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RN : IR Lhéu sem.enCes m the comum.t‘y under probauon. parolé and mandatory"

r H\ i ' s’upe;\.nalon.' Th:.s same repor;'es-utuat.ed t:hat. Lhe Lotgl cbsL of mainta‘lnlng

A . \Lhese custodxal. and comunu.y supervxsxon servxces was  $1. 1 bxllxon
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such-as t_he'-éqdi't iqnal costs of ptoviding‘so'cielgé':'\-fr\e.s to the inmate's

. - .
.~ v

i : fenuly'* T 7 : . s

'\ - '. I In addxtioﬁ' to these fomldable economc _costs, there are social

' R . . - ‘|

; ik? ; s costs 1ncutred by r.he v1ct1m and Lhe oE-fende as .'wel.l as thexr famxl:.ea
K -

R v
! ' [ ° s

Byt N L T :f_‘ SN -
R

“‘-.,:,i;i A and others affected by the offence. The exteat of these 90c1a1 costs is.
I
L s have ptovxded evxdence that statxstlcs uuder-represent the actual extent

e ' of the cume problem, thh a large port:.on of specxfxc ca‘tegones of cnme,
. ‘.\. o .

partxcularly vanous ptoper:y of.fences, nevet bemg reported (Evans &

Leget, 1979) .Th.e"re 1..5' elso substanual ev1dence of a percexved xncrease

A .in tﬂz amount of crime bemg conﬁnxtted,\ a hexghtened ‘fear oE becom.ng a.

°" : ?-’_—» -.\. ‘In_cr‘m of. crtlme,. and an lnareesxr;; concern aboqjlhcx.'.xme and.\h\o‘w 1: atfects
. our da:.ly hvea xn onh Canada and . the Umted States (Fattah . 1979)

A

IR N Hhen companng the natxonal» expéndxtures of cnme m Canada

-to other soc:.etal-costs, the aruount of money spent Ais quu:e mmmal

. .
. . [N e

. . N
~ St .

_'t expendxture.s to the gross nat:.ona'l product (CNP) they constitute 1z

o ¥ ' ' and 162 respectzvely (Chan & E:J.cson, 1981 p 47) , Thus, the related

T Vo co,sts of cn.me to Caf\adxan socxety are far leas than other socxo—pohtxcal

pnontles. T T N

v‘ "._,

. Cn.me has been’ a wu.h us s1nce the ongms of cxvilxzauon. i

- . <

‘ _ People have d).sobeyed eocl.ety 8- cuatoms, .mores, and tahoos long before

ool B - .,g
: A v N . 0

formal or wntten laws were ever establxshed. Vanous forms of social

. \.,\ s "r- N nt.' i E
"'- PR .. who have vxolar_e\d socxal noms‘i These controls have rahged ftom the: .

. i nght wf personal vengeence. g:.ven to the v:.ct im e g.,‘ "'eye Eor eye . ..-"..

S L ok

begmm.ng to bec%me more f\illy :'eé'hzed Recent \ngctunizatxon surVeys L

For example,.uhen compar:.ng bhe .pcnuunal Jusnce and aocml velfare

e control have alwayu existed wh:.c,h ha\ve attempted to deal uxth those o

?
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; L o (The Holy BLble, Exodus 21 241 to full compensamon fxr an- mJured party.
Ce " However, as socxety evolved, crme gradu’allx became a puﬁm responsxbxl-—"
iy, s, it o
. ity. Thus, t laws ot the land and Lhe aut.hont.y of I.he sLeLe became r.he
l‘. ‘ e . '

‘ ’ v mecha'msms for deéling H1th cr.unmal behav;.or. )
. .

f-"_ ! Smce Lhe begmnxng of r.he exghteenth canLury, Lhe most mdely
k

noun met.hod of copxng wlth cpm.nals has been mIpn.sbnment (or xncarce:-'.-‘

- ot " - -_ K

atan) In 1790,\ wh*en mpnsonment was h;‘st mt.rdduced 1q Nort.h Amerlca

., ._— \ o

o by the‘fundamentahst Quakers, 1tu was cons1dered to%e a humqne alternatf.ve

to the exlstmng cruel and cocpotal puanhment_ pracuces (e g., floggmg, : "

brandxng, Lhe px.llory, etc ) The assumptxon made in’ thxs regerd was that

soluary and sx.lent conhnemen—t hard work Bxble readx.ng and quxet reflec’- A
“a ., R '. 5 . .
- tmn, would make a person penlt.ent for hxa crimes and Lhus lead to‘ ) .
. ;I , v . H N ;~ s S . o 4 ) . . , ? , o . .
rehabxlu.at._l.on_._- e R T T T
4 N . e R '..'~.‘, S it ) R L e
e : : "-' - ’fhe pub,lx.c has’always beén dwersel-y opxmoneted in Lhexr concerds . - .’
[ N - - ot a wot
about t.he notlons of cume and :ahabxlltahon. For example, whxle Lhe v L
o : maJonty of people have hxst.oncalLy \een urgympat.hetxc toward crimxnals, ‘ I
LI . o v f. . .
) : ' Lheré have always been Lhoue u‘no have questxoned the serruy and ut.l.ln.y <
O et Sy . . et FE N RN ,
“tt .. of various: Lypes& pumshmenr. pracuces 1m cotreetmnal Lreutment. L e
K . ".. ) . < N Ed .'1 . L )
N o In the hg'ht.eem.h century, semnul Western thm‘iers such as Mon-' . .
N L . besquleu (17’21/1964) Beccarxa(1764/1963) and Bent.ham(l789/1970) attacked S
) ' Lhe generally barﬁarous law.Js end degradl.ng penalues,‘ end advocated vanous h AN
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. . “to 'lhe r,reat.ment of dffenders. o L S
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".helpmg Lthe’ 1nhate adJusL -to pr}son lee, cope ux;h his varmus problems,.

-
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the crmmal petsonaluy and tx;ymg tq sssess the causes of c*nmnni behav-

'_io In turn, r.he Lwenueth century wnnessed Lhe ;ncreasmg Lnfluence

'Lwe, 7(:13 OLM, relat,ed crme and/or tn.mn'lal behavxor Lo mult 1‘,‘&3_881'

- L’

’ s .

L

3 R . - A Y . .
P ' - ‘ v

. "-ofcnmnals. et T AT

¢ N ; Y

1

; "programmmg 1n both Canada and t.he Un,u.ed St.at.es hab been d:.tected toward’

[ v

and’ prepare hunself for te- entry 1.nt,o t.he communxt& '-Van.ous fbrms of

-1 .

'conditional rele;ase', b such ‘ag’ temporaty absence and parole, eneble t.he

'
.

offender Lo be absent from the 1ns't1t_ut10n 1n ordet Lo gradually rex.nLe-

B
1

o -

:pe&xod of L‘me for en\pkoyment or edugat,mnal purposes or for t.he complet 10n

o . N x . . v

of hu sentenqe in the commum.ty whxle under supervulon.

H ). v 'y

RN

v

. . . . .

.'-'rendJust.menr. r.o t.he commum.t.y ‘is’ Lhe comumty-baaed resLdenneL centre‘

\ . . .. ,‘

..(CRO) or halfway house, whu:h ptovxdes a reamdentul homehfe atmouphere

'\. l.
1 . N .

wu.h counsell.mg and supporL ser\uces to us chents‘ or resxdénta. There -

o
N "t

H '.~4

. _._l .. Ty ' . ‘\...' '.

.'federaln government facilxnes along ui.t.h pnvaLely-opeuted CRCs under

)

) One t.ecent.ly developed program uaed Lo facxleaLe a. person 8

.

= and developmenr. of t.he sdcmlogy of crime kgd delInquency Th).s perspec‘- '
‘ N

.renv1ronmental and sOcLal condxt.xons. Accompanylng thxs wldely accepted .

’ notlon was an’ 1dcreased emphasm placed on, I:he natu:'e of r.he rehabihtatlon:‘:

' 'grate t.o the communuy 'I.‘hu remtegratxon may be for a specxhed:

.has been & tremendou”s mcreane i.n the number of suéh facxliues Operhting .

' 'm the Um.t.ed States and Canada dunng Lhe past. twency years. Canad:,an' :

conl.rqcb w:.th t.he mest ty of t.he Sol i¢ nor General of Canade alone Lotaled -

b ‘ '- . v e .t o
. Lo " ) . . N N . . . ' . C
s ' . . . . . - o . *

o rehabll,n,ate t.he cnm,nal The thrust of current. pnson
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3261 in 1981-82 (Cdnada Ministry of the Solicitor Géneral of Canada, L982l

Yet, as with all rehabLL itative efforts to ‘dar.e, Lhere stlll remains the

- P4 .
iy

' 0 " uncertainty over wh_ether CRCs can effectively rehabilitéte r.h-'eir i:Lients.
n B R v, [N . 7 3

. - A . ‘. . . ’
: . . Lo -

v S v = .

' St atement of Purpoae : . ’ Pl . . T

“

i . _, ' There have been few systemauc qtud1es conducLed about- Lhe effqo-
. , 1, . s . -

‘ s

Y . 7+ .. rtiveness of commum.t.y-baeed realdennal cent res ,1n reduc:.ng fu.r;her cruiu.nal
. . 4

~ \ PR . .,-

Tho- - ' invokvement of their reaidents-.'- To dar.e, no, knovm 8fudy hae at,LempLeq to
.

¢ oo . ' » R . ~ ' h

N ,". B aaséss .the actual degree ‘of CRC cl:.enc part.x.c:.patwn and petformance w‘{.h

f?bst CRC o;uLcome 1n Lhe cente\xr. of the presence or absence of future crﬂn-

- . ,

. ; J.nal mvol.vement.. e ; ‘ ' . ) - o
‘ \ R | - . ‘i ' Hos; studlesi of correccxohal ‘rehab:.hcauon» program& have der.er‘-
\.\._j\‘ - myln,ed Lhe efhcacy of‘cerreenonal Lreaemedt by varLous outco:ne measures
_ _ of w'hxch re:;:.dxv’l.em hgs been the mest papuler . Exr.errsxve revxewd’ Q

correctxonal 11Lerature wh).ch ‘have concluded r.hat correctxonal tteatment

doe)s not work (See Gr’eenberg, 1977, Llpton, Mart,mson & leks, 1975"

v e

Ma:cmbon, 1974) have been cha,llenged by or.her researchere who _have |

v N .

determned Lhat it xe éffectwe (Gendrenu & Roes,, 19 ,‘or that certal.n

- \ -

‘,"3 o methods of treaLmem wor‘k Eor ce:tnn r.yped of nffenders undec cert.am
i - condnl.ons (Palmer, L978 198}' Harren, 1977.) oo oL

: 4 ~
i B . ~

e T J.tal.l.on ‘has been given much attent.l.on 1n the lu.eratute, the reldtionshxp

betveen the degree of clxent brogram part. J.clpatxon and correct.l.onal effec-

1 .4 ) \

tiveness has been lal‘-gely-l.gnored. .For example, Péte\eLQg (1979)' found

that. only 401 of the l.nmated 1n the Umted Stateq parncxpated in ‘some fcmn

df 'a ttee‘tment -prdg:’m-while. uxcareerated, and opl.,y,one 1n five with

Ve thle the .issue of correctmnal effect.xveheea related 'to re‘hatnl-‘ .

-
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; J; “,',:.‘-": T use of such f'acl.lj.t..xes. . qu éXamp}e, if commum.ty-r;sl.denual ce,‘nr.x:e
\ ,;, _:'i'.f’, :’ K proglx'*amxvp'g‘xs conn{lered ‘as fallrng, Lh;en “Lhere-';iould bei a; greatet".'ilkelx;-h
o a - - DU . - - . N \ '- .
/|'.' ‘{ d .'"_,'1:- hood of cesﬂatioln of furt.her :CRCMdevelopme'nt. and a, teturn tO‘ the more
. Tt . ot Cho . : A v y T
; ' e ’_ 1 ' - t.radl.c;onab p:acucts Qf xmprlsonment. o .‘-' . »:' A -
~__' ?@, ‘ ." W;,t‘h aéveral, hundred Eederal, provmcxal and pnva{ely pperatec'l
Tl Tl e S T e N e
: S ,':-:- . CRCs vm Canada, the. Emdmgs of th:.s sr.udy could also be generalued CO \
\ N ""'_.- : P ',. . oo s N v I .
-, SO . '. wzder populauons m cher comum.r.y—baa,ed re;udennal cenlre :sebtmga.
v ) i P v

> N B *

- » M * L., “ 0 L 3 3 N . ~
S .‘.'| .t N ~~~."l . -, . [ .‘ - .
B _ LT setnmgs or- th)s subJect\mat{er. R
N ﬁx- N . - -t PEC .o LR . |‘l-. o oL vk : - ’
Wt e T e e T R et T e
. TheConCegts T
AR RO Program Part 1c1pnt10nr refers to Lhe degree a, CRC resxdent
" _— becomes lnvolved xn ptégramr acti.vn ieg and proguesaes .toward ot achx,eves .
't IR 2 personal goals durmg hl.s st.a,y‘ in accordance to. hd sg rules. Thui 15
‘ e e e U debemxned noc only/by qulvemenl. J,n vanods aspects £ Lhé progtam, such

" ‘ ol.her behavmral charactenauca.u 'I'he LsLLer mciu attu.hde toward the
. " overall program, relauondhlp l.owatd staff and ot er resxdents, uae of

. . . .
) N oot et

ARSI 3:? . ,3' behavxor which havg-cauaed difficultiel contrxbut ng Lo drxminal anolve.
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‘ _ot’.‘her support servmes relat.ed t_o rehabxhtat ion'in addx‘uon to

L . a

. .
it ey A vt em LT A SeA n A ek o bt et s ki o

menc. e.g, alcohol/drug abuse.

Recldxvxam refers to the comlasx.on of an offense vhlch result‘s

in further .;econ.\uctxon with or without -reincarceration {Ardron, 1978,

. v

L4

~

p. 3). Conseque'ntly,; it does not includz' techn’ic_ia:l.vi.b_la;_'ioné" of patole

or other comum.r.y supervxs:.gn cond:.tl.on

An ex-offender is-a peraon c,pnvxct.ed bf a cnmnal offence, who.'

- I

elther currently ot 1n the past has been on probatlon pr Ln puson (Outer—_‘-"

\

bndge Benson, Thl.ffault & Harna, 1973 p. x)

The Task Force on Comunlty-BaSed Reudentxa]. Centres (1973)F'

—

' defxned ‘a, commum.ty-baaed reaidew cent.re l(CRC) as- a facxllty whlch '

stends "beLween aome fom of compler.e mstltuuonahzar_xon and c0mp1e’te

1ntegrauon into the communlcy" (p x). Such facxhues provide serv1ces

a

L to perle movmg from a dependent status such as’ an mmate, to -a less

-,dependent one. such as a parolee. Also CRCs may provxde alternar_xves to
., @ more comprehenswe level of lnsutuuonahzauon for pez‘sons novz.ng from

'an mdependent status Lo a nore dependent one: They¢ are: funded by sourdes- e

’

._"l:ot.her than Lhe res:,dent.s and dxffer from mstuunons ‘in Lhar. they t.end to.'f{'1
h be amaller, more 1nformal and prow.de eaaxer access r.o Lhe comum.ty. They_

'fdlffer from boardmg houses and hoste ls Ln Lhat they offet counsellmg and o

N board (Oute:brrdge er. al., ],973) CRCs are aleo often referred to a‘s’lhalf-'..-'

. . s .o \:. R ‘ v
Way houses. R

.

Y

Probauon 1.8 a comunity-based correcuonal alternatxve that

N

) mvolves a sentence i.mpoaed by Lhe courr. aftet a hndmg of gul.lt or

‘
N .

,convmtxon) whxch permnu the qffender to\remain in ‘the communll.y subJect

RN

to. condu‘lona imposed by the ‘.court and 1n mnny caaea o’ supervmlon by a

oni"aml/'or _

. N .
P S S § . L
. . N .

R S U
T T
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rhe authocu.y of the Nauonal Paroie Board uhxch may revoke h1s parole xf

Act (lQ?O) by Lhe Supermtendeht. of He{ MaJesLy 8 Pem.tent.xary ‘or By

U Y

probauon/agency (Dobten apd Haggman 1982, P, 52) .In' Nei-af'oundl'-aind- adul'L-

probetion offlcers of the Communlty Correcnons Branch of Lhe Adul.L qurec-

't J.ona D:.v:.s 19n hawe aut.hor;ty and responaxbxluy under The Adult Correctlons Co

Act: (1915) to auper:vxse adult dffenﬂers placed on p:obauon.

»- .
' . . .

Temporary Absemce (T A ) m Newfoun: nd as it appl Le£ to IHo,iard

House resxdant:s, refers Lo the aut.horzzatfbn fot an uunate of a provxncxal L -

P t o, - ~

g xnsutut_ ion to be absent. to provxde,funher opportumnes Eor hxs rehab;,h— '

~ -

Lauon Thls type of provmcxal T A, 13 authonzed under The Pnsons“

Ea

- ’. . ] 0
. »

Lhe person m charge of any of- Lhe oLhef f1ve provinclal correcuonal

" '

: tacxlxues, for up to a ﬁrfteeu day penod. : T.-.'A. may b'e.exlended't‘o 'the-

explrauon of an mmat.e 8 seatence by the authbruahon of addx.tmnal fl.f-

‘

. - . —
|'-' .. \,. . T . B . v .

co. ' . e ) - F O T - .
teenday penoda’. . AR o .' : .

v.‘..

Parole means authont,y grant.ed undet Lhe fedetal Parole Act (1970)

T ) e Y o
. N - p_ N e

to an mma;e, t.o contmue 'servmg hu.s sentence m the comun:.ty under the

.I_. -\\,.‘

supea:v;,s.l.on of a parole offl.cer. The panoled anate oa: parol.ee 1s"under- '

“

' [ A . l, T _‘ N ‘—_' -7 - - A ! coale “:. i -

) he fa).la to comply wnh hxs Varxous pdrole release cond’xuor\s,- If a provm-' cel e

C S, . .
cxal inmat,e (one servmg a s'em.ence of Iess than two ye&rs) is’, reIeased o

Lu released under pamle supervuxbn, he xa ‘coxindered to-be a £ederal

'.':

under parole aupervxuon he 18 referred to in: t_hu atudy as a provmcul "\‘-

Ny P

parolee. If. & federa[ mmar.e (one servmg 8 Benténce of two yéars or more) 'j '

- .._\
" v - . ‘k .1

parolee. ' Thm tem encpmpdsses day parole. tuch oécurs pnor to obtawmg _:

- . L - £ .., L& " Lot
ful.l parole. w Sro. U . Ty N A T
’ ¢ c N LN ‘~, " . Y '.- . LR . ' 4

Handatory Bupetvthon La a form of condit.ional x;el.ease presc:xbed T

[ |
'

1\ |-.‘_x'

by law, which enabl.es A federal inmute- uha J.a not\ released oa" perol‘e to ‘ £
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setve Lhe t).me accumulated by atatutory or earned remlssmn (often ;eferred

. . > ,
\ R .

: t.o as txme off for good behavwr) under supervxsxon m t.he com\;mty' _llp'.'

.o

. ' 4
s, » '

P

. . PR
' . . .

v;
!
i T ' t.o the fmal one thu:d of the fedetal anate 's aentence ‘caf be spent under S ; -
{
i e mandat.ory supervxsxon. Thxs form of condu.1onal reIease, wh).le a legal )
g4 S A R Ky )
L)

[REE . IR :' ngbt, comes, under the authont.y of the Natxonal Parole Béard. 'l'he Board*

Yy - :
’ - LT -~ ay e -~ L N -t A S
o '-may revoke an J.nd Lv1duq1's mandat.oa:y mpervxslog Lf ;he ctmd:.t x.ons of the e DL T
. ’ : N : . e e LY
“.o.t .o ' .. PR Lt L
S0 P ‘ o Jre,lease are vxolated m: 1.f Lhe peteon comm.ts a nev i' m (Canada, S, o
o [ . o Nanxondl Parole Board 1981) B S P T T S
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Review of the Literature -

P
L

',-".~. ‘_.";,“‘_. ,-".' . "',: ', ."' , - o '/
- AT Even -t‘hough ther,e.Amay _be a ‘sign‘ifica'nt._-'rel_at'ionship, existi-ng o

o S bet.ween Lhe degre\eeLprogram paitacxpat 1on ,l.n comunlty-based resldentxat

AN o cencres-and past CRC perfotmsnce
Cet ' c xcal xnvesugauon. " Hoxt studxes have axammed whether resxdents completed
| . A ! . L - - . RN BTN . a N -

o c thelr atay at a CRC or measured plost program outcomea by follow—up, usl.n&

-

3 v

S L . ~rec1d1vxsm data and coneluded from these fmdmgs the relat Lve rehsbxlua-

[ : v B .' [ .n o s
'

rwe successes or fanl;lres of ,vai 1ous program Lntervent Lons.'

[ ‘.
1 . . -
.

[INY

L MY T r-' e - N - .

T SRR be revxewed accorﬁmg to: l) the cdncept Aand measurement of recldxvxsm, 2)

O . ;‘ -

Lhe popularl.ty and effxéacy -of: reﬂabxlxtetxon or correcuonal Lreatment

'

the Lssue has not recexved any known empx =

v " _ In order I.o\ enhahce & ur%derstandmg of Lhe relauonshx.p between

CRC 9rogram parucxpauon and posL-CRC dutcome phe related LLLerature wx.ll .

e . . methods as detetmned by recxdivxsm-‘based research and 3) reseatch £md1ngs '

. )
. "o

ebout CRCs.' S S Lo e
J' L. v . . . 1

. . ‘ . . . - -y
e, - ' PN

The Concept and Heasurement of Rec:.\dlvx'sm . o

- - '

S '_ thLe lhe success of correc\uonal -programs may be evatuated .in a

ol S recuons fxeld 15 t'h& reducr.:.on of recadlvxsm, a Lerm commcn].y used and-,
N L . ,'} .
T e often mlsunderst.ood in erlmxnoLogy and correcuons. In \Eacl., Waldo and

~
4

Grlswold (1979) sfter revxewmg £ourL‘en Lntrbducto:y t.exr.books 1n cn.mx.n-

.
., - i
LI

-o,logy 'and~ cor:’e\ct.iens, conclud_\e'q that whxle all texts used Lhe term:

I3

N recxdxvum, only Lhree made an att t to‘defme xt--all‘m quue dxfferent

o ’ L

L)
W .o . v

l-. - o ) Crmunsl Offenderd far t.he SLate of New York (1968) whxch deflned- récxdw:.s'm

' . v . .V

’
L ' . . .l . 0 . . - P | . . At v
- ' - . B o - .
.. H . - \ f

re .vsrxecy of uays Lhe most uell knoym\measure of rehabxhtanon in che cor-’
L . L

-

t .+ .- a "an offense commtt.ed by a person who has prevxously been convxcted or "

Ry

and unscceptable wayp. These authors agreed th.h t.he Spec:.al COmnut.tee on”, -




-~ .-
- v .-
e A A~

Aacts.

. ‘_wh:.ch requxses further clarxhcatlon.-

af

‘ -

,.adjudicated- for an .c»ffense"f(p. 287),

’

. 1 . ' -

Attempts to measure recxd:.v’:.sm employ a vanety of opernuonal

defi.-nit.mns. These defx.’nltlons are drawn from vanous data soutcea and

"havé varyxng paramet,ers for mclusxon of offences. As well, they utx.l.):-ze

' . ) "

'dlffe:ent l.engt.hs of time fot follov—up penods and io some cases, have

.

B . '. . o0 e, LAREIN e W

P < . . . . . S

“ L The com:ept of ree1d1v1sm ‘has been opetat J.omall.zed in- a,vamety of

'-.waya based on the level of contact thhxn r.he cnmnal Jusuce syscem\

e ' e

-2

1971 Cavxor & Cohen 1975 Gendreau &Lexpcxger,. 1978; Moberg & Er;caon,

. agencxes geherally defme rec 1d177i‘%“m as rearrest whx.le cox‘recuonal agenc1es

4

. usually' vxew it as'&exncarcerauon. There fore a hxgh rearresu rate may ‘be

:'consxstent wuh a. Low mca:ceranon ratee Thus, clauns 'by polxce thaj.

-

recxd:.vxsm is* hlgh and c‘lduus by correctlonal dgenc1ea~ Lhat. recx.dwum is.

-.,- 'fe:ences id facts (Blumsleux & Lérson,. 19713 Th).s also makes vall.d compar-

. 1sons cf Lreatment ‘outcomes- dxffxcult and non-generalxzable co a large

‘ !
\ v .

'extent. In sum, ,the xssue of data sourcea relar.ed &o remdivxsm i’ one

Lo .
AN : . '

. . T M : \l
Il - Tr

Sou:ces of dau.~ Data from Lhe moat comdn measures of recxdx-

-~
.

“vism: rearreat reconvmuon, and re 1ncarcetatzon are, usual ly der:.ved Ero'm

s ,/

.eVEr, the use of fedgral leea, such ag Lhose of Lhe Federa.l Bureau of

',:Invest.l.gauon (F.B, I ) or’ the Royal Canadun Mounted Pol:.ce (R C.MP )

- . it
v g o H

_used sophxsr. Lcated 8ca1ea to determxne the seuouauess of repeat.ed cnmrnal .

- Defxnltions may rangg from rearrest Lb relncarceratxon (Blumstexn & Larson,,

1972 Waldo% Chxucoe, 1977 Wnldo & Gtmswold 1979) Eor example, polxce .

A SN

v

. low seem more atgrxbutable t.o dtffetences 1n defl.m.uons ;ather tharL dl.f-'

' pnmax;y sources nuch as polxce court s’ and correcuonal agency lees. How'-j

LA

B S e
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., while not ens’u_ri.n'g.'that ‘all qffences are detected/ cover wider geographical

i . - -
[

areaé.than Lhose of local ageni:'ies Because these datn are readily, avail-

able at Lhe naL J.onal level, r.-hey offer a data bace tp researchers and permit

. greater conap__;abxllty among’ st.udles in t.hls fxeld (Waldo&ersuald 1979).

The-nehabl.llny and valldlty of offlcul record data as mdxcators

SV o AN

of x.’ec:.dlvurn have been quesnoned by smﬁe authorxtles. Tlus questlom. g .

hds emerged from fl.nd:.ngs rel,a:.ed r.o thg non*comparabllrty of offlcxal data

from Varlous Jurmdlcrlons over Lune, whiéh suggest Lhat. ofchml records

’ gener.ally underestmat.e (.he act.ual amount of LLlegal acuvxt,y (Hawk:,ns, :

S

Cassxdy, LLght. and Hlller, 1977) In fact, as- Erxckson (1972) noted,, data ’

derxved‘ from Iocal of£1c1al records may noL reflect actual lawhrealhng as

much as pqtterns of dlfferentxal law enforcemeht meL,hods of gﬂtherlug dnd

. reporr.:.ng sr.at. Lstl.cs and defuu.nons of crlmnalxty" (p 389) Such reser-

'vatfons-about offrcxal records ‘at any level hnve.. led ‘to-.the use of

i self-report studxes of crmnnal actl.\uty.

-

- .

HettIer (1978’) provxded 8 reviéw of offu:l.al -and unoffxcz.al mea- .

"_'ain'eé'-of crxm:.nal acclvxLy and'concluded t.hat self-report’s provxde

4 .-
- . -

. ‘func,grt'aih-'viliditly rvhen conipo,red wrr.h r.he moderate vahduy" of of£1cu11

"re'cordo, and chat. paradox;cally, self report. studl.es oft.en ‘revert Lo '

. a
v ' -

: off1c1a1 records as valxdauona of dat.a gathered from quesnonnures 0r -

W Vi NI A

mter.vle.ws. He also nor.ed that. whl,le self—report st.udles may xdenufy '

aerrous and’ persxsr.enb offenders who - may h.gve been uussed by offrcxal

' .recorda". r.he fact that self-‘-report atudxes cohnlat.ently reveal that almost' .

y ! . “\
. .

all respondent.s adnur. r.o havmg comrued some orminal offence means Lhnr. L~
v R (S - -

for recu.'d:.vism studxes, they are merely a useful supplemem f.o offrcul S

recorde. o . T . . . IR S
. ‘ , . . > L . ) . . ":.. . .' N i . - . o N . ." . . : .
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o o . Measurement problems.' There are a\ude range of possxble mfrac- o ‘,

ke Llons mcluded‘l.n recxdwlsm atud 1es creac ing’ Eurther measurement problems. '!‘ '

e e . -'For example -gome studxes may l‘nclude (as recxdwum measures) Lechn,l.cal

. .vxolauons of parole or any new offence, howevef mnor. On Lhe oLher hand e

L PR N s . Hie L

’

{

f

: '

" the exact crme for whxch a person waa prevmuyly mcex:cerated may be used "o ;
= Ve . ag’ Lhe sole recfal.vxsm meaaure (Haldo & Gnswold, 1979) oL ',n'; e ISR

oA e Techmcai vxolat:.ons of a: person‘s parole; such as breachxng a-
. . . . . T e 4 ', :
T R ' 'dr:.nkm; restri't.xon resultmg lp pnrole revocat ;on and a r\eturn to prrson i

s . . L g
s ' for non—crx.mxnal acuvn.l.es, makes relncarcerat.l.on (whl,ch anludes such

-~ . - ~ - ' » v . 4

"techmcal vmlatlona) a limited- and x,n “somé casas defective necldxvxsm R
S - 0" LT
L nieasure (T:Lt.tle, 1975) : Techm.vcal v:.ol‘at.mns are also 8u&cept1ble t.o -

',..'dlfferenuat decl.s 10n—mak1ng (Gteenbetg, 1975 Leman, L975 Takagx, 1969), "
) . . . 3 AL L
) : Consequently, Lf techn},aa\lvvxblat.lons -are to. be included in - I‘ECllele R

. [ .
s . . ! - . ‘al
- ;. . . . .

