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statistical analyses were performed
using SPSS (version 11.0). Due to the
small sample size in each comparison
group, only the predictors that were
significant at 0.25 level or less were
included in the multivariate model.
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Gender, age and homelessness were significantly associated with treatment dropout.

Completers and dropouts did not appear to differ significantly on marital status;

employment, or level of education variables.
Subjects who reported daily drug injection were nearly twice as likely to drop out

as non-daily injectors and those who were mainly speedball users were nearly three-
and-a-half times as likely to drop out as non-speedball users.
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TABLE 3. Having a low-self efficacy was significantly associated with
treatment dropout. Conversely, those who participated in the experimental
arm of the intervention were less likely to drop out of drug treatment

than those assigned to the control arm.

2003) Washington,
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times more likely to drop out of drug treatment than those over age 34.
Those reporting homelessness were nearly seven times more likely and
speedball users were nine times more likely to drop out. Conversely,
subjects who received the enhanced intervention were significantly less
likely to drop out of drug treatment. Receiving any psychiatric service

also reduced the odds of treatment dropout.
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