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Abstract

Justice-involved veterans return to civilian life with a variety of mental and physical health
challenges that often go untreated and increase their risk for self-harm and involvement in the
criminal-legal system. Veterans Treatment Courts (VTC) were created to respond to the unique
problems of justice-involved veterans by attempting to coordinate services and support with the
U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs (VA), local treatment providers, and the VTC. Our research
has two distinct phases. In Phase 1, we conducted qualitative interviews with VTC team members
in twenty (20) VTCs from each USA region; in each VTC, we gained the perspectives of team
members—judges, prosecutors, defense attorneys, VJOs, VTC program coordinators, mentors,
probation officers, and treatment providers--- on the operation of VTCs, with a focus on how to
improve service provision for justice-involved veterans. A total of 145 interviews were conducted.
We begin by describing the unique problems and treatment needs of justice-involved veterans,
and briefly summarize the findings from previous research on the implementation and impact

of VTCs. We then present our research study protocol and highlight findings from our phase 1
qualitative interviews with VTC team members. In addition, we describe phase 2 of our project,
which will include focus groups with VTC graduates, and quantitative analyses of the service
provision networks of three VTCs.
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Introduction

Several recent studies have attempted to document the link between veteran status and
criminal-legal system involvement (Council on Criminal Justice, 2022; Lucas et al.,

2022; Snowden et al., 2017). According to the U.S. Census Bureau (2021), there are
currently about 16 million veterans in the United States; and it is estimated that 200,000
service members return from military service to civilian life each year (Orak, 2023; U.S.
Government Accountability Office, 2019). According to a recent review by the Council

on Criminal Justice, the majority of active-duty service members successfully transition
out of the armed services without engaging in behaviors that invoke criminal-legal system
involvement; but that is not the case for a//returning veterans, due to struggles with “mental
health challenges, substance abuse, homelessness, and criminality”.1 Unfortunately, accurate
up-to-date data on the extent of post-service criminal-legal system involvement by veterans
are not available for each stage of the criminal justice process( i.e. arrest, prosecution, and
conviction) 2 We do have recent survey data suggesting3 that about 5% of our Federal

and state prison and jail population are veterans (n=181,500). Although somewhat older,
researchers also estimate that “roughly one third of veterans report having been arrested
and booked into jail at least once in their lives, compared to fewer than one fifth of
non-veterans”.# However, it is not known whether these arrests occurred before or after an
individual enters the miIitary5. Accurate estimates of the number of veterans on probation
are not available. We highlight this veteran-specific criminal-legal system data gap to
underscore a simple point: the case for more government resources targeting the unique
problems and needs of veterans—already compelling-- would be even stronger if we had
the necessary data available to document not only their mental health and physical heath
challenges post-service, but also to describe the nature and extent of their criminal-legal
system involvement( National Institute of Corrections, 2022).6

Justice-involved veterans are unlike other groups of justice-involved individuals due to
their unique military experiences. They encounter the criminal-legal system when they
are arrested for engaging in a range of criminal behavior, including driving under the

lhttps://counciIoncj.org/pr—vjc—preliminary—assessment/ See the review by The Council on Criminal Justice (2022). From Service
through reentry: A Preliminary assessment of veterans in the criminal justice system

Data are available on cohorts of veterans that allow estimates of lifetime risk of arrests, but these estimates do not distinguish
pre-service, in-service, and/or post-service arrests. See Lucas et al., (2022) for an overview of research; and Brooke and Gau (2018)
represents one study with estimates, but data are old..

By ‘recent” we mean that the survey data are just a few years old; but accurate data on the current number of veterans in our state
prison and jail systems are not available for review. At the Federal level, the BOP released estimates of the size of BOP’s veteran
prison population in their most recent update on the implementation of the First Step Act. They note that” At yearend 2022, there
were 8,627 persons with military service in BOP facilities, accounting for about 5% of the total federal prison population”. See Carson

2023).

SlBrooke and Gau (2018) provide these estimates based on 2004 survey data from state correctional facilities. See also Maruschak,

et al. (2021), who examined the 2016 survey of prison inmates. These estimates are also included in a recent review by Orak

(2023): From Service to Sentencing. Unraveling Risk Factors for Criminal Justice Involvement Among U.S. Veterans. Council on
Criminal Justice. https://counciloncj.org/from-service-to-sentencing-unraveling-risk-factors-for-criminal-justice-involvement-among-
u-s-veterans/

Orak (2023) summarizes the research suggesting that military service “might attract people with characteristics that make criminal
justice involvement more likely in part because service is seen as a pathway out of challenging circumstances” .

A recent NIC report, Veteran Intercepts in the criminal justice system (NIC, 2022) identified 6 unique justice system intercept
points: (1) non-crisis deflection, (2) pre-arrest deflection, (3) initial detention and court hearings, (4) jails/courts, (5) reentry, and (6)
community services. While policy options are discussed by the authors of this report for each intercept point, no data are presented
on the number of veterans moving through each intercept point. Without this information, federal and state governments cannot make
accurate resource allocation decisions.
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influence, theft, substance use, domestic violence, and assault. While the criminal-legal
system responds to individuals who are arrested for these crimes regularly, the traditional
court process is ill-equipped to address the unique problems and needs of justice-involved
veterans. These individuals often have a litany of concerns: military trauma, including
military sexual trauma and post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD), co-occurring mental
health and substance use disorders, and diagnosed psychiatric conditions (Clary et al., 2020;
Finlay, et al., 2019; Tsai & Seamone, 2019; Tsai et al., 2017), as well as physical health
problems, including traumatic brain injuries (Logan et al., 2021). For post-9/11 veterans,
these concerns appear to be more prevalent than in earlier cohorts of veterans (Parker et al.,
2019). According to a recent review by the Council on Criminal Justice (2022), “veterans,
and especially post-9/11 veterans, face unique risk factors for criminal justice involvement,
ranging from multiple combat deployments to high PTSD rates and housing insecurity. For
the 200,000 people who annually transition out of the military, the exit programs that await
them often fail to meet expectations. In addition, increasing numbers of service members
are leaving the armed forces with other than honorable discharges, which in almost all cases
bar VA benefits” (p. 20). While the court system cannot ignore justice-involved veterans’
involvement in criminal activity, the general consensus within the U.S. is that veterans
deserve special treatment, given their service.’

Why do we need VTCs?

There has been a recent debate over the need for specialty courts (see, e.g., Lucas, 2021;
Pratt & Turanovic, 2019; Pratt & Turanovic, 2021), which has implications for the VTCs
examined here. Pratt and Turanovic (2019) describe the justification for specialty courts

as follows: “The purported benefits of specialized courts... hinge on the idea that certain
groups of offenders are unique—and therefore different from others—so having their own
unique court process will increase the odds that their particular offending tendencies might
be curbed” (p. 376). Citing the “generality of deviance” thesis (Hirschi & Gottfredson, 1994;
Pratt et al., 2016), they point out that, “offenders do not specialize in any particular form

of misbehavior,” and they go on to argue that specialty courts are not designed to reduce
recidivism; instead, they are, “largely intended to provide administrative benefits in terms of
system efficiency and ease of case processing” (Pratt & Turanovic, 2019, p. 376). While they
do make a valid point about organizing specialty courts around the latest conviction offense
of an individual (e.g., substance use, domestic violence), this point does not—in our view
—apply to veterans’ courts, which focus on a specific subgroup of individuals rather than
specific offense types. As we demonstrate in the following review, while justice-involved
veterans may indeed be generalists in terms of their criminal behavior, they do have special
problems that will require veteran-specific treatment; that alone justifies the creation of this
type of specialty court.®

7 https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/ondcp/ondcp-fact-sheets/veterans-treatment-courts

This observation on the need for veteran-specific treatment (the responsivity component of the RNR model) is not an original thought
on the research team’s part; it was offered by the late Alan Lizotte, Professor Emeritus, SUNY Albany, in response to a question
the first author raised to him about whether he thought specialty courts were needed for justice-involved veterans. He was a Vietnam
veteran with a deep commitment to veterans’ issues, and the research team agrees with his assessment. For those unfamiliar with
Lizotte’s contributions, see the following tribute: https://www.sansonefuneralhome.com/tributes/Alan-Lizotte
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The Implementation and Effectiveness of VTCs: What Do We Currently
Know?

It has been fifteen years since the first VTC was established. During this period, the number
of VTCs has grown annually, and there are currently over 600 VTCs operating across the
country; only Vermont and Connecticut do not have VTCs in place (Rapisarda et al., this
volume). These programs vary in size, scope, target population, VTC team composition,
VA and non-VA service provision networks, and intervention models. The above-mentioned
variations make a simple description of a “typical” VTC program virtually impossible.
However, these differences in VTC program models provide a unique opportunity for
evaluators to compare the effectiveness of different VTC models, based on a full range

of in-program and post-program outcomes related to service provision and improvement

in designated need areas (i.e., mental health, physical health, housing stability, family,
relationships/disruption, substance use, and recidivism). In 2022, the National Institute of
Justice (NIJ) provided a total of $6M in funding for a large multi-site evaluation of VTCs,
which is currently underway; the results of this multi-site evaluation will be released in
FY2027.9 Given the proposed reduction in federal funding support for VTCs included in
the Office of Justice Programs FY 24 Budget request, there is certainly a need for rigorous
evaluation research to determine whether government support for the VTC imitative should
continue. In that 2024 budget proposal, funding for VTCs was reduced from $35M to $25M,
with at least some of this funding targeted to diversion/ deflection programs.10 It seems
that at the national level, support for the continued development and expansion of VTCs is
waning. Perhaps this will change if the results of the multi-site evaluation are positive; but
realistically, this study is years from completion. In the interim, it makes sense to briefly
summarize the current body of VTC evaluation research because this is the research that
Congress will be able to review when these funding priorities are established over the next
several years.

Despite the growth of VTCs nationwide in recent years, the evaluation research supporting
the continued development of VTCs is remarkably limited. Our research team has conducted
a systematic review of all published evaluations on VTCs since their inception.11 Table 1
highlights the results of our review. We have identified fifteen separate research studies that
examined VTC processes and outcomes, including four (level 2) quasi-experiments with
significant research design flaws, and eleven (level 1) studies that provide data on VTC
operations and preliminary effects, which include secondary analyses of VVA data related

to veterans in VTCs, case studies, telephone surveys of VTC team members, interviews
with staff and VTC program participants, and other studies with no control groups. Only
one of the four level 2 quasi-experiments included a comparison group; in this study,
significant differences in the risk levels of VTC and comparison groups were identified as
a likely threat to the validity of the study (Hartley & Baldwin, 2019). The authors offer the

9NI1J has allocated a total of 6 million for this evaluation effort; an initial award of 4.5 million. For more details click here: https://
nij.ojp.gov/funding/awards/15pnij-22-gk-00035-vtcx#supplemental-award-0-0
10petails on the budget proposal can be found on pages 268-270: https://www.justice.gov/d9/2023-03/
ojp_fy_2024 presidents_budget_final_draft_clean_3.17.23.pdf

We will be publishing a separate article detailing the results of our systematic review, but we think it is important to highlight these
initial findings here.
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following self-assessment, which applies to all evaluations of programs when participation
is voluntary12: “Our finding that participation in the VTC was related to reduced recidivism
could be confounded by unobserved differences between those who chose to participate and
those who did not” (Hartley & Baldwin, 2019, p. 70). Unfortunately, none of the evaluations
on VTCs conducted to date employ a rigorous research design, which leads us to conclude
that at present and using Campbell Collaborative standard review criteria, the impact of the
VTC court model on recidivism is currently classified as unknown.13

The studies highlighted in Table 1 provide a preliminary snapshot of program
implementation challenges, while also presenting some interesting data on service provision
outcomes. For example, several studies provided data on program completion rates.