.studles, they should be sepa'ral.ely categorlzed to account. fer non—onnunal Lo

o
PN 3 -

-behavmr resulung in mcatceratlon. Thus, adxstinct‘xbn should aLH.ays be - . [T

-. . ] : . . .1 . “ - . : ) i E . . ) ) . ,‘ N . o &
B made between pa:ole fallutes and actbal rec:.dxvxats (quﬂo & Gnswold, ] BRI SR

: T ' : v .. o . ’ . o R " .
. . - L - A . s ¢ ot f '- N . ..."
* = - 197,9).v T S, IR ' oo N
SR ' el I ' O N T e
T Rélnourceranén .for Lhe exac,t. offence for: whxch .4 person was R RO SN

.Pi'ev:.ohsly anarcerated recelved limted aUPPort ‘asg d recxd:.v:.sm measure. et e

- . . "
l . '] oy -
- - -~ o ¢ R -, -

- For example, it tiaa been atgued tha; Just as a pat::ent 4 appendectomy DO

cannot be v1ewed as a. fa:l.lute of previous t.reat.ment for ‘a broken arm,

' -
) -

\ nelther-cqn rélncarcetat Lon for a dxssmulat o’ffence be eVldence- o'f .puson

. o . . e BN v LA

'Eallute, for t.he sources of crfhlnal behavi.or Jare as vuned as health ' . .

- . - ,
- .. ~ - - re

i SR . problems (Johnaon, 1974, p. 613) ' . o, - ,' ' -

e . SR Réarrest 13 a mensure of tecxdxvis;n, whu:h han Lhe ad\mntage

' L ! . Voo " . o4 IR N

Lo " .. of o_cc'd:ri.ng- near t.he time the offem‘:e w’as allegadly com{xtted whxle. :

T . BT
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- e, L ! ot ! 4 L g . ‘.“'
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«

Ldent ifying the L:Lme which the accused normally starts” lus 1nvolvement ,
. : u!.th/the ‘police and court _(Haller, 1976),.' However,» the u,se_of arrests

t

as the data For recidivism is .subject to the objection that ~ n'gj.,r.her

L‘ine b"e.havior of the oféende; ‘nor its-.s'igni-fic'a'nce' has. 'been »verif"ied /
- by'éouft ﬂcL ion" (The Natxonal Adv:.aory Comxssxo:; on. Cnmmal Jual:u:eo . ""
" ',' _ ' St.andards and: Goals,.1973 p 512) Thus, reconvxctlon would “'appear g
.. . l_ '_ Lo.be :;(mor;.accura.te measure of actual Crmu.;\al b;havu:h:. _‘ P ‘." Ca
T f . --Ar;.other petapectlve argues r.hat sxnce rec:.dl..»;lsm .is an- attempt to
. R -f .
. ‘measure r.epear.ed crlmnal - behavmr,. Lr.s restuctlons‘, to exact,' and/or '
- -t - » . 1

Lsolated offem:es ‘may Lgr{ol;e the hetetoggnelty of cr:l.m;nal behaVLOr*

patterns, For example Hood and Sparkes ’(1970) c1ted a number of .studles

- ce _’_ i o

e thch clearLy showed than rec:.d:.vxsm rarely x.nvo}ves t.he ‘exact’ same §
.- -_ e -\ T &‘ _’,:
TR otﬁénce. ‘ Thus —to only mclude the s ane’ repeated offence as 8 measu‘tement. »

. 3

R of rec xdwx.snz wauld mxsk t.he extem. of repeated cnmxnal act. xvxr.y Futher,‘
. . .Scothxll and l’ope (1973) found m I’.helt Lwent.y year cohort study of arson: T
CTEmess offenders in England and,ﬂales, Lhat a rec:.dwxsm ra‘te of 42 for those who.

~

nt.ed furtfxer arson offences Jumped to a 522 recvdxvnn rate when all

)ard l).sted/offences were cumulauvel‘y xncluded.| T - o

a
~

Recld:.v:.sm measures hqye tanged Etom,r.hose thur. 1nc1ude thé most.h
\

pet/y offan%es to “those Lhat mcorporate ohly Lhe most senous crimea-.

\ T Waldo & Qnswoid (1979) recommended r.hat because there 15 no consenaud as

R ._l.b wh;ch cnmes sHould be 1rtc1uded in a c:.div:.sm measure, a aeparace panel'

: , v"of expeme ahould be eat.abh.she resolvé"thla LsSue and to foer !uldance'

S _for tur.'ute research.- C T e e e U T

RSP v, - N LT N

TS T JO s R . . . Lo e \
< o

I\ Anothe: sout'ce of methodolog:.cal anbigt.u.ty m ,aome’ rec:.d.ivism

t,udles LB the Iength of follow—up time. Hhile almoat alL redidivum =,
” - - i e s o : v

e ke .
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-
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.. rQngJ.ng'dxtferences ifi the diapositiona of‘recidiviszs hés..demon-sprated . .
: N ((iiaselrl 1964), is lum.r.mg 1.n ‘that it dpes not acc0unt for ‘the senousness’ o
) . oi:' offences and the \rarLeLy of subsequent convtctions ;haL offenders ) ) .
S ' : ' ;T '
.recel.ve. -Eor example-, it ass\mea r.hat- all' mdivxduals-‘who re‘c,xdi?ratfe S8
s . . oy, .. -1 v - - ST ! ‘
. o *have equallyﬂt‘axlad or vxce veraa (Cavxor“‘& Cohen,;.1975) > R '
i T .At‘i.gmpta €6, measure crime snd :ec;dlwshr are ht:.ll 1arg~ely baged’ VAR
' A A - .' - .' AT RN 1'\' v 1 . . - R oo,
_ A o on these typea o£ arl or nqne" das.‘uhcation&. ~For exampl‘ . the UJufomf v
! ';~ T .’ . s -, ' cood I.',‘ A ‘ l’ \\ -~ A ’ ".“ -
' R ‘L SR Cnme Report:h (UCR) An unwe:.ghted oum oE rgported mde),c crmeq publxshed SN
, S A annualLy b? the FBI does not aqcount’ for Lhe dxffermg s.enousness of : the ; ~ S
l? M .‘:.—"'— -." P .0 : wn v ‘ 3 o ¢ ! M N = E ? . < .
. i e crmes Ln xE.s mdex (Blumstbm, 1974) 'l'hue,' the UCR does not d1st:mguxsh o .
« y VS e ‘ —: Rl g ' , (SRR
S A T ' 0 : T
2_ oL . > between rec1d1v1sts whé COmm:.Lted adto t\he}.ts ve:sus thos~e who comur.ed o0 \7 )
e > '-_‘ _"_.'.' .‘ ] -~ ’ - H \.,~ - Vot ) N - .
* ’ S e homxcxdea. ) Suff1ce Lo indl.eet& Lhat boLh are cdnsl.deted ag' Eallurea. 'l‘he- . N
- e - KA RN K e M S I ' 5 .
sioa U L Caﬁa&mn vetsxon of \tl\e UCR_, Lhe eanadxah Uru.fotm Cnme Reporr.s (CUCR), T
. \ e ] 1nr. roduced by Lhe Dotmxm.pn Bureau of SLar. xsuc% in 1962,, hds the same l.mur.- N R l
L B ) : a-LLons as, the UCK (Akman s, Normandeau, 1968).. - IR P
N U N T LY . . ) . . LA
. e T _ :"; _-' 'l.‘he Se]:-lm-Wolzf'gang‘Index (Sellm & Wolfgang, 1964) attempted to, ! '
. ) Wy B
N L IO . . N .
. C T proW.de -an assesemenc proceduge fot q,etermmutg "Erxme qetlouaness by a : Cow
IS WL welghl.l.ng system. In th.ls 1ndex, an attempt wag made to measure the' s;rg- ' o
. . ! . N N A}
: L e YA PP ot S S
F TN ousneas “of crime Bn a ratw scale ‘?&her than utll:.za.ng 3 categoncal ‘ AR
o o \ /\ o . , : ., T3 ; ‘ s\
. R : N - -scale. More spec},hcally, each cummak event i's categqried by its eftect-sa - o '_
" ‘l . .. \.u g < N " : ' c s r & ‘- ' ’ s .
WU - as mvolvmg.o persoqal mJury [to one or.more v1ct.1ms, thef{. of propertx, v T
KO SRR propey:t.y damage \end/or ‘sonk combinatrlou of thre three d After th{s categor- . i
¢ e : _ e v . . Lo, .
. . ~ ] ’
v AR - 1zat1on the évent is then scored in terms. of peventy wexght ings reflectmg s\ ;
| o e the type of -bod;ly harm mvoleved Lhe amount. and va}ue of property theft -or . \ -\
A damqge and the number of offencep mco:porated mto the one event\ _Fmally, NS
o Ca ISR ) A . Doy
* O 1 the resultxng scores repreqem. the weight of serxousness apphed to. elemgnt.s R o
. ‘ ! ! \ ! ° |Y. iy . . ’ . o - N
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IS ,std&'e's combence foilow—up periods after t Featmentl idtervention is céom- s
| pléteé‘, ,so‘t:.hgt-interveni:iqr‘r m'easures will l:navg an opportunity to impact,
SRS N there. i..s considerai:l;a -var-igncé as'fté Lhe pr'ecise length of the £0116¢-1.;p
g S ~ éeri'od For example, th].s ;.v.ex.'L;)d may- vary from a sLx month follow—up fo: ...

resxdents released from adulr. halfway houpes ‘in Kentutky' ('1‘ pson, Sims & .

AN . Curr. 1n, 1976), Lo a twent.y year follow—up fo: 1nd1v1duala conw.cted of arsou '.

~

Lat. Y e

.-l vm England and Wales (Soothxll &' Pope. 1973) -ls the longer the.

|
L 1 7 - 1v1sm. - -. u v ‘-., .“ ,.. \
| .

A ’ .

fo I.t. 1s generally agreed thar. the greatest Msk of reczdwxsm occurs
; . = -. . l RN .~ ’_ ~ ;

. - dunng Lhe fu‘st year or two afLer rﬁlease (weldo & Gnswold 1979):. In~

e, - 3 - ,..~

. S 1)
1Y . fact., Lhe vast maynty of those uho recxdwaLe do so -thhm a two

- ol .-.‘. , - -

, . BN _year penod ‘(Buxkh\nsen .& Qoekstra, 19‘14 -Car].so’n, 1973 Handel Col‘l:.ns, -

.o . - u_’-x

i -

.. o Moran, Barron, Gelbmann, Godbor.s & Kaimnsteun, 1965) Furthemore,

-
-

;._ : .~ 80%2-100% : who rec1dwated after three pcs-t prog:zam years, do 8Q by the

2 end of. L,hé second year (Gatlaon L973 SOOLhL],). & PGpe, 1973 Stephenaon ST T

« e W PN
- ,'l r

T 5. Scarpetu. 1974) Thus, ,conx.rary Lo recbmenddtlorts fer a th:ee ..

aa .
b : -

s year follow—up penod (Haldo & Grumold“, 1979), -8 two-year perxod aeems LT

. . v
« . . “._- .

. K - - e e '.;. : . . .‘\i..‘.
/ 2T o' s f£1ce for most- tesearch conducted in !.hxa atea (Allén, Carlsou-, i
AR ' :

. RS Parks& Sexter, 19.78) A number of rec;dwxam studxe}s mcluumg m-depth e

! o Canadxan evaluacxons (Carlson, 1973 Gendpeau & Lexpcngen 1978 W‘aller, S .
VY Y el o o, e L
b 19710) ur.111zed thJ.s two year foIlov-up pet.xod Thua! the cwb year .
. L ﬁeriod is both reasonable, man‘ageable, and alﬂo more 3enemlxzable. "-“,'" o
N ; T AaRVEE T i PR
oL s Heaauremenc muruments. Recxdwum haa beeqmuhly conceptuahzed .
: VR - R v SRR
N T f/a dxchotomous clauifxcat wn qf exc&e: succeu or fail.ute. Hdwevér. thu) o .
SR view of recx.dwim, 8 pomh ‘chdllenged as pnrly as 1964 shen Lhea wxde k . ‘
l’ b I i .’. “l" -‘. s v " i -“.' - B ' - ’. . ’ “ A
¢ . ‘4 5 N . B " - ; N * . ’.“‘ -
RN Do B s N v . .

B R

)

i e

follow-up penod of study, che greater the 11ke11h00d, of mcreased \-ecx,;l—'. ..
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in vauous typea of de},mquent events (Sollxn_ & Wolfgang, l964 'p 291)

¢ R

'The crime Lndex for any ;urisdrtt ion w the sum of Lhese ,segl.pusness scores

for the mdl.vx.dual crimnal evean . o
- . . . i

U The Selhn—wolfgang scale (1974) was applxed in"a-" replxcatxve

~

\
-.Canadlan study by Akm&n qud Normzmdeau (1968) ' Howq\ier, Gendreau and

.'/. K r\

Lexpcxger (1978) rev:.ewed Lhe acknowledgad cnt xc:.sms of .t.ms measure They

! - '
~ A \ . s
O ‘\ .

.-'\\l

concluded thav l:he scale wés 1nade11uahe 'a's 8- geneml mdex'of cnme, and

' ’as an outcome meaauxe to ashess CQrvecgaxpnal_ prbgr'amp.-' ’

)

Lo

P B WL ' L .
queatmn_ed ;bs ove:alL p;agmatxc value, nor.mg that i.t hers never been used

- o '
oo ,,, 5 S~ o~
. vy e ‘u P
\ '.. .1

Moberg and Encson (1972‘) tecognizing the lmutauons of t.he UC‘R

. - .
. _,'l.v-’.',,-_. o P

" and the Selhn-Wolﬁgarrg e;:ale, consctucted -d 'liecxdiv;sm Outcome Index’

’ ’
N . "-,‘ .| R \4.. . \.._._ .

CROI) in order Lo evaluate t.he nelat‘we degree(s) of aucceas ot. falluregof

-t \

a<samplé of Mxnnesota parolees. . Th1s scale,‘ ba.,sed on r.he d1sposxuon of

3 - n; R ~ .-

offenders often xhvolves a progresswe 5er1es of~ mmbrr sreps rather r.han &

- 7. ° /.l

. o I v

attempts to develop a recldlﬁlsm* mdex by Mandql eb al., (1965) ‘_ 0

‘/'.

smgle, sud.den Lransformauon This at.udy was an expamuon of /prevxous

' « ="

. ) The Recxdxvmm’ Odtcome lndex (19723 has eleven categonea Lhat

£
™~

rnnge from "No Record" to "f-‘elonx,es and 1.5 an..ordmal sca}.e reflecung a .

R ~ . “ . . . ".«

progreauon ofhmcrements of senouahess of offences . Each xecxd:.vmm ra;,-- L S A

. .
' _l.\ N Y .,

'mg \on Lhe ROI also refledts t.he senousneas of t.he offences as they related

lo ea,ch other' and also to Lhe ext:ent tﬁhat the penalhes are a zeflecuon

of socxet.y 8 ﬁutetpretatlons of Lhéu grnvl(y (Moberg 8. Eucson, 1972)
. (

)
Voa PR

"'; o Smxlarxly, Gend:‘eau ahd Lexptxger '(l978) developed a Canadx.an
- . [

-~ A A
reoxdwxsm xndex compatable Lo the ROL, as Lhey tbanalated the Amer:san
legaI dupoaltmne l.n Caqadun tems along a, conhxnuum of eeveruy

5 ..,_ LYot . e

- dxsposxt.‘i.‘ona. These. authoks -reported that the Moberg and Encson (l972)

- . B R S ,~--f(z'~_, [




e 7 Rdl fulfilled most of « their: reséemch objecliyeé}- as ”{L_ av}>ided. bne

'

a

Recxdxvxsm Index (CRI) (Gendreau & Lexpcxger, 1978) consxsts of eLghL

previously noted vall or. none classxfxcabxon notlon. The Canadxan -

- p.(egorxes Jangxng from. "No Illegal Actxvxtxes recorded on Lhe Fxnger'

’ ) - . - K

Prgnt Service (FPS) records to 4'l?ze--111:|pru3<:lmad Conyxgted of an offense ‘

i
7 [

- . foc whlch a sentence of Qwo years or more has been meosed" (p. 9). '7_
. - - ‘_‘ . \ L ﬁ . . -~
R , 'Rec1d1v1sm rales generélly tange from 52 82 after Lhe fxrst year

- - ~

and less in subsequent years lf rectdxvxsm-xs defxned as rebnvolwement in .

- ) -

' serlous crlmlnhl actlvxty (Greenberg, 1975) However, thxs-fxgure.may
. ',...'- I 2 - <. R
O escalaLe to 692 afLer fxve yea;q for slud;es-whﬂth uée any reconvxctxon

Y . .

St - s thelr crdtesxa (BuxkhuLsen & Hoekstra, 197Q), or- 561 afte: Lwo years Ln

T stud:es that deflne zecxdlvxsm as any reaf%esL for an Lndxctable.offence

;I';z. (Waller, 1974) Thus, the d1fferenL\Cr1Ler1a and‘methodology employed in "¢

% -1 I

varxous studxes ofLen conlrlbule Lo\sucb(ilacrepancles Ln recxdxvxsm rales,

. vl -t 4

-\'..l f N

L aentatron ofthe true rec1d1v13m rate,,oftenleadlngLc>ove:—e5trmates. Eor

xample,rlhe Likelnhpod Lhat anarcetaLEs w1lt return Lo prLson is. p:obably

NN

s . . -

. .
. . [SIPAN
1 -

1nmnte popuLeonn dug to 1onge: sentencee, and the facL Lhat Chey are. less

11ke1y Lo be paroled (T;Ltle, }975 Waido & Orxswold 1979). / f u\'

Hbod and Sparkes (L970) noted bhat research has generally found
h_f ‘ that°the mofe prev1oue convxctxons an. oEfender has,'the shorten Lhe Lime
T . -~ "t ) ‘.

sxnce hxs last convxchxdn, the younger he ns and the younger he'waa when

-

'

f;rst convxcted, the greater hxs chances of recxdxvxsm. imllarly,

. e .. ., \ v

Ppmtchnrd (1979), followxng n revxew of 71 studxes pteaentxng data on hhe

A

The characterxstxqa of Lhe sample may also- contrxbute to mlsrepre— T

lengthy crlmlnal backg:oﬁnde who are dxsproportlonately represented ip anf

19

NS

f"oversxated as the.chences,of’peconv1ctxon ere greater for Lhoae wLLh'“



~

v

e

\

: specxt,xcanons rest.;l.cr. makmg general LzaL mns about the con;lus:.on BaSed K
. w_)_/— . :_I._--‘."._.'.

. on th prevxo\n lxterature revxew these conclusxons seem warranted

Vem B T I U S L

A
‘ . -‘.". R J . ' ._' ..‘. ) - .,~ . -\ - v, 20' \"
relauonshxp of bxographxcal predxel’.o es, and recxdwism tdenufxed a number

N A

of add_x_uonal st.able pred:.cr.ors of recxdwxsm " mcludmg SLabLILLy of
emplojnnen'v. hl.st.ory of alcohol dand drug abuse and lwmg arrangemem.s. -

Other st.udx.es have also shown varyxng degrees of relacxonshxps bet-ueen'

'
-

dxfferent offender charactenstxcs and recxdxusm (Bu:.khuxsen & Hoek.sr.ra,

197-’¢ Carlson, 1973 Gend!eau Hadden &Lexpcxger, 1979 Nufheld 1982

Rogers, 1981; Simon,, 1971 Waller,. 197&)

.

- . a - " "t

'As was’ prevmus}y noted ot.her addxnonal faccara to the dxtferent |

. charactenst u:s of Lh‘e .samprle under sgudy may contu.«.e-&o mfluenc 1-ng Lhe

~ a . 4
\ -

: r~a:.e of r.ec1d1v~1.sm.. =L -sum,.t-l\eser'xnclude. “the operatxonal defmx.Ll.on of

' »

. - y - .
recxdwxsm. Lhe vanous sources “Qf dat.a, the d),ve:’se range* of anluswn dt

’ N

orfences and the lengt.h o£ Lhe follou up petmd However., whxie a beuer

e
"~

: u‘nderatandmg of recxdxvxsm rat.es may be échxeved Lhrough t.he utxlxzal mn .

-

of more comprehenswe and accurat.e recxdwxsm mdlces, LL. l.S st. 111 dxffxcult

P e

r.o generalxze about. Lhe pre*cJ.se rétes of recxdw;sm. Waldo and Gnswold

, . s

(1979) cogc‘luded r.hu. Lhe p\roporuon of recl.dlvmt.a |.n pa:txﬁar studres . L

4 - N N

requu:e specxfmauon (e).at.).ng Lo t.he defmu. 1on of rec x.dwx.sm, the cha:ac-
) " ‘

LerLsLxcs of Lh’e sample under study am} t,he tollow-up penod and that such -

.. . . -
0 . . B - s B » . —
A . . P B . L.

The ,Effl.caCy of Rehabl.\luanon S e e e R
'. The Lsaue of wher.her u x.s mqre effectwe 1.0 pumsh cnuunnls pr )

- . '. » X . )

Lry to rahabLLLLaLe Lhem has been a matter of longstand:.ng dbbate. . _Tﬁg .

A N
-"' .‘.' '.1. N

predomnant Lwenueth cem.ury view haa genernllvy Eavored rehahxht.au.on. '

: Thxs p‘hxlosophy is baSed upon humamta:xan xdeald Lhdwxduahzed Lreagmenl B

“ ' R . . )

e s




- :~. . ‘ ) o : ' - o . 21
- e and the’ use “of dxscreuon as- shown by, mdete:mxnate sentencxng, whereb@

Ny - release depends upon an’ l.ndl.vl.dual s prog:esa and reform

’ -I.n the Um.Led Stat.es Lhe Pres LdenL s Commxssi.on on Law Entorcemem

and Admtnlstrauon of Jusblce (1967) thh nandate to survey and evalua;e

I crune and eriminal }ust.l.ce, suppqrted Lhe rehabl.ht.atwe rar.her than

- ‘pumuve‘,approach Thi,s Comml.sslon recommended both communlty—onent.éd

.
R e

, ) Lreatment of mdwdual offenders and refom of Lhe oommunu.y 'y soqx.al

.
! ’

polexcql and eeonomxc structures whxth cont‘rxbute Lo poverty, socuu

oo - . [ . ’ . . -
E . .‘,\ . \ ... T, M - oy . . P ,.u . ’, .X,.

l,nequuy and crme. . S e . R A

~o - . S

h'l.thm a decade of r.he release of Lhe Presxdent 8 Comml.suon, t.he . - S “

. head of Lﬁe Fedecal' Bureau of Pusohs, an agency known for u.s Erequent T

. support oE L}]e rehabxlual l.OI‘l mddel B announced Lhal. correcuons is dl.scard-

<. mg q.he credo Lhat. rehebxluation should be the maxn :eason Eor incgrcers I el

ar.x.on (Halleck &thte 19r7) A:. approxmately Lhe same Lme Lhe me.scry o

] .

- , of Lhe Soln.cn.tor General, xn Canada abandoned co:recuonql rehabxluauon as’ .o . .
" gajo_r vgoal in fa,vor 'of an OPPorLumLLes model" wuh a dual emphasxs on L ] | :
"o ‘ ' % E
: !
* B B PR
; b
S 3
-'—_ faCL. the ducussmn pa’per enutled ’l‘he \Role of Federal Correcuons in . ;
Canadé (1977), suggested t.hat an offendet shou[d never be gwen a pnson ‘o ‘ S

- sencence Eor Lhe pUrpose of recelvmg Lteatmem ot rehabxlxtar.mn. )

\

Ll The gradual move away frofn rehabxluet.' sLarLed in. t.he 1970 s, :

' [
-.‘

- . -

’ endxng a cent.ury dom:.nated by Lhe rehabxluat.ive xdeal (Cu),len 6 lebert, '

1982 Plat.tner, 1976) Intellectual opposxuon w rehabxntauon Lheory

AI.
N |

was geneully espoused by beeral th;hke:s who belxeved t.hat rehabxlxtac x.ve '

. ,
'
, . . e , W .
. ’
) * .
.
’ . s P K ' « W [T A Ty - ~ -
' : . ~ A , . - - PR -
dtatn, N im e — e b s -t Wagipt e 0 -
) F S VRN T PR - RSO [ PR ~ N
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I'reatment was coercive, making victims out of of fenders, whose indeterminate
‘'sentences are subject to judicial and parole discretion and whose releage is
tied Lo" parLicip’ation‘ in various programs. As t.he American Fr1enda ‘Service

-'Comxtt.ee (1971) sLaLed in their book em;l.LLed Struggle for Just.i.ce,' mixing

_Lreacment wuh coencxon 1.n the penal sysr.em not only lengchens sentences

22

- and’ xncreases che suffetlng and t.he sense of 1n_]ual.1,ce, it also v1txates':

.' t.he Lreatment progtams that are ltB Juatxfxcatlon“ (p. 97).
Authors such as Fogel (1975) Jobson (1977) Horns (1974) and '

".Hu'ach (1976) vere comm].‘t. ted to t_he establxahment of a more lxberaI humane

on .

and fau' system based Upon pn.ncx.ples of Jus(. deserts" (where t.he punxsh-' '

L3

ment. fxts Lhe offente and not the dffender) and deteﬁmate aentencmg,- -

T

- %

'.AEO"I.: -1) the replacement of Lhe rehabxlltnuoh model uxth ‘@ Jusuce mode% ;
o -charactenzed by flal. Legxslat;.vely—fxxed sentences based upon the offenﬁ

L 2) restnctmn of Judxc1a1 dmscreuon, 3) a reducnon in the length of

: .;where lengr.h of st.ay in pnson 13 predet.ermmed. ’[hese authors advocated S

prxson t.erms 44) the--’abol:.t.-xon of parole, 5) the ;expansan ‘of voluntarx '.-

rehabxlnauon programs and 6) greater protectxon of the mrnates rigtiis

'_(Cul.l.en & Gllbert 1982) . Othecs such as van, den Haag (1975) nnd leson'

* (1975) emphasxzed Lhe more consetvauve and utxhtanan aspects of punu;h-,,

'_custodlal confinement. - _ )
. T, » .' . . L . '
Iron;cally, it was a coalxuon o£ bot.h 11beral and coneewat.l.ve

st

' "ment and del.errence achleved Lbrough the- gteater use of 1ncapac1tat.10n or .

authors m Lkus fxeld t.hat deala a severe blow to rehabxlxtatxon phxlo-'

L.

. -sophy.\ For extnnple, reforml.ng lxberals bell.eved LhaL the aystem waa based

3

.

on CQQI’.‘&\IVE rehabxlltau.on whxch vxcumzed t.he offender, whxle conser-

. vatives .eued Lhe syst.em ns permitung mtol.erabl.e vict.mnutl.on of

TR Uu T —— ey s 5 P

B -
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effecttVe dtscuseed{tradxt ional problems related to defuut ion and measure-

the innocent citizen. Both of these groups were determlned to, repldce

the prmcxple of>rehab11uatxon and the mdetermnate sentence by _]ust
deserts and determtnancy (Cullen & thbert,‘l982)

'However, the most seveére. setback to rehab).lttattort theory came

from those reaeamhers whose fxndmgs questtoned the e—fhcacy of correc----'\ .
tl_onal treatment Thxs group suggested that many programs Wete not .
effect ive in reducmg reCz.dx.vzsm regardless of the).r rehabtlxtat Lve orte'nta-'.;‘._',. e
t-l.on... 'Ihl.p led to eounter-clatum b_y other researchers ln the fteld (e.g.., -

Cullen & Gllbert, 1982} that correctlonnl treatment does work and -t‘ha_t-

- . . I-F‘ ’.,,..\' . LN .

) addxtx.on the cost- effect weness of alternat we communxty-'based cotrect lonal

L -‘_‘l_'

,programs b_ecame more agpar.eqt -about'thi's same t_tme.(Ch'an & Ertc:son, _1981;.

T23 s

'\:ehabxlttatton éffers a more - humane, cartng and hopeful system.' "ir‘l.' .

1 Scull; 1977)_.- This ‘Eactor_:,-' as wéll. as Lhe questioning of these. views

1

. a
- P

this field.

.'Early eira']:uat ive ’research finding_. Eva‘luat ive -reseerch 'Ein'd.ihg'a'

prxor to the uud i9707s generally quehttoned the effttacy of correcttonal .

