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Introduction
Thousands have proliferated the emergence of specialty courts in the United States since the 1980s as they focused on reducing the recidivism, special designed treatment program as well as supervision of the offender. In contrast, the traditional court system plays the role of punitive action, thus deterring the offender from such temptation. In this paper, we will explore the drug courts and assess whether they offer ethical advantages as compared to the traditional courts.
Drug courts are process-oriented, which is regarded as far more limited categories of criminal charges. For instance, the court will be concerned about whether the offender has a drug addiction and how will treatment designed program benefit the offender? Contrarily, the traditional court is event-oriented, for instance, is the offender alleged of a particular crime. This is one of the jurisprudential links between the community and the traditional courts (Davis & Cates,2017). 
In the United States, the traditional court policies target the illicit drug use of populations, thus resulting in a vast multitude of low-level lawbreakers serving long sentences with derisory support and resulted in a repeat of the same sequence. The drug courts improvised the paradigm cycle of the offender to the identification of the substance use offender, treatment and then support and supervision, which resulted in reduced recidivism (Clark,2015). The drug court has ethical advantages over the traditional court in that they utilize supervision and monitoring schemes to ensure that the offender complies with the requirements of the programs.
The drug courts involve counselors who serve as court agents and their role is to ensure that the offender adheres to the treatment programs as well as abstinence. The court offers programs, for instance, in New York City, Brooklyn Treatment Court (BTC) offers substance use programs for the nonviolent offenders. The court aims to break the addiction cycle, crime prevalence, and incarceration (National Institute of Justice, 2011). This is advantageous as compared to the traditional approach whose approach is offense-specific, determination of guiltiness and imposition of a sentence without considering the possibility of addiction, behavioral attributes and individualized process system for each offender.
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