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These results greatly exceeded those anticipated by all concerned. Fully 21
bercent of the study group had been for all practical purposes dry since discharge
until the time of the follow-up interview (see category 7). This time averaged
a lapse of approximately 120 days of total sobriety. Certainly, by any standards,
this 21 percent would Tepresent unqualified success in treatment outcome, Below
is a table of the ratings for the before and after treatment measures. -

Ratings 12 3 5 . 6 7 Total
Before treatment.___________ 31 18 12 15 15 9 Ll 1000

After treatment_.____ """ 777 21 12 9 7 <14 16 21 100 ¢

Following are two histograms which graphically ‘illu‘stratébf‘ tﬁe transitions in
ratings achieved from the before-admissionﬂdrinking patterns to the after-treat-
ment drinking patterns displayed at the time of the follow-up interview.
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