.Lreatment, but dxd oot call for 1!‘.8 replacement. . Instead-, aome early

reviews of"evaluat ive 'studie’s 'whrle ftndu’l‘g. no thdence that 'prog.rams wére .

ment (Cressey, 1958) aand advoca‘ted Eor the deVelopment of better thera-'

peutic interveat ions (H?}aton, 1959) - ': _'. : N R

. The xelauve 1neffect1vehess of correcttonal treatment progrém&-

“gave rise to the focusing of attention on evaluative research efforts. in - . .

and the general U\‘adequacy of the research methodalogtea employed were

promtnen_t themeé An re\uewa of evaluati.om studlea 1h the fteld of'

cur’i:.’ettiohé. Batley 8 (1966) review of 100 evaluatwe reports from a broad -

[PPSR S




Den - . range of correctxonal stud1e9 conducted bebween 1940 - 1960 found I.Lct.le

.

evxdence to support the effxcacy of correttxonal L;ﬂahment or the adequacy

. L ,of Lhe research mgl.hodology to assess rehaba.luauon Sxmlatly, Logan s

— .

$- AP
)12/)/xt.emmve survey of sludles publxéhed pn.or to l970. reveal.ed that L. T

. e not one study (of those 100 tev,l.ewed') met. al.l anena proposed by Lhe

. 1w - . ] =
* author ~as_.mx.nmal methodolog_x_cal_. r.equuem‘ents Eot an adequar.e expe‘rxmental o *\_P
b desi-g'n. . -Silﬂi.l-ar'l.y,"-re'searche'r-s-,‘ after revxewmg Lhe :esults of vanous

. [ ' . LI o~
. . D - . K

.correcuonal Bnd treament alternauves, conclu,ded t.hat there 18 lu.tle, .
e L S ;f any, evxdence te suppbrL Lhe rehabﬂuatxve et'fu;acy of one treatmenb. ’

B N ’
S . P v P L

"‘_alternal.l.ve oVer another »(Robmson & Smxth i971~ Schnu-r*, 1965)~ e "

N The dxsappomnng Exndings of e‘grly m\lesmgatwns into the- eEEec-'

tweness of correctlon&l treat.mem. generaﬁy areused only the mterest of'

¥

a small n‘umber oE academlc and pro:essxunal pract at Lbners [n short, Lhere ' ) . !

was mmunal lmpacl bn correct,mna,l polxcy or planmug and the predomnant'

ehabxkuauon phLLosophy unul Lhe appearance aof Mart xnson Vg (1974) semmal

. . ~

;;'_\. R rr.xcle._ Thu atucle, com.ammg con;radtctory result.s from exLensn‘ve-

research un thE effects of correcu.onal mterventwns, st Lmulated a re-eva?

uauon of correcuonal phllosophy and gqals. .

R - . R ) . . Fl
. - . . '
.

b N E\zaluatxve research ftndxngs‘ MErLLnson andbeyund "I‘he'HarLin's'on-.,

l ..'. N L. B o D . -

arncle (1974) waq based exclusxvely cm the fl.ndmgs from: f.he poruon of a

. hen forl.hcomng revxew ot‘ 231 creatment. studms publxshed between 1945 and

1967 (prtOn, Marunson & Wx.lks 1975),wh1ch used some measute of recxdxvxsm

.
B P N SR -

as & cru.erxon, Marunnon (1971») concluded from a cdmprohenswe revxew of e

Lhes-e 138 studxes :that “wu.h few and xsolat.ed excepuons. l.he :ehabxlu.at. iva .

K
» ’ 3

.efforts.-report.ei 80 -far_ have-'_ha_d pb.apptecxable ef,fyect._.on tecxdlv;sm- )

, (p: 25).- This. conclusion had-'a major efféct on rehabilitation and . .

|
v
1
;
!
L
!
f
i
2
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. ) .
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'-'its'promihencé in cdrrecglonal polic'y ‘In_ fact, Manmson’a fmdmgs \
started an unresolved debate over the efflcacy of correcuonel treatment
Manms\m s (1873). conclusxon was soon challenged by academcs'.

and pra'ctlnoners allke Klockars (1975) noted the absence of’ a sum.lar

) conclus fon in 'l‘he Effectiveness of Correctxonal Trea:ment (szton, Martmaon:

& leke, 1975) and observed a.tdumber of ducrepancxes between Hatt. mson 8 "

~ [

g -c‘onclusxons and 'Lhose reached in"t:he book it.se'lf.' Palm&t (l9‘75)-used.

Martlnson 8 (1974) own fmdxngs to refute l:he concluslon, as Palmer t.abu—

N " - LN W .
f .\lated t.l'le outcomes of 82 st.udms cxted by Martmson ahd shoved that 48%

S ' .ylelded faVOrable results, Sum.larly, Adéms (1976) suggested that Hartm—‘

Cy

e " son's success rate of correcuonal treatment was actually qune favorable :
'when compared to data from oLher sources Lo ST <7

... - DOther ll.»terature rev1ews perLainmg I.o Lhe effecuveness of ‘cor=
rectmnal treetmem. generally arnved at’ conclusmns smxlaf: to t.hose of

Martmson (197&) k'nght and” Dlxon s (1977) survey ‘of the lnerature on

Juvenxle delmquency prevennon efforts between 1965 and 19710 concluded .

4

. that "no delmquency prevennon strategxes can. be defmuely recommended".
.p — .
: (p. 60) Sl,mxlar conc lusions were reached by Brody (1976) aft.er revlewxng

v

s ‘rehablll.t.atwe LnsLLLuLLonal treatmenr_ p:dgrams for delmqu.ent qffenders .
in bot.h Brl.cal.n and Lﬁe Ur:l.t.ed SLat.es, and by Berkothz, Englander, Rub;n‘

| o & Hprrall (1975) who revxewed 19 studxes of programs vanouslx Lntended to .
rehabxl‘uate criminal and delmquent. offenders.' Greenberg (1971) tevl.ewed :
\over 100 evaluat ive studxes of correctxonal treatment’ programa conducted'-

in the Umted SLaLes Lo 1915 and concluded Lhat. these mt.ervent.:.ona, rangmg

"from early dxversion Lo post releaae programs, had. gene:ally ful.ed t.o‘
. >

e

reduce tec:.d).vstn He revealed that t.he £ew favbrable, But modest results':

. - Co. . . . e . H
'




o e e T

.'they would lrkely be arrested fewer times followmg treatment, accord:.ng

- ho probab,rlrty théory._ C N jL-" '

assertien .thst "nothxng works only'-a sll.ght exaggeratron _(pp 140- llol)
|

Much more favorable results were reported by Gendreau and Ross

B}

(1979') These 'authors' snalyz"ed 95 treatment studrea condd.'cted -betwe’en",' -

- )

1973 and. 1978 that .employ.ed -at least .a quasx-experlmental desxgn, contatned -

6.

obtained through evaluatxons serxously 1ack1ng in r-xgor, made the blanket .

‘a statxstxcal analyses of data, and reported a follow-up per“wd of at. least .

I '

slx months~. They reported thst\a number of t:eatment mterventlons have

proven effect Lve wlth offender popuJ.at 1ons with some acblevmg cdns:tderable‘

[ + ’ N o ’

success in reducmg recxdxvism. S T

1]

Srmllarly, & study whl.ch examned groups‘of chromc dellnquents

-

. & . T
posrtl.ve results (Hurray, Thompson and Isreal 1978) Thls study revealed_ -

't.hat the Erequency of rearrest durmg the average L month f'ollow-up perl.od .,

decreased by 501 to 752 accordmg to bhe program, wlth fewer post-relesse

13 -

Thie findings suggested thst the more rest rrctwe the degree of- superv1.s1qn,

. -,

. the greater the réductron of post—release arrests. o

v

Another group of researchers (McCleary, Gordon, HcDowsll & Msltz,

-

:

'.who had been non—rahdomly assrgned to correctmnal program rangmg from " *

-rncarceratron to less custodral, gounnunl.ty-based programs also reported"

‘offences “for youth who were mcarcerated or removed from the comunlty. .

- 1979) rn;h.cated that hxgh pre-treatment delmquency rates, suggested that .

the post-mtervent 10n results mght be accounted 'for by a regressron arti-.’

' fact whl.ch J,s essenuslly a natural drop (or mcrease) from a hxgh (or low)

“rate) For example, 1f delmquents are srreated at extremely high* fre-

qpency durmg the year pnor to, observst:.ons of correctronal xptarventmn,

]

—z

i



+ sion arufact In fac!., Lhese delanuencs had rates of arrest wh"Eh were

. 2., (B

v

&L\rra'y and “Cox - (1979a, ) 19'79'b)'- afrer ‘an -éxh'aust.‘iVe' series of -

analyses desrgned to contrql for Lhe effects of regressmn and other’

'y

~possible, explanauons, contradxcted Lhrs nouon They concluded tht Lhe

93 .
. delmquenls in Lhe sample dx_d not conform to uhe tequxrements of the. regres-

mcx‘easmg stéaaxly ever- ume,.ral.her Lhan fluctuatmg around aCéo%s\\a,hL.

avgrage. Sppport. Eor t.F\eu' El.ndmga came from Empey (1919) who was an,

,advocate of rehableLaLLon phxlosophy, and W).lsr’n (1980) a’ supporter of.‘.'.' E

- - 4

s 'deterrence phxlosophy, who suggested Lhat 'Lhe s{udy of- rehablhtauon and

.o

. the study ef deterrence be merged. . '\ S o '

Other fmdmgs have shown consxderable promxse in specxhc afeas.a ;

‘These mclude behavxor modx.fxcauon programs in commum.ty correctxonal_.'

I‘ il

setungs ('Ross WKay, 1978) work release Wu{e 1977) hnannal assxs-‘ -

stapce to released oEfendeta (Mall’ar & ThornLon, 1978) educaL wnal programs .

.~‘1.n penal msLLLquons\ (Ayers, Duguld Montague & Holowrndyk 1980) and~

-_-(LeCLa:.r, 1983) Lo ) \ - I_ R L

- xtaLmn‘ In 1Ls fu:st. volmne by Sechrest, White aad Brown (1979) Lhe P nel. '

) p'roduce a rlé,crease‘-m recxdxv-msm.' However‘l ‘the Panel c'auuoned that

commum.ty re:.ntegratron programs such as - £url.ou§\s and hzbfway houses

T Such 153ues and confusxon surroundmg Lhe debaLe over the effec- )

PR

vaeness of rghabrluatmn programs led Lhe Nauunal Academy oi Sczences, o

in 1977 to, creaLe a Panel on Research on Rehabxluauon Technxques in.

order to aaaess Lhe state of knowledge about the eEfecL iveness of rehabxl-‘ -

) . N

[4 i

'concluded LhaL L'Lpton Martmson and ‘w:.lka.- (1975) were esp_enr.xally'correct XA

Ln Lhe:.r appraxsal -of Lhe rehabiluauon lxter ure, as Lhere bas '.no"---

‘evrdence for ahy mLervenuon uuh crmmal offen;lers that could relubly‘,_

~

N 8 . . PR A B . A" [l
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N .




28

Martingon's conclus;.on thaL noLthg works" should be quall..fled More

i

B

specl.fl.call.yl Lhe facL that_ potenmal mtervenuona had not yet b/n Lrled_l_
. -, N

and exxscmg tesearch had been unsaL Lsfactor:.ly conducted m&y s:.mply mean

that nothmg trled to dat.e had been demonstret.ed to work Suggesnons .of . o J

succesafu]. rehebllltauve effort.s t.hi:oughout the hteruture and t.har. some e ,"' -

treatment p‘rograms are effect we for certaln eubgroups of offenders , contr}z .
N L '

~

buLed to the Panei s strongeat recommendatl.ori - that reseax;él on offender. !

. rehabxlltatlon be pursued more vxgorously, more synematn:ally, more . ' “h
Lmagxnatxve-ly and more ngorously" (p. .10) In a secona pubhcatxd’n by . B

-~ . . '

Martm, Sechrest amd Redner (198L) Lhe Panel oontmued to promote e.fforts T o

. .- i Lo , )

. . . ’
.‘Lo fmd more effecr.we :ehebllu.atmﬁ strat.egLes. L . s ) { \\

h IO o e B . N

Gendreuu and Rogs (1979) suggested r.hat labellmg the offender’ 4s

J ' ~ - N R R

"e ncourages the correcu.onal sysLem Lo escape its own. responsx—

’ "ant rear.able

'bleLy regardmg rehabuhtatid{x These auchons conunued to xeaffxrm, _ ST S B
b T : / . ) .
'.poeznve fmdrmgs of revxews of che correcuonal luerat.ure in'more reoent' ’

- \

"publlcatxons (Gendreau & Ross,_l981e, 1981b; Rose & Ge.ndreau!--l?S.O).'.~' N

* v

- Fu‘rther-, _lee'y- (.19,82‘) cntlel.z.ed' the _nadeciuate’ httentio.r;'t.h‘et reviews . . ) L

' - .. : v
- N
‘- ce . -

. heve -gi,v-en' "t-‘o 'mi.me.roue' —fa‘voi"abl:e results’ of:‘ correcuonak progtema, s I
‘-_'.partlcularly thoae mvolv.mg‘ defmable aub-populatxons .of offenders' :” " e -
) ;who have been ‘subject” to" dl.fferent.).al progtammmg. - B . :, L .. _— 1',--_
"'. f,ndteau and . Rossa(l981b} repbrted Lhat ptngranm. successful m'““’." g

K :,reduémg eecxdlvxsm encompassed a renge of modqlnlea from empldyment akllls" -

) tra!.m,ng to. £am11y Lherapy However -t.hese aur.hors also cautloned Lhat. a"_ S N

. )
= - ooyl

L prepcrlptmn for effeccwe anerveann should employ dxﬁferencml t:reut-‘.".l ST T

ment, as not al.l ptogtm work fo_i all types of offendets or in. all_."', oo

’
"

aet-.un'gq.‘ S1mllariy,.-Har‘ren (‘1977) _found_thut.-, 'bhr lmpgct. of treatment. .is .; L -
. . ! Lo . . R L \ o " N \
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sy e

. vent 1ons .

..,

s

not as.much.inéffeétive as it'iS'complex.

tant

She'concluded that it is impor~

v

to recognr.ze dxfferences among offenders along wrth

~

id‘ent\.ify ing

programa accordlng to then.r drfferentxal approprtatenesa for dxfferem. klnds

' 'of offen‘dera.

t e

’ '

1978

e - -

1983)

Y- '4"

' The d-i.fféi‘e'ntiall

,' parttcular condxtmns, "has been atrbngly advocated by Palmer (1974 1975

g

. ‘v

f-,.

N

-

1 .
mterventmn approach to tteatment,

-

that 13,

. ‘.thst some off-enﬂers wlll. respond poartxve}.y to cel;taun apptoafches undﬁr

Jl‘or example,_i‘almer noted that” a tBVleH of exper‘xmenta}.'

a.tudx.es x:qualed zhab vhrle 20- 252 o£ experunental program& have reducea

recxdlvlsm Eot [.he1r total target grpups, _an addrtlonal 10 152 of these.'

1983)

-

Diff'e:rential ~int-erv'en"t,ibn i.'a simi lar to‘ba'sfc tre‘atment amenability

.

>

o programs have reduced rec;dxvxsm for one or more’ subgroups Only (Paimer,

(BTA) whlch asserts that partlcular typG:a of of‘fendera are amendable to a

- ~

Adams (1'961)

-1

Laaer (.1975) and WLLaon (1980) aupported thxs BTA

N

l

.

{

[3

~

- vl.ewpoxnt whlch ~suggested that correttmnal treatment ¢an be effectlve for

’ mrtted to a career in crlme ‘but’ meffectwe and poasx.bly cdunterproduct ive

2 - -

o

mdwuluala, wha~ 1ack .an mlernalxzed set of ata\larda)

_J~.

LY

Y

v

for thoae not “dmenable to treatmenta,(e,g. s .‘lpower-onented " marupulatlve

amenable offenders (e B, the young, verbal and neurotxe) who are not. com-.'

thle dxffarent perapectwea about \\hxa not:.on exrdt, the gap-.'

cbncernxng the efhcacy of correctxonal treatment seema ‘to- be gettxn&.

- i 3

s .

el nhrrowe‘r‘as r'evefaled m arttclea respreaentlng ponuo’ne on "the effective— '

s

IJEBS IB‘BUB

.
- DI

publ.:.sheda in the 1981 ed1t1on of CAnadl.an Paycholou.. For

example Amus (1981) whxle suggeating t.hat. Martinaon (1974) waa correct,"

. my

29
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S

v

ateted t.hat Martinson did not claifn that "hot.hi'qg works", but that reaéei’ch
mvblvmg parr.x,cular treatment strategles hed fa,xled to provxde scxentx-

fxcally sound and replxcable knowlnge-.

'effxcxency and methodologlcal r,igor

skepu.pal mddle",,‘ uuggested that _more’ scxentxfxc reeearch ie: needed td

' overcome the: mnbxguxty of ava:.lable data, o ,".

(Marunaon, 1974) that "nothmg wotks".

recid lVlBL 1

~ » R o v " T

t

.,_'

»

° s
. ., . N

f . < \ . . ’ :

° it '.',lx'.

I3
[N

{ Hattxnson s (1979) later compleuon of a broader’ range of researchw

0

P " . -« .

'h

S

’

. ential mtervenuon/ pour.xon,' sxm;lar to Lhab of Palmeu s (19755)

Gendreau (1981), a proponenr of
. rehabxlxtauon, argued that the alterhauve ofcdete:rence (the mhl.bltmg

\ 4 qeffe'c:t that penal‘tues on cnmmal actleDy have, on people ot‘her than ghe :
: pum.shed offender) represente a pan\acee for the "nor.hi.ng works" proponenta.
: Yet‘Gendreau clamed -that tesearch reveals Lhe deterrance doctnne was -
'mfeuot t)' correctz.cmel r.reat.ment in terms of effectweness,‘ coat

'Coons (1981)1 represent;ng the

mcluded 555 studxes, -and led hun to regect hu -ong).nal concluuon
In this tegard he noted that undex‘
‘,;:ert.am clrcumst.anges rehabxlxtatxon programs “are - effectxve in lowen.ng

t is.interegting to nore that thlB is esaenually e dxffer-

who

;, L engnged Hartmson 1Y this effect.iveness debate. : Recentl}\_)l’almer (1955)

-
B [ RS

: oLated that. the correfnonal debue now takes place between two modetate

'campn that do not express the optinism of the 19603, ‘notT the peasunsm of

. the 1970s. L .
R L 1 \, . %
s i - :
- : Different ul i.m.ervenr. ion-and buuc tteatm,nt amenabxlu.y auppor-
L tera compose whatn Palmer®(. 1983) temu a u'mgume cmp“ wl-n.ch helxevea tl?at

suqceuful progrm ofben reduca recidwim by sdbstantul amounts, thet

LA O e

v

Iy
‘)

. various approachea c.au now be :‘ecmended nnd that . r.he success of vanoua

progrm can be increued through proguﬁ/offender mat chxng. Adherenu;of

o

.

=

o

-7




. ' ' . - . . ) ; . . ,

.

sucéessful programs reduce~ recidivism by only small a\noum.“s ‘and that "poor

R ) methodology leaves research atudxes thhout. evx.dence as to whac successful

-

N correc‘tlonal treatment .is. Gonsequently, -xeferrals t.o rehabxhtatxon

? ' programé become prob"lem‘at.ic. H0wever both sides concur that due to complex

N i X : FERY !J\ v v

N Lo

R R apd xnt.erre‘l.at.ed problgmsf "multlple modglll‘.)f" approaches should be: used ,

. ~
' at ? > - . \ .-‘

R and program/o‘ffende.r matcm.ng accordlng Lq needs, interests and lxmt.at.l.ons
) - ' . \ ¥ . . ..
' * of the offender subgr.oug should ‘be empioyed Ced =". SR
' . . [
. . e . S

.o “ i . B 1 2 e . . . a ,
3 . ) L . .

f BRN

R - ’Rhe Orxgxns and Effecuveness of GRCs ' \\) / _

e " the "skeptical eanii:" believe that féw rehabilitation programs work, that

.

v : : The development of communu.y-bas,ed .resxdent.ul centres or halfuay

P F . :“ . vy s > ¢
hou&es as .a means. of t.reat.a.ng 3uvem.le and edult offenders is relatxvely

. o - \ - .

- reqenc.' Centurxes of cruel harel; treatment of uffenders fol.lowed by a
rehabxlxt.au.on phxldsoPhy which promoted unprmonmenc and 1eolatxon for
4 . P o v . .
t.hose who came into confllcg with the law meant that in North Amerxca, the
. . !

movement. toward halfway houses did, not ‘take place unt.11 tl’n.rt.y years ago.

However halfway ‘houses may be. craced to t.he uuddle of r.he s:.xth

] ‘.

Vo cent.ury uhen St. Leonard founded a monastery near Limoges, in France. He

/ : . accepteﬂ ex—offendera Lht-o ths monastery, whose release he secgred by usipg

- ’ Lo

hl\k mfluence with the l(mg of the Franks. st, Leonard. since venerated

-
Ve

. - a8 .th pat.rgieamt.of.-pnsonets, has been the mspx.ratxon for relxgxous

A t:ommum.tféa- which .accept offenders for varying per).ods of residence

P ORI ‘ers-(BolL 4 1982) ., st

Halfway houses for youthful offenders or131nated in England ‘in the

g - '."-'lla‘l\:e eighteenth cent.ury_ (l(eller & Alper, .1970). Dunpg the 1850's, Sit’
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. . . .

Walter Crofton developed Lhe' “intermediate stage" or Ifish system which
.,enabled kaate}to avai'l'r'.hemseives of the transitional experience into the
" com.mumt.y consxsung of three s'tages " After spending a tera in maximum

’ /

"securxty, a second stage permitted an offender to work’ outside the institu-
tion durmg Lhe day and return Lo Lhe mLe_rme(_'h.aLe mstuut‘mn at night.
In Lh‘e fm‘al stage, an offender was gra'nr.ed .a "ticket of lea've." essentially

,Lhe forerunner of modern p'arole. However, it has been only l.n recent years

ot

-t.haL the second etage, or"” r.he uge of the halfway house has become -

o remtroduced Lnlo releaae programs (Jamea, 1968)

. \;'\. . - Y \

R The earliest documenlatxon of the acceptaqce of halfway houses

) i‘n,N:or:h America appeared in 1817,'when the-Massachusetts Prison Commission

T
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recotmn'eoedl;a temporary residence .for discharged, and/or destitute offen-.

L, - . .
ders, who were often forced to commit new offences out of necessity.

However, the Massachusetts Legislature let the matter temain dormant and
- - - . .
when it was revived a decade later, it was rejected out'of a fear of
‘ Y

"contamination"--a fear whxch had led to the adoption of the sohtary and'

K . ’
stlent system of prxson ducxphne in uae at the time (Powers, 19 )< Lt

" was not unu.l. 1845, Lhat Lhe fxrsr. Amerxcan halfway houae was opended by

¢

a group o{ Quakers in New Yo:k CLLy, an'd despne pubhc opposxtx.on, this.

‘house has survxved as Lhe Iasac T Hooper Home. Nmeteen years [ater, the

- °

Exrst. halfway,houae l.l'! Haasachusetu fmally opened in Bostbn. This facil-

4 ' --

) . .

ity waa depxgned for women released Erom institutions and operated for about

K -
NENC s !
=

t.went.y years (Keller & Al.per, 1970).\ * . -

At the close of the nu\eteenth century, Lhe halfway house movement

«

in the Unued ‘States began to accelerate.  The hrst. "Hopa Hall" was

l

eatabhshed in 1896“ and by the early twentxeth century thare wece Hope

-

[ S
N

——mm
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. guidelines and standards for.halfway houses a'imed at the development -of

' T . Y T .
ho_uaes‘(All'en et al.,;'1979), N

Halls operating in seven states. .Howeve"r most of these hoises soon closed.'

and eventually all ceased oi)erat ion.. Itonxcally, asKelleratd A/per (1970)
N \
pointed out, parole authorxues pIayed a part in r.he dxscontmuance of these

houses, as they agreed~that regulations did not pemxt former p_nsoners to

asgsociate with one another. Thus, halfway houses were vi'nual ly ndn—‘eiia-

tent from the 19305‘. to the 1950s.. By the 19505, grow:Lng dxsnafugacnon

with prison's relauve Lneffectxveness and Lhe behef that-a Lransxt xonal

’

home vas needed to facxl:.tate the offender 8 remtegratmn back mto the

Y

commumty, led to Lhe proleeratxon of halfway Jxouses (Carlson & Sexter// -

1977). 7 R '

The Internauonal Halfway HouseAssocxatxon (I 1 A }vas organ*

’

ized- m 1963 hy staff and “Gthers mvo.lved in the Ope_ratlon of ‘halfway’

houses_. Five yeats later' it vas accepted as-an’ affllxate %the Amerxcan

Correctional Assocxauon. Among other responsxbxlu;xes, the I A.H.A.

-

publishes a ‘current dxrectory ,yhxch llqta eeveral hundred reudentul

facilities ?ch provxde programs jnd serv1cea Lo ex-offenders (U S. Bureau '

6_!5 Prisons, 1972). It has ‘also developed. éomp.rleh"enaxve tecomet_ldauons for

?

7

_effective programs and the promotion of an accreditation process for halfway

.
'

In Caneda, the fxrst CRC or hal fuay house primarily for ex-offen-

3 -

ders was the Beverly Ledge which opened in Toronto in 1954 (Outenbnde et

’ - -

" al. , 1972). . Smce thal L"lme, Lhe number of?!RCs have increased to auch an

v

,éxtem;'~ Lha_t they nov "total well .over, two hundred (Dxrectory of

v

Co'm'l:.nunig-Based 'kesxdenuxl Centrgt 1981 -82), _and muut meet minimum

.. v.

‘.'st.anda'ifds."estpbiished by the Hl.nistry of the Bolicitor Geperal, in

S -y

N3




iy

.3“:. . \

consultauon- wuh a cross secuon of CRCs if they wlsh Lo 'be approved
.-‘,Lo acc_ept_ federu referral{ (‘Ze.xtoun, 1978) .Nevfou,ndland s E_x;st
CRC- for adulL ex- ox:fenders, 'k'nown as.Howard' H'ous.e',.:w'as esL‘a.blis',hed-

" on CarrLson Hillin S(.. John s by the John Hcllard Socxety in: 1977 ("Halfway

House Approved", 1977) S
In r.he 19603, Lhe move Loward CRCs Ql' halfyay houees held r:he

" . . '1q|

prom.se of a realxsnc alternahve r.o msntuuonxlxzauon. CRCs ptovlded

.o . P
,
’

a much needed supporr. to. h lp the ex-unmate become remcegrated x.nr.o r.he

comh:um.ty, and/or i 50 lement to vanoua foms of cond;tmnaL release.

. In fact., 1.L uas suggested by James (1968) thaL analytxcal studxes on halfway
houses were needed to replace t.he deecnpuve st.ud Les"r.o ¥ va-hdate
- sc1entxf1ca[1y the seemmgly verified hypothesxs Lhas the haIfway house is”

playxng a vual role in Lhe rehablluatxon éf offenders“ (pL. 573) ' S .

.
e

3 ,: The research oq CRCs have generally not: supported t,he optxmxsuc . ) .'.

clalms Lhel their programs effechvely reduce teCldl.Vl.sm.. Keller and Alper -

, R . s s N

(1970) conELuded Lhat on Lha basl.s of avaxlable research halfway '.h'ouse.

.

ptograms ;annot Be tated- in compan,sgn,_ t_o,eagh p;he:. Smularly, prwn : SR .

‘et al. '(1975) 'r:ep'orte& LhaL of ‘the f.-ive studies Lhey -.revn.ewed on. halfw_ay-

PRI B \ DAY

houses that met Lht cntena for’ xnol.uenon m thexr surv.ey, Lhree rEporLed

no ngm.fwant d1f (rence m faaxlure rates between experrmem.al and conLrol .

groups. One study\gho’wed grea{er success for Lhe control gtoupﬂwhxle the :

only st.udy that. repo:ted posuxve eEEeCLs for a halﬁwdy house p:ogram,

-n,‘

'hréported dlfferenual effect.s 6n dxﬁfex‘en: .cal.egones of res:.dentm AR

3

Greenbe:g 61977) clLed s;.x studxes of halfway houses, none of wh).ch :evealed

[ X L%
:.'.

. a sxgnxfxcant x:edut:tmn ia recxdivxsm. Suilwan, SxegeL and Clear (I9?4)

e e, . A

revxewed Len evaluauve dr.udx.es on CRCs and sdggested that. whxle CRCs mght
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allevxate some human sufferlng, they generall.y have " aot been shown to’

oW reduce recxdxvxsm , o .'. LT : s
. o . g .

