Seven Years Later: #729

The Impact of California’s Substance Abuse
& Crime Prevention Act of 2000 ("Prop. 36")

THE PROBLEM: WIDESPREAD PRISON OVERCROWDING... AND RISING!
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THE SOLUTION: COMMUNITY TREATMENT INSTEAD OF INCARCERATION

"\ SUBSTANCE ABUSE & CRIME PREVENTION ACT OF 2000

2000 California General Electio
Proposition 36 - Drug Treatment
Explanati with Coun am

Hap.with County Names Californians Vote on Proposition 36:
YES: 6,233,422 60.9%
NO: 4,009,508 39.1%

November 7, 2000

Source: Calif. Sec. of State

SUPPORT FOR PROP. 36 INCREASED
SINCE 2000. FOUR YEARS LATER,
THE FIELD SURVEY REPORTED THAT
73 PERCENT OF LIKELY VOTERS IN
CALIFORNIA WOULD APPROVE THE
PROPOSITION.

DIVERSION WORKS

CALIFORNIA'S PROP. 36 DIVERTS PEOPLE CONVICTED OF SIMPLE, NONVIOLENT DRUG-
POSSESSION OFFENSES FROM INCARCERATION TO PROBATION WITH DRUG TREATMENT.

THE RESULTS:. PROP. 36 IMPROVES LIVES AND SAVES TAX DOLLARS

Drug Courts
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I Regular Outpatient
31,800

Methadone Maintenance :
$3,900

Prop. 36
Year 3 37,103
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Intensive Outpatient
52,500

=
N NEW CLIENTS HANDLED BY EACH SYSTEM

Short Term Residential ==

34,400 — Sources: UCLA Year 3 Report (Sept. 2005),
i Drug Court Partnership Act — Technical Report (June 2002)

Long Term Residential
$6.800
Incarceration
525,900

DATA SOURCES: Center for Substance Abuse Treatmert 1957 Matiomal

Treatment Improvement Evaliration Study (NTIES) (Rackwille, MD: T3AT,
19571 Federal Bureau of Prisons. Dats prepared by the Plhysician

Leadership on Natonal Drug Policy Matonal Project Office.

PROP. 36 SAVES LIVES PROP. 36 COST-BENEFIT ANALYSIS BY THE
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA LOS ANGELES

(2006)

After seven months in treatment, Cynthia began to

;: ‘ CYNTHIA make changes in her life. Now she is sober and attend- MASS]VE FINANCIAL SAVINGS:

| Escondido, 48 ing college. She sees a future without drugs and alcohol.

|  $173.3 MILLION SAVED IN FIRST YEAR
 $800+ MILLION SAVED OVER 5 YEARS
 $500 MILLION SAVED BY AVOIDING

NEW PRISON CONSTRUCTION

When he was arrested for possession after

Prop. 36 was enacted Rudy was offered treatment.

"B 36 v my Hfe” iy s + ~$1.5 BILLION TOTAL SAVED!
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