Excerpted in part from: Rubin, A and Springer, DW (2009). The Clinician's Guide to Evidence-Based Practice. Hoboken, NJ: John Wiley.

References cited below are available from www.seekingsafety.org, section Outcomes.
Evidence base


Thus far, Seeking Safety is the only model for PTSD and substance use disorder that meets standard criteria in the field as an effective treatment (Chambless & Hollon, 1998). The evidence base of published studies represents a broad range of investigators and populations and includes seven pilot studies, four randomized controlled trials (RCTs), one controlled nonrandomized trial, two multisite controlled trials
, and one dissemination study. 


The pilot studies were by Cook, Walser, Kane, Ruzek, and Woody (2006); Holdcraft and Comtois (2002); Najavits, Schmitz, Gotthardt, & Weiss (2005); Najavits et al., 1998; Weller, 2005; Zlotnick, Najavits, and Rohsenow (2003); Young et al. (2004). The four RCTs are by Najavits et al. (2006); Hien et al. (2004); and Zlotnick, Johnson, and Najavits (in press); and Hien et al. (2009). The controlled, nonrandomized trial is by Gatz et al. (2007). The two controlled multisite trials are by Desai, Harpaz-Rotem, Rosenheck, and Najavits (2008, 2009); and Morrissey at al. (2005)
. The dissemination study is by Brown et al. (2007). 


The studies targeted various populations including men, women, veterans, adolescents, homeless, and criminal justice. In all of the studies, the clients were typically severe.  On average they had symptoms of the disorders for years; had a history of multiple traumas, with  most in childhood; often had substance dependence (the most severe form of SUD); and often had additional co-occurring Axis I and/or Axis II disorders.  Studies ranged in rates of ethically/racially diverse clients with up to 77% minority (e.g., Hien et al, 2004).  


All studies on Seeking Safety are described in detail at www.seekingsafety.org, section Outcomes. Here, we will summarize main points and focus only on published studies. 


Note: Seeking Safety is listed as a “strongly recommended” treatment in the Veterans Affairs Uniformed Services Package for Mental Health (Department of Veterans Affairs, 2008), pg. 17. It is also on the National Registry (www.nrepp.samhsa.gov), although the evidence base and ratings there are very outdated at this point. For updates on Seeking Safety research, visit www.seekingsafety.org (section Outcomes), which provides all studies as they appear. 

Key points about research on Seeking Safety 


-All outcome studies evidenced positive outcomes. This means that clients improved from pre-treatment to end-of-treatment in every published study conducted thus far. For example, with regard to trauma symptoms, every study found reductions in that area by end-of-treatment (Desai et al., 2008, 2009; Gatz et al.; Hien et al., 2004; Holdcraft & Comtois; Najavits et al., 2006; Najavits et al., 2005; Najavits et al., 1998; Weller, 2005; Zlotnick et al., in press; Zlotnick et al., 2003). Almost all studies also found reductions in substance use (Desai et al., 2008, 2009; Gatz et al., 2007; Hien et al., 2004; Najavits et al., 2006; Najavits et al., 2005; Weller, 2005; Zlotnick et al., in press; Zlotnick et al., 2003). The only exception
 on substance use was Hien et al. (2009), who did not find a reduction; however, about half the sample was abstinent from substances at baseline, and this was the only study to use just half of the treatment (12 sessions rather than 25). The Cook et al. study did not formally assess substance use. Finally, in addition to trauma and substance use symptoms, every study also found improvements in other areas, such as HIV risk, suicidal symptoms, problem solving, social functioning, and sense of meaning. 


-In the controlled trials, Seeking Safety typically outperformed the comparison condition. There were five studies of Seeking Safety versus treatment-as-usual (TAU) and in four of the five, Seeking Safety outperformed TAU at the end of treatment on trauma symptoms, substance use, or both (Desai et al., 2008, 2009; Gatz et al., 2007; Hien et al., 2004; Najavits et al., 2006). The fifth study found improvements on all major outcomes for both Seeking Safety and TAU, with Seeking Safety outperforming TAU only during the followup period (Zlotnick et al., in press). In that study, TAU during the main trial was a required prison program of 180-240 hours whereas Seeking Safety was a voluntary treatment of up to 25 hours, making comparisons challenging. Two studies compared Seeking Safety to a manualized control: Relapse Prevention (Hien et al., 2004) or Women’s Health Education (Hien et al., 2009). In those studies, both Seeking Safety and the manualized control showed significant improvements. In Hien et al. several advantages were found for Seeking Safety compared to women’s health education: greater therapeutic alliance, more rapid PTSD improvement, greater HIV risk reduction, and greater sustaining of gains during followup (Hien et al., 2009; Hien et al., 2009; Miele et al., under review). In Hien et al.’s earlier study (2004), Seeking Safety was determined to be comparable to the gold standard substance abuse treatment (Relapse Prevention) and both of these outperformed TAU. 


-Treatment satisfaction was high in all studies. This has been a consistent finding throughout the literature on Seeking Safety, whether measured by client and clinician satisfaction, alliance, treatment retention, or adoption of the model by clinicians. 


-More research is needed. Seeking Safety is the most empirically studied treatment for co-occurring PTSD and substance abuse thus far. Yet much more research is needed in this area of work. For example, only one study has looked at mechanisms of action. Gatz et al. (2007) found that acquisition of coping skills partially mediated outcomes on drug severity and psychological distress. Only one study has addressed dose-response analysis: Zlotnick et al. (in press) found the more Seeking Safety sessions attended, the better the improvement on PTSD and drug severity scores. Other areas for future research include how clinician training impacts outcomes; comparison to other manualized treatments; and long-term followup.    


-Guidance is available if you choose to conduct a study.  New studies of all kinds are welcome. If you are interested in conducting your own study on Seeking Safety, several resources are available.  First, the section Outcomes at www.seekingsafety.org provides full published research studies that you can freely download. These can serve as models for your study (e.g., design, choice of measures, statistics, and other methodological issues).  Second, Lisa Najavits can consult or collaborate on research. Contact info@seekingsafety.org for inquiries.

� Only one is summarized here (Desai et al., 2008, 2009); the other (Morrissey et al., 2005) had Seeking Safety at four of nine sites but does not report results by site, only across sites. Note, however, that the Gatz et al. (2007) study was one of the four sites that used Seeking Safety and they reported their results separately and thus are included here. 


� Desai et al. (2008) did find significant reduction by end of treatment, but omitted that from their original article; that omission was corrected in a followup letter to the journal (Desai et al., 2009).





� In Morrissey et al., SS was one of four manualized models that sites could choose; it was selected by four of the nine study sites. However, no analysis by manual was provided, so Morrissey et al. is omitted from the research summary in this chapter. The Gatz et al. (2007) study was one of the four SS sites on that study, and is summarized in this chapter. 