'I‘he wost cdmprehenswe review of research fmdmgs on CRCs was

'_ COnducted by Carlson and Sel.Ler (1977) 'l‘hes_e. authora".reviewed 55 qva-lu-
\'ar.:we st.ud ies of. adult_ halfway houses m" the United S'Lates ,: 35 of which
:.ncluded poat. release oul come data abour_ t,be resxdents. of th.‘ese‘studies,

-

-only two' had expetunenr.al desxgns, wh:.le seventeen utl.ll.zed quasx—experl-

" mental -gesx.gns and. sxx_t.eep wer,e noq—expenmentglu The sr.udx.eg ‘which .-
: utilized -expex‘im‘am.'al rand 'quasi-:expertmental des’iﬁns did not find a

I3

v statxstlcally sxgnxfxeant reductxon in recxd:.v:.sm. Nevertheless, based".‘_"~

upon some encour&gmg fmdl.ngs in the qausx—expermental atid non-expen—

ment al halfua)a house ptogtms, these authora “concluded Lhat such CRCs are

M \
-

.f_ ( L . effecuve in relntegtaung Lmnat.es returm.ng to’ t.he comupunuy.\ Sxmlarly, ¢
R “ ' : - "
L Beck’ (1979 1981) found that. federal halfway houses have a lxmxtea effect

) - -

on recxdxvxsm but that Lhey do provxde a useful servxce in finding employ- .

ment.», which has helped some types oE offeuders avoxd further cnuunal:

iavolvement., .., - ¢ .
{ . r .
Ia ?nada, very httle resenrch'has been conducted on Lhe effxcecy. .

»

- ‘ of j;Ble. A study of p:ovmc:.al CRCd lo ted in Wmnxpeg, merely exqmmed -

the petcentage of resxdém.s who suoceesfully cotdpleted then' stay at t.he

» s

CRC and the charactensuca and factora asaocmted with auccess and fulure

P

- K (McIvor, Horner & Boxtt;aux, 1979) LT e

- ~ 'l ' v e :
A much mo:e ‘extensive atudy wgs hndertaken by Ardr,on/(1978) who
’. ‘ / *
) ’ completed a follow—-up of a study conducted by Sone (1976)/ 'l‘hxs study com=

pared men referred to ‘ten ‘CRCs wuh a group-v:rf men part:.cl:par.mg in.a

*

Lemporary absence progtam. It cortel.ar.ed one yenr. recxdivhm dat.a wi.r.h

' [
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R how recxdwxsm u foperauonally defzned r.he sdurees of. data whxch nre AR I

N s I-. - . . . /..‘

o ) i ': ,' . '_ ) ) -.36-
.preyio,us iaformat i'or_l. obtained from a B,ackg-round_ and Characteristics form,
a Dieeharge' for‘mz end the follew-up interviews employed in r.he.‘ Sone, (_19:7'6)' .
studx;- Ardfon.(i986):eohduczed:anorher‘;tudyzwhich comoered'eme.yeer
'irecxdwxsm date for Chree’ distinct Lemporary-a‘bsence programs, ohén-of,-'

whxch utxlrzed referrels to commumr.y release cenr.ree He concluded Lhat .

Lhe outcome, uhxch showed a hxgher race of tendxvxsm Eor :eferrals Lo _: _. -

I

MLant ry-dxrected work progeccs compared wuh CRCs and mstxtutronal me-

TN B P
. . R

potary absencea, wag a refLecuon of Lhe observed dxfferences of the types- - -

. . of z.nmates acce,d.ed XnLo each program., o B : .

N NS
Ry

thle the characterxstxca of, offenders seem to be more reIated l:o '-.'-_

recxdxv;sm r.han Lhe actual CRC program,' u. appears that a CRC may help

re-mtegrate anates mto the communuy. However much more research needs

T . [
& K - .

. I" Lo be ,done concermng CRCs, before more defxnue conclusxons. can be made _

'_-as.-l.o th,eir effrcecy ia _reduczng;cummal behqvxor. '

. Lo
-

{
5 ? v

SR L " .The 'previ.ous literal.'ure'r'evfe.'w 'exemined5: l) the concept and ‘mea-

shrement_ of recxdrvxsm, 2) the’ popularny and effxcacy of rehabxluanon .

L e er correcuonal Lreatment‘. meLhods as determmed by recxd wrsm-based research

PP S .

} l * il and 3) the orxgms and eercLLvenesa of CRCs.

e . A review of the concept and measurement of rec1d1vxsm revealed that = =
P L . . [ R -.

the rat.e of recldxvrsm my "be xnfluenced to varymg degrees dependxng upon

M . o N YN ' P .

Y i \

‘ B employed the. xncluuon or excluuon of vanoua otfences and the kengch S

. of -f‘ollo_w-u.pft._xme « The revl.ew also noted that a broader and more accurate

[ Y . Lote
LI . .

, pérepective on cecidi xyxam.'may be achieved by: gn exammnat ion Qf {he ,degrees,
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Ay

of recidivism through the utilization of comprehensive recidivism indices;

an account of other factors such as the characteristics of the sample under - - B

study; and a recognition of the restrictive effect that some of the .above

recommended specifications have in . making generalizations ‘about the

finding.s. LT L T .

_ An exammatmn of rehabxhcauon pmlonophy reVealed r.hat this-
“pproach recexvud its, most‘. sevére seLback through the results of eval.uauve" - T
.L v )
research studma, starr.mg w.th Martmson 8 (19714) fmdmgs.‘ Many of the

P

studles quesuoned t.he effxcacy of corracuonal treatment. HoweVer, a-

.,.

revxew ot these z:esearch fmdmgs, ‘tevealed Lhar. wh:.le Lhe results to date .

.

have not been encouragxng, tteatment approaches such as d;fferenual

mtetvent Lon have ach).eved varymg degrees of success. 'More 'specxhcally,-

research El.ndmgs abouL CRCs hava revéaled that' whil.e Lhese prog:ams may"

have advantages such .a8 a’humane commum.ty co:rectxons approadh or an

81ternatz,ve lo Lnsur.ut.xonallzatxon, the reducnon of re_c.).dvxsm has- not

been cleerLy es]‘.abmshed Consequently,'-due r."o L'he'_-p'ahc'ir..y -of'Litér_aL;ue" o

about CP.Cs, partxculaxly in relat Lon Lo program part 1c1patgon, much mote

reSearch needs to be done in thxs area.

s
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Research Questions . . o -

The'previous literature review revealed that min‘ima]. re‘s-earch has
- .
been undertaken related ‘to evaluatmg Lhe effectweness of CRC programs
In fact, due Lo the mconcluswe Amencan research fmdmgs on CRCs and

the paucity of Canadian hterat ure on. this subjéct no apecifi:c co‘nc.luaions'

may be drawn ‘a8 to the eff{cacy of vanous CRC programs.-: i o

Thl.s quanutatwe-descrlpuve srudy represents r.he f\xt known ™

.\.

formal research effort dlrected at assessmg the e»ffecnveness of\‘ any

B
i 4

correcuonal tehabrl u.at ion program in Newfoundland . .In addit iom,
while o.ther Amencan -and. Canadlan studxes have examined CRC ef'fectivene'ss,.

‘/th.a is the-first known aLLempL to relate the degree,of resldent. program

partxcxpat Lon to pos L-progr‘am outcome as determu\ed by speel.fxc recxdxvrsm

data. However “as there .are a Jnumber of othér variab‘les uhich.will
be examrned in relat:.dn to in-program and post- program ou.Lcome a number

of research quesuona are poaed m heu Jof formal hypotheses. These
'queatxons,,therefo;e,- prov:.de “the’ framework for t.he ensuxng method .

and data anaiysed. They alao‘ at tempt’ tg mtegrat_.e_relevant. -].ssues‘
derived from .the pre\'ri.‘oua literature revigw.
This study will sdek to answer ‘the ,Eollowing.qu‘eations:'

1) | Is.thereva .general reduct ion in‘thelfrequencyr dnd seriousness

. of criminal convictiqna. following pacticipat ion in thé Howard -

B \ - N ’

'_House p‘rogram? ' S oy

2) 'Hhat are ‘the background dxfferences of former Howard Housge
.resideqt.s who have avoxded crmmal convxcuons dunng a

. L .‘.two-ye'ar follow'-up peri.od vs_._ thoqe who have rec_r.divated? N

e et e,

——————p A o —— R ) > B [ - . 4
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’ 3)

4)

5)

6)

. -participation or recidivism? ’

Thus,” the above questiond provide the Eramework for the.ensuing study.’

U A VY
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Are resideats who@ positive program ~patt.i._cip'at.ion-.mqré

' o : ' S

or less likely to avoid further criminal convictions than
v

those who participated less,.or poorly in the programl.

Are residents .who have favorahle employmerit records more

-

-or less likely' to become convitl_:t.ed of criminal offences? ‘

Is family support an important.consideration in predicting
.. R B N - .

,p'rog_rg\m participation or the likelihood .of _committ‘ing

A fur;héf offences? . , - R

Are. alcohtol and/or .drug

1 o
N

» > ' .
. . g

<
»

-

problems associated with"p,f:&;‘gram""
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e M.‘et.ho'd
The John }.loward,So'cieL_y of Newféhn_dlarid'wa& established in 1951

in St. --J,ohn's, Newfouhdland to provide services to inmates and ex—dffén—

i

’ ) ‘ f . .
déra. .This" non-governmental agency, which‘ derives its name Erom the

4o

exghteenth cent.u:y pénal reformer, i gu1ded by a volunte?r board of ...

duect,or:s and 18 funded hy federal and prov1nc1a1 grants supplemented by

N

" has offxces m St. John 8 and Stephenv:.lle, (Lhe latter bemg a .community

located on Lhe West Coast of-Neufoqhdland,). It is & member of the John

. Howard Soclety.of Canada, an ocganizat ion which represedts all provincial

“ societies &t the national level, .

puvate donauons and per dxem fees for specxalxzed services. - It currently

" . . "The Johi Howard Seciety's main gfférté are directed toward the
Ep" . S reduction of cri,.me‘.thr'ougt.\ providing obp'ortun\ities, which assist in the

. S rehabilitation of clients. . In keeping with this goal, i.t)_,Operatés a
" wide variety of programs, ranging from'.‘qoutgaefl'i-ng_of prison inmates, to
. \ . the establishment of the province's only community-based residential _centre

for ex-offenders. ,'Thé'Soci.ety ‘also advc;cptes for reform in an effort to
. improve the effectiveness of the criuii‘nal-justice system. It also provides

' - . i
' .

public-edudation :pyograms and as a crime prgvention meaax_xre,‘oper'ate's two

vantaged child¥en,

, .- ' T - . . ) - :_‘ - '." ‘. . }
The Setting . "~ .- - , ] C e
Howard Ho'uée, iﬁe Jolin)lbwa\rd Sociely’'s comunit.y-b'ased residemial

centre (CRC} for adult., male ex-offendera, ptovxded the’ set.r..mg for thu

- .

P , . study.’ Howard ﬁouse was euabluhed on Garrxson Hxll, 1n the xnner-cu.y

gro;xp l'_lomei;,locate(.l_ in St. John's and Corner Bro.ol—c,‘ for sqcially disad-"

e Pt e ot




'
PwER

. _"ﬁoc?Ned:.um aecuniy provmual instu.ution)._ Adult ' probat ion cases are - S

’ .

of St. John's, in 1977, It is a large, centrally located, 15-bed
which was built as a Victorian mansion in 1893, It offers évar"el.y‘of
. programs including’ j._ndi‘vidual counselling, tecreation, and life

coun’aeiling.' As-well, educational upgrading and grouphco'unselli'ng programs

have also been. penodxcally of fered. Residents may aleo ava11 thefigelves - °

of other John Howard Socmety servxces, auch as. 8 ed emplojrin'ént,

«gounsell.lng, as the Socxety ) offxces are locaLed in a separate section of S

the,facxlxty.- Resxdents thh specxal problems beyond the capacxty of

"ﬁo'ward ‘House or Lhe John Howard Society are reférred to other appropnate .
. . ~ D Y . . .\ B . AN
_t_a;gencies or.individuals.

Prion to ndmission, all lio-uard Hoyse. applic'ants. mus'_t'b’e accepted

by the Howard House Admlsslons Commttee. Durihg tﬁé-petiod of .Lhi's sl.udy -,

A

(Apnl 1977-May, 1981), the fxve—membe: Adm).s uons Comm;.LLee (thch meel s

weekly) was compoaed of: r.he Howard Houae Dl.rector, a board membev of the
4 1

) John Howald Society, the Society s Executive Duectot, a rqptesenr.atxve

v

from the Royal Newfoundland Const’abulat)'t iand & community neighboui:hotﬁd
! ‘ .t .. L. . . A .

representative..

'
v
EPPHES NG A

P

Ap.plicant; to Howard Hézae‘app ly L'Hrough dif €¢rent chamels. For
example, parole <and maﬁddtopy_. supervi"s'i.'on‘ ;ppLi'cdnts who wis,ﬁ to.stay at )
'Ho_ward House, have their cases present t_ad }o~ the Admyi-e.di,.('ms Comﬁitteg_ "by a.
b::'rb'le bff'icér tepresentiﬁé Lhe federal Correctional Service of Can';ida

(C S c.). Temporary abaencé kA) apphcants from various provx.nc:.al

Py
-

;T .“mauput.xons have theu cages presenced to the Admissions Contml.t.ee by a

~ ~

. [

: classxfxcatmn offxcer from Her Majesty's Penxtentmry in St. John's (the T f
v ~ . » i
“ }

"

. presented by a probauon offxcer from tlie, Comnum.r.y Oorrectlons Btanch oE e BRI
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the Adult Corrections'Division, provincial Department of Just ice.
! ¢
Offenders under the jurisdiction of the €.5.C. e.g., parole and
i
mandatory supervision cases, along with provincial T.A, spplicants and

adult probationers are eligible to apply for .admisiion, unles s they have

—— e, T e . T r— e
a previous conviction of 'a dangerous sexual offence\ or murder. Criteria

such as the applicant™s need for the Howard House pkogram (e-‘g., whe t her
. ;
or not the applicant has ‘sufficient commnity nug ort éystems), the .
capablity Of.the program tomeet the spplicant|'s needs (e.g., whethér the
applicant requires amore special ized prbgi-am f r epecific prol;lem areas),
apd _other factors as deterﬁined by informationaifrom the applicant's file,
are sc'ruti.nized by the Admissions Committee. Tn general, approxinat ely
60—65% of the applicants Lo ﬁoward\ﬂouse are acgepted by the Comnittee.
During the time of study, the Howard House st aff consisted of a

house director, a full~time counsellor, one part-time counsellor and two

night supervisors. In 1981, a full-time cook was'hired to prepare meals

fOr house residents. Prior to this time residentd were paid for cooking,

meals.

The small Howard House WL adequately provide services

along with 24-hour supervigion to house residents. Consequently, other
’ [ 4

Johm Howard Society staff and programs contribute sipport’servjces to the

. overall operation of the facility. For example, administ rati.ye consultat ion

along vwith some individual ¢ounselling are providéd by the Executive Dir~

ector of the John houard,SocieLy. Bookkeeping, typing and other secretarial.

L]

‘

ger vices are providis to Howard House by the Society'd Of £ice Hanager, while

employment and voc

al counselling are provided 'bl the Society's Employ-,

.

ment Counsel lor, operating through anQutreach Prdgr&m, funded}y the Canada

,
N

=y

~

7
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Employment and immigrat ioh Commission. LInad&ition Lo theservices provided
tores ide}ta oy professional st aff, several workers fromvarious John Howard

Society projects, volunteers (Bome from the Society's board of directors,
~ .

- . !
and social work students on field plac'eme:ﬁ(; to the Society) provide further

— e —

" supplementary and support services.
b ' . Py . - .
The Howard House program oper:-aﬁ.di’s within a_basic f£ramework which’

Iy

e .‘ .
adheres to rules and regulations. For éxample, residents are expected to

comply bolhlgo the conditions of theﬁi'release.or .probatdion (e.g., all
X (3 . v . L

inmates released on T.A. are not ﬁermi_f.ted to drink alcohol), and also to

PR

prescribed household chores, curfews_.-“ and other rules.’ Observed technical’

)

violations of parole, T.A. or probﬁ!tﬁion conditions are reported to t-l{é,-

respect ive referral agency. , Hinor.‘b‘}:éachu{f house rules usually repult

in internal disciplinary action, suci as "grounding'. More serious wviola-

4 \

tions of house rules, such as Lhe use of alcohol and/or nonprescription

drugs on the premises, may req"ulq: in dismissal from the program. The
S , . .
Howard House program 1is desi.'gt,k‘éd_{'to ensble a resident to earn greater

privileges and independence through, adheretice to house rules and satis=-
. co Y : '
factory program participation. Fot example, a resident may obtain one of
. . . .
the three private rooms at Howard House, be granted extended curfews, and’

in consultation with the appropriate referral agency , be awarded overnight

leaves to stay with family or friends. : _ o 2

~ The Sample

From April, 1977 to May, 1.981,J 255 ;esident‘s‘ét?yed at .Ho'ward‘

"Houae for;pe‘riods-'of time ranging from .one day to 311 days. Oue-ha.If o‘f

these residents wex;e referred by\t.@e Cprrectional éet\;“f_be of Canada, jhile,
C - B N )

.
¢
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1
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-
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amount of total staif°time and resources). Also excluded were five former

residents, all deceased i:rior to completion ot two year follow-up period.

. The majority of these residents (45 cases) aucce_ssfu‘lly completed their

A

brief stayvat Howard House (a number were short-term emergency placements).

However, 31 had to be tei‘mineted from the program due to: ‘technical viola-
tions (17 cases),-house rule violations (10); and the commission of propkrty
] A * .

offenses (4“‘). “(see Appendix A)

The study .sample represented a yearly average of 103 men who

'

reaide_&,-al\ Howard House from AprLl, 19?7 - Hay, 1961. Almost all of these
! T i i - N ) k P ~
men who were on various forms of conditional release were completing

' ' ‘

the Correctional Service of Canada had jurisdiction over an aanual

'~ average: of 312 men on parole and, mandeto.ry 'supe.rvi.s‘ion ip "Ne,wfoundla'nd

(Sherpe, No!e 1}, while there was a yearly average of over 400 men on

1

supervised p?sbauon (Dunphy, . Note 2). Heanwhue, there was an ennual

' 4 » . ' 3 3 ) 4 B *
average of 24) provincial male lomates serving sentences from six months

to 'two years less, a dayr (Her Hajest.y's Peniténtiary Annual Reports

45

‘sentences of at least. six months ian the community. ‘Duri{lg this time, .

1977/78 - 1980/81) and 126 Newfoundland federal inmates mcarcerated in the °*

mamland mstltunona of Dorcheater (maxmum seeurxty) and - HestmorLand

-

(mxnmum secunty) m Dorchester, New Btunewxck and Sprmghlll Instl.tunon‘

(medwm secunt.y) Nova Scor.u (Hardmg, Note 3).

It should be noled t.hac the Howard Bouae st.at.ut.xcs mcluded.

»
' - -

.thgae based on residents who o,urted- and-completed' their stay at the

. ORC between April 1977 an?")_l'ey"IQB‘l. However other statistics include

or beginhi’ngi ‘:heit.sente‘n__.eee in May 1981, Thus, these cﬁjiqiicu would

u

‘

. . \ " S Y

' thpae men who were epntiﬁﬁiinglt.heimwrse‘nces {n April 1977 }nd céntinuing

——
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p "\ Reudents of Howard Héuse are Lyplcally 1) young, between l7 25

' 11fescyle charactenzed by excesuve ‘use of alcohol and/or drugs

~txoners.,,_1hg\sample of 179 was subsequently reduced to 172 qub_jects - - _;;'

. md’wxduala .

,for a resident. to adequately nvail hxmself of program Opportumnec pro= .\

'l'_-\..' N . "'s’o e %.. y

) s .
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a .‘; . . : .
45% were T. A. referrals and only 51 were ndult probatxonera However, due

te

.to the much ‘I.onger average length of atay, (2.75 months for C.S.C. referrals i

versus 1.2 months. for T.A, cases), 68% of total resident dajs were Laken
. S i . ’ '
by C.S.C." clients. Residents on T.A. reledse, along with the small numbe

of probationers accounted for i71,_,and 5; respectively, of the averag

L] : ~

resident populat i.on.

v N \

yea’s old 2) from,.tural Newfoundland communu.les, 3) 1ack1ng in conm!unlty

supports, 4) not marned 5) poorly educated thh only a small number

~ -

havlng completed hxgh‘school, 6) lackmg work expenence' and 7) havmg a
RN T

The ong:‘l sample numbered 179 res ldenta‘;?brokeu ddwn as foklows

!
98 S(C\ cases, 71 'l' A.'s and 10& pr"obktloners.\_ The sample compnsed all
l \\ . l‘

those who fmlshed at least. a 30 day penod of reudency ‘at Howard House
frin Apnl l977 to’ ,Hay, 1981 Thls repr?sented 702 of the total number o .\

i,
of resxdenl;s who reexded at J-louard House{_dun.ng r.l'us tide. - The average
lengt.h of ar.ay at Howard House for’ r.he study sample was: 3. 4 nt.hs Eor
- —. M

C.S.S. referrals, l 6 monr.ha for T. A‘ cues, and 2. 5 months for proba-
.2 .. s

‘—\

(n = 172). as t.he Cnnndxan Polxce 8e:v1ce Infq;mar.xon Cent.re (CPSIC), a

8 L.

mnjor data sourc‘e, did not. huve any recorded xnformauon on " seven o .

Y - o e ) . [ 5 . e . .
s ‘ ¥ . . . B - o
- . Ve T -~ . . ' .

"It was deLerP iped, l‘.hlc a' sr.ay of 1eu r.han 30 days was msuffxcient

L v

vided by Hownrd House. lnd therefore, would be dlffi.cult. t? he evalueted _ \

Thus, the’ ;t.udy excluded 71 of these—renldonu (who repreunted n mlnlmnl : |
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be inflated when compared to those of Howard House.

The Procedure
A resigzht Program ?articipation Scale (PPS) with specifig
cr‘i.t.eria for each category of participgtion in the Howard House program
was geveloped. ‘Due to his own personal invo}vement with the program,
the ‘author withdrew from rating residents on the PPS. 1Instead two
volunteers read.'and rated the files of the study sample (n - 172),
according to fhe guidelihed ofbthe PPS.
The vo‘lginteers were both previouks.ly unaffiliated with the John
,Ho'ward Society and unfamiliar wi.t.h any fomerHoward’quuse ‘residents.
They met for two orientation meeti;gs during which tk\e~ PPS and its
use ‘was reviewed. \The fqterq ;iso(signed human subject consent forms
aafeguarziing the confidentiality of the sample and the study. ) F.olllowi.ng
a pre-testing of the rPS8, the vc.)}unf.eers independent ly (one before the
other) reviewed the files during ;aight.seqsic;ns (eic!x-lasiin.g approximately
.iwo hourn?}hand rated each resi&ent's-program participation on the
fxve-pomt ordinal scale which ranged from "Very Poor = 1," to "Excellent

= 5," with specific criteria operatxonalxzed for each EZtegory (aee

AppeATi\B) r .

7

part.i.cipntmn and other variables to resident post-program performnce,
f : .. . : Cow o,
for two years foll&ﬁing dépaggure from Howard House,.it was necessary to
access the subject's criminal ‘tecords. In Lhis régard, the author was )

v .
granted permiasion by the provincial Department of Justice and the Royal

" Canadian Mounted Police (R.C.M.P.) to obtain the records of all former

. e
» N

In order to assess the rglatxonshxp of Lhe resident's progrm
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residents included in the sample Lhrough the Canadian Police BService

Information Centre (CPSIC). In return, the author agreed tq comply
with specific conditions related to the confidentiality,-'security and

return of the records.

»

Inst’rumfﬁts of Study

The Program Participation Scale.(se,e Appendix B) was developed
in o.rder to assess re'sident"partigipntion in the Howard House program
from information contained in resident files. . The Family ﬁpport,

’ e
Employment, and Alcohol .and/or other Drug Problem Scales were also

de\{élbped to determine how ‘th;:se factors impaéted.on in-program performance
atd post~program out.«c'ome'(see Appendix B). The Canadian Reczld.ivis\_n Index,
an: instrum‘ent. dévelg?ped rt;y Gendreau and Leipciger- (1:978') was t;seé! to
determine degree of criminal™activity both prior to, and for Lwo years
foll‘owing completion of the Howard House program.

The residents' files were used as the main source of data, A

typical file included an Admissions Committee forfa, an Initial Interview

form, interview recordings, mibcellaneous correspondence and a copy of a

47

Resident Assessment. Such assessments were normally completed by the

resident's counseljor and submitted to the file shortly after a resident

three general sections which may be categorized as follows: '"Background

Information,"” "General Perfomt.mce,' and a "Sy'nopai.a." For a more

compleLe breakdown of these categories seé,Appendix’C.

‘ . . . . ) . ‘ . .
resident assessments. An additional seven percent included "Special

S,

.departed f,rom.r.he' pagmises. A typical Resident Asseskﬁ?r?t*-cons{a,ts of

Seventy-eight percent of the files in the sample contain%d typed

~

.
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Reports," which provided a brief synopsis of a ter_né;'.nated’ resident's

) -
pecformance and specific circumstances (e.g. typically a drinking viola-

tion), surrounding his departure. The remaining 15% of the files were

:

generally quite comprehensive, imlzluding written summaries of a resident’s
perforﬁance along, with various completed forms and intervié?'.record'ings.

. The other data source was the former resident's criminal record
as shown on his currén}. k.C.H.P. Fin’ger. Print Services (FPS) form,

obtained from the Canadian Police Service Information Centre (CPSIC).

From these national crime records, as shown by FPS entries, up to a

) N

two year’ period following departure from Howard House, reconvictionm,,
y @ . - . . . .

and/or reincarceration were assessed to determine: 1) the :}umbe; of.
px;evious convictions in a two year period prior to ‘admission to Ht;war:d
House, 2) the most serious convictijon two years prior to Howard House,
3) the length of time spent ;'ouzl: street" ‘two years prior to Howard
JHouse, 4) the longest ‘period of time without a conviction two years prior
to Howard House, 5) the number of previous adult convictions, 6) the most
serious adult convicltion, 7) the primary typé of adult offepce(s), B) the
total number of months ‘sentenced to prison .as an at"lult, 9) the l.;.ngth of
time prior to first conviction (if any) to two years following departure
from Howard House, 10) the number of convictioné (if any) within two years
following de;;arture and 11) the most serious offence (i.ffny) committed

within two years after leaving Howard House.

The Prozram Participation Scale. Information from the filea
enabled two volunteers to rate program participation for each resident

\:’.n the sample (n = 172) on the five point PPS, The scale included the

>categorigs '"Very Poor = 1", "Poor = 2," "Fair = 3," “Good . 4," and

-

L]

-
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"“"Excellent = 5," with specific criteria operationalized for esgch category.

‘'For example, a resident who was terminated from the House program without
e

-

making ahy progress during his stay was 'categorized as "Very Poor = 1"
on the scale, while at the other extreme, a‘residenc\whose performance,

and/or progrese while staying at Howard House had been exceptionally
good would be "Excellent = 5". Thus, the greater the former rebident's
progfam participation scofe, the higher his degree of program participation

(See Appendix B). -

While the PPS was the main instrument used, three other sub-scales

*

: fro%n which file data could be assessed were'also utilized. The three point

Family Support Scale (FSS) rangea from "Poor = 1" (a negative family

environment) to "Good = 3" (a suppoertive family). The Employment Hiatory

" Scale (EHS) revealed the type of employment record of the resident

ranging from "Very Po'or' = 1", to a very stable work record, or “Excellent
= 4." The seven point Alcohol and/or 6ther Drug- Problem Scale (ADS)
ranked serious problems vgi.th alcohol and/or other drugs e.g., "1 = No
problems" to "7 = Extensive alcohol and drug. problems." The 'authoi' ranked

»
each resident on these Lhree-sub-scall-ea.

»

49

{The Canadian Recidivism Index. Resident-post-program outcomes

were determined according to the eight boinc CRI deveIOpéd by Gendreau

and Leipciger (1978). This index has eight categories: 'l = Reimprisoned:
- N L 4

Convicted of an offence for whi“clla (federal) sentence of two years or moge

has been imposed"; "2 = Reimprisoned: Convicted of an offence for which
. . . L ] 4

a (provincial) sentente of two years less a day or less, but more than 90

?

days has been impose‘d;" M3.= Reimprisoned: Convicted of _u':.o_!fehce for

which a sentence of 90 days or less with or without a fine has been

., - [
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imp'osed"; "4 = Reimprisoned: Technical parole violation accompanied by

further charges which carried no conviction - i.e., 're(.umed to serve

balance of parole, or with no allegation of future law violations";

"S = Absconder: Arrested for one or more law violations wi:r.h no conviction
\

and no disposition as a result of absconding, i.e., wénted"; "6 = 0ffender:

s

50

Convicted of an offence and senteaced to probatioﬁ aqd/or a suspended

. sentence with or without a fine or to a fine of $100 or more"; "7 =

Offender: ' Convicted of an offence Ebr whic.h a fine of $25-100 has ‘been
! ' \

imposed”; "8 = No ‘illegal activities of any kind on any available (FPS)

records.” The author used the CRI to asTess recidivism and relatéq infor-
wmation (previous.ly indicated) for & two year period before the indiv‘idum

came to Howard House and then 2 years after leaving Howard House,

The pre-testing of the instruments. The five-Poi.nt Program

Participation Scale (FPS), was pre-tested at the JohdA Howard Society
offices in February 1984, Two trained volunteers indepehdencly rated
the program participation of 10 randomly selected former Howard House

residents not included in the study sample, according to the specific

guideline criteria accompanying the scale. Their degree of congruence .

was 70Z; in that they unanimously agreed on 7 of the 10 cases selected.
There were only wminor discrepancies (as represented® l;y a one point;
difference) in the r;ting-of each of the thr.&e r‘ema'i.n‘ing‘ files. For
example, one vblun.te'et' rateé the program partici'par_.ion of one ex-resident

as "Poor = 2", while the other rated it "Very Poor = 1", Ip cases such

. . : . .
as Lhis, the score for program participation of such discrepancy could.

