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PREFACE 

The Evaluation Unit of the Crime'Control Planning Board (formerly the 

Governor's Commission on Crime Prevention and Control) implemented a compre-

hensive evaluation design for residential community corrections programs in 

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

tions of groups of residential programs. That effort has resulted in two 

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

Prevention and Control~ Residential 2-anmunity Corrections Programs: Prelim-

inary Evaluation, April, 1975; and Residential Community Corrections Programs 

in Minnesota: ~ Evaluation Report, November, 1976. Because those reports 

were directed toward Commission policies and relied on a data base frQ~ sev-

eral projects, the reports do not provide information on individual projects. 

This report is a final report on Anishinabe Longhouse, a halfway house 

for adult, Indian offenders. The body of this report is presented in ti'lO 

parts. Part I covers the project for the period of June 1, 1974, when Anish-

inabe Longhouse implemented its residential program, through December 15, 1975, 

the end of the period covered in Residential Community Correcti ons Programs in 

Minnesot~: An Evaluat~ Report. Thus Part I not only presents data on Anish-

inabe Longhouse, it also alloi'Ts cross-reference wi th the halfway house secti ons 

of the more comprehe."1sive report. Data collection on Anishinabe Longhouse l'laS 

cc:ntinued by the Evaluation Unit through August, 1976. Part II of this report 

is concerned with Anishinabe Longhouse for the last year of data collection: 

September 1, 1975 August 31, 1976. Because there is some overlap in the 

data used in Part I and Part II, Appendix A presents a stnmnary of data on all 

clientso 
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Under the evaluation approach employed for residential corrections pro-

grams, the Evaluation Unit provided all data collection forms, coded, key-

punched, and filed the data, analyzed the data, and collected all recidivism 

data for this report. The staff of Anishinabe Longhouse collected data on 

all clients at intake to and termination from residence in the corrununi ty fa-

cility. Hence, this eValuation report could not have been ccxnpleted wi thout 

the extensive cooperation of John P(;lUpart, executive director I and the staff 

of Anishinabe Longhouse • 
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A. INTRODUGrION 

This report provides a surmnary of the data on Anishinabe Longhouse, a 

halfway house for adult, Indian men. Part I of this report covers the pe-

ried of June, 1974, the month during which Anishinabe Longhouse implemented 

its residential program, through December 15, 1975. The data analyzed in , 

Part I were used in the sections on halfway houses in Residential Community 

Corrections Programs in Minnesota: An Evaluation Report, issued by the Eval-

uation Unit of the Governor's Commission on Crime Prevention and Control in 

November, 1976. However, with the exception of data on occupancy rates and 

costs, data which apply specifically to Anishinabe'Longhouse ar~ not identi-

fied in that report. 

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

and program results of Anishinabe Longhouse i·Ti th those of all other halfi.ray 

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

First, Anishinabe Longhouse is a halfway house specifically designed to serve 

Indians. l\rnong the remaining seven halfway houses, only Anishinabe I'Ta.1d-igan 

(which closed in December, 1974) Has also designed specificallY for Indians. 

Consequently, the ethnic background of Longhouse clients is unique among half-

way houses. Second, the Longhouse program is designed for males. This dis-

tinguishes the Longhouse from Pi House, wInch served females, and from Free-

dem House and 180 Degrees, which served both males and females. As a con-

sequence of such differences, comparisons behleen Longhouse clients and those 

of other halfway houses should be made "nth caution, keeping in mind that 
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there are in fact differences among these projects. 

The comparisons which are made in this report contrast Longhouse cli-

ents and those of other halfway houses. The other projects included in these 

comparisons are Alpha House, Anishinabe Waki-igan, Freedom House, Pi House, 

Reshape, Retreat House, and 180 Degrees. 

B. ANISHINABE LONGHOUSE GOALS AND CBJECTIVl 

eommtmity corrections residential programs are ftmded to achieve spe-

cific goals by implementing treatment programs for their clientele. A review 

of the goals and objectives of halfway houses and, specifically, of Anishin-

abe Longhouse, helps to present an overvi ew of the proj ect. There are two 

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

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

project is attempting to accomplish. Second, and more important, goals and 

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

LEAA program is based on a management-by-objective approach. This approach 

requires grantees to focus on and to articulate ,'That they plan to accomplish, 

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

recipients of LEAA ftmds i~ based, in part, upon their achievement of stated 

goals. 

As operationalh'ied by the Governor' s Commissj_~n on Crime Prevention and 

Control, the management-by-objective approach requires each funded project to 

list its goals and objectives. In this context, the term "goal" ref,ers ,to a 

statement of the impact or effect the project should accomplish if it is suc-

cessful, such as a reduction in recidivism. The term "obj ecti ve" refers to a 

statement of the efforts or activities the project will tmdertake to achieve 

- 4 
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the goals. The goals of the project show what the project hopes to achieve, 

while the objectives should show how the goals ~nll be achieved. 

Halfway houses are designed to ,serve adult clients who have been in-

carcerated in cOtmty and state correctional institutions. Thus, they are 

organized to aid the client'S' transition from wI. institutional to a nonin-

stitutional environment. Although there are a number of differences among 

half,'Tay houses, they sha.re the following goals: 

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

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

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

CD) To demonstrate that ex-offenders can be effective staff meInbers 
of haln1ay houses. 

These goals were used as the basis for the evaluation of halfl1ay houses in. 

Residential Commtmity Corrections Programs in Hinnesota. While all haJ.f\.ray 

houses share these general goals, individual projects often have their o,m 

specific goals 1'Thich should be evaluated. Consequently, this evaluation of 

Anishinabe Longhouse also looks at the following, goals which are specific to 

this' proj r;'.::t: 

To reduce the tmusually high occurrence of recidivism among adult, 
Indian males from 39'10 returned to correctional institutions ,rithin 
three months following release to 19.5'10' 

To increase employment by 4070 for Indten ex-uffenders Hho are res­
idents of Anishinabe Longhouse. 

(E) To reduce Indian populations at MSP and SRH by 15'101 • 

The immediate focus of halfl.,ay house programs is to resolve economic, 

IFrom grant #4517011075 al1arded to the Department of Corrections for 
Anishinabe Longhouse by the Governor's Conunission on Crime Prevention and 
Control. 
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psychological, and social problems of their clients. Program planners be­

lieve criminal behavior is a result of or response to problems of these 

types. Consequently, the following set of obj ecti ves ,'ras developed by 

Anishinabe Longhouse planners to resolve these problems and to achieve pro-

gram goals: 

(1) To serve 30 residents per year, 10 of whom are diversion clients 
(goals ~, C). 

(2) 

(3 ) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6 ) 

To provide pre-release counseling fur 20 men at the Reformatory 
and at the Prison during the year (~). 

To provide individual counseling for all residents (A
1

, B
1

, C). 

To provide referrals to existing community agencies for cheJdcal 
abuse, e..'Ilployment training, and education problerns (B

1
, C). 

To provide group counseling for all residents (Al' C). 

To provide follm'T-up contacts with former residents at leas,t 
once per month (~I B1 ). 

(7) To provide an Indian culture progroJrr in the Longhouse utili zing 
Indian resources from the cortl.tllunity (A I C). 

1 

(8) To provide a pre-sentence diversion plan for fifteen Indian males 
from Hennepin County Court Services (A

1
). 

(9) To provide a court screener as liaison behTeen Hennepin County 
Court Services and l~ishinabe Longhouse. 1 

Program planners believe that by implementing these objectives effec_ 

ti vely, the goals indicated 'Hill be achieved. These obj ecti ves encompass 'a 

number of the basic fea,tures of the Anishinabe Longhouse program. First, 

Anishinabe Longhouse begins providing counseling to Indian inmates prior to 

their release frem correctional institutions (obj ecti ve 2). Pre-release 

counseling concentrates on helping illi~ates develop realistic parole plans 

which will be imple.lIented "'hen the clients begin n~sidence in the L6nghbuse 

facility. Second, Anishinabe Longhouse provides either services dnd indivi-

dual counseling for proble.1"..s their clients have or helps arra.'1ge for needed 

1 
From Grant #4517011075. 
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services via referrals to appropriate community agencies (objectives 3,4). 

Third, Anishinabe Longhouse e~ploys a program of group counseling and Indian 

culture within the residential facility. This aspect of the program is direc­

ted toward the Indian population and 'is unique among halhray house programs. 

Fourth, in addition to helping inmates adjust to a noninstitutional environ-

ment, the Longhouse program actively seeks and accepts offenders diverted to 

the community facility in lieu of ~ncarceration (objectives 1, 8, 9). As a 

consequence, this program has been designed to work "ri th both offenders re-

ferred directly fram courts and offenders released from institutions follow-. 

ing incarceration. 

The ultimate goal of Anishinabe Longhouse is to reduce the recidivism 

rate of the client population, i.e., achievement of goals A and A
1

• The 

"philosophy" underlying this program is that through the achievement of goals 

B, B
1

; and C, (rehabilitation an~ increased education/training/employment), 

achievement of goals A and A1 ,rill follow. Consequently I the Longhouse pro­

gram concentrates on solving the problems of individual clients (objectives 

3, 5) and increasing the client's education and/or ~ployment prospects (ob­

jectives 4, 7). The combination of the individual counseling, group counsel-

ing,' and the Indian culture program vrithin the project and the use of exist-

ing community agencies outside the project is thought to be the most realistic 

approach t otvard achi eving goal s B, B
1

, and C. 

C. ANISHINABE LONGHOUSE CLIENTS 

1. DemograEhic Characteristics 

The Anishinabe Longhouse program is designed to serve male Indians. 

Through December 15, 1975, 83 clients had been admitted to the residential 

program. In contrast, the seven other halhray houses had a population Ivhich 

7 



,<las 87.6"/0 male (N=672) and was 52.8"/0 l'lhite, 29.8"/0 Black, 14.8"/0 Indian and 

2.5% Other (N=668). Indeed, Anishinabe Longhouse served 45.6% of all the 

Indians served by eight halfilay house programs. Thus, the Longhouse clients 

differ from the clients of other halfiTay houses in terms of sex and ethnic 

background. 

As is indicated in table 1, Longhouse clients with an average age of 

26.0 years are D<lo-and-a- a" years younger h If than clients of other halfway 

houses, who had an average age of 28.5 years. Ha;.rever, the medi an age of 

Longhouse clients (25.1 years) is very close to that of other halbTay house 

1 . clients (25.3 years). Consequently, in terms of age, Longhouse cllcnts 

are similar to clients in other halfway houses. As is also indicated in 

table 1, the educational level of Longhouse clients is slightly lOi<ler than 

that of other haln<lay house clients. Longhouse clients had completed ~~ 

average of 10.9 grades, While the median level l"laS 11.4 grades. Of the 82 

Longhouse clients on '"lhom infonnation was available, 48.8"/0 had ccmpleted 

high school level education. Consequently, over half of the programs cli­

ents lacked a high school or G.E.D. diploma. 

1Th edian value of a distribution is the value which differentiates 
e m subgrOtlps. Thus, 5n07o of the group lies at or belo,;.r the group into t\"l0 equal VI' 

the median, and 5cy/o lies above it. 
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TABLE 1 

CCl-IPARIOON OF RTISHINABE LONG'riOUSE AND (]TIIER HlI.LFlVAY HOUSE 
CLIENTS IN TSRHS OF AGE Jl.:m EDUCATIW AT HIT.:l...."(Ed 

AGE AT INT.£L"(E 
IDGliEST ~ADE CONPLETED 

Lcnghouse Other Halfway Looghouse Other Ha1foo'lay MEASURE Clients House Clients -.Qlients House Cli f'_'1t s Mean 26.0 years 28.5 years 10.9 grades 11.3 grades 
Median 25.1 years 25.3 years 11.4 grades 11.8 grades Range 16-43 17-73 7-14 1-20 
Std. dev. 6.66 8.94 1.49 1.88 Numbl:!l" of 

clients 83 651 82 654 

amher ha1fl.,ay houses are Alpha House, Anishinabe Ha.1::i-igan, Freedan 
House, Pi House, Reshape, Retreat House, and 180 Degrees. 

~he majority of Anishinabe Longhouse clients are residents of Hennepin 

(74.7"/0) and Ramsey (7.6"/0) Counties. Only 8.9% were. residents of other Hinne-

sota counties~ whereas 8.9'10 were .residents of other states. In comparison, 

among cli en t s of ot her halfiray hous es, 50 • 6"/0 w'ere r esi den t s of Henn epin 

County, 31.010 of Ramsey County, 14.4% of other ~linnesota counties, and 4.010 

fran other states. Table 2 provides data on county of residence of halfiTay 

house clients. 
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TABLE 2 

COHPARISJN OF ANISHINABE LOUGHCUSE .llJ'fD OI'HER HAL~'mY HOUSE 
CLIENTS 0:1 COU:·ITY OF RSSIDE::CE.i 

LONGHOUSE GrHER R'i.LF'tlAY 
COUNTY CLIENTS HOUSE CLIENTS 

Hennepin 74.'l1o 50.6% 
Ramsey 7.6 31.0 
other metro 

cotmtyb -a. 5.0 
other Hinnesota 

COtmty 8.9 9.4 
Out-of-state 8.9 4.0 

Tal'AL: 100.1% 100.0% 
NUMBER: 79 646 

CUther halfway houses include Alpha House, Anishinabe 
Waki-igan, Freedcm House, Pi House, Reshape, Retreat 
House, and 180 Degrees. 

bother metro cotmties are Scott, Carver, Dakota, Anoka 
and ~fashington Counti es. 

