUL COMPLETYIONS

10

R DISCHARGES FROW DRUG FREE RESIDENTIAL(THERAPEUTIC) COMMUNITIES WITHIN 1 TO 2 MONTHS
SUCCESSFUL COMew
PLETIONS AS % QF
ALL DISCHARGES

NUMBER
0OF
SEX CLINTICS

94

12
18

4
S

21
q
4

64

15
18
19
23

M 64
F 18

7

P

w ~Ne NN O

UNEMPLOYED AS %

OF ALL DISCHARGES

L 25%

Wumen Swmaew wewew

92

93
94

91

89

93
0
9y .
97
83

90
90

93

78

92

MDN U 75X
99 100
{00 100
100 100
95 100
95 100
100 100
0 100
100 100
100 100
91 100
97 100
9% 100
100 100
93 100
100 100

DRUG FREE AS % OF
ALL DISCHARGES

L 25% MDN
NP ERy peens
75 99
67 92
89 94
74 99
58 97
76 o7
27 82
60 91
83 97
70 95
71 94
75 98
64 88
80 82
73 79

U 75%

LA AL ]
100

100
100

100
98

100
100
100
100

99

98
100

100

100

100

OPIATE FREE AS X
OF ALL DISCHARGES
L 25%

PoRAag MDRARE sssoe

97

83
90

0
9

80

0
71
50
a8

99
57

88

80

MDN U 75%
foo 100
92 100
100 100
100 100
99 100
100 100
0 100
i00 100
100 100
99 100
100 100
100 100
100 100
fo0 100
0 100

L 25%

0

0
0

CODOOO (=4

oo

MON U 75%
¢ 0
0 0
0 0
0 7
] 0
0 b
0 0
0 17
0 33
0 13
0 0
0 14
n 0
0 9
0 20
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TABLE B=4 COYPARISNN DATA FROM C,0.D, AP, NN UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AMD SUCCESSFUL COMPLETIONS '
For DISCHARGES FROM DRUG FREE RESIDENTIAL(THERAPEUTIC) COMMUNITIES WITHIN § TD 2 MONTHS
. SUCCESSFUL COM=
DRUG NUMBER UNEMPLOYEND AS % DRUG FREE AS X OF OPIATE FREE AS X PLETIONS A8 % OF
USAGE AGE ald OF AL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES
PATTERN RACE GRDUP SEX CLINICS L 25% MDN U 7S5% I 25% MDN 1) 75% L 258 MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 7%

Mo Nan DONT CTUBIEPO eRd sERRePe Nonom mSqen HESes |AoNN DO ave oWoee GERnE® SAleN veRcoe ARG S MHEDD QUYRWe

NAN=OPp B 6 83 ° 95 100 17 98 99 0 100 100 0 0 15
PR 3
Mm 4 1
" 42 88 92 100 60 99 100 0 100 o0 0 0 8
DA=DP UNDER{S
1821
22=25 2
OVER 25 10 88 100 100 80 86 100 80 86 100 0 0 17
DA=NP+ UINDER1S
18e21 2
22m25 9 86 100 100 88 89 100 o 100 100 0 0 0
OVER 25 6 a7 88 100 73 88 100 82 100 100 0 0 27
LDA=QP+ UNDER18
18e21
22=25 2
IVFR 25 2
NON=0P UNDER1S 15 0 0 100 27 89 100 0 0 100 0 0 0
1821 9 80 92 100 0 91 100 0 100 {00 0 0 4y
22~25 b 80 94  to0o0 80 t100 100 ¢ 100 too0 0 40 60
OVER 25 8 86 91 100 29 88 99 0 100 100 0 14 69
DA=NP M 11 90 100 100 83 88 100 a8 100 100 0 0 2s
F 2
DAeDP4 " 13 90 100 100 87 92 100 20 100 100 0 0 0
F 1 . }
LDA=P+ M 4
F
NON=QP M 34 88 93 100 60 93 99 0 fo0 100 0 0 17
F 7 80 92 100 1 97 100 0 0 100 0 0 33
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TABLE B=5 COMPARISAN DATA FROM Ce0.D,A,P, ON UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USEs» AND SUCCESSFUL COMPLETIUNS '
For DISCHARGEs FROM DRUG FREE RESIDENTIAL (THERAPEUTIC) COMMUNITIES WITHIN 2 YO 4 MONTHS
SUCCESSFUL CgM=
DRUG NUMBER UNEMPLDYED AS % DRUG FREE AS X OF QPIATE FREE AS X% PLETIONS A8 % (F
USAGE AGF nF OF AL DISCHARGES ALL DISCMARGES OF ALl DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES
PATTERN RACE GRNUp SEX CLINICS L 25% MDN U 75% L 25X MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MON U 79%

HoAMOGUBNE AVOE ACEVRRE DA% CAD R ePy Momeum weoan wcoeaw MPRTE AR SRman NeumEN RERew cenen MM e eV RegNE

FOR TOTAL PRNGRAM 83 82 96 100 78 93 96 96 100 100 o 0 8
DA=pP 8 70 89 100 83 89 100 88 89 100 0 0 20
DA=IP+ 18 92 100 100 94 100 100 94 100 100 ] 0 0
LDA=(P¢
NON=UP 37 71 88 92 67 92 94 94 100 100 0 0 17

B 22 83 91 100 76 94 100 e 94 {00 4} 0 6
PR 1
MwA 3 .
W 51 80 o4 100 71 92 94 93 100 100 0 0 13
UNDERLSB 13 80 86 100 b0 90 94 88 100 100 0 [ 10
18=21 13 80 86 100 71 86 100 0 100 100 0 0 0
22=25 i8 90 100 100 71 92 100 a8 92 100 0 0 0
OVER 25 20 66 83 92 78 92 100 92 j00 100 0 0 20
M 55 82 9y 100 79 92 96 91 34 100 0 0 0
F 18 79 88 100 86 100 100 0 100 100 0 0 17
DA=0p B ] 70 89 100 43 89 100 80 B9 100 0 0 0
PR
MwA
W 1
DA=0P+ B 6 76 89 100 94 100 100 94 100‘ 100 0 0 i1
PR i
MmA .
W 6 0 100 100 86 100 100 0 100 100 0 0 0
LDA-OPQ 8
PR
MmA

W
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TABLE B=S COMPARISON DATA FROM C,0.D,A.P, ON UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL COMPLETIONS '
FORp DISCHARGES FROM DRUG FREE RESIDENMTYAL (THERAPEUTIC) COMMUNITIES WITHIN 2 TO 4 MONTHS
SUCCESSFUL CQOM=
bPrUG MUMBER UNEMPLOYED AS % DRUG FREE AS X OF OPIATE FREE AS % PLETIONS AS X OF
USAGE 4GE OF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES
PATTERN RACE GRNUP SEX CLINICS L 25% MDN U 75X L 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MON U 75% L 25% MDN U 7S5%

MG ERaE XKENER SToMeNe a0 WS a MWOSE MEIan PaOSen e Rg mAGeWw WD en NoDwy SSeWn wEesoo EEEVR mEars oGgWe

