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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

Key Moments in NADCP HistoryOutline



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Prior
Violent

Conviction

Drug
Trafficking

Charge

Serious
Mental
Illness

 Current
Violent
Charge

Active
Criminal

Case

Serious
Medical
Illness

Prior
Treatment
Diversion

Noncitizen

Sevigny et al. (2013)

88%

Exclusion Criteria

63%

35%

49%

% Drug Courts Excluding These Candidates

78%

70%

49%50%



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Drug Offense as
Maximum Charge

AND No Dealing or
Weapon Involvement

AND Drug Addicted or
Dependent

BJS: Bronson et al. (2017); Lind (2015) 

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge
 o

f S
ta

te
 &

 F
ed

er
al

 P
ri

so
ne

rs

Nonviolent Drug Possession



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Drug Offense as
Maximum Charge

AND No Dealing or
Weapon Involvement

AND Drug Addicted or
Dependent

BJS: Bronson et al. (2017); Lind (2015) 

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge
 o

f S
ta

te
 &

 F
ed

er
al

 P
ri

so
ne

rs

20%

Nonviolent Drug Possession



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Drug Offense as
Maximum Charge

AND No Dealing or
Weapon Involvement

AND Drug Addicted or
Dependent

BJS: Bronson et al. (2017); Lind (2015) 

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge
 o

f S
ta

te
 &

 F
ed

er
al

 P
ri

so
ne

rs

20%

Nonviolent Drug Possession

12%



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Drug Offense as
Maximum Charge

AND No Dealing or
Weapon Involvement

AND Drug Addicted or
Dependent

BJS: Bronson et al. (2017); Lind (2015) 

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge
 o

f S
ta

te
 &

 F
ed

er
al

 P
ri

so
ne

rs

20%

Nonviolent Drug Possession

12%

5%



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

ALL PRISONERS Violent Index
Offense

Property Index
Offense

Drug Index
Offense

Any Offense
Violent Offense

BJS: Alper & Durose (2018)

R
e-

A
rr

es
t R

at
e

Re-Arrest Rate: 2005 - 2014 (9-year follow-up)

Excludes sex offenders

Post-Prison Recidivism



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

ALL PRISONERS Violent Index
Offense

Property Index
Offense

Drug Index
Offense

Any Offense
Violent Offense

BJS: Alper & Durose (2018)

R
e-

A
rr

es
t R

at
e

83%

Re-Arrest Rate: 2005 - 2014 (9-year follow-up)

39%

Excludes sex offenders

Post-Prison Recidivism



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

ALL PRISONERS Violent Index
Offense

Property Index
Offense

Drug Index
Offense

Any Offense
Violent Offense

BJS: Alper & Durose (2018)

R
e-

A
rr

es
t R

at
e

83% 79%

Re-Arrest Rate: 2005 - 2014 (9-year follow-up)

39% 43%

Excludes sex offenders

Post-Prison Recidivism

*



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

ALL PRISONERS Violent Index
Offense

Property Index
Offense

Drug Index
Offense

Any Offense
Violent Offense

BJS: Alper & Durose (2018)

R
e-

A
rr

es
t R

at
e

83% 79%

88%

Re-Arrest Rate: 2005 - 2014 (9-year follow-up)

39% 43% 40%

Excludes sex offenders

Post-Prison Recidivism

*

*



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

ALL PRISONERS Violent Index
Offense

Property Index
Offense

Drug Index
Offense

Any Offense
Violent Offense

BJS: Alper & Durose (2018)

R
e-

A
rr

es
t R

at
e

83%

Post-Prison Recidivism

*
79%

Re-Arrest Rate: 2005 - 2014 (9-year follow-up)

39% 43% 40%*

Excludes sex offenders

84%

34%

* p < .05

88%



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

ALL PRISONERS Violent Index
Offense

Property Index
Offense

Drug Index
Offense

BJS: Alper & Durose (2018)

R
e-

A
rr

es
t R

at
e 

fo
r 

D
iff

er
en

t O
ffe

ns
e

77%

Arrested for Different Offense

75% 77%
83%

Re-Arrest Rate: 2005 - 2014 (9-year follow-up)



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Violent Index Offense Property Index Offense Drug Index Offense

Federal
State

BJS: Alper & Durose (2018); Markman et al. (2016)

R
e-

A
rr

es
t R

at
e

Post-Release Supervision

Excludes sex offenders

Re-Arrest Rate: 2005 - 2010 (5-year follow-up)



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Violent Index Offense Property Index Offense Drug Index Offense

Federal
State

BJS: Alper & Durose (2018); Markman et al. (2016)

R
e-

A
rr

es
t R

at
e

Post-Release Supervision

74%

82%

Excludes sex offenders

Re-Arrest Rate: 2005 - 2010 (5-year follow-up)