2. Socioeconomic Characteristics 

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

employment activities of Anishinabe Longhouse clients at inta.1ce l.rith those 

activities of clients of other halft·my houses., As may be seen from this 

table, there are few differences between Longhouse clients and those of 

other programs. Among .Anishinabe Longhouse clients, 17.310 \V'ere involved in 

fu1I-~ime or part-time academic programs, 10.010 ''lore involved in vocational 

training programs either full-time or part-time, and 13.6'70 were employed full-

time or part time. Consequently, most of the Longhouse clients 1-Tere unem-

played and not in school or in vocational training programs at intake to res-

idence. By defining a client as "active" if he is engagcd--either full-time 

or part-time--in an educational or vocational training program or is employed 

full-time or part-time, only 26.6% of the Anishinabe Longhouse clients were 

active at inta.~e. 
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TllBLE 3 

CCNPAIUSON OF ANISHINllBE LONGHOUSE MID OTIiE H.llLl:"I.l\Y HOUSE 
CLIF:lrrS ell E!)'JC.J..TIG:l, 8!PLOY1';::CIT, .;;1;) "CC.;~.'IC:lli.L TR . .u:n::G AT r:1T.n.13

a 

1. ACADE:-!IC XHOOL LONGHOUSE Crrl-iSR H.lU.r.'TAY 
ATr21DA1;CS CLIENTS HOUS::: CLIE:ITS 

Full-time grades 1-12, 
college 7.41. 10~~ 

Part-time grades 1-12, 
college, GED preparation 9.9 11.0 

Ncne 82.7 .E..JL 
TarAL: 100.010 100.0'{. 
NUMBER: 81 638 

2. VCCATIONAL CLASS 
JlTI'~D.l!,}ICE 

Full-time 8.81. 9.11-
Part-time 1.3 3.4 
None ~ ~ 

TarAL: 100.11, 100.~ 

NUHBER: 80 638 

3. EMPLOYHENT 

Full-time 8.61, 10.71, 
Part-time 4.9 1.7 
None ~ ...§L.L 

TarAt: 99.91, 100.0'{. 
NUMBER: 81 647 

4. ArJrrvrrY fJrATUsP 

Full-time 22.21. 23.41, 
Part-time 4.2 5.0 
Inactive .E..:.L 21.:..L 

TarAL: 100.~ 100.01, 
NUMBER: 72 543 

~he other halfway houses are Alpha House, F.nishinabe lVa..1d­
igan, Freedcm House, Pi House, Reshape, Retreat House and 
180 Degrees. 

bsy definition, a client is "active full-time" if he is in 
an academic or vocational training progre=! or is e:nployed 
full time. A clia~t is "active part_tL~en if he iG involved 
part-time in an academic or vocational training program or 
is employed part-time, but not in any of these activities 
full-time. A clie."1t is "inactive" if he is neither active 
full-time nor active part-time. 

Other data support the need for assistance i'Tith economic matters arnong 

Anishinabe Longhouse clients. At intake, 19.3% of the 83 clients reported 

. . I J bl (. a large debt or a number of small debts and major fJ.nancJ.a pro ems :I..e., 

expenses relative to ability to pay), 53.010 reported minor financial problems 

(small debts), and only 27.7'70 reported no financial problems. Yet 36.5% of 

the Longhouse clients relied on themselves as their primary source of support 
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prior to entry to the project, while an additional 16.2'70 relied on governmen­

tal assistance and 29.710 relied on correctl'onal ' lnstitutions as their primary 

sources of support. Tabl 4 'd l' e proVl es a 1 st of the primary sources of sup-

port of Anishinabe Longhouse clients. 

TlIBLE 4 

PRIMARY SJtmCE OF SUPPORT PRIOR TO INTA..TCE OF 
ANISimlEtBE LONGHOUSE CLIF3rs 

~ PERC8!T 

Self support a 
Correctional 

27 36.51, 

institution 22 29.7 
Goven;:nentalb 

asslstance 12 16.2 
Friends/relatives 8 10.8 
!\!rents 2 2.7 
Scholarship/ 

training grants 2 2.7 
Spouse/partner ..J. --hi.. 

TOI'ALS: 74 100.Cfi, 

dIncludes clients with no sources of 
incane. 

b 
Includes Welfare and Social Security 
benefits. 

The majority of residents entered Fnishinabe Longhouse from state cor-

rectional institutions (36.1a/o), t· '1 
Ie coun y J a.1. s or 'vorkhouses (10.8"/0), and other 

treatment programs, including other community progrfu~s (14.5%). Only 7. 2'70 of 

these clients were living by themselves or with their spouse or partner. 

These data indicate that finding suitable post-residence living situations 

is a major problem for Anishinabe Longhouse clients. Table 5 provides a 

summary of the living situations of Longhouse clients prior to intake. 
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TABLE 5 

LIVING SITUATIONS OF ANISHINlillE LONGHOUSE CLIENTS 
PRIOR TO nlTAKE 

NUMBER PERCENT 

Correct! onal 
institution 30 36.11, 

Friends/ 
relatives 14 16.9 

Other treatment 
program 12 14.5 

J ailh'lOrkhouse 9 10.8 
Self 5 6.0 
Parents 5 '6.0 
Spouse/partner 1 1.2 
Other 7 ~ 

TOl'ALS: 83 99.9"/. 

3. Correctional Histories1 

The correctional histories of Anishinabe Longhouse clients are described. 

in terms of involvement with the criminal justice system as juveniles and 

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

offense and legal status at inta..'lce. Table 6 presents a summary of the juve-

nile correctional histories of Anishinabe Longhouse clients a..Dd of clients in 

other halfway houses. 

As is shown in table 6, the Iraverage Anishinabe Longhouse client" has 

had a fairly ext en si ve involvement in the criminal justice system. On the 

average, an Anishinabe Longhouse client 'vas apprehended. 7.1 times as a juve-

nile, adjudicated delinquent 5.5 times for status offenses, adjudicated. de-

linquent 2.1 times for nonstatus offenses, and spent an average of 14.3 months 

lCorrectional history data were provided by project staff on intake 
forms. Sources of these data varied from project to project and included-­
in same cases--clients' recollections illld/or admissions of correctional his­
tories. Verification of these data is extra~ely difficult a..Dd accl~acy can­
not be determined. 
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in juvenile correctional institutions. On the average, a Longhouse client 

w'as first adjudicated when he was 14.8 years old. As can also be seen from 

table 6, llnishinabe Longhouse clients \fere likely to have been adjudicated 

delinquent at a younger age and to hf.lve had more extensive involvement in the 

crimincJ.l justice system as juveniles than were clients of other halfl'TaY 

houses, i. e., the average client of other halfl'lay houses was 'likely to have 

been less involved as a juvenile. 

TABLE 6 

CCNPARISJN OF JUVE}lILE CORREGrIOiiAL lITSTCRIES OF CLIENTS IN ANISHIl~,Ll.8E 
LONGHOUEB A:1D III arl!s.:~ H:'l.LF','IAY HOUSES<l 

CT.rHER WiLFifrW HCuSE 
LONGHOUSS CLIE:1'S CLIENTS 

VARIABLE Mean ~ Re.nge !t: ~ Hedian ~ ''--!.=... 

Number juvenile 
apprehensi ens 7.1 2.8 0-50 71 4.6 0.9 0-97 481 

Number times adjudi-
cated delinquent, 
status offenses 5.S 1.5 0.40 66 1.6 O.S 0-45 444 

Number times adj udi-, 
cated delinquent, 
nonstatus offenses 2.1 1.3 0-10 65 1.4 0.8 0-39 442 

Age at first adj lldi-b cation, conviction 14.8 13.7 7-27 75 15.7 14.9 7-44 372 
Number months in juv-

enile correctional 
facilities 14.3 5.8 0-90 76 8.9 O.S 0-97 485 

BOther halfway houses are Alpha House, Anishina.be i .... ald-igan, Freedan House, Pi 
House, Reshape, Retreat House, ~~d 180 Degrees. 

bIncludes age at first conviction as adult, if indi vidual had not been adj udi.-
cated as a juvenile. 

Data on adult correctional histories, presented in taJ::-~8 7, indicate 

that Anishinabe Longhouse clients also have had extensive involve~ent in the 

criminal justice system as adults. To summarize these data, the average 

number of adult arrests is 11.7. arrests, 1'Tith a median of 7.5 arrests. The 

average number of misdemeanor convictions for Longhouse clients is 10.4 con-

vlctions, .. ri th a median of 3.5 convictions, i'Thile the average number of gross 
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misdemeanor and felony convictions is 2.4 convictions, with a median of 1.8. 

As can be seen from table 7, Anishinabe Longhouse clients had more extensive 

involvement in the criminal justice system than did other halfl'lay house cli-

ents in tenns of adult arrests and misdemeanor convictions. However, there 

was little difference between Longhouse clients and other clients in terms 

of gross misdemeanor and felony convictions. 

TABLE 7 

COMPARISJN OF ADULT CORREGrIONAL HISTORIES OF CLI~rrS IN fu'fISHIHABE 
LOOGHOUSE MID IN arrr::R }tn.LF>'IAY' HOUSESa. 

arHER HALr.'iAY HCUSE 
LONGHOUSE: CLIE!-lTS CLIv.rrS 

VARIA9LE Mean Heclian Ranqe l!:: Hean Heclian Rance --'-
Number adult arrests 11.7 7.5 0-90 Sl 6.5 1.6 0-97 
Number misdemeanor 

convictions 10.4 3.5 0-96 79 4.0 1.2 0-97 
Number gross misde-

meanor and felony 
convictiCXls 2.4 1.8 0-19 83 2.2 1.6 0-15 

Number months in jails 
and I'lorkhouses 12.1 5.5 0-96 80 9.6 3.5 0-97 

Nlr.lber months in adult 
correctional facili-
ties 32.3 16.2 0-16S 82 38.3 16.3 0-480 

Number offenses for 
present conviction 1.3 1.1 0-3 77 1.2 1.1 0-5 

Number months in cor-
rectional facility 
for present convic-
tion. 15.9 6.5 0-144 80 15.2 8.5 0-216 

a Other halfway houses are Alpha House, Anishinabe i'Tald-igan, Freedom House, 
House, Reshape,. Retreat House, and lS0 Degrees. 

:'I= 

571 

520 

575 

522 

568 

629 

614 

Pi 

Anishi~abe Longhouse clients spend an average of 12.1 months in jails 

and ~,orkhouses and an average of 32.3 months in adult, state or federal cor-

rectional institutions. The median values for these variables were 5.5 

months in jails and i'lorkhousos and 16.2 months in state or federal institu­

tions as adults. The data in table 7 indicate that clients of oth~r h~lf-

way houses have been incarcerated in adult, state or federal institutions 

for an average of 38.3 months, 1'lith a median of 16.3 months, and in jails 

and i'Torkhouses for an average of 9.6 months, with a median of 3.5 months. 
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Thus, clients in other haln~ay houses had spent slightly more time in state 

and federal institutions, but slightly less time in local correctional faci-

lit:i.cs than did Anishimtbe Longhouse clients. Finally, Anishinabe Longhouse 

clients spent an average of 15.9 months in correctional facilities for their 

most recent offenses prior to program entry. 

llnishinabe Longhouse clip..nts were convicted of a 1~ide variety of offen-

ses. Table 8 presents data on t:ne types of offenses for which clients 1-lere 

adjudicated or convicted. Among 76 Anishinabe Longhouse clients, 52.6~ were 

convicted of property offenses, 31.6~ of offenses against persons, 6.6~ of 

juvenile offenses, 1.3~ of narcotics offenses, and 1.3% of other offenses, 

while 6.61~ were not convicted of offenses. As can be seen from table 8, the 

major difference behleen Longhouse clients and clients of other half"1'lay 

houses is that 52.610 of the Longhouse clients were convicted for property 

offenses, 1~hereas 39.610 of other haln-ray house clie..rlts were convicted for 

property offenses. 