_be the average, or in this éase 1.5_.  Thus, the results of the pre-test

demonstrated that the instrument was genegally reliable in guaging the
N o .

il AW AV Pt e ] = i 4 o ke e 57
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degree of individusl program participation at Howard House. Further
~
scrutiny of the reliability of this imstrument will be presented in the
. "Results and Discussion" of this study.
1Y
j . . o .
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Results and Discugsion

The results and discussion of the data are presented in the
following sections: 1) Demographic Data, 2) Pre-Howard House History,
3) In-Program Resldent Data, 4) After Howard House, and 5) Variable

Relacionships. $

I. Demographic Dat;\

The 172 males who comprised the study sample rauéed in age from
17 - SO years with 136 (or 79.1%) being uud;x: 25 years of age. The mean
age was 22.1 and the mode, or wpst frequgncly‘ i‘eportﬁg age, vas lawyeara.
Of the sample, 151 (or 87.8%) were single. Of the remaining 21 (or 12.2%),
niﬁe (o.r: 5.2%) were married, three (or 1.7%) vere lllving comaon law, seven
(or 4.'11) were separated and two (or 1.2X) were divorced.

Upon admission to Howard House, 143 (or 83.11) of theAa‘anple indi-
cated that their permanent address was in a Neﬁfoundland community other
than St. John's. A cohort of 25 res'iden:s (;r 14.5%) were from St. John's,
while the remaining four (or 2.3%) inﬁicated that they were from another
Canadian province. ' | | *

In terms of educational status, 134 (or 78.8%) of the sample had
not achieved .be‘yond’tﬁa grade 10 llevel. Ih& most 'fr;quently cohpieted
. grade was grade 8. Of the 'reluining_36‘ (oi: 21.2%), 16 (or 9.4%) hn\!/

achieved at least a grade 11 educatiom. "ﬁfteent(or 8.8%) had either

lAnalyses of all data were progruned hroush norial Univeruty Computing
Services. All analyses utilized the Statist ¢al Package for the Social
Sciences by Nie, Hull, Jenkins, Steinbrenner and Bent (1975). "All
data were keypunched on Globs 508l column IBM computer cards and were

analyzed on the VAX 360 system. ‘Miasing data were excluded from. the
analysea by item.

\ .
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started or completed a trade, while four (or 2.4X) had started university.
Only one person indicated that he had obtained a university degree prior

1
to admission to Howard House.

II. Pre-Howard House Hiatory

In terms of enplo}me;c. 104 (;r 60.8&) pf the sample were deemed.
as having a "poor" employment ﬁ‘pcory according to the ratings on the
Employment History Scale (see Appendix.B). An,;dditional 21 (or 12.32)
had a "very poor” enp{oyudnt histdtx, vhile'o&ly Qeven-(or 4.12) had an
'.'excell_en't" empld.ylcptl: history. .' ' , |

Seventy-thrae (or'4§792) of those rated (n = 159) on the Phmily
Support Scale (Qea Appeudiz& 35 were aaaefs-s.ed as having"'-poof family“support”
gcco:ding to the s;ale qpitef}a. Tﬁ§ tem;inder were rated as having -either
“fair" (27.72) or ﬁéood“ (26,4%) family support.

As revealed in Table 1, almost half of the study sample (43.6%)

E YN

had an observed alcohol and/or other drug problem, as recorded and rated

on the Alcohol/Drug Problem Scale (see Appendix B). The remaining 56.4Z
of the sample hnﬂ no alcohol or other drug problems as indicated in Table




R

\
1]
Table 1 ...
Alcohol/Drug Problea as Rated on the Alcohol
and/or Other Drug Problem Scale (ADPS)
W (o= 172)
Categories - Actual Relative '
Number Frequency (%)
1. . "No Problems” .91 . 56.4
2. “Yes, ‘Alcohol” : ‘ 46 ﬂ"l\ 26.7
3. "Yes, \Alcohol (Serious)” 24 14
4. ."Yes, Alcohol & Drugs” .- 4 . 2.3
'5. a"Yes, Drugs (Serious)” 1 0.6
6. "Yes, Drugs” . : . 0 0.0
7. "Yes, Both (Serious)" o 0.0
Totals : a2 100.0

54

Crininal_ History. Data related to the criminal history for two -

. 4
ye”ars‘prior to admission to Howard House wvere derived from criminal records

-(Finggr Print Service‘fentries) obtained from the Canadian Police Service

Information Centre (CPSIC).

In order to determine the tybei of previous criminal activity that

characterized che study sample, the nature of the priur? offence(s) prior
to etfte;ing Howard House were determined. Thedc'resuits are indicated in

Table 2. ‘ - 'y

£
1
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° Primary Offence Prior to Admission to HowardiHouse as
Indicated on the Finger Print Service (FPS)

Record Source (n = 172)

Primary Qffence*

* Number

Relaéive

Frequency (%)

1. Criméo-againni p?operty . 120; 69.8

2. Drug offences . ‘ . 41 . 23.8
3. Driving offencep (alcohol rela:ed) 4 2.3

4, Fraud . ._4 . ' ' - 3 1.7

5. Crimes againat_pubiic orde; and - peace 2 i.z

6. Crimes algainst the person 2‘_: i 1.2
7. Other 0 0.0
Totals _ . 172 100.0
Note.

mur.ually exclusive of ‘one another.

1

(*) These indicated only primary offences, thus the categoriea are

The number of conviccion_a two years prior to admisa:i.gn to Howard

convictions was.3.7 and the mode was 2 convi;l:ti"ouo_.

House ranged from ome ‘to 26 for the study sample. The X number of
The number of occasions-
: v

- in which these convictions took place ranged from one to six with the X

number of occasions being 1.7 and the wode, one occasion. Thus, there was

on the average a 2.2:1 couviction to occasion ratio. Inm other words, for

.

this aanpi'e, each time they'were tried in cbupt. they were convicted on

the average 2.2 times.

s

- : , P :
‘When_the number of adult convictions is taken into consideratioa,

v
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the range exteands from oné to 4‘3 convictions, with the average number
locreasing to 5.6 cqnvic:io:;s (S.D. = 5.1, mode = 2). The range for the
number of occasicus convicted i3 from ome td 12 with.:hc average being
2.8.,(5.D. = 2.0, mode = ’2). Interestingly, the conviction to occasion
ratio in this con_uxt drops to 2:l, i.e., for evu:y one trial occasion,
there are an average of two convictions.

The l\feﬂgc tiu‘ spent in prison two, years prior to I'a“i:lnis-ion to

Howard House waa saven months, S.D. = 5.2. Conversely, 17 uonth-l.'ropr'c-

sented the average tima spent “on the street” during this period by those

36

that had reached adult agé two years earlier S.D. = 5.5, mode = 20 .

Jmtha. When the longest tize speat in the community without any sdult
conviction {s calculated, the average for the 134 valid cases drops to

14.8 months and the mode to 17 months.
Of che total sample, 144 (or 83.7%) had received one or more
provincial prison terms ranging from 90 days to two years less a day for

their most seti'ous, offence(s), in the twa years prior to Howard House

t Lo N 4 R
.admission. Of the femainder, 25 (or 14.5%) had been sentencego a federal

term ofitﬁo years or wmore, while only two indi¥iduals had received a
sentence of prabation for their most s_erious offence during this pre-Howard
House tima. | .

Twenty pcrc'cn: of the sample had not reached the adult age of 17

years for two full years prior to this study date. Thus, these individuals

were excluded fi.'ol\"ihc adult group of offenders prior to admission to Howard

.House. Of those in the sample vho had redchad adult age tvo years pridr to

being admitted to Howard House (n = 137), 85 (or 62%) had been involved. in
' o N ' .

criminal activities bctou‘ chli.i two yqlt. tine frame. Sixty-four (or 75%) .

?

" ]
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Of these former offenders had been previously incarcerated, of 3pom eight

. .. , I
percent had received federal terms. .
Table 3 provides more detailed data ou'the most ' serious adult '
: . / :
offences committed prier to the two year admission-to Howard House. This\\\b ’ i
group included only thoge who had reached their nineteenth birthday upon jﬂ,
admission to Howard House. o {'
¥ . Table 3 i 1
- . . . ‘ !
. Most Serious Adult-Criminal Disposition Before o ok
o  Two Years Prior to Admission to Howard House . T
(f = 137) ,
" Status - “Actual Relative
: Number FS%&qpncy %)
. . ' S
l. No illegal activities . 52 . 38.0 —
) hY
2. Imprisoned - 90 days to 2 years . . . ’
- less a day . .. 28 "20.4 /
3. Ilmprisoned - 90 days or less " %5 ‘ 18.2 .- o .
t. .o - ~e b .
4. _Offender - Convicted of an offence T ) . _
and sentencéd=tv—Pprobation and/or . : . -t
a suspended sentence with or. . ' : it
without a fine or to a fing of ' & S “
$100 or more ) ' .15 1.0 ° -
oL —- W I ) E i o . l
5. .Imprisoned - Federal term .7 « 11 _ - 8.0 o - ~
6. Offender - Fined $25-$100 .6 Al Y S N
. ) ' P ! ‘
. . o e i
. Totals ) o .37 . 100.0 - S
- - - v,
. ‘., . ]
NT" . o" . [ N B
. ' : : 3
) : . . .
o ° ‘ & S < ' .
’ \ . . f“ [4
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In ne'ga’td r.\ i:tevioua £ncatcetatibns, 97 (or 56.52) of the
R .
] . * \ :
34, 1 . sample had been previously 1ncarcerated as an adult,, le 73 (or 42.4Z) . . .:)
1{" . ' served :heit first period of 1‘ncatcetation and the reuinlng wo (or 1.2%)
i ‘, ))had never served a period of ;mpriaonman:. The latter were probationers
;’ T - who had not- previousky .been septenced to prison. " of the 98.8Z%gf the
: \ s'm'qple who haidbq_en sentenced to prison as an adult, the total ‘time. sen-
3 r.éﬁced to iﬁprisoment not includjng those sentences which ran c‘dncurre’ntly
; : o . 3 ".‘
4o ) I .. v0r t\ﬁose vhich my have t:aken place in lieu of fines, range:f from three to ...
g ) 1710 monl:ha. ’ 'I‘he‘/’:ol:af tine senténced to priaon vas 21.7 monﬂm* D. =
"‘ .'- o N .
e . o 23.'8,.' The. mode was six months 1ucatceration in these ‘total sentences.
¥ '?';*" : ) i + - ' , |,.,' i 2'3 . ' ’ - ‘.
l, - 5 ‘I,II: | In-ProLam Resident Data : R T L L
\'f : ! _The sample of. 172 males acayed =t Hovard ‘Hoube frofpril, 1977 s
. \"\, .. . f : '. A T A
%" o - to Hay, ‘1981, The type of commnity supervision andothe jurisdlction to. ;
L . " . - ,-—~.) "'.. . _‘ .
S which the reaident is accountable a}e provided in 'rable 4, . o o e
;ul_" s Lo s L . . ) '.‘ ' . ‘ i . 1\' ‘- . LN
l . _ Ve '- T . A e !
i ;',‘-!. ° " s ,‘-4. :
- : '\- (‘ a —
% ' ” ¥ ‘ ' - . o e
» o -t N A
} . . N 6 . - .
- ) 4 . / . \ < 0
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Table &
Status of Howard House Residents Conprising
! Jthe ‘Study Sanple (n = 172)
i , LN
. . . : ° ' ﬁelltiven
Actual Status , a Jurisdiction* Number Frequency (%)
l. Provincial Parole / C.5.C. 72 41.9 -
2.-_ Temporary Absence- | Provincial - 67 - 39,0
“Justic T
N Federal Parole e C.S.C. T _19: 11.0 \
© 4. Probation - . . Provincial 9. .7t s
' - - Justice. : $ '
5. ﬁand_a':é_r'y"snper;vfsi;dn eS.Co 5 . : - 2.9
".'1_‘0;:113 .‘ e T . o L C 172 / ' : 100 0 :
e .. " . ' N o .

Etovincial Justice” 'refers to’ :he provincul Depart

N

ent of Julticc.
'.n . €«

period a;f tim ndkidg tron 30 to 311 dnyl (x - 79,

'l'he 172 ruidpn:a in bhc unplc lcayed J: Howard. House for a
- 65 days) The uveraac 1eusl:h of suy under r.hc jurildiction of C.S. C.'was.’

fqdcnl plrole 116 dayl. and undatory aupcrvision-68 days). 'rhc .lcngth.,

of suy for probation wu 86 day.. vhile provincial 'r A. cuu suyed

‘A

anavousc of 46 dnys._\ L T RS *"‘"‘

. .". . \
Ny

Thc ruu ts ot No Qndcpcndnu!;‘utingo of’ ruidont prognn p‘ur:t-

=

Note. (*) -"C.5.C" refers to the Cortectioml Serv&ce off. Cnmdn whil.

59

L

dnys, S D. » 51, m.ode ’

: 102 days (‘rhe avc:agc lenath of .tay for provincul pnrole 101 dCYI.l_l.

'-"cipuion nccordins :o chc Progru Panicipuion Scalo (PPS) nrc 1ndicat¢d:.~"'- T

L e e s - -
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Table 5

Y
\

'TUO\Independgnt Ratings of Program Participation of
the Sample on the Program Participation Scale (PPS)

60

) S

. (n = 172)
Rater I Rater 11
Actual Relative Actual ~ Relativd P
: category Num'bgr Frequency (X) Number Frequen;y %) | ;
:;- . . . N ’
: 1. Very. Poor - 5. 2.9 8 4.7
i 2. ° Poor 31 18.0 33 ‘19.2
E 3. Fair ST 43.0 49 28.5
4. Good R - 58 337 76 1 44,2
: 5. Excellept - 4 2.3 6 3.5
4 S . E [
"; Totals S 172 -_\xgo.b ' 172" . - 100.0
. g . .. . . € .o B
i j
} .
. * (. )
. ; A , . M
_ Employment/educational sgtatus. One. hunlc_ired and twventy-one i . '
} (or 70%) of ‘the sample were employed. Eleven (or 6.4%). upgraded their
A i . - ', . J R : L g "/-’
R o - educational or voda:ignal skills. Five (or 2.9%) hadlbetn both employed -
| and involved in educational/vocational upgrading at some point .while .
- E o~ : . L. - : 7
’ residing at Howard House. A more detailed breakdown of these data
I i _are brov'ided in 'lfablévﬁ. . oo : \' . ~ A
. N . v
. ! -
- . * -7 T
? Y '
. T . IR c o - LW !
~ . | ' [
4
i ;o '
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Table 6
- .
. Employment/Educational Status of the Study
Sample While Residing at Howard House
(n = 171)
N - s
Employment/Educational Status : Actual Relative -
Nunb%r Frequeacy (2)
¢ ‘ oL * € .
1. Employed on a federal project : © 52 30.4
2, Employed - Full time - ‘ 39 22.8 ‘
3. Employed - More than one job, including .
a’“federal probject 24 T 14.0
. B : ) ' -
4. Unemployed o _ . 18 '10.5
5. Unemployed - vreceiving uneuployme:if : . .
insixrance. 'benefits. ~ . 16 - 9.4
. B &t .- ™
6. Attending school, university or . ' . +
trade/technical college R 1 6.4
. v v o
7. Temporary -or part-tine employment = * - 6 3.5
L. T ' - ’ : \‘ )
8. Employed, plus upgrading education - S 3.0
Totals S ‘ R . 171 7100.0
g - ] -

.

—

epattute from uouard Houu. Sixty-four of thia

N}

prior l:o ot upon

group had been employ,d for. nore than t:hree weeks, while 27 had beéen em
A

ployed from one to three weeks.. ‘rho-remining third of t:hou cnployed or

attending school vare concinuing with almost. all (43 of 45) having- been

enployed for more than three weeks uhilo lt Hovu'd llouse. o

' \

Seventy-uvon porcent of thou whou e‘ployum: or training had

6L
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been terminated (n = 91) haa their job end because th#: 1) were laﬂl off
(29.7%), 2) quit for a personal reason such as to rgturn home to their
families (26.5!), or to move elsewhere (6.62); 3) accepted ano.ther
job, (3.3%); 4) had completed their course of astudy (4.3%); o‘r‘ 5) cited
"other” valid reasons (6.62). Ten (or 1l1X) perceat lost their Jobs
when they were returned to the institution. $ix individuals (or 6.6%)

. ) ,

vere fired, two (or 2.22) quit without reason, and one person failed
[ oo

=

a course of study. N

Outcome of gtay. The outcome of a resident's stay was determined

in order to assess whether or not he successfully completed the program

Andkif mot, the reasons for his termination were noted. Table 7 describes

his atat;us at depart;n:e from the program. ‘ . L ’ -

<

" ; Kl B
: . . - . R u .
. - N O . - . N
.
.
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v , ~ Table 7 . -7

Status at Departure and Outcome of Howard House
Stay for the Study Sample
(n = 172) )

l'

Actual Relative

Status ‘at Departure Outcome Number Frequency (%)
42 yd
I+ Succesdgful Completion 141 . 82.0
" 2.. Technical .violation Returned '-co : .
drinking/dmgs Institution _ 15 8.7
3. Technical violation " Returned to - .
of House Rules " Institution o A1 4.1 ) LN
%. Dismissed - Violation ~° Parole/pro-
of House Rules _~  bationm not -
. e . . revoked 4 2.3
5. 'Cqmitt:ed"crime " Returmed to .
| O o "Institution /1.7
6. Committed crime At large - 1 H
7. Dismissed - drioking Parole/pro- L ,
or problem causedp¥y bation npt -
drinking =~ revoked ) 1 N
. . .r-n\ -
L . 2 - :
Totals . - , .12 '100.0
. ¥
IV. After Howard House ‘ ~ /

-

_ of the total sample, the enployunt or educatioul statun of 169;
could only be assesud on their, day of departure. - Ninety—one (or 53.8%)
were nelther anployed or 1n 8chool and did noc hlve .an 1ncou. Eighty—one
(or 46 JZZ) vere euployed attondiqs school ot veto eligible for unemployment
1nsurance bancntt. ‘rabl- 8 providu data on tho cnploynen:feducationai

. ' _~." . \‘. -

N _' R I3

. . L . . .
. . O .
RN s s RS . B T - a® s T DAL -

ot o remme Tt e et L.
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status of the residents on this day. :
P A Table 8
. oo
Employment/Educatignal Status ‘
on Day ‘of Departure from Howard House
(n = 1169)
A ] "
Employment/Educational Status Actual Relative
' Number Flequency (%)
1. Unemp],,oyed/Not in School 9 53.8
2. Full-time employment ‘continuing ) e S .18.3
3. U.I.C. eligibility ! 23 13.6
- ‘4, Federal project continuing .8 4.4
‘5. Full-time new employment canfirmed 7 4.1
R -Corfcinu'ing edication 6 3.6
\ -~ .
\Acceprxd into educationnl program 3. 1.8 ¢

3. Temporary or part-time employmenc continuing 6 0.0
. Séhool plus part-time employment 0 0.0
10. Federal project - new o 0 0.0

Totals - 169 100.0° i-. .

) Cﬁminal activiéx.. Recidivism duta, ut:ilizing ‘the categories of .

- che CAnndian Recldivism Index (Gendrnu & heipciget,

197_8) ranked in

dEscending order ot‘ frequency appear :l.n 'rable 9. As indicated in this

\ Table, 62, +2% of the umple avoided 11105&1 activites two yeu:s following-

their departura fron Howatd llouse. 29. 12 vere :l.mpttaoned follc\ling convic-

‘uion, vhile 5.21 were imptiloned dua to vu:ioul tcchnicel violntions of

——— Y £ e O iy

4 e A e a4 s =




e

’ ) 65

parole or T.A. conditions. The remaining 3.5% were convicted of minor

offences for which probation and/or a fine had been imposed.
‘ : ’ - ey
In regard to the one-third of the sample who were convicted
of further criminal activities two years fo).lowing departure from Howard
House, the average length of time spent "on the st:i:ee’t:" prior to convict'ion .
was ei.gﬁr. months, and the mode was four months. The total number of
convictions ranged from one to nine and the average number of convigtiona

were 2.8. The average number of occasions in which convictions took

" place were l.7. The ratio.of convictious to occasions for this group

wag 1.6:1. Thus, for every 1.6 convictions there was one tri_al occasion.
Six of the 72 residents, who av_oiaedﬂilleg‘al activiéiéa after

two years and who were enabled t;o" be followed up on for an additional
' :

.year, wer'e're'convictgd. Thus, the reconviction rate rises from 32.62

after two years to 40.9%, for a three yeir follow=up.

S

i

e
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Table 9 Ty
Two Year Follow-up Recidivism Status of the
Study Sample Using the Canadian Recidivism Index .
(n = 172)* ]
’
Actual Relative ’
Index Number Number Frequency (%)
1. No illegal activities . - 107 62.2
2. Re-imprisoned ~ provincial term 26 1541
3. Re-imprisoned - 90 days. or less 13' 7.6
4. Re-imprisoned - Federal term - 11 J 6.4
5. Re-imprisoned - technical parole/T.A.
violation'which carried no conviction 6 3.5
- 6. Offender ~ convicted of an offence : - {\
and sentenced to probation and/or 3\ '
suspended sentenced with dr without .
a fine or to a fine of $100 or more S 5 2.9 |
. 1
7. Re-imprisoned - temporary absence . ] ‘
violation which carried no conviction 30 1.7 i
8. Offender - convicted of an offence o < ; |
for which a fine of $25-$100 had been" k ‘
imposed . 1 0.6
1
9. Absconder - arrested for one or more a
law violatigns with no disposition as o
a result of absconding i.e., wanted - : 0 0.0
Totals L 172 100.0

i

Note. - (*) F.P.S. facordu were not available through CPSIC for 7 6f the
original sample of 179. - These cases were thus excluded ..f'rom thi? analyses.
R

B it e
.
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>
’
Discussion of Descriptive Data

The findings were previously presented in four sub—sections:
demographic data, pre~Howard House history, iln-program resident data and

a\criminal activity. The ensuing discussion of these data

correspond to that organizing format.

Demographic data. The study describes a male population that was

primarily young, single, from rural Newfoundland, with generally poor

v

educational I_uckgrodnds. Recent Canadian recidiviam atudiee and offical

provincial and federal goverﬁnenrr atatistics, provide-compar:l.sona Eor
o . .. o< [S

o
4 -

these’ data.’ .

I:g terms of ege,'lt;he sample’s average age of 22,1 years is slighely
higher .thar;'the average of 20 years reported by Gendreau and Leipciger
(1978) in their study of poet-pelease performance of adult -maie first 1pear—

Pd

cerates. However, it is lower than the average age of 25.1 years for a

4 . . .
follow-up study of residents from several community resource centres in

Ontario by Ardron (1978). Similarly, the majority of the 79.1% of adult

males under 25 years of age is slightly lower than the proportion (82.3X%)

withm\cjxie age group in Carlaon's (1973) study of niale first 1ncarce'3:ates,

»
and much greater than the 41.21 below age 25 in Wallergs (1974) study of-

men released from federal penitentiaeies. e

The finding that the eubject.s at_e slightly older than the study
population of first incarcerates, but younger thaq thoge in comunit:y
resource centres 1n Outario, and mcin younser than nen released from federal
penitentiaries is aot surpriaing.- For ’exanple, the age of firat '1ncar.c_er—

ateas is generally expected to be lower than that of federal penitentiary

iomates who have often a_'erved‘ prior sentences before receiving federal

>

——— = it i S—

’
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provincial imstitutions might be _.pal‘g:ly accounted for by the fact that

-to Howard House., . . : T ot
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terms. Also, as can be determined fram the Canadian Centre for Justice t
Statia;tics (Statistics Canada, 1982), the averag'e age of 1inmates upon : 4
admisgion to Ontario penal institutions is 4'28 ;ears compared .te 26 in

Newfoundland. The heterogegeous mix of the sample provided by referrals 3
from various jursidictions accounts for discrepancies in age betveen‘
this group and other correctional samples. However,. with regai‘d to

age, the present study is more similar than dissimilar fo other recidivism

studies.

The residents of Howard ‘HO\{xse wqre-a,lﬁo, orlx.- the average, geveral
years younger than zales aent’eneed to Newfoundland penal faéili'ties -(_Zi.l ’
vs. 26 years). Both 3toups were conaiderably younger thnn the average age .

£ 39 for the entire Newfoundland adult populatiqn (Statiutics Canada,
1982). :

The younger age of the sample as compared to those admitted to

older, chronic offenders who have been ;ncarc;ax"ated on previou‘; oclzc‘asions.
have uau;-.\];ly not ap[;lied to !.ioward House. Also, ;for each year of th.iei.Q
study, approximately 662-75X of provincial 1mimt_;als were serving sentences
of less tha: six months for minor offences. ':I‘h‘e-e offences ranged from
non-payment of ?1;1&5 to violations of lo;:al stﬁutes such as the Social
Assistance Act, the Welfare of. Childten 8 Act and vat.:lous municipal regun
latim)'(uer Hajescy 8 Penitentiary Anuual Repprts, 1977/78-1980/81) Due’ ,

to the' nature of these offences, it 1is probable that thh group had a .

higher percentage okolder imnates. vho, due to t:heir short prison temw‘.

and unlikelihood of receiving a parole or temporary absence, did not apply s \
“ ' . 5 ) . : )

A

b . . ’ . S 2N ' -
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Consistent with the young profile of Hovard Heuse residents wvas

). the fact that their marital status wvas predominantly single. One hundred

and fifty—one (or 87.8%) vere single compared to a rate of 69% of gingle
p :

males being admitted to provincial institutions during approximately’

the same time period as the present study (Her Majesty's Penitentiary’

%

‘Annual Reports, 1977/78 - 1980/‘81). This study's high pe:qeﬁcage:‘of
single men is much-greéter than the 52.4% of single men in Waller's
- Y .

(1974) study of federal releases. _ an‘e again, a highek parcentage
”~" : ' . o

1. .of single men 48 to be expected when a young group lis éompared. with
v L N e

samples of older wmales. R S . L e ‘

The apparent disproportion of t:he sample residing in t{evfoundland . .
communities outsilde of St. \;ohn 8 seems €O be an accura‘te reflectionu of ;;he :
rural composition of g:he provi,l}cial.popu‘lation'. In fa.ct‘. the 25 (or 14.5!)

of the St. John's residents who stayed at Howard House 1is almost identical

. . - .
to the percentage of the city's population in telation to the total popu~

lation of -Newfoundland (Statistics Canada, 1981 Census). A further -

examination of che Judicial districts and regions from which p'eople, vére . . i

sentenced to provincial instltutions, reveals that only apptoximtely 60% ' . )

i e+ e e

of the Newfoundland federal and ptovincial inmaces were aentenced from . ' "'

_comnities outside of St. John 8 (Her Majesty's Penitentiary Annual ’

E ~_ Reports, 1977/78 - 1980/81). However, this ey be explained by noting r.hal:

H
!
3
'

Y

'.each year during the study period up to 2500- ptisoners serving ahqn: sen—-‘
tences in rutalR C.M. P. detachment jails (exclusiva of theSt. John 8 jail)

. ué\re not transferred r.o provincial penal iml:ituu.ons, often because they )
ue\re operacing at full capacicy (McNutt, Note lo).

~

The low educncionnl level of the sanple i.a comparable to the
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educational level of inmites.adnitted to local provincial 1nsitutions (Her
S

Majeésty's Penitentiary Anoual Reports 19 g

that of othet recldivism ptudy populations. For example, the sample was

3

slight:ly bettet educat:ed than spue 8 tudy groups (Annis 1979 Carlson 1973)

and 81ightly less educsted that others (Atdron,’1978; Hal.i.er, 1974). Once

again, the sample'se'ems more similar.-thandisgim{lar toother samples-inves—
' ot “'. s 3 a . . . - )
tigated in this regard. R < e '

-

Pre-EouaLd Boudé H;i.atorj. The typii:al fﬁdividual f{a the aample 1s

characterized by a poor employment. history Approxiuacely half’ of che

v

indiyiduais had poor familr suppopt‘ qng/o:\alcohol problems. - Hore than S

two-:hirds ‘had been convic%ed primrily of ptOpercy offences. The typical

. subject vds convicted of 5 6 qffeuces on 2 8 occagions for an average of,

L)

ol convicti.oq to occasion ratio._ Thus, fo’i: every trial occui.on, there

2

vere an average of two convictions. Be had also ‘been sentenced CO a total

), .

" of 22 : thoﬁtha in prison as an adult pridr +sLO coning to waard‘ House.

P

3 R . “h s Ve o ‘".. X R )
Similar to the‘ finding about the low educational -'leve].s “of the

‘sample, their poor employne.nt: history 1s generally chatacteristic of . other-

s,

offender samples. A large percentage of the samble had a poo: euplqzk—

>

ment record” in 612 of the casea. characterized by brief sporadic

10

78-1’9\80/81), and generaflly to. -

~

wotk and a very boor enployuenr. record" in 137 of the caaes, whete the _'

}
pe:son had litt:le, 1f any, empioyment hiecory. ' .