In a recent multi-site process evaluation of eight VTCs, Baldwin and Hartley (2022)
highlighted the diversity of VTC models currently operating in these jurisdictions in terms
of target population, selection criteria, referral pipeline, program conditions and supervision
requirements, availability of treatment and rehabilitative support, and the level of service
coordination with the Veterans Health Administration. There was significant variation in the
graduation rates of the programs they reviewed, with successful completion rates ranging
from 44% to 84.6% (Baldwin & Hartley, 2021).14 Variations in graduation rates across VTC
sites was also identified by Erickson (2016), while Johnson et al. (2016) identified factors
related to both higher and lower VTC program termination rates (see our summary of these
factors in Table 1).

We were particularly interested in the attempts by researchers in several jurisdictions to
measure the impact of VTC services on various behavioral, mental health, and physical
health outcomes. Derick and colleagues (2018) identified improvements in several need
areas, based on pre-post comparisons of a cohort of 49 VTC participants who completed
the program. According to the research team, graduates of the program reported a decline
in drug use, depressed mood, trauma, and aggression toward physical objects or self-
aggression. Similarly, Knudson and Wingenfeld (2016) reported pre-post improvements
in various psychological well-being and treatment recovery measures for 86 veterans

who completed a VTC program, while Slattery and colleagues (2013) reported that 83
VTC program participants showed improvements (also via pre-test post-test comparisons)
in PTSD symptoms, depression, self-harm, substance use, and social integration. These
preliminary research studies suggest that VTCs in these jurisdictions appear to be working
as designed, but more rigorous research is necessary before these findings can be presented
as “evidence” that VTC programs have their desired effects in terms of service provision.

It is obvious that there is much that we simply do not know about how VTCs are being
implemented and operated across the country, but the studies highlighted in Table 1 still

12F3ilure to account for the potential confounding effect of motivation to change is a limitation dutifully noted by researchers
conducting quasi-experimental studies. Of course, noting it as a potential limitation does not solve the problem.

Evaluations of criminal justice programs have been reviewed using the Maryland Scientific Methods Scale; see https://
whatworksgrowth.org/resources/the-scientific-maryland-scale/ For an overview of how evaluation studies in corrections are ranked
on a scale of 1-5 based on the quality of the research design, see http://www.wsipp.wa.gov/ReportFile/924/Wsipp_Evidence-Based-
Adult-Corrections-Programs-What-Works-and-What-Does-Not_Preliminary-Report.pdf

The authors noted that for a small subsample of 134 participants who completed 12-month follow-up interviews, 10% self-reported
being rearrested. However, these self-report data were not officially verified.
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provide useful preliminary information on a handful of the 600 plus VTCs. Unfortunately,
only a small number of low-quality impact evaluations of VTCs have been conducted

to date, so we currently know more about implementation challenges than program
effectiveness.1®

Our Research Study: An Overview

The purpose of our research study is two-fold: first, we are interested in understanding the
perspectives of VTC team members on how their VTCs operate, and to document their
recommendations on how to improve services and support for justice-involved veterans;
second, we hope to provide our assessment of VTC service provision based on our
examination of the service provision networks in three different VTC models. Throughout
this project, our research has been guided by the advice and suggestions of our advisory
board, which includes representatives from the VVA’s Veterans Justice Program, judiciaries,
veterans advocacy groups, probation, and academia.16

Phase 1 Interviews with VTC Team Members

Our research aims to document and understand the nature of VTCs’ inner workings and
collaboration with various entities such as community service providers and the VA.17 We
take a qualitative approach to uncovering these processes and relationships and focus on
in-depth interviews with 145 VTC team members from 20 unique courts across the U.S. Key
VTC team members include court staff, judges, attorneys, probation officers, community
treatment providers, and \VJOs.18

Table 2 provides a brief overview of our interview sample. The study sample is comprised
of 34 attorneys (prosecutors, public defenders, and private defense attorneys), 15 judges,

16 community corrections officers, 17 community mental health or substance use treatment
providers, 21 VJOs, 6 VA personnel (e.g., Veterans Benefits Administration representatives,
VA peer support specialists, and veteran employment counselors), 18 court coordinators /
managers, 6 social service providers, 9 mentor coordinators, and 3 ‘other’ individuals,
including a paralegal, a law enforcement officer, and a court clerk. Interviewees were
majority women (60%), white (70%), and had an average age of 49.8 years. Additionally,
80% had advanced degrees and 35% were veterans with prior military experience.19

15A recent scoping review of VTCs (McCall et al., 2018) reached similar conclusions about the current state of VTC evaluation
research. McCall and colleagues identified 48 written scholarly works on VTCs, but the majority (n=37) were program descriptions,
single case studies, or theoretical or policy pieces.
16Advisory Board members include Blue-Howells, Jessica | Deputy Director, Veterans Justice Programs, U.S. Department of Justice,
Clark, Sean C.| National Director, Veterans Justice Programs, U.S. Department of Justice; Corbett, Ron | Retired Commissioner
of Probation, Massachusetts, Lecturer in the School of Criminology and Justice Studies, UMass Lowell, Moore, Eileen | Associate
Justice, California Court of Appeal (Fourth District); Stewart, Katharine E. | National Coordinator, \eterans Justice Programs, U.S.
Department of Justice; Stimmel, Matthew A. | National Training Director, Veterans Justice Programs, U.S. Department of Justice;
Taxman, Faye* | University Professor, Faculty Fellow, Director, Center for Advancing Correctional Excellence!, George Mason
University; Tirocchi, Scott | Director, Justice For Vets, A division of the National Association of Drug Court Professionals (NADCP),
Tsai, Jack | Research Director of the National Center on Homelessness Among Veterans; Buchanan, Alec, Professor of Psychiatry;
Yale School of Mediicine.

The current research project was approved by the George Mason University Institutional Review Board.

VJO specialists’ primary roles entail providing direct outreach, assessment, and case management for veterans throughout the
legal system (and not just courts), including in local courts and jails and help them navigate the legal system (U.S. Department of
Veterans Affairs, n.d.). For example, VJOs serve as a liaison not only between the VA and VTCs, but also between the VA and Crisis
Intervention Teams in police departments and probation and parole officers (U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs, n.d.).
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Phase 1 Site Selection

Twenty (20) VTCs were selected for this study using a purposive sampling approach. Our
goal was to engage with VTCs across the U.S. that represented a range of characteristics
including VTC size (i.e., the number of veterans served in each court), geographic location,
and availability of court information. The research team developed an initial list of 54
possible court jurisdictions that served municipalities, counties, or regions, and then settled
on 30 sites for initial recruitment. Researchers conducted outreach to court coordinators or
VJOs to present the research study and provide additional information to court staff. In some
cases, members of the research team met with court team members via Zoom to discuss the
details of the research study, answer questions, and outline a process for obtaining any court
approvals. Ultimately, 20 sites agreed to participate in the current study.20

We do not identify these specific courts or provide identifiable data on the team members
we interviewed to maintain privacy and confidentiality of participants. However, we have
collected data on key court and respondent characteristics that are worth considering at the
outset of our review. T able 3 provides an overview of the key characteristics of our 20 VTC
sites. The VTCs in our study vary in several key program characteristics, including program
size, geographic region, and whether they operate in urban, suburban, or rural settings.21
While the majority of the VTCs we studied were post-adjudicatory programs (n = 11),
several had the capacity to provide both pre-adjudicatory and post-adjudicatory options for
justice-involved veterans (n = 8), while one program was solely pre-adjudicatory. In terms of
program models, there was variation in:

1. The use of program phases (e.g., 2 programs had no unique phases, while 6
required veterans to complete five phases).

2. Length of the program (e.g., 11 were 18 months or longer, 5 were 12-17 months,
and the remainder had no set duration).

3. Phase progression and program completion requirements (e.g., the amount of
time a veteran is required to be abstinent from drugs and alcohol varied across
sites, as did community service requirements, and payment of fees).

4. The extent to which the VTC court integrated military symbols and protocols
into hearings (e.g., some jurisdictions placed an emphasis on military protocols,
such as referring to participants by their rank and branch of service22; others did
not).

One characteristic of the VTCs in Phase 1 that is important to consider is the typical offense
types that brought the veteran into the criminal-legal system: DUIs, domestic violence,
drug possession, and theft. Many of the veterans referred to these programs did not have

19Sociodemographic data were successfully collected during our interviews at 16 of 20 sites. Of the 145 interviews we conducted,
these data were complete for 97 respondents (66% of sample).

The most common reason courts declined to participate was lack of staff or resources to support engagement with the research

roject.

ElOur research team has created an up-to-date listing of all current VTCs operating across the United States, which we used to map
and examine the distribution of VTCs within states and across regions. Review of this database was instrumental in guiding our initial
VTC selection process.

In several courts, a variety of military protocols were identified by the VTC team members that we interviewed, including the
Pledge of Allegiance, use of military rank, and other military protocols.
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extensive criminal histories, which certainly raises questions when selection criteria target
high risk individuals. The question becomes: at risk for what? For crime commission? Or
for behavioral health problems? In this regard, it is interesting to consider OJP’s target
population for VTCs, which is described in their FY2024 Budget Justification for VTCs
(2023):

Veteran’s treatment courts are focused on their scope and target audience. They
serve veterans who have criminal justice involvement who have been assessed as
being high risk to commit crimes with high levels of behavioral health needs. This
means that no more than about 10-15 percent of the overall number of persons with
criminal justice involvement could be served by this court-based intervention (p.
268).

We suspect that OJP may be conflating high risk (for recidivism) with high need (for
services and support), given the estimate of the likely size of the high-risk population
provided23. The designation of the high-risk category for the types of risk assessment
instruments used in probation departments typically draws a cut-off point to include around
10-15%, of the overall population, as noted by OJP. If decisions on funding levels for
VTCs are targeting only the subgroup of veterans who are high-risk for recidivism, this will
result in a significant proportion of justice-involved veterans who will not be included in
VTCs that rely solely (or mainly) on this funding source, because many justice-involved
veterans are low risk for recidivism, but high risk for a variety of negative behavioral health
outcomes( in other words, low-risk but high-need).

Our review of VTCs also revealed that program acceptance and admission vary by a
veteran’s discharge status. In half the programs we studied, only veterans who were eligible
for VA services were accepted into the program; in the remaining programs, VA eligibility
for services was not required. Similarly, half of the studies required a nexus between the
veteran’s service-related mental health concerns and diagnoses and the current criminal
behavior that has brought them into the criminal-legal system.

Phase 1 Data Collection Procedure

After agreeing to participate in the research as a court, we recruited individual members

of each VTC team to engage in an in-depth virtual interview. The court coordinator or
manager provided a list of contact emails for individuals in key roles within the VTC. Not
all courts had all roles as part of their organizational structure or had those positions filled.
We directly emailed individuals to recruit them for participation in the interview, describing
the interview process and providing a consent form for review. Participants who agreed to
participate in an interview were then scheduled to meet on Zoom with one or two members
of the research team.

