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INTRODUCTION 

In 1980, Alaska implemented a new criminal sentencing law. Between 
1980 and 1985, the State's prison population tripled. The legislature 
responded to the need for new prison space by appropriating $127.2 mil
lion for prison constructfon. In addition, annual operating costs for 
corrections more than tripled, from $21.6 million in FY 80 to $77.7 mil
lion in FY 86. 

Due to concern that Alaska's prison population and corrections costs 
would continue to increase, the Alaska House of Representatives asked 
the House Research Agency to assess the impact of the new sentenci ng 
law on prison population. This report responds to that request. 
Chapter One discusses the development of Alaska's sentencing law and 
includes a brief history of American and Alaska sentencing practices. 
It also includes explanations of sentencing terminology. Chapter Two 
assesses the impact of the nelll sentencing law on Alaska's prison popula
tion and discusses the many factors which can affect prison populations. 
Chapter Three describes alternatives for dealing with prison crowding. 
Where available, cost impacts of these alternatives are provided. 
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SUMMARY 

OVERVIEW OF CRIMINAL SENTENCING IN AMERICA 

• Duri ng the 1800s, state legi sla tures generally prescribed sen
tence ranges for criminal s and gave judges the di scretion to 
select the specific sentence for each offender. Prison crowding 
eventually occurred, largely because of relatively lengthy sen
tences~ improved law enforcement, population growth and inade
quate prison construction. To relieve crowding, corrections 
agencies used good time credit, probation and parole to release 
prisoners before they served their entire sentence. These 
policies influenced the advent of the flexible indeterminate 
sentencing laws which were predominant by 1930 (p. 11. 

• Reformers called for an end to the sentenci n9 di spari ty whi ch 
they argued was caused by flexible se'ntencing. They advocated 
the enactment of sentenci ng laws whi ch provi de more fa irness~ 
justice and certainty (p. 2). 

• In response, 15 state legislatures and Congress have replaced 
thei r flexi b le sentenci ng systems wi th determi nate sentenci ng 
laws. These laws give judges discretion to select a specific 
sentence from a legislatively prescribed range of sentence 
lengths. However, there is wide variation among these states in 
the scope of discretion given judges. While some states allow 
judges full sentenci ng di screti on, others restri ct di screti on 
~'1i th presumpti ve sentencing la\'~s, an offshoot of determi nate 
sentencing. Under presumptive sentencing, judges must sentence 
the offender to a preset term of imprisonment; variation from 
this term is allowed only if the judge finds aggravating or 
mitigating factors present (p. 2). 

THE DEVELOPMENT OF PRESUMPTIVE SENTENCING IN ALASKA 

• In 1975, a Governor I s Task Force on Corrections recommended 
changes in the State's corrections system, including a revised 
sentencing law (p. 3). 

• In 1976, the Alaska Legislature created the Criminal Code 
Revision Subcommission to draft a new criminal code. A major 
goal of the subcommission was to recommend a system that would 
eliminate unjustified disparity and uncertainty in sentencing 
(pp. 4 - 6). 
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SUMMARY 

• In 1978, the legislature enacted a criminal code which revised 
sentenci ng and early release provi sions. E'Ffecti ve January 1, 
1980, the new law was similar to that favored by the subcommis
sion; indeterminate sentencing applied to most first-time felony 
conv; ctions whi le presumptive sentenci ng appl i ed to subsequent 
convictions (pp. 6 - 7). 

The new sentencing law limited the prior effect of both discre
tionary parole release and good time credit on offenders' actual 
time served (p. 8). 

Amendments to the Revised Code, 1980-1986 

• The legislature has amended the sentencing code frequently since 
its implementation in 1980. The amendments have generally re
sulted in "tougher" sentencing than that enacted in 1980. Under 
the current law, there is generally more chance of imprisonment, 
and for a longer term, than under the 1980 law or the old code 
(pp. 9 - 12). 

• Major di fferences between the 01 d la\'I and current la\>J ; ncl ude 
us; ng good time instead of di scretionary parole as a major re
lease mechanism, and diminishing judges' and the parole board's 
discretion, thereby leaving prosecutors with the majority of 
influence on offenders' time served (pp. 11 - 12). 

• After Alaska's sentencing law was revised in 1980, the prison 
population rose at a much faster rate than the general popula
tion (pp. 13 - 15). 

General Effect of Sentencing Laws on Prison Population 

• Any sentencing structure--whether it is indeterminate, deter
minate or a combination of the two--affects prj son populations 
in two general ways: 

• the percentage of crimes which require incarceration, or the 
mandatory imprisonment rate; and 

the amount of time the law requires at' offender to serve in 
prison, or simply time served (p. 16). 
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SUMMARY 

• In order to determine changes in total time ser'ved, sentencing 
data for crimes subject to presumptive sentencing must be com
pared to data for comparable crimes under the· pre-1980 law. 
Although the data necessary for a comprehensiv(~ assessment of 
Alaska's revised law are not currently avai1ab1E~" some conclu
sions can be drawn: 

• When the good time credit enacted under Committee Substitute 
for House Bill (CSHS) 104 is applied to sentence averages in 
1984 and 1985, total prisoner time decreases by 8.2 percent 
(p. 20). 

• When the major early release mechani sm under pri or law-
parole--i s subst'i tuted for the current mechan; sm--good time 
credi t--for cri mes subject to presumpti ve and mandatory sen
tenci ng, total pri soner time drops by over 40 percent. The 
elimination, of discretionary parole .f2!:. crirr~ ~ subject 
to presumptive and mandatory sentencing had ~ large impact 
~ total prisoner years (p. 20). 

• When 1976-1979 sentence averages are substituted for compar
able offenses in 1984 and 1985, the change in total prisoner 
years is insignificant; total prisoner years are slightly 
hi gher for 1984 and sl i ghtly lower for 1985. These da ta 
suggest tha t--a t least for the cri mes substi tuted--sentence 
lengths have general'ly not changed significantly under the 
new law. Therefore, we can conclude that the provisions 
regarding sentence length did not .generat~ th~L huge increase 
in P21jon BPpulation experienced after thelclw was revised 
lP. · 

• Other criminal justice factors that can affect growth include 
crime and arrest rates, prosecution practi ce's, demographi c 
changes and the economic situation (pp. 22 - 26). 

Effect of the Revised Law on Future Prison Needs 

Theory indicates that the rate of growth in pri~ion population 
shou1 d slow in the near future. However, becaus,e pri sons are 
currently at full capacity, new facilities (in addition to the 
Seward prison) will probably have to be built by 1990 unless the 
State takes steps to reduce the prison population (pp. 26 - 29). 
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SUMMARY 

ALTERNATIVES TO REDUCE PRISON CROWDING 

• There are two basic ways to reduce prison crowding: 

accommoda te the popula ti on increase by buil di ng more pri s
ons; and 

• implement al ternatives whi ch reverse the sentenci ng law's 
effect on prison crowding; i.e., amend the la~N to require 
less time served or fe\o.Jer incarcerations (po 31). 

The legislature chose the construction option during the first 
half of the 1980s. The resulting prison construction tripled 
the State's prison capacity to roughly keep pace with the sharp 
rise in the prison population. However, the cost to operate 
this new capacity has resulted in a fourfold increase in the 
corrections operating budget since 1980 (p. 31). 

REDUCING TIME SERVED 

• There are two ways to reduce an offender's time served: 1) re
duce the sentence imposed by the court; and 2) reduce the sen
tence after incarceration by applying an early release mechanism 
( p p • 31 - 38). 

• The three general early release mechanisms which can be utilized 
include the following: 

• emergency early release by executive order; 

• good time credit; and 

• parole release (pp. 32 - 38). 

• Emergency early release provisions are utilized in a number 
of states. These provisions grant the executive branch the 
power to release pri soners before they have served the full 
sentence imposed by the court. In Alaska, Governor Sheffield 
implemented an emergency release system in 1983. Titled the 
"Emergency Conditional Commutation Release" plan (ECCR), the 
order permits early release of unonviolent" pri soners when 
deemed necessary to reduce prison cro\o.Jding (pp. 33 - 34). 

• Ther,e a re two general types of good ti me credi tall owed in 
the states: 1) statutory good time; and 2) meritorious good 
time. Alaska la\'/ currently provides for a statutory good 
time deduction only (pp. 34 - 35). 
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SUMMARY 

• Another potential method to reduce average time served is by 
expansion of the Statets discretionary parole release system 
to pri soners subject to presumptive sentenci ng. L ike those 
prisoners currently subject to mandatory minimum sentencing, 
presumptively sentenced prisoners could be required to serve 
a minimum amount of time before becoming eligible for dis
cretionary parole (pp. 36 - 38). 

Reducing Prison Entries 

Reduction of time served is the way to reduce prison crowding 
once prisoners have been incarcerated. The other method reduces 
pri son crowd; ng by decreashlg the number of cony; cts who are 
required to go to prison. There are a number of pOSSible alter
natives to incarceration. Generally, the less restrictive the 
alternative, the less expensive its cost to the State (p. 38). 

• In Alaska, community residential centers (CRC)--so-cal1ed half
way houses"'-are mi nimum securi ty facili ti es opera ted by pr i va te 
provi ders in coopera ti on wi th the Alaska Department of Correc
tions. Eligible inmates include those near the end of their 
sentence, and those who are working, receiving counseling or 
participating in education and training pursuits. Data from the 
Department of Corrections demonstrate the increase in use of 
this alternative in Alaska since it was initially tried in 1979 
(pp. 38 - 40). 

• The most ~"'idely used form of nonincarcerative pUO'ishment, uti
lized in all states, is the ..2!'o~ation/parole system. These 
services generally consist of monitoring convicted offenders' 
progress for a specified period following their release from 
prison (p. 42). 

• Although community residential centers and probation/parole are 
currently utilized in Alaska p their use as alternatives to 
imprisonment of low-risk offenders could be increased. Depart
ment of Corrections operating costs would theoretically be re
duced by increased utilization of these alternatives; an in
creased number of offenders could be punished at a lower cost 
(p. 40). 

• Recently, some states have experimented with new forms of CRCs 
and probationiparole to reduce eXisting prison crowding and cut 
costs. Some have implemented house arrest programs. In effect, 
convicts are incarcerated in their homes for a required period. 
Fifteen states have added electronic monitoring to their house 
arrest alternative. In some house arrest cases, felons are 
monitored by a telephone robot (pp. 40 - 41). 
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SUMMARY 

• At least eight states have implemented some form of intensive 
probation, diverting up to one fifth of their convicted felons 
from prison. Under Georgia's program, probationers are subject 
to manda tory curfews, a mi nimum of fi ve unannounced vi sits a 
week at home or work, 132 hours of commlln'ity service, and spot 
uri na lyses or breath tests to detect drugs or a 1 coho 1 (p. 42). 

• Georgia also utilizes "shock" incarceration, where participating 
inmates are incarcerated in one of the state's prisons and are 
segregated from long-term convicts. The program's routine is 
similar to marine C01l'pS boot camp; inmates receive military-style 
haircuts, perform hard labor, and end each day with intensive 
calisthenics (p. 42). 

• Under a Nevada alternative, prisoners are diverted from state 
prisons to less costly facilities such as conservation camps 
(pp. 43 - 44). 

Feasibility of the Alternatives in Alaska 

• Any of the alternatives described would generally be feasible to 
implement in Alaska. Moreover, each alternative costs the State 
less per i nrna te than the cost of impri sonment. Some--such as 
the emergency overcrowding act and community residential cen
ters--have been utilized in the past. Their use as ways to 
reduce institutional crowding could be expanded without signifi
cant additional cost to the State. In addition, their expansion 
would not require changes to current 1 a \'1 (pp. 44 - 46). 
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CHAPTER ONE 

THE DEVELOPMENT OF ALASKA'S SENTENCING LAW 

OVERVIEW OF CRIMINAL SENTENCING IN AMERICA 

American sentencing practices have changed considerably since colonial 
times, when criminal sanctions were so severe that few would dare break 
the law. With few jails in existence at that time, penalties consisted 
of physical punishment, fines, banishment or (frequently) death. l In 
the l800s, reformers' demands for more humane puni shment led to i n
creased use of the imprisonment sanction. 