These findings seem 1eu than favotahle when, compared to another

Canadian recidivism study which alao rated euployuant hisl:ory upon adnis-

©

. aion. More specificany, Haller 'a (1976) study of» fedaral ex-im:ea 'found

P

' chat only 631 hald their 10ngeat job for less than one year and “that

"'one-quarter he.l.d' their ionseat joh £or at wu t:hru yea&a. uovever, ic

S

&

P .

g



L R suppore” was interpreted asa negacive fami ly enwi romnent \ncluding factors )
4 - L] B N
% - such as: ‘a’ lack of iutimcy with family menbe 3, poor support and . .

° ) . . ) B
e m et e S s T b m-n)-wry-:,‘wa-ﬂ-nﬂrwmmrﬁ‘;\ﬂ?*ﬂ""’-’,‘nw-m"mn-v.‘n.—- T e e '
Lo
_ - - i % . '// - i
N - ' . . LI LY . - -
~ 3 — - \/4 . . .
| 3 71 - : -
' R ' . !
/ should be noted that Waller's sample were 1ighly better educated and
) o0 ' : - \ i
. ’ - - . '
< older. These factors, along with becter enployme?f opportunities in . e

e

Ontario; where the unemploym.gné?fi rate wvas approximately half thag of New-

foundland (Statistics Candda, 1984), may account for these dipierences in

emplgyment ‘history (For a further elaboration of a five year trend, see ) BT

Appendix ().’ T < ' )
d 0 « - . . . -
. . ‘rhe finding that almos: half of those uted on the Fanily Support

v

Scale had "poor family suppor: is again not ~su:prisiuz when ennining the , :
£ 1ndings of othe¥ recidivism studies. For exgllple, Waller (i97h):r.eporr.ed " L el

L \ chgc almost .h'glzf of .t:h;.-5 federal ex-irmates surveyed 1hd1c-t'ed thit they m?. ..

l g '.had left h’ome' at age ‘iSIor e.’ﬂ;rli'e-l" and had & member o:f'their family - '
. charged with an offence at some. timgv Also Rogers (198L) £ound that 602
of har\ samble of Oncario proba:ioners experi_enc}:ed at . leagr, one of a dozen

nega:iye family factors ranging from the, dalinquen:. record of sibl-ingq to

- 'che prolonged absenc‘é of a pai’ént. In the curren: study, poor fani).y

.-, 1e

.\

guidance in the pau, and Opan conflict w‘lch fmily members. some’ of oo ) '

who may ; have been iavolved in crininal activity. R L ~

e

As revealod in Tabln (paapSﬁ), :‘he number wh{had .a alcohol

. . o probleu u:co:d:l.ngéo the Alcohol/Drusiroblm s<:ale in 631. 'lihiq ;nding u '
) similar :hhat of Hallcr (1974) uho rcportcd :hnt 41«41-0{ h!.l ulplo hud - ‘-. -
'alcoho/l. pl:obl.em upon admiuion to: pcnictntiary. _ ‘, . " '.-' ' ' ' ."-_
_ - ' .‘\”I The finding t:hac only fiv& of thc rdudenu hlg a drug ptobln y 'l - J i
~ ~with' the f:lndlng in ~‘rnb1e 2 l:hlt nnou: onc~quar£cr ot :hc unplo hnd . ' . }v
j : : comllt:;d' pfiuuly drug o!!cncu;u;r t.'o arriving ln H&nrd uoulc is y T ;.
. . W R
o ' to ; " ) . ‘.-
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/
fore, chat t’hia cohort of 41 drug offenders were almost all-involved 1n

the trafficking of narcotics and engaged in this illegal activity for

’

fina cial\reward as opposed to contributing to a drug hablt. While there
&

may, have been othera }n the sample who suffe‘red fron alcohol and/or other
dgug problem, the- ratings were based on file' lnforution obtained-
fron other nsencies, e g. parole drinking raatrlctions, obae;vations‘

by staff and admissions by residents ‘of such-problems. Therefore,

v , N . 0
it is possible that the alcohol and drug 'proble‘s of some individuals

id the sample may not have been detected.and/or recoraed, making- the,.
. 5 4

v -

attual percentage of'r}}ose having -such problems highkr. -~ \
‘ . In. terms of t;pes of offences commifted prior to admission to

» -

. o - . . ‘
Howard House, the atudy samp_le falls clearly into twe categories: 1) crimes

against property (65.81), and 2) drug offences (23.8%) ae indicated in
/ _ h , .

" Table 2. Thig 18 not surprising, as approximately two-rnirde of the offen~

ders in bogh the Annis (1979) and Carlson (1973) sanples‘ had been convicted :

b

.of property offences while two out of three men re-arrested after release

" just prior to or during the period covared by thie study. A large group :-

id Waller's (1974) a\udy uere convicted of property offences.

J. ' ¢ The 23.82 of the aample who had past convictions of prlnanrtly drug

.

N
offeneed represents a higher than ndrml perceived dlscribution of drug

T

offonders. In fact, for .each yeor erng c‘e study period "less than . ten.

]

percant of admissiond to Her Majes:y 8 Penltentury vere for drug offencea
8 .

\ ' [

(Her Ma jesty's Penuopthry Annual’ R‘cports, 1977/78-1960/81). This may be

" partially accounted for by ‘a tumber of .fac:e. First, a number of offen-

ders had bsen convicted during se eral large drug arrests id the pr_ovlnc'e/

72

surprising and eeeningly contradictory. It- is plausible to assume, there-

F R

i
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qf chese offenders were accepted to Howard House on day parole an earlier

. .' g release, but a more 1ntensive ‘form of aupetvision, than Eull parole.
.", , <

b ’ ' others. mEET drug offendere are more co-operative An rehabilitation

; . L programﬁ.ng, and being leﬁ—‘problemtic end dtstrupcive are ptbbably lesa ,

. STy .
: ; SR vieible in the genetal pqpulation. AR i -t

L L A 1) examination of previous cfininal couvictfg;e tevealed that fhe

- average r_esidenc was convi_cted of six offences on three differenc_ occasions -

Y

as an 1t. This compafes with an m‘;ex"ase of 6.2 prior offences for
v . C.R.Co'r ents in the Ardron (1978) s tudy and 5 prior offences for cheir
v Q - eonpatison group, participants in the temporary abpence progt‘(‘ru’) As

well, for 97 (or 56 5 ofrche ssople, their crininal activities resulted

in at least one previous igcarceration prior to thé current dentence.
.. ] In fact, _on \h{'average,.the sample had been' sentenced to a totai of"

22 nonths in prison, with 17X hnvie;—' served feeernl terms prior to

e e T o 2 e

Howard Housa ndniuion. Consequently,’ on the b'ag;u of cﬁesc data,

" ‘ C one nay aasuue\ that the typical Howard House offender 18 neither a\

-

" chronie,’ profesai_mml criminal, nor- oge who has\had only isolated,
minor f{nvolvements with the criminal justice system.

£ bl

. . \In?m:gnen résident data. With ehe exception of e.cm: study

inﬁoIVI;\g bo‘;h a tesci-tution progran and TAP-referrels (Bonte at all..',. 1983)-.
" this study 1s different from other known reeidiﬁin studies in that 1t has
. ndividualn participating ia the same rehebl‘tltation prosrn under
S I dufennt Jurudicttonl and releau -conditions. The nriou. C.S.C. puole
; _ : ’nd ln_xder.o‘ry. supervision relesse conditious along with the pr’vﬁchl

ez S

P U Second drug offerders tend to be becur educated and more likely to be‘ -

wlep . . aware of r.he Howard Houayprogtan and chua, .applied more frequently than '

Lk e” ariveign
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Department of Justice, T.A. and’ problcfon referrals provide <lnteresting

_data compariuonh. This 1is par'ti(:uhrly true when decemining whecher

factors such as the avarage length of scay of each reapective ca:egory is

or 13 ‘not relncnd td recidivism.. 'Iheu anilyses vill ba pruented in a
' 3

I

K

"The. pro(ru participacion racings ot the ruidents by two ﬂd.pan—

dcnc ntors indicaced 1n ‘rable 5. (pazoeo) revuled a fairly noml diuri-. ;

74

bution of ruidenu within the five category ncale by\both raters: Hhilé ’

Ehero was 3.n¢ral -agreement, the first appeared- to bc‘;re cautious than ‘

\
the second as revuled by the greater nunber of "fair" or neutral assess- .

ments.. Thus, as lsndicated by thoir general aguoun:, there seemed to be
a high degree. of congruoncy in their rarings of program panticipa:ion

\ The findingl that 73.7% of ‘the umple obr_.ained employment yhile
residing at Howard Hcvmle,!.s sui'prilius vhen the ruidénc'c pdor education

and work &e:i_enca'preﬁouoly nofed. and Neffoundland's abnomuy high

unumploym:nt rate is considered. This“ figire compares favorably to. the

692 of the unple of rasidents who sny’g, t comunl.cy resource centres 1n

‘ Ontario, almonc half of‘whmuere nintuni.ng the &e Job t:hat was arnnged

(73

prior to incar;nration (Ardron, 1978). Thul, the race at wh@gh employment

.wit obtained by the sample while residing pt Howard House was high, when
' . o : : )

'co'upaud to 'the nploy{nnc ra_i:c of CRCI in Ontario, 5huré job opportunitlu

are: gruur aand unumployunt is lowoi‘

One faccor vhich oay be: uluod to this is that 41% ot those uork- .

»

‘ing vere employed oxcluuvcly on federal projects, almost ¢ll o: vhich were

uponioud by the John Howard 30cucy." ‘rhtu, the short-term nature of Chese

tederal projects' is one of the main reasons why tvo-thirds of the sample

) . .
.oor .
- . N
¥ . . .
- . . . .
' - - ' v '
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completed their employment prior to or upon"ﬁé:tute from Howard House as

l—l.-..
!

indicated, Table 8.

. ' »
The 82% of successful program compleqerg in the Howard House . study

.

sample is identical to the successful completion rate found in a study of.

3

Ontario CRCs (Ardron, 1978’). The 141 succenful Gompleters of the Howard

House ptogrﬁn resided for an average of 2 1/2 months in the comnity under
-

the supervision- of the CRC. This was uithout having their stay teminated
due, to technical viq‘lationa of their- conditj.oml release, . problematic

violations of house tules or becauae they committed new cripes. In fact,:

of the total sample, only four_residents comj,tted crimes during their stay.

Other CRCs usually determine the 'program' Eonpletioﬁ rat_ea‘base&
 p ) . ) 4

on all admissions. Consequently, the total .nunber of Howard House admis-

£

» sions, excluding se{en sbeéial placefunts, neither of who had to be ‘ter-\o-
. . N, ¢

,mlnated, appear in Table 10 with comparative CRC data.

Table 10 ,
A Conparison of Successful Conpletion of -CRC Programs
" Based on tha Total Number of Program Admissions in
Hinnipeg (n = 211), Ontario (n = 200) and Hward House (n - 255)
\ .

t

= " - .

Winnipeg CRC - Ontario CRCs Bogaid'aouse, s
N " (o =211) -~ {(a = 200) S (n = 255)%
. ‘ . Actual No. Actual No.| .Actual No.
) "~ and X .and X - and X.
[ . Na 4
T : o BN SRR
Successful . N ' ; :
Conpletionl 164 (68 ‘21) . 164 (82.0%) 186 (75.0%)
. 'Iqr!lnationl - 67 (31 8!) / o 36 (18 OX) " - 62 (25.3%) .
Note: (i) 'm ber 1nc1 Efc all those uudnto admitted to the Howard
" House ptosul. the' e ) of six 'temporary phcmnu for lpocul.
 purposes and ou thor vho d ‘while a resident. - -
. ! . \
'y * . v d . R
. ) .. N o . l . . ‘ R N

~#

e ARk T T —



e - A W R e« o .

O s

SRS AR S

o -

e et F e - 1T R o e bR e ST
o

. LN N B . .
In general, the success and failure rates of Howard House, in,terms

. of program completione is qui:e"sinilat to that of other CRCs. The success

~

76

rate is higher than that found in.the McIvor et: “al, (1979) study of CRCa

-

4n Winnipeg, but lower than..t:hat of the Ardron (1978) study of Ontario CRCs,

wﬂ(cluded those who had a planned length of s:ay‘of less than five

a CRC will successfully comp_lete their stny. -
L 3 ’ '

. L)
studies, found that those that do not complete.the program are usually

-~

dismissed net because they comitt:ed crim‘éo,\bu_t:geyné g:hey technically

: violated release conditions. ' ’ y : h ~

. ' A 7 e

Post-progran dﬁta. One-third of the sample were employed or

atteoding- school o'n the day of thedr deoatture from Boward Bouoe. This

daye. Thus, it agpears . that seven or eight: out of ten’ peoPle arriving at

. . . . . L .
The present study, like the“Mclvor et'al. (1979) a';}l Ardron (1918)

[ 3

L

'

'represents a substan:ial dacrease from cho 802 of tesidencs previously‘

‘ noted, who uere either enployed or attending school duting their stay at‘

Howard House. Hovever. thro‘]uorteru of thoae employed' had secured

full-time pemnent enploynenc, vhile the reuindor vere employed on
A

federal projec'r.s. An additional 13 62 were eliaiblo for U.I, c. benef ts.

Thus; over 40% of the soﬂplo h&d .aome financial aecurity upon ldaving

f .
Howard Kouu, ‘vhile an additionol 5.4% were enro J:

progrm. |
. 1Iu regard to rocidivin, as noted in Tablo 11, the roconviction'
rnto‘ £or forum: rnidontl two yurl followins depatturo fron Roward Houu
'io 32.62 (cucogorin 1-3, 5-7).‘ 'rho failure - ?oto incronu to 37, 81 vhon'
r.ochnicul violotiont of puolo and T, A. condir.ions uu ineluded. Bovovor,

s’ roco-ondod by \mdo and Griwold (1979), cochnicul violations are

. - <

:',-‘l’_ odu_cntional . .

e}

e et i — e —
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separately uugdriud :o' account for. non—crtnul bcluvtor tesulting in .

incarccution and are not includcd as ucidiviu figures in any of the
‘studies. | ®

"The on.—third rcci.dtviu rate o! Hward nouu uudc‘nu conpatu

‘t\nvorably vith two othcr Caudian u:udiu vhich uud the Ccudiau nccidivin

I.ndcx for a two year follov-up' pcrio{l. In flct-. ‘:hc Gcndugu and Lc;pctznr

- o T

v

.(1978) otudy of ﬁ.ut 1nca'rccur.u uporccd a ncbnvtcuon rate of 46.3% -

(catcgoriu 1-3, 5-7), vwhile Cormier's (1981) uudy ot sen rol.uud from

*
a federal sadium ucutity institution fonnd hur uconvicuon rate to ‘be

w

) ,52'11-('“ 'r:bh il, categories 1-3, 5=7).

Another two year ltudyf'og male first iné_arccu':u (Carlson '1973)

found a. reconviction rate of. 46. 72:,. chnct'l "(1981) two yc'at utidy

g

ftof adult probationnrl in Ontario nvul.cd qur. maleg in thc u-plc'

had a uconvicclon tate of 39 81. 'rhc only k.nov Caudun rccidtvil study

]

of CRCs - (Ardron, 1978) vu a one yur !ol.lmp ‘of CRC md TAP uluul
dn vhich ue.onviction utn of 302 and 38X, rupccuvcl.y, vere toul#

‘The: o:u yut follmr'up reconviction utkfor Hourd Bouu vas 26 1. Thus,

°

in :om of teconucuon rates, Ilo‘nrd Rouu ‘;olpltll Eavombly with

A |
‘other \t.pwn Caudiu rccidtvin ltudin .and :hc generalizabil.ity of the
< [ ] 5
dltl «u lppnunt at f.h!.l level of analysis.
.v' : . coe
. \ :

N e mme—t




e em— =

. A AR A7 A ke T T T TR

78
" Table 11
A Conparison of 'ruo Year Follow=up Recidivisn Rates for (
First Incarcerates in Ontario {Gendreau & Letpciger, 1978),

Ex-inmates of a.Péderal Medium Security Institution (Comier, 1981), o
and the Study Sample

’
RPN ) S

-« .
' First _ 'Federal
Incarcerates Institution ) .
Gendreau & (Cormier, 1981) v
Leipciger | (o = 259) The Present $tudy
, ' (1978) . Relative “(n = 172)
Canadian (n =~ 802) Frequency (X)- Relative
_Recidivism . Relative ’ : . Frequency (2)
Index No. Frequency (%) - S
— '.
1 -2 years _ - .
or more. o . 6.7 15.8 6.4 = .
T2 -'99,\days - \\‘/ . 4
2 years less ' o ‘
a dly . . ..22-5 17'4 ‘.' 15.1
3 - 90 days or . o
© legs . . , = 7.4 "15.8 7.6
-4 = Technical ) X A
- parole/T.A.¥ '
violation which ( L
< ed o [ . .
nviction . | 2.5 3.5 5.2 L J
5 —Wanted/ G <4 : R
Absconder .3 R 7 S 0.0 :
6 - Probction/ : . s , (“\ C
7 = Fine up to :
3100 L 2.7 . 0.0 0.6
8 - No illegal L. ‘- _ .
ac:ivttiu Co 51.2 44.0 62.2
"Notet (*) T.Ae violutiou appl.y o y to Howard Rouu Y -
I \ ‘ . ..

, -
vy ———
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V. Variable Relat ionships

.~
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The anelyaes ‘used to teat venable relationships were: 1)

W

,va'na_lg_l.es from the prevxous__descni}we analyseo were tested aa they

related primarily’ to tfle main dependent variable whick was: recidliviem.

~Due to the Eaclj that a nmeber of variables were a‘eaessed by different

measurement scales, e.g. t(ominal, ,ordi:nal;'interval, different tests

_and assumptions ‘related to the measurement properties were used. In

some ‘instances fhe-sample sizeo varied.in the test relationsﬂips; '

correlatxonal analyses and 2) tests of mdependence (XZS Selected.

Two correlauonal tests were used u\ these 'analynea. "1) the

Pearson Product Moment (PPH) correlat.:.onal coeffxcxent (r) was used

w_ith interval level data when euump{_tx.one of qorma‘.uy were made and

2) the 'Spearmeli-nrown "(xg) ranft-order correlational test was used in

the non-parametrxc sense whén assumptxons of nomah;y vere inappro—. .

pnete and meesuremem. scales wére nominal or ordmaé levei

- %
e

.Chx-squnre tests (Xz.)-were uned tq det.emme if veri"'les.were
related and . thexr aoaocutxou was not due to chance variation.

L
Cfoee-'r.abulauons of exiating and newly ereated vnriebles by the Clmedun

i Recxdxvum Index were der.ermned An order to eueu whether or not there

were ugm.hcent euocuuons between these variables and recxdxvim.

»

" to rel'ete tol recidwun ara schemeticelly preaented in Figure 1.

\

The reletionships betveen the uujor varubles which were found °

r~
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Figure I

Independent Variables \

~Oc:c:aszions ‘Convicted:
. 1) Two Years Prior

, Joarticipation

[ Shortest Bme .
“on the street".
Hithout a Convictio

Two Years Prior to ‘ '

80

Major Factors Effecting Recidivism (Canadian Recidivism Index)
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The results indicated the following major findings: 1) a

portion of characteristics of one's adult criminal history provide

wes more likely to recidivate-the greater the number of occasions convicted -

¢ two years prior to Koiultd Houae, and as an adult, the shorter: the ,period

of. time "on the st:eet" vn,hout. a convxcuon, if he had prev:.om; incarcer—

S auons, J.f he had a problem wu.h alcohol and/or drugs, had lutle fam.ly

aupport, was a property offender and was unemployed on the day of his

departure, than if none gf these were apparen't., 3) a poor ’rating'on
ﬂ\

t.lie Program Paru’.eipati Scale (PPS) 1nd1cated~ a greater lxkell.hood
_of recidivism and more seuous subsequent cnmmal anolvement than

broken dbwn agcording to: iv) -adult ¢ximinal history, 2) recidivism
\l . ’ . e o i _ . .
and selected variables, and 3) program 'partieipe{ion and recidivism,
o ' s
Addlt cruunal history. The previous deacriptive analyses

\.

i
§ Lndlcated Lhut I’.he average mdwxdual in the study sample was convicted
\

of six offences on three dxfferent occnuons as an adult. -Furt,\jr

admission to Houerd House- correluted t.o the number of Lrul occasions

' ¢ .
L3
in wh:.ch a person had been conv:.cted during this tme (r = .4l,ns= 172
v y
P < 001) Age was - also related t.o the number of months sentenced
Py

' Lo te pruon as an adult (r = .49, o= 172, p < 001), or more ¢ laply, plder

‘E'E"»n ;ndwxdunls speut morr—rfn’e’in prilon u adulte., ' !

} A profile mdxuting the type of -igm.ﬂcant mdi;nt.or- oE
[

r.hu horor. ouch a8 the toul nulber of adylt convietiono. the nunber

P..l' ‘ Lo, N

) .
a profile of the typical individual in the study sample, 2),&@%

'

a good ratmg on tHe same scale.’ .These'results wxll be more specifically

, analysu revealed that Lhe number of convictions twp years prior to

adult- cruinal hiuory h providod ip Table 12. Thin table rovulo

»

e,

C vl et A Sl
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of occasions coanvicted as an ‘adult, and the number of months. sentenced

to prison as an adult, correlated positively with the number of copvictions, :

occasions and time incarcerated two years prior. to Howard House. These:
. - I .o . '
same ‘factors also -negatively correlated with” the length of time speat
“on the street" and the longest time, spent without a comviction two
Coe g : hj

years .prior to Howard Hause,
; va .

o

. . R ] .
The previous descriptive data (see page 58) revealed that

- over half of the sample (or 56.5%) had been{previouuly incarcerated. -
A comparison of first time and previous incarcerates in Table 13 indicadtes

that the two groups have distinct criminsal histories, in fic;- ;nll_nos't
i opposite in a number of selected variables, More specifically, previous
incarcerates 'were’, more likely to have been convicted of a higher number

of adult .c‘ri\‘nu for a greater .number of occasions, and spent a longer

time ia 'pri.s\ony as an'aduit. Conversely, they. speftt l.‘eus EiPQ "on the -

] . i
street" without being incarcerated or having a coaviction two years

"‘brior to Howard House. First t.i;ne,'iqca:cqnt.es vere j‘dpt the .opposite
when considered with these vu"‘i.ab_len. ‘

<
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Table 12 - | i
Correlation Coefficients of Relationships Between Indicators oTE
and Descriptors of Adult Criminal History for the Study.Sample .
i { R . - . o, § o
Selected Indi;atorgj Total Number '.'Tétal'Number;l Total Months ‘ |
T, of Adukt, . of Occasions  Sentenced to N
3 Convictions - Convicted '+ Prison as o R
o : ~Adult - . ‘ ;
1. Total Number Con= -
vicgions Two Years
Prior-to Howard .
House J1 (n ='172) - -
2. Total Number T
Occasions Con- //
victed Two Years S A .
Prior to Howard : : -~ - . ,
House C - - .48 (n =-172) . e .
. . . . ' —— ;
' 3. Time Incarcerated - N 4 iy
Two Years.Prior to . o - [ i
Howard House . Lggln = 170) 7 .41 (o = 169) .69 (n=il69) ..
. 4. "Time'on Street" o '
- .Two- Years Pri'or to - N o ,; W L _ '
. "Howard ‘House . - =69 (n = 169)
5. Longest Teimle on _ —
Street Without ’
Conviction Two Years y o e SR B
Prior to Hpward House =.42 (n = 134) " =.,43 (n = 134) -51'(n=13%)
. . -l;"',.' . - ~ - . . . — .
6. Total Months Sentenced oo T . . o .
to Prison as an Adult . .45 (n = 170) -~ .48 (n-='170) -, -
7. ' Total Nunbe'r' Occasicns o s . i ‘* .
Cc;nviet.ed as an.Adult .58 (_9_ 2 172) K - - .
. N * * . o . . A . . " l‘,\
~Note. (¥%) Denotes’p < 001 for all r's > + .40, L. Lo t
. . N o . .
. - +
'voe e N B ‘
' | o ' N 1
% Lo, ! ’ 7o - ) ] [
l § / - - :
. . i e, '
- . ' _ ‘ ‘ . Yon
. & " . o "- N oo
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Recidivism and' selected varial.:les.” Relauonahxpa of se}ecued

1

vanahles wxr.h Lhe Canadian Rec’ldlvum Index, are - mdxcated in Table l.lo :

.-_/ 1

Categonen of high nsk for recxdxvun we:e: .l) the greatet r.he number

™

" of occasionn convxcted two years prior, to- Howard House and as an adult,

2) those witﬁ\ prexxous incarceutiono, 3) those who survived n/ shbtter

84

Table 13
A Companson of Fl.rst.-'l‘mg &nd Previous Incarcerates.v
by Selected Background Var1ab1ea (n = 134-172)
I
o . Correlation Coefficients (xg)*
Selected 'Backgro.gmd V_ariablés ’ . First Incarcercates L More than -
- o I : . .7 ome Incar-
o - CTLTY ' ceration
L= \ : .
1. Total Number of Adult Convictions °~ = ., =.48 N %8 (n = 17)
2. Total Number of Occasl.ons Convxcted “. ~.61 : 6} (n=172)
Y— ) . —
5. Total Numbet of ‘Months Senteinced to R
Prison as an Adult v © =47 . 4 (1)
4. Time Incarcerated Two Years Prior ‘ : .
to Howard Housge i -.43 , 43 (n=169)
0 . : . - .
5. "Time on Street" Two Yea:a Pnor : ‘ ) :
" Lo.Howard - Houae . . ’ A0 0 - .'"0.(.'1'137)
6. Longest “'I‘me on Street" Without -~ - ( ’
Convictions Two Years Pnor to ) * . .
'.-"Howa:d House = " '” .45, ~.45 (n =134)
Note. (*) Denot.es p < .001. o M
. s - ,

. ﬂ '
pariot‘ J,(/ "on t.he M.reer.“ vithout. a conviction two years prior to _

Howard House, lo) those who expouenead llcohol nnd/or drug Rroblem. 5)

those who had li.t/t.le or’ ‘0 !-ily wupport. ‘6) l.hou vhc}go participltion'

ia t.he Honrd llou“ pmgr- vae jud.cd by cvaters. m be" lov on t.hbl’ro.ru
. L : ‘

A e b

e TR e e
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Participation- Scale and °7) jurisdictional status,-. that. is._‘ the .type
s, . . T o
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.sample.
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! . . . AT . . . . - ey ~— oo ., . .
. ! U ety Ve o !
! 4, ;Longest 'IL e “on Stteet“ L S ol ,' .
without a conviction 2 - ’ I s C :
- “yeacs prior to Howard ‘House 184.3, 154% : (n'I 13&) o
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] and as ‘an Adult ,nr_/_
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‘ s Table 16 :
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- sstabulation of ‘Selected Variables with "No'Il.legai Activities"
. and Provincial and Federal Terms .8 Indicated by the
"Canadian Recidivism Index Two Years Followmg Departute RN
. from Howard House " - o
, . (n = 172) . . .
’ - .\‘ I" . . ., - ~ ’
¢ /o 3 s ’ '
" ) _Camponents of. Canadxan Rec:.div:.sm Index .
..',..i » "No Illegal _ . !
A : - Activities Provmcul Term . Federal-'l‘er'm,-'
: Selecr.ed Independent .Relative Relnnve - ~Relative ’

o -Vanables P S_E‘regufngy (2) - Frequency (Z)

Frequency (%) ,

.~.' Y I -~ ".- ¢ s [ T " .. L e . W '.J S A .

