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Drug courts are the most successful criminal justice intervention for addicted
offenders. These courts are proven to save lives, save money and reduce crime:

v" Adult drug courts reduce recidivism by v" Sending someone to a drug court
as much as 45 percent.* - instead of state prison can save up to

P 2
v' 75 percent of drug court graduates $13,000 per participant.

remain arrest free, compared to just v" Family drug courts reduce the
30 percent of those released from likelihood of re-entry into foster care by
prisons.’ two-thirds.®
v" Juvenile drug courts reduce recidivism v" Every U.S. state and territory utilizes
by as much as 40 percent.” drug court.
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