Initially, sta~es utilized fixed sentencing. Under these schemes, leg
islatures prescribed sentence ranges for crimes and gave judges discre
tion to select the specific sentence for each offender. In add; tion, 
criminal offenders served their entire sentence in prison, with no 
chance for early release. Although sentences were long compared to 
those cUl~rently imposed$ they were v'iewed as a humane alternative to 
dea tho 2 

Eventually, prison crowding occurred, largely because of relatively 
lengthy sentences, improved law enforcement, population growth, and 
inadequate prison construction. To relieve crowding~ corrections offi
cials increased the use of pardons and implemented good time» probation 
and parole schemes» which allowed release of prisoners before they 
served their entire sentence. These factors influenced the advent of 
indeterminate sentencing laws, which transferred discretionary sentenc
c; ng pOIrier from judges to correct; ons offi ci a ls and parole boa rds. 
Under these laws, judges sentenced offenders to pri son for a range of 

1Alfred Blumstein et. al., Research ~ Sentencing:_ The Search for 
Reform, Vol. 1, p. 58, (1983) [Cited hereafter as Blumstein]. Indeed, 
capita 1 puni shment may have been the most common type of pun; shment: 
more than 350 offenses were punishable by the death penalty. See 
Frank E. Hartung, "Trends in the Use of Cap; tal Pun; shment, II The 
Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, p. 284 
(November 1952). - ---

2For example, burglars were often gi yen ten year sentences, more than 
triple the average time served in most jurisdictions today. See David 
J. Rothman, "Perspecti yes on the Hi story of Sentenci ng, II paper pre
sented at National Research Council Conference on Sentencing Research, 
Woods Hole, MA, July 1981, cited in Blumstein. 
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ALASKA'S SENTENCING LAW 

years (such as one to 99). Corrections and parole board officials 
determined specific release dates by assessing the prisoners' behavior 
and progress toward reform. 

Based upon the theory that imprisonment was for rehabilitation rather 
than punishment, the flexible indeterminate sentencing system became 
the predominant method of criminal incarceration in America by 1930. 
Widely supported by partiCipants in the criminal justice system, it 
became entrenched in state p federal and model criminal codes. 

In the 19605, hO\'Jever, many began to question whether indeterminate 
sentencing \\Ias an effective system of punishment or rehabilitation. 
Some studies revealed that recidivism rates (the rateat \'ihich offenders 
return to prison for conviction of subsequent crimes) were high. 
S tori es about released conv; cts who subsequently committed seri ous 
crimes caught the public·s a.ttention, and rising crime rates elevated 
public demands for tougher criminal sanctions. Furthermore D modern-day 
reformers called for an end to unjustified sentencing disparity, which 
they argued was caused by indeterminate sentenCing. They advocated the 
enactment of sentenci og laws t'Jhi ch provide more fa; rness, just; ce and 
certa i nty. 

In response, 15 state legislatures and Congress have replaced their 
indeterminate sentencing structures with deterJflinate sentencin[ laws. 
L il<e the fixed sentenci n9 used in the 18lfO"S"';" these la\l}s gi ve judges 
discretion to select a specific sentence from a legislatively prescribed 
range of sentence lengths. HmlJever ll there is wide variation among 
these states in the scope of discretion given judges. While some 
states allow judges full sentencing discretion, others restrict discre
tion ,;lith presumptive sentenci.!!.[ laws~ an offshoot of determinate 
sentenci ng. Under presumpti ve sentenci ng p judges must sentence the 
offender to a preset term of impri sonlOOnt; variation from thi s term is 
allowed only if the judge finds aggravating or mitigating factors 
present. 

Unlike the old fixed sentencing laws, presumptive and determinate sen
tenci ng schemes conta; n early release mechani sms 1 i ke those i ncl uded 
under indeterminate sentencing laws. Although most states using deter
minate sentencing systems have abolished discretionary parole, they 
have retained oth~r early release mechanisms such as probation v pardons 

-2-
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ALASKA'S SENTENCING LAW 

and good time. 3 The use of these mechanisms varies widely in the 
states. For example, some states allow twice the amount of good time 
as do others. Because of these mechanisms, prisoners subject to deter
minate or presumptive sentencing rarely serve their full term in prison. 

THE DEVELOPMENT OF PRESUMPTIVE SENTENCING IN ALASKA 

Like other states, Alaska traditionally utilized a system of indetermi
nate sentencing with early release mechanisms such as parole and good 
time. From Statehood until the mid-1970s, few questioned the system's 
effectiveness. In 1975, a Governor's Task Force on Corrections recom
mended changes in the State's corrections system, including a revised 
sentencing law. In its report, the task force implied that the reha
bilitation concept was unworkable: 

liThe people who reach corrections are for the most part those who 
have demonstrated their inability to live within society's rules. 
Society asks of Corrections not only protection from these 
people but that they rehabilitate the criminals so when they are 
released they will not be a further threat to society. This is 
an impossible task. 1I 

The task force recommended the repeal of the State's indeterminate 
sentenci ng law and enactment of a combi ned i ndetermi nate/determi na te 
system. Based on the Fogel Plan (a sentencing concept devised by Pro
fessor David Fogel from the University of Illinois at Chicago Circle), 

... 

.)Good time is time credited for good behavior while in prison. To get 
good time, the inmate is not required to do anything "good;1I he or she 
gets good time by staying out of trouble:- Accumulated good time is 
subtracted from the sentence imposed on the defendant, thereby a 11 ow 
lng early release. For example, if the la\'I allows one day of good 
time credi t for every two days served, a pri soner coul d reduce hi s or 
her ti me served by 33 percent. Good ti me deducti ons are vi rtua lly 
au toma ti c. 
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ALASKA'S SENTENCING LAW 

the proposal would give judges complete discretion in sentencing first
time felony offenders, included mandatory minimum sentencing for second 
and subsequent offenses, and favored di scretionary parole only for 
first offenders. 4 

The Criminal Code Revision SUbcommission's Sentencing Proposal 

The Alasl<a Legislature also sought changes in the State's sentencing 
structure. In 1976, it created the Criminal Code Revision Subcommission 
to draft a ne\'1 criminal code, including a revised sentencing law. A 
major goal of the subcommissi..2..n ~ to recommend .! system that would 
eliminate unjustified disparltX and uncertainty .1.!!. sentencing. 

In its recommendations published in February 1977. the subcommission 
noted that a study by the Alaska Judicial Council revealed significant 
and apparently unjustified sentencing disparities in Alaska's courts 
betv/een 1974 and 1976. 5 In that report, the Judicial Council suggested 
that judges' personal sentencing philosophies had a lot to do with these 
disparities ('i.e., whether the judge was lenient, moderate or harsh in 
IIi sor her approach to the type of offense and the particular offender). 

In its report, the subcommission contended that the State's indetermi
nate sentencing law v;las neither "coherent nor rational. II In support, 
the subcommission cited examples of sentencing inconsistencies in the 
code, tile vJicle range of available sentences, and capricious judicial 
sentencing. Moreover, the subcommission noted that, although the law 
pravi ded for enhanced puni shments for habi tua 1 offenders, the prav; sian 
was rarely utilized. 

4t-1andatory minimum sentencing is similar to determinate sentencing 
structures in which the judge selects a prison term from a broad range 
(e.g., 20-99 years). Under both schemes, incarceration is normally 
rnanda tory, a1d pri soners receive credi t for good time. However, 
pri soners ~ubject to mandatory minimum lat"ls cannot be sentenced to 
less than the minimum term prescribed in the code. Nevertheless, 
prisoners subject to mandatory sentencing may be eligible for discre
tionary parole after serving a mandatory minimum term. As noted, 
discretionary parole is usually eliminated under presumptive sentenc
i ng. 

5Tentative Draft, Alaska Revised Cri;i'iinal Code, Alaska Criminal Code 
Revision Subcommission, Februar'· 1')77, Chapter 36, pages three et. 
seq. See IIAlaska Felony Senter,c-ing Patterns: A Multivariate Statis
tical AnalYSis (1974-1976)," The Alaska Judicial Council, April 1977. 
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ALASKA'S SENTENCING LAW 

The subcommi ssion pY'oposed a presumptive sentenci ng system similar to 
that recommended by the Twentieth Century Fund Task Force on Criminal 
Sentencing. 6 This national task force, composed of representatives 
from all facets of criminal justice, analyzed various forms of sentenc
ing and ultimately advocated presumptive sentencing, a system they 
believed provided more justice and certainty in sentencing than the 
eXisting indeterminate system. In addition, they asserted that to 
dchieve certainty and justice, a sentencing system must avoid the 
lIevils" of "untrammeled discretion on the one hand and of total inflexi
bilityon the other."7 The group summed up this proposed system as 
foll ows: 

The task force proposes a system under which the legislature would 
retain the power to make those broad policy decisions that can be 
wisely and justly made about crime and do not involve the particu
lars of specific crimes and criminals. The sentencing judge would 
have some degree of guided di scretion to consider and weigh those 
pertinent factors that cannot be wisely evaluated in the absence 
of the particular crime and criminal. And the parole board would 
have some degree of guided discretion to consider and weigh factors 
that were unavailable at the time of sentencing so that it could 
tailor its decision regarding release to the needs of the prisoner 
and society. 

The Alasl<a subcomm'ission's proposal contained a mix of indeterminate 
and presumpti ve sentenci ng. It prov; ded for i ndetermi na te senten ci ng 
(i.e q full judicial discretion) on all first.-time felony convictions, 
and presumptive sentencing on second and subsequent felony convictions. 
The presumptive sentence was to be imposed in the "average" case, and 
the judge could vary from this sentence only if aggravating or mitigating 
'·actors were deemed present. 

Subcommission Proposals on Early Release 

In addition to the sentencing proposal, the subcommission recommended 
conti nued use of suspended sentences and probation, and wi der use of 
restitution and community work service. However~ the subcommission 
supported changes in the existing parole system and in the good time 
credit allowance, factors which can Significantly reduce an offender's 
actual time served in prison. 

6Alan f4. Dershowitz, "Fair and Certain Punishment," The Twentieth 
Century Fund Task Force on Criminal Sentencing (1976). 

7.!.9.., p. 19. 
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ALASKA'S SENTENCING LAW 

Under the indeterminate sentencing system, the Alaska Parole Board 
determined the actual time served by prison inmates. Upon conviction. 
the defendant \\Ias incarcerated for a term set by the sentencing judge 
\lJitllin the range of terms established by the legislature. After serving 
one-third of the sentence, the defendant was eligible for discretionary 
release by the parole board. 

The subcommission favored a continuation of discretionary parole only 
for first-time felons, with good time the only available early release 
mechanism after the first conviction. 8 In addition, the subcomlTrission 
tavored a ten percent l'imit on good time. 9 Under the indeterminate 
system in effect at the time, prisoners could get good time credit \l/hich 
would reduce their actual time served by up to 49 percent. 

Tile 19J8 Rev; sed Code 

In 1978, the legislature enacted a criminal code which revised sentenc
i ng (\nd early release provisions. Effective January 1» 1980 9 the new 
law generally reflected the Criminal Code Revision SUbcommission's 
proposals but included som~ major changes by the legislature. 

~efinit19!!, and. ~cople of PresY.me-tj~ S.E!.ntenci)1fL. In its commental"Y to 
the rh~vlsedCrHlllna Code, the leglslature derlned presumptive sentenc
ing and outlined its application and scope. A presumptive sentence is 
detirwd as a "legislative determination of the term of imprisonment the 
average defendant convicted of an offense should be sentenced top 
absent the presence of 1 egi slati vely prescribed factors in aggra va ti on 
or mltigi'ition or extraot'dinary circumstances." l0 In add<ition, pY'esump
tiv(! scntence~ W~i'e to be applied if a minimum seven-year period had not 

8The subcommission pr-oposed the elimination of discretionary parole on 
presumptively sentenced cases only. Because it proposed indeterminate 
sentt!ncing for all murder and kidnapping convictions~ discretionary 
parole would have been available in all of these cases. 

9Under ten percent good time b a pri soner coul d be gi ven cred; t for one 
extra day of incarceration for each ten days actively served. In ef
fect, it can reduce time served by ten percent. 

lOCommentary to the Alaska Revised Code, page 153 (1978). Alaska Code 
Section 12.55.165 addresses "e}Ctraordinary circumstances. II It pro
vides that a sentencing judge can fort'Jard a case to a three-judge 
panel if the judge finds that llmanifest injustice" would result from 
E.~ither failure to consider nonstatutory aggravating and mitigating 
tactors, or from imposition of the presumptive term. This section 
has apparently had a negligible effect on sentence length. 
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elapsed between the defendant's unconditional discharge for a previous 
felony and the commission of a subsequent offense. 11 "Unconditional dis
charge U means that the defendant has been released from all "di sabil
ity" for the previous offense, including probation and parole. The 
seven-year period has since been extended to ten years. 

