Assessing Drug Abuse Programs:

Benefits From Partnering With Researchers

By National Istitute of Justice Staff
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When public officials are armed with findings based on scientifically

sound, empirically valid information,

they are better able to

demonstrate accountability to legislators and their constituents.
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Rescarch Projects at
Pennsylvania Prisons

The Pennsyivania Department of
Corrections, which houses approxi-
ely 40.000 inmates at any given
time, has several current and recer
‘major rescarch partnerstiips:

« Temple University is evaluat-
Ing alcohol and other drug pro-
wrams,

o A rescarcher alfiiated with the
Correctional Education Assoc
ation has conducted proce
and outcome evaluations of
the department’s educational
programs and is conducting an
outcome evaluation of the
department’s community ori-
entation and rentegration pro-
wram
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* “The University of Cincinnati
has evaluated the Quehanna
boot camp, the young adult
affender program and other
programs.

« Lasalle University h

valuat-
ed young adult offender pro-
grams,

* The Urban Institute conducted
a process evaluation of the
community orientation and
reintegration program.

* Vera Institute of Justice has con-
ducted process and outcome
evaluations of the residential
substance abuse treatment
(RSAT) proggrain.
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