NIIN=QPp B 5 50 54 83 0 0 100 0 100 100 [} 36 83
PR !
H=A 1
L] 30 67 86 92 60 86 92 92 100 100 0 0 14
DARNP {INDERLS
18=29
22=25%
DVFR 25 3
Da=fIP¢ UNDERYSB
1821 1
22=2% ] 0 100 100 60 86 100 80 86 100 0 0 0
OVER 25 5 69 86 100 0 100 100 0 100 100 0 0 14
LDA=OP¢ UUNDER{B
18w2}
22n2S
NVER 25
NON=QP UNRERLB 12 83 86 100 60 83 92 0 100 100 0 1] 1o
18act 6 57 80 100 S0 11 8o 0 100 100 ] 0 0
22w2h
IVER 25 7 49 59 1} 0 73 100 0 0 100 0 14 60
DAxNP M 7 33 80 100 60 83 100 80 83 100 0 0 29
F
DA=OP+ M 10 91 100 {00 86 92 100 86 92 100 4 0 9
F
LDA=OP¢ M
F
NN=OP M 23 65 93 100 75 92 100 93 100 100 0 0 13
F 7 S0 79 86 86 88 100 0 0 100 0 13 29
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TABLE =6 COMPARISOM DATA FROM €,0.D,A,P, 0N UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL COMPLETIONS ©
FOR DISCHARGES FROM DRUG FREE RESINENTIAL(THERAPEUTIC) COMMUNITIES WITHIN 4 YD & MONTHg
SUCCESSFUL COMe
DRUG NUMBER  UNEMPLOYED AS % DRUG FREE AS % OF OPIATE FREE A8 %X PLETIONS AS X OF
USAGE AGE nF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES
PATTERN RACE GROUP  SEX CLINICS L 25% MDM U 75% L 25% MON U 75% L 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75%

Posepsan ARNEN SBeNERe RN BRaMoWy TEmane mOmge Sweew MEMBEN mANeee NOece Mmmnn SRGew moawy PSRN oNewe wWeTn

FOR TOTAL PROGRAM 44 78 %0 91 192 100 96 100 100 0 Y
DA=NP 3
DA=0P+ 7 32 80 83 80 89 100 83 100 100 0 0 1
LDA=COp+ 1
NON=UP 17 67 B9 100 29 82 9 95 100 100 0 9 4o
B 8 60 78 86 78 83 100 78 83 100 0 0 0
PR t
M= A 1
W 24 67 89 100 50 88 92 96 100 100 0 0o 27
ol UNDER18 10 80 83 100 o 83 86 96 100 100 0 0 20
18a21 1
2225 3
NVER 25 7 19 67 80 71 88 100 71 100 100 0 0 20
M 28 78 88 91 60 88 9% 96 100 100 0 0 17
F 6 48 B0 100 74 80 100 0 100 100 0 0 60
Da-OP B 1
PR
Mm A 1
W 1
= DA=NP+ B 2
PR
Ma A
W 2
LDA=0P+ B
PR

Me A
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TABLE B=6 COMPARISNN DATA FROM C,0.D,A,P, DN UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL COMPLETIONS

DRUG
USAGE
PATTERN RACE

NON=DP B
PR
M A
7]

DA-nP

DA=DP+

LOA=DP¢

NON=QOP

DA=NP

DAmppP+

LDA=UP¢

NON=QP

W15

FOp DISCHAQGES FROM DRUG FREE RESIDENTTAL(THERAPEUTIC) COMMUNITIES WITHIN 4 TO 6 MONTHS

AGE
GRNUP

UNDER1SB
{8m21
22=25
nVER 25

UNDERLS
182
22+25
NVER 25

UNDERIL D
18«21
22=25
nVFR 25

UNDERIB
18m2t
22=25
NVER 25

SEX CLINTCS

nzx m "X

ns

NUMBER

nF

1
!

15

- O - Wi -

LY

-~y

UNEMPLOYED AS X
OF ALL DISCHARGES

L 25% MDN U 75X
67 88 100
80 83 100
28 80 100
23 86 100

u2UG FREE AS % OF
ALL DISCHARGES
L 25% MDN U 75%

100

OPIATE FREE AS X
OF ALL DISCHARGES

L 25% MDN U 75%
FERun SRV ET oDemw
95 100 100
95 100 100
80 100 100
95 100 100

SUCCESSFUL COMe
PLETIONS AS X OF
ALL DISCHARGES

| 25% MDN U 75%
MNEaNe GEDan SPERe
0 0 38
0 0 20
0 0 20
0 0 40
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APPENDIX C: VALUES ON SELECTED TREATMENT OUTCOME MEASURES FROM CODAP
OUTPATIENT DRUG-FREE PROGRAMS

) wl,04
TABLE C=1 COMPARISON DATA FROM C,n,D,A,P, DN UNEMPLOYHENT, DRUG USE, AND ALCCHOL Cte
ABUSE AT DISCHARGE FROM OUTPATIENT DRUG FREE PROGRAMS
ALCOHOL ABUSERS
DRUG . NUMBER UNEMPLDYED AS X DRUG FREE AS X OF OQPIATE FREE AS % AS % OF ALL
USAGE AGE oF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES DISCHARGES
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75% | 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75%

WaEmwEmEe BHWW SRR DeRy =0 sy WHMW WEMmy WaRww AT SN wen ENeme MW wN SEReN weaew MmNy WRaEE wARWe

FOR TOTAL PROGRAM ué 52 65 17 3o 55 80 85 97 99 0 4 16
DAanIP 323 53 66 79 43 73 95 56 81 99 0 0 0
DAwnp+ 235 56 70 B3 4o 69 90 . S4 80 97 0 0 4
LDALOPH i43 55 67 81 2s 50 78 53 17 92 0 0 13
NON<OP 694 53 66 78 25 49 71 99 100 100 0 9 20

B 385 57 71 83 3s 67 90 74 90 99 0 0 6

PR 34 56 78 86 S 67 97 45 96 100 ] 0 7

Mui 110 66 79 86 26 53 81 66 93 97 0 0 12

W 751 51 63 75 29 53 76 89 98 99 0 b 17

UNDER{SB 407 70 82 92 23 44 69 99 100 100 0 7 18

18=21 520 48 62 76 26 49 79 88 98 100 0 3 17

22%2S 482 a7 61 75 32 57 8o 15 90 99 0 0 13

OVER 25 543 44 60 75 32 60 83 80 93 99 0 3 18

M 840 49 61 75 a7 53 80 B5 97 99 0 b 18

F 609 62 75 86 30 56 79 87 99 100 0 2 i3

DAaNP B 199 50 68 81 48 77 98 60 83 98 0 0 0

PR 13 67 86 91 3 86 97 3 80 00 0 0 0

M= A 51 63 75 88 36 60 88 38 65 96 0 0 0

W 171 46 66 79 47 7 92 58 82 98 0 0 0

DALOP+ B 123 62 77 86 30 72 97 48 85 97 0 0 0

PR 9 50 70 80 0 56 100 0 56 1060 0 0 0

LY 16 70 80 96 40 56 67 43 60 80 0 0 9

W 122 49 63 78 33 64 8s 44 80 92 0 0 ]