233ee Taxman (2017) for a full discussion. The actual cut-off points set for each level of classification are not based on any

specific recidivism marker; they vary from system to system and in many jurisdictions, the size of the high -risk category is likely
resource-driven, given the closer supervision and lower caseload size linked to high-risk classification. There have been recent efforts
to design a veterans-centered risk /needs assessment instrument, but the question remains: should the target population of VTCs
include low risk, but high need veterans? See BJA’s work in this area: https://bja.ojp.gov/program/veterans-treatment-court-program/

resources
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Virtual in-depth interviews were conducted using Zoom web-conferencing software due to
restricted travel during the COVID-19 pandemic. We believe the virtual platform increased
our access (both time and place) to interviewing team members, but it is possible that the
nature and course of interviews differed from what might have taken place if the interviews
had been conducted in person (Oliffe et al., 2021). We constructed three semi-structured
interview guides specific to various roles in the court.24 All three interview guides asked
participants about their role in the court, aspects of the court process, the makeup of the
court clientele, perspectives on the strengths and weaknesses present in their particular
court, and the future of VTCs in general. The first interview guide was for team members
who are engaged in elements of direct service (e.g., mentors, VA, or community-based
treatment providers) or coordinating direct services and court engagement (e.g., court
coordinators, probation officers, mentor coordinators) with the veteran client. The second
interview guide was formulated for VVJOs and contained questions specific to the VA’s
relationship with VTCs, and the process and function of brokering services for clients. The
third interview guide focused on team members who perform legal functions including the
judge, prosecutor, and defense counsel. This interview guide contained broader questions
about relationships with other court team members and legal specifics about the VTC.

Interviews were scheduled for one hour but lasted between 45 and 90 minutes. All
participants were provided the approved research ethics documents in advance of the
meeting and consented to the interview prior to beginning recording. All but one participant
agreed to be audio-recorded. In this case, detailed interview notes were taken by one
member of the research team. We relied on Zoom’s audio recording function to capture the
audio, and these files were uploaded to a transcription service for verbatim transcribing.
We did not rely on Zoom’s auto-transcribe feature due to accuracy and data management
concerns. Once audio recordings were transcribed verbatim, we deidentified participant
names and other potentially identifying information (including names of other people in the
court, aspects of the court itself, location specifics, or references to specific organizations)
to protect participant and court privacy and confidentiality. Instead, we report our findings
using a unique identification number and generic role/title. We met weekly as a research
team to tackle logistical concerns related to collecting data from many sites, as well as
debrief about emergent issues and topics from the interviews.

Phase 1 Analytic Strategy

All interview transcripts were imported into the qualitative software program, NVivo, for
coding and analysis. We adopted a thematic analysis approach to coding the data, which
included deductive procedures followed by inductive coding through an iterative process
(Braun & Clarke, 2006). Thematic analysis is a qualitative strategy for coding and analyzing
qualitative data that uses deductive and inductive approaches and is theoretically flexible,
meaning researchers can engage in analysis steps that are tightly tied to specific theoretical
propositions or enter the analysis phase a priori (Braun & Clarke, 2006). This allowed us

to enter the analysis phase, which began after we collected interviews from the first two
sites, with a robust list of possible codes and domains built on our post-interview debriefing

24 nterview guides are available upon request.
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sessions, the questions from the interview guide, and the prior research on VTC service
provision. We complemented this deductive coding strategy with an inductive approach
whereby new or unexpected actions, relationships, and processes were coded. Two members
of the research team conducted the initial coding process, collaborating on when new codes
were added, as well as to confirm interrater agreement.

We produced analytic memos reflecting the larger themes emerging from this round of
coding, which were collectively reviewed by the entire research team to produce the final
iteration of the findings. This consensus approach to distilling our findings allowed for
sufficient probing of the data and development of new conceptual framing about service
delivery. We also engaged in a version of member checking by presenting our findings to the
larger study’s Advisory Board, who provided rich and detailed feedback on the veracity of
our conclusions (Kornbluh, 2015).

Initial Findings from Phase 1's Interviews

We will be presenting the results of the Phase 1 interviews in a series of research articles
highlighting the unique perspectives of VTC team members. The four articles included in
this issue present the results of our Phase 1 research in four areas: (1) the influence of
enacting and enabling state statutes on the design and operation of VTCs (Rapisarda et

al., this volume); (2) team member perceptions of eligibility criteria and target population
(Hummer et al., this volume); (3) team member perceptions of service delivery and
coordination with the VA (Kras et al., this volume); and (4) team member perceptions on the
future of VTCs (Socia et al., this volume).

A summary of the key findings and take-aways from these four reviews is provided below:

1. A Nationwide Review of Enacting and Eligibility State Statutes: Our
nationwide statutory review revealed interstate variation in enacting and
eligibility statutes that can be viewed as one factor impacting veteran eligibility
and participation in VTCs. However, we found that most state statutes do not
provide explicit language restricting the eligibility of veterans to only those
who are VA eligible for services. Instead, we found that restricting prospective
participant access into VTCs by VA service eligibility status is primarily shaped
not by state legislation, but rather by the court and its team members, funding
agency restrictions, and other state and local authorities outside the purview of
state legislation.

2. Team Member Perceptions of Eligibility Criteria and Target Population:
VTC team members highlighted several issues related to eligibility for
participation in VTCs and offered recommendations for improving the
identification and decision-making process. Team members did not favor rigid
eligibility criteria, and regularly mentioned a desire to be able to serve more
justice-involved veterans. In courts without eligibility criteria codified by statute,
high on their wish lists for the future would be additional resources and
treatment options for veterans who are ineligible for VA benefits, or for
services that supplement current VA offerings. In most jurisdictions where we
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conducted interviews, the VTCs were typically under capacity for participants
(in some cases significantly so), with numbers not rebounding post-COVID, and
courts were actively trying to bring more eligible veterans into the VTCs, but
recruitment was an ongoing challenge.

3. Team Member Perceptions of Service Delivery and Coordination with VA:
VTC team members identified several service delivery challenges and offered
recommendations for improving service delivery to justice-involved veterans.
Across the interviews, team members identified where and why the needs of
veterans were not being met, both before and after VTC court participation.
Team members pointed out that a veteran’s discharge status directly affected
veteran’s access to VA support services.2® Team members also noted that
current eligibility requirements for participation in VTCs may exclude a sizable
subgroup of veterans that need the most help and support. In terms of service
availability, team members noted the lack of residential mental health services
available in their jurisdictions, and particularly from VAs, resulted in long
waiting lists and an extended time to treatment for justice-involved veterans.
They recommended developing veterans-only transitional and long-term housing
options. Similar strategies employing veterans-only mental health and substance
use treatment programs were also recommended. Finally, team members felt that
information sharing is a continuing challenge, in large part due to the siloing of
client data across two large bureaucracies — the court and the VA — which renders
any assessment of VTC program fidelity incomplete.

4. Team Member Perceptions on the Future of VTCs: Team members were
hopeful about both the short-term and long-term future of VTCs, expecting them
to continue to treat justice involved populations. This optimism, however, was
tempered by concerns about the stability of funding sources, availability, and
expansion of treatment resources, and the continued buy-in of key personnel and
political supporters.

In addition to these articles, we also plan to highlight the unique perspectives of team
members based on their roles and responsibilities on the VTC team, in a series of
forthcoming articles on the perceptions of VJO specialists, judges, probation officers,
mentors, VTC program coordinators, and other team members.

Next Steps: Phase 2 Research

The initial component of Phase 2 of the current project has focused on collecting
quantitative data on VTC processes and outcomes in three of the 20 VTCs within which
team members were interviewed during Phase 1 of the project. Using a comprehensive
model data collection instrument developed by the research team, we have worked with
the sites to gather information on veterans’ progress through, and completion of, various

251t is well-documented in the literature that veterans without access to these services are more likely to self-harm and manifest
untreated mental health and substance use problems that may result in criminal legal system involvement. For a recent overview, see
the 2020 report, Turned Away, available at https://legalservicescenter.org/wp-content/uploads/Turn-Away-Report.pdf
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program phases in their respective programs. Examples of variables requested from these

sites include:
. Veteran military discharge status for all referrals
. Referral process and reason for acceptance/rejection

. Race/ethnicity/other demographics of accepted VTC participants

. Instrument used to conduct initial risk and needs assessment

. Specific types of substance use, mental health, and other treatment modalities
recommended

. Service provision data in each program phase

. Individual progress and time to completion in each program phase

. Overall improvement noted in designated need areas

. Legal system status

. Incentives for VTC program completion at each VTC

We are conducting a series of focus groups with program graduates in the three courts that
are also providing Phase 2 quantitative data. We think it is critical to provide the perspective
of justice-involved veterans on the design, implementation, and impact of these programs,
and to carefully consider their recommendations for improving service provision, both inside
and outside the VTC.

Concluding Comments

The overarching goal of our project is to enhance our knowledge and understanding of
strategies employed by VJO specialists and VTC staff to provide service to veterans in
VTCs. Based on our Phase 1 qualitative research findings, our Phase 2 focus groups with
justice-involved veterans, and the results of our quantitative review of service provision in
three VTCs, we will be offering actionable recommendations on how to improve service
delivery for veterans within VTCs.

We do have a few key take-aways from our initial background research that are worth
considering. First, our review demonstrates the need for accurate, up-to-date data on the
level of involvement of veterans in our criminal-legal system during their initial transition
from the military to civilian life. Specifically, we need to systematically collect data on the
post-service arrest, prosecution, conviction, incarceration, and/or community supervision of
veterans. Second, we need several rigorous evaluations of the implementation and impact
of veterans’ treatment programs; we can not simply wait for the results of one multi-site
evaluation. Even if the evaluators do successfully conduct a randomized control trial (RCT)
at one or more sites, there needs to be a sufficient number of high-quality evaluations
available for review. Until this work is done, any discussion of best practices is premature.
As we highlight in our review of twenty VTCs, there are a variety of VTC models
currently operating across the country, but we do not have a single, high-quality evaluation
available for review. We have learned —hopefully— from our experience with HOPE-based
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evaluations that we cannot rely on one boutique evaluation to make critical policy and
resource decisions; there needs to be much more research conducted and available for
review (Pattavina et al., 2023). And third, researchers attempting to evaluate VTCs over

the next few years will need to find ways break down the walls between two systems—the
court and the VA—that currently tend to silo rather than share critical data on service
provision, supervision, and criminal-legal system outcomes. As Tsai and colleagues (2023)
recommend, we need to “ldentify mechanisms for sharing of data, information, funding
and other resources between federal, state and local criminal justice entities” 26. To be
successful, we will need to develop data access and data sharing protocols that address data
confidentiality concerns without excluding researchers not working for either system.

This study was funded under the Justice Community Opioid Innovation Network (JCOIN) Coordination and
Translation Center (CTC) (U2CDAO050097, MPI Taxman/Rudes). The contents of this publication are solely the
responsibility of the authors and do not necessarily represent the official views of the NIH, or the participating sites.

References

Aos S Miller M, and Drake E. (2006). Evidence-Based Adult Corrections Programs: What Works and
What Does Not. Olympia: Washington State Institute for Public Policy.

Baldwin J and Hartley R (2022). Executive summary: National Institute of Justice’s multisite
evaluation of veterans’ treatment courts. Washington, D.C. National Criminal Justice Reference
Services.