TlIBLE 8 

CCl'lPA"USJ~1 OF A!1IS"t-lIN}l3E Lm!GHOUS:: CLIE::TS :TIID CLE!l'rS OF ordER 
HAL~-IAY HCUSSS 0:1 !!csr ?SC2:i'l' CC~NrCTrc:s'< 

ordER HUP,'TAY 
LONGHCUSS CL!E:iTS HOU~E CLrE:~.!.'S 

pPm1BE CUl,SS!F'!C,IlTIOH ~ P~rc~ ~ PercEl:1t 
Against pElrson 21 31.61. 228 36.crt. 
Property 40 52.6 251 39.6 
Narcotics, liquor 

law violation::; 1 1.3 46 7.3 
Traffic offenses 0 ~O~ 8 1.3 
Juven~le offenses 5 6.6 2 0.3 
OthElr 1 1.3 42 6.6 
None ~ ~ :.ll ~ 

TOl'AL: 76 100.0"1., 634 100.!'J, 
a 
other halfw.lY houses arEl Alpha House, AnishinabEl Ivaki.iga.'1, FrEl9-
dan Hous?, Pi House, Resh.lpe, RctrElat Hou;:;e, and 180 Degrees. 

b 
OthElr of~enses include prostitution, WElapons offensElj, probation/ 
p...\role vlolations, driving "'hilEl into:dcdtad, public peil.ce vio­
lationo, and obstructing jUGtice. 
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, Approximately one-half of the Anishinabe Longhouse clients were on 

parole at the time of intake to residence. At intake, the legal status of 

Anishinabe Longhouse clients .... ,as distributed as follows: 50.610 on parole, 

18.2't on probation, 16.9"/0 discharged frcm institutions but not on parole, 

7.810 a"t~aiting trial, 1.310 convicted but awaiting sentencing, and 5.2'70 on 

other legal statuses. The legal status of clients may also be grouped 

according to pre-institution status '(awaiting trial, convicted but awaiting 

sentencing, and probation), post-institution status (parole and discharged 

but not on parole), and other. On this classification, 27.3% of the Anish-' 

inabe Longhouse clients were on pre-institution statuses at inta'\:::e, 67.510 

on post-institution statuses, and 5.2'70 on other statuses. 

D. ANALYSIS OF EFFEGrS 

1. Program Completion 

The first measure of the effectiveness of the Anishinabe Longhouse 

program is the proportion of clients who satisfactorily complete their 

residential program. Clients who have satisfactorily ccmpleted residence 

are those clients who, in the' judgment of Anishinabe Longhouse staff, have 

achieved the objectives with which they began residence. 

But this is only one reason for 1'lhich a client may be terminated fran 

residence. Some reasons for termination imply program failtrre. "Lack of 

coope.ration/poor adjustment" refers to those cases in Hhich clients "lere 

asked to leave or \'lere evicted because the~ refused to participate in the 

program. "Absconded"l refers to those clients \-lho left the program ,-;i thout 

1Clients \.,ho Nere listed as "absconded" have absconded from the EE.S£.~ 
and may not have violated probation or parole by so doing. Whether abscond­
ing is a violation depends upon the conditions of parole/probation. 
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staff permission or knOl'lledge. Other reasons for tennination from residence 

that imply program failure are "rearr<asted" and "convicted of a nm'T offense." 

A client who ,'las terminated from residence for anyone of these four reasons 

is said to have "failed to satisfactorily ccrnplete residence." 

A m.nnber of clients i'Tere terminated from residence for reasons i'Thich 

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

do not imply prog.i.'arn failure. "Vohmtary termination" applies to those cases 

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

staff agree that the project is not (or is no longer) the appropriate place-

ment for the client. ''VTi thdrawn by cornrni tting agency" generally refers to 

one of bm types of cases: in one the placement agency may rave found a more 

appropriate agency; in the other, a client placed in the program under court 

supervision may have been i'rithdrawn because of outs,tanding warrants for ac-

tions corrmri tted prior to program placernent. AI though such cliel1.ts have not 

completed the residential program, they have not "failed" in the program. 

These hro reasons, along with "other," are classified as "neutral reasons" .' 
for termination from residence i"hich imply neither that the client completed 

the residential program nQr that the client failed in the residential program. 

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

l'lhich a clial1t may have been terrrrinated from residal1ce: satisfactorily COffi-

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

Table 9 presents a strrnrnary of the reasons for l"hich Anishinabe Longhouse cli-

ents i'rere tenninated from residence from the beginning of the residential 
I~ 

program through Dece~er 15, 1975. The data for this table were provid~d 

by Anishinabe Longhouse staff. 
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TABLE 9 

REASJNS FOR TERHINATION rna,! RESIDENCE IN 
ANISlIINAElE LO:IGfiCiLrSE 

REI\SON FOR TE?.!rrW\TIO~1 rnEQ{mICY PERC~lT 

SATISFACTORILY CGPLETED RESIDENCE 32 41.CJ1, 
Satisfactorily completed 

residence 32 41.0f, 

FAILED TO S,:l..TISFACTORILY COHPLEl'E 
RESIDEiiCE 25 32.1 
Lack of cooperation/poor ad-

justment 12 15.4 
Jlbsconded 11 14.1 
Rearrested 2 2.6 

NE:UTRAL REIlEDNS .21' 26.9 
Voluntary termination 18 23.1 
Withdrawn by committing age~cy 2 2.6 
Other 1,. 1.3 

TOl'AL: 78 100.11, 

Of 78 Anishinabe Longhouse clients who have termina.ted from residence, 

41.010 satisfactorily completed residence, 32.1~ fa~led to satisfactorily com-

plete residence, and 26.9~ were terminated for neutral reason~. The primary 

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

adjus'bnent" (15.410) and "absconded" (14.110), Among neutral reasons, "\-01-

l.U1tary termination" (23.110) i'laS the primary reason for termination from res-

idence. Table 10 pl-esents a comparison of Anishinabe Longhouse and other 

haln'lay houses on reasons for termination from residence. 
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TABLE 10 

CL/ISSIFICIiTION OF RF.,llJ..:CI!S FeR TEP~·2!1,\TIC!1: co!-~A.tCrOON BE:I"tIEEN 
JlllIb":Wl,'l..:18 Lr:·::7;-i~;U~:-~ r.ili) IJ:-:::::~ !(:1.;',:'·/AY EC1!::23J. 

CLASSrFICATIO~r OF J)~CR A:1TmUIr."'3F: LC: :GHC'P:;E ornER !-I.i1LF'dAY HCTJ::;::S 

TERHWATlCi F?C! r~f:~-~~ ~ PerC0!1t Number Percc!1t 

Satisfactorily ccmpletoo 
renidence 32 41.rJf, 147 30.71, 

Failed to sa t1 sfact orily 
ccmplete residence 25 32.1 248 51.8 

Neutral rcaGortG 11. ~ ~ .E:.§... 
TOI'AL: '78 100. [fl, 479 100. OJ, 

i!.Other halfl~ay houses includn tUplu. House, FrccdC'ffi House, Pi House, Retreat 
House, and 180 Degroes. Anishinabc l-Iaki-iiJ.l.' '.,.15 cxclud<:d because it 
closed shortly aft~r j\nishin:ilie Lc::nc;hou',r:! o!''O.''lo:i dnd m·J.ny data c., the 
tcrminaticw:; of 1'lal:i-igan elic.,ts \-Iere rod .:;:;;ing. ReshJ.p8 \~as excluded be­
cause it only had eight grad~tcs in the time period ~ldcr consideration. 

As can be seen from table 10, Anishinabe Longhouse has a higher rate 

of satisfactory cQnpletion of the residential program (41.0010) than do other 

half,-ray houses as a group (30. 7"10). HoreovGr, eXili'rdnation of the rates of 

indi vidual half,'laY houses shows a range of 25. OVo to 41. 010. Thus, among 

l~Ltln'm:y: houses, Anishinabe Longhous~ .b.~ ~ hiGhest proportion 2i clients 

~ .h..~ satisfLtctorilx cornpleted residr.?ll.ce. 

As a group, other halD-my houses had a higher proportion of clients 

who failed to satisfactorily complete residence (51. 8'10) than did Anishinabe 

Langlwuse (32.1'10). Examination of the rates of individual projects shO:'Ts a 

rarLge fran 32.1'70 to 65.6'70, for clients vTho fail to sdtisfactorily ccmplete 

residence. Hence, amonq hul [-t'ray: hOUSE!;" Jl.nishirmb(~ Lonc;rh~ has had the 

10't'lee..!;. ~oortion of clients ~ fail to GatisfliCtorily: comolGte residG!.'lce. 

For neutral terminations, the range among }:laln-my houses '\'las 8.2"70 to 26.910--

so Anishinabe Longhouse had the highest proportion of neutral tenninations. 

2. 

The folloi'Ting analysis cc 'pares education.J.1 and vocational activities 
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and employment status at intake with those at terminati 00.. However I among 

these activities, increasing employment is specifically a goal of the Anish-

inabe Loo.ghouse program, whereas no programmatic features are directed to'\'rard 

education and vocational training. For purposes of brevity, those clients 

who satisfactorily completed the residential program are, at times, referred 

to in this context as "satisfactory clients," and those "lho failed to satis-

factorily complete the residential ·program are, at times, referred to as 

"unsatisfactory clients."l 

As is shown in table 11, 18.1'70 of the Anishinabe Longhouse clients Nere 

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

preparation courses at intake to residence. However, only 6.1'10 were attend-

ing educational programs at termination. Thus, among Anishinabe Longhouse 

clients, there is a decrease in educational acti vi ties between intake and 

termination. Horeover, this decrease holds for satisfactory clients as 'lAlell 

as for unsatisfactory clients. Thus, it appears that educational objectives 

are less important to Anishinabe Longhouse clients at tennination than they 

were at intake to residence. 

There 'lATere fm'l changes in the educational level of Anishinabe Longhouse 

clients betw'een intake and tennination. Among clients "'ho satisfactorily 

completed residence the proportion of clients who completed high school or 

G.E.DD programs increased from 56.7'70 at intake to 66.710 at termination. Con-

sequently, among satisfactory clients the decline in acade:'1lic school atten-

dance may be attributed, in part, to completion of some clients' educational 

objecti ves during residence. In contrast, there ''lere no changes in educational 

INote that the group of unsatisfactory clients does not include those 
clients tenninated for "neutral reasons." 
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level mnong unsatisfactory clients. Finally, it should be notcci that the 

decline in educational activities is common to halfway house clients and, in 

general, applies to both satisfactory and unsatisfactory clients in halhray 

1 
houses. 

TllBLE 11 

MTENDANCE OF ANISHINABE LOt/GROUSE CLIElITS IN ACADEHIC 
PROGRFJ-!3 Kr nIT.l':C:: .J~IJ r.;r TS°.l·!I'i!\TIO:-la . 

~ TER:{[N!crIC~1 

Clients ",ho satiGfactorily completed 
residence 17.2'1. 10.31> 

Clients Hho failed to stttisEactorily 
complete resida~ce 12.5 8.3 

All clientsh 18.1 6.1 

.1L 

29 

24 
72 

aIncludes cliento enrolled full-time or part-time in college pro­
grams, grades 1-12, or G.E.D. preparation courses. 

bIncludes clients terminated for "neutral reasons." 

Given the relatively short period of residence in Anishinabe Longhouse 

(75.6 days), much change in the vocational skills of residents should not be 

expected. Table 12 presents data on the attendm1ce of Anishinabe Longhouse 

clients in vocational training progrruns. As can be seen from table 12, there 

l'laS little change in the activity of clients in vocational training programs. 

Among all clients there was a 1.410 decrease in vocational class attend-

ance from 11. 4"/0 at intake to 10.010 at termination. Among satisfactory cli-

ents, there \.,ras a decrease of 3.4"/0 (one client) behreen int~~e and tennina-

tion, "lhereas there was no change a.'1long unsatisfactory clieJlts. Again, as 

was the case ''lith educational activities, the vocational training activities 

lSee Residential Co.llffil.Ll1i ty Correction~ Programs in Ninnesota: An 
Evaludtion R8port, pp. 121-123, for a discussion of the educi,tional acti­
vities of halnvay house clients. 
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of Anismnabe Longhouse clients was typical of half-way house clients.
1 

TJlBLE.12 

ATl'ENDANCE OF ~IISmHJlBE LONGHOUSE CLIElITS ItT VCCATIONAL 
PROGRi\!·lS AT ItITJlXE NID ,'\.T 'l'E:;:!H~lJl.TIo:r:l. 

INTAKE TEP.NW,c.TIW 

Clients who satisfactorily completed 
residence 24.11> 20.7'1, 

Clients who failed to satisfactorily 
complete residence 4.3 4.3 

All clientsh 11.4 10.0 

~cludes all clients employed full-time or part-time. 

bIncludes clients terminated for "neutral reasons." 

.J.L 

29 

23 
70 

~-.-----------------------------------------------~ 

In contrast to education and vocational training activities, and re-

fleeting the employment goal of this progrrun, the data show an increase in 

employment of Anishinabe Longhouse clients between intake and termination. 

Among all Anishinabe Longhouse clients, there was a small increase in em-

ployment from 14.5% at int~~e to 24.6% at termination. Among satisfactory 

clients, there was an increase of 39.3"/0 for clients ,.,rho ,.,rere allployed full-

time or part-time; from 10.7"/0 at intake to 50.[f/o at termination. Among 

clients ,.,rho failed to satisfactorily complete residE".l.1ce, there was a de-

crease in employment from 17.4"/0 at intake to 4.3"/0 at termination. Table 13 

presents a Sllia~ary of the employment activities of Anishinabe Longhouse 

clients. 

lSee Residential Corn:nunity Corrections Proard!nS in Hinnesota: lh, 
Evaluation Hcport, PE. 123-125, for a discusdon of the-vocational training 
activities of half-Hay house clients. 
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TJ\9LE 13 

EMPLOYHENT OF ANISFmltSE LOllGHOUSE .CLIFJITS AT INTAKE 
fj.]j)2Jg: '1' ERN I11,\ l' ro ~ 1 J. 

