Notes
State Drug Treatment Court Advisory Committee Meeting
9:30 a.m. • Tuesday, September 29, 2009
Legislative Council Conference Room • Boji Tower Building
Members Present:
Judge Patrick Bowler, Chair
Judge William Schma, Vice-Chair
Kathleen Brickley
Pamela Davis
Christopher Luty
Dennis Priess
Judge William Rush
Homer Smith

Members Absent:
Sophia Burr
Charita Coleman-Gladdis
Judge William Ervin
Kevin Jones
Andrew Konwiak
Kevin Jones
Andrew Konwiak

Judge Brian MacKenzie
Beth Morrison
Jeffrey Sauter
Richard Woods

I.
Call to Order
The Chair called the meeting to order at 9:30 a.m.
II.
Roll Call
The Chair asked the clerk to call the roll. A quorum was not present. The Chair noted that this would, therefore, be an
informal information session only.
III.
Next Meeting
The Chair has asked the clerk to check with the members to determine if the next meeting should be scheduled for
November 24, 2009.
IV.
Subcommittee Updates
Certification Subcommittee: The Chair called on Ms. Davis to summarize the Michigan Association of Drug Court
Professionals Certification Committee efforts and Judge Rush presented information on the association's certification
committee (see attachment). The Chair suggested the State Drug Treatment Court Advisory Committee's Certification
Subcommittee continue to monitor association activities and get some direction from Mr. Woods regarding national
efforts.
Cross Assignment Subcommittee: The Chair noted that the recommendations from the Vision Subcommittee will
address some of the Cross Assignment Subcommittee goals.
Visions Subcommittee: Judge Bowler provided an update on the subcommittee's activities and shared that he hopes
the Vision Subcommittee will make the following recommendation: It is the vision of the State Drug Treatment Court
Advisory Committee that all individuals who enter into the criminal justice system in Michigan who meet the eligibility
requirements of the drug treatment court target population have an opportunity to enter into a drug treatment court.
He also noted that training for judges will be an important element and a discussion of an education movement that is
looking at making the problem-solving court philosophy part of the law school curriculum followed. Judge Schma
reported that SCAO is putting on a 2-day problem-solving principles training conference in November which is being
marketed especially to new judges. Judge Hoffman added that much of the credit should go to the Chief Justice who
has been very supportive of drug courts.
Confidentiality Subcommittee: Because there is no chair of this subcommittee, Judge Bowler will check with Mr. Sauter
to see if he would agree to be the chair.
Juvenile Issues Subcommittee: The Chair called on Ms. Davis to give an update. She noted that the subcommittee is
looking at best practices for programming and for treatment. The appointment of Ms. Sophia Burr to the State Drug
Treatment Court Advisory Committee was shared and Ms. Davis will reach out to Ms. Burr before the next meeting.
Issues over the treatment of juveniles were also discussed.
Defense Attorney Subcommittee: Kathleen Brickley was assigned the task of determining the status of the
subcommittee and will think about the subcommittee's direction and make a report at the November meeting.
Evidence-Based Sentencing Subcommittee: Judge Hoffman shared some background on the MDCPA's evidence-based
sentencing committee and their proposal to set up some pilot projects where three circuit courts would be identified
as depositories to take the use of validated risk-need assessments and require the courts to use evidence-based
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practices in terms of their responses. Judge Schma suggested that it might be helpful to roll the SDTCAC's evidencebased sentencing subcommittee into the Committee's Vision Subcommittee. This issue will be placed on the November
meeting agenda.
Prosecutor Gatekeeper Subcommittee: Ms. Davis provided some background on the situation between the Oakland
County drug court and the Oakland County prosecutor. The Chair suggested that, perhaps for the Oakland County
situation, a request could be made to have a technical advisory team, put together by the National Drug Court
Institute, come in to attempt to arbitrate and evaluate whether Oakland County is adhering to the 10-key
components. Because efforts are being made to resolve this issue, Judge Hoffman reported that the Prosecutor
Gatekeeper Subcommittee is unanimous in recommending that nothing be done at this time.
V.
Funding Update
Judge Hoffman presented the funding update report due to the absence of Mr. Woods at today's meeting. He shared
that the cuts to drug court funding was only $34,000 and reflects overall support for drug courts. The continued
education of legislators over the years has been helpful and will need to be continued in the future.
VI.
Legislative Report
Judge Hoffman provided an update on the interlock legislation and noted the bills should be moving in the next two
weeks. He also reported that the Governor has dismantled the Drug Policy Office and the Bryne grant funding
normally sent to this office has been transferred to the State Police. He suggested the need to work with State Police
on how that money is spent.
VII.
Plan to Amend Drug Court Legislation Subcommittee Timeline
This item will be moved to the November meeting agenda.
VIII.
Update on Pilot Mental Health Courts
This item will be moved to the November meeting agenda.
IX.
Public Comment
The Chair asked for public comment. Rebecca Devooght from Representative Schuitmaker's Office was present and
offered comments regarding mental health courts funding and juvenile drug court standards. She also stressed the
importance of the education of legislative staff.
X.
Adjournment
The meeting was adjourned at 11:15 a.m.
NEXT MEETING DATE
The next meeting is tentatively scheduled for Tuesday, November 24, 2009 at 9:30 a.m. in the Legislative Council
Conference Room, 3rd Floor Boji Tower, 124 W. Allegan, Lansing, MI; however, it was noted that the date may need
to be changed if a majority of the members cannot be present.
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