Blonigen D, Rodriguez A, Manfredi L, Britt J, Nevedal A, Finlay A, Rosenthal J, Smelson D, and
Timko C (2017). The Availability and utility of services to address risk factors for recidivism among
justice-involved veterans, Criminal Justice Policy Review, 28(8). 790-813. [PubMed: 26924887]

Braun V, & Clarke V (2006). Using thematic analysis in psychology. Qualitative Research in
Psychology, 3(2), 77-101. 10.1191/1478088706qp0630a

Brooke EJ, & Gau JM (2018). Military service and lifetime arrests: Examining the effects of the total
military experience on arrests in a sample of prison inmates. Criminal Justice Policy Review, 29(1),
24-44.10.1177/0887403415619007

Carson A (2023). Federal prisoner statistics collected under the First Step Act,2023. U.S. Department
of Justice, Office of Justice programs, Bureau of Justice Statistics, NCJ 307305 https://bjs.ojp.gov/
document/fpscufsa23.pdf

Clary KM, Shaffer PM, Gaba A, Pinals DA, & Smelson D (2020). Comparing the treatment needs
of participants with co-occurring mental health and substance use disorders in drug and veterans
treatment courts. Journal of Substance Use, 25(3), 277-283. 10.1080/14659891.2019.1683905

Council on Criminal Justice. (2022). From service to reentry: A preliminary assessment through
the system. Veterans Justice Commission. https://secure.counciloncj.org/np/viewDocument?
orgld=counciloncj&id=2c918082829f83c70182h7c346ea0177

Derrick R, Callahan L, Vessellinov R, Krauel R, Litzenberger J, and Camp L (2018). Serving those
who served: Outcomes from the San Diego treatment review calendar (SDVTRC) pilot program.
Psychological Inquiry and the Law, 11, 171-183.

Erickson J (2016). Veterans’ treatment courts: A Case study of their efficacy for veterans’ needs,

International Journal of Law and Psychiatry, 49, 221-225. [PubMed: 28340906]

26For 4 detailed collaborative research agenda, see the following summary report by Tsai et al. (2023)
developed by the VA National Center on Homelessness among Veterans: https://www.va.gov/HOMELESS/nchav/docs/
HVOSC-405_Research_Agenda_for_CJI_among_Veterans_508c.pdf

Vict Offender. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2025 January 04.


https://bjs.ojp.gov/document/fpscufsa23.pdf
https://bjs.ojp.gov/document/fpscufsa23.pdf
https://secure.counciloncj.org/np/viewDocument?orgId=counciloncj&id=2c918082829f83c70182b7c346ea0177
https://secure.counciloncj.org/np/viewDocument?orgId=counciloncj&id=2c918082829f83c70182b7c346ea0177
https://www.va.gov/HOMELESS/nchav/docs/HVOSC-405_Research_Agenda_for_CJI_among_Veterans_508c.pdf
https://www.va.gov/HOMELESS/nchav/docs/HVOSC-405_Research_Agenda_for_CJI_among_Veterans_508c.pdf

1duosnuen Joyiny 1duosnuey Joyiny 1duosnuen Joyiny

1duosnuep Joyiny

Byrne et al.

Page 14

Finlay AK, Owens MD, Taylor E, Nash A, Capdarest-Arest N, Rosenthal J, ... & Timko C. (2019). A
scoping review of military veterans involved in the Criminal Justice System and their health and
healthcare. Health & Justice, 7(1), 1-18. 10.1186/540352-019-0086-9 [PubMed: 30612284]

Hartley R, and Baldwin J (2019). Waging war on recidivism among justice-involved veterans: An
Impact evaluation of a large urban veterans’ treatment court. Criminal Justice Policy Review 30(1),
52-78.

Himes M (2019). Veterans’ treatment courts in Kentucky: Examining how personal characteristics and
during-program occurrences influence program completion and criminal recidivism, Theses and
Dissertations-Social work 24 https://uknowledge.uky.edu/csw.etds/24

Hirschi T, & Gottfredson MR (1994). The generality of deviance. New Brunswick, NJ: Transaction.

Holbrook J & Anderson S (2011). Veterans’ courts: Early outcomes and key indicators for success.
Widener Law School Legal Studies Research Paper Series 11-25, 1-41.

Hummer D, Byrne J, Rapisarda SS, Socia K, & Kras KK (2024). No veteran left behind? Perspectives
on VTC eligibility criteria for justice-involved veterans in multiple jurisdictions across the United
States. Victims & Offenders (this volume).

Johnson S, Stolar A, Wu E, Coonan L, and Graham D (2016). An Analysis of successful outcomes
and associated contributing factors in veterans court, Bulletin of the Menninger Clinic, 79(2),
10.1521/bumc.2015.79.2.166

Johnson RS, Stolar AG, McGuire JF, Clark S, Coonan LA, Hausknecht P, & Graham DP (2016). US
veterans’ court programs: An inventory and analysis of national survey data. Community Mental
Health Journal, 52, 180-186. 10.1007/s10597-015-9972-3 [PubMed: 26797760]

Kornbluh M (2015). Combatting challenges to establishing trustworthiness in qualitative research.
Qualitative Research in Psychology, 12(4), 397-414. 10.1080/14780887.2015.1021941

Knudson K, and Wingenfeld S (2016). A Specialized treatment court for veterans with trauma
exposure: Implications for the field. Community Mental Health, 52, 127-135.

Kras KK, Rapisarda SS, Hummer D, Socia K, Byrne J, & Taxman F (2024). At risk and underserved:
Veterans treatment court team member perspectives on service delivery challenges. Victims &
Offenders (this volume).

MccCall J, Rodriguez K, Barnish-Lange D, and Gordon A (2019). A Qualitative Examination of
the experiences of veterans’ treatment court graduates in Allegheny County, Pennsylvania,
International Journal of Offender Therapy and Comparative Criminology Vol. 63(3): 339-356.
[PubMed: 30238804]

Logan MW, McNeeley S, & Morgan MA. (2021). The effects of Traumatic Brain Injury and
Post-traumatic stress disorder on prison adjustment and recidivism among military veterans:
Evidence from Minnesota. Psychiatric Quarterly, 92(3), 1147-1158. 10.1007/s11126-021-09883-1
[PubMed: 33587259]

Lucas K, Marcum C, Lucas P, and Blalock J (2022). Military veteran involvement with the criminal
justice system: A systematic review. Aggression and Violent Behavior, 66, 1-8.

Lucas PA (2021). A criminological fly in the ointment? A reply to Pratt and Turanovic’s
misinterpretation of problem-solving court ideology toward participant generality of deviance.
Victims & Offenders, 16(5), 631-642. 10.1080/15564886.2020.1850583

Maruschak LM, Bronson J, & Alper MA (2021). Survey of prison inmates, 2016: Veterans in prison.
Available at: https://bjs.ojp.gov/

Miller MK, Block LM, DeVault A (2020). Problem-solving courts in the United States and around the
world: history, evaluation, and recommendations. In: Miller MK, Bornstein BH (eds) Advances in
psychology and law, Vol 5. Springer, Cham. 10.1007/978-3-030-54678-6_9

National Institute of Corrections Justice-Involved Veterans Network (2022). Veteran Intercepts in
the criminal justice system: Minimizing Collateral Consequences for veterans in the criminal
justice system with deflection, diversion, and intervention. National Institute of Corrections, U.S.
Department of Justice, edited by Ledbetter D, NIC, November 2022(Project number 22C6002).

Oliffe JL, Kelly MT, Gonzalez Montaner G, & Yu Ko WF (2021). Zoom interviews: Benefits and
concessions. International Journal of Qualitative Methods, 20. 10.1177/16094069211053522

Vict Offender. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2025 January 04.


https://uknowledge.uky.edu/csw.etds/24
https://bjs.ojp.gov/

1duosnuepy Joyiny 1duosnuely Joyiny 1duosnuey Joyiny

1duosnue Joyiny

Byrne et al.

Page 15

Orak U (2023). From Service to Sentencing: Unraveling Risk Factors for Criminal Justice Involvement
Among U.S. Veterans. Council on Criminal Justice. https://counciloncj.org/from-service-to-
sentencing-unraveling-risk-factors-for-criminal-justice-involvement-among-u-s-veterans/

Parker K, Igielnik R, Barroso A, & Cilluffo A (2019). The American veteran experience
and the post-9/11 generation. Pew Research Center. https://www.pewresearch.org/social-trends/
2019/09/10/the-american-veteran-experience-and-the-post-9-11-generation/

Pattavina A, Long J, Petrich D, Byrne J Cullen F, and Taxman F (early view, 2023) Revisiting
the effectiveness of HOPE/Swift-Certain-Fair supervision programs: A Meta-analytic review,
Criminology and Public Policy.

Pratt TC, Barnes JC, Cullen FT, & Turanovic JJ (2016). “I suck at everything”: Crime, arrest, and
the generality of failure. Deviant Behavior, 37, 837-851. doi:10.1080/01639625.2016.1147809
[PubMed: 31749511]

Pratt TC, & Turanovic JJ (2019). A criminological fly in the ointment: Specialty courts and the
generality of deviance. Victims & Offenders, 14(3), 375-386. 10.1080/15564886.2019.1595247

Pratt TC, & Turanovic JJ (2021). They’re called “specialty courts” for a reason: A criminologically-
informed and evidence-based reply to Lucas (2020). Victims & Offenders, 16(5), 643-651.
10.1080/15564886.2021.1902444

Rapisarda SS, Kras KR, LeMoyne G, Hummer D, Socia K, & Byrne J (2024). Veterans’ treatment
courts: A nationwide review of U.S. enacting and eligibility state statutes. Victims & Offenders
(this volume).

Russel R (2015). Veterans’ treatment courts, Touro Law Review 31 (3), 385-402.

Shannon L, Birdwhistell S, Hulbig S, Jones A, Newell J, and Payne C ( 2017). Examining
implementation and preliminary performance indicators of veterans treatment courts: The
Kentucky experience. Evaluation and Program Planning, 63, 54-66. [PubMed: 28371669]

Slattery M, Duggar M, Lamb T, and Williams L (2013). Catch, treat, and release: veteran treatment
courts address the challenges of returning home. Substance Use and Misuse, 48, 922-932.
[PubMed: 23869463]

Socia K, Rapisarda SS, Kras KK, Hummer D, & Byrne J (2024). “God, | hope it doesn’t fade out”:
Team member perspectives on the future of VTCs. Victims & Offenders (this volume).

Smith JW (2012). The Anchorage, Alaska veterans court and recidivism: July 6, 2004-December 31,
2010. Alaska L. Rev., 29, 93.

Snowden D, Oh S, Salas-Wright C, Vaughn M, and King E (2017). Military service and crime:

New evidence. Social Psychiatry and Psychiatric Epidemiology (2017) 52:605-61 DOI 10.1007/
s00127-017-1342-8

Taxman F (2017). Handbook on Risk and Needs Assessment: Theory and Practice. Milton, England:
Routledge Press.

Tsai J, Finlay A, Flatley B, Kasprow WJ, & Clark S (2018). A national study of veterans treatment
court participants: Who benefits and who recidivates. Administration and Policy in Mental Health
and Mental Health Services Research, 45(2), 236-244. 10.1007/s10488-017-0816-z [PubMed:
28733771]

Tsai J, Flatley B, Kasprow WJ, Clark S, & Finlay A (2017). Diversion of veterans with criminal justice
involvement to treatment courts: Participant characteristics and outcomes. Psychiatric Services,
68(4), 375-383. 10.1176/appi.ps.201600233 [PubMed: 27903139]

Tsai J, & Seamone ER (Eds.). (2019). Intersections between mental health and law among veterans.
Springer.