LOA=OP+ B 39 60 73 83 33 63 83 57 71 88 0 0 14
PR i
Map q

L 80 4s6 67 83 20 50 67 S3 71 90 0 0 i5
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TABLE C=y COMPARISON nATA FROM C,0,D,4,P, ON UNFEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND ALCOROL Cete
#BUSE AT DISCHARGE FROM QUTPATIENT DRUG FREE PROGRAMS
ALCOHOL ABUSERS
DRUG NUMBER UNEMPLOYED AS % DRUG FREE AS X OF OPIATE FREE AS ¥ A ¥ OF aLL
USAGE AGE OF OF ALl DISCHARGES ALl PISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES DISCHARGES
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25% MDN U 75% | 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75X L 25% MDN U 75%

oGy en VENN DweReTE QPN sRetgWy MOaprNy SRy USESaW PN mMBeee Rmww ESmesey SRR saase e la MEPws WSS a

NONwOp B 156 58 79 89 19 47 76 99 100 100 0 6 19
PR 11 50 75 86 4 57 67 99 100 100 0 9 14
MmA 60 66 80 89 20 45 89 99 100 {00 0 6 18
" 593 54 64 75 26 49 70 99 100 100 0 io 21
DA=OP UNDER1S8
18a21 85 65 78 86 45 T4 98 5¢ 77 93 0 0 0
22a25 169 54 66 79 50 73 95 &0 81 98 0 0 0
OVER 25 211 46 66 78 49 73 99 58 83 95 0 0 0
g: DA=NP+ UNDERLS

18w21 48 60 75 89 20 60 90 40 71 90 0 0 0
22«25 115 50 67 82 27 60 96 55 77 96 0 0 0
OVER 25 129 50 69 84 38 64 94 50 81 97 0 0 0

LDA«DOP+ UNDER18 2
18w21 17 60 72 83 14 50 67 4o 67 83 0 0 17
2225 34 50 64 80 14 33 60 25 57 80 0 0 14
OVER 25 17 57 71 80 22 43 80 44 70 86 0 8 18
NONeOP UNDER1S 394 70 82 92 22 4q 7o 59 100 100 0 7 18
18=21 401 44. 59 73 23 45 70 99 100 100 0 8 20
22w25 249 40 S5 69 30 50 67 97 100 }00 0 10 20
OVER 25 287 4o 54 67 28 50 71 99 100 100 0 17 33
DAwDP M 270 45 60 74 42 T4 98 59 B2 98 0 0 0
F 145 70 83 97 45 75 96 57 83 96 0 0 0
DAmDP4 M 187 50 67 82 40 67 90 54 80 98 0 0 5
F 67 65 80 90 27 67 92 36 69 95 0 0 0
LDALOP® M 93 50 67 80 25 45 ‘80 53 74 89 0 0 16
7 16 60 75 86 0 40 73 38 71 80 0 0 9
NON=DP M 602 49 62 76 20 43 69 99 100 300 0 12 24
F 445 60 72 83 26 49 69 99 100 100 0 8 19




TABLE C=2  COMPARISOM DATA FROM C4n,N,4,P,

DISCHARGES FROM DUTPATIENT DRUG FREE PRDGRAMS

DRUG
USAGE AGE

FOR TOTAL PRMGRAM

DAaNP
DADP¢
LDA«DOP+
NON=OP

PR
MwA

UNDER1S
182t
22#2S
AVER 2§

DAwOP 8

DAsOP+ B

LDA«OPe¢ B

NMUMBER
oF
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS

Qué

323
235
143
694

385

34
110
751

407
520
482
543

8uo
609

199
13
S1

171

123

16
122

39

80

SUCCESSFUL
COMPLETIONS
L 25% MDn U 75X

AERey SNeue Jumse

10 23 42

2 21 48
0 10 35
0 10 22
11 23 40

2 17 42
0 1 33
7 23 43
12 25 42
11 24 45
9 21 39
S 19 40
7 20 43
9 21 40
10 24 43
0 15 50
0 10 31
0 19 40
0 22 50
0 11 33
0 0 29
0 0 20
0 15 30
0 0 17

0 10 20

On TYPES OF DISCHARGES AS X OF ALL

LEFT PROGRAM

VOLUNTARILY
L 25% MDN
MONTE CHARBY ARann
2s 42
16 37
20 42
30 54
29 46
18 44
17 37
15 37
29 44
28 46
28 49
e2 45
21 41
25 43
28 47
14 35
14 29
16 38
17 35
18 43
0 44
9 33
a7 44
25 45
33 60

U 75%

40

44
55
50
36

43
60
50
36

35
38
43
42

41
34

ay
7
47
40
56
56

64
43

57

ALL OTHER
TERMINATIONS
U 75% L 2SX% MDN
Dowem oA mw mmwey
62 {0 20
60 10 e3
66 13 28
71 15 25
64 8 19
65 10 23
63 1 32
60 9 25
64 9 19
66 4 14
67 8 19
b6 9 22
62 10 22
63 10 22
66 7 17
66 10 23
60 20 4o
67 0 24
64 9 20
67 14 30
71 i1 29
44 20 50
67 10 a2
73 20 38
75 13 20

40

Cmd, 06
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C-Z a7
TABLE C=2 COMPARISON DATA FROM C,n,D,A,P, ON TYPES OF DISCHARGES AS % OF ALL ’
DISCHARGES FROM OUTPATIENT DRUG FREE PRNGRAMS

DRUG NUMBER SUCCESSFUL ILEFT PROGRAM ALL OTHER
USAGE AGE nF COMPLETIONS VOLUNTARILY TERMINATIONS
PAYTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25% MDN U 7S% L 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75%

Gmagteae NMaE WKNREEW WM N Wy RuAnm BARNBuN BEEURY wRERy BRwBw wWRBRW MABE" MPUWE aWNwRY

NON=QPp B 156 0 18 39 22 4s 71 5 18 40
PR 11 0 17 33 19 33 T 10 32 50
HeA 60 9 24 50 20 33 60 8 22 46
W 593 13 25 42 32 46 64 8 17 32

DA=DP UNDER1S
18a21 as 0 17 48 13 4z 61 10 23 50
22=25 169 0 18 4s 17 34 61 9 2§ 45
NVER 25 et 0 20 50 15 33 58 12 22 ug

DA=OP+ UNDERYS
18=21 u8 0 [} 20 27 4s 67 14 38 57
22=25% 115 0 11 22 25 53 16 7 29 50
NVER 25 129 0 14 36 i5 43 64 10 29 51

LDA=OP+ UNDER18 2

18«21 17 0 17 20 40 50 60 (] 20 40
2225 14 0 0 17 44 67 80 0 29 40
NVER 25 37 0 4 29 29 57 71 11 30 57
NON=OP UNDER1S 394 i1 25 us 28 4y 66 4 14 34
18=24 4ot i1 24 40 29 S0 67 6 16 33
22%25 249 8 24 40 30 50 67 6 17 38
OVER 25 287 9 22 42 25 Ug Y 8 19 36
DA=OP H 270 H 20 55 14 36 60 9 21 48
F 145 0 19 46 18 42 65 8 21 43
DA=OP+ M 187 0 11 35 18 43 67 12 28 52
F 67 0 13 29 20 47 71 11 27 S0
LDA=UP+ ] 93 0 8 17 30 55 71 17 33 57
F 16 0 13 29 33 60 71 0 18 4o
NON=DP M 602 10 22 39 28 45 65 9 20 39
F 445 12 27 45 3 48 67 5 15 30