~ TERHIN AT rql! 
Clients who sati::;factorily conoleted 

residence . 10.71. 50.a]. 
Clients who failed to satisfactorily 

ccmplete residence 17.4 4.3 
All clientsh 14.5 24.6 

a Includes all clients Employed full-time or part-time. 

hlncludes clients terminat~ for "neutral reasons." 

.JL 

28 

23 
69 

Ti-lo features of thi s employment pattern should be noted. First" cli­

ents who have satisfactorily completed residence in other halft'lay houses had 

J'" approXlmately 4fJ'/o beD'leen intake and ter-a similar increase in anpl~~ent of ' 

ruination. Among those satisfactory clients, the increase was frQ~ 26.210 at 

intake to 68.310 at termination. Thus hil t' f , w e sa lS actory clients in other 

projects Here more likely to be employed at termination than 1'lere satisfac­

tory clients in Anishinabe Longhouse, there was no significant difference in 

the size of the increase--Anishinabe Longhouse is typical of halfway houses 

in thi s respect. Second, among unsatisfactory clients in other halft'lay 

houses, there was an increase in emplo,rment f r1/ J'" rom ? .6'0 at intake to 20.910 at 

However, as is shor,.m in table 13, unsatisfactory clients in 

Anishinabe Longhouse had a decrease l'n 1 emp oyme..'1.t between intake and ter-

termination. 

mination. In this respect, Anishinabe Longhouse is dissimilar to other half-

way houses. 1 

A summary measure of changes in academic and vocational program 

1 Employment of halfl'lay house clientr-.: l'S d' , _ lSCUSS8d in Rosidl?ntial Crmnu-
nlty Corrections Progra.":'.s in Mirm,,-=:ota". An E 1 ----_...;..;;~:;...::.:::.=.::.:.::: _--"_~= __ ~_ ~vu. uation Roport, pp" 125-126-.-
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attendance and employment activities from intake to termination combines cli-

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

time in academic programs, vocational training or employment, the client is 

categorized as active. If the client is not involved in any of these types 

of activities either full-time or part-time, the client is labeled inactive. 

Table 14 presents a summary of the client acti vi ty at intake and termina-

tion for Anishinabe Longhouse. 

Tl\BLE 14 

ACl'IVITY STATUS OF ANISHIH.a.BE LONGROUSE CLIBITS 
AT INTAKE J\!'-ID Fer TE?l·~nrrlTION<l 

Clients who satisfactorily ccmpleted 
residence 

Clients who failed to saticfactorily 
complete residence 

l\ll client:P 

36.crt. 

30.4 
31.7 

48.S't, 

17.4 
36.7 

25 

23 
60 

~cludes all clients with employment or in vocational or aca­
dc::mic progra.'IlS 011 a full-time or part-time basis. 

hIncl~ies clients terminated for #neutrul reasons." 

The data in table 14 indicate a small increase in activity among all 

Anishishinabe Longhouse clients frem 31. 710 at intake to 36.710 at termination. 

.fun.ong clients w'ho satisfactorily completed residence, there was also an in-

crease of 12.fJ'/o from 36.0'l~ at :i.nta..1ce to 48.010 at tennination. In contrast, 

as previous data would also indicate, there \'las a 13. CflQ decrease in the 

activity status of clients 1'lho failed to satisfactorily complete residence. 

One of the major goals of the Anishinabe Longhollse progra.m is to in-

crease the employment of its reside..l1ts by 4rJ'io betHeen inta..\;;e to and termina-

tion from residence. Among all client s in the program, the results show an 

increase of only about 10'/0- - clearly far short of the goal. HOI'lever, no 

- 2S -

...... .. .... , •• , _~ __ ... " .. " .... ' .... ,_ ..... _.~ .... ,. ... .,. ~ .. ___ ".; " ., ......... .,. ... ~ J .......... _ .. __ •• ... < .... ,,_ •• __ .I ... _ .......... __ .......... -···,· ..... -'~ ... ·--"'-·-.............. ·- ........ u - • • - ...................... - .... . 

, , 
., 

I' 

I I , ~ , 
I 



hulfway house program can expect all its cli ent s to successfully functi on in 

the program. It is important to noter in relation to this goal, that among 

clients who sati8f~ctorily ~~ reGidcnce, llnishinabe Lon~rhouse is 

achieving this aoal. The data 8hm" an increase in the employme..nt of satis-. . -- =---

factory clients of 39.310. Moreover, further analysis of these data Sh01VS 

that this also represents an increase of 39.310 in full-time employment. 

Finally, it is also important to re<:mll that among halfway houses &"1ishinabe ." 

Longhouse also had the highest proportion of clients ~'lho satisfactorily com-

pleted residence and the lot-Test proportion of client s ~'lho failed to satis-

faotorily complete residence. 

3. Economic Chanqes 

A primary concern of halnvay house clients'.t intake is eoonemic l1lat-

terse Changes beb-Teen inta..1ce and termination are described in terms of 

clients8 financial problems, primary source of support and living situation. 

As is indicated in table 15, there is an improvement in the perceived 

financial situation of Anishinabe Longhouse residents. llmong all residents, 

the proportion of clients 1Vith minor or maj or financial problems decreil8eq 

from 69.7'10 at intake to 53.010 at termination. Horeovor, among clients '"ho 

satisfactorily completed residence, there was a major decrease from 69. Ct70 at 

inta}::e to 31.010 at tennination. In contrast, a.llong unsatisfactory cl.l&"1ts 

there \'las only a small decrease of 5.2:10. 

0. 
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TABLE 15 

FlllANCIAL PROBLENS OF' JIlIISHINrl3E LO:IGEOUSE CLIENTS 
AT nrrAKE A.'ID AT TE:.~:·rl:ll\l'ICI-l 

Clients who satisfactorily completed 
residence 

Clients \~ho failed to satisfactorily 
complete residence 

lUI clientsh 

69. 01, 

78.9 
69.7 

~cludes minor and major fi~ancial problems. 

bIncludes clients terminated for "neutral reasons." 

31. C1, 

73.7 
53.0 

29 

19 
66 

Another measure of the eJo...i:ent tOv1hich a client's economic concerns 

are being met dlrring residence is the client's primary sotrrce of support. 

At irl.take, 40.(J10 of the Anishinabe Longhouse clients relied on some form of 

state or local governmental support as their primary source of support, 35.~h 

r~ied on themselves, and 11.6% relied on fa..~ly or friends. By terwination, 

only 20.010 relied on governmentai assistance, ~'lhereas 48.3'10 relied on tffim-

selves and 20.010 relied on family or friends. 

Among clients 'I'lho satisfactorily completed resi9,ence, 48.310 relied on 

themselves as primary source of support at intake, 27.6% relied on govern-

mental assistance, and 6.8'10 relied on family or friends. By termination, the 

proportion of satisfactory clients 'I'lho were self-supporting increased dramat-

ically to 72.4'10' while 13.8"/0 relied on family or friends and only 6.91" were 

~~ported by governmental assistance. In contrast, the proportion of unsat-

isfactory clients v1ho were self- supporting actually declined frem 29.4'10 at 

intake to 17.6% at termination. Moreover, the proportion of unsatisfactory 

clients who relied on seme form of governmental assistance did not change 

from 29.4"/0 at inta.1:.::e. Consequently, among Ani shinabo Longhouse residents, 

cliE"~ who satisfactorily: comulete residcnceare the clients who beccme 
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self-supportin~ Ez ~ination. 

One of the problems clients face dming residence in a halnray house 

is finding a suitable living situation after residence. Among Anishinabe 

Longhouse clients, the proportion of clients who lived in correctional insti-

tutions decreased from 40.910 prior to intake to 6.0'/" follm'7ing termination. 

Moreover I there were increases in cli ent s living by thcmsel ves from 7.6"/0 to 

21.210 and in clients living with family and friends from 25.8<10 prior to in-

take to 65.2'70 follol·r.Lng termination from residence. 

Among satisfactory clients, the proportion in correctional institutions 

and jails decreased from 42. nol" prior to intake to 0 following tElrmination, 

while those living on their ovm increased f:rom 10.710 to 39.3"/0 and those li v-

ing with fancily or friends increased from 21.5"/0 to 57.1"/0. Among unsatisfac-

toxy clients, those in correctional institutions decreased from 42.8"/0 to 

14.3"/01 i'lheroas those clients living ,.nth family or friends increased from 

28.5"/0 to '76.2:'/0 following termination. An additional 9.510 of the unsatisfac-

tory clients w·ent to othor treatment progra.ms, but no unsatisfactory clients 

livc:.'Cl. by thGmselves follm'7ing termination from residence. 

4. Summary of Effects 

The first measure of program effects was tho ra.te of program completion. 

Among form~ Anishinabe Lonrrhouse clients, 41.01, satisfactorily coo.nlcted --. ..........--,---
residence, 32.1% tailed to satisfactorily co:nplete residenc0, and 26.910 ''lGre - - . -_ .. -----
.terminated for neutral l·oason~. These results "lere compared ''lith thG results 

for five other halfway houses ,·rhi.ch were operational in 1975. AmoDCr these 
----"" . ..::..:..;~::. 

11alfl1ay houses, Anishinabc Longhouse had the hiqhest Eroportion ~ clirutts 

,·rho sattsfactorili ~~ residence and !h£ 101'lest .Er~ort~!! of clicyts 

l'7ho failed to natisfactorily complete residenc~. 
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The data show· that Anishinabe Longhouse clients ha.vo a 1010 increase in 

employment beti'leen intake and termination. Hhile this result falls short of 

the goal of a 4010 increase, clients ·Nho satisfactorily complete residence 

had a 3910 increase in employment. Consequently, Ani shinabe Longhouse is 

c::chieving its employment goal wi th rospect to those cliE'.J:1.ts ,·,ho satisfac--- --- -~~~~ 
.torily, complete residence, although it falls short of this qoal I·,ith reS1Ject - - -- ------ - ---'--
.t9 ~ residents. In contrast to employment, clients' activities in acad~~c 

and vocational training programs decreased--for both satisfactory and unsat­

isfactory clients--behleen intake and termination. However, of these activ­

ities, employment is the only activity in- a specific goal of this program. 

Further comparisons betNeen satisfactory and lmsatisfactory clients Sh01" that 

clients ''lho satisfactorily complete residence are likely to resolve their 

financial problems, become self- supporting, and live independently or wi th 
'. 

family or fdends, whereas clients who fail to satisfactorily ccrnplete 

residence have little change in financial problems and actually decline in 

self- support. 

E. RECIDIVIEM ANALYSIS 

One of the goals of Anishinabe Longhouse is to reduce fmther involve-

ment 'of its clients with the criminal justice system. NOI" involvements ",ith 

the criminal justice system are referred to as rocidi visI1l. iVhile there is 

no generally accepted definition of "recidivism .. " convictions for ne\" offen-

ses and revocations of probation or parole are the indicators of recidivism 

used in this report. Recidivism information is collected on clients at 

tennination frem residence and at intervals of 6, 12, 24, and 36 months after 

termination frem residence. }Iol'rover, because fel" Anishinabe LonghouG0 cli0nts 

have been terminated fran residence for as long as 24 months, this report ,rill 
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be concerned only with recidi vi sm in residence and during the first 12 months 

following termination from residence. 

The analysis of recidivism presented here l~ill include recidlvism in 

recide...'1.ce and in two sets of follow-up periods. First, recidivism will be 

analyzed for periods of G and 12 months following intaJce to residence, the 

"at-risk" recidivism periods. Second, recidivism for periods of 6 and 12 

months l=ollowing tonninadon from residence will be discussed. Recidivism 

measures will be given in terme of the number of oersons \·rho have recidivated "'----
in a given follow-up poriod. Rec:i.divism dispositions 1,,111 be given for m:iG~ 

deJueanor conVictions, felony convictions and revocations of probation or 

parolc. A person i~ho has recidivated more than one time during a given 

follow-up period i·Till be classified according to the most serious disposi-

tion--w:l.th a misdemeanor conviction the least seri?us and revocation the most 
. 1 

ser~ous. 

1. Recidi vi sm Ivhile in Residonce - --
The first analysis of recicli visa looks at the extent to vlhich Anish-

inabe Longhouse clietns were convicted of new offenses or md their probation 

or parole revoked during residence. Table 16 provides a sunl~ary of various 

indices of recidivism during residonce. 

During residcnco, i-/hich averaged 75.6 days, 8.6'70 of the Anishinabe 

Longhouse clients were convicted of nmr offonses or had probErtion or parole 

I The rationale for this rating may be fOlmd on p. 186 of Ixerddcmtial 
Commuaitz Correcti()~ Proqrams il2 NinnC!~>o~: lb Evalu.l.~ Rf'.!pol''!:.. AlGO, 
sec Chapter 2 a.nd App'.:.!nciix F of th,lt l'l'port for fUlthor inrOl'ffi(l.ticn on tho 
methodology for and Clnalysi s of adult recidi vi sru. 
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TABLE 16 

RECIDIVIS,! OF ;.::rS:'"lINr.EIE LWG!!CUSE 
CLIErrrs DlJRW" RSSTD:':::C8 

NUHBER OF 
CLIENTS 

RF..cIDIVIS'! DISPOSTTICITS 5 

Misda~eanor conviction 3 
Felony conviction 2 
Revocation 0' 
Felony conviction 

and revoca.tion 2 

NO RECIDTVIE1-! 53 

PERCEllT 

8.6'1, 

5.21-
3.4 
.0. 