Tsai J, Clark S, Blue-Howells J, and Hooshyar D (2023). A Research agenda
for criminal justice involvement among Veterans, VA National Center on
Homelessness among Veterans. Available at: https://www.va.gov/HOMELESS/nchav/docs/
HVOSC-405_Research_Agenda_for_CJI_among_Veterans 508c.pdf

U.S. Census Bureau. (2021). American community survey 1-Year estimates, Table DP02: Selected
social characteristics in the United States. https://data.census.gov/table?tid=ACSDP1Y2021.DP02

U.S. Department of Justice (2023). FY2024 Performance Budget, Office of Justice Programs. https://
www.justice.gov/d9/2023-03/ojp_fy 2024 presidents_budget final_dra

Vict Offender. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2025 January 04.


https://counciloncj.org/from-service-to-sentencing-unraveling-risk-factors-for-criminal-justice-involvement-among-u-s-veterans/
https://counciloncj.org/from-service-to-sentencing-unraveling-risk-factors-for-criminal-justice-involvement-among-u-s-veterans/
https://www.pewresearch.org/social-trends/2019/09/10/the-american-veteran-experience-and-the-post-9-11-generation/
https://www.pewresearch.org/social-trends/2019/09/10/the-american-veteran-experience-and-the-post-9-11-generation/
https://www.va.gov/HOMELESS/nchav/docs/HVOSC-405_Research_Agenda_for_CJI_among_Veterans_508c.pdf
https://www.va.gov/HOMELESS/nchav/docs/HVOSC-405_Research_Agenda_for_CJI_among_Veterans_508c.pdf
https://data.census.gov/table?tid=ACSDP1Y2021.DP02
https://www.justice.gov/d9/2023-03/ojp_fy_2024_presidents_budget_final_dra
https://www.justice.gov/d9/2023-03/ojp_fy_2024_presidents_budget_final_dra

1duosnuepy Joyiny 1duosnuely Joyiny 1duosnuey Joyiny

1duosnue Joyiny

Byrne et al. Page 16

U.S. Government Accountability Office. (2019). Transitioning servicemembers: Information on
military employment assistance centers. https://www.gao.gov/products/gao-19-438r

U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs. (2021). Fact sheet: Veterans Treatment Courts and other
veteran-focused courts served by VA Veterans Justice Outreach Specialists. https://www.va.gov/
HOMELESS/docs/VVJO/Veterans-Treatment-Court-Inventory-Update-Fact-Sheet-Jan-2021. pdf

Veterans Legal Clinic. (2016). Underserved: How the VA wrongfully excludes veterans with bad paper.
Legal Services Center, Harvard Law School. https://legalservicescenter.org/wp-content/uploads/
Turn-Away-Report.pdf

Vict Offender. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2025 January 04.


https://www.gao.gov/products/gao-19-438r
https://www.va.gov/HOMELESS/docs/VJO/Veterans-Treatment-Court-Inventory-Update-Fact-Sheet-Jan-2021.pdf
https://www.va.gov/HOMELESS/docs/VJO/Veterans-Treatment-Court-Inventory-Update-Fact-Sheet-Jan-2021.pdf
https://legalservicescenter.org/wp-content/uploads/Turn-Away-Report.pdf
https://legalservicescenter.org/wp-content/uploads/Turn-Away-Report.pdf

Page 17

Byrne et al.

(L00" >d'TT'g

= d) ABsaua |[essno pue (T0" > d ‘9z°€ = 4) wiey-yas ‘(100 > d ‘65°2T = 4) Butsgiem
[euonows ‘(100" > d ‘6¢'8¢ = 4) uoissaidap (100" > d ‘9€'TZ = ) snge sdueISANS ‘(100°
>d‘09°G = ) suoejas Ajiwey (100 > d 'v6°2 = 4) deg|s (100" > d 'Sz'ZT = H) UoleIusLIo

a)eJsedas ou ‘sainseaw
AJan0231 JuBWIeal) pue
Buiag-jjam Jeai1bojoyaAsd

Sue.IaleA 98 ‘(SmalnlauI

AJBaA0231 U1 JUBWILaI} JO 8SIN0J 8y} JBA0 SjuaaAodwl JuedlyIubls pajeanal synsay 1s0d-a1d sapnjou uosiad up ‘sypuow T pue (9102)
:ubisap |elusWLIadXd SUyIUOW 9 ‘auljaseq Je S)UBLSSasse) D1 UIBISSMPIA plajusbuip
'(100°>d ‘€6°98=4) Juawyeas Buunp Apuedaiiubis pasesldsp swoldwAs Asld -1senb z |9A9] ubIsap yoseasal Spoya-paxiin ‘uequn able| T 79 Uospnu
18A3] YSU 10§ S]0JIU0D OU
‘dnoub 1010 JO %T LT
01 paredwod ‘s ybiy
pajeubisap aiam dnoih
1UBWIeaI] JO %P6 (810N
‘Buipes|siw suosiiedwod g1 ‘suoijeuiwial
Ajrenusiod suosiedwod TT ‘sajenpelb Qg :€ JeaA
saxew wajqoid erep suosedwod
Buissiw Juedany1ubis ‘suolreulwla) T ‘spedb 0/ g Jean
'sdnoJf usamiaq suostiedwod 60T
(12 "d 88s) ,sdnoib ayy Jo sazis SBOUBJBYIP UMOUY JO} ‘suoneuIwlg) ¢T ‘spelb 9zT T JeaA
a1dwes panwi| ay) 0} anp pakojdwia aq 10u pjnod,, Bulydrew Jey) pajels slaydiessay 810N Bu1jonu09 INoyYIM 1eak Aq Appueayiubis pariea
dnoub uosiredwod ayy | sasAjeue WSIAIPIdaL 10} az1s ajdwes
pue SuoIeUILLIB) pue
"(79:d 9as) dnoJb uosiredwod 949°9T "SA s1818]dwod welboid DI %/.'8 $1919]dwo2 10} papnjoul /ST :dnoJb uosuedwo)
:welboud-1s0d JesAk-T suostiedwod ‘sasAfeue T :dnoJb Juawieal) [eJausD
Te SasAJeuR 8y} WOJ) PAPN|IXa SUOIBUIWLIB} UsyM pajiodas sBulpuly aAINISOd ‘18A8MOH 3} WOJ PIapNJIXd 8I19M 9T :suoljeuIwIaL
suyuow 9 3siy Ul LA 8CT :selenpes
‘dnouf uosiedwod 3y 4o 1o paddoip oym ‘1o paydo Inq DA
10} 9%0°0G "SA Sjuedionued weiboid 95/ TE SI 8oUaIBKIP 8y} ‘weiboid-1s0d SIedk-g 1y syuedionued ‘pakojdwa | ay: ojul paydadde atem oym (2GT=u)
‘dnosf uosiedwod J0u 319M sanbiuydsy siuedioiseduou uelalea Jo dnoib e
%T¥€ ‘s siuedioiued weiboud 9z 0z SI 93uaiaylp ayl ‘welboid-1s0d sresk-z 1 Buryoyew g paryiuapi 01 paedwod aJam syuow g ises| 1e
(99T SA %¥T) dnoJb uostredwo) 1o} weBoud ur paurews. pue 10z (6102)
sdnoJf |043U0D pue JUBWIIESI} UBBMIB] BUBIBYIP OU ‘1sa.le-al welboid-1sod 1eak-T 1 :uBisep [ejuswiiadxa pue 0TOZ Usamiagq D1/ aY} pasalus wesboud uimpreg
IWSIAIPIOAI Ul SBOUBIBLIP [[BIaN0 ON -1senb ‘z jana oym syuedionued weibold DIA vrT DA uequn abie] 7 AojueH
‘sjuedionJed s} Buowe ayes WISIAIPIIBL [BUILILID 960 B PAASILUIE A[9AIII88 SeY HN0d ay L
‘syuedionued oy yoeoidde [fe siiy 8zis auo e Jo nai| ul ‘uejd Juawieas) Jiay) Buidojansp
uaym AI0ISIY 891AJ8S S, [enpIAIpUL UB BuLIapIsuod Jo aouenodwi ay) Buriodsispun
‘901AJ8S AJBlI|IW JO SI0)OB) UO Paseq SaWO02IN0 JUaLWIeal] Ul SaaUaJaylp ou a1am alay L
'slaylo dno.b uostredwod ‘pouad awiny Apnis
pJemoy uoissaibbe [eaisAyd ur uononp -ai Juealyiubis Ajjeansies ou sem alay] (zgo’ = d) ou ‘sainseaw Bulag-jjem | a8yl Jo 8soj ay} e awoaino welboid
118s pJemo) uoissaifibe [eaisAyd pue (50" > d) s108lqo psemo) uoissaibibe [eaisAyd (100" 1ea1bojoyaAsd esonas e yum sjuedioiued gy :weiboid
> d) uoissaifibe pue Jabue [e103 {(TOQ > d) Se|BISANS 831U} || PUB SSBJIS PUB BLINE]} [€]0} pue ‘asn aauelIsqns ay ojul padadde suelalaN Z8 welbold
(100" > d) poow passaidap (10" > d) asn Bnup ui suijasp e papodas syuedionted ‘[[e1sAQ u1 sabueyo jo 1011d (DH1AQS)
suosttedwod 1sod-aid ‘SyuoW ZT pue syluow 9 ‘auljaseq Jepused maInay
"045T/ Sem alel uona|dwod |nyssaaans ay} ‘(pareulwia) AJ1IeJUNjOAUL 819M JO ‘pajeuIwLIs] :uBiIsap [ejuswiiadxa 1e painseaw syuedionred — (uBisap | Juswieal] SURIBIBA (8102)
Ajueunjon ‘wresBoud ayy wouy payenpesh “a'1) swoaino ue Buiaey suedidnied g YA -1senb z |ane] 150d-a1d) Apnis jeurpnibuo] obfaig ues ayl ‘e 318 Yo1aQ
() uBIH - (1) (s1E1S) MBINSY (yeap)
sbuipui4 Aoy Mo :Bupjuey Ajend 9z1S ajdwes 79 ubisag youeassy Japun weaboid (s)aoyiny

Author Manuscript

U2Jeasay uonenjens weiboid 1noD Juswiesl ] SURISISA JO MIIAIBAQ UY

‘T algeL

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

; available in PMC 2025 January 04.

Vict Offender. Author manuscript



Page 18

Byrne et al.