Sentenci n9 Structure. Table 1 illustrates the sentenci ng structure 
implemented in 1980 The revised scheme was similar to that favored by 
the subcommission; indeterminate sentencing applied to most first-time 
felony convictions while presumptive sentencing applied to subsequent 
convictions. However, presumptive sentencing also applied to most 
first-time Class A felonies in which the defendant possessed a firearm 
or caused serious physical injury. In addition, the legislature estab
lished mandatory minimum sentencing for all murder and kidnapping 
convictions; that is, these felons must be incarcerated for a mlnlmum 
term. (In these cases, the subcommission had favored a zero to 99-year 
indeterminate sentence.) 

The legi sla ture enacted presumptive sentenci ng ranges whi ch generally 
exceeded those recommended by the subcommission. For instance, although 
the subcommi ssi on supported a sentence rangi ng between three and 16 
years for second-time Class A offenders, the legi slature chose a range 
of five to 20 years. 

l1Alaska Code Section 12.55.145 (1978). 
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ALASKA'S SENTENCING LAW 

TABLE 1 
REVISED SENTENCING LAW EFFECTIVE JANUARY 1, 1980* 

Type of 
Offense 

Murder I 

Murder II 

Kidnapping 

Glass A--Firearm, etc. 
Glass A--Other 

Class B 

Class C 

Sentence Range in Years 
First Felony Second Felony Subsequent 
Conviction Conviction Conviction 

20 - 99 20 - 99 20 - 99 

5 - 99 5 - 99 5 - 99 

5 - 99 5 - 99 5 - 99 

3 - 20 [6] 5 - 20 [10] 7.5 - 20 
o - 20 5 - 20 [10] 7.5 - 20 

o - 10 o - 10 [4] 3 - 10 

o - 5 0-5 [2] 0-5 

[15] 
[20] 

[6] 

[3] 

*For offenses subject to presumpti va sentenci n9, the presumpti ve term is 
shown in brackets. For offenses subject to mandatory minimum sentenc
ing, the minimum sentence is underlined. Note that the minimum sen
tence is not the minimum time served. As shm'm in the next section» 
an oHender who gets a five-year sentence coul d be released after 3.75 
years if he or she is awarded all possible good time. 

* * * * 
[ell"!,}! ~elease. Table 2 compares the di scretionary parole and good time 
a'llo\<lances under the old code, the sUbcommission's proposal!) and the 
new code. The new sentencing law limited the lrior effect of both dis
cretionary ~role release and .!lood time cre ,t .2!!. offendersr-actual 
time served. 

While the la\'J gave the parole board continued release discretion on 
first-time Class A~ Band C convictions (convicts are eligible for pa
role after serving at least one-third of the prison tp.rm)~ it eliminated 
the board's di scretion for those convi cted of subsequt!nt fel oni es. In 
addition J the new code allowed good time credit up to ~~ percent of the 
prison term~ an apparent compromise bet\'Jeen the SUbcommission's recom
mendation (10 percent) and that available under the old code (49 per
cent) • 

As Table 2 suggests D the subcommission favored more liberal parole 
board di scretion and less good time credit than that adopted by the 
legislature. Vlhile the old code allowed parole release eligibility 
in all felonies after an inmate served one-third of the sentence J the 
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new code eliminated parole eligibility in presumptive sentencings and 
limited its use in mandatory minimum sentenc'ing cases. 12 

TABLE 2 
COMPARISON OF EARLY RELEASE PROVISIONS 

Provision 

Parole 
Eli g i b i1 i ty 

Statutory Good 

Original Code 

After 1/3 of 
term served 

Time Credit ---IUp to 49 per-
cent of the 

Meritorious sentence* 
Good Time 

Subcommission 
Proposal Adopted Code 

After 1/2 of Indeterminate--l/3 
term served Mandatory--l/3 but 

10 percent 
of term 

None 

not less than man
datory minimum 
mi nus good ti me 

Presumptive--None 

25 percent 
of term 

None 

*The original code allowed statutory, meritorious and extra-meritorous 
good time. The amount that an inmate could accummulate depended upon 
the length of the original sentence. 

* * * * 

AMENDMENTS TO THE REVISED CODE, 1980 - 1985 

Table 3 illustrates the sentencing law and early release provisions as 
of April 1986. The legislature has amended the sentencing code fre
quently since its implementation in 1980. The amendments have generally 
resulted in "tougher" sentencing than that enacted in 1980. Under the 
current la\'1, there is generally more chance of impri sonment, and for a 
longer term~ than under the 1980 law or the old code. 13 

12Under the old law, convicts given a IIlife ll sentence were required to 
serve 15 years before becoming eligible for parole release. Note that 
good time credit and parole eligibility are not cumulative; i.e., 
i nma tes I pri son terms are reduced by one or the other, but not both. 

13The exception to this generalization is the recent amendment of the 
good time provisions which can reduce time served from 75 percent 
of the sentence to 67 percent of the sentence. 
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TABLE 3 
FELONY SENTENCING AND EARLY RELEASE STRUCTURE IN ALASKA 

APRIL 1986 
Sentence Length (Years) 

Discretionary 
First Felony Second Felony Subsequent Good Parole 

Offense Conviction Conviction Conviction Time Eligibility 

Murder I 20 - 99 

Murder II, Kid- 5 - 99 
napping, Miscon-
duct Involving Con
trolled Substance I 

20 - 99 

5 - 99 

20 - 99 

5 - 99 

Greater of 13.3 
.33 yrs. served or 

1/3 of term 

.33 Greater of 3.3 
yrs. served or 
1/3 of term 

Sex. Assault I, 5 - 30 [10J 7.5 - 30 [15J 12.5 - 30 [25J .33 None 
Sex. Abuse of a 
Minor I (S .. A,M. I) 

Sex. Assault I, 4 - 30 [8] 7.5 - 30 [15] 12~5 - 30 [25J .33 None 
S.A.M. I 

Class Aa,b 
Class A 

Class B\) 
Class B 

Class Cb 
Class C 

3.5 - 20 [7] 
2.5 - 20 [5] 

o - 10 [2J 
o - 10 

o - 5 [1] 
0-5 

5 - 20 [10] 
5 - 20 [10] 

o - 10 [4] 
o - 10 [4] 

a - 5 [2] 
o - 5 [2) 

7.5 - 20 [15] .33 None 
7.5 - 20 [15J .33 None 

3 - 10 [6] .33 None 
3 - 10 (6] .33 1st offense 

only--after 
1/4 of term 

o - 5 [3] .33 None 
o - 5 [3J .33 1st offense 

only--after 
1/4 of term 

Note: Manda tory mi n;mum terms are underl; ned and presumpti ve terms are 
in brac/<ets. Indeterminate terms have no underline or bracket. 

aApplies when a defendant possessed a firearm, used a dangerous instru
ment or caused serious physical injury, except for manslaughter. 

bApp 1 i es when a defendant knowi ngly di rected the conduct (cri me) at a 
peace officer, correctional officer. emergency medical techniCian, or 
other emergency medi ca 1 responder who was engaged in the performance 
of official duties at time of offense. 
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A 1982 amendrrent made ill .f.:!..rst-time class A offenses subject to .EI.~ 
sumptive sentencing. Previously, most first-time Class A offenders 
received 20-year indeterminate sentences. In addition, the 1982 legis
lature made all first degree sexual assaults an unclassified crime 
subject to an ei ght-year presumpti ve sentence. Before 1982, sexual 
assa~lt was a Class A offense. Moreover, first degree misconduct in
volvlng.! controlled substance (M.I.C.S. Il became an unclassified 
offense carrying a maximum ninety-nine year term with a five-year 
mandatory minimum sentence. 

The 1983 legislature added sexual abuse of .! minor .i!!. the first degree 
(an unclassified offense) to the list of crimes which are presumptively 
sentenced on the first conviction. Another 1983 amendment made any 
Class A, B or C conviction subject to presumptive sentencing when the 
de fend.ant 'I!WoWlngly directed the conduct constituting the offense at .! 
uniformed ~ otherwise clearly identified peace officer, fire fighter, 
correctional officer, emergency medical technician, paramedic, ambulance 
attendant, or other emergency responder who was engaged in the perform
ance or official duties at the time of the offense ••• 1114 [emphasis 
added]. Since this amendment, Class Band C felonies committed in cir
cumstdnces other than the above scenario rermin as the only convictions 
not subject to either mandatory minimum or presumptive sentencing rules. 

In 1985, the legislature effectively reduced time ser'ved for soma felons 
by amending certain parole release provisions:- Effective January 1, 
1986, discretionary parole eligibility for inmates subject to indeter
mi na te sentenci ng changed from one-thi rd to one-fourth of thei r sen
tence. Hm'lever, those subject to manda tory- m; n;mum sentences must 
still serve one-third of their term before becoming eligible for dis
cretionary paro le. 15 Another amendment g1 ves the sentenci n9 judge di s
cretion to restrict any offender's discretionary parole eligibility 
date. 16 -

In 1986, the legislature increased the amount of good time credit which 
prisoners can accumulate. The maximum credit increased from 25 percent 
to 33 percent of the term. Thi s amendment became effecti ve i" Apri 1 
1986 and was applied retroactively.17 

14Alaska Code Sections 12.55.125(c}(2}, (d}{3), and (e)(3) [1985]. 

1°11., Sections 33.16.090 and 33.16.100 (1985). 

16~., Section 12.55.115 (1985). 

17Committee Substitute for House 8il1 104. 
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Two other notable changes occurred in the sentencing scheme since 1980. 
First, the legislature has frequently amended the number of aggravating 
and mitigating factors which the court may consider when sentencing a 
defendant. Currently, there are 26 aggravators and 15 mitigators. 

The second change altered the way in which the court at a sentencing 
determines whether to impose concurrent or consecutive sentencing. The 
1980 Criminal Code [AS 12.55.025(e)] provided: "If the defendant is 
cony; cted ot two or more cri mes before judgment on ei ther has been 
entered, any sentences of imprisonment may run concurrently or consecu
tively, as the court provides. If the court does not specify, the 
sentences of imprisonment shall run concurrently. II As originally 
enacted, this statut~ arguably created a presumption in favor of con
current sentenci ng. 18 In 1982, thi s secti on was amended to provi de that 
except in 1 i m; ted ci rcumstances, sentences of impri sonment run consecu
tivf:'ly \'Ihen a defendant is convicted of tVJO or more crimes. In a 
recent sexudl assault case, the Alaska COlltt of Appeals intrepreted 
thi5 limitation broadly. 19 

In summary, the current felony sentencing and release structure is 
con~iderably different from the pre-1980 law. Clearly, it has dimin
ished judges' and the parole board's discretion, thereby leaving prose
cutors with tile majori ty of i nfl uence on offenders I ti me served. ~10re
over» the nmll law has given the legislature mora control over the sen
tl~ncillg process by restricting decisions on incarceration~ sentence 
length dnd time s(~rved. Further'more, the probabi 1 i ty of i ncarcera tion 
is more certd in under the new scheme. 

~)ii1ce the nC~1 law was enacted, the prison population has tripled. In 
t:hdpt\~r' 2» \'w ~I/i 11 address the impact of the new sentenci ng 1 a\'I on th; s 
inO'edSl!) including ttle 1a\'/'s \~ffect on incarceration rates and sentence 
len 1lth<;. 

-~------, 

18See di~;cussion of this issue in Griffith..Y:.. StateD 675 P. 2d 662, 664-
665 (1984). 

19The 1\1a51<a Court of Appeals recently wrote a lengthy analysis of this 
statute in State v. Andre~'1s, 707 P. 2d 900 (1985). In its decision, 
the court apparently gave trial judges additional discretion in 
determining prison terms for defendants subject to consecutive sen
tenci ng. 
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CHAPTER 2 

THE IMPACT OF ALASKA'S REVISED SENTENCING LAW ON PRISON POPULATION 

Alaska's prison population has tripled since the revised sentencing la'w 
was implemented in 1980. In order to accommodate convicts, the Sta.te 
has spent $127.2 million for prison construction since 1980. Moreover, 
the corrections operating budget has increased almost fourfold, to 
$77.7 million in FY 86. The clear link between the number of prisoners 
and expendi tures required to incarcerate them is a cause of concern; 
will the prison population expansion continue? Is the tl~end due to 
presumpti ve sentenc; n91 Thi s chapter addresses these questi ons and 
di scusses future pri son capac; ty requi rements. 

Table 4 and Figure 1 show two measures of Alaska's prison population 
each year since 1971. The total population ii1C:ludes inmates sentenced 
under State law and housed in State pris(Jns~ community residential 
centers (eRe) and the Federal Bureau of Pri SOriS (FBP). The number of 
incarcerated prisoners per 100,000 general population is also shown. 
As the table indicates~ the inmate population more than doubled between 
1971 and 1980, dnd then tripled during the next five years, resultii':g 
in a January 1986 population of 2,428. 