3.4 

91.4 

TOl'AL: 58 100. a'k 

revoked. 1 Recidi vism dispositions 'included 5.2:'/0 convicted of nei" misdemean-

ors, and 3.4"/0 convicted of new feloni~s. No clients ''lere revoked during 

residence. Consequently, depending upon the indicator used, the recidivism 

rate of linishinabe Longhouse clients "'hile living in residcnc~ varied from 

3.4"/0 (nel'l felony convictions) to,8.6,,/o (all convictions). 

Cc..mparisons beb'reen the recidivism of Anishinabe Longhouse clients and 

h l~ houses2 show only small differences. Among cli~nts clients of other a J..\·ray 

, of other half1'lay houses, recidivism during residence included 3.7% convicted 

of misdemeanors, 4.2:'/0 convicted of felonies, and '2.2"/0 revoked ~N=406). Thus, 

the rates for ne\~ felony convictions and revocations i'lere 3.4"/0 1:or Anishinabe 

Longhouse and 6.470 for other halD-ray houses. 

2. Prog:r;am Completion and Recicli vism 

Theoretically, those clients ,·rho satisfactorily complete the Anishinabe 

lThr h ut this analysis of recidi vism all convictions ,.;i th the excep-
oug 0 " h' 1 't ' t ' tion of traffic.: offenses are included. However, dn vln~ I'l,l ,e 1n o::uca eo. 

is not considored a traffic offense and, consequently, ~ lnclurl.cd. 

2Included are Alpha House, Anishinabe Waki-igan, FreedOlll House, Pi 
House, Reshape, Retreat House, and 180 Degrees. 
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Longhouse program should do bettor than those vrho fail to satisfactorily com-

pldc the program. The question to be answered in this section is: Do cli~ 

Nlb:; who satisfactorily complete :residcnce in Anishinabe Longhouse have lONer 

recidivism rates than clients who fail to satisfactorily complete recidivism? 

Recidivism infoDllation on clients who satisfactorily ccmpleted residence aJ.lcl 

those who failed to do so is presented for two time periods measured frcm the 

date of tarmina.tion from residence: 1 6 months and 12 months. 

12uring botl~ the six-month ytd hrelva-mon_th12ost-resid0nc§: follow-up E£­

,Eiods, cli(mtr:: ~ho satisfactorily: ccmpletos! the residential. JE"0pram had ~~-' 

stantially le[~s recidivism than did cliantE! ~ failed to srJ.tisfacto:ril>.: ~­

,Elet.s: ,residence. Among sati sfactol"y cli ents, 3.7"/0 vrere convicted of mi sde-

meMors in the six-month follo\,,-up period (N",-,27) and 7 .1"/0 ''lere convicted of 

misdemeanors in the twelve-month follow-up period (N=14). No clients who sat-

isfactorily completed residenc.:c in Anishinabe Longhouse 'i'Tere convicted of fel-

onies or revoked during the six-month aJ.ld tl-lelve-month follovl-up periods. 

In contrast, among unsatisfactory clients, 11.1"10 ''lero convicted of m:i.s-

demearlOrs, 5.6% were convicted of felonies and 11.1"/0 l'lere revoked (N=18) in 

the six-month folloi'T-up period. Thus, 16.7,,/. of the unsatisfactory clients 

were convicted on n(;~'l felonies or revoked and 27 .8'1, rc~cidivated in the six-

month period including rJ.ll offenses and revocations. Only 7 unsrJ.tisfactory 

clients had completed the h;elve-month folloH-up period. Of these 7 clients, 

1 (14.3%) was convicted of a misdemeaJ.lOr and 1 (:1.4.310) WrJ.S revoked in the 

t'i'Telve-month follo'",·,up period. 

lThroughout the discussion in this section, no recidivism information 
is presented. on clients who were terminated for "neutral red.sons./I 
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Comparisons of satisfactory and unsatisfactory clients of AnishinrJ.be 

.Longhouse 'rl th those of other halfway houses show no substantial differences 

from these results. In general, clients who satisfactorily complete half\'my 

house residential programs had significantly lower recidivism rates than did 

clients who failed to complete residence. 

3. At-Risk Recidivi&lt 

At-risk recidivism looks at the recidivism of Anishinabc Longhouse cli-

ents measured fram intake to residence. As can be seen in table 17, dlrring 

the first six months follmring intake to residence, 8.6"/0 (5) of the ll.nishinabe 

Longhouse clients vlere convicte:l. of misdemeanors, 6. 91~ (4) were convicted of 

felonies, and 5.2"/0 (3) were revoked. Thus, 12.110 (7) 'i'Tere convicted of fel-

onies or revoked and 20.7% (12) 'were recidivists "Then all offenses are consid-

ered (N=58). 

Tl!BLE 17 

CCX'fPARISJ~ OF RECIDIVIS·! OF CLIENTS OF ANISflIHABE LONGHCUSE 
ArID OF orfl.E.R HitLF..rAY HOUSES IN SIX-:·~C:;TH AT-RISK pF:n.rOD"-

ANISffWl!BE arHER til1LF-
LONGHOUSE I<fAY HOUSES 

REUIDIVIEN DIS?OSITIO~lS 20.71. 16.9';(, 

Hisdemeanor conviction 8.6'!. 5.'710 
Felony conviction 6.9 7.0 
Revocation 5.2 4.2 
Felony conviction and 

revocation 12.1 11.2 

NO RECIDIVIS1·! 79.3 83.1 

'JXYl'AL: 100.aj, 100.01. 
NUl'lBER: 56 402 

~ncludes Alpha House, lInisronuhe Huki-igan, Frecd= 
House, Pi HOllse, Reshape, Retreat House, and 160 Degrees. 

Table 17 also provides a comparison beb-Teen AnishinrJ.De Longhouse and 

other halfway hous,-,s. As may be seen fran this tabl.e, recidi vi8l1l of Anishinabc 

Longhouse clients in the six-month at-risk period is typical of the recidivism 
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of hulf .. -ldY house clients. Although Longhouse clients hud u slightly higher 

rate of mi sdemeanor convictions, there \'las no difference in the recidi vi sm 

of Longhouse clients and other half'l'fay house clients in terms of nCM felonies 

and r(~vocati ons. 

During the hmlve-month at-risk: period, 16. <c/o. (6) of the Anishinabe 

LCl!lg~louse clients vlere convicted of misdemeanors, 8.1'70 (3) ~-,ere convicted of 

felonies, and 2.7c/o (1) ,-lere revoked (N:=:37). Thus, 10.810 recidivated \'lith 

felony convictions and revocations, whereas in tenns of total convictions and. 

revocations 27.Cf/o Vlere recidivists. 

In contrast, in terms of total convictions and revocations, only 18.910 

(3,1) of the clients of other halfway houses (N=180) w"ere recidivists in the 

t"\-mlvo-month at-risk period. However, the difference betvleeIl these clients 

and" clients of Anishinabe Longhou8e is due to misdemeanor convictions. A.l-

though 16.2-70 of the LonghouGe clients ~'fere convicted of misdemenaors, only 7.810 

of the clients of other halfway houses >vere convicted of misdemeanors. There 

\<TaS no Gignificant Jifference bElhreen the rates for felonies and revocations 

of tho Longhouse and of other halfway houses~ 10.8'7~ of the Longhouse clients 

lolerc recidivists and 11.1'70 of tho clients of other halnvay housor; I-rere recidi-

vista on this measure. 

4. Post-Residenco Rccidi vi SIn 

Ilt-ri s1:: rccidi vi SIn analyses assume th<1:t ha.lf1.1ay hou:32. placo:nent is a sup·· 

plcrnOJlt to traditional treatment, e.g., institutionalization, but that recidi- " 

vism should be measured following that treatment. Post-residence recidiviEm 
0' 

analyses .:iSlJurne that halfway house placement is a fonn of "treatment" and that 

thr~ recidivism of haJ.fHay house clients should be examined for post-treatment 

(poot-residE>J1ce) follO',ol-up pGriods. Consequently I any recidi vi sm which occurred 
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dlrring residence is not included in the analysis of post-residence recidivism. 

Table 18 summarizes the recidivism data for the six-month post-residence pe­

riod. 

TliBLE 18 

COMPARISJN OF RECIDIVIEH OF CLI:2lTS OF AlIISHI!'[ABE LOt:GHOUSE Pl!D OF 
CIl'HER H.'1LFi'TAY HGUSS CLI:2;TS HI SIX-Hot~nr ?CSr-PESIDS::'::£ P:~ICD.l 

RECIDIVTE.N DIS?OSITIONS 

Misdemeanor conviction 
Felony conviction 
Revocation 
Felony conviction and 

revocation 

NO REcIDIVIs:-r 

TOI'J\L: 
NUMBER: 

ANISHINPB£ 
LONGHOUSE 

17.Z70 

82.8 

100.~ 
58 

8.61. 
3.4 
5.2 

8.6 

OJ.'HER W1LF­
\-fAY nOUS:::S 

15.5'10 

84.5 

100.0J, 
406 

5.4% 
5.4 
4.7 

10.1 

~ncludes Alpha House, Anishinabe lvaki-ig:m, Frcedct:t 
House, Pi House, Reshape, Retrea.t House, and 180 Degrees. 

L-__________________________________________________________ __ 

During the first six-months following termination fro.l1 residence, 8.6"/0 

of the Anishinabe Longhouse cJ ients ivere convicted for misdemeanors, 3. 4'Jo were 

convicted of felonies, and 5. ')010 were revoked. Th 8 6CJ] (5) 
U fe us, . fo \'Tere con vi ct ed 

of felonies or revoked and 17. <c/o (10) vlere recidivists >vhen misdemeanors are 

included (N=58). As may be seen from table 18, Anishinabe Longhouse clial1ts 

are typical of half, .... ay house clients. 

During the b'felve-month post-residence period, 11.5'70 (3) of the Anish­

inabe LO~1ghouse clients were convicted of misdernea..'Lors, 7.7'70 (2) ~'lere convicted 

of felonies, and 3.8"/0 (1) were Tf .. voked (N=26). Recidivism in terms of "fe10ny 

convictions and revocations included 11.5% of the I,onghouse clients, whereas 

total recidivism included 23.110 of the clients. 
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In comparison, the total l-cciclivisrn rate for other halfway houses was 

19.6% (61)~ including 12.2% (38) convicted of felonies or revoked (~~312). 

Again, the rnaj or difference between clients of Anishinabe Longhouse end those 

of other halfw'ay houses is due to rnisd~eanor convictions. Among Longhouse 

clients, 11.5"/0 were convicted of misdemeanors, vrhereas 7.4"/0 of the clients of 

other haln';ay houses Here convicted of m1'sd""neanors. Th = ere were no signifi- ' 

cant differencos between the recid':,V1'SITl t f An' hi ~ ra es 0 lS nabe Longhouse clie..l1ts 

and clients of other halfrlTay houses. 

5. 

Who 

Recidivism S~Qry , . 

The recidivism analysi s compared post-residence recidivism of clients 

satisfactorily completed residence with that of clients "lho failed to sat-

isfa.ctorily comple'te residence. D ' b h unnq -2:L !~ siY::.~ and twelve-month ----
~~t-reside..l1ce follO'N'-UE periods, olients ~ sati sfactorily comoleb<l the 

. -- . ..' .. - ......:.-

.residential Erogram had substantially- less reDid, v' S!TI than did l' .... ]--- ~ _ ~ - -~ __ . __ C 1EmLg ~ 

,tailed ~ sa.tisfactorilx; ~ residenCE;. Furthennore, no clients 1'lho 

sati~factorily completed residence '-Tere convicted of felonies or revoked dur­

ing the blOlve months fol101'ring residence. The~ results indicate that satis----
factorily cOInpleting_. residence l'S 't' 1 1 - POS1 1ve y ~ted !£ £educed recidi vhm 

, ---
follol'l'in8: residence. 

Analysis of recidivi~ for both at-risk and post-resid0.nce follo,-r-up pe­

riods indicates that there .:~ ~ siqnificant differences in the recidivism --------
Ef l\nishinabe Longhouse clients and clients ~ .~ ~2.Z houses. Thus, 

the recidivism of llnishinabe Longhouse clients indicates that--l'n of terms 

recidi vi sm- - the Longhouse program is typi cal of half~ray hous es . 