L} im0 D




Ly

Cuw3 08
TABLE C=3 COMPARISNN DATA FRAM C,0.D.A,P, DN UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL COMPLETIONS ©

FOR DISCHARGES FROM NUTYPATIENT DRUG FREE PROGRAMS WITHIN 1 MONTH

DRUG NUMBFR
USAGE AGE nF
PATTERN RACE GRQOUP SEX CLINICS
Mosuwas Srpean SPENEPe BSNT DNeEPen
FOR TOTAL PRNGRAM 215
Da=pp 67
DAnDP+ 35
LDA=OR+ 15
NON=QOP 118
8 68
PR 10
Mw A 22
W 161
UNDERL S8 34
1Bw21 a7
22%25 62
OVER 25 90
4 170
F 77
DA=QP -] 40
PR 6
MaA 12
W 34
DAsOP+ B : 22
PR 4
Mw A i
W 12
LDA<QOP+ B 2
PR
Mw A
N 9

63

63
65
62

63 -

64
60
67
59

86
63
60
£0

58
71

67
89
68
57

67

60

60

MDN

76

77
76
79
79

79
85
83
78

98
77
75
71

72
85

79
9%
86
71

75

67

86

UNEMPLOYED AS %
OF AiL DISCHARGES
L 25%

Memwn RGN BRSO

u 75%

87

85
84
89
88

88
9
96
86

100
90
84
82

84
98

89
100
88
80

83

B0

89

14

es
15
0
7

14

10

11
13

6
18
20
20

13
14

17

0
29
19

3

MON U 75%
40 78
60 97
67 99
17 25
24 50
67 99
9 100
38 80
38 15
14 4o
38 98
50 97
55 98
40 8o
35 83
60 98
8o 100
S0 92
60 99
67 97
20 69
14 25

DRUG FREE AS X OF
ALL DISCHARGES
L 25%

RN SCemRe aSoes

71

34
19
17
98

40
50
38
80

99
65
43
45

64
68

20

0
29
29

4

10

17

MDN

92

67
70
33
100

80
85
60
99

100
93
80
86

89
89

67
80
50
60

67

25

22

OPIATE FREE AS X%
OF ALL OISCHARGES
L 25%

U 75%

99

99
96
43
100

99
100
92
100

100
7
98
98

99
99

7
100
92
99

86

100

63

SUCCESSFUL COMm
PLETIONS AS X DOF
ALL DISCHARGES

L 25% MDN U 75%
wEEmNe mEEWNE e
0 1 16
o - 7 3a
] 0 4
0 ] 0
0 0 is
0 0 27
0 3 39
] 0 22
0 3 18
0 0 13
0 0 19
0 2 20
0 4 27
0 3 20
0 ¢ 18
0 1 31
0 6 4o
0 4 50
0 1 42
0 0 10
0 0 20
0 0 )



8N

Cwi 09
TABLE Ce3 COMPARISON DATA FROM C,0,D,A,P, NN UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL COMPLETIONS
FOgr DISCHARGES FROM DUTPATIENT DRUG FREE PROGRAMS WITHIN 1| MONTH

SUCCESSFUL COMm

DRUG MUMBER  UNEMPLOYED AS % PRUG FREE AS X OF OPIATE FREE AS°'X  PLETIONS AS X oF
USAGE AGE 0F OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES
PATTERN RAGE GROUP  SEX CLINICS L 25X MDN U 75% [ 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75%
NONeQP B 12 73 92 100 8 25 67 83 106 100 0 0 1o
PR 1
M A 5 57 71 96 0 17 2s 0 100 100 0 0 0
W 103 60 76 90 8 28 47 98 100 100 0 0 18
DA=NP UNDERLB
18a21 14 63 79 83 13 57 98 13 72 93 0 5 50
22425 30 60 67 81 19 71 99 20 80 97 0 17 40
OVER 25 42 67 79 88 20 70 99 28 80 92 0 5 35
DAOP+ UNDER18
18wy 11 60 80 83 0 29 100 0 43 100 0 0 20
2225 19 67 75 93 9 75 96 9 86 91 0 0 S0
GVER 25 22 58 67 79 0 80 93 4 80 93 0 0 16
LDA=OPS UNDER{B
18w2y 1
22425 3
OVER 25 2
NONeUP {INDER18 34 86 98 100 6 14 40 93 100 100 0 0 13
1821 19 60 71 92 8 20 50 96 100 100 0 4 17
2225 13 57 75 83 0 24 40 90 100 100 0 n 17
NVER 25 24 50 64 78 11 50 80 94 {00 100 0 5 20
DAmOP M 50 60 72 81 25 60 98 37 75 99 0 8 37
P29 78 99 96 13 8o, 88 15 86 92 0 0 32
DAwOP4 M 28 61 67 80 0 72 98 4 72 95 0 0 4
F 12 60 79 89 0 20 88 11 30 88 0 0 13
LDAOP+ " 9 50 77 8% 8 17 83 20 46 50 0 0 0
F
NON=OP M 70 60 78 86 0 20 50 96 100 100 0 2 17
F 35 74 83 98 10 20 57 97 100 100 0 o 20




TABLE C=4 COMPARISON DATA FROM C,0,0,A,P, ON UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL cO
FOrR DISCHARGES FROM OUTPATIENT DRUG FREE PROGRAMS WITHIN | TO 2 MONTHS

DRUG
USAGE AGE
PATTERN RACE GROUP

FOR TOTAL PRDGRAM

DA=DP
DA=P+
LDALOP+
NNN=QP

PR
MaA

61

UUNDER1 8
18wdy
22«25
OVER 25

DA=0P B

D&=NP+ B

LDA=OP+ B

NUMBER
nfF
SEX CLINICS

PUeRGETRe REPAG SRRt e SR SNnN vy

375

94
45
20
245

95
6
29
282

77
88

108
128

282
144

54

15
36

WNos on o ~ 3

UNEMPLOYED AS %

OF ALL DISCHARGES
L 25%

MENON MOTew wowmy

58

40

50

MDN

70

68
75
77
71
78
b1
88
T0
89
73
67
03

67
80

73

83
73
67

67

60

U 75%

83

B3
84
B3
85
91
72
4
82
97
84
82
78

a2
91

83

88
B4
86

82

80

DRUG FREE AS % OF OPIATE FREE AS %

ALL DISCHARGES

L 25%

18

43
20

0
13

23

0
17
19

0
13
a3
29

19
17

38

20
43

20

MDN

42

67
6%
20
37

59
to
45
40
30
40
50
54

45
44

71

50
60
T1

38

4o

U 75%

74

97
96
43
60

86
83
71
70
52
73
82
81

77
11

95

78
89
96

67

So

OF ALL ‘DISCHARGES

L 25% MDN U 75%
79 97 98
53 a0 97
40 70 83
20 57 67
99 100 100
b4 86 96
14 83 93
50 11 92
80 98 100
98 100 100
78 96 100
60 80 94
67 89 94
17 96 97
76 97 100
56 83 95
31 67 78
50 75 95
50 80 90
t2 42 67