77%



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Violent Index Offense Property Index Offense Drug Index Offense

Federal
State

BJS: Alper & Durose (2018); Markman et al. (2016)

R
e-

A
rr

es
t R

at
e 58%

Post-Release Supervision

40%

74%

82%

44%

Excludes sex offenders

Re-Arrest Rate: 2005 - 2010 (5-year follow-up)

77%



Key Moments in NADCP HistoryDrug Court Effects

0

5

10

15

20

All subjects No crim. hx Crim. hx

Lowenkamp et al., 2005

Twice the reduction
in re-arrests}5%

10%*
8%

HIGH RISK



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

Drug court accepts
non-drug charges

N=42

Drug court does
NOT accept non-

drug charges
N=24

41%

21%

Pe
rc

en
t r

ed
uc

tio
ns

 in
 re

ci
di

vi
sm

Carey et al. (2012)

Twice the reduction
in re-arrests} HIGH RISK

Current Charges



Key Moments in NADCP HistoryViolence Charges

Carey et al. (2012)

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

Drug Court accepts
participants with prior

violence
N=14

Drug Court does NOT
accept participants
with prior violence

N=39

36% 38%

Pe
rc

en
t r

ed
uc

tio
ns

 in
 re

ci
di

vi
sm HIGH RISK



Key Moments in NADCP History

Carey et al. (2012)

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

Program excludes
offenders with serious

MH issues
N=32

Program does NOT
exclude offenders with

serious MH issues
N=18

21%

37%

Nearly twice the cost 
benefit

} HIGH NEED

Service Needs



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Misdemeanor Felony

Failed reentry court 
Graduated reentry court

Ruiz et al. (2018)

48%

Charge Level

52%

71%

29%



20%

12%

5%

Study Method
No. of 
Drug 
Courts

For Violent Participants, 
Drug Court Had . . .

Rossman et al. (2011) Multisite Study 23

Carey et al. (2012) Multisite Study 69

Mitchell et al. (2012) Meta-Analysis 92

Shaffer (2010) Meta-Analysis 76

Saum et al. (2001) Program 
Evaluation

1

Saum & Hiller (2008) Program 
Evaluation

1

Effects for Violent vs. Other Participants



20%

12%

5%

Study Method
No. of 
Drug 
Courts

For Violent Participants, 
Drug Court Had . . .

Rossman et al. (2011) Multisite Study 23 Better effect on recidivism 
Equivalent effect on drug use

Carey et al. (2012) Multisite Study 69

Mitchell et al. (2012) Meta-Analysis 92

Shaffer (2010) Meta-Analysis 76

Saum et al. (2001) Program 
Evaluation

1

Saum & Hiller (2008) Program 
Evaluation

1

Effects for Violent vs. Other Participants



20%

12%

5%

Study Method
No. of 
Drug 
Courts

For Violent Participants, 
Drug Court Had . . .

Rossman et al. (2011) Multisite Study 23 Better effect on recidivism 
Equivalent effect on drug use

Carey et al. (2012) Multisite Study 69 Equivalent effect on recidivism
Equivalent cost-effectiveness

Mitchell et al. (2012) Meta-Analysis 92

Shaffer (2010) Meta-Analysis 76

Saum et al. (2001) Program 
Evaluation

1

Saum & Hiller (2008) Program 
Evaluation

1

Effects for Violent vs. Other Participants



20%

12%

5%

Study Method
No. of 
Drug 
Courts

For Violent Participants, 
Drug Court Had . . .

Rossman et al. (2011) Multisite Study 23 Better effect on recidivism 
Equivalent effect on drug use

Carey et al. (2012) Multisite Study 69 Equivalent effect on recidivism
Equivalent cost-effectiveness

Mitchell et al. (2012) Meta-Analysis 92 Weaker effect on recidivism

Shaffer (2010) Meta-Analysis 76

Saum et al. (2001) Program 
Evaluation

1

Saum & Hiller (2008) Program 
Evaluation

1

Effects for Violent vs. Other Participants



20%

12%

5%

Study Method
No. of 
Drug 
Courts

For Violent Participants, 
Drug Court Had . . .

Rossman et al. (2011) Multisite Study 23 Better effect on recidivism 
Equivalent effect on drug use

Carey et al. (2012) Multisite Study 69 Equivalent effect on recidivism
Equivalent cost-effectiveness

Mitchell et al. (2012) Meta-Analysis 92 Weaker effect on recidivism

Shaffer (2010) Meta-Analysis 76 Weaker effect on recidivism

Saum et al. (2001) Program 
Evaluation

1

Saum & Hiller (2008) Program 
Evaluation

1

Effects for Violent vs. Other Participants



20%

12%

5%

Study Method
No. of 
Drug 
Courts

For Violent Participants, 
Drug Court Had . . .