A general goal of Ani shinabe L} 't-,J ong.louse 1S 0 l-\;.'\.lUce the, recidivism of 

its clients relative to recidivism of a ca:"lparable group of ex- offenders '''ho 
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did not participate in haln"ay house programs. A comparison group of parol-

ees was selected for the haln-ray house analysis in Residential gommunity Cor-

!,ections Programs in Hinnesota: An Evaluation Report. Indian members of the 

comparison group '-lere compared to Indians in haln-ray houses. In torms of 

.~ recidivism in the at-risk periods, Anishinabe; Longhouse clients had .~­

nificantly: ~ recidivi~ than did Indians in the compari~ group. ThiG 

recidivism of Anishinabe Longhouse clients was 27.010, whereas that of com~ 

parison group members ,'ras 63.6"/0. However, when recidi vi sm is measured in 

~~ of felony conviction~ ~ revocations, there ~ !:l£ siqnific~ dif-

ferences betvleen Anishinabe Longhouse clients ~ Indians in the comparison 

~: 10.8"/0 of Anishinabe Longhouse and 13.6''lo of the comparison group mem-

bers were recidivists in terms of felonies and revocations. 

Anishinabe Longhouse also had a specific goal of reducing retun1s to 

state correctional institutions within three months of release to 19.51~. 

Among 58 Anishinabe Longhouse clients, only 8.610 (5) have been returned to 

state correctional facilities. Furthermore, only 5.2"/0 (3) of the clients 

were returned to insti tuti ons during the three-month time interval for thi s 

goal. Consequently, Anishinabe Long-house i:!: achieving the specific recidivism 

goal for thi~ project. 

F. CLIENT FLOiv A.N'D CLIENT COST 

1. Cli en t Flo,,, 

This section looks at the £101" of residents through Anishinabe Longhouse. 

The data in this section are for the period of June, 1974, when the project 

began accepting residents, through December 15, 1975. During this period, 

Anishinabe Longhouse admitted a total of 83 residentn. 
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The capacity of the Longhouse facility is 14 residents. For the period 

of June, 1974 - December 15, 1975, Anishinabe Longhouse had an average daily 

poptuation of 9.7 residents, or an average occupancy t f 69 3~ _ ra eo. /00 For the 

period of December 16, 1.974 - December 15, 1975, the occupancy rate increased 

to 77.1%, or 10.8 clients per day. 

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

~~ates of halfway houses varied frem 26.4"10 to 94.0'/0.
1 

Among all severl halfway 

houses, only blO projects had occupancy rates higher than that of Anishinabe 

I,onghousE:'. ' 

lhnong all halfr/laY houses, the average length of resi.dence varied. from 

61.5 days to 195.9 days. The average length of residence in ~Lishinabe 

Longhouse was 75.6 days, second shortest among ha~.fi'lay houses. In general, 

clients who satisfactorily ccmplete residence tend to remain in residence 

longer than clients who terminate 1'li thout completing their residential pro­

grams. This held true for Anishinabe Longhouse in which clients who satis­

factorily completed residence averaged. 92.4 days in residence. 

2. Cost Analysis 

During the period Dec~~er 16, 1974 - December 15, 1975, Anishinabe 

Longhouse had total outlays of $147,134.00. Based on the project's occupancy 

rate, this results in an average outlay of $37 .33/client/day. 2 Amo..Lg halfway 

hOUG":$, Anishinabe Longhouse had the second highest cost/client/day. 

1 Included are Alpha House, Freedom House, Pi House, Retreat House, Re-
shape, and 180 Dogrees. Further information on client flot., is presented on 
pp. 85- 90 of Residentie.l Community Corrections Programs in Hinncsota: An 
Eval uati on Report. -

~For further infonnation on costs of haltt'laY hDUSGs, see ResidEmtial 
Cornmunl!z Corrections Programs in Hirmesota: An EvalH'!tio~ E£.~)ort, pp. 99-104. 
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These figures may also be ccmpared to the costs of instituti on ali zu:ti on 

in a state correcti onal facility.1 Among insti tuti ons, the cost / eli ent / day 

i'laS $26.99 at the State Pri son, $31. 03 at the Reformatory I and. ~t65. 02 at tho 

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

Longhouse was higher than those of the Pri SO:1 and Reformatory, but much lower 

than the costs of the Hetropolitan Training Center. 

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

treatment of a client who satisfactorily completes residence. Allong half1'laY 

houses, the costs/program completer ranged from $2,421.00 to $6,484.53. 

linishinabe Longhouse i'laS fourth among seven halfway houses '!,'lith a cost figure 

of $3,434.36/program ccmpleter. In comparison, the costs/client treated at 

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

$9,554.46 at the Prison. 

IThe folloHing figuxcs, and further cost infonnatio:1 on Hinnesot: a state 
insti tutions, are presented in Hinnesota Ta8k Force 0:1 Correctional Institu­
tions, Report to the Hinnesota Legislature, (February, 1976), Appendix F-9. 
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Prec IJ' 
eLiIng page blank 

A. INTRODUCTION 

Part I of this report "'as concerned "lith the Anishinabe Longhouse pro-

grwm operation for the period of June 1, 1974 - Deca~er 15, 1975. The dis-

cussion contained in Part I allows the reader to compare this prograJrt 1,li th 

half\'lay houses in general, which have been discussed in Residential Corm[llli'1i t): 

Co~ctions Programs in Minnesota: An Evaluation Report. That report covered 

half,'lay houses up through DGcember 15, 1975. 

Data collection on halfway houses no longer receiving LEAF.. funds contin: 

ued through August, 1976. Part II of this report discusses the Anishinabe 

Longhouse program for the period of September 1, 1975 - August 31, 1976. Da~o-

graphic, socioeconcmic, and correctional hi story information presented in 

Section B is based on clients adrni tted to residence during this period. "Anal-

ysis of Effects," Section C, is based on clients terminated from residence in 

this period. 

B. ANISmNABE LONGHOUSE CLIENTS 

1. Demographic Characteristics 

. For the period of September 1, 1975 - August 31, 1976, sixty-four male 

clients ''len;} admitted to Anishinabe Longhouse. Of the sixty-four clie:>nts, 

98.4'70 (63) were Indian and 1.6% (1) were IVhite. Clients admitted in this one-

year period ''lere approximately the same age as clients admitted prior to Sep-

tember, 1975. The average age of the sixty- four ne1'l clients in Anishinabe 

Longhouse ,,,as 26.7 years, ,·lith a median age of 23.9 years. The average ~d-

ucational level of these clie:>.nts was 10.5 grades, while the median level ''las 

10.9 grades. Of the sixty-four clients, 35.9°/., had co:npletcd high school lev-

01 education. These data sh01" a slight dE'\crease in' the educational level of 
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intake and 75.r:rlo wore inactivG. Again, this represents a small decrease in 

active clients from 32.51~ in the earlier period. Table 19 presents a summary 

of the intake acti vi ties of Anishinabe Longhouse clients in the one-year 

period. 

TABLE 19 

INTAKE ACTMTIES OF ANISIITNJ1BE WNGHOUSE CLIENTS AHH1'TED 
'1'0 RESIDE:1CE It! SEPTE,rBER, 1975 - ,:l.m~sr, 1978 

1- ACADEHIC SCHOOL 
ATl'E~1D.!\I'rCE m&~ PE~ 

Part-time, GED preparation 7 11.5',. 
None §.1 ..!Q.:.L 

TOl'AL: 61 100.CtI, 

2. VCX!ATIONAL CLASS 
A'ITENDJI,NCE 

Part-time 2 3.31, 
None ~ ~ 

TOl'AL: 61 100.0/0 

3. D!PLOYHENT 

Full-time 4 6.310 
Part-time 3 4.8 
None .§.§. ~ 

TOl'JlL: 63 100.01. 

4. ACTIVI17 ST~TUSa 

Full-time 4 6. S-J, 
Part-time 10 17.2 
Inactive i1 ~ 

TOl'AL: S8 100 .Ct'/. 

6gy definition, a client is ~active'full-time if 
he is in an academic or vocational training pro­
gram or is employed full-timo. A client is 
"active part-time" if he is involved p:1rt-tim"! 
in an acade!llic or vocat:ional program or io em­
ployed part-time, but is not in any of these 
activitieo full-tioe. A cliC':1t is "inactive" if 
he il3 neither active full-time nor active P<1rt­
time. 

Of the si:>..-ty-four clients, 26.6"10 reported major financinl problems, 

60.9"l0 reported minor financial problems; and 12.5"/., reported no financial prob-

1 t . t k Ther::e data l' ndl' cato a small increase in the proporti on of . LClllS a ln' a ~e. _ 

cliCl'1ts with fine..ncial proble..lls at intakG. Of clients ad;nittcd prior to 
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3. Correctional Histories1 

The correctional histories of clients adm.i. tted to Anishinabe Longhouse 

in September, 1975 - August, 1976, are. described in terms of involvement with 

the criminal justice system as juveniles and as aduJ.ts, and in terms of . he 

client's most recent offense and legal status at intake. Table 20 pr~:!sents a 

summary of the juvenile correctional histories of Anishinabe Longhouse clients. 

TABLE 20 

JUVENILE CORRECTIO~!AL HISTORIES OF iiNISHlNi\BE LO~rGHCUSE CLIENTS 
AWITI'ED TO RESIDS:;CE I~l SE?:':;:'::lER, 1975 - WGUSl', 1976 

vrlRI !\.'3LE HEliN ~ RIl.HGE .lL 
Number juvenile 

apprehensions 9.3 4.3 0~75 61 
Number times adjudicated 

delinquent, status 
offenses 4.5 2.0 0-40 63 

Ntunber times adjudicuted 
delinquent, nonstatuG 
offenses 2.0 ,0.4 ' 0~20 62 

Age at first adjudica-
tion, convictiond 

, 14.1 14.0 7~27 64 
Nunber months in ju-

venile correctional " 
institutions 11.5 1.3 0-84 63 

dIncluc1es age at first conviction as adult, if indi-
vidual had not been adjudicated as a juvenile. 

On the average, an Anishinabe Longhouse client ,,'ras apprehended 9.3 times 

as a j:uvenile (the median is 4.3 apprehensions) i adjudicated delinquent for 

nonstatus offenses 4.5 times (median is 2.0 times); and adjudicated delinquent 

2.0 times for nonstatus offenses (median is 0.4 times). On the average, an 

Anishinabe Longhouse client was first adjudica.ted delinquent whml he was 14.1 

years old. Although the average munber of 1110nths spent in juvenile correctional 

lCorrectional history data 1'lere provided by proj oct staff on intaKe forms. 
Sources of these data varied from project to project and included--in somG 
cascs--cli€"..nts' recollections and/ or ad'Uissions of correctional histories . 
Verification of these data is oxtremely difficult and accuracy CillUlot be deter­
mined. 
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institutions is 11.5 months, the median (1.3 months) indicates that the 

majority of the clients had spent less than hro months in juvenile correc-

tion'Jl instituti ons. These data indicate that cli0nts aclmi tted after Sep-

tember I, 1975, did not differ appreciably fran previous clients in terms of 

juvenile apprehensions, adjudications for status and nonstatu8 offenses, 

and age at first adjudication. HO'.lTever, previous clients had beon incarcer-

ated in juvenile institutions for longer periods than had client.~s admitted in 

the one-year period. 

Data on adult correctional histories are presented in table 21. To 

sumrnari ze these data, the average number of adult arrests was 10.3 arrests, 

with a median of 4.8 arrests. The average number of misdemeanor convictions 

was 8.6 convictions (median is 3.7 misdemeanors), while the average number of 

moss misdemeanor and fGlony convictions ilTaS 1.8 cc::mvictions (median is 1.3 

convictions). These data indicate that clicmts admitted to Anishinabe Long-

house in Septc:mber, 1975 - A'llgust, 1976, had approximately one-half fewer 

convictions per person for gross misdemeanors and felonies than had previous 

Longhouse clients. Clients admitted in the one-year period had spent an aver-

age of 7.6 months in jails and workhouses, with a median of 4.6 months, a 

decrease from that of previous cliE'hts. Moreover, clients adrui tted to resi-

dence after August, 1975, had spent fewer months in adult state or federal 

institutions than had prGviolts cliGnts. On the average, the more l'Gccn.t cl:i.-

ents had spent 25.2 months in adult institutions, but th8 median ,'ras 0.5 

months. Indeed, 50.810 of thGse cliGnts had not been incarc8ratcd in statG or 

fe.deral institutions prior to entering Anisr,inabe Longhouse. Finally, the 

clients adrnitted after August, 1975, aV8rag8d 11. 7 months in insti tutiuns for 

their most recent conviction (median is 2.3 months). Again, theRo d3.ta indi-

cate that more recent Anishinabe LonghousG clionts have had IGSS involvGncnt 
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:1.1'\ the criminal justic8 system than previous clients had. 