"a1ed WISIAIPIOaL
MOJ AJan,, e Buiney se paniodal Ajjeiopasue Sem Ing paxde.) Jou SI D 1A 8y} JO d1el 1salie
-31 10/pue WSIAIPIJ3] 8Y | "IN Pajdo JO PaAOWaI JayNa 1M SUBISISA GE pue welboud
ay1 woJj pajenpeld aney sueIaldA ST ‘sased ggz Aldrewixoidde O :sbulids opeiojod

“abpnl ay3 01 BuipiodJe ‘9ue UBY) SSB] SEM a1ed

dnoJb uostedwod ou
‘Apnis ased ans-a|buls

LA Aunod

premoig ayy Jo abpnl D1 auy
(2) pue ‘D LA sl ‘abeioyouy
ay1 pue D1 A sbulids opeiojod
8} Ul S10JeUIPI00D DA BU}

(1) :papnjour siuedionred ‘seiols

(Tv Beioyouy
‘0D sbunds
0pelojo) ‘14
Auno) premolg)
S3IUN09/SANID 'S’ N

WISIAIPIDaY “(STOZ ABI JO SB) 80URlSISSE Paau JO Ul 8JaM £ pue ‘SadlAlas Buliieme alam :uBisap [euswiladxa | uomnenjens pue ‘spiodas Aouabe ‘erep ¢ u1 Bunresado (9T02)
UBA3S ‘S30IAIBS BUIAIBOaI 81aM SURIBIOA /BT ‘SaSeD dAIIIR 97 aU) JO :Alunod psemolg -uou T |9A9 MaIAIBIUL Buipnjoul Apnis ase) sweiboid DIA € uosyou3
(sdnouf painionuis) suonuaAlalul [eIoIABYSq aAINIUBOD (£) 9
‘(Jewioyul/alig) senbiuydsy fesoineyaq sAnIubod/BuimalAlslul [eUOITRAIIOW (Z) ‘SAOIAISS SdrA Yoq ybnoayy
paseq-19ad (T) :saway} Bumno-sso.d € Buofe $82In0Sal pue SadIAIBS PASSNISIP SALA SUBJBJBA PanjoAul-aasnl panias
"9 10108} ¥{S1 10} 8WI1 3Y} JO 9%/ G AJUO pUB ‘G 1010B) XSII SSaIppe oym sisije1oads ,,pugAy,, aulu apImuoIreu
01 3WI 83U} JO 9498 ‘7 1010B) YSLI 10} BWIY U} JO %6 ‘E-T SI0108) YSII SSaIppe 01 a1} 8y} pue ‘sisije10ads ueialon Alusay sisije1oads
J0 900T $82In0saJ pue sadlAIes Buiney papiodal sisfeldads drA ‘(Se1ouspus) [e1oosnue Apnis annenend 10} a1eD yieaH €T ‘sisle1dads (weiboud
-9 ‘S1S818)UI/SBINANIOR [2100S0.d JO 4IB|-G ‘UOIIUNYSAD [eIIBW/AJILIR)-f ‘JUSWSA|OAUI :ubisap |elusWLIAdXd yoeanQ a91Sn SUBIAIBA T yoeanno aonsn( (2102)
3I0M 10 |00YIS + JO 2B|-E/Z ‘asnge aouelsqns-T) $1010e) 3sii pased-UNY 9 a8yl 1O -uou T [9A9] ‘smalAIaIul yidap-ul ‘aanelend SURIAAN) drA ‘e 19 uabiuolg
(sexal
‘euljosed YuoN
(8z "d ‘Arewiwns 8as) 1sa.1e-a1 paniodal ‘epLIo]4) sarers
-}18S %0T :Siuedioired MalAIBIUL JO 18SONS B J0) PapN|aul AJuo elep 1saure Jodal-§|as sdnoub uosiredwod VSN ulayinos
ON :ubisap |euawiIadxa ¢ ur bunresado | (zzoz) AsjueH
SOLA 840 9 10} 1aybiy 10 94G/ :Selel uolrenpels) -uou T |9A9 ubisap yaeasal poyrawi-paxiin sweiboid DIA 8 7 uIMpleg
(S3INOH)
'S 1/\ 01 S99 Ul santedsip o1ydelBowapoloos ou alam alay) Ing ‘uelsiueybyy WaIsAS uolrenjeny
10 beu ur pansas aney 03 syuedionted OrA 18410 ueyl Aax1] aiow alam syuedionted D1 A (sunoa juswiean pue Juawabeuey
Jou SO 1A Jayuau ui syuedioned suonesado
‘sjuedionued 91 -Uuou yym patedwod SUOITRIBdIEIUI MaU pue GP6'ST PUB SHN0J JUaWIeal) Jaylo SSAJAWOH S, WA
suonoues |rel aney 01 Ajay1] a1ow osfe a1am syuedidnied 1IN0 X3 J8YI0 pue DA ‘18ASMOH u1 syuedioned og9 ‘siuedioned 3y} W04y PajoesIxa
'syuedioned 1N0J X3-Uou UBY} ‘SaW02IN0 JuswAo|dwa ubisap [eyuawiiadxa D1 £80°8=N) SUBIaIaA 80/'2Z a1am syuedionred (2102)
19118 pey Asy) pue ‘sawodno Buisnoy juspuadapul Janeq pey siuedidned D1 A -1senb z |ane] 10 siSAJeue eyep Alepuodas wesboid OCA ‘[e 18 res|
asn
aoue)Sgns pues ‘Buisnoy
‘uswAoldwa ‘Butag-jjam
|ea1bojoyaAsd Buipnjoul
MBIAIBIUI JIUOW-ZT 01 -9 WOJY PaUIeISNS pue MaIAISIUI YIUOLW-9 0} auljaseq ‘S3LLI02INO BleIPaLLIAIUI sjuediorued
wouy Juednubis aiem uoielBajulal [e100S pue ‘asn saueisqns ‘Alljige [euonows ‘wiuey | o suostiedwod 1sod-aid URJDIAA €8 ‘SYIUOW ZT pue ‘syuow
-1]9S ‘U0IssaIdap ‘aS.Ld ul siuswanoldwi anoidwi pip yieay [ejusw ‘yuswAojdwaun :uBisep [eyuswiiadxa 9 ‘auljaseq Je sSMalAJalul uosiad ul (opel0j0D) DIA (€T02)

J0 Buisnoy ajqeisun anoidwir Ajpuesisiubis jou pip uonedioned sO 1A ybnoyyy

-1senb z |ane]

WialI-Q0z :uoienjeAs feulpnibuoT

sbulids opelsojod

‘e 18 Asene|s

syuow
2T PUB 9 110q 18 Pa)SaLIe 19M OM] ‘SYIUOW ZT JoXJe & pue ‘SYILOW 9 Jalye Palsalleal aiom
sueJ91aA / 81ym wesboud ayp ur swiy 1sy) Burinp palsalieal aiem 6 ‘siuedioiued 98 syl JO

119M se ‘aaueaiyiubis pamoys yoes (zo = d
'66°€ = d) 10308} U[eay |essush ayr pue (TO0" = d ‘€€°L = 4) J0joey diysuonelal SISvE YL

"aWi} Jano Juawisnoiduw

JuedIIUBIS PaoUBPINS OS[e sainsesw (T00" > d ‘9T = 4) SuoneNWI| [eUOROWS pue
‘(600" > d ‘59T = 4) Buuonouny e120s pue ‘(T0" > d ‘v T = 4) SS8UPaIIBUUOD
[e190s ‘(100" > d ‘¥£°Gz = 4) HuluonouNny Jo WIS} Ul SWIOINO Y3[eay [eIusl ay |

dnoif
uostiedwod D] A-uou

sbBuipuid Aoy

(S) ybIH - (1)
mo :Bupjuey Aljend

9z1S ajdwes 7 ubisaqg youeasay

(a1018) MaIney
Japun weaboud

(1edp)
(s)40uyany

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

; available in PMC 2025 January 04.

Vict Offender. Author manuscript



Page 19

Byrne et al.

'$904N0S3J PUB ‘$]020101d/UOITELIOLUI ‘UOITRIO]R[|0D ‘UOIBIIUNWWOD
Buipnjour uoneluswaldw 1A J0) paules| suossa| ajqen|ea sapiaoid osfe eyreq

“DLA 9} JO SS329NS 3} 0} [BINIID
ale A)1|1GBIUN0DJ. PUB ‘S|e1IBa1/S30IAISS ‘siusuodwod welBoid snoLIeA eIA uonell|igqeysl
Buriayo yeyy 1s866ns sjuedionied urIaloA pue SI9PJOYSYeIS Y10 WO Blep sAlel[end

ubisap Jeyuawiiadxa
-uou T [aA97]

(swuedionued

UBJIBIBA P ‘SIBployaeIs D LA T12)
syuedionued Gz ‘reak 1s11y ayl Bulinp
pansas (6T=u) siuedioned ueaian
uo ejep souewIopad aaleIIUEND
pue uonenfeAs ssadold aanelend
:ubB1sap YaJeasal spoyiaw-paxiN

(eurisinoT
‘sauno) uipJeH
pue uosiayar)
sweiboid DIA Z

(L102)
‘[e 19 uouueys

‘Buisnoy a|qels urene

0] 9|qe Ua( |[e dABY SSOJaWOY 8IaM OYM 3SOY) pue ‘Spually pue Ajiweys yum sdiysuoneal
paulelis pusaw 0} a|ge usaqg aney Auely “uoreanpa Jaywuny Buinsind 1o pakojdws Jayiia
aJe Wayl Jo || "(spaau yieay-jeiusw Aue Buissaippe AjaAnoe pue Jagos “a'1) sabueyd
aJ1] aAnIsod ‘onselp pasusliadxa aney LINOD JUBWILAL| SUBIBIBA S,0[elng JO sajenpelo

81eJ WISIAIPIa) Jusdlad 048z e pey aney am ‘8sou} Jo uBisap [eyuswiiadxa (5102/6002)
‘pue OfeyNg Ul LNOD JUsWIeal ] SUBIAIBA aU} JO salenpel T/ uaaqg aney alay) ‘TT0Z 40 SV -uou T [aA9] Apnis aseD J1A AN Oleyng J19ssny
MIOMIBN 81eD yifesH
WA & ynm diysiauped asojo ul ylom Jey swelboud (3) pue ‘suoriesadsesul Jatq buizijnn
swesboud (p) ‘s1oeau0d fesoineyaq Buizijnn swelboid (9) ‘Bunsal uaburis ssa| wiad
saseyd Jare| yarym ui sweiboud (q) ‘suelalen psend jeuorreu/aniasas moje yeyl sweiboud
() :weiboid DA 8U) WOy UORBUIWLI] JO SBIE] J3MO] UM PaIRIJ0SSe 81aM Buimo)|oy ay L
SDLA ZOE ‘uswieas) 0} siaLireq
sunod Bnup Jo yijeay [ejusw o3 pasoddo pue ‘yusuodwod Jojusw ‘spJemal
Se SJN0J ,SUBJISIBA Se paljisse|d aJe Jey) sweiboud () pue ‘(Butures; “69) sauo wisl-buoj pue suonoues 1nod ‘weiboid Ea]11Te)
snsian (A1911qos “*6a) s[eob aeipawiwl Buljie) 10} 819A3S 2J0W dJe SUOIIOUES UYDIYM 1o} 3y} WoJy suonajdwod/suolieuluLId) weiboid [euoneN
swesboud (8) ‘Bunsal joyoaje pue Bnip Jusnbaly 19npuod Jeyy swelboad (p) ‘suonaipsunl /suolssiwpe ‘ersa1o Aiqibis | orA aur Aq syauow
3pISINO wWoJy suelalan 1dadde Jey swelboud (9) ‘sjuepusyap uelslan eajd-1sod paniwiad UOISSIWIPE ‘UOITRIIYISSEID [RAn1onS | G— Jo pouiad e Jano
1ey3 sweiboud (q) ‘sjeob ajgeinseaw uo paseq uoissaifbo.d aseyd palago ey swelboud (e) ubisap [eyuawiiadxa | 14nod uo suonsanb /T 4o BunsIsUOd | SLINOJ ,SuBISIBA SN (9T02)

:wieaboud DA 8y} WOy LoKBUILLIS] JO SaBd 19YBIY UNM PaYeId0SSe a1am Buimol|o) ay |

-uou T [9na]