0 60 67

Ce
HPLETIONS

4,10

SUCCESSFUL COMa
PLETIONS AS X OF
ALL DISCHARGES

L 25%

MDN U 75X

RS E wSAESN eOgEm

0

OO0 DO D

DOOQO

oD

8

DO DLO - O

-
_—o o

(=2 <]

i0
14

22

27
14

0
24

20
40
33
a3
20
i8
20
30

22
24

30
23
27
29

20

40
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TABLE C=4 COMPARISNHN DATA FROM C,0,D,A,P, ON UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USEs AND SUCCESSFUL CUMPLETIOES o1
FOr DISCHARGES FROM DUTPATIENT DRUG FREE PROGRAMS WITHIN 1 TD 2 MONTHS
SUCCESSFUL, COM=
ORUG NUMBER UNEMPLOYED AS X DRUG FREE AS X OF OPIATE FREE AS ¥ PLETIONS AS X OF
USAGE AGE OF OF ALL DISCHARGES AlLL DISCHARGES GF aL{ DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25% MDN U 75X% L 25% MON U 75% L 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75%

Vasessn Nguw PEafeWe Y0 wEente CmRey MEPSawm FEweS mMPuRg SPamm SO%eon MEmEn PEARE oS BEeny ASoma =Wy

NONeOp B8 23 80 94 100 0 30 63 99 100 100 0 0 18
PR 3
MwA 8 75 109 100 0 17 28 99 100 100 0 (1] 17
W 202 57 69 82 13 33 56 97 100 100 0 10 25
DAn(P UNDER{S
18«21 13 69 80 83 20 6% 80 23 63 80 0 0 10
2228 36 58 64 80 47 s - 91 55 83 91 0 8 27
OVER 25 54 50 67 83 35 64 Q4 40 11 94 0 0 28
DA=QP¢ UNDER1S
18a2y T 38 67 80 0 14 4s 0 14 46 0 0 0
22«25 15 36 67 85 0 67 8o 1S 69 80 0 0 0
QOVER 25 {5 43 75 88 S 47 83 5 47 83 0 0 0
LOA=OPe UNBDERLS 1
18uy e
¢202s
OVER 25 3
NON=QP LUINDERLS 74 78 88 97 0 30 52 89 100 100 0 0 23
18w21¢ 52 50 67 80 9 28 63 99 100 100 0 9 18
22=25 2e 40 57 80 id 27 60 96 100 100 0 14 23
YER 25 %9 36 S0 67 17 33 64 83 100 190 0 20 38
DA=0DP M 70 50 62 80 43 67 96 49 80 96 0 [ 2%
F 25 71 80 86 40 63 80 42 69 8¢ 0 0 29
DA=NP¢ M 33 50 68 86 14 60 95 33 67 83 0 0 20
F 9 75 890 100 0 33 50 0 38 S0 0 0 17
L.DA=QP¢ M 14 60 8¢ 86 0 20 60 20 50 7% 0 0 0
F 2
NON=OP M 162 S0 68 85 13 33 65 96 100 100 0 5 ee
F 86 63 78 88 8 38 65 99 {00 100 0 13 30




TS

Cm5,12
TABLE C«5 COMPARISON DATA FROM C,0,D,A,P, DN UNEHPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL CUMPLETION; '

FoR DISCHARGES FROM DUTPATIENT DRUG FREE PROGRAMS WITHIN 2 TO 4 MONTHS
SUCCESSFUL COM=
DRUG NUMBER UNEMPLOYED AS % DRUG FREE AS % OF OPIATE FREE AS % PLETIONS AS X 0OF
USAGE AGE oF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX cLINICS L 25X MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75X L 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75%

RGO en WTUeR ISewga¥w AN oBeEa®e Nepnmy GOy Samew MRy SReMe SO0 EaenE ERNaT amwey EawSe oWeawE mAmby

FOR TOTAL PROGRAM 469 58 69 8 21 48 7% 85 98 100 0o 15 33
DA«nP 88 56 7o 83 42 11 89 50 19 94 0 10 4o
DAnP+ 56 57 73 89 21 57 8o 36 64 88 0 0o 29
LDASOP¢ 16 60 71 80 20 S0 67 43 60 83 0 RY
NON=OP 337 57 69 80 17 40 67 99 100 100 5 16 33

B8 119 62 78 86 32 58 86 67 84 97 0 2 28

PR 5 57 82 89 16 43 4y 44 84 100 o 20 29

MaA a1 67 80 90 18 46 75 47 80 95 0o 15 33

W 356 56 67 80 20 44 T4 90 99 100 6 17 36

UNDER18 136 78 86 97 13 32 60 99 100 100 0 17 3a

18w2¢ 128 50 66 80 18 43 67 as 98 {00 0 17 35

22+25 116 43 63 83 29 45 8o 67 89 93 0o 14 33

OVER 25 178 48 64 B2 22 sS4 80 70 93 9y o 13 3y

M 364 50 66 80 24 48 Ts 82 98 100 o 13 33

F o 212 64 79 88 17 40 11 B3 95 100 o 17 38

DA=OP B 42 56 74 83 40 72 95 50 75 94 0 o 28
PR 2

Mad 19 71 88 100 38 56 93 38 56 94 0 0 29

W 3 6 7y 80 42 70 86 50 71 9 7 22 60

DAaOP¢ B 23 64 B0 95 20 67 86 22 80 88 o 0 20

PR

Mo A 2

W 18 S0 60 80 17  s6 15 30 60 83 0 17 25

LDA=OP+ B 5 50 67 75 0 17 100 13 67 100 0 0 0
PR 1
Me A i
W 3




C=5,13
TABLE Cw»5 COMPARISNN DATA FROM C,0.0,A,P, ON UNEMPLOYMENT: ORUG USEs AND SUCCESSFUL COMPLETIONS '

FOR DISCHARGES FROM OUTPATIENT DRUG FREE PRUOGRAMS WITHIN 2 TO 4 MONTHS
. SUCCESSFUL COMm
DRUG NUMBER UNEMPLOYED AS % DRUG FREE AS %X OF OPIATE FREE AS % PLETIONS AS % OF
USAGE AGE nF OF ALl DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25% MDN U 7S%  25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75%

Teeoeuny PUER GReFeTe NS AR gWe Mowse ROwgny cwonw PNy DHYaNE STSawn BOHEON SEENe® emmow BeEDMEe SNERSED SNEWE