The prison population rose at a much faster rate than the general popu-
1a ti on from 1981 through 1985. Thi s suggests that factors other than 
genera 1 popu 1a ti on growth ha ve tri 9 gered the ri se in the number of 
pri sonet's. Because the revi sed sentenci n9 law was implemented in 1980-
just prior to this sharp rise--it is believed to have generated the 
increase. However, the data suggest that other factors have caused 
some increase in the prison population. 

The following sections analyze the effect of the revised sentencing law 
on the prison population. In addition, various other factors that may 
have contributed to this increase are addressed. 
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PRISON POPULATJi-,O_N ___ . _________________ _ 

TABLE 4 
ALASKA PRISON POPULATION 1971 - 1986 

COHtlUNITY TOTAL PRISONERS 
GENERAL ANNUAL ALASKA FEDERAL RESIDENTIAL INHATE ANNUAL PER 100000 ANNUAL 

YEAR POPULATION CHANGE PRISONS PRISONS CENTERS POPULATION CHANGE POPULATION CHANGE 

1971 319,600 1182 151 
1912 329,800 3.2S 413 -111.SS 125 -17.01 
1973 336,1100 2.01 413 0.01 123 -2.01 
1974 34B,100 a.5S 488 18.21 140 14.21 
1975 384,100 10.3S 495 1.41 129 -B.l1 
1976 1109,800 b.n 529 6.91 H!9 0.21 
1977 418,000 2.01 600 IVII 144 1121 
19711 411,600 -1. 5'£ 614 120 7a4 22.3S 178 24 21 
1979 413,700 0.5S 557 165 16 7as 0.5S 178 0.01 
1980 419,700 1.570 585 163 22 770 1I.3S l83 2.81 
1981 435,200 8.71 640 200 3& 876 13.81 201 9.71 
1982 460,831 5.9~ 821 181 61 1,069 22.01 232 15.2S 
1983 495,290 1.51 1119 191 18 1,388 29.81 280 20.81 
1984 523,04B 5.6S 1431 19B loa 1,73!! 211.BI S81 IB.2X 
1985 533,000 1. 91 1794 182 97 2,073 19 71 3B9 17.51 
1986 na 1992 188 248 2,428 17.li 

NOTES GENERAL POPULATIONS REPRESENT ESTIMATES FOR JULY OF EACH y£~~ SHOWN. 
TOTAL INHATE POPULATIONS REPRESENT JANUARY AVERAGES. 

INflATE POPULATIONS WERE PROVIDED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF CORREClIONS. 
THE INMATE POPULATION INCLUDES FELnNY AND HISDEKEANOR OFFENDERS. 

ALASKA PRISONERS CURRENTLY HOUSEO IN FEDERAL PRISONS HUST BE RETURNED TO STATE 
INSTITUTIONS BY OECEMBER 31, 1987 IF SPACE IS AVAILABLE. 

PkEPARED BY THE HOUSE RESEARCH AGENCY HAY 1986. 
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PRISON POPULATION 

GENERAL EFFECT OF SENTENCING LAWS ON PRISON POPULATIONS 

Any sentencing structure--whether it is indeterminate, determinate or a 
combination of the two--affects prison populations in two general ways: 

• the percentage of crimes which require incarceration, or the 
mandatorx imprisonment rate; and 

the amount of time the law requires an offender to serve in 
prison» or simply time served. 

An increase in either time served or mandatory incarceration results in 
~ proportionat.!:. increase-in the prison po~ulation. If both factors 
increase, the effects on prison population are combined. Therefore, the 
key to assessing the impact of AlaSka's revised sentencing law on the 
prison population is to determine the changes generated by the law in 
time served and mandatory imprisonment. The product of these factors-
total prisoner time served--could then be compared to the total prisoner 
time imposed for the same crimes under the old law. 

Unfortunately ~ the data necessary for a comprehens ive assessment of 
Alaska's revised law are not currently available. In order to determine 
changes in total time served» sentencing data for crimes subject to 
presumpti ve sentenci ng must be compared to data for comparable crimes 
under the pre-1980 law. Although presumptive sentencing data have been 
compiled by the Department of Corrections since October 1983, there is 
little previous information with which to make a useful comparison. 20 

In addition, the revised law's specific impact on mandatory incarcera
tion cannot be determined. There are many factors whi ch affect the 
number of offenders sentenced to pri son$! i ncl udi ng the cri me rate, law 
enforcement efforts, prosecutions, the sentenCing law and noncriminal 
justice factors. There is no method to accurately separate the effect 
each of these factors has on the number of offenders jailed each year. 
Moreover, this task is further complicated by annual amt\ndments to the 
State·s sentencing law since the initial revisions were implemented in 
1980. Nevertheless, available data allow some conclusions to be drawn. 
The following sections address the effects of mandatory incarceration, 
time served and other factors on prison population. 

20Judicial Council studies contain some useful data, but the reports on 
pre-1980 sentences classify offenses differently than the revised 
law·s classifications. Although a conversion table was used to 
compare crime definitions under the old and revised law, it did not 
contain all the information necessary to convert all crimes in the 
Judicial Council reports to current classifications. Only the case 
files \'/ould contain this information. 
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PRISON POPULATION 

Effect of Mandatory Incarceration on Prison Population 

Since the revised sentencing law's implementation, incarceration is 
required for crimes subject to eresumptive and mandatory sentencing. 21 
Under prior law, judges had discretion to impose a nonjail penalty for 
all crimes except Murder 1. Under the new law, there is virtually no 
di screti on. Although presumpti ve terms can be mi ti ga ted to lesser 
sentences, these terms still usually result in imprisonment. 

The judicial discretion allowed under the pre-1980 law resulted in pro
bationary (nonjail) sentences for some felons whose crimes would now be 
subject to presumpti ve sentenci ng. For example, a Judi ci a 1 Council 
study showed that between 1976 and 1979, 23 percent of the defendants 
convi cted of robbery were gi yen a probationary term. Under current 
law, the first conviction for Robbery I is subject to a five-year pre
sumpti ve term. 

The general impact of the new law's mandatory imprisonment provisions 
on the prison population is obvious: ~ larger percentage of criminals 
~ punished ~ incarceration under the ~ law. By assuming that the 
same number of convictions for each crime occur under the revised law 
as occurred under prior law, we could estimate the effect of presumptive 
sentences on prison population. 

The premise, however, does not appear to be valid. Convictions for 
some crimes have risen substantially since the law was revised. This 
is especially notable for "violent tl offenses. For example, there were 
only 30 convictions for Sexual Assault I between 1976 and 1979; in 1984 
and 1985, there were 139 incarcerations for this crime. Data limita
tions prevent us from separating the effects of increased incidence of 
crime, crime reporting, prosecutors' efforts and the law itself. 

21There are 15 unclassified and Class A offenses under the revised code; 
a 11 are subject to presumpti ve or manda tory sentenci ng on the fi rs t 
conviction. Although small in number, these crimes comprise 49 per
cent of all time to be served by offenders jailed in 1984, and 65 
percent of all presumpti vely sentenced time. Presumpti ve sentenci ng 
also applies to Class Band C offenders convicted of their second or 
subsequent felony in the ten years prior to the current offense. The 
Judicial Council study of convictions beb/een 1976 and 1979 indicates 
that courts imposed probation on 27 percent of the urban "property" 
offenders who had a prior felony record. Under current law, all of 
these offenders would normally go to jail. 
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PRISON POPULATION 

Effect of Time Served on Prison Population 

Time served is determined by subtracting applicable eariy release 
credi t from the sentence imposed by the court. There are two types of 
early release which reduce time served: good time credit and discretion
ary parole. Only one of these mechanisms applies in determining each 
prisoner's release, i.e.~ their effect is not cumulative. 

Generally, the type of sentenci ng law determi nes whi ch mechani sm ap
plies. Good time usually applies under presumptive sentencing while 
parole applies under indeterminate laws. The end result--time served-
directly affects the size of the prison population; the population will 
incr~ when average ti~e served increases (assuming other factors are 
cons tant). 

A laska I s rev; sed sentenci n9 laltJ changed the early release provi sions 
si gnificantly from those under prior law. Under the pre-1980 mechani sm, 
most felons t'lere eligible for discretionary parole release after serving 
one third of their sentence. 22 Current law provides for three different 
early release mechanisms. The type of sentence imposed in each case-
presumpti ve, nonpresumpti ve or manda tory--di ctates the mechani sm ap
plied. 

Hhen presumetive sentences are imposed, good time applies. Good time 
credit can reduce time served by up to 33 percent under current law. 23 
If a convicted felon is noneresumptively sentenced, he or she is eligible 
for parole release. Prisoners so sentenced before January 1, 1986 are 
parole eligible after serving one third of their sentence. After this 
date, those sentenced nonpresumptively are eligible for parole release 
after servi ng one-fourth of their sentence. As noted in Chapter One, 
nonpresumptive sentences are applied only to C'lass Band C offenders 
convicted of their first felony. 

22All felony offenders were eligible for discretionary parole except 
those sentenced to "life" terms for Murder I; they served a IS-year 
minimum term before becoming parole eligible. There are no "life" 
sentences under the new law. Note that offenders who become eligible 
for di scretionary parole are not necessarily released. The parole 
board determines who is released. If the parole board denies a 
prisoner's application for release, the prisoner is still relellsed 
under the good time provi sions--after servi ng at least two-thirds of 
the sentence. 

23Pri or to April 1986, pri soners coul d accumula te good time credi t up to 
25 percent of the sentence. HO\\Iever, the 1986 legislature increased 
allowable good time to 33 percent (one-third of the sentence). This 
increase became effecti ve immedi ately, thereby reduci ng time served 
by current prisoners by roughly eight percent. 
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PRISON POPULATION 

Finally, those sentenced under m~ndatory sentencing provisions--(murder, 
kidnapping and misconduct involving a controlled substance I)--are sub
ject to either good time or parole release, depending upon the length of 
sentence imposed. 24 

Tin~ Served Under Various Sentencing Scenarios 

In this section, four scenarios are presented to illustrate the effect 
of sentencing and release provisions on prison population. Total 
prisoner time--average time served times the number of convictions for 
each crime--under 1985 law, pre-1980 law, and current law are shown in 
Table 5. Table 5 also shows total prisoner time under the assumption 
that crimes committed in 1984 and 1985 resulted in sentences equal to 

24The release condition is the mandatory mln1mUm sentence minus good 
time or one-third of the sentence, whichever is longer. Under manda
tory sentenci ng, the convi ct must serve at least the mandatory mi ni
mum term minus accumulated good time credit. For example, those 
convi cted of Murder I must be sentenced to a mi nimum twenty-year 
sentence. If such a sentence is imposed, the convict is eligible for 
good ti me ered; t but cannot be released until he or she has served 
13.3 years. However, if the sentence were 60 years, the convict 
woul d have to serve at least 20 years (one-til; rd of the sentence) 
before he or she could be released on parole. 
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the ay~rage sentence gi ven for those cri mes duri ng the years 1976 to 
1979.2~ [More comprehensive comparisons are contained in Appendix A.]26 

When the H)~ time credit enacted under Committee Substitute for House 
Bill (CSH 4ls applied-to sentence averages in 1984 and 1985, total 
j)rTSoner ti me decreases !?l. 8.2 percent. 27 

When the major early release mechanism under prior law--parole--J.! 
substituted for the current mechani sm--good time credi t--for crimes 
subject to presumpti ve and manda tory sentenci ng, total pri soner ti me 
drops ~y over 40 P?rcent. 28 The elimination of discretionary parole 
for crl mes ~ subJect to presume..ti ve and mandatory. sentenci n9 had ~ 
major effect ~ ~tal prisoner ,tears. 

25Each scenario assumes that other factors which may generate changes in 
the prison population (such as crime rate) remain constant. Further
more, each case assumes that all prisoners are released at the earli
est eligible date. In practice, this does not always occur. 

26The 1984 and 1985 data ~'Iere provided by the Department of Corrections. 
Average sentences under prior 1a~J were determined by using data from 
a ,Judicial Council study for sentences imposed between 1976 and 1979. 
Cri niCS under pri or 1 aw were converted to comparab 1 e cri mes under the 
revised law. Conversions were done using a conversion chart written 
by Bdrry Stern, one of the drafters of the revised sentencing law. 
Conversion of other crimes to current classifications \'JaS deemed 
unfeas'ible based on available information. Adjustinents were made to 
some of the data provided by the Department of Corrections. For 
example, the department 8s data listed presumptive sentences for 
misdemeanor crimes. Since no misdemeanors are subject to presumptive 
sentencing, the crimes so listed are shown as miscellaneous Class A, 
[3 and C felonies. Conversely, the data listed nonpresumptive sen
tences for some crimes whi ch reguire presumptive sentenci ng (Murder 
I, tor example). Averages for these crimes are listed entirely as 
presumptive sentences. In addition~ 1984's data listed all classes 
of Sexual Abuse of a Minor under one category. The 1984 tables in 
Appendi x A 11 st presumpti ve sentences for these cri mes under Sexual 
J\buse of a Minor I, and nonpresumptive sentences under Sexual Abuse 
of a Minor II. 

