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AN ACT to amend 165.95 (10) and 165.952) of the statutes;elating to: designating

fundsfor evaluation of treatment court programs.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do enact as

follows;

JOINT LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL PREFATORY NOTE: This draft was prepared
for the Joint Legislative Coundl’ Study Committee on
Problem—-SolvingCourts, Alternatives, and Diversions.

The National Association of Drug Court Professionals’ ten key
componentsfor operating treatment courts require monitoring and
evaluationof treatment courts to measure the achievement of program
goalsand gauge &ctiveness. Similarlythe Wsconsin Association of
Treatment Court Professionals’ treatment court standards require
treatmentcourts to engage in ongoing data collection and evaluétion
assessvhether the treatment court is adhering to the 10 key components,
evidence—basepractices, and specific program goals and objectives.

The original legislation thatcreated the featment Alternatives and
Diversion (TAD) programin Wisconsin required an evaluation of the
program and provided a five-year timeframe for the assessment of
participant outcomes. The ¥consin Departments of Justice and
Corrections jointly contracted with the University of Mtonsin
PopulationHealth Institute to conduct the five-year evaluation. The
final evaluation was released in July 2014 dne evaluation contract
hasended.

2013 Wisconsin Act 20 (the 2013-15 BienniBludget Act) provides
$2,500,000general purpose reven(@®PR) in each year of the 2013-15
bienniumfor TAD grants. Act 20 also requires an evaluation ADT
every two years. Prior to Act 20, evaluations were funded frokD T
revenueother than the justice information suraar Although Act 20
continuesto require an evaluation, it eliminated the restrictiontios
funding source for the evaluation without specifying what funding, if
any, should be used for treatment court evaluation.

Act 20 also provide$500,000 GPR in each year of the biennium for
grants for drug courts in counties that have not yet established drug
courts. Under this provision, an evaluation is not required or funded.
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This draft requires that a portion of funding foAD programs within

the current appropriation under s. 20.455 (2) (em), stats., be allocated to
evaluatingthe programs. The draft also requires that a portion of the
funding for other drug court programs be allocated to evaluating the
programs. In both casesthe contract may be for an independent
evaluationconducted by an entity notféiited with the grant program.

Section 1. 165.95 (10) of the statutes is amended to read:
165.95(10) The department géistice shall evaluate every 2 years, the grant program

establishedinder this section. The evaluation shall be funded from the appropriations under

s. 20.455 (2) (em). The department of justice may enter into a contract with an entity not

affiliated with the grant program to conduct the evaluation of the grant program.

SecTION 2. 165.955 (2) of the statutes is amended to read:
165.9552) From the appropriation under s. 20.455 (2) (eg), the departmgistio€
shallprovide, to counties that have not established a drug court, grants to estaldisbratei

drug courts. _Thedepartment of justice shall evaluate, every 2 years, the grant program

establishedinder this section. The evaluation shall be funded from the appropriations under

s. 20.455 (2) (eq). The departmenftjustice may enter into a contract with an entity not

affiliated with the grant program to conduct an independent evaluation of the grant program

every?2 years.

NoTe: Requires the AD evaluationbe funded from the appropriation
unders. 20.455 (2)em), stats. Permits the Department of Justice (DOJ)
to enter into a contract for the required evaluatbfAD with an entity

not affiliated with the AD grant program.

Further, requires an evaluation of the drug court grant progranieto
fundedfrom the drug court appropriation. Permits DOJ to contract with
an independent entity to conduct an evaluation of the drug court grant
program.

(END)