NON=(P B 31 60 80 93 [ 35 67 89 100 100 0 B 30
PR 3
HeA 12 67 80 90 11 3n 60 98 100 100 11 22 40
W 287 55 68 80 18 4y 66 99 100 100 6 17 36
DAenP UNDER18
18=2¢ 6 70 79 100 0 43 71 0 43 71 0 0 14
2225 32 Sy 67 91 44 73 90 44 83 90 0 8 4y
OVER 25 52 58 69 86 4o 75 88 44 80 89 0 11 33
DA0P¢ UNDER18
Y 18+21 5 60 80 100 o 20 83 0 60 100 0 0 0
2225 9 20 80 83 0 60 80 0 60 80 0 0 0
OVER 25 16 60 80 85 22 40 67 23 40 83 0 0 20
LDAOP¢ UNDER!B 1
18u2i 1
2225
OVER 25 1
NONeOP UNDERYB 133 78 86 97 11 32 60 97 100 100 0 18 38
18m21 94 46 60 78 18 40 63 95 100 100 0 19 33
2225 47 38 50 63 17 33 60 95 100 100 0 22 4o
OVER 25 69 43 56 67 18 38 67 94 100 100 0 20 38
DawnP ] 63 46 63 a8 4p 76 93 45 77 - 94 0 0 27
F 28 75 a3 90 38 63 87 46 63 93 0 17 43
DA=OP4 M 43 S8 71 83 25 60 80 36 65 86 0 0 2%
F 7 67 83 86 0 14 80 0 14 80 0 0 14
LDA=OP+ M 8 0 60 78 11 50 8s 43 67 86 0 0 17
F 2
NONmOP ] 241 50 67 80 19 40 6u 99 100 100 0 18 i3
F 148 60 77 86 17 38 67 98 100 100 0 19 40
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Cnb,l4
TABLE C=6 COMPARISNN DATA FROM C.U:D.A.P. DN UNEMPLOYMENT: DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL COMPLETIONS '
FOR DISCHARGES FROM OUTPATIENT DRUG FREE PROGRAMS WITHIN 4 YD & MONTHS
R SUCCESSFUL COMe
DRUG NUMBER UNEMPLOYED AS % DRUG FREE A8 % OF OPIATE FREE AS % PLETIONS AS X OF
USAGE AGF ald GF At L DISCHARGES ALl DISCHARGES OF ALL ODISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN 1) 75% L 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75%

BRmEeEoN HEDE SHaNaUR G0 SOV uSa NAaANGY PEFEey S ow mREng aPore sYewe Memmunn SmogEr asese R mTe eodeus aPags

FOR TOTAL PRNGRAM 400 58 67 80 29 54 78 89 99 100 7 24 42
DA=DP 53 60 74 83 57 83 94 60 89 94 0 7 30
DAmnpa 30 60 79 83 17 50 75 25 63 83 0 8 22
LDADP+ 5 50 78 80 25 40 60 40 50 100 0 20 40
NNNw=(}P 308 50 b6 €0 28 48 73 99 100 100 12 28 45

B 88 60 79 91 30 69 88 7% 96 100 0 7 27
PR 5 33 82 83 1} 24 67 67 100 i00 13 2 33
M= A 26 77 85 96 20 50 79 69 83 97 0 8 29
W 299 50 64 17 27 47 71 92 98 100 11 23 45
UNDERLS 129 72 84 95 21 40 76 98 100 100 9 25 Qa
1821 92 47 65 20 38 57 76 88 95 100 11 28 50
22=25 82 49 60 78 4o 60 86 73 94 100 0 18 40
OVER 25 {114 45 63 80 30 63 83 76 %6 100 0 19 40
M 294 46 65 79 27 So 78 88 96 100 4 19 39
F 170 59 T1i B6 33 54 79 97 98 100 10 29 46
Da«NP B 26 60 80 1 20 70 89 20 8b 89 0 0 9
PR 1
Mel 9 80 a3 100 33 63 79 33 67 79 [\ 0 21
W 21 60 70 80 30 75 93 43 77 93 0 15 50
DA=OP¢ 8 12 57 80 89 10 So 80 20 67 89 0 0 20
PR
HeA 1
W 4
LDA=OP¢ B 1
PR
Hu )







CONTINUED
10F2
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Cmb
TABLE Cw=6 COMPARISON DATA FROM C,00,0,A,P, DN UNEMPLLOYMENTs DRUG USEs AND SUCCESSFUL COMPLEYIONS
FOrp DISCHARGES FROM DUYTPATIENT DRUG FREE PRUGRAMS WITHIN 4 TD & MONTHS
SUCCESSFUL COMw
DRUG NUMBER UNEMPLOYED AS % DRUG FREE AS %X OF OPIAYE FREE AS % PLETIONS AS % nFf
USAGE AGE OF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES
PATTERN RACE GRNUP SEX CLINICS L 25% MDN U 7S5% L 25% MDN U 75% L 25X MON U 75% L 25% MDN U 75%

mecCeSEN NUGY NECNEUD RN oSS VRERe BRNgy SRReG mAMMG SO mme ewoon PoNET maNEw Booog HESPy Ao SO

NON=OP B 28 60 78 92 40 57 80 96 100 100 8 20 47
PR 4
Mo A 13 67 79 100 13 33 S0 0 100 100 0 13 4o
W 251 48 64 78 27 46 7o 98 100 100 13 29 4g
DA=0P UNDERLS
LT 2
22=25 19 60 78 89 36 8o 89 45 80 89 0 9 27
OVER 25 27 73 82 93‘ 50 63 92 50 67 89 0 7 40
W DA=QOP+ UNDERYS
22«25 5 29 57 80 20 60 8o 20 86 100 0 0 0
NVER 25 11 690 70 86 20 3a 50 20 38 88 0 0 20
LDA=OPe UINDER1B
18w2}
22=25
OVER 2S 1
NON=OP UNDER18 125 71 86 95 21 40 76 98 100 100 9 a7 50
18a21 68 43 60 75 33 57 67 86 100 100 14 35 56
22=25 31 20 38 53 4o 53 89 92 100 100 14 33 S50
NVER 25 50 30 46 60 a2 57 78 86 1060 {00 14 29 48
DAe«nP M a1 60 75 85 40 75 88 55 76 94 0 3 20
F 11 73 88 89 33 80 100 43 80 100 0 22 40
DA=NP¢ M 2e 63 79 80 14 S0 67 20 58 81 0 0 14
F 2
LOA=OP+ M 2
F
NNN=QOP ) 204 42 60 79 23 43 71 98 100 100 13 21 43
F 129 s7 67 83 33 53 17 97 100 100 14 37 57
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APPENDIX D: VALUES ON SELECTED TREATMENT CUTCOME MEASURES FROM CODAP
OUTPATIENT DETOXIFICATION PROGRAMS

D=}, 04
TABLE D=1 CNMPARISON DATA FROM C,n,DA,P, ON UNEMPLNOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND ALCOHOL '
ABUSE AT nISCHARGE FROM OUTPATIENT DETOXIFICATIQN PROGRAMS
ALCOHOL ABUSERS
DRUG NUMBER UNEMPLOYED AS % DRUG FREE AS %X OF OPIATE FREE AS % A8 % OF ALL
USAGE AGE 0F OF ALL DISCHARGES alLl DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES DISCHARGES
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25% MDN U 75% | 25% MDN U 75% L 25X MON U 75% L 25% MDN U 75%

wHeosYen Woelg OHelaWe SUN oNMeRsBe NoaEen SEages Samwmw mERNp VWghw wmOpwm MumwwmN o@D ©DwEy coEaPe oUeRPs eNeSe

FOR TOTAL PROGRAM 215 55 69 77 32 57 81 42 b4 86 0 0 0
DA«DP 172 55 69 79 29 56 82 37 63 86 0 0 0
DAmDP* 101 S0 1] 78 30 -3 8y 47 67 93 0 0 0
LDA=QP+ 3
NON=OP 2
B 144 S6 69 81 33 59 90 45 71 92 0 0 0
PR 15 67 80 92 44 71 98 44 71 98 0 0 0
Muj 31 60 74 82 15 29 S4 16 29 60 0 0 0
W 131 53 66 75 34 S8 78 43 b4 87 0 0 0