27This bill increases good time from the prior 25 percent of sentence to 
33 percent of the term. It was implemented in April 1986 and applied 
retroacti ve ly. 

28To determine total pri soner years under thi s assumpti on, sentence 
averages are multiplied by .33, the earliest that these felons could 
be released on parole under the old law. 
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TABLE 5 

TOTAL PRISONER YEARS--ALASKA 

CURRENT LAW PRE-1980 LAW 1976 - 1979 SENTENCES 

1985 LAW YEARS REDUCTION YEARS REDUCTION YEARS REDUCTION 

1984 Sentences 3,234 2,970 8.2% 1,916 40.8% 3,251 -.5% 

1985 Sentences 3,427 3,147 8.2 2,026 40.9 3,357 2.1 

NOTE: Reductions refer to changes from the 1985 law. 

"1985 la\,I" reflects good time of 25 percent (75 percent of sentence averages). 

"Current law" represents good time of 33 percent (67 percent of sentence averages). 

"Pre-1980 law" represents 33 percent of sentence averages. 

Mandatory minimum sentencing rules are applied where necessary. 
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PRISON POPULATION 

When 1976-1979 sentence averages are substi tuted for comparable offenses 
in 1984 and 1985, the change in total prisoner years is insignificant; 
total prisoner years are slightly higher for 1984 and slightly lower 
for 1985. 29 These data suggest that--at least for the crimes substi
tuted--sentence lengths have generally not changed significantly under 
the new law. Therefore, we can conclude that the Rrovisions re9arding 
sente~ce length did not generate ~ huge increase ~ Erison population 
expen enced after the-Taw was reVl sed. 

OTHER FACTORS AFFECTING THE PRISON POPULATION 

The revised sentencing law is only one of many factors which may have 
affected growth in Alasl<a's prison population. Other criminal justice 
factors that can affect growth include crime and arrest rates, prosecu
tion practices, demographic changes and the economic situation. Al
though these factors change regardless of the type of sentenci ng law in 
effect, there is some evidence of an indirect relationship between the 
factors and prison population. 

Grime Rate 

One study suggests that mandatory sentencing laws may reduce crime 
rates because pri soners are unable to commit crimes by the very fact of 
their incarceration. The analysis also indicated that the higher the 
probability of incarceration for some offenses, the lower the rate of 
crime for those offenses. However» the study asserted that laws that 
mandate impri sonment only for convicts with prior felony records are 
not as efficient in reducing the crime rate. As noted, presumptive and 
mandatory sentencing does not apply to first convictions of Class Band 
C crimes under Alaska's current law. 30 

29The 1976-79 crimes used in this comparison are subject to presumptive 
or mandatory sentencing on the first conviction. Although the number 
of crimes substituted is small, the total prisoner time they represent 
is significant; the total prisoner years imposed for these crimes in 
1984 comprised 45 per~ent of all prisoner time and 62.6 percent of 
time served for presumptive sentences. The offenses include all 
crimes which would have been unclassified and Class A offenses between 
1976 and 1979. Presumptive sentencing also applies to Class Band C 
offenders convicted of their second or subsequent felony in a lO-year 
period. As noted, conversion of these offenses to current crime clas
sifications \'Jas deemed problematic with data currently available. 

30Joan Petersilia and Peter W. Greenwood, "Mandatory Prison Sentences: 
Their Projected Effects on Crime and Prison Population," The Journal 
ot Criminal Law and Criminology, (V. 69) 604, 605 (1978). ----
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Crime rates are popularly believed to directly affect pri son popula
tions. However~ as Figure 2 shows, Alaska IS crime rate did not track 
with the prison population during recent years. 31 The crime rate rose 
between 1978 and 1981, then fell in 1982-83. (The rate in 1984 roughly 
equaled that in 1983.) During this per10d~ the prison population rose 
steadily until 1981» when it began to soar for the next four years. 
EVen if a 12 to 18-month lag between crime and incarceration is assumed, 
there is little similarity between changes in the crime rate and the 
prison population during this time. 32 

Similarly, the arrest rate did not track with the increase in prisoners. 
Although arrests increased 14 percent in 1981, increases in 1982 and 
1983 were modest. Moreover, total arrests declined 12 percent in 1984, 
\I/t!en the prison population increased by 17 percent. 33 

3lPart I crimes and Part I arrests include seven offense categories: 
criminal homocide, forcible rape, robbery, aggravated assault, bur
glary, larceny/theft and motor vehicle theft. Although some of these 
crimes are not felonies, they serve as an index for observing changes 
in the amount and rate of reported crime. They were selected for 
this use by the National Committee on Uniform Crime Records. 

32An increase in the crime rate causes an increase in the prison popu
lation only if a proportionate number of the crimes result in arrest, 
prosecution and incarceration. The lacl< of relationship between the 
crime rate and prison populations was exemplified by the national 
trend during the 1960s. While the crime rate soared, pri son popula
tions generally declined. 

33The 17 percent increase in prison growth occurred during 1985. That 
year's population was used because of the time lag between arrest and 
incarceration. Note that the arrests represented here include a 
small percentage of cases which were closed for any number of reasons, 
including death of the defendant. In addition~ these arrests do not 
represent all felonies, and some misdemeanors are included. Accord
ing to Paul Edscorn of the Department of Public Safety, they are 
representative of trends in arrest rates generally. 

-23-



~ 20 -,.--

of ~ 0 
; . 
100 

(Xl 90 -
r ..... 
(j) 

80 ~ ,.... 
w 
U 70 -...J 

Z 
(I) 60 -
w 
C) 

50 ~ 
I Z 

N <C 
~ I 40 ~ • U 

I- 30 -1 z 
til 

20 -l u 
0:: : 
W 

10 -i n.. 
q .,~ 

0 -- ~-.- .. 

--10 -i . '" ( 
; 

-·20 -i- ... - -.-
I 

1979 

Figure 2 

f'::J" ..-v. ".I' .... '!~ 
~... ' .. 'S " ~ :- ,.'-, • __ • \ .1' l J " 

1978-1984 
.. --.~ 

./// .. 

/ 
,/' 

,/ 

,/ 
/" 

/ 

Incarceration Rat~/ 

// 
~ -: -~, ,/ .~ ..... o~ ...... c'p . -. . .,. .. --

_ .... 

.;.--

~.~ 
Rate 

_._--____ r ~~:O:~ __ -- .. --~. ~ .-------.--_ .-. __ ... 
> •• - --~ 

Crime Rate 

.. '1 ... · .. ·--····----T--- -_ .. -._- .. _. '-- ... T- .. 

1 980 i 98 i 1982 1983 

, 
.f 

I 
i 

'I 

1984 

; . 



_____________________ .,.;...PR;.;.;I;..;;;S..;:...;..;ON POPULATION 

Data from the Alaska Court System indicate that felony filings increased 
at a rapid rate between 1978 and 1984. 34 While all categories of fel
onies (violent p property, etc.) increased during this period, violent 
crime filings increased most dramatically, from 231 in 1978 to 751 in 
1984. Between 1980 and 1981 alone p violent crime filings increased by 
60 percent. 

Assuming a constant conviction rate for these filings, these data sug
gest that prosecutions also affected the rise in the prison population. 
The not(~d increase in violent felony filings would most clearly increase 
prison population because those convicted of violent crimes are likely 
to !Jet a pri son sentence, and thei r sentences are generally longer than 
those convicted of other crimes. Therefore, the increase in felony 
filings affects both the number of offenders incarcerated and the 
average length of incarceration. Furthermore, some argue that prosecu
tors I efforts may increase under presumptive and mandatory sentenci ng 
because of tile certainty of imprisonment provided in these laws. If 
this occurs, the increased efforts would affect prison population. 

Demographic and Economic Factor! 

The 20 to 34-year-ol d popula tion is often ci ted as the age group whi ch 
commi ts a di sproporti ona te percentage of cri mes re la ti ve to the group IS 

size in the general population. In 1984 9 this group comprised 66 per
cent of Alaska's prison population, but only 34 percent of the state's 
general population. The proportion of 20 to 34-year-old individuals is 
significantly larger in Alaska than in the United States population 
generally. While this age group comprised 34 percent of the state pop
ula ti on between 1980 and 1984, it constituted only 25 percent of the 
general U.S. population. This may explain in part why Alaska's crime 
rate has been higher than that in the general population during this 
period. However, the percentage of this high crime-rate group in 

34Because the Department of Law was unable to provide conviction data, 
felony filings in the Alaska Court System were used to reflect trends 
in prosecutions. According to Richard Delaplain, Manager of Technical 
Operations for the court system, roughly 70 percent of felony filings 
end in convictions. 
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Alaska's general population did not change between 1980 and 1984. 
Therefore, the "high crime group" does not appear to be an important 
factor in the rise in Alaska's prison population. 35 

Economic factors such dS the unemployment rate are also viewed as af
fecti ng crime rates, and therefore pri son popu1a tions. However, whi 1e 
the unemployment rate fluctuated between seven and twelve percent on a 
seasonal basis during this period, the crime rate declined. Therefore, 
the unemployment rate does not appear to have been a significant factor 
in the State's prison population growth. 

As indicated by this section, there are many factors besides the State's 
sentencing law which could have generated increases in the prison popu
lation. Regardless of the specific factors whi ch led to the larger 
population, the result to the State has been spiraling corrections 
costs • 

. EFFECT OF THE REVISED LAW ON FUTURE PRISON NEEDS 

Based upon available data, the revised sentencing law has probably 
contributed to the increase in the State's prison population. Time 
served for crimes compr'ising the bulk of prisoner time has increased, 
and the percentage of crimes subject to mandatory imprisonment has 
increased as well. 

However, the specifl c numeri ca 1 effect of the ne\'l sentenci ng law on 
pri son population growth is unknown because of the noted lack of data. 
Furthermore, the data necessary to i so 1a te the effects of the revi sed 
law from the effects of other factors affecting prison population (such 
as conviction rates) are not available. Without these data, accurate 
projections of pri son population cannot be made. Nevertheless~ a gen
eral projection of growth resulting from the law can 'be made. 

35This conclusion assumes that the propensity for crime \'/ithin the tar
get age groups remains constant during the period. One study asserts 
that crime patterns are changing:> and that males bet/Jeen 24 and 34 
years of age are showing an increasing propensity for crime, especial
ly sex crimes. See J. O'Connell, Inmate Forcasting: ~ Planning Tool 
for Policymakers, the \~ashington State Office of Financial r.1anagement, 
April 1985. As the propensi ty for crime changes among vari ous age 
groups, the prison population may be affected. 
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Figure 3 shows the growth in prison population since 1980. Note that 
tlwre ;s no significant increase in the rate of growth until 1981. The 
initial lag is due to the time span between arrest and incarceration. 
The early effects of the new law reflect the law I s manda tory impri son
ment provi si ons. Later, the effects of modify; ng the release provi sions 
were felt and the average inflow of prisoners began to exceed the 
outflow at an accelerating pace. 

As the slope of the line shows) there is a steep t'ise in population 
heginning in 1981 and continuing into 1985. Theory indicates that the 
line v·Jill return to its original slope, but at a higher level. This 
will occur when the law l s effect on prison entries and departures is in 
ba lance. 

Knowing when the slope will level off and the new level of prison popu
lation are-vital to corrections planning. With this knowledge, correc
tions planners caul d avoid unnecessary pri son cons tructi on and opera
tion. There are too many factors and too many unknowns to allow an 
accura te assessment of tile shape the curve \~i 11 take in the future. 
Based on the tables in Appendix A~ the line should begin leveling out 
in 1986 and stabilize by 1989. 36 

36Th'is is a "seat-of-the-pants" estimate and is not suitable for plan
ning purposes. 

-27-

..,----

--------------------------------'------'])-------------~~~~~. 



"--'--- -----------------~-------____________ mv __ • ____________ --

... , q ....... m 
"''1' ' 00 I 

00 ... 
(() 

~ .. r· ... 
OCI 

«) 

00 

•. ~ to 
00 

.,' 

.: . -- -t-
() oo 

~ 
... f<) 

00 

.' r 
1 en 

00 

N 
00 

.. ) en 
". 

n ! 
. t ... 

() [, 
en 

(V) D. 
' .. 