\: ‘l;' - . .l: 'l/’ . s . Coe '- . -‘I .../ ’ ) ' ".' L o ’ ' v ‘L.\‘.. - ’

','l'»'- o //'/' l. Problems with . - - -c"')" o ‘ e e - i : -. Lo . ’
T ".-Alcohol/D:ugs - 7 46,7 24.0 o 9.3 ~

T 2.7 No Problems wnh " ' T

_ Alcohol/Drugs - CLTh2 : o 8.2 : 61
. " ' ’ ’ ’
: L . 3. anatxly Property ) ' :
; _ . Offender - 55,8 - 19.2 o 9.2 -
N ' : O
Lo . b, ,__anan.\y Nou—Properr.y
o ~ Qffender’ (Mainly' o ‘ o
RS Drugs SR TLT6.9. 5.87 ' 0.0, .
| . .5. Unemployed on Day :
-. of Departure 52.6 18.4 ~ 8.8
L 6. Employed on Day of :
., . Departure 81.0 . . 8.6 ' 1.7
\ ' 4
The greater lxkehhood of recxdxvxam by those with alcohol
/ '. and drug problems is further suggesled in' the reaul:a of the crosstabul a-
/ tions of :the CRI by other selected variables as revealed \ip Table 16.
- { For exampie;‘ when. those with dl‘cohol/drug problem ‘were treated as,
| B ’ .
’, . ) a cohort’ and compared \v&thoue with no alcohol/drug prablems, the -

. '(;%<

M e —— o e

" former group had -recidiva ed\at a auus:ically ngmf:.cam. ‘degree -
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acéording to Lge CRI (x2 = 17.2, 7 d.f., 2 < 01) Hore specificany,

less t‘han half of those vxth alcohol end" d‘rug problene evoxded cnmnal

- »

acthttes as compared with thtee quertere of thoee who d:.d not expenence

-7

such problems dccordmg to the Alcohol/D;ug Problem Scale. Also,

'\

much larger percentage of those uth alcohol *aud drug probl.eme :ecewed

o

"provmc:.al teme from\QO :deye .to-two years‘ -lese a day'or federal ‘terms

‘of tvo yeare o: mo:e.. In both categonee there were -a much hxgher

et

A htgher recxdxvxsnt rete b pt

non-proberty offenders ~was aleo EOun,

l\_‘ .
- B . ~
o

day of departure vas also h13her than tho&z who wer;e employed (xz.- 15 9, .
X < 05) Property offendere and those unemployed alsq. recetved .y

a exgnzftcently h1ghet petcentege of provxncul and federel teme than- .

those Hho ve:e non—property offende:s and employed upon theu' dey of

‘ departure from Howard House. Not surpnemgly, the percentaget)f provincxal

terme was agam h1gher than that of fedetnl terms in- all categoties

e

It .was prevxouel.y noted that 821 of the eample (or 141 'of

172) eucceeefully completed theu‘ etey et Howerd House (lee page 62)

' ,_A croutebulatton of program outcome by the - Cemadmn Recxdtvtsm Index ’

s

shoved\- that those who euccesefully completed the progum ‘were mor:e'
l:.kely to nvo:.d future cnm.nal ectl.v:.txee then thoee vho dxd not complete
" the program (x2 - 137 _dg = 42, B < 001) Although the numbers ax-e.
not equal in. bor.h groupa Tahle 17 lnd‘icetea that leqe than one quartec T

(24 83) of the men who lucceufully conpl.eted the progtam tec:.d:.vmted .

i
1

f)erty offenders whén compar:‘: Lt b

{

.
.
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e

’lto “be " exgni.fic.\ent (X2 "- 14 1, s
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of further crimes w1Lhm -two years. Tt}gse Lemmated from ‘the program e

'

wxchm a two year follow-up peuod.

t.o prwon for ‘parole or T A. vxolauons)

a.

However, of L{\e 27 ternmnted

due. to breachea of releue condxtxons (22 of whom had ‘been retur\med

17 (or 631) were convxcted

N

90
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v

»were also more hkely to be involved in serious oﬁfences as represented L ,
N 5 , B o .
by a hrgher percencage 'of federdl and’ provmcxal pruon r.ema.
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Recidivism was, elso. aigni,ficam.ly. corrélated with the-total ‘
- number of convictions two years after 'indi..vidua].sv left Howard House
-’(L's' = -.91' n =172, p< 001) and the/total anumber of occasions convxcrled' ST e
. durm§ thxa posL—Howard House ‘penod (r.,l = .90, n = 172, _g < .001) o ‘ ;
Conver/ely, reqxdxvram had a agrong negatxve correlnt:.on thb post-ﬂoward
House txme":""on the streer." durmg the two year follow-up per:.od (ra = 91, r ; .
2‘- 172 2 <, 001), t.hat 13 those who dxd n,oL recid vate spent a longer \ {

- t.iti:e on the street. IR . e
' , ' ; . PR ) ! ',“' . ’ :" E

I ’.“' Sl o
SR Progi"am partxcrpatxou aud recxdwxsm..; T \e' tw0'1ndependent."'
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ratera had a hlgh degree of congruence m ratmg t.he sample nccordmg '
e

Lo the Program Parucxpauon Scale (rée- 714 n = 172 .E < 001.) S:.gm- L
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o exxsted for the PPS ratmgs of Rater I and the CRI (){2 = 61 3 g__f_ = .
28, PR (Jﬂll_.amLAaLer_lL—an¢ :-he CRI (x2 - 81 3, '_<_l'_£_ = 28 2 c -001) W
' ' : As revealed ‘in Table 18, poorer rétmgs on the PPS related o 'i_?A""I '
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Discussion of Variable Relationships

)

The noted relationship existing. between certain -indicators

of adult criminal_hiatory (see Tgl’ife 12),
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.-revealed .Lhe -extent of,-the

indwxdual 8 crmmal iavolvement, bot.h wi hm a‘two year penod prior

to’ com.ng to Howard House,

(NS

and r.hen as ‘an edulte'

N

Closer examnatxon T

to
N Al - -

revealed that twm types of criminal vffend rs, .each with varymg degrees 2t
\ .

‘{“ ¢ of adult cn.m.nal. hut.ory were apparént 1ih the aample,~
Sl ! \
AR ‘?' xncpreeranes nnd 2)\thosé mcnrcerated on prevmus occnsxons, and they

M

\ L .,,A . a. e

v

1) .fi.rst.-tme

were Ln fact duunc\t gtoups.. T S

i . w,l e “ . Rk R S,
_,r‘w s . . . S - IR

‘ The fj.ndmg that. fxrsr, tme mcarcerates when "comb'a:.e'd"-with.,.

\

e . . A

. prevmus mcercerates, (nad fewer prxor adull: convxctwns

e;’»ﬂt a shorl‘.er perl.od of time in pnson and a lﬂnger tme

\\ ‘

on the ereet." LWO yeare prxor to ﬁoward House, was not eurprismg.

and oc"c‘éeio"ns

couvxcted

N

The estabhshmeﬁt of -an’ adult. prqbaqul 'se'rvxce in. t.he provmce in

has made probatxon a \n.abl.e optl.on to mcarceratxon for . many- -

Also, the avazlabx!.xty of legal al.d services, .whxch enable

1975

Judges.
. mdxvxduals to- have the aseie\tance of co nsel .in regard to sentencmg'
- , AV ‘

to mensomnenr.. Thus, the

.

. has also promoted community. ﬂternatxvee

v

léaq,t, restnct ive sent ence,

laréely based

. B record, enables _]udges to use mcarcerauon

il The dxfference m,the exte{u of [
{ . .

on the extent of a- cri.mnel

usu'al_ly asv a’ las‘t resort_:. b

riminal records.' in the study -

Cl

N i e

' /House) Low{rd 1nd1v1dua1 needa, which gener

' of dangerous :eexual offences and/or mt{rde;

s referred to Howard Houae .8y probalion, mandatory eupervxuon.

- Bl . et
.\ \ . . o . .
. s vy

’ A

n\ 3

Qample, is’ possxbly reflecuve of a\broedladma ions pohcy (at Hovard_ '\

Lly ex ludes people convictedv_‘

\“‘

It may alao reflect the.
N

| dxfferent cond1t1ona1 releese Jurisdxcno 8 under which an epplxcant '

ks

.-
)
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Previous - incarcerations, along with the greater number of
occasions in which one was convicted two years prior to Howard Houde

 and then as an adult, .were ind\i.catorp- of criminal behavior as indicated

'L.

" 95

: . ’ . . i
on the criminal record')md were -founcl to be 're'lated to'a gre(ter'likel.ihood -

’ _of recxdwum., Thx.a fmdmg is conustent \u.th atudx.ea whxch have shown‘

"-'that the prévxouu crunmal record |l.8 a predxctor of Euture cru‘mal'..

.

. . o/ b
,actxvny (Ardron. 1978 &—rispn, 1973‘ Gendreau, Hadden & Lel.pc{ger,
ot

i :1979, Hood and Sparkes, 1970 Nuffleld 1982 Rogera, 1981 Slmlarly,;:

' the fxndmg that the- ahorter the permd of r.me "on the a;“reet" wx;hout.

f"xa cqnv:.ctx.on two years pn.or to Howard House, thé greater the egree

Ny

of” recxdxvxam, ‘is conslstent ‘with Nuffxeld 5. (1982) f:.ndmg 'that the -

--'shotte*; t.he mterm permd before the current conv1cr.1.on, the greater

v a
.

thé pro\‘nbxluy of Nrreat after releq;e

\ Wh:.l.e some other stadres have shown relatxonuhxps between

@

age and,.rec.\dxvuq (Gendreau, Madden, Lexpcxger, 1979, Nuffxeld " 1982)

. ll
[

Hadden &&'Lexpcxger, 19,79;'--Rogera,- 1981) the current ntudy dxd not

ot and educauon and” recxdw:.sn (Ardron, 1980 Nufheld, 1982 Gendreau,l

L) -
.fmd ngm.f!.cant. relationships betueen“ithese vanable’s Thla.may be

| ~

parually accounted for by the homogenexty of the sample, thh 79 12

belng undqr 25 yenrs and 78. 81 havmg completed a grade 10 education

b4
o . . . '

‘or less. _l
Q & )

T . 1

A cohbrt of_ -75_ offenders..(or-- 43, 61 of t.he aample) ‘who " had

alcohol and/or drug problems, rectdivated at a hxgher rate and comutted
. _ |

more ser!.ous offences than those wighout. such prolﬂems. .This: 13 umlar
oL \

‘to fmdi.ng of other Canadun rec1div1,sn ntudl.es. For example, drmkmgﬁ o

i
.at an early age (Gendreau, Madden & Leipcxger, 1979) and dri.nkmg reguhrly

<

®
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(Waller, 1974) were both found to be related to recidivism, as was having *

T

a_drug or algohol problem at the time of discharge from a CRC (Ardron,-

1978).
'l‘he hxgh anxdence of alcohol problem experxenced by the
o
sample and its relatxonshlp to recxdxvxsm muy suggeut Lhét acceptzng

14

applxcants thh aerxoua alcohol prgblems to u&CRC should ‘be made. Hl.th -

\ progrqm should occur only after n perl.od oE demonatrated progress at

-

m’ caut.l.om} For exmhple, under nomal cxrcumatancea acceptance mto the
) e ‘ .

_an_ alcohol treatment -centre. such as the Harbour Lxght, a -facx.lx.ty'm

av <
St. Jphn 8 operated by ..'{he Salvatxon Army. Dngomg efforts‘wshould

, be made t() ~address thé mdxvuiual's alcohol “and/or. drug probl.ems through

de
closer lun.aon I‘Lth other commum.ty resources apecxalizmg in alcohol

. and/or drug tteatment programs. For example,' arrangements should be

made to encourage more Hoyard Houae resxdents to join self-help grOups

- such as Alcohohcs A_no_nymous, and .to seek servxces of co_unselltng. agencies’

9

such as the Newfoundlaad and L'abrador'Alcohqi ‘and pmg” De'pendency Comnis~—
W . ~ . " " ’ ] . } ) . . . - i

N ' N S
v . The fxndxng that poor f ami

support was- related to a hxgher

degree of recxdxvum haa been squorted by other stud:.ea. Thes_e stud).es
wa . . N

have. showed that a h{a‘nety of family situational variables which reflected .
k ) Ve, . R ] v R . “

* 0

. : . s LT . . ., ., ' ".'.‘.‘I'.‘
inadequate socxaluatwn we're in, fnct,--essocuted with :ecuhv:.sm (Buxk-
vy

hu:.sen & Hoekstra, 1974 Gendreau, Hadden &‘ Le:.pei.ger, 1979, Rogers,

1981, Waller, 1974). Where approprute, contxnuing efforta should be |

made to help the x.ndx.v:.dual to re-eatabluh Ln an area auay from poor

famxly xnfluencea ‘and excesuve famlxal pressures.

'rhu hxgher recxdwum rate noted for pnnanly propprty offendets
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(44.2%) when cc:mpared with others, especially drug offenders (19'.51),

is consistent with the Gendreau, Madden and Leipciger (1978) 'finding'
’ , : : . §
that property offenders were most likely among offence .categories to
. a ’
recidivate and drug ,oﬁfendera. least likely to recidivate. This was
- ) . i~ . N : J

o

not sutprising in this study; as drug 'pf\fedde‘rs' were generally better

. . O - - ) L. '.'_
. e'ducated had féwer prior convictiona -and'- better ’ployn':ent‘ histories.

v

Hore smply, t.hu cohort was better prepared tq remt!ngtate J.nto .the’

.comumty

» C . e . 9.

_ Sméq drug"_of'fenders.:hh:ve. been found to be: géne'ull’y_ amel'\able

97

-

to counselling and .support services at Howard House, the c.éntinued_,

acceptance of a high percentage ¢f drug offenders inté the program

’
1

may help to provide a positive influence on other residents and . foster

v Yy

a positi;re ,atmosphere for the.p‘rogt‘m.‘ Howéver, properby offenders.

appeared to have a greater need for communuy—based program mterventmn.
/ e - :
Newfoundland's only CRC for adult offendeta shguld, therefore‘, contmue

to acceplL a variety' of .offenders thmeet a wide speqt_rum of.de.v;dlml
) " } L

Resic;enits" umemployed on the Hay of their d'epdttﬁl:‘e from Howard

- |

House recidivated to a significantly greater exteat than .those who ,

r

consistent with that of other studies which indicaled -,that‘,recidiviﬁm"

N B
]

was lower for persons. who \éere -émployed -n£tef their probation ordet was

termmated (Rogets, L981) and after theu releue from a CRC (Ardron,

1978), Consequently,« it seems that the, ongomg pohcy thh regard to B

(3

a2y

its emphasu on, employment be mpmtamed. o CoL ' '
, . IR

Q

were employed éxr_%attend'ing\géhooll(éee Table 16).. This finding is '

. Ptogrm outcome was alsa found to be an indicator of rfecidiéfim.; ’

i esish
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" In other words,' ttu”ho were termxnated ft mthe program fere 're‘cogvicted "

I __,,,_.,Wﬁwﬂﬂ’.’ﬂ ¢
L]

more than successful compllef.er,s. This result differed from other Canadian o Co
stud’ies of CRCs (Ardrqn, 1978, 1980). whxch. found that, pragram ouccome

’ »

: d:.d saot effect recxdxvmn, but- was s1mlar to hndmgs wluch mvealed T D

r.hat poor mqututxonal behavxor and performance were related to hzgher . A !
] . K R

Y . . L aTE

1
f
!
H
! ; ) ,'.mcxden:s of recxdxvuu@’ (Gendreau, Madden, Lel\puger, 1979 Handel et
g L . o - _ | R
t

.. al. 1965). ', ST .

RS .' ‘ The seemmgly homo;enous cohort. of men dxamxssed from the program ' '~ ‘ i
LT " ‘for’ technxcal vxolatl.ons- (see Table’ 17) alt.hough small in number', would

N .

seem to wau’anf. further ntt.enuon. Future research should examxne ‘igsues

and concerns of CRC non-cémpletera e. g mouvauonal levels, etc'.' to o

y L Pe ) o deterﬁme if they are as dxfferent from program completers as they N . .
. '\ _ - appear in this study. , , .
{ ' oL . o . I ’ - .
; In régatd to program participation, the similar congrhen‘ce
i a . . e - :

c
3

i - ' of rater assensments of mdxudual perforinance accordmg to the Program
LN
i . Parucxpatxon Scale and the lxkehhood of’ the PPS in auggesting further .
. /ﬁ" -
l .

cnnnnal involvement, 1nd1cates the’ efhcacy 'bf the scale as a seemn’gly\

.

A N i

" valid msttument'f_or undetatandxbrectdxmsm. It appeara that' the . : . ]

.

o ‘original marrative assessment.s. vere accurat'.e, as file mfornreilon, 40
v . ' ~ . » ¢ -
B . ’parucularly fxnal assessme’nt.s were -the basis of I:he ratings on Lhe
.. PPS’ E .. 1 - J'.. | ' . - | o .‘
- . . . " . ' 'In this re'g;rd the Program Participation Sqaiemny have bqténtial o ~?

Eor two purpodes ’among othetn.: Natfat'.ivas could- Be easily adapted.-

to correapond t.o sqafe ratxngs, u‘ua provtdmg a useaful6 t.ool for agency ' Co .
W . o . :
workers, and also referral agencxes in wtiting aud understandtng progress !

o ——— e -

L2l

' reports. Classlﬂcauona accordmg to’ thu scale \uy help to xdenufy

- - B .,.'-:~n.'
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3 high ‘riek recxdxvat,ora and cause’ aw'areness for the ueed "Eor ‘subsequen
§ NV o ) : -~ . R L Ter
" l.nterventton, aupervxuon, or aupport in spec:.ftc ;areal. R
e t}' 'l'he RPS wqq developed “for, use in. thu study. , Lt 'haﬁ'n'o tested 1
. o rqliab&ltty or vall.drty norms Tt;up, further‘ reseanch should be dxrected -
- 8, a
O‘,c( . i at ’
FENERE S 8 rm;.mng the psychbmetrl.c propertxen of thra acale.~ Hhxle the PPS
P h N seemed ;io be approprfate as an- mstrument in thu atudy, tta generahza- U 0
. e x RIREE - DRI 1e
e C b111ty to other aett;ngs and samples remams uncertain and should be S
7‘. : .~ :, . R,“‘:V .,. . . K “_ ,'_ R :.\. 1 ] ‘ .‘b_ o .:-_“,"1 . ._
et teﬂted. S ' . * "' ) ' B g * ' " . .. : i:l R St _ v . )
‘ '-.“:"‘ >‘\‘\ - What :as clearl§ mdtcated, was that \m addtt:.on to poor program : P
- RCL IS . Lo, ¥ N . .o . -. n ,.A ,"-' .\:_ .
. I part‘xc:.pat:.on, hthe follpw:.ng varzables were found Eo be sx}niftcant S T
: ,:,x;“_‘, ! "~ S : .".*" ;
oo ..‘I\‘ . and related to re'txd;.vum': l) the greater thei number of o\ctaslons {
I . T 'y‘ - . 3 ".__ ‘),w .. G .
N t

\’
I‘ \ convxcted two yeara prJ.or to Howard Houae, 2) the greater lthe number
o

-

) - ,.l.,, m-wﬂ'ﬂv""t“’"’" "' -
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3 ‘of occastons conv:.cted as qn adult, 3) the shorter the ertod:,o'f time -
" L . ! . _-l-.' S PSR ’
! ! - on the - street" wtthout a coml:.ction two years prtor tc/) Howard ﬂouse, '_'.“ .
e . oo K e
N "'. 4) prev:.ous anarceratlon, 5) alcohoi/drug problems, 6) poor fanuly :

ot "‘ éupport 7) property offender status and 8) unemployed on! day of departure ." '

! . R v,

r

[ Lo . .- PRREERY . ' ~ R T [

Y

N from Hm’rd House. s e SR ' hE
% - The\: above factors -were codstructed as mdependent variables . :

toward ascertamlng whxch factors, when combmed wtth others may beat
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!s tested agamst recxdxvtsm, ' Further study and research ahould be dJ.reeted : !'
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Coneluaions- ‘ S
'"The ‘conclusior\s of ti}is study - will be organized according ?o:,
.'l) Con‘clus-ion‘s 'teliated tc\)(the '),ir.erature'r‘eview, 2') lwackground aud
descrxpnve E:n:lmgs, 3) lmuauons and 4) recommendat.xdna.'

y \:"‘J

g L Coucluslons Réed to Lhe Lxr.erature Review - . T /] o

& ‘z

Thls stu,dy is the flrst fomal research J.nto correcuonal

TR AL 02 0 et s 2GS

: CTe'B tmenr.

: xn Newfoundland.- -‘

It exammed aome prevxously unexplored

-\n

[ e

. . -
. N
A e T AN s e L L L
-
N

-y

FII - Y SN

factors as they related to the effectweness of comunity-baaed reudenual

' centres (CRCs), an-: area whlch Lo dste has undergone, 1m1ted research not

'onIy in Newfoundland but natxonally.- In fact, m.th t.he exceptxon of

kS . e

S the Canadxan Recxdxvxem Index (CRI); the 1nbtrumenta~ used’xn t.'ms atudy

- . s A 1\..
. Were deVeloped to examme specxfxc van.ables and - how they effecl.-ed
SRR SR / :

Accesa to the Crmmal recox:ds of each member of‘ the study

v

i rec:.dwum. -
‘ e ; T " N ' P - )

' I
N .

p o q‘-: : 1R C M. P. and ‘the provmcxal Deparcment of Jusnce undex‘specifxc cond1t1ons S

‘.

Offxcml nger Prmt Servxce

.,I«

regardmg confxdennalxr.y aqd aecunty

. between proponent.s of rehabll!.tauon theory and r.'he J_ustlce hode_
. A _; " ] - . ‘ N Lt -'

. Lnevxtably led to.an exammtio\of efn.luau\re tgaearch fmdings (See_-'

el e Yo

ppges 23 Lo 31)

hat thle the effectweneu of corre;yxohal ;raatment had bqen qukstioned

pr:.or to the mid-l9703, it wu ,,I}hrt.i.nﬁon
. e

causeﬁ the moat se\mre \sethack to. correctional‘ treatﬂenb.';‘;- A
: : ‘ et

sample vaa eauentz.al aud conducted through the' co-operatxon of Lhe SR

A review of early z.nveun.gationa m«thz.a regard revealed ,._" DR
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/ its conclusion that "with few and isolated eic\eptions, the rehabil—i;atio_n “
’ H
‘ efforts so far have had no appreciable effect on recidivism" (p. 25), :
' prompted a re-evaluation of corrqctional._pt;ilc;;\ophy.and goa(s. However,: ;
__ ‘ while other sLu: 'gslafso questioned the efficacy of correctional treatment, - {
g ~ - there have been some -promising te,domendal.i.;ms. e.g., differential iF;.Cé", , N .
A' ft R . vent'i;)n; whi::h t.\ave acﬁie\led some dégrée of success. More specxhcally, . o %
‘ ’; ~a ;'evxev of research fmdmgs about. CRCs hav; revealed LhaL t.he effxcacy'_“’:"" !
‘ ) . 0o
o of such programs vith regard to rec’ldxvxsm’reducuon has. not been clearly " *
| 3 «',"',.'i.:f,e..’“"ab!-i’hed" B b : P -. . T o S ‘.
ot | i ?' ~|. e Th"i'; s_t.u'dy7 embface’de':ééoﬁmér;d;t.fons éér:aiﬁiﬁg to 'Eécidi&.i;sm T i \
_I .':'. e "research cLLed anr.he hteratuxl:e revxew., More apeci;c.l.“ally, recxdxﬂfsm 5 ”_.f ‘ \:""
n' ""‘-'.- . wasl d,efmed and Operauonahted as . reconvxc;.'xon,' a» n}:?r‘e accurate t,erm..."‘.'. :
% ) 'than _."rearrest..‘f whxch has not ver1f1ed ‘the alleged ,cnmnal act nor ‘\" 5 ..{.
é : ' , Lts s:.gm.fu:ance (The Nauonal Adv1sory Comxssxon on Cnmnal Justice
E . "St.andatds and Goals. l973)-,~ and _ re:.ncarceution , whu:h may mclude‘..',
1 non csxmnal te.cl‘ml.'cal violar.mns : (Tutl.e, 1975) By. lus:.ng off).cul
p " o o .CPSIC records, as sho\m on FPS forms, mfo‘m-ntxon‘ u\aa .avaxlable nr.-“ N ’ 3 .
- ‘ -the natxonal level -’ .:hl.ch 18 an. mporlant‘ consxderauon' acco.rd\u.i\g. 't.ol" . . ' \
e et ' . " . e . :
:;' | ’ -'IWaldo & Gnswold (1979) Also, as revealed m the ltterature, ofhcul
. | | recotds{ have""moderate val.iduy" ‘when' co’mpa:ed wuh the uncert.axn"'f.“;j ".l v -’.'fl_"
vl o o _"-H_‘vahdu.y".of unoﬁfi.;ul recorda suqh as self-repoéts (Ner.t.ler. 1978) EENEIA §
- t y .. A ) SRR B
i %h t’.<_:.rhus recl.d xyinm, s operatwr.ml.lxlz.jd -‘f’... recclmvxcuon..rand .-usmg offu:mL : e “z
I;. f (‘l R EPS recorda,. provxded a \ra*lxd ‘ilndmat.o: ""of pou‘-b:ogum nucceu or '
l : ! ; ‘ll.:ailu.rg,.ll‘ . . ‘ T ..: C ‘.:“ . .:..‘;._ :. . :‘. : i
'_-'[." ¢ -.; Saemingly. t.he Canadxan Recxdn.\rlkm I.ndex provzded an approprute“’ k ' :.5;
ny
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activities. This ordinal scale reflected the seriousness of offences

by a varxgt} of gubsequent convictions along & continuum’ of severity

N ’
of 'dispoaitions.;\’ It enabled technical violations to be categorized
°

, separately to account for non—cri'minal hehav\ior: arecommendat ion suggested
by Waldo and Griswold (1979). It also enebled comparisons of recidivism

rates wit,h two 'btherkc'aﬁédian studieis"which used the CRI for a fol Low-up
: i : '
period- “of two years (Cormier; 1981 _Cendreau & Lx.epcz.ger, 1978)

’

6
A

l

B e

N " . - Madden- & Le1pc1ger,.1979 Rogers, 1981 \Waller, 1976) Thua,\lt waa

o of recxdlvxsm rat.es for smllxar tme framesw- The cwo year follow—up
S N

ma_)onty of t.hose who rec1d1vate, do so wuhm thxs txme frame (Bu1khu13en

° o

those in halfway housel (Allen et. al. 1978)

-~

Studz Fxnd:.ngs . _ ' . o . , : j

N I The atudy hndmgs are presented accordmg tor -'i) .”Pre'-uoward

Hm'xse' hxatory, ii) In-program findings, iu.) Pont program ﬁndlngs
! RN ¥
and 1v) HaJor Lndicators of recxdxvxm. »
: i) Pre—Howard HOuae History. I The atudy sample ‘was a male
. ' \ ) . T, N : \

i o bopul'ation' who were“"-brimarily y'r.:ung:"'single. ftom runalﬁieufoundland,

-

~u1th generally poor leducati.onal backgrounds, poor' employment'records

and_ lackmg ,i.n ,faml){ . support. Almost half had an observed alcohol

The two year follow-—up pen.od was also used m other’ Canadian.

found to be parucularly useful ‘a8 12 read:.ly pemxtted qompausons'

penod-:.s also consutent thh fx.nd:.ngs wh:.ch .mdl.car.e thar. t.he vast

1973). Aa well, r.his same time frame has also been mdzcated for shudymg',

L : _ 102

,

research studxes conducted on x‘gcidxvum (Carlaon,_{ 1973' Gendreau,.,_

& Hoekstra, 1974 Carlson, 1973 Handel et al 1965 Soothul & Pope,

ot iy
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problem, while more than half had .lleen previously incarcerated. The ' i
individuals in the sample were c;in\iicted of an -average of six offences
on three dif ferent 'occasions, for a 2:1 conviction to trial occasion
. ratio. They' had been sentenced to an average of 22 months_ in prison
with 17% havi.-n-g serve’d at least one federal Erison term. R
" The average age of 22 years for the umple vas alx.ghtly younger :
,'than the correctlonal populat ion in Newfoundland (Ber HaJenr.y 8 Pem.r.entlary
-.'_Annual Reports, 1977/78 1980/81), and younger r.han those m comparahle

Ludxes (Ardron, 1978,: _waller, 1974) with . r.he exceptxon of a stud?' of' K

was not surprxsmg when consxdenng the fact: that older, chrom.c offenders.' o SR

. first- tl.me lncarcetates (Gendreau Lechxger, 1978) Thxs finding .

- ‘fouud in provxncxal and Eederal mstltutxons have rately appll.ed to Howard .

Housa. hOverall, the fxmfmg related to the young age was more sxmlar

than dissimilar. to or.her study populatxons revxewed in- t:he hterature
N

ConSLst.ent wuh the fmdmg about young age vas that the sample

wag predomnantly sl.ngle. As well a large percentage rended outude.- g

W

st. John 5 and l.hl.s proportlon was consmtent thh the rural/urban .

- T o e L .. 1

compos:.t:xon of " Lhe provxncm}. populatlon 1n general‘.._ o . '.'- \' ' T 'i.l s
In regard co educatxonal at.atus, “eight out:; of ten- reudents ST

had not achxeved beyond Lhe grade 10 level. However, r.h:.s fmdxng‘ was"' S S

_ ,},‘7 similar to or.her recxdwum study populauons wl.th ‘the sample bemg "

. i v

slxghtly better educatedvthan some: study groups (Anms, 1979 Carlson. -

+1973) and - aughcy less educated uum others - (Ardton, 1918 w.ue:,‘_;-'
1974). | ‘ I

o A poor emplqyment h:.atory was noted in*the sample.- Iu ‘fact, REE REE

almogt t.hree-quarters had exther a" poor employment record" characterued,ﬂ.;\ < ‘., ‘

Ty . [ : ot R L
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ldxsporportmnate to - those m the snmple wl.th observed

- or. 31) '].‘hxs is aurprv,mg when Lt was noted that a cohor

K of nnrcotxcs for fznhnchl reward .

"of property offendern Ln ot.her Canadian studies (_

104

by brief, sporadic work (in 612 of the cases) or a "very—poor employment

record" with little, if any, work experience (im 13% of the cases). These

findings are not as favorable as thoge in the W({rller (19_74) study, which

rated the employment history of federa-l inmati_es upon their edmfesion to
penttentxenes in Ontano. The. _poor; employment record of che present‘

study sampl.e was not surprtsmg connxdertng its. low educatlonal levele'l

.