Aanuns auoyd [euo1198s $S04D

Bunsixa ayy Jo yoeg

‘Ie 18 uosuyor

‘0z J3pUN a1l

SOLA TT woly

SMIIAJIBIUI
dn-mojjoy ui ayedioned 01 payse
os|e alam sjuedioned (0T0g pue
6002 uaamiag (nydjay aq pjnom

panaljaq Asy} uoIrewLIosUl Jaylo

WSIAIPIDal e ‘uoirenpelb Buimol|oy papuasoal pey auo Ajuo ‘sunod Buipuodsal |je Buowre Pa199]109 elep ASAINS 10 ‘saunpadoud Burelado ‘spodas (1102)
sarenpelh papodal 6G 8yl 4O "suolieuIwla) AlJea Tz pue ‘weifoid ay) woly Sjemelpyym ‘ubisap |eluBWLIAdXd [eusaul Aue JiwgNs 0} PalIAUL 31aM uosiapuy
Arejunjon 1ybis ‘sayenpesd g Jo [e101 e paniodal (SO LA #T/TT) SLNo2 Buipuodsey -UON :T [9A9] siuedionued) Asains [euO1198S SSOID SOIA VT 79 Y001q|0H
"9JeAIp19a1 Jou pIp welfoid ayy pals|dwod oym
850U} 40 (Tz=U) %/."2/ ‘S|eob Arewnd s,weiBoid ay) JO 8UO Se WSIAIPIdBI PaINPal YA
"WISIAIPIJ3] YHIM UoIIeID0SSE JURdIHIUBIS € aney (GTO = d AunoD uosiayar
‘16°G = ¢ X) smyess Buisnoy pue (500" = d ‘2182 = ;X) abe Lpoq pue ‘uonsjdwiod weiboud WoJJ 9§ pUe AUN0D UIPJeH WO1Y
Y1 uo1Ie100SSEe JURDIHUBIS B 9ARY Ydea (GTO = d ‘¥G'GG = 1) SUOISSaS Juawieal) pue (TT0" dno.b 2z — swuedidiued gg “198loid (Ayomuay

=d ‘20z =1) suaalas Bnip ‘(670" = d ‘g’z =1) suonoues ‘(90" = d ‘6€9°E = Nxv JETVIIETS)

uostiedwod ou ‘ubisap
|eluswiiadxa-uou ajdwes

uolren[eAs ssa204d spoyaw paxiw
® J0 (Apnis aAndiiosap Alojelojdxa)

‘sanuno) uipJeH
pue uosiayar)

"parentp1oal syuedioruied J0 9z 9¢ ‘welboud sy pars|dwod (85/22) %99y -|[BWS T [9A37 sisAfeue erep Arepuodss SOLAC (6T0Z) SawiIH
‘panIwwodal sey wesboid D1 A 8yl pais|dwod sey OYM PaA|OAUL UBISIBA BUO 10U
Uay3 32ulS pue £T0Z Ul WSIAIPIDaI 0] pJebas yum erep Buinos)jod uebaq D1 A abeloyouy
UL 's1eak g ulynm papuagyoal (%G) DLA SIuk Jo sarenpesl g€ au 4o /T *(3yes uotenpeld
%TG) parenpelh g ‘asoyl Jo 1o ‘pue ul pardo suelalan a|qibije €T 40 ¢/ :abeloyouy
(S) ubiH - (1) (ere15) MaINeY (eap)
sbBuipuid Aoy mo :Bupjuey Aljend 9z1S ajdwes 7 ubisaqg youeasay Japun weaboud (s)aoyany

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

; available in PMC 2025 January 04.

Vict Offender. Author manuscript



Page 20

Byrne et al.

welboud ayy ul Jeak T AJeau Jo abelane ue Bulinp uo1LIBIIRIUI MBU B padusLIadxa
%t T Ajuo ‘welboid ayy Burinp suonoues |rel paaisdas syuedionted D1 A J0 %0z ybnouyl

1xa weiboud e pakojdwa ag 03 A9y SS9 pue Siiyauaq WA Buiaiadal ag 01 Ajax|

2J0W aJam swia|qoad yijeay [eluaw alow Yim siuedidied "UOITeIa2Ieaul Mau e 30uaLiadxa
01 A[8{1] 910W 31aM SI9PIOSIP 3SN 3dUBISANS UM 3SO0U) pUe suoie|olA ajosed/uoieqold 1o
sasuayo Auadoud yum syuedionied ‘sewoaino juswAojdws pue ‘Buisnoy ‘sansnl feurwiid
J1ood payoipaid uoneIzaeaUl Jo A10ISIY B ‘sonsiIsIoRIeyd ‘punoiByoeq Joy Buljjonuo)d

pakojdwi a1am a1ow 94T AJuo Ing ‘sygauaq WA Buiniadel alam alow
92T ‘Buisnoy umo J1ay} U1 a1am sjuedionted aiow 94QT ‘)8 0} uolssiwpe weifold wol4

ubisep [eruswIadxa
-uou T [9na]

sueJa3on 16, ‘(STNOH) waishs
uolenjeAd pue juswabeuey
suolesadQ SsajaWoH S, WA 8yl
wiouy pajoe.Ixa erep welbosd OrA
JeuoneN Jo sisAjeue erep Alepuodss

GT0Z 01 TTOC Wwoly
D1 © pPaIaius oym
apIMUOITRU SBYIS WA
GTT ssoJoe welboud
yoeannQ sonsne
sueJalaA (WA)
Srel\ SUeIBISN

(8102)
‘e 19 1eS |

sIeak
99.U1 UIYIM papuapoal (%4G) N0 SURIAIBA Jo sarenpell g sy Jo /T ‘parenpeld g

ubisap [eyuawiiadxa

SUBJIBIA

LT ‘0T0Z Jequizoaqd ybnoiys #66T
AINC Wouy Sases UNoY suelalan

(exsery
‘abeioyouy)

pue ‘ui pado {, ‘weiboid 1IN0 suelalaA ay) 104 31qIBII a1am EET ‘S[enpIAIpUL /1T 8yl JO -uou T oA U0 Sp1023J elep JO SISAjeuy weiboud DIA T (2102) YNwWS
1N092 3y} UIyIM sainixiy Jofew ae suonoues pue ‘Bunssy Bnip ‘uonoelsiul
le1o1pn( Juanbauy yeyr pue pazijin ale sadlAIas JO A1BLIEA B Tey) SMOUS B1ep 30UBULIOMSd
(9) ubiH - (1) (s1818) Mainay (1ean)
sbBuipuid Aoy mo :Bupjuey Aljend 9z1S ajdwes 7 ubisaqg youeasay Japun weaboud (s)aoyany

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

; available in PMC 2025 January 04.

Vict Offender. Author manuscript



1duosnuey Joyiny 1duosnuen Joyiny 1duosnuey Joyiny

1duosnuen Joyiny

Byrne et al.

Table 2.

Sample Characteristics across 20 sites

Variable n (%) or mean (sd)
Gender (n=97)
Female 58 (60%)
Male 38 (40%)
Race/Ethnicity (n=97)
White 67 (70%)
Black or African American 17 (18%)
Hispanic or LatinX 5 (5%)
Multi-Racial 6 (6%)
Asian 1 (1%)
Age in Years (n=93) 49.8 (12.6)
Highest Educational Attainment (n=119)
JD, EdD, MD, PsyD, ana/ or PhD™ 54 (45%)
Master’s degree 40 (34%)
Bachelor’s or associate degree 22 (18%)
No higher degree 3 (3%)
Prior Military Experience (n=103)
Yes 36 (35%)
No 67 (65%)

Page 21

Note: Due to the semi-structured nature of the interviews, personal characteristics for each variable were not collected from every participant.

*
The vast majority of participants reporting having received a doctorate acquired a JD (n=47), while 2 earned a PhD, 2 acquired an MD, 1 both a
PhD and JD, 1 a PsyD, and 1 an EdD.

Vict Offender. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2025 January 04.



Page 22

Byrne et al.

919]dwod J0u op Aayy
J1 ‘pJodas 8y uo seald
Z Ja1ua) uons|dwod
1nyssaaans uodn
sabieyd J1ay}
10 UondNpal Jo
Ina lessiwsip -- weiboid
'SaWIID Yays pazifesaush ‘Buryel 3y} Jo uons|dwod
[nymejun ‘uondadasp Aq Bayl ‘uayr uodn paouajuss
|1e1a1 :sabueyd 1oyl Jo adAy {(unod ayy oyl (ap1o1woy) sawio safreyosip alealaye syuow
awos aney syuediofired Jo ying e9|d ‘aousjuas-aid) ON JUBJOIA | S3SUBHO X8S a|qeJouoysig 0g 2T + syuow ZT 1583 8
DOINIBS
.9SUaY0 ay1 wouy abreyosip
yayl (z 1978 01 dn) Auojay |eJauab Jo ajgelouoy
SE [JONS SaWILID pajany-|oyod|y lo/pue Joueawapsiw ey ssa| ‘ajqelouoy syuow
‘93U8J0IA nsawoq ‘INa 150d ON JUS|OIA-UOU B 8ARY,, ISNIN ue,, 9ABY ISNN 05-0v ¥2-8T ‘oseyd ¢ 1SOMPIN L
a0ULISgNS Pa]|0JIu0d ©
10 AIan1|ap 10} UoIDIAUOD
Joud e ‘jnesse [enxas Jo asedlaye
(ynesse parenesbibe ueyy 10 syuowl
J1330) 81O JUSJOIA B .-abreyosip 9 + Syjuow
UoISSassod 10} UOIIDIAUOI SnOIABId [esauab Jo abreydsiq 8T JO wnwiuiw
Bniq ‘aus|oIn onsswoq ‘INa yog SOA 10 abreyo Juaund 7 | 8]geIouoH,, aney ISNA Ge-08 ‘saseyd v yinos 9
jusuodwiod SI9PUBLI0 Xas palaIsiBal
UoISSass0od uonisodsip-aid e Joud aJe Jou pamoje sabIeyasip syuow
Bniq *aousjoIA onsswoq ‘INA BuiuuiBag ‘1s0d ON 10U aJe S3SUaY0 Xas | ajgeouoysip sapnjox3 LT 8T < ‘aseyd g 1SaMPIN g
wesboud
30UBJ0IA Aioreaipnipe yuow-yz
a1IsaWo( ‘uoissassod Hniq -150d 1sow :yog ON S3SUBLI0 X3S 79 JUB|OIA SUoISN|IXa ON 21 —g71 ‘seseyd g ynos %
sawio unb SaWILD
Buipnjoul padadde sawid JUBJ0IA [enxas (A1uanas ayy uodn sIeak ¢ - syjuow
18y ‘@ausoIA dnsswiod ‘INA yog SOA spuadap) SawId JUSJOIA SUOISN|IXa ON Sy-0v 2T 2 'eseyd § yInos €
uoneJaasesul buipnjoxa
sieak OT 1sed ay) ulyIm
9JUBJOIA JO SWLID B JO
90U3J0IA d1sawoq Pa1OIAUOD 3SUBL0 JUBJOIA syuow
JoueswapsIA ‘uoIssassod Bnig 150d ON B SI 9SUaY0 1UaLIND SUoISN|IXa ON 0¢ vz ‘aseyd ¢ 1SaMPIN z
uoissassod bnig
‘}nessy ‘a3ud|oIA dnsawod ‘INd yog aUON aUON SUOISN|9Xa ON 6v-€€ syuow g1 1S9\ 1
m&cma_o_tmn_
BISEIETY
N\CSS_u:.—u«\ wEmEE_:Umm_ TR E! 4 abedany Ncumcmn_ ® #
gSesuRHO [ealdAL -150d 10 -a1d snxaN GSuoISNOX3 8WLID aBaeyasia Ared|iA perewnsy | adAL wesboag | TUOIBRA | ayg

Author Manuscript

MBIASY [eUONDIPSLINC-INIAl JNO UI SLINOD JUBLIEaL | SUBIAIBA JO SONSLIBIoRIRYD

‘€ 9lqeL

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Vict Offender. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2025 January 04.