I 
QJ « ; 
s... 
:::I :'( 
tn (f) 

, ..... ,. 
/" ! l1- ") I 

~ .~ .. ; 

or-
IX) 

~ ... 0 
c IX) CY. 0 

L5 o-

m +-' -0 ~,,~ >. 
:J 
0.. (() 
0 ~.,. 

Q.. , 
C) . .( 

(f) 

(l~ 

n. 

c -. r-... 
0 h 
en 

1O ·c '-. 
(L 1'-

0 -. In 
:J f'-

+-' 
() '.t-« ,.,. 

1' ... . 
f<) 

I 

" 

.. r ., r 'I r • 
t~) <.0 «) .. t N N 00 «) --t N ,.'- IX) «) 'i' . • . . . . . • 0 . . (\j (\J (\J N ~ .. or- T'- ,- 0 0 0 

(spuDsnoLfl) 
S~3NOSI~d .:10 ~38V\lnN 

-28-



PRISON POPULATION 

Cost Impacts of Rising Prison Populations 

Figure 4 compares annual changes in Alaska's instate prison population 
and instate prison capacity since 1980. The populations do not include 
prisoners incarcerated in the Federal Bureau of Prisons. These pris
oners must be returned to in-state institutions by December 31, 1987, 
if space is available. Capacity has generally kept pace with the rise 
in population. When the prison population soared from 1982 until 1985, 
pri son capac; ty al so increased sharply and even exceeded popula ti on 
during part of 1984. As of April 1986~ prison population and capacity 
are roughly in balance. 

The cost impact of rising prison populations is the initial cost to 
build new prisons plus the long-term costs to operate them. As 
prison population rises, the State must appropriate funds for addi
tional prison construction. Moreover, after new prisons are built, 
their operating costs become a permanent financial burden to the State. 
However, new prisons must be built for a rising prison population in 
order to avoid prison crowding and costly la\,/suits and court orders. 
As indicated at the beginning of tllis chapter, prison construction and 
operation is expensive. It consumes funds that would otherwise be 
available for other State programs. If the Legislature decides that 
increasing prison capacity is no longer a cost effective way of dealing 
with the rising population, there are a number of alternatives to 
consider. Chapter Three addresses these measures. 
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CHAPTER 3 

ALTERNATIVES TO REDUCE PRISON CROWDING 

As Chapter Two noted, there are a number of factors, including the 
revised sentencing law» \A/hich caused the sharp rise in Alaska's prison 
population during the first half of the 1980s. There are two basic 
ways to reduce pri son crowdi ng caused by these factors: 

accommodate the population increase by building more prisons; and 

• implement alternatives which reverse the sentencing law's effect 
on pri son crowdi ng; i.e., amend the law to require less time 
served or fewer incarcerations. 

The legislature chose the construction option during the first half of 
the 1980s. The resulting prison construction tripled the State's 
pri son capac; ty to roughly keep pace wi th the sharp ri se in the pri son 
population. However, the cost to operate this new capacity has resulted 
in a fourfold increase in the corrections operating budget since 1980. 

The combi ned effect of decli ni ng State revenues and the hi gh cost of 
prison construction and operation makes this alternative difficult to 
maintain. The State spent $127 million on prison construction in the 
early 1980s. In addition, the average daily cost of supervision per 
institutionalized offender in FY 85 was $82.49. This translates to a 
minimum annual financial commitment by the State of roughly $30,100 per 
bed. t·10reover .. this cost should be considered a conservative figure 
because it is based on the adult confinement portion of the depart
ment's operating budget and tllerefore excludes capital costs, debt 
service (if any) and that portion of the administration and support 
budget that could be attributed to adult confinement. 

Less expensive alternatives to prison construction and operation are 
available. As noted, these methods reduce overcrowding by essentially 
reversing the effects of the revised sentencing law. This can be done 
by: 1} reducing average time served; and 2) reducing prison entries. 
Generally, the less restrictive the alternative, the lower the cost. 
The following sections describe various ways to implement these alterna
tives. 

REDUCING TIME SERVED 

There are two ways to reduce an offender's time served: 1) reduction of 
the sentence imposed by the court; and 2) reducti on of the senten ce 
after incarceration by applying an early release mechanism. 
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Sentence Lengths 

The most obvious way to reduce time served is by decreasing sentence 
lengths. Under this option, presumptive, nonpresumptive and/or manda
tory terms could be reduced. 

If sentence lengths are decreased, the number of prisoners who can be 
incarcerated increases in a prison system with constant capacity. On 
~verage, the number of possible annual punishments doubles when average 
sentence lengths are reduced by 50 percent. 37 Thi s assumes that the 
.early release mechanisms remain unchanged. 

A recent survey indicated that the public still believes that sentences 
for prisoners are too lenient. In fact, between 1972 and 1982, the per
centage of people surveyed who believe courts are not harsh enough 
increased from 66 to 86 percent. 38 Because of this sentiment, decreas
ing sentence lengths is probably the least popular of available a1terna
ti ves. 39 

Amendment of Early Release Provisions 

A second method of reducing time served is by amendment of early release 
proVl Slons. In effect, these provisions reduce the sentence length 
imposed by the court. The three geneN1 early release mechani sms whi ch 
can be utilized include the following: 

• emergency early release by executive order; 

• good time credit; and 

• parole release. 

37The timing of prisoner entry and release has a crucial effect on prison 
capaci ty. Excessi ve entries at any gi ven time can create an over
crowding problem. 

38Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistics-1984, Department of Justice, 
Washington,-rr.C.(l985), pp.226-27. 

390n the other hand, this alternative would not conflict with the re
vised criminal code's objectives of sentencing--uniformity and cer
tainty of punishment. Any alternative that treats offenders of the 
same crimes differently with respect to the incarceration decision or 
time served would conflict with this philosophy. 
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Emergency Release. Emergency early release provlslons are utilized in 
a number of states. These provisions grant the executive branch the 
power to release pri soners before they have served the full sentence 
imposed by the court. Emergencies are declared when state prisons ex
ceed a predetermined capacity level. Only those pri soners deemed good 
security risks are considered for emergency release. State parole 
boards decide which inmates meet this criterion. 

This alternative is applied in various ways in the states. In ~1ichi
gan, the governor must declare an emergency when the state1s prisons 
exceed rated capacities for 30 consecutive days. When an emergency is 
declared, parole eligibility dates for prisoners are advanced by 90 
days. It this action does not reduce populations to 95 percent of 
capacity within 90 days, the process is repeated. Between January 1981 
and May 1984, this early release process was invoked by the state eight 
ti meso itO 

In Iowa, the 1981 legislature placed a cap of 2,645 on the prison popu
lation. Under current provisions, an emergency is declared if the aver
age daily inmate count exceeds the cap for 60 consecutive days. The 
Iowa Parole Board has 45 days to get the population under the cap; 
otherwise, all prisoners' sentences are reduced by 90 days. The across
the-board sentence reducti on has not been necessary despi te the fact 
that the cap has been exceeded a number of times since its implementa
tion in 1981. Before the 60-day deadline is reached, the state1s 
parole hoard releases eligible prisoners. The board1s decisions are 
based upon a unique ri sk assessment system whi ch attempts to determi ne 
each convict's risk to society H released. 41 

In Alaska, Governor Sheffield implemented an emergency release system 
in 1983. Titled the IIEmergency Conditional Commutation Release" plan 
(ECCR), the order permits early release of "nonviolentll prisoners when 
deemed necessary to reduce pri son crowdi ng. 

40M. Kay Harris, Reducing Prison Crowding and Nonprison Penalties, 478 
ANNALS 150, 157 (March 1985). 

41The Iowa legislature initiated the population cap due largely to as
sertions by the state1s Statistical Analysis Center (SAC) that the 
use of ri sk assessment coul d increase the number of paroles wi thout 
further risk to public protection. Additional discussion of the risk 
assessment system is found on page 37 of this report. 
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The act describes situations in which early release of prisoners may be 
granted. 42 Under the act, the governor IIshall ll declare an emergency if 
the average pri son popula ti on exceeds 25 pri soners over capaci ty for 
any 30-day peri ode 

When this occurs, the parole board selects eligible inmates from a list 
provided by corrections personnel. Eligible inmates must have served 
one-half of their sentence and be within 120 days of their release. 
The list can include felons or misdemeanants convicted of nonviolent 
crimes. In addi tion, the order states that the Department of Correc
ti ons sha 11 cons i der the use of half-way houses for pri soners who are 
released under the order. 

Since the act's implementation in late 1983, 194 prisoners have been 
granted early release. Overcrowding emergencies have largely been 
avoided because prison capacity has roughly kept pace with the sharp 
rise in Alaska's prison population since 1980. However, declarations 
of overcrowdi ng coul d increase under present capaci ty un less inmate 
releases "catch up" with inmate entries. 

Because overcrowdi ng emergenci es have rarely been decla red, the admi ni s
trative costs to the State have been minimal. In fact, the State saves 
money under th"js alternative because prisoners are removed from a high 
cost facility to a lower cost means of supervision--either parole, pro
bation or a community residential center (CRC). 

Increasing good time credits. Another method to reduce actual time 
served--wi thout changi ng statutory sentence lengths--i s by i ncreasi ng 
the good time credit allowance. 43 There are two general types of good 
time credits allowed in the states: 1) statutory good time; and 2) meri
torious good time. 

42This order implements the powers of pardon, commutation and reprieve 
already granted the governor by Article III, Section 21 of the Alaska 
Constitution, and Alaska Code Section 33.20.070. 

43At present, 46 states allow good time accumulation. In response to 
overcrowd;ng~ some states have recently increased available al10war.~es 
or have provided special good time. For example, California increased 
the amount of possible good time that could be earned on a maximum 
sentence from 33 percent to 50 percent as a reward for participation 
in work or study programs. Until recently~ Illinois law permitted 
the Director of Corrections to grant as many gO-day additional good 
time awards as were necessary to limit prison crowding. However, 
since this mechanism's recent elimination, prison crowding has become 
critica 1. 
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Under statutol'y good time.~ pri soners are rewarded for their good be
havior while incarcerated. Their time served is reduced by the amount 
of accumulated good time credit. To receive this type of good time, 
prisoners need not do anything special but stay out of trouble. 

Alaska 1 aw currently prov; des for a statutory good ti me deducti on 
only. Under this provision, prisoners' sentences may be reduced by up 
toJ3 percent for good ti me beha vi or. A bi 11 ena cted duri ng the 1986 
legislative session, Committee Substitute for House Bill 104 (CSHB 104) 
increased statutory good time cred'it to 33 percent. 44 As discussed in 
Chapter Two, application of 33 percent good time to sentences of those 
incarcerated in 1984 and 1985 reduced total time served by 8.2 percent. 

Unlike statutory good tillie, meritorious good time requires the inmate 
to do something. Many states provide for meritorious good time credit, 
usually for performi ng work, improvi ng education or successfully com
pleting counseling. 

Hork time is probably the most common form of meritorious good time 
allowed. In Nevada, the Department of Corrections recently opened two 
conservation camps of 150 beds each to increase the availability of 
work time facilities for prisoners. In addition, a major reason for 
creation of the camps was reduction of crowding in Nevada's state 
prisons. 45 

As noted, Alaska law does not currently allow time off for meritorious 
good time. If such a law were enacted, it could provide for sentence 
credi t when cOllvicts participate successfully in work release, study 
release or counseling for drugs or alcohol. 

The Sllccess of a meri tori ous good time provi si on in reduci ng crowdi ng 
depends upon the amount of good time allowed, and how much use prisoners 
make of it. Iowa, for example, allows an additional five days per 
month for meri tori ous good time ered; t. If a pri soner earns this extra 
time, his or her sentence is reduced by two months for each year of 
accumulated credit. If a significant number of inmates earn this 
eredit~ the provision could substantially reduce the prison population. 

44Pri or to Apri 1 1986, pri soners received good time up to 25 percent 
of their sentence. The law passed in 1986 was made retroactive. 

45"Nevada, Adapting to Rapid Growth," Corrections Today, December 1985, 
page 86. The camps were also opened because they are less expensive 
to operate than state prisons. 
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Expansi on of the Parole System. Another potenti a 1 method to reduce 
average time served is by expansion of the State's discretionary parole 
release system to prisoners subject to presumptive sentencing. Like 
those prisoners currently subject to mandatory minimum sentencing, 
presumpti vely sentenced pri soners coul d be required to serve a mi nimum 
amount of time before becoming eligible for parole. 

