Specialized courts as soft on crime
Specialized courts are not necessarily soft on crime as they make offenders accountable while also seeking to deter future criminal behaviour, improve community safety, and enhance confidence in the criminal justice system. More importantly, specialized courts provide a long term solution for dealing with criminal behaviour that does not only seek to send more people to the prisons but provide a long term solution for stopping criminal behavior by understanding the root causes of such behaviour (Wolf, 2007). Specialized courts recognize that in the course of delivering justice, all offenders must be treated as individuals with unique conditions that led them to commit crime. Consequently, specialized courts shift away from the principle of applying the same approach to dealing with criminal offenders and instead emphasizes the need to customize punishment that will bring the greatest benefit to the community and the offender.  Specialized courts seek to determine the complicated lives of individuals involved in certain crimes such as domestic abuse and drug abuse to provide the punishment that will change their lives for better.
 Specialized courts deliver problem-solving justice, which recognizes the need to offer appropriate punishment to offenders and provides judges with tools to deliver such remedies. The customized punishment in specialized courts addresses the offenders’ underlying problems with the aim of rehabilitating them to reduce their likelihood of repeat offending and increase the likelihood of becoming productive members of society (Porter, Rempel & Mansky, 2010). As such the aim of specialized courts is not to punish offenders but reduce the use of incarceration, which is costly and sometimes ineffective when dealing with non-violent offenders.  Specialized courts use the concept of therapeutic jurisprudence to promote a coordinated and remedial response to the underlying service needs of the offender (Shaffer, 2011). The therapeutic jurisprudence paradigm is most commonly associated with drug and mental health courts, whose main purpose is to treat and rehabilitate the individual. Rehabilitation of the individual from drug abuse makes them a better member of society and reduces their chances of recidivism. 
However, specialized courts also make criminal offenders accountable for their actions. In cases of suspected domestic abuse, the focus of specialized courts shifts from treatment and moves to on holding defendants responsible for their behavior and protecting the possible victims of domestic abuse. In such cases, the judge may issue sanctions such as a restraining order to emphasize accountability on possible violent conduct. Porter, Rempel & Mansky (2010), noted that compliance monitoring increases judicial supervision to deter future criminal behavior and makes offenders accountable for their behaviour. Compliance monitoring such as a requirement by offenders to check in regularly with judicial or other local authorities give strength to these alternatives instead of resorting to incarceration of criminals. More importantly, these measures make the offenders accountable for their actions for which they must face the consequences. 
Specialized courts also provide community justice, which emphasizes the need to raise public trust in justice through restorative justice procedures and involving the local community in identifying the major problems to be addressed. For instance, community and truancy courts also emphasize their engagement with the community and its problems and develop the most appropriate solutions to handle problems facing the community. The aim of specialized courts in the community context is to provide a justice system that links offenders to individually tailored community-based services such as job training and mental health counseling to improve community safety and enhance confidence in justice (Porter, Rempel & Mansky, 2010). In conclusion, specialized courts do not only focus on rehabilitation and therapeutic measures to control criminal behaviour but also make offenders accountable for their action. For this reason, these courts are not soft on crime but only seek an alternative way of making criminals pay for their behaviour and restore trust in the criminal justice system to benefit the whole community.  
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