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further crime and victimization. Overall, 
the net financial benefit per participant 
spread over all 29 jurisdictions in the 
Roman (2013) study was $5,680 com-
pared with control probationers. If there 
were only 100 participants, this would 
amount to an average saving of $1,360,000 
over two years, which is the usual duration of such 
courts. This is without even considering the emo-
tional costs of criminal victimization. Other studies 
have found that compared with tradition probation, 
drug courts reduce overall recidivism by 12.4% and 
drug-related recidivism by 13% (Mitchell, Wilson, 
Eggers, & MacKenzie, 2012).

Another meta-analysis of 201 different studies (Sevi-
gny, Fuleihan, & Ferdik, 2013) found that drug 
courts reduce jail and prison incarceration by 32%. 
Putting this in a nationwide perspective, the research-
ers report that this results in 9,911 fewer incarcera-
tions among the estimated 52,777 annual drug court 
participants across the United States. However, these 
lower incarceration rates were offset by the longer 
sentences imposed on participants who failed. Nev-
ertheless, in addition to saving the states many mil-
lions of dollars in jail and prison costs, drug courts 
appear to be quite successful in reducing recidivism. 
For instance, the Baltimore County Juvenile Drug 
Court outcome analysis (Mackin, Lucas, & Lam-
barth, 2010) estimated that the program saved the country $8,762 per participant over 
24 months because of lower recidivism rates and saving from incarceration. Figure 7.4 

Source: Mackin, J. R., Lucas, L. M., Lambarth, C. H., Herrera, T. A., Waller, M. S., Carey, S., & Finigan, M. W. 
(2010). Baltimore County juvenile drug court outcome and cost evaluation. Portland, OR: NPC Research. 
Retrieved from http://www.ndcrc.org/sites/default/files/baltimore_co_juv_dc_outcome-cost_0110.pdf

FIGURE 7.4    �Comparison of Rearrest Rates for Juvenile  
Drug Court Participants and Nonparticipants  
at 6 Through 24 Months Postadmittance
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What Would You Do?

You are a defense attorney whose client, Janet, wants to 

avoid a felony conviction and prison sentence by agreeing 

to enter a drug court program. Because of this, you know 

you must shed your adversarial courtroom relationship with 

the prosecution and focus more on the facilitation of Janet’s 

progress in treatment and less on the legalities of her case. 

Janet has always maintained her innocence, but both you and 

she recognize that the prosecutor has a good case against 

her, which is why she pled guilty. After Janet has been in 

the program about six months and is making good progress 

with her treatment, you obtain incontrovertible evidence 

that Janet was indeed innocent. You can do two different 

things. First, you can do what you are trained to do and have 

sworn to do: vigorously defend your client. Or, because you 

know that Janet is doing well in the program, you know that 

in the long run, she will benefit greatly, and her arrest record 

will be expunged anyway. Do you sit on the information and 

let an innocent client remain subject to strict criminal justice 

supervision “for her own good,” or do you do what lawyers 

are supposed to do and vindicate Janet?
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