In order to implement this alternative, the State could establish a 
structure similar to that proposed by the Alaska Code Revision Sub
commission. They proposed parole eligibility for all felons after 50 
percent of the sentence was served. Good time under that proposal was 
limited to 10 percent of the term. Under this alternative, time served 
for presumptively sentenced prisoners would be reduced from the current 
67 percent of the sentence to 50 percent of the term. Moreover, re
lease would not be automatic under the parole system as it currently is 
when good time is earned. 

Arizona is the only state which currently combines a presumptive sen
tencing law with discretionary parole release. There, felony offenders 
must serve minimum terms before becoming eli gible for parole release. 
The required time served is based upon the seriousness of the crime 
commi tted. 46 11 Dangerous II offenders must serve two-thi rds of the; r term 
before becoming parole eligible; others serve one-half of their term. 47 

Iowa's sentencing lavl combines mandatory and indeterminate sentencing 
with a unique variation of the traditional parole release system. 
There, the parole board determines each inmate's release date based 
upon guidelines developed by Iowa's Statistical Analysis Center (SAC).48 

46The good time credit allowance is also based upon the seriousness of 
the convict's offense. 

47Note that prisoners would only be eligible for release after serving 
50 percent of their sentence. The parole board \'1ould determine ac
tual releases based upon prison behavior, criminal record and other 
information available at the hearing for parole release. 

48See "Proceedings of the Second Workshop on Law and Justice Statis
tics, II U.S. Department of Justice, 1983, page 53. According to Fred 
Scaletta of the Iowa Department of Corrections, the risk assessment 
guidelines are also used by the department to assess the risk each 
offender poses if placed in communitie~ for \'1ork or other release. 
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These guidelines utilize an offender IIrisk assessment" scoring system 
which attempts to determine each offender's potential risk upon re
lease-'-risk to public protection and risk of committing another crime. 
The system was developed by the Iowa Statistical Analysis Center (SAC) 
which constructed the model from data collected on convicts released 
trom the state's pr; sons between 1974 and 1976. 49 The ri sk score is 
determined by assessing a number of factors including the following: 

• substance abuse history; 

· current offense classification; 

• age at conviction; 

• total volume of past record; 

• violent/nonviolent offender, and whether first offender; 

• prior felony history, and history of violence; and 

• str~et time since prior offenses. 

In addition to their application for parole eligibility, the guidelines 
are also used to reduce the prison population when prison crowding 
occurs in the state. However, the parole board has avoided the declara
tion of any emergencies by releasing convicts determined low risks 
before the 60-day limit. 

A report to the Iowa General Assembly in 1983 documents that the guide
lines, along with the legislatively imposed prison population ceiling, 
resulted in a 52 percent increase in paroles during 1981-82 over the 
previous two years. In addition~ the rate of violent crime among pa
rolees was reduced by 35 percent, and the "general threat posed by a 
typical parolee" was reduced by 17 percent. The report concluded that 
public protection had not been compromised in the process. 50 

49The Iowa SAC validated its model by testing data on 9,387 former state 
convicts released between 1977 and 1979. 

50The Iowa Statistical Analysis Center estimates that if all jurisdic
tions utilized the Iowa model, prison populations nationwide could be 
reduced by 20 percent with no increase in threat to the general puh
lie. 
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Recent data indicate that although the crime rate for convicts released 
under this system has increased, it has not increased nearly as rapidly 
as the rate of parole releases by the Department of Corrections. In 
1981, 21 percent of the prison population was released on parole during 
the year, and 19 percent of those released were eventually rearrested 
for committing a crime. In 1985, 50 percent of the prisoners were re
leased on parole during the year. but only 26 percent were rearrested. 

REDUCING PRISON ENTRIES 

Reduction of time served is the way to reduce prison crowding once pris
oners have been incarcerated. The other n~thod reduces prison crowding 
by decreasing the number of convicts who are required to go to prison. 
There are a number oFf possible alternatives to incarceration; each is 
essentially a form of puni shment. but each method reduces pri son en
tries and is less expensive than incarceration in a state institution. 51 
Generally, the less restrictive the alternative, the less expensive its 
cost to the state. 

Many states are implementing alternatives to institutional incarcera
tion in an effort to avoid further prison crowding and to cut operating 
costs. These alternatives are geared to so-called low-risk offenders-
convicts who the particular corrections agencies deem to be the least 
likely to commit an offense during their punishment period. As indi
cated, the alternatives consist of punishment outside the traditional 
pri son atmosphere. Any such punishment is normally a component of a 
state's community corrections system. The traditional components of 
this system include the community residential center (CRC) and the 
parole /proba ti on system. 

Community Residential Centers 

In Alaska, community residential centers (CRC)--so-called half-way 
houses--are minimum security facilities operated by private providers 
in cooperation with the Alaska Department of Corrections. Eligible 
inmates include those near the end of their sentence, and those who are 
working, receiving counseling or participating in education and training 

51The deci sian whether to impri son offenders or impose other forms of 
punishment has been debated since ancient times. Some of the current 
suggested alternatives feed the ongOing debate; they range from impos
ing electrical shock treatment for all criminals--in lieu of imprison
ment--to the virtual elimination of prisons with minimal alternative 
pun; shments. 
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pursuits. In addition, the centers may include offendl:!rs who require 
more support than is available \-Jith traditional probation/parole serv
ices. Inmates can Uavel outside the CRC during the day, but are 
confined to the center in the evenings. 

The following data from the Department of Corrections demonstrate the 
increase in use of this alternative in Alaska since it was initially 
tried in 1979. These figures reflect the average number of CRC beds 
used in January of the years shown • 

COMMUNITY RESIDENTIAL BEDS IN ALASKA 

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 

16 22 36 61 78 103 97 248 

* * * * 

Probation/Parole 

The most widely used form of nonincarcerative punishment, utilized in 
all states, is the probation/parole system. These services generally 
cons; st of moni tori ng conv; cted offenders' progress for a speci fi ed 
period following their re'lease from prison. Parole and probation offi
cers enforce conditions of release, make service referrals as needed, 
and provide sentencing recommendations to the Alaska Court System. 

A lthough communi ty residential centers and proba ti on/parole are cUrrent
ly utilized in Alaska, their use as alternatives to imprisonment of low
risk offenders could be increased. This increased utilization could 
reduce pri son crowd; ng by d; verti ng conv; cts from pri son to CRCs or 
probation/parole. A risk assessment system such as Iowa's could be 
established to determine eligible low risk offenders for these alterna
tives. Moreover, Department of Corrections operating costs would 
theoretically be reduced by increased utilization of these alternatives; 
an increased number of offenders could be punished at a lower cost. 

Table 6 compares the number of annual punishments that can be imposed 
under various alternatives for each $1 million of Alaska's operating 
budget. The alternative punishments include probation/parole, community 
resi denti al centers, and Sta te pri sons. The esti mated costs per convi ct 
year were those incurred by the Department of Corrections in FY 85. As 
the table demonstrates, a substantially larger number of punishments 
can be imposed using CRCs or probation/parole than those requiring in
carceration in a State prison. 
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TABLE 6 

ALTERNATIVE PUNISHMENT EXPERIENCES FOR EACH $1 MILLION OPERATING BUDGET 
ALASKA, FISCAL YEAR 1985 DOLLARS 

Type of Costs per Average Time Annual 
Punishment Inmate Year Served (Years) Punishments 

Proba tion/ 
Parole $1,796 .5 1,114 

1 557 
2 279 
3 186 

Communi ty $16,848 .5 120 
Residential 1 60 
Centers 2 30 

3 20 

State $30,109 .5 66 
Prison 1 33 

2 17 
3 11 

SOURCE: House Research Agency, r~ay 1986. See also Gail S. Funke, The 
Economi cs of Pri son Crowdi.!l.[, ANNALS of the American Academy 
of Political and Social Sciences, Vol. 478, page 96 (March 
1985) • 

* * * * 

Recently, some states have experimented with new forms of eRCs and pro
bation/parole to reduce existing prison crowding and cut costs. These 
new methods include house arrest, intensive probation, and alternative 
incarceration. The following sections discuss these measures. 

House Arrest 

Recently, many states have implemented house arrest programs. In 
effect, convicts are incarcerated in their homes for a required period. 

In Florida, the Department of Corrections started a house arrest (also 
called community control) program in October 1983 i.n an attempt to 
relieve prison and jail cro\,/ding. Under the program, selected felony 
offenders are confined to their residences except for gainful employ
ment and public service work. Teams composed of a surveillance officer 
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and supervlslng officer visit the convict on a daily basis. In addi
tion, program participants are normally required to pay restitution to 
their victims and d $20 monthly fee to the state for supervision costs. 
The state's daily cost per convict for this program is roughly $3 com
pared with over $28 to incarceriite a prisoner in one of Florida's 
prisons. 52 

Recently, 15 states have added electronic monitoring to their house ar
rest a lterna ti ve. Some conv; cts subject to house arrest recei ve a 
transmitter which is attached to their ankle during the required moni
tori I1g peri od. Under Fl or; da '5 program, a computer reports when the 
convict moves more than 150 feet from his or her residence. Convicts 
subject to the monitoring can leave their residence only for approved 
purposes) slich as work or community service. According to Leonard 
Flynn, [)i rector of Flori da 's Communi ty Control program, thi s form of 
monitoring is currently used for misdemeanants only. However, the De
partment of Corrections is evaluating its lise for felons. 

In some house arrest cases, felons are monitored by a ,telephone robot. 
The robot can safely store 350 names and telephone numbers. It calls 
tht~SC numbers at vari aus times duri ng the day and ni ght to soli ci t 
responses from offenders. Offenders respond by passi ng an electroni c 
brdcelet over the telephone to confirm that they answered the phone. 
The d(~vicc sends electronic Signals through the convict's telephone to 
a computer at the area's probation office. The department rents the 
robots for $350 per month; the bracelets are currently free. 

t4r. Flynn stated that Florida's house arrest program has exceeded 
expectations. Only six percent of the house arrestees are imprisoned 
tor crime vi ola ti ons whi le under the department's supervi si on. More
over, r·1r. Flynn stated that the main purposes of the program--reduction 
of pri son crowd; ng and avoi dance of pri son cons tructi on--have been ac
comp 1i shed. S1 nce the program began in 1983, more than 5, 000 felons 
l1ave been successfully di verted from the state's pri sons. 

52"State Innovations Range From Prisons to Babies, II State Government 
News, November 1985~ page 8. 

-41-



ALTERNATIVES TO REDUCE CROWDING 

Intensive Probation 

This variant of traditional probation involves more frequent contacts 
and demands than normal probation. It differs from house arrest in 
that there is more freedom of movement under intensive probation. At 
least eight states have implemented some form of intensive probation:,. 
diverting up to one fifth of their convicted felons from prison. 5j 

Under Georgia's program, probationers are subject to mandatory curfews, 
a minimum of five unannounced visits a week at home or work, 132 hours 
of community service, and spot urinalyses or breath t~~sts to detect 
drugs or alcohol. 

According to Larry Anderson, coordinator of Georgia's alternative 
sentencing programs, the intensive probation programis results have 
exceeded initial goals. Of the 2,500 convicts who have participated in 
the program since it began in July 1982, only 4.7 percent (119) have 
committed new crimes; only one of these crimes was a major felony (armed 
robbery). In addition, participating probationers pay the entire cost 
of the program. As part of thei r sentence, the judge requi res them to 
pay a monthly fee for the program. Mr. Anderson stated that the program 
cost for FY 86 shoul d be $2.7 milli on, and program receipts are pro~ 
jected to total $3.5 million, a "profit" of $800,000. 

Special Alternative Incarceration 

Also entitled "Shock" incarcerationJ) this alternative was implemented 
in Georgi a in November 1983. Program parti ci pants are usually between 
ttle ages of 17 and 25 years who have not previously served time in a 
state prj son. Participants are selected by judges at sentenci ng and 
must not have been convicted of a crime requiring mandatory imprisonment 
(i.e., murder, armed robberyp etc.). 

According to Larry Anderson, partiCipating inmates are incarcerated in 
one of the state's prisons and are segregated from long-term convicts. 
Mr. Anderson stated that the program's routine is similar to marine 
corps boot camp; inmates receive military-style haircuts, perform hard 
labor, and end each day with intensive calisthenics. Instead of serv
ing a one-to-five-year incarceration (\'Jhich they would have faced), 
partiCipants stay for 90 days and are then placed on varying levels of 
probation for an extended period. 54 

53 11 The Alternative to Prison,1I ThE' Hashington Post National Weekly Edi
tion, September 2, 1985, Page~ 

54Note that this alternative reduces time served. Although convicts 
are still incarcerated, their prison stay is drastically reduced. 
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Operating costs for shock incarceration are at least as expensive as 
regular imprisonment because of the high level of supervision required. 
Nevertheless, substanti a 1 sa vi ngs are realized because offenders are 
diverted from long prison terms and the related costs. 