UNDERLB 1
18=21 71 67 78 85 38 (Y4 90 42 61 97 0 0 0
2225 129 55 69 80 29 57 8s 43 66 8¢ 0 0 0
NVER 25 151 54 65 77 27 59 82 43 67 88 0 0 0
M 191 S0 63 73 29 s7 83 38 bb6 88 0 0 0
F 100 74 82 88 29 59 87 36 64 S0 0 4} 0
DA=DP 8 109 sS7 74 82 33 60 94 44 72 95 0 0 0
PR 13 68 8s 93 48 73 27 57 73 97 0 0 0
MwA 25 60 74 89 13 25 5% 13 27 63 0 0 0
4] 98 50 b6 74 29 57 80 i8 65 83 0 0 0
DAeNP+ B s3 50 65 81 33 69 99 4s6 86 99 0 0 0
PR ) 36 890 92 71 97 100 71 97 100 0 0 0

Mwh 3
W 51 48 63 76 20 S8 83 43 78 96 0 0 0

LDAROPy B 1

PR
MaA




Del,05
TABLE Dwl CNMPARISON DATA FROM C,N0,D,A.P, [IN UNEMPLNYMENT, DRUG USE, AND ALCOHOL o

ABUSE AT DISCHARGE FRDM QUTPATIENT DETOXIFICATION PROGRAMS
ALCOHOL "ABUSERS
DRUG MUMBER UNEMPLOYED AS X DRUG FREE AS % OF OPIATE FREE AS % AS X OF ALL
USAGE AGE 0F OF ALL DISCHARGES ALl PISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES DISCHARGES
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN Ul 75% L 25% MDN U 75% | 25% MDN U 75%

PAGNSHYHRN WOHME BN AT EEnAaVe BeamEg WMoDpw mosee - eaNe T ety MReRn Mumnn MO0 pm moOmaw BRaWe RN EBpty

NON=OPp B
PR
MaA
W 2
DAmDP UNDER1 S8
18=21 50 71 79 85 32 60 98 43 64 96 0 0 0
22w25 94 56 68 80 25 56 86 32 64 88 0 0 0
OVER 25 112 50 &7 78 29 57 83 44 67 88 0 0 0
o DA=OP4 UNDER1LSB
Py 18u21 21 57 78 8% 17 81 92 20 81 92 0 0 0
22w25 50 50 6S 75 33 77 88 s7 80 88 0 0 0
OVER 25 47 50 63 73 25 57 92 40 &7 98 0 0 0
LDAGUPH UNDER1S
18u2y
22=25
NVER 25 1
NON=»QP UNDER1S
18wy 1
22%=25
nVER 25
DA=nP M 144 48 62 73 29 58 82 38 bb 86 0 0 0
F 80 74 83 89 35 60 89 40 64 89 0 0 0
DAOP ¢ M 78 uo 62 74 25 63 89 48 75 92 0 0 0
F 26 T 80 86 20 78 88 20 80 89 0 0 0
LDA=UP+ M 1
F
NONeOpP M 2
F




LS

DRUG
USAGE

TABLE D=2

AGE

PATTERN RACE GROUP

FOR TOTAL PROGRAM

DA=QP
DA=DP¢
LDA=QOP¢
NON=()P

DAOP

DAeDP+

LDA«UPY

PR
M=A

UNDER$B
18=21
22=25
OVER 25

COMPARISON DATA FROH Con, D,A.P, OM TYPES NF DISCHARGES AS [ OF ALL
DISCHARGES FRNM QUTPATIENT DETOXIFICATION PRUGRAMS

SEX

NUMBER
oF
CLINICS

215

17
10

SUCCESSFUL

COMPLETIONS

L 25%

MDN

u 75%

BmEmen Ceeay FowR®R

1

0
0

COULY O OO oS W

(=]

(-]

i8

18
16

17
19
20

15
17

22
17

i5
17

14

38

40
40

43
39
38
6

40
42
40

40
44

u4s
43
47
40

43
43

38

LEFT PROGRAM

U 75%

68

70
71

67
69
76
67

78
67
67

67
68

69
67
78
63

69
57

VOLUNTARILY
L 25% MDN
as 45
26 a5
20 44
21 47
0 30
23 60
22 39
30 55
28 45
20 40
25 45
¥4 48
25 48
0 44
27 59
20 39
20 47
0 a7
20 43

73

ALL OTHER

TERMINATIONS

L 25% MDN U 75%

BB one PESUT eSS En
8 21 42
6 el 39
5 19 40
5 17 38
0 8 57
9 17 24
8 20 45
6 17 29
5 20 40
8 20 4y
8 20 42
7 20 40
4 17 37
0 17 58
10 18 29
8 23 45
0 14 33
0 4 a3
0 17 52

D=2,06



8¢s

De2,07
TABLE D=2  COMPARISOM DATA FROM €C,N,D,A,P, UN TYPES OF DISCHARGES AS % OF ALL ¢

DYYCHARGES FROM QUTPAYIENT DETOXIFICATION PROGRAMS

DRUG NUMBER SUCCESSFUL LEFT PROGRAM ALL OTHER
USAGE AGE nF COMPLETIONS VOLUNTARILY TERMINATIONS
PATTERN RACE GRDUP SEX CLINICS L 25% MDN U 75% | 25% MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75%

SUBRNREy RONSE DECRANE ART GUENENS Buney ocwase oneew ENNRN cPamEs eSesw ANrmay FECADN Besse

NONeOP B
PR
Mw A
W 2
DA=QOP UNDERLSB
18021 50 o 14 29 31 se 77 s 17 40
22025 94 o 17 44 25 43 68 1 20 40
~ DVER 25 112 o 17 4o 19 40 67 8 23 45
DA=NIPS UNDERSS
18«21 21 0 8 30 11 60 83 o 16 33
2225 50 0 18 36 20 45 1% o 14 43
OVER 25 47 0o 17 45 24 44 Ty o 17 43
LDA=OP+ UNDER18 ‘
18=2%
22.25
OVER 25 1
NON=QOP UNDERLS
18021 1
22-25
QVER 25
DA=OP M 144 0 18 43 22 43 Ty 5 19 40
F 80 0 15 40 23 41 67 6 18 40
DA=NP4+ " 78 0 17 49 235 44 69 o 17 43
F 26 0 20 44 13 43 60 o 17 4o
LDAOP+ M 1
F
NON=0P 2

mz




DRYG
USAGE
PATTERN
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TABLE D=3 COMPARISNN DATA FROM £,0.)D,A.P, NN UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL COMPLETIONS °