TABLE 21 

ADULT CORRECl'Io:IAI. mS'iCRIES OF ANIG:rWA.8r.: LONGHCUSS CLE~:TS 

VARIf1J3LE ~ ~ fu1U§ 11.. 
Number adult arrests 10.3 4.8 1-80 63 
Number mi sdemeanor 

convictions 8.6 3.7 0.95 62 
Ntnnber gross misdemeill\or, 

and felony convictions 1.13 1.3 0-8 64 
Number months in jails 

and l'1orl::houses 7.6 4.6 O~.32 61 
Number months in adult 

correctional facilities 25.2 0.5 0-216 61 
Number of off~~ses for 

pre:::ent conviction 1.4 1.2 0-3 62 
Nunber of month::: in insti-

tution::: for present con-
vic:tion 11.7 2.3 0-144 61 

limong the sixty-three clients on whcrn offGnse data ar8 available, 58.7'10 

ltrere convicted of prOpel"ty offenses, 20.610 were convicted of offenses against 

persons, 1.610 were convicted of narcotics offenses, 7.910 wore convictE.'Ci of 

other offenses, and 11.110 l.,ere not recently convicted. Rclative to clients 

admitted prior to December 16, 1975, these data show no chcmge in the propor-

tion of property offenders and an 11.~h decr8ase in cli~nts convict~l of 

crimes against persons (and corresponding increases in "other" and "none") • 

At intake, 35.0"/0 of the clients ''lel-e on parole, 21.70;, ,.,ere on probatio:1, 

11. 7"/0 llTero discharged from institutions ilTithout parole, 16.7"/0 .... iere mlTai ting 

trial. 5.0"/0 "lere ailTai ting sentencing, and 10. o-7~ \'rere on oth'2!r logal statuses. 

These legal statuses may be grouped according to pre-institution status (awJ.i t-

ing trial, a,.,aiting sentencing, and probation), p03t-institution status (pa-

role,. discharge i'li thout parole, and conditional l'elGase), and oth8r statuses. 

On thi s clasd fi cu.ti on, 43. 3~/o of the Ani slUnabe Longhouce cli ent G Hore on prc-

institution stu.tUG, 48.3?"i'lere on post-institution status, und 8.M" were on 
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ochnr statusos. 1
1

110se data indicate that recent clients Were more likely to 

be adrni tted to rosidence on pre- insti tuti on status thEm had previ ously bee.tl. 

the C~tDe. 

CD ANALYSIS OF EFFECTS 

The previous section, II Anishinabr.:! Longhouse Clients," was concerned 

w:i:t:h ulients ad:ni t~ to residence in the peri cd of Septembel", 1975 _ AUgust, 

1976. l 'Ms section is concerned VTith clients terminated from residence du.:r:-

ing the same period. l'lhile there is extensive overlap betwe011 these two sets 

of clients, they are not the sarno clients: Borne clients admitted to resi-

dence dlrring this period were still in residence on August 31, 1976, a~d some 

clients terminated frcm residence during this period were admitted prior to 

September 1, 1975. 

1. Program Completio!'l 

The first measure of program effect is tho reason for:ermination fre-m 

residence. As in the previous discussion, clients may be grouped into three 

cla::)8o<.: based upon their reasons for tennination: clients w'ho satisfactorily 

completed residence, client s ",ho failed to satisfactorily ccmplete resido...'1co, 

and clients Who '"ere terminated for neutral reaSOIlG. 1 Tablo 22 presents a 

summary of the rea80n8 for \'lhich clic..."1t8 I'lOre tOl1ninated fro.11 resicio..'1Cc in 

linishinube LonghollSe during the one-year period under considcrati on. 

IFurther explic,ltion of this classification and dofinitio!1G of rcaso:w 
for t.ermination uro P:rc80.t1tod in Part I, Section Dr pp. 16-19. 
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REA.9J~1 FOR TF:R:HtIATIO:l rnEOUEIlCY PERC8'iT 

SATISFAf"T"('OII Y CCi·:?LS?ED RESIDENCE I." .J l, .... <.; .. J 28 47,57, 
Satistactorily completc~ 

residence 28 47.51. 

FAILED TO S.!lTISFACl'ORILY CO:·tpLETS 

20.3 RESIDC:CS 12 
Lack of cooperation/poor ad-

2 3.4 justment 
10 16.9. Absconded 

NEUl'RAL HF:I1BJ~IS 19 32.2 
Voluntary tcrwination 14 23.7 
Wi thdrawn by CC(lmU tting agency 1 1.7 
Other 4 6.8 

TarAL: 59 100.0'f0 

h l' t: satisfactorily com­As can be seen from table 22, 47.5% of t e c len' s 

Program in linishinabe Longhouse. pleted the residential Although this pro-

gram had the highest rate of satisfactory completion of residence among half­

'1975, the proportion of clients I·,ho satisfao­\-ray housRs prior to December 16, 

resl'dence has increased 8ince that time. torily canpleted Among the four 

half Nay houses ."hich had been operational for I'ro or t more years, Anishinabe 

h 111' N. hest p. roportion of clients '''~ Longhouse had t e ~~~~ __ z_~~_~~.--- satisfactorily-~ 

1 residence durinq September, 1975 - bt~~st, 1976 .. 

Period, 20.31" of the clients failed to satis­During the same one-year 

This r eprosents a 12<'/0 decrease in the propor­factorily complete residence. 

. 1 t residence from a rate '1 d t satisfactorily comp e e tion of clients ."ho fal e 0 

of 32.110 for 1975 As was the case clients ternrinated prior to Dec~~er 16, • 

previously, Anishinabe Lon9house had the lao'lest proportion ~ CliC:lts ~ ,faiJ.e~ 

resl'donce during the ~ycar perl or!. !2 satisfactorilx complete ~~~ ________ _ Indeod, 

Anishinabe Longhouso, Retreat lThe four halfway i\ouses are Alpha Houso, 
House, and 180 Degrees. 
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Anishindbe Longhouse was one of two halfway houses in "'hieh more clients sat-

isfactorily completed residence than failed to satisfactorily complete l"(~Gi-

l, denc~) in the onG-year period under considGration. Host of the clients who 

failcd to satisfactorily complete residence absconded from the program (16.910), 

llThile a few (3. 410) were tenninated for lack of~ cooperation or poor adjustment. 

No clients were terminatc.<1. from residence for reasons indioating ne\', involve-

ment in the eriminal justice system, (n~arrest, conviction, or revocation). 

Finally, 32.210 of the cli en t s ,'Tare t erminat ed for neutral reasons. 

2. !;.ducation, Vocational Trainin'Il a.rtd Employment 

The following ttnalysi s compares educa ti onal, vocati onal training I and 

employment activities 9.t intake ,lTith those at tennination , As was done oar-

lier I clients ,.,ho satisfactorily completed residence are sometimes referred 

to as t7satisfactory clierlts" and clients "'ho failed to satisfactorily complete 

ref::idcnce are referred to as "unsatisfactory clients." 

As was previously the case, academic school attendance decreased behleen 

inta.~e and termination. Although 10.7% of the ill1ishinabe Longhouse clients 

were attending academic programs at inta.~o, only 7.1% were attending at'ter-

ruination. However, among satisfactory clients there Has a small increase from 

7.110 at intake to 10.710 at tennination. In contrast, although 8.3% of tho un-

satisfactolY clients were attending academic programs at intake, none were at 

telminlltion. With the exception of the slight inore[1.8e for satisfactory cli-

ents, theso results ,-rere similar to those for acadenlic school attendance in 

earlier periods. 

For elients tenninatod in the one-year period vocational class attend-

ance decreased frem 5.610 at intake to 3.7"/0 at terminlltion. A.lthough 7.7% of 

the satisfactory clients vTere attending vocational classes at tOl:!llin1tion, 
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none of the unsatisfactory clients Here in vocational programs at termination. 

Relative to clients te:r;minated prior to December 16, 1975, these results are 

similar to the results for earlier clients but also indicate that fewer Long­

house clients are in vocational training programs than had previ ousiy been 

the case. 

The major (non-recidivism) goal of the 1lnishinabe Longhouse program is 

to increase employment of its residents by 40'70 bett.,en inta.~e and termination. 

Thus, it is not surpri sing that participation in academic and vocati onal train­

ing decreased between j.ntake and tennination. In contrast, among all clients 

tenninnted from residence duri.ng the one~year period, employrne.rtt increased. 

from 16.4% at intake to 38.210 at termination. WDile this increase of 21.8% 

is far short of the goal of 40.~~, it is more than double the 10.1% increase 

mnong clients tenninated prior to December 16, 1975. Moreover, in the ear­

lier period, only 24.6'70 of the clients were employed at tennination. 

Among satisfactory clients tenninated from residence in the one-year 

period, employme..l'l't increased from 14.310 at inta..~e to 67.8'70 at t enninati on , al"l 

increase of 53.5"/0. These l-esults indicate that Anishinebe Lonrrhouse is me0.t:.­

ing--~ eXCJecding--its el'nployment goal ,·rith those clients who satisfuctorilv 
---- ---- --- < 

complete residence. In conrrast among unsatl' f t I' t 1 - ~,s ac ory c 1 en s emp oymerlt de-

creased from 16. 71~ at intake to 0 at tenninati on. 

If a client is engaged full-time or part-time in acadenric prograIns, vo­

cational training, or employme..rtt, the client is labeled active. If a client 

is not engaged in any of these activities either full-time or part-time, the 

client is labeled inactive. Table 23 .... preSOl1LS a summary of the activity sta-

tus of Anishinabc Longhouse clients at intake and at tenninatio':1. 
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TABLE 23 

ACTIVI1'Y Sl'ATUS OF Jl1IIE:1UtIABE LC;'IGHOU5"E CLIE:;'I'S TEJ.'.!.rr:'1JlTED 
,:;.F::.RO::;:!',:..! .:,:R.::::ES::,:I:-..,:D::,:;S,:::..:':::.:CE::!...!;D:...,:'J,:....' ,) ':8 f:'D'1'~"!:<'.'~' , '375 '1'~''''P 1"7 ,<.! ~_ •• ~0-4 .... _ ...... J.. .. .... ,J.~::..~ 

~ TE,,:-lI::ATIrtl II 
Clients who satisfacto~ily 

completed residence 25 • rtfu 67.81, 28 
Clients who failed to satisfactorily 

complete residence 33.3 - 0- 12 All client::.,b 30.8 40.3 52 
a . 

Include!:; all cl~ents with employnent or in an academic or vo-
cationul training program. on a full-tinw or part-til:\e bards. 

blncludes clients terminated for "neutral rqasons." 

The 'data. in table 23 indicate a small increase in the activity of Anish­

inabo Longhouse clients from 30.8'10 at intake to 40.3"/0 at termination. This 

represents little change from the results for clients tenninated prior to 

December 16, 1975. Among clients vlho satisfactorily completed reside..l1ce there 

was an increase in active clients from 25.010 at intake to 67.81~ at tU:r.1ination. 

This increase of 42.810 ShO'dS a marked improvement over the 12.0-70 increase 

among satisfactory clients terminated prior to December 16, 1975. Among un­

sati sf.: ',otory cli ents, hov,ever, there 1vas a decrease from 33.310 at intake to 

o at tennination. 

3. Ec:onorni c Changes 

'l'here was a E',mall improvCi11ent in the proportion of clients with per­

cei ved financial probl ems between inta.1ce and tenninati all. The proporti on of 

clients ,·d.th minor or major financial pIoblems decreased from 72.7'7, at intake 

to 61.810 at tennination. Among satisfactory clients there 1'laS a substantial 

decrease from 75.210 with minor or major financial probl~ns at intake to 44.4% 

at tennination. In cmtrast, 100.070 of the unsatisfactory clients had finan­

cial problems at intake and 90.lJ'/o had such problems at tenni.nation. Conso­

q1.lontly, satisfactory clients 1'lere more likely to resolve their financial 
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prOblems during residence than were unsatisfactory clients. 

Another rn.:::asure of the extent to 1vhich il client's economic conCGrns 

are being met during residence is the client' s primary source of SUPPOl-t. 

At intake, 34.010 of the Anishinabe Longhouse clients relied on some form of 

governmental assistance, 32.010 relied on correctional institutions, 20.010 

\vere self-supporting, 10.010 relied an other treatment programs, and 4.010 

relied on family or friends. By tennination, 50.010 of the clients werG self-

5'Upporting and 18.010 relied on their family or friends, 1vhereas the propor-

tions relying on g'overnm!:.mtal assistance and correctional institutions had 

decreased to 28.010 and 4.010' respectively. Among clients who satisfactorily 

completed residence the proportion of clients 1'Tho were self- supporting in-

creased from 25.010 at intake to 75. rf/o at tenninati on, ",hereas the proporti on 

of satisfactory clients relying on governmental assistance decreased from 

35.7'10 at intake to 25.010 at termination. In contrast, none of the cliont s 

l.-rho failed to satisfact _,rily complete residence were self- supporting at ter-

mination. Thus, satisfactory Anishin~ Longhouse clients ~ much ~ 

likely to become self-supporting during residence than ~ unsatisfacto~L 

clients. 

At intake to residence, 35.8'70 of the Anishinabe Longhouse residents 

were living in correctional institutions, jails, or workhouses, 43.4'7, I'Tere 

living in treatment programs, 7.5'10 Ivere living by themselves, and 22.7'10 were 

living with family or friends. Follo,·ling tennination from residence, 5.7'10 

were living in state or local correctional institutions, 3.8"/0 \'lere in treat~ 

ment programs, 18.9'10 were living by themselves, and 71. 7'10 1'lOre Ii vin'g 1vith 

family or friends. Among satisfactory clients, 32.2"/0 were living in state 

or local correctional institutions at intake, but none were in those fadli-

ties at tennination. ;l'he proportion of unsatisfactory clients in institutions 
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also decreased from 66.710 prior to intake to l1.r/o follOiving termination. 