Rossman et al. (2011) Multisite Study 23 Better effect on recidivism 
Equivalent effect on drug use

Carey et al. (2012) Multisite Study 69 Equivalent effect on recidivism
Equivalent cost-effectiveness

Mitchell et al. (2012) Meta-Analysis 92 Weaker effect on recidivism

Shaffer (2010) Meta-Analysis 76 Weaker effect on recidivism

Saum et al. (2001) Program 
Evaluation

1 Equivalent effect on graduation*

Saum & Hiller (2008) Program 
Evaluation

1 Equivalent effect on recidivism*

* Controlling for covariates

Effects for Violent vs. Other Participants



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

Any Offense Domestic
Violence

Felony
Domestic
Violence

Other Violent
Felony

DV Court (N=3,499)
Matched Comparison (N=3,650)

Cissner et al. (2015)

R
e-

A
rr

es
t R

at
e

Domestic Violence Courts

Re-Arrest 3 Years Post-Conviction

24 Domestic Violence Courts Across NY State



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

Any Offense Domestic
Violence

Felony
Domestic
Violence

Other Violent
Felony

DV Court (N=3,499)
Matched Comparison (N=3,650)

Cissner et al. (2015)

R
e-

A
rr

es
t R

at
e 46%

Domestic Violence Courts

Re-Arrest 3 Years Post-Conviction

49%

24 Domestic Violence Courts Across NY State



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

Any Offense Domestic
Violence

Felony
Domestic
Violence

Other Violent
Felony

DV Court (N=3,499)
Matched Comparison (N=3,650)

Cissner et al. (2015)

R
e-

A
rr

es
t R

at
e 46%

Domestic Violence Courts

*
29%

Re-Arrest 3 Years Post-Conviction

49%

32%

24 Domestic Violence Courts Across NY State

**p < .01

*



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

Any Offense Domestic
Violence

Felony
Domestic
Violence

Other Violent
Felony

DV Court (N=3,499)
Matched Comparison (N=3,650)

Cissner et al. (2015)

R
e-

A
rr

es
t R

at
e 46%

Domestic Violence Courts

*
29%

18%

Re-Arrest 3 Years Post-Conviction

49%

32%

19%

24 Domestic Violence Courts Across NY State

**p < .01

*



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

Any Offense Domestic
Violence

Felony
Domestic
Violence

Other Violent
Felony

DV Court (N=3,499)
Matched Comparison (N=3,650)

Cissner et al. (2015)

R
e-

A
rr

es
t R

at
e 46%

Domestic Violence Courts

*
29%

13%
18%

Re-Arrest 3 Years Post-Conviction

49%

32%

19%

13%

24 Domestic Violence Courts Across NY State

**p < .01

*

Many using Duluth-model 
interventions, with small or 
nonsignificant effects



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

U.S. Census All Arrests Violent
Arrests

Property
Arrests

Drug
Arrests

Non-Hispanic Caucasian
African American

Uniform Crime Reports (FBI, 2017)

60%

Racial Representation: 2017

13%



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

U.S. Census All Arrests Violent
Arrests

Property
Arrests

Drug
Arrests

Non-Hispanic Caucasian
African American

Uniform Crime Reports (FBI, 2017)

60%

Racial Representation: 2017

13%

69%

27%



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

U.S. Census All Arrests Violent
Arrests

Property
Arrests

Drug
Arrests

Non-Hispanic Caucasian
African American

Uniform Crime Reports (FBI, 2017)

60%

Racial Representation: 2017

59%

13%

38%

69%

27%



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

U.S. Census All Arrests Violent
Arrests

Property
Arrests

Drug
Arrests

Non-Hispanic Caucasian
African American

Uniform Crime Reports (FBI, 2017)

60%

Racial Representation: 2017

59%

68%

13%

38%

29%

69%

27%



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

U.S. Census All Arrests Violent
Arrests

Property
Arrests

Drug
Arrests

Non-Hispanic Caucasian
African American

Uniform Crime Reports (FBI, 2017)

60%

Racial Representation: 2017

59%

70%68%

13%

38%

29%

69%

27% 27%

Largely attributable to arrest and charging practices



Key Moments in NADCP History

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Prosecutor
Decision

Defendant
Refusal

Ineligible Judge
Override

Case
Dismissed

Medical or
Mental Health

African American males (n=385)
Caucasian males (n=492)

Janku (2016)

68%

Reasons for Non-Admission

10% 8%

28%

“Paper-Eligible Candidates”

29%

20%

1%

27%

3%
1%

5%
1%

?
?



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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