Page 23

Byrne et al.

1| SINQ J0 suoisian umop-dolp JUBJOIA 1SOW J3ABMoY 19A ‘s|qelouoy aq
10 S|NQ aJe sased Jo AjofelN yog ON ‘sawild o419ads oN 1snw abreydsiq ov syuow z-8T 1S9\ /T
STEIED]
VA 10} 31016119
sajes Bnip aq 1snw ‘suondaoxa
10 Jaquinu |fews e pue ‘uoissassod axew SUN0J aWos
Bnup pue ‘A1ayeq pue Jnesse AQ 19K ‘s|qelouoy aq syuow
-uou ‘adus|oIA disawoq ‘sind yog SOA apIdIWOY SASUBYO X3S 1snw abreydsiq Se ¥2-8T ‘saseyd € 1S9\ 91
(s1ourawapsiw
aJe SaSUaY0
sasuayo 1S0W asnesaq SaSUY0
Auadoud pue ‘Bnup ‘Buiyljdoys ald Ajpsow) ylog ON XS pue SawWId JUBJOIA suoISn|oXa ON % syuow 81-2T yinos ST
(AQ Joud e yum AQ)
uondaoxa Ue se uaye) ased Auojay
© S| 918y} SS3JUN ‘SIoUBaWAPSIW siseq ased
sapnaul Ajuo unoa 1181 -Ag-ases e uo papnjoxa slyauaq
‘Ad pue |NQ J0 uoneulquiod aq 03 K121 sawiLd WA 8} 1o} 8]q1b1|e
© 10 {99U3J0IA 211S8WoQq pue JUBJOIA JSOW JBABMOY | 8Q ISNW pue d|geiouoy syuow
S|NQ aJe sased Jo Auiolen (aud Apsow) yrog SOA ‘sawWiLIo 91419ads oN aq 1snw ableydsiq 08 2T ‘seseyd 1583 ¥T
uoieilsibal
s|Na pue Buissedsaly JO/pUE UoKEN[eAS Ue wesboud
‘90ua]0IA onsawop ‘Bunyljdoys a11nbal 1ey} SUOIVIAUOD uow-z
‘Arejbing ‘sasuayo Bniq 1504 SOA asuUaYo xas AJUQ JUBJOIA suoIsn|oXa ON 0z —g7 ‘saseyd ¢ 1S9\ €T
JUB[OIA-UOU 3Je ey} slyauaq
$9sed AUO|3) |9NS]-1aMO] ‘[|aMm Se uaip|yo WA Jo} 91q1bia aq
$9SBD Yay) pue ‘Bnup ¢ AQ awos 1surefe sawild ‘saluo|ay 1SNw pue a|gelouoy
ng ‘s|NQ aJe sased Jo Ajolely yog SOA 9a.6ap 15114 ‘SASUBYO X3S aq 1snw abreydsiq Se syluow 8T-9 yinos 1
sujauaq
pa1dadoe os|e aJe sasuayo Bnip WA J0} 3]qibia
pue Sased Jjnesse ‘syealy) ‘sallid 3 1snw ‘suondaixa
arey Inq ‘saliobaled urew omy 9w SUN0J dWOoS
ale 89Ua|0IA J1IS8Wop pue ‘(1NA) 19A ‘a|qeJouoy aq wesboud yuow
aouanyyul ayy Japun Buiauq 150d SOA apIdIWIOY SASUBYO XS 1snw abreydsiq 617 -g71 ‘seseyd g 1S9\ 11
(dwred 100q)
snels [ana Anug
1onpuo) Apieplosiq ‘Buissedsal (aa4bap ul ajiym pabreyasip syluow
‘93UBJ0IA 9nsawoq ‘INad 150d ON Y JO IST) SBSUBYO XS S[enpIAIpul 8pNjIX3 25 T ‘aseyd g 1SOMPIIN 0T
uonnsold ‘erjeusaydesed Bnip
‘yayl ‘Bunyndoys ‘Juswisserey
‘92UBJ0IA JM3SBWOp ‘S|NQ :3pnjoul RENIETT)
SasUao [ealdAL palapisuod Joueawapsiw SUOI9IAUOD Jond
S3SUBJJ0 JoueaWapsIW || Apsow ‘ald N a1dinw Jo ‘WL JUBJOIA suoIsnjox3 oN T€T syluow 9 | 1samuyinos 6
(souajuas ayr
106 Asy) ‘wresboud ayy
mﬂcma_u_tcn_
PESEETY
ﬁcemu_u:_@q wEmEE_:Umm psuoIsnjox3 4 abelany N_tm:w._ ] #
gSesUBHO [edIdAL -150d 10 -ald snxaN GSUOISNOX3 BWMD aBaeyasia Ared|iA perewns3 | adAL weibosg | TUOBRY [ ayg

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

; available in PMC 2025 January 04.

Vict Offender. Author manuscript



Page 24

Byrne et al.

‘J10das 81MNy & UL S8TRWISA 89MBIAIBIUI 0] Blep asay) aedwod o) ueld apn 'suodal [enuue 18y Ul exep 8say) 8pN[oul Op SaMIS [2IBASS ‘ISASMOH “8lIS Uoes Woly
BIep [BIOIJO UO Paseq 10U ate A3y Ing ‘X1l 3sUagyo ay} Jo suondaoiad ,s108lqns maIAIBIUl By} Jussaidal Aay) a)IS Uoes Je SIaquaW Wes) UM SMIIAISIUI U0 Paseq ale aMIs Yyoea oy sa|iyoid asuayo [eatdA ._.m

"MBIAIRIUI INO JO B 3Y) 99UIs [apow wesBoid DA
119Y) papuedxa aAey $8)Is aWwos Jey aqissod si 31 :MaIAISIUI IO Jo awi ay Je Bunelado weiboid ay) 109])81 BIBP 9SBY L "92USIUSS B JO Lied se D1 A ay1 03 paubisse pue Paous)uas Usaq Sey [enpIAIpUl 8y}
2layM saseo 0] slajal Alorealpnipe-1s0d “suondo uoisianlp eajd-aid se [|am Se ‘92usluas e PaAadal Jou Ing A)Inb papes|d sey [enpiAIpul 8y} a1aym suoisiosp eajd-1sod/aousiuas-aid sapnjoul boﬁo_u:._nm.mim

"901AJ9s AJelIjIW WoJy Bumnjnsal UORIPUOD Yi[eay [eIUsW By} PUE 9SUSHO [eullLIO S} USSMIS] UOIIIBULOD B SIAJOAUI JUusWalIinbay m:xmz.o

"sloueaWwapsiw

ale sabiueya ay) Usym a2us|oIA J1ISaWOP YIM pableyd sueialan apnjoul AjjealdAl sasuayjo JusjoiA Yyim pableyd sfenpiAlpul apnjoxa Asyl ey ayedipul Jeyl swesbold D1 A ‘suoseal Jo A1aLien e Bu_m

'(07-6 'Ad) . .uonoIAUOD

1IN02-AJe)ijIW B 0} P3| 10U Sey Jey) 1onpuodsiw ayeinbal o} sseooud [e6a] & Jo apISINO UoNRUBISSP SU 93 SISPURLLLIOD ‘19AsMmoy ‘sabreydsip a|geIouoy UeY) J8YI0 YNAA "Uoiieluasaldal [eba) urelal

SJ1aQWAW 32IAISS 3J9UM ‘[eriew 1nod Aseljiw e yBnoiy paubisse are pue ainjeu Ul aaniund ase sabieydsip a|qelouoysIp pue 1oNpuod peq "a|qeJouoysip pue 1onpuod peq ‘ajqeiouoy ueyl Jayio ‘[eiauab

‘3]qesouoy :suoireubisap aAly 40 U0 UM [auuosiad palstjua sabieydsip Asenjiw ayl,, :(2z0g) 821sne [euUlLID UO [19UnoD a8yl Aq 1odal Jusdal e 0} Bulpioddy “abreyasip ajqissod Jo sadAy [esanss ale emﬁv

"1odas Buiwoadn ue ul paulwexa aq ||IMm elep asay | ‘azis weiboid D1 A J0 (£20z 1snbBny JO Se) a1ewss Juaiind

© 136 0] 3)IS Yoea PajorIu0d aney s\ ‘MaIAIBIUI N0 JO awil 8Y} 18 D1 A Yoea Jo az1s ayewixoldde ay) yuasaidas op Asyy Ing ‘erep welfoid [e191440 J0u a1am Sisquisw weal D 1A Ag papiaoid sa1ewnss azis
weiBoud asay | *(zzoz 1snBny — Asenuer) soed 4003 SMAIAISIUL 3WI) 3U} 18 J3A0D31 0} MOJS 81am pue dlwapued gT-JIAOD auy1 BuLinp SO 1A [enpiAlpul Ulyim Ajjeonselp pabueyd usyo siaquinu juedioied

3
"811S Yoea e MaIAJIBIUI N0 JO awi} ay) Je adeld ul wesBoad ayy 198)4a1 yibus| pue seseyd weboid DI A uo Smn_w
1pd'AipBal~sn/aoualayal/sdewerep-sdew/sypd/oab/nof snsusd zmmmy/:sdiy ‘suoibial snsusd SN 8yl uo paseq D 1A ayp Jo uoifiay ayr Aynuapi m>>N.
AN
10 uoneJado jusbiBau 01 sumop syuow
-doJp pue ‘syn@ ‘asn aauelsqns 150d ON UOSJe 3SU3YO X8S SUOISN|IXa ON 62-02 8T ‘saseyd g 1583 0z
$9sBD
UOINQIISIP BWOS pue ‘uoissassod syuow
Bnup pue ‘9ynesse ‘sijNA yog ON SASUBY0 X3S 79 JUB[OIA SUOISN|9Xa ON ST 8T ‘saseyd g 1SOMPIN 6T
S3WIII SNOLISS JO padiojua shemje
abuel e pue ‘s|NQ ‘asn aaueIsans yog 10U INq ‘SIA aPIdIWOY SASUBYO X3S SUOISN|IXa ON S-0p syluow 8T-6 1S9\ 8T
Siysusq
S3SUa|0 siseq ased WA 10y} 3|q1B119
asn 8ouBISgNS pUe 8sed 8U|0IA -Ag-ases e uo papnjoxa ag 1snw ‘suondadxa
213S3WOp pue ‘BUIALIP SS3|X98) aq 0} A|ay1] SaWLID 2w SUN0J aWos
mﬂcma_u_tcn_
PESEETY
mbemu_us.:o,q wEmEE_:Umm psuoIsnjox3 4 abelany Ncum:wn_ ] #
gSasUaKO [edtdAL -150d 40 -aid SNXaN gSUOISN|oX3 BWLID afaeyosig Areu|IN parewns3 | adAL weaboid puoibay aUs

Author Manuscript Author Manuscript Author Manuscript Author Manuscript

; available in PMC 2025 January 04.

Vict Offender. Author manuscript


https://www2.census.gov/geo/pdfs/maps-data/maps/reference/us_regdiv.pdf

	Abstract
	Introduction
	Why do we need VTCs?
	The Implementation and Effectiveness of VTCs: What Do We Currently Know?
	Our Research Study: An Overview
	Phase 1 Interviews with VTC Team Members
	Phase 1 Site Selection
	Phase 1 Data Collection Procedure
	Phase 1 Analytic Strategy
	Initial Findings from Phase 1’s Interviews
	Next Steps: Phase 2 Research
	Concluding Comments

	References
	Table 1:
	Table 2.
	Table 3.