Although 28.610 of the satisfactory clients lived by themselves follewing ter-

mination, none of the unsatisfactory cliCDts did so. 

4. Smrunary of Effect s 

The first measure of progra.m effects was a measure of program completion. 

Among Anishinabf~ Longhouse clients vTho were ternlinated from residence during 

the period of Septe.llber, 1975 - August, 1976, 47 .510 sati~factoriJ.z completed 

residence, ~O. 310 failed to sati sfactorily complete:; residence, and 32. 2<'10 ~ 

!.£rminated for neutral ~E~' During this period, Anishinabe Longhouse 

continued to have the highest proportion of satisfactory clients a..l1d the 10'1'1-

est proportion of unsatisfactory clients among halfiTay houses. 

Between intake and termination, acade.mic school attendance and ~-

tiona! class. att~d~ decreased, but enploymen..i!!!£E.£ .than doubleq. Although 

linishinabe Longhouse has yet to reach its goal of a 4010 incTClCl.se in 0!nploy:rnent, 

the employment of clients ,·,ho satisfactorily ccmpleted residence increased by 

53.5100 Thus, Anishinabe Longhouse is attaining its ~J.oyment £9..:11 ,·rlth ~-

~ect. to satisfactory clie.l1ts. Horeover, clients vTho satisfactorily ccrnpleted 

residence had a slight increase in academic school attendance and did not have 

a decrease in vocational class attGndance. In addition to increases in employ-

ment, clients who satisfactorily completed residence wero moro likely to ro-

solve their financial problems and to become solf-supporting during residal1cQ 

than wore unsatisfactory clients. 
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REPORT S{]]:-ll1ARY 

This report is the final report on linishinabe l.onghouse, a ha.lfHay house 

for adult, male Indians located in Minneapolis, Minnesota. The report covers 

the period of June, 1974, ><Then the Residontial program began accepting eli ent s 

through August, 1976. The primary goals of the Anishinabe Longhouse program 

are: 

(A) To reduce the unusually high occurrence of recidi vi sm 
among adult, Indian males from 39"/0 returned to cor­
rectional institutions wi thin three months follo· .. d.ng 
release to 19.5%; and 

(B) To increase employment by 40"/0 for Indian. ex-offenders 
'l'Tho are residents of Anishinabe Longhouse. 

In order to achieve these goals, the Anishinabe Longhouse program was organ-

ized to provide individual and group counseling, to develop an Indian culture 

program for residents, and to provide referrals to corrununity agencies for 

residents. 

The report is divided into bTO parts. Part I covers the period of June, 

1974 - December 15, 1975/ in order to allow comparisons v,d, th halhray house 

data reported in Residential Corrununi,ty Corrections Programs in Hinne~: 

lin Evaluation Report. Part II covers the last year for which data "Tere collec-

ted: September, 1975 - August, 1976. Because thGre is some overlap in the 

data analyzed in Parts I and II/ Appendix A provides a surmnary of data on all 

clients in the program through August, 1976. 

The findings of this report indicate that in many respects A.rtishinabG 

Longhouse is comparable to other halfway houses. Ho.-rever, there are three 

points "'hich should be specifically noted. First, cUl10ng six half"ray housos 

.§.tudicd, Anishinabe Lonrrhouse had the hiqhos~ proportion of oliont~ who satis-

factorilz completod residence and the 10'.'lest proportio~ of climts who failed 

- S9 -
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il 

,!;,2 f:ntisfactorily complete residence. This result is important because cli-

ents who satisfactorily complete residence are likely to do better on other 
I ' , , 

I 

lUcasures--such as employment and reciclivisrn--than are clients Nho fail to sat-

isfactodly complete residence. Second, Ani shinabc~ Longhous e is achi cvinrr i t~) - -- --------= ---

danC':"~1 although it fclllG short .£f ~ goal Hi th respect to all residents. 
'Q 

rectional institutions. During the first three months folloNing release, only 

5.:?'fo of the client s >-,ere returned to correcti onal insti tutioHs. 

APPENDIX A 

,'. 

", 
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.A.PPENDIX A 

jj 
DATA StJMHARY FOR ANISHINABE LONGl~ 

• J' 

• f1,"o CLIENT C::-IARAcrERi ~';l'ICS Number Percent 

t. .. SEX 

Male 129 100.010 

'rarAL: 129 100.010 

2: •• ETHNIC BACKGROUND 

White 1 0.8"10 

Indian 126 99.2 

TarAL: 127 100.010 

3;, . COUNTY OF 
RESIDENCE 

Hennepin 96 77.410 

Ramsey 6 4.8 

~ Other metro 
a county 1 0.8 

Other Minnesota 
county 12 9.7 

Out-of-state 9 7.3 

TarAL: 124 100.010 
'~ 

a 
Includes Anoka, Dakota, Carver, Scott, and \'[ash-

ington Counties. 

4 .. FINANCIAL PROBL~~ 
AT INTAKE 

Haj or pr obI ems 31 24.2"l0 
I:l 

@ Minor problems 70 54.7 
Of. None 27 21.1 

'" TarAL: 128 100.010 

~\ 
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~ 
, I Ii I :i 'II 5. PRIHARY SOURCE 'OF 

1:1 SUPPOI?'I' IVl' I NrI'IDa.!: " 

Number Percent 9. LIVING SITUATION i :. 
i: 

\1 
-- --

Number Percent ! ' Self 35 AT INTAKE i ~ 27.8"/0 
" Gov(:lrrunc'lltal Correcti onal 
,I assiGtance 32 25.4 institution 41 32. D"lo 

Correctiondl Treatment program 29 22.7 
instHution 36 28.6 Jail, l'lorkhouse 17 13.3 

Friends/relatives 8 6.3 (} Friends, relatives 17 13.3 
Treatment program 6 . " 

Self 8 6.3 4.8 , 
" 

Pan.mts ( .. 2 1.6 ... ' 
" Parents 6 4.7 

Spouse/partner 1 
,. 

Spouse/partner 4 3.1 .8 
Scholarship/train" 

other 6 4.7 ing grant 2 1.6 
TOTAL: 128 100.1°io other 4 3.2 - -- 10. LEGIU, srATUS TOTAL: 126 100.1"/0 

liT INTJ.UCE 
6. Et.JPLOYHEIlJ'r 

AT INTAKE JIJ'raiting trial 15 12.6"/0 

Tried, awaiting Full"time 11 8.8"/0 sentencing 4 3.4 
Part-time 4 3.2 Probation 24 20.2 
None ill 88.0 Parole 52 43.7 

TOltAL: 125 100.010 Di schargoo, not 
7. VCCATIOmu, CLASS on parole 12 10.1 

ATTENDAHCE- INT rlKE 
., 

Condi tional releasp. 6 5.0 . . . .... ~-
'o! 

other G 5,0 Full-time 7 5.7"/0 ~' 

Part-time 3 2.3 TarAt: 119 100.0'/0 
None 113 91.8 Mean Median Rancre N --TOTAL: 123 100.010 11. s::!HooL GRADE COl.JPLETED 11.3 Gr. 11.6 Gr. 7-14 127 

8. 11CADEHIC SCHOOL 12. AGE 26.2 Yr. 24.3 Yr. 16-46 128 
AT'I'ENDJI1'JCE- IN':r.t.II.KE Nillnber Percont: 13. JUVENILE APPREfillNSIONS 8.2 Ap. 3.9 Ap. 0-75 116 ---. 

Full-time grades 14. THfES ADJUDIC}\TED FOR 
1-12, college 6 4.9'10 srATUS OFFENSES 4.6 Ad. 1.8 Ad. 0-40 110 

Part-time grades 15. TUmS ADJUDICATED FOR 1" 12, college, NONsrATUS OFFEJ.'JSES 2.1 Ad. 0.9 Ad. 0-20 108 GED preparation .. 
1'1 11.4 " 16. AGE AT FIRsr ADJUDI-J ~ 

None 103 83.7 .. " CATION, CONVI cr rON 14.5 Yr. 13.8 Yr. 7-27 120 ;; 7, 
TOTAL: 123 100.0"/" '(J " 17. HONTHS IN JUVENILE 

INsrITUTIONS 13.4 Ho. 4.8 Mo. 0-90 121 
18. ADULT ARRESTS 11.4 Ar. 4.6 Ar. 0-90 125 
19. }ITSDEHEANO!( 

CONVlcrI01'JS 10.2 Co. 3.6 Co. 0-96 122 

- (;1 -
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Mean Median Range 20. GROSS HISDF.HEANOR 
FELONY CmNICTIONS 2.1 Co. 1.S Co. 0-19 21- HONTHS IN JAILS, 

WORKHOUSES 
10.5 Mo. 5.0 Mo. 0-96 22. TOTAL MONTHS ADULT COR-

RECTIONAL FACILITIES 30.0 Mo. 9.8 Ho. 0-216 23. MONTHS FOR PI?E8Ei'Yl' 
OFFENSE 

13.1 Ho. 4.2 Mo. 0-144 
24. OFFENSE FOR PRESE~r.r 

COIWI CT ION 
;N"umbe:..: Percent -- -

Burglary .25 20. 0'i', 
Auto theft 21 17.5 
Robbery 13 10.8 
Assault 13 10.8 
Larceny 13 10.8 
Forgery, 

cOlmtorfei ting 4 3.3 
Homicide 3 2.5 
Dri ving "[hi 1 e 

,lhtoxicated 3 2.5 
Stolen property 2 1.7 
Narcotics 2 1.7 
Public peace 2 1.7 
Extortion 1 .8 
Property damage 1 .8 
J uvenil e property 3 2.5 
Juvenile person 2 1.7 
None 12 10.0 -- -TOTAL: 120 99.9'70 

25. OFFENSE CL11.SS1 FICATI(;;'J 
Nu~~ Poroe.i'lt ---- --.. 

Property 66 55. (J'/o 
Against persons 30 25.0 
Narcotics 2 1.7 
Other adult 5 4.2 
Juvenile 5 4.2 
None 12 10. a -TOTAL: 120 100.1'70 

- 66 _ 

B. 

N -
128 

125 
I 

120 

122 

. . , 

• 

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

PROGRAH RESULTS 

1. REfu.SON FOR TERMINATION - -

2. 

SATISFACTORILY COI1PLETED 
RESIDENCE 

Satisfactorily completed 
residence 

FAILED TO SATISFACTORILY 
COHPLETE RESIDEHCE -

Lack: of cooperation/poor. 
adjustment 

Absconded 

Rearrested 

NEUTRAL REASONS 

Vollmtary termination 

~Tithdrawn by committing 
agency 

Other 

TOTAL: 

LIVING SITUllTION AFTER RESIDENCE 

Parents 

Spouse/partner 

Friends/relatives 

Self 

Correctional 
institution 

Jail, workhouse 

Treatme.nt program 

Juvenile detention 

Other 

TOTAL: 

- 67 _ 

Number 

53 

53 

30 

12 

16 

2 

32 

28 

3 

1 

115 

Number 

19 

15 

35 

21 

2 

5 

3 

1 

1 -
102 

Percent 

46.1'70 

26.1 

27.8 

46.1'70 

10.4 

13.9 

1.7 

24.3 

Percent 

18.6% 

11.7 

34.3 

20.6 

2.0 

4.9 

2.9 

1.0 

1.0 

100.0% 

1 
~--=="'="-" "--~-" '. 

I 
I' 

I 1 
I 

I 
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3. PRD1ARY SJURCE OF SUPPORT- TERHINATION 

Self 

Spouse/pa.rtner 

Parents 

Friends/relatives 

Governmental 
assi sta..rwe 

Scholarship/ 
training grant 

Correctional insti­
tution/jail, work­
house 

Other 

T0rAL: 

4. FINANCIl \L PR03LEHS-TERNINATION 

No problems 

Minor problems 

l1ajor problems 

To-I'AL: 

NL'~nber ---
50 

2 

3 

11 

22 

3 

5 

2 

98 

Number 

46 

44 

13 

103 

5. ACADElv.IIC SCHOOL ATTENDAlTCE- TERHIHATION 

Number 

Full-time grades 
1-12, college 2 

Part-time grades 
1-12, college, 
GED preparation 8 

None 103 

T0rAL: 113 

6. VCX:;ATIONAL CLASS ATT8.JDl41JCE-TE'tHDTATION 

Number ---
Full-time 8 

Part-time 1 

None 101 

TOl'AlJ: 110 

- 68 -

~cont 

51.010 

2.0 

3.1 

11.2 

22.4 

3.:1 

5.1 

2.0 ..... _--
99.9% 

Percent 

44.7'70 

42.7 

:12.6 - .... ~,..-. 

100.010 

PercEnt ---
1.8% 

7.1 

91.2 

100.1'70 

Percent 

7 • 3'10 

.9 

91.8 

100.010 

--~--='"'-"--- ,; 

7. EMPLOYHEN'l' - TERHINA'1'ION - Number Percent I' 

Full-time 31 28.4% 

Part-time 5 4.6 

None 73 67.0 

TOTAL: 109 100.0"/0 
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