. :and Newfoundland 8 high unemployment rate, part.1¢:ul.arl.y when compared'-’

o
N PR T N

".to prov1ncea M.u:h as Ontarl.o or Saekutchewan (Statutxcs Canada, 1984)

Almoet one-helf of the sample (451) had poor fanuly BuppOl't-." '

L)

. when rnted%n the Famly Support Scale " The remamder were rated as. .

) _'havxné- "fur support (27 72) or "good" support (26 loZ) ) These~-'£rnd1ng$"":H'" -

.'are smllar to. thoee of ot.her Canedlan studxes whtch 1nd1cated thqt

+ .‘, '~l‘

.a number of negat:.ve £am11y sltuatxonal varlables chnracterzzed correctmnal .

aamplea (Hallet, 1974 Rogers, 1981) AR e

Aa well almost half\ of the sample (or 431) had obaerved alcoholz S b .J

prablems. Thxs fx,ndmg vae almoat 1dent1cal to the proportion of Waller 8,

(1974) sample who had observed al.cohol problems upon admuuon to a

' ..-"pemtentury 'l‘he fmdmg about the number w1th alcoh 1 problems 13'.--;'-,

(or 241 of. the eample) had comitted prmnr:.ly drug of_l_’nces._ However,

. u; ehould be noted that thu group were pnmarily engaged 'n l:he traffzckmg'

Seventy percent of the atudy sample had" c

property offencee. 'rhu fmding is conuetenc w.th Ihe hxgh proport).on‘

,oh

'rug problems (5';.

of lol offenders_'

itted prunanly; N

"nie, 1979 Carl.s(m, s
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1973).
., The average individual in the study sample was counvicted of six
offences on three different occasions as an adult for a '2:1 conviction ;

\

to occaSJ_om ratlo. Thxs compares with- th% nun\ber oE convxctl.ons Ln' 5

another CRC study by Ardron (1978) "However, no othé’r publ;shed study o ) JE

W

onvxcuon to occasxon ratm,_ ana mtgrestmg goncePr.

rated on ar. least

urtent d1apontion. .J'On’ the‘ 'aVe'rage, the

sample had been sentenced bo a t.ot.al o£ 22 mom.hs Ln pr1son thh 171

havmg served federnl pnson terms."' These fmdmgs were expected and

S
]

(AT

i £ e
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K
average 46 days, while the remaining five perceat of the sample, represented
LN ’ - .

1)

by adult prob‘at‘ion referrals, gtayed on éverage of 86 days.

The pl‘Aogt'am'pattic'i'pation ratings by two independent raters

. according to the Progrgm Participation Scfale tevealﬁd- a fairly normal:

distrlbut.:.on £or the sample. Ir. was aQ.{w—wgpparent Lhat t.he:ylu a

. hx.gh degree of congruency (742 of the time) in- theu«ratmg;,o program -

partmxpat.:.om : ° ' o

= ~

The fmdzng that Lhe large maJorLr.y of t.he sample was employed

(74 IZ) or nttendlng an - educatlonal matltutxon (6 42) wtu.le' res%dmg

1o

~ . N
-". "

m,ac: Howard House uas more favorable than antlcxpated.._ ’l‘he sample 8

P

-

~

poor educat ion’ and employment ‘records and Newfoundl and s abuormally
hxgh unemployment rate make th!.s even more surpns:.ng. From the. employment
perspécuve this ELndlng compared favorably to t.hac of -a‘study 1n Ontarm
about. CRCs by Ardron (1978) However it must. be ‘moted that 41% of those
engaged in long—tem empLoyment.

El.ghty-t.wo percent. of r.hose m t.he study éample successfully

:completed l:he \Howard Houae program. 'I‘hls ftndxng is - quxte sl.m.lat to )

o

that of or.her CRC prqgrams (Ardron, 1978‘ Hclvor et al”x, ‘1979) ~_I_‘n,‘ o

¢

fact ,1t was concluded from theae aourcea and confxmed by this scudy,

that generally aeven or e1ght out of t.en people arrivmg nt a, cRC w:.u

) Succeasfully completg Lhel,r stay The large majonr.y of- those .who .

1

tnled r.o complete che progvm were dumi.saed Eor techm.cal v1olanona,

not Eor the (:omnuauon of crmes. Thi.s findxng is sxmla:,.to ’Ehat"

of r.he Ardron (1978) and Mclvor et al. (1979) studxeu‘, -

-

”:'-‘l.il) Post-grogrlm E:.nding_. On Lhe day of departute ftom‘

N r‘i
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Howard House, one-third of the sample were employed or attending school.
In fact, approximately two-thirds of those who had been working completed
their employment prior to or upon their departure from Howard House.,

Most of those whose work had terminated had been employed on short-term

. federal prOJects and were laid off or. quxt. to return home Eot‘» some

:.' _fperaonalu. reaeon.. Nevertheless, most af thoee employed upon leavmg'

Howard House had secured full-tlme pemaneut enployment whtle an addxtlonal', ,-
'13 61 were e11g1ble for U I C benefu:a ' Thue, almost half had some:

- ‘,:degree of fmanc:tal eecur:.ty upou leavzng Howard House.

1

‘The sample 8 reconv:.ctmn rate of 32 61 compares favorably-

s

to the tvo other etudles whlch used the Canadxan Recxdwxsm Index and .

v

utilized a two year fol,low-up peri.od (see"l‘able'll, page 77). Gendreau

and Leipciger (1978) found a reconv.ic'ti:on,ra;te of 4'6'.'811in their study

N

of 'figst -incarcerates, ‘while Cormier (1981) ‘found a~'52!lz reconviction

\

tion. The faxlure rate for all three studxes usmg t.he CRI (mcludmg

.thxs one),,mcreases marginally when technxeal vxolatxons,\ whxch are

',.'separately categonzed m the CRI are mcluded. Ly " ’

LN

".; the CRI revealed that the recxdxvxsm rate fot the curtenr. sLudy aleo: '
: compared faVorably to ocher Canadian reetdwxem studxes .which: used

" the two year follow up pemod (Carlson. 1973 Renner. 1981) When -

4.

'only p\one year follou-up tme frme is examtned for the present study,'

A

a "26. 21 reconvxccion tate iu found, ‘wh!.ch is siuu.lar to the JOZ who
. 'were réconvicted w).thm a year m Ardron e (1978) study of CnCa,:,n", )

"Qntario. SN 3 VI

rate. i.n his study of men7 rele‘ased '-frgm a federxlr—medi'um' .security iﬁstitu- -

Further comparatwe analysu of studJ.es wh:.ch dld not employ"'

L SR STLT A
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iv) Major indicators of recidivism. When a number of variables

were tested against recidivism the following, construed as independent

.\ N ’ » . » - ' " . _~-
variables, were found to be significant and related to recidivism:

. ) .
1) the greater the number of occasions convicted two years prior to
-
l

Howard House, 2) the greater the’ number of

'adult, 3) the -shorter the period of time " n the street" _without . ‘a

convxcnon two years pn.ot to Howard House, 4) preVmus mcnrceratmna,

©.5) alcahol/drug problemsb 6) poor fagly aupport, 7) property offender .

status, 8) unemployment -oa. the day o,f dep l‘:tute f:om Howard House,

and 9) .poor program part:.cxpanon. _

As noted earlier in the discussion o the variable relationships

(see pages 80 to 82), th'g,greaﬁer the numbey of occasions in which

one was convicted two years prior to Howard House and as an adult,
' o

and previous i.ncax:ceratidr}s vere found to be 'indicators of criminal

activity. Each of these factors were related to riéidﬁrism. The. findings

of other studies have also shown that previousil, criminal record is a

1

_predictor of future criminal ' involvement (Ardrod, 19.78; Ca'rlson, 1973,

W . L
Gendreau, Madden & Leipciger, 1979; Hood & Sparkes, 1970; Nuffield,

-

11982, Roggi's,‘. 1\98L) . ‘ » . . .

+

.Anocher Lndxcator of criminal . behavto: and recidivism was

the Iengbh of- tme spent_ “on tHe street" without a conv:.cr.xon. This.

wag . exammed for r.he pen.od of\‘nwo years p:mr Po Howard House. Smxlat

\

_to Nuffxeld 8 (1982) fmdzng, u. ‘was ducover that the shorter the.

period of tme one remamed wuhout. a convictxon, t‘he greatet the p:obab-

ility 'of" recxdxvum. o

N »
’

e Tposjé' 'wh'o “had a'r.\:'-","identi_f'i.“ed':'alco.l‘xoi.' problem were' found. to ‘

occasions convxcted as an’
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have a significantly greater rate of recidivism than Lhé?e who did
not. This-finding was consistent with findings of othereCanadian studies
X .

(Ardron, 1978;.Gendreau, Madyen & Leipciger, 1979).

Podr fainily supp_ort was shown Lo ‘be associated with recidivism.

- This fxndmg is strongly supported by other Canadian sr.udl.es whlch

4

related negative fam ly fact.ors to recidivism (Geéndreau, Hadden& Lelpcxger,

19795 Rogers, '1981; Waller, 1974) . - .

i Property offendera were also found to tec:Ldivate atgw hlgher

degt;'ee than others, wh:.lewdrug ‘offendera “had the lowest degree of

\

rec/idivi.sm. Thls 18 supported by another Canadxan study (Gendreau,
!

Haéden & Lel.pcxger, 1979), which- found that pr.operty offenders were

tiost likely to recidivate and drug offendeis least likely to become
: o C S
involved in further criminal ‘gctivities. .

~

Being unemployed upon leaving Howard House was also found to

be related to recxdxvxsm. Thxa fmdmg is aupported by r.he :esulta of

: other Canadian studxes whxch demonatrated 8 relatxonsh:.p between unemploy-

ment and rec1d1vum (Atdron, 1978; Rogers, 1981).

Y

Finally; those rated as very_poor or "poor™ in regakd'to program

purticipatiop'recidfvaced to a sig’nificanily higher deg/ee. than those -

who had more .fa'vorabl'e program participation ratiugs; With the-exceptibn»
of Peteruha 8 (1979) fxndings concernlng the lack of xmnate partxc:.patmn
in treatment programs in United Statea prlsons, the c0ncept of program

participation has nol been opgratmnahzed.-and/og relgtedlto recidiviem.

i

. Thefe are a nuu‘ub.er of limltncio;\s in -this research. One_relates

. .. ¥ . . 1
f’ ' ‘,' E ' . ' (:

i s v e

~T
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e
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. o, '
to the instruments developed for use in this study. The Program Partici-
pation Scale (PPS), the Alcohol and/or Other Drug Problem Scale (ADPS),

Lhe Employment History Scale (EHS), and the Family Support Scale (FSS)

have not jbeen.empiricallyztested for reliability or validity. These
U’;éeeged to be accepta’ble in this study,

but need further scrutiny in the future,

¥
~

Another methodological concern relétgs " to fhe reliability

" ‘of secondary data sources of information which vere the basis for this -

study. For example, 'individual‘counsell,ors (whowrote the file information)

with dif ferent orientations may have percéived aspects of an individual's
B . l »

problems and/or progress in different ways. What one counsellor’may -

regard as "good progress” may be viewed as a mediocre performatice by
another. Also; key variables such as drinking. problems,- may not have
been 'ré_c'o‘rded in- an indi.vidu'al‘sv file and, -,the're_for'e,- not noted in

the subsequent research. '

.'l‘he 'tatli. gs on the Progr?m'iartiqipa;ion Scﬁle were also somewhat
limiteg in ;.h'a"f. -individuals te_'nd to ‘tradit.ionql,ly 'fprese'nt. themselves
in favoréb_le ways. '\'l;hus, iL is u_nlc.ertaiﬁ whél:.her thoat;. with fla-vorat;le
rati.ngs Qn.t'h“e "PPS arle merély' cmpélying \;ith program ¢onditione as

a viable alternative to imprisonment, or whether theirs behavior is

. indicative of beneficial résul'_ts' from the progranm.

The use of the Canadiaﬁ‘llecidivtgin‘ Index (CRI) as the main

.dependent variable of recidiv_isq: is the best‘_ﬁn'bw‘r} and avn._i.llable Canadian

scale to ascertain the seriousness’ arid- dagree. of crimilal activities.

" Howaever, the CRI is not withod(_,’limitntions- in that it does not indicate

) ]

the nature of the offence and ;hé. aer’iousipéia_qf the 'c'ti,m@nal “act,

R . /

. .
. . . R
' ' . T
a : . '
. . .
.

hiimm g
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e.g-, whether it was a property offence or & crime of viplence and:

tahe,_ extent of the damage, theft or personal injury caused.

4

As well, official criminal recocds may not include all ¢riminal

activity. For example, people comit ctimes for which .they are . not o
. .o ! ) }- .
’-‘; caught. aud sometmes when conv:.cr.ed infoma‘cion is not récorded on * )
'fl. , ~ -y ¢
X the Fmger Pnnt Servxces (FPS) forns and thus is ook avn}.able through

,. 'the Canadxan Pohce Se:vxce Informanon Centre (CPSIC) In chu context,; )

. » ) .
-~when cnm:.nal records were «c.ross-referemfed wuh Howard Eouse Exlea,’ Vo

\

there .were matancea where known prewvious cr:.mnal convictions did -
not appear on offl.cul E’PS files. Thug, an’ mdxél.dual's crininal sctiwvity

' may . be undereahmated by the offlcxal record sources,
The sample size was another Iimitation in this study, Small.‘

v .sub-g:oups, such as those “dltnissed from the progfam, while mdxcat.:.ng

‘ ' interesting findings, wvere not large enough,to be .gtatistically s1gn_1f1cant
.or. to {éanra_'n,t foll ow-up.

{ * . » The fact that the study sample was also time—framed indicated- o

- that,. a dis proport i.pnh"te number of individ_uals" could have épgcifié charac- -

tecsitics ,a'_hd/or problems at & particular time of the year. This sppeared
. , N . .

t.o'-b'e"il'ie ‘situat ion with regard ‘to .the greater than expeét’ed"_number
. .of drug offenders in thxs study. A future s't;udy sampie m'ay in‘clu'de
d:.-ffe;ent types of offenders clJ.splayl.ng dtffetent types oﬁ problema' ’

,’ - . over different r.unes of l}he year .
Also, the time frame of a tollow-up'pe.r‘;od has some '1-i'mi‘t.ntions.. _

While & two );ear fol-low-'t,x‘p pex—-iod lias been :cuggeu'téd by ‘a numbe'l.:" of . \\\

studies ‘ar-td was usec!' as a bénchm.rk in ‘Lhis study, so"n‘e.' '.liﬁt_t‘i..'vidu'als'

were enabled‘ to be tracked far- 'th:.ee years fol}oiin’é ﬂép‘at_turg_ £romw ¢

LR T

. <
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9 ‘ao\n:gés is éuggesr.ad upc;:_h' intake into Howard. House or similar programs. -

. perception of family support may.be quite different than that of another . 4

e

' aduinistered scales to cotrbborgté or supplement information from p:eférral ' )
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Howard House. 'Not surprisingly, there was an increase in the number N . R

of recidivists from the secomd 8o third year. While predictions of

-~ : e

— e,

increases in recidivism rates for increased follow-up periods may be

used, there is no guarantee that a parallel increase may occur d{ue'

r.

>
et e Lo,

to peculiarities’ of the sample. e St a
r The lack “of a comparison group .al;ohg w_iﬁh the limited oumber -

o

of recidi__frigm studies. pertaining .to 'CRCs provided -6ther', limitations. : :

-
e e At i

A compatigén ‘group may have facilitated inferences ffqm ‘the data, uwhilg.

P

addit ional s__tddies may have enzbled meaningful .,comparisons to be made

and data to be more generalizal; e.
" B : . . -

Recommendat ions

. AdditYéhal research should be undertaken in this area. More

specifically, further scrutiny of the study instruments, ’p further
N ] . ’ ) - L ]
examination oﬁ-thriﬁ’d?ﬁé’ndem,*a;xd--oy’tcome varisbles-and- ﬁxr'r.her subzgroup’ ~e~—~-- - o

analyses require attention ‘e.g. drug offenders. ™

+For futdire research and/or program planning purposes, efforts .

 follect more ficst ‘hand data. For+ example, if it

should ,be madg- (

is desirable to ajcertain the nature of family suﬁpqrt's_, whete 'pi‘act.ical . o SRR
' ’ v . st . ) . ’-. p) e .
interviews “may be conducted with a family member as the' individual's' *

-

family member..  , . - L L G,

’

A rgor;e' rigorous assessment utilizing standardized, easily B Y

%y . : .o - . '
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T ) of a correct ional tre:atme'nt p’rogrm 'in Newfoundland. As with any pioneering .
PO , effore, it~ was an thhout problems or llmtat xons; For éxample, the
o . , . ’
» ' author was exttémely sensxt ive to the fact that his own personal afhlxatxon. .
‘ S . ‘ .
| R thh the Program ol *'@'udy may have bmsed aspects of the reaear¢h. . Thus, .
;o 1‘.. P A : . .
Lo certain aafq.guards, e.g. using secoud’ary data,- ha\n.ng mdependent mters o L
"} vt ' S N i . : '
i e acrutlm.ze and rale the ﬂles, and consdm\laly downplayxng nhe si m.fu:ance . .
{ ' ' . ) A . V
. [ o 'of the - research findxngs, vex:e uséd througﬁoue thisg” endeavour. As velL . |
A ) the study 8 ptmuy goal ‘wﬁﬁ to eystemﬂncauy uwesmgar.e a phenomena R
oot . Toe . . ‘ t Sy L ) . N
-4 o 1n the mosr. sc:.enmfxcally apprognate way., I£ any - readets oof thxa s e '
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. document; choose to at;r:.bur.q more to tb’e goala of the at.udy than this, SR L
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C a8’ ea'rl.y as. 'possible. In .'Lhi's tegard'- 'e'm'phssis shoul‘d‘ coht‘;inue ‘to be

~.oﬁ‘ helpmg clxents t.‘o obtam employmenc..
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Thrs could be psrucularly useful i deteruum.ng Lhe seriousness of "

psrtxcular problems such as alcohol abuse and ia systematxcally tracking

'mdwxduals over time for research or evaluacxon purposes. .

A_pplicar'xts _tonHowsrd House with serious-alcohol problems should

.cautiously. .be accepted into the’ program and referred. far tréatment

Yoo o

.
M t]

placed on referr;ng mdwxduals thh alcohol problems to appropnste

The Howard House pwogrsm should connlnue to place sn emphasisll
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Lo mor Loeel,y conform to. aata acceé’s. For éxampl.e. the Program N

~ParLLc1patLon Scale and other mstruments used in ;hl.s snudy/ could.

= o

'chture of the md).vxdusl.‘s ststus to_:eferral agencxes, 'whll.e also"

'Escrhtstxng further research 2 .I . L -
"'4 mtbm the lumtatxons of the present Howard House admssxons.
ipolxcy, *r.he program should cont.x.nue “to accepc a hete:ogeneous mx of :

tesxdencs to meet a vsrlety of mdundual néeds. The fmdmgs of r.he

study suggested that ce:um ,Lypes of resxdents, e.g.. drug offenders, :
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v_.The sr.udy fmdxngs showed 2
' "_.sxgnxhcant relauonshxp between unemployment and recxdzvxsm.-- . o

The formar. of fxle records snd narratxves should be édapted..'"

_be part "o.f~ fxle. Lnfo.rmatxon.- Tlus may help to syslemstlze and)or orgam.ze . '

' dsta m ‘a more meanmgful fom enablmg- counsellors r.o provxde a clesrer'-,

-have a posu.rvl mfluence on«ﬁthers snd ultmm.ely on the Iyousrd House L
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Study Instruments

PROGRAM PARTICIPATION SCALE

THE RESIDENT'S PERFORMANCE AND/OR PROGRESS WHILE
STAYING AT HOWARD 'HOUSE HAS BEEN EXCEPTIONAL,

The individual presented self as a model resident,
demonstrating respect for the House program and rules,
co-operative behavior, a good relanonuhxp with staff

.and other residents, and took 1n1txat1ve in ane or

more areas. ) : .

‘The resident should fuive been suc'cessfully employed
or eanrolled in .an educauonal or trammg ptogram and/on
made congtructive use of his lexsuxe time.

The resxdenc should have demonstrated a posuxve, .
constructxve attitude. - The counsellor may. have mcluded
in his report a favorable prognosis for the person's

-future, including the predxcuon of little ar-no further

crunmal involvemert. - . -~

THE RESIDENT HAS DEMONSTRATED GENERALLY POSITIVE BEHAVIOR
leICH MAY' INCLUDE SIGNIFICANT PROGRESS DURING HIS STAY AT
HOHARD HOUSE.

ngm.ftcanc development should have been’ made co!ard
the major goals of the resident's stay. He should have
generally demonstrated 'co-opgratwe behavior and adherence
to the House’ rules

. [ ]

The rJident may have.made a positive behavioral change
with observed improvemients in his overall maturity and
attitude and/or’ hl.s relanonshxp with others.

'I'HE RESIDENT MAY HAVE GENERALLY ABIDED BY THE RULES,
PRESENTED FEW, *IF ANY PROBLEMS, BUT PARTICIPATED M];NI-

"HALLY SHOWED LITTLE INITIATIVE IN CONSTRUCTIVELY'

UTILIZING HIS TIME, AND/OR CHANGING HIS- BEHAVIOR AND
CIRCUMSTANCES. .. THE. RESIDENT HAY HAVE .MADE PROGRESS IN
CERTAIN AREAS, WHI'CH WERE NEUTRALIZED BY. PROBLEMAT-LC

AND/OR . DISRUPTIVE BEHAVIOR FROM:TIME TG TIME, SUCH AS
VIOLATING HOUSE RULES.

»

NEGATIVE BEHAVIOR GENERALLY WiICH MAY HAVE RESULTED
IN DISMISSAL OR TERMINATION FROM THE PROGRAM, OUTHEI_.GHED
ANY IMPROVEMENTS,

)
R
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Generally, there.was very little of 'a positive nature _
to report from the res ident.'s.stay at Howard. House. :
_— Problematic bekavior, such as v:.olatmg House rules, poon o 3
attitude, poor relatxonahxps and llttle co-operation were o
. reported. ‘ | N
l1.” VERY POOR ~ THE RESIDBNT HAS BEEN TERHINATED FROM THE HOUSE PROGRAM '
WITHOUT. HAKING ANY PROGRESS DURING HIS STAY. :
i
| Termxnauon may have resulted from \’wlatlona of the - :
o resident's parole or temporary absence conditions, from
’ .secious 5reaches- of House rules or cpmmtl,ng ‘criminal
' acts. Hig stay vis charactetlzed by;a poor attitude and ) i
ptoblemanc behavxor, Hhxch may have had. a dxsrupnve T P
¢ . effect_on. the House and/or a negatlve mfluence o other' [
= resxdents L o . A T
. - . J"_'.v;' e .' N ] ’- oo ) ) ” - e -\ .'\
9. UNABLE TO R T LU S
ASSESS ' '~ .CANNOT 'ASSES§ RESIDENT 'S PERFORMANCE FROM THE FILES.
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'FAMILY SUPPORT' SCALE

[N N
¥ * s ’ P

fFanuly ig basically - supportxve and carxng, provldxng
. 'generally sound advice and a positive influence.
. obv1ous.negatxve.xnfluence in the home environment.

No

Famlly shows some concern, but can offer llttle meanlngful
support - -and provide few controlg. ~

A générhlly negative family énvironmént_or no énvironment
to.speak of. The client does.not feel close to his family
and has -received little, if any, support and guidance in
past, and/or, may be in dpen conflict with family

being involved Ln crxmxnal actxvxtxes.
R

Insuffxcxent Lnformatxon pertaxning to famxly support 1s_
awulable in’ Lhe fl.l.e. oy _ ' R
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i o T . - EMPLOYMENT HISTORY SCALE . =~ .- . | = TS 5
0 o A EXCELLENT - Stable: work. record i.e., a demonstrated abxlxty)tﬁ// S
L IR ’ " maintain ongoxng or steady,’ continuous employmenc when Tk

T * : not 1nv°1ved xn educat1ona1 or traxnxng,programs.- et .

3.‘°GOOD_ - - Infrequent period. of unemployment.' Few, 1f any, - f

. . ~mcxdencea of- dxsmxssals, layoffs ot qutttlng thhout Co SRR
. -‘Qo_ - . ' alternate employment or to enroll xn educatxonal ot - L' ¢ B
: ' " training programa. ) , -..‘ '

2.. POOR + - Sporadxc work record characterlzed by cemporary émployment . -1}'1

. i .. and/or layoffs which may also’ 1nc1ude incidents of having' . .~
: ~J/////h“"'qlﬂ ‘ R to quit or been fxred from ]obs. »:.- _ t, . . :
I 1. VERY ?OOR/'Q Very little if any work record andJor xnabllLQy to hold

" a Joh\‘ : e _ ecr’-

Lo

7;'OTHER‘,:. - .Contxnuous enrollment in educntlonal or traxnxng programs.

T 13‘ . .A/”'{: él- 15 . 1."ﬂ%;,Health problema preclude emyloyment/educat1on/Lratn1ng : SR

;/2//’/ R N -NOT' AVAIL-"“ . TR ~ LT 'L;,~ o o LB
L ABLE B Employment record not. evaLlable in Lhe fxle., ORI A S
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ALCOHOL, m/'dn'-%d'msn DRUG PROBLEM SCALE

1. No -

- 24gpss,

- Alcohol -

3. YES, = .
Drugs . -°=

4. YES, Alcohdl

or drugs -

5. YES, Alcchol

.Committee: meetxng

. (Serious) =

6. YES, Drugs. -

n
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N problems indicated in file. .. & - it

indxchté& {n tHé.ﬁéle (usually recorded ‘on the Admxssxona ! :E7{“ ' 7*3‘1
orm), that alcohol has’ been a'problem . - -
and/or if the- :esxdént is akparolee, he has a gpec1a1 U

Ll 1natructxon to refraxn from alcohol, ’
.fRecorded that drugs have been a problem, and, xf a p&rolee, N
‘e, specxal instruction ‘is 1ncluded on his parole certxfx- N

"y . cate to. refrain from drugs.- : ;

o '_r.
File recordings indicate-that both have been problematic. 3
_ '; S . ' .

It is noted Lhat the Lndxvxdual has had a very serious
© problem with alcohol. A ‘number of impaired driving
" -convictions would be another .indication of-severity.

. . - .. . - N . ) . _‘7_ . . '. k
LIt i noted that’ the person has had ‘a. very serxous /' . Qf”,|'

._E(Sgr;oﬁa)j ‘-

7. YES, Alcohol

= and other . . .

drugs .
(Serious) -

.
PR

‘ : ’ K 9
Alcohiol .and other drugs have presented a 'serious , g
.problem. L , . o .{
ce - ' .
U
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Information Contained in Resident. Assessment

I. Background Information ~- (i) Deéo raphic information
identified were age,‘matital status, place of bir;h,'last co&hunity address,
length of stay at Howard House; the referral agency and.the destination
upon leaving Howard Hoose (ii) Family Hlstory included a descrxptxon
‘of the telaclonahxp between the resident and various family members. (xf{)
Educatxonol Backgrouud anluded the highest educatxonal level ever attazn-

ed, (LV) Employmenc Htatoky contained xnformatlon ‘abaut past work exper-

ience, 1nc1ud1ng tlme, length and paosition .of employment. Gv) Crxmlnal

:-Repord,xncluded pgat adult oﬁﬁences for which the resxdent had been

£l

convicted.

11, General Performance at Howard House --.Thia gsection included
T :

N . N - ’ 3 . .‘
-an assessment of various aspects of the resident's performance while resid~

ing at Howard'ﬂoude.- Thisjréquiféd"a'darrative description of: - (1) The

resxdent 5 attitude toward the House program, e.8., how well he.complxed

N-

with House rules and responded to'supgrvioxon. (ii) The reaxdent '8, rela—

'txonshxp to staff and otheq{resxdents. (iii) Whether Or not the resident

was employed andjor part;cipating in educational upgradxng or craxning.

)

(LV) The resldent 8 uée of lexnurq txme and (v) any additional 1nforma110n"

or ptoblems.,wl' ' ifiw s -

.- ‘.
T . .

«  IIL.- Syndpsisf?%'in thio‘iionf!&éotion,'lhe‘:esiden;‘s counsellor

. e

provided a brief overvié#}and‘}ssessﬁént'of the residént's performapce while:

staying at Howard Houoe}"-Thé synopaib may have‘iocluded whether or not the
U .
original goals of a raexdent ] stay were achieved and the. counuellor 8

ptognosxs for the reoxdent 8 Eutura bnoed largely Upon his’ particxpatlon

, . K .

)

v

1)
4

S )
citiein) o sk B -

3
3
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A Comparison of Unemployment Rates

Between Newfoundland and Ontario
.for the Years 1977-81%
Year " Unemployment Rate ‘in Unemployment Rate: in

Newfoundland

Ontario

1977

1979 -

&

1978

1980

1981

15_5 oL -

16,2

- 15.1
13.3 -

3.9 -

~

7.0

1.2

..5..5 , . /
é'.,B | |

6.6

Rt Ll o SO CNUINET LV I SNSRI SUUURIE .3 | LU L

Lot v
Note: * Canada - Historical labor force statistics - actual data,’ déasonal
factors, seasonally adjusted data.. Catalogue No. 71 - 201,
¥ Ottawa: Statistics Canada, 1984. '
. ) o : by *
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