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other aspects of public policy continue to consider addiction from a more punitive 
perspective. Individuals who have completed a drug court program but are charged or 
convicted of a drug offense may be denied welfare benefits, access to educational loans, 
public housing, and voting rights.156 Jeanne Stinchcomb argues that the

ongoing debate over the efficacy of drug courts . . . continues to raise questions 
concerning the strength of their conceptual foundation, the execution of their 
implementation strategies, and ultimately, the future potential of their ability to 
maintain a prominent position on the public-policy agenda.157

Loreen Wolfer conducted a qualitative exploration of individuals who participated and 
graduated from the drug treatment court program. When asked what changes should 
be implemented in the program, 13 of the 55 participants mentioned that there was a 
problem or weakness with how the court was conducting the urine screens. Nine of these 
individuals noted that more random screens should be conducted because the scheduled 
screens were “too predictable” and were “easy to beat.” Another problem among these 
participants was the perceived unfairness of unequal treatment. The drug treatment court 
program is specifically designed to develop a treatment plan based on individual needs. 
Some individuals, however, considered this as differential treatment. Comments among 
these participants included the words “specialized treatment” and “lack of uniformity” 
in treatment.158

•• Prompt identification of clients and their immediate placement in treatment

•• Nonadversarial court proceedings enacted by a team of judges, attorneys, and treatment 
providers and designed to protect community safety as well as defendants’ and offenders’ due-
process rights

•• Regular contact between clients and judges in judicial status hearings or other types of court 
sessions

•• Intensive supervision practices that include close monitoring and frequent, random drug testing 
of clients

•• Treatment interventions that are delivered on a continuum of care, evidence based, 
comprehensive, and integrated for individuals with co-occurring psychiatric disorders

•• Contingencies of rewards and punishments that encourage compliance with treatment and 
other conditions of program participation

•• Ongoing evaluations to monitor program implementation and measure the accomplishment of 
program objectives and goals

•• Close working relationships with a wide range of community service providers and public 
agencies

•• Interdisciplinary educational opportunities to help program staff stay current with the latest 
advances in offender drug treatment and case management strategies

Source: Lurigio, A. J. (2008). The first 20 years of drug treatment courts: A brief description of their history and 
impact. Federal Probation, 72, 15.
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