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• Nonviolent drug possession cases are too few and 
unimpactful to affect public health or safety, 
especially with recent criminal justice reforms

• Crime specialization is a myth
• Most violent offenders do not recidivate more 

often or differently than drug or property offenders
• Drug courts are more effective for felony cases
• Drug courts are as, or more, effective for drug 

dealing and violence cases
• Removing unwarranted eligibility restrictions 

reduces racial and ethnic disparities
• Subjective suitability determinations exacerbate 

disparities and lessen outcomes
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Eligibility & exclusion criteria are 
based on empirical evidence of safety 
and effectiveness
Assessment process is evidence-based
 Objective eligibility criteria 

 High risk & high need participants

 Validated assessment tools

 Criminal history disqualifications

 Clinical disqualifications

Key Moments in NADCP HistoryTargeting Standards

http://www.nadcp.org/sites/default/files/nadcp/best-practice-standards/index.html


Evaluation

1. On your compatible phone or 
tablet, open the built-in camera 
app.

2. Point the camera at the QR 
code.

3. Tap the banner that appears on 
your phone or tablet.

4. Follow the instructions on the 
screen to complete the 
evaluation.

5. After completion, you will be 
provided with a certificate that 
can be saved and printed. https://cvent.me/qrG71l 
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