FOR DISCHARGES FROM NUTPATIENT DETOXIFICATION PRNGRAMS WITHIN 1 MONTH
NUMBER

AGE 0F

RACE GROUP

FUR TOTAL PROGRAM

DA=DP
DA=QP+
LDA=NDP¢
NfN=QP

Da=0QpP

DAwDP+

LDA=UP+

PR
M=A

UNDER]B
18a2y
22=25
OVER 25

SEX CLINICS

Seeosfon GOS8 SO eNn @®E RSN OR

105

79
41
a

63
12
12
68

41
62
69

91
53

u9
14
10
55

21
6
2

23

1

60

57
56

64
67
40
55

73
5SS
56

50
78

67
67
40
50

62
36

48

MDN

70

70
7

77
79
58
67

84
63
68

63
83

75
73

67

69
80

63

UNEMPLOYED AS %
OF ALL DISCHARGES
L 25% U 75%

79

77
78

82
88
71
74

86
T7
79

74
86

84
89
77
73

80
92

75

3

39
20

31
63

33
29
29
32

30
39

40
62

35

17
71

27

MDN

59

63
60

60
97
38
62

56
60
57

58
63

59
97
42
60

86
97

78

DRUG FREE AS % OF
ALl DISCHARGES
, 25%

U 75% L 25%
83 40
90 46
92 38
98 40

100 63
50 5
8z 40
68 33
86 43
90 40
83 43
95 43
95 49

100 62
54 5
82 40
94 33

100 71
48 40

MDN

67

69
b4

70
7
38
64

60
65
67

68
64

70
97
4s
6é

90
97

80

OPIATE FREE AS X
OF ALL DISCHARGES
U 75%

Vmao® BRVew mEsse

90

90
7

98
100

83

88
88
93
89
89

95
100
73
82

9
100

96

SUCCESSFUL CODMm
PLETIONS AS X OF
ALL DISCHARGES

L. 25x%

MDN

U 75%

0
0
0

oOOoNNO

o0 [~ Ny

O O e

oo

19

20
a7
33
19

14
-3
20

20
17

21
24
33
17

16

23

44

44
44

45
39
40
40

33

43

4o
43

44
44
47
43

43
43

38
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TABLE D=3 COMPARISON DATA FRNOM C,0,D,A,P, DN UNEMP|OYMENT, DRUG USEs AND SUCCESSFUL COMPLETIONS '

FOR DISCHARGES FROM DUTPATIENT DETNXIFICATION PROGRAMS WITHIN { MONTH
SUCCESSFUL. COMe
DRUG NUMBFR UNEMPLOYED AS X DRUG FREE AS % OF UPIATE FREE AS % PLETIONS AS X 0F
USAGE AGE OF OF AsL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25X MDN U 75% L 25% MDN U 75% L @5% MDN U 75% | 25% MDN U 75%

REEnTes BEOR BSOaReNG NG BNEHRee PoOEN WSNGay Wasey mUEMNy wWReEa PRRe® Meemn DaNpN SBoas CEmeNe CEaen DEeSe

NONeP B
PR
He A
W
DA=QP UNDERYB
{B=21 32 70 80 86 30 56 98 30 57 96 | 14 30
22a25 50 58 67 79 26 52 89 29 62 97 0 19 40
NVER 25 55 60 70 80 34 56 89 44 68 89 0 1e 43
o DAOP+ UNDER1S8
o 18e2f 12 62 8o 85 17 92 100 20 92 100 0 14 20
Pew2s 22 50 65 15 33 8¢ 98 50 80 88 0 18 38
NVER 25 21 50 63 Bo 40 60 7 50 83 97 0 20 50
LDA«DP$ UNDERLB
1Bull
22w2s
NVER 25 i
NNN=OP UNDERLS
1821
22=25
OVER 2%
DAnDP M 70 50 64 74 38 62 88 48 68 88 0 22 42
F us 75 83 90 33 60 98 40 61 89 0 17 50
DA=OP+ M 34 53 67 75 17 67 98 36 78 97 0 20 38
F 12 74 ., 86 95 40 88 100 40 88 100 ] 10 38
LDA=OP+ M 1
F
NON=OP

M
F

B Y T 7, PN A
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TABLE
DRUG
USAGE
PATTERN RACE
L L 2 1 ) L R 2 ]

FOR TOTAL

DA=anp
DA=DP+
LDA=CP#+
NON=OP

B

PR

MwA

L]
DAwnIP B

PR

MeA

W
DAenpP+ B8

PR

M= A

L}
LDA=OP+ B

PR

Ha A

Ded

AGE
GRNUp

PROGRAM

IJNDER18
18«21
22=25
OVER 25

NUMBER
OF
SEX CLINICS

64

43
19

L 25%

56

57
50

50
40
57

58
56
54

50
67

57
43
56
33

33

HDN

67

69
64

70
71
66
64
70

63
75

77

71
63

63

60

UNEMPLOYED AS %
OF ALL DISCHARGES
U 7%

79

79
78

84
94
70

80
78
78

71
90

84

93
69

a8

21

21
20

14
i8
24
15
18

21
41

13
18
25

i3

MDN

56

60
60

67
29
43

8o
44
60n

58

65

a7
50

79

38

DRUG FREE AS X OF
ALL DISCHARGES
L 25% 1 75%

BEERy wSawe oRsos

8o

86
8o

88
83
17

90
88
81

83
92

88

83 .

80

88

50

COMPARISNN DATA FROM C,0]0,A,P, NN UNEMPLDYMENT, DRUG USE,
FOr DISCHARGES FROM OUTPATIENT DETOXIFICATIUN PROGRAMS WITH

L 25%

26

21
27

16
18
30
15
20

25
44

13

18
25

13

Dwd .
AND BUCTESSFUL COMPLETIONS
IN 1 TO 2 MONTHS

MDN

63

63
67

OPIATE FREE AS %
OF ALL DISCHARGES
U 75%

86

59
85

89
83
90
90
92

86
92

90

83
83

88

80

0

0
0

[~ =]

[~

MON

20

20
17

20

SUCCESSFUL COMw
PLETIONS AS ¥ OF
ALL DISCHARGES
L 25%

SEERy SUORES SNNSg

37

33
29

36
13
40

22
31
40

33
Lk

4o

14
33

20

33

10

U 75%
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TABLE D=4 COMPARISON DATA FROM C,0.D,A.P, ON UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL COMPLETIONS

DRUG
USAGE
RATTERN RACE

NON=OP B
PR
Mwh
]

DAeppP

DAnNPe¢

LhA=OPs

NONeQP

DA=nIP

DAadP¢

LDA=UP¢

NNNeOP

4,11

For DISCHARGES FROM OUTPATIENT DETNXIFICATION PRUOGRAMS WITHIN 1 TO 2 MONTHS

AGE
GRNUP

UUNDERYS
18m2y
22w25
OVER 25

LINDERLSB
18wt
22«25
OVER 25

UNDER1S
18=21
22=25
NVER 25

UNDER1S
18=iy
22#=25
OVER 25

nF
S8EX cLINICS

mx m=x mx

I 4

NUMBER

& o -

35
16

16

UNEMPLOYEND AS %

OF ALt DISCHARGES

L 25%

Boene eeneges oweeee

62
50

50

51
68

50

MON U 75%
71 ‘88
64 83
69 78
67 ' T8
61 74
80 90
57 T

DRUG FREE AS % OF
ALL DISCHARGES

L 25%

MDN

U 75%

15
20
22

14

21
20

an

80
36
60

50

60
50

60

83
89
75

8o

-1:)
8o

83

OP1ATE FREE AS X%
OF ALL DISCHARGES

L 25%

15
20
22

14

22
40

22

MDN U 75%
80 83
36 89
68 80
60 80
67 90
60 92
60 83

SUCCESSFUL COMe
PLETIONS AS % nF
aLL DISCHARGES
L 25% MDN U 75%

0 0 44
0 10 22
0 18 4n
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