


Table 3. Domestic violence recidivism for DVOTI participants and a comparison group based on stated match criteria

Recharged in 2 year after 2019 conviction Recharged in 3rd year after 2019 conviction
(13-24 months post-conviction) (25-36 months post-conviction)
i
Matched Not Not
from Enrolled enrolled Probability | Enrolled enrolled Probability
Program in in of no in in of no
Match Criteria Group DVOTI  DVOTI Difference difference | DVOTI DVOTI  Difference difference
1 County, Age 256 0.1016 0.1000 0.0015 96.2% 0.0351 0.0270 0.0082 63.3%
2 County, Age, Gender 207 0.1063 0.1133 -0.0070 86.6% 0.0338 0.0448 -0.0129 57.1%
3 g&“;‘y' AR, BRI 175 | 00914 01110 00196  662% | 00400 00573 -00173  55.6%
4 County, Age, DVOTI Sentence in 2019 223 0.0852 0.0832 0.0020 95.3% 0.0404  0.0363 0.0041 85.6%
County, Age, DVOTI Sentence in 2019, Any
5 2016-2018 General DV Cases 172 0.0814 0.0740 0.0074 84.9% 0.0349 0.0179 0.0170 32.9%
County, Age, DVOTI Sentence in 2019, Any
) 2016-2018 General DV Convictions® 193 0.0725 0.0752 -0.0027 93.6% 0.0311 0.0106 0.0205 17.7%
County, Age, DVOTI Sentence in 2019, Any
7 2016-2018 Criminal Justice Case 173 0.1040 0.0620 0.0420 29.9% 0.0462  0.0293 0.0170 43.6%
County, Age, DVOTI Sentence in 2019, Any
8 2016-2018 Criminal Justice Conviction 172 0.1047 0.0518 0.0528 13.0% 0.0465  0.0291 0.0174 44.0%
County, Age, DVOTI Sentence in 2019, Any
9 2016-2018 DVOTI Sentences* 202 0.0644  0.0822 -0.0179 60.8% 0.0446  0.0357 0.0089 71.0%
County, Age, DVOTI Sentence in 2019,
10 Substance Abuse Sentence in 2019, No 151 0.0861 0.0793 0.0068 87.9% 0.0464 0.0354 0.0110 68.4%
Contact Sentence in 2019
gy SRR AR BN LAy 132 | 00758 00794 0003  925% | 00303 00214 00089  68.4%
Completed 26+ Weeks
County, Age, DVOTI Participants
12 Completed 52+ Weeks 48 0.0417  0.0575 -0.0158 74.9% 0.0208 0.017 0.0017 95.3%

Source: New Mexico court cases adjudicated in 2019 provided by the New Mexico Sentencing Commission, and 2020 client data reports from 30 certified DVOTI providers.

Note: The study sample consists of 297 DVOTI participants and 591 non-participants, all of whom were convicted in 2019 of a DVOTI offense. Because not all participants had
a match, the numbers in the second column are less than 297.

*While match criteria included whether or not an individual had any 2016-2018 general domestic violence convictions or any 2016-2018 DVOTI sentences respectively, only
individuals with no convictions or sentences were matched.



LG O

3 :"":-‘{I -'."J:"_.&-_ .ﬁ_-.: 5

i ﬁl'i




N
Q- %
N %
= 0
) o
> <
{uaTion

New Mexico’s Domestic Violence Offender Treatment Intervention
FY 2023 Evaluation

Leandra Dalen-Van De Griend, MPP Candidate
Natasha Davalos, MPP Candidate
Arlo Menchaca, MPP Candidate
Isaiah Torres, MPP Candidate
Melissa Binder, PhD

UNM Evaluation Lab
June 27, 2023

MAIN FINDINGS

The purpose of the ongoing DVOTI evaluation is to track program and client characteristics
and to assess whether DVOTI programs are effective in reducing domestic violence.

DVOTI programs are psycho-educational interventions conducted in group sessions with the
goal of reducing domestic violence recidivism. New Mexico statute requires that offenders
convicted of misdemeanor battery or aggravated battery against a household member
complete a 52-week DVOTI program.

A matched comparison of DVOTI participants and non-participants among those who were
convicted on a DVOTI offense shows no difference in domestic violence recidivism. However,
we cannot make a definitive determination about the program'’s effectiveness because of
sample selection bias. Sample selection bias occurs when program participants differ from
non-participants in ways that cannot be measured but that influence the outcome. For
example, offenders who show no remorse may be more likely to be ordered to a DVOTI, and,
because they are not remorseful, they may also be more likely to recidivate than a non-
participants. If this is the case, then our estimates will underestimate the true program effect.

In interviews with six DVOTI providers from across the state, we found that some providers
have closer connections with Magistrate judges than District court judges, and others report
the opposite. Relationships appear to be closely tied to the number and sources of referrals.
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