Mr. Anderson maintains that this program is one of the most effective 
alternatives currently utilized in Georgia. Preliminary figures show 
that 93.5 percent of the program's participants were offense-free for 
six months following their release. Long-term statistics are not yet 
available. 

Conservation Camps 

Under this alternative D prisoners are diverted from state prisons to 
less costly facilities. This method of reducing pri sons entries has 
been successfully implemented in Nevada. 

The Nevada lJepartment of Corrections (NDC) probably grew faster than 
any other state corrections agency during the past eight yeal's--16 per
cent annually. During 1985, the NDC opened two conservation camps of 
150 beds each to reduce crowding in the prisons, and to cut corrections 
costs. 

Inmates are selected for the camps using an objective classification 
system based on a model by the National Institute of Corrections (NIC). 
Selection to the camps is restricted to low-risk inmates who meet a 
number of criteria, including the following: 

no sex Offender history; 

no history of repetitive violence; 

no history of psychological or emotional problems; 

no violent crimes within the past year; and 

no past prison escapes. 
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According to Peter Demosthenes of the Nevada Department of Corrections, 
the camps have a number of advantages to the inmates and the state. 
Inrna tes get the opportuni ts to work, whi ch means addi tiOiial good ti me 
credit and a nominal wage. 5 The added good time credit results in an 
earlier release than is possible in the state prison. Moreover, pris
oners have the opportunity to be productive during their imprisonment 
peri ad. 

The advantages to the state include cheap labor for local and state 
projects, and reduced corrections costs. Camp inmates ~/ork on conserva
tion and fire suppression projects supervised by the state's forestry 
division. In addition, inmate crews have worked within communities on 
projects whi ch the towns coul d not otherwi se afford. Recent projects 
include gathering firewood for senior citizens, clearing sidewalks of 
snow, and improvement of parks and rodeo grounds. 

~1oreover, the State has saved money because of the lower cost of 
supervising camp inmates. Mr. Demosthenes stated that the current 
average supervision of a camp inmate is $6,700 per year compared to 
$12,000 per year for prison inmates. 

Furthermore, the camp program has helped Nevada to reduce its pri son 
crowding and postpone construction of new prisons. The NDC plans to 
expand one camp and construct three more duri ng the next 14 months to 
increase camp bed space to 1,115 beds. The NOP has kept construction 
costs for the camps down by using inmate labor, NDe eguiPment, and sur
plus modular units from the Alaska Pipeline Project. 5 

FEASIBILITY OF THE ALTERNATIVES IN ALASKA 

Any of the alternatives described in this chapter would generally be 
feasible to implement in Alaska. Moreover, each alternative costs the 
State less per inmate than the cost of imprisonment. $ome--such as the 
emergency overcrowding act and community residential centers--have been 
utilized in the past. Their use as ways to reduce institutional crowd
ing could be expanded without significant additional cost to the State. 
In addition~ their expansion would not require changes in the current 
law. 

55Those li ving in the camps get at least ten more days per month good 
time than the maximum allowed in the state1s prisons. In addition, 
prisoners are paid extra when on fire fighting status. 

56Accordi ng to Mr. Demosthenes, there have been fe\oJ escapes from the 
camps despite the mere eight-foot chain link fence which surrounds the 
camps. Mr. Demosthenes asserts that the escape from these camps has 
been lower than that of all other institutions in the western states. 
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Expansion of di scretionary parole woul d require changes to the current 
law. In addition, expanded use of this alternative would require 
additional personnel to handle the larger caseload. However, substan
tial savings are realized under this alternative because its use may 
prevent or postpone additional pri son construction whi ch woul d other
wise be required. As noted, the cost to supervise a convict on parole 
is significantly less than the cost of incarceration • 

The intensive probation and house arrest programs could be implemented 
without any change in current law. These alternatives could be applied 
to eligible Class Band C felons who would otherwise have been jailed 
for their offenses. 

If any alt~rnative in this chapter is implemented p careful screening 
and evaluation of eligible convicts is vital to program success. Each 
alternative would place an offender in a lower level of security, 
increasing the potential for escape. However, some risk cannot be 
avoided unless the legislature decides to build more prisons in lieu of 
other choices. 

The Uni versi ty of Alaska Anchorage (UAA) recently pub 1i shed a forecast 
ot the State1s prison population over the next twenty years or so. The 
forecast projects a prison population exceeding 4,000 by 1990. If accu
rate, th; s means that the population would rougilly double duri ng the 
next five years. 

It no additional prisons are built after the Spring Creek facility 
opens in 19B7, the State's prison capacity would theoretically be 1,500 
beds sPJrt of the projected inmate population by 1990. Nevey'theless, 
crowding probably would not occur under present law. Under the current 
Emergency Conditional Commutation Release act (ECCR), the governor is 
required to release prisoners when prison populations exceed a specified 
level for a specified period of time. If this act is carried out in 
its present form, prisoners \'Iould be released on a consistent basis 
under the UAA forecast. 

Release under the ECCR would effectively result in the expansion of the 
State1s discretionary parole system. Under discretionary parole, in
mates are released if they have served a statutorily required period of 
time and are determined to be reasonable security risks upon release. 
The same general principles apply under the ECCR; eligible inmates must 
have served at least one-half of their sentence and be within 120 days 
of release. Moreover, they cannot be released if deemed a bad risk 
based on a number of criteria. 

However, using the ECCR in its present form as the means to reduce 
crowding does little to provide long-term reliefor control of the 
crowding situation. Because so fe\'>/ prisoners are released under the 
ECCR relative to the number currently entering the State1s prisons, the 
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prison population may exceed the ECCR1s capacity limits soon after ECCR 
releases are made, thereby invoking the act again. Then, the time-con
suming inmate selection process must start allover. 

If implemented, one or more of the alternatives described in this 
chapter could reduce the prison population to a level sufficient to 
avoid invocation of the ECCR. Implementation of any of the described 
alternatives could provide a measure of relief from constant prison 
crowding. Moreover, selected alternatives could enable corrections 
personnel to get the crowding problem under control. Although there 
are security risks involved with any of the alternatives, each has been 
successfully implemented in other states. 
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CnIHES, COlIVlCTIOHS, SENTENCE LEN~TH, NtO I.£lmH or III(ARC£RATlOH--Al.ASIA 198-4 
ITIME 1" YEtJlS I 

RELEASE CIllIDlTIOH5: Plrelt Ifill 1/9 'f SnURe. fOr NOR-pr"lIplh. S'Rllacll Elctldhg 180 01,1 
'Dod Tht of 2~' fir Prllllplhtl, SHllftcd CoulclG 

TIME S£llVED 
IIOHtIRESutlPTlVE 5ElflEHCES PAES\J!tPTlVE SENTENCES UNDER -----------_ .. _---------- PRESUMPTIVE 

TOTAl. IDF TOTAL I OF SENTENCES AS 
cnIHE TOTAL AVERAGE AVERIII:E me: 'RNal AVEAM:E AVERAGE TlKE CRAND A I Dr TOTAL 

• cainE CLASS CDKYlCTIONS COHVICTIDHS SENTENCE IIICARCERATIDH SERVED TOTAl. CONUICTIIllIS SENTENCE INCARCERATION SERVED TOTAl mE SEI1VED 

»urdor ! 17 0.0 0.0 0.001 17 21.0 20.S 344.9 IU7I 100.001 
H'rd,r II 5 0.0 0.0 0.00 5 26.0 B.7 43.9 1.7B 100.00 

llaaillughlor 10 0.0 0.0 0.00 10 7.0 5.B 5U 2.16 100.00 
Cr nOO Ilcoocldo 7 0 1.8 9.8 1.16 0.0 0.0 0.00 0,00 

AOlaull I 20 0.0 0.0 0.00 20 0.0 6.0 120.0 4.94 100.00 

Amull II a 20 15 8.0 1.0 15.0 1.07 13 6.0 4.5 5B.5 2.41 79,59 

Am.ull !II C 76 ~52 3.0 1.0 52.0 6.47 24 4.0 3.0 72.0 2.96 5U6 
Kldoapplng U 2 0.0 0.0 0.00 2 20.0 6.7 13.3 0.55 100.00 

CUll , Inlorforonca 1 C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 

Sal hn.ull I U 77 0.0 0.0 0.00 77 10.0 7.5 577.5 23.76 100.00 
SOl hnaull II 2~ 20 4.0 I.S 24.7 B.82 5.0 a.B 7.5 O.SI 21.9~ 

50' A .. aull III B 0 O.~ U 4.0 O.M 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
5 •• AbuOQ 01 HI nor I U 14 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 14 6.0 4.5 63.0 2.59 100.00 

Sex Abbn a' "Ioor 11 D 52 52 4.0 I.B 69.3 0.62 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
So, AbDDI 01 "Ioor 111 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 

Incool 4 2.0 0.7 2.7 0.S3 0.0 0.0 0.00 0,00 

Elpl'lI Dlnor 2 15.0 5.0 10.0 1.24 0.0 0.0 0.00 0,00 
g,bbor, 1 89 0.0 0.0 0.00 BS 0.0 &.0 ~B.O UD 100.00 

Robber, 11 11 U I.B 10.7 l.aS 3 6.0 U 13.S 0.56 5\,06 

Euor\loD 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0,0 0.00 
CoerciDn 1.5 0.5 O.S 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Tholl I !.O 1.7 6.7 0.03 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Tholl II 60 B2 B.O 1.0 3U 9.90 2B 4.0 9.0 04.0 8.46 72.41 

Tholl bg roeo\vlng 2 2 1.0 0.3 0.7 0.00 0.0 0.0 0,00 0.00 

Tholl of Sorvlcu B 5 0.0 0.0 0.00 6.0 4.5 2U 0.93 100.00 

ll1ulng Dad Chlcl B 9 4 B.O 2.7 10.7 1.SS 7.0 S.S 26,S 1.08 71.11 

Froud Use 01 Cr Card C 2 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 3.0 2.3 U 0.19 100.00 

Oaroll', 1 57 29 3.0 1.0 29.0 3.61 2B 5.0 S.B IOU 4.32 70.36 

Borglarl II B2 42 2.0 0.7 211.0 B.4B 40 U 3.0 120.0 U4 O1.0B 
Arion I 5 0.0 0.0 0.00 5 15.0 11.3 56.3 UI 100.00 

ArDo. 11 8.0 1.0 S.O 0.37 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

C,Ia Hlachlo' 1 1 0.0 0.0 0.00 3.0 2.3 2.3 0.09 100,00 

C,I. HlDchle! 11 12 1.S O.S B.O 0.97 8.0 2.3 13.5 0.51\ O!.O2 

Forgorg 1 4 7.0 2.9 4.7 0.5B 1.5 1.1 2.3 0.09 S2.53 

Faro.r, II 14 5.0 1.7 10.0 1.24 10.0 7.5 60.0 2.47 05.71 

5cho •• 10 do/rood 4 1.0 o.a 1.9 0.17 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Faln BUllnlu necord I 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.01 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Endangor Mlo.r I O.B O.S o.a 0.03 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Driber, S.O 1.0 1.0 0.12 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Per jar, 8 U 1.8 2.7 o.sa 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Escapo I A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0,0 0.0 0.00 

Eseope II B 4.0 1.9 1.S 0.17 7.0 5.9 lU 0.65 92.20 

Proualo Conlruband I C 8.0 1.0 1.0 0.12 5.0 3.0 8.B 0.15 7B.95 

Taaper ulIh wlt.on 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 

laapor wilh ovidont. 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 

Inlor/or. Oil Pracoed 5.0 1.7 1.7 0.21 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

lIindoring Pr050cullon C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 

Torrori.lic Th,oal C 2 2.0 0.7 1.B 0.17 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Riol C 1 o.! 0.5 0.5 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

HI.conducl U •• pon. I C 7 11.0 3.7 7.3 0.91 12.0 9.0 45.0 1.95 SU9 

Co.lrol Sobua.co I U 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 M 3.0 24.0 0.99 100.00 

Conlrol Sobaunco 11 A 9 0.0 0.0 0.00 9 6.5 4.9 43.9 1.01 100.QO 

Conlral Sobll.o •• tIl 0 73 54 B.O 1.0 54.0 6.71 19 5.0 S.O 71.S 2.98 56.09 

Conlro1 Snbou.co IV C 21 17 2.0 0.7 11.S 1.41 4 5.0 9,0 15.0 0.62 56.96 

AU.upl coo. II folon, 8 5.0 1.7 5.0 0.62 4 5.0 S.O 1~.0 0.A2 75.00 

501lci\ ea •• 11 crle. 1 B.O 1.0 1.0 0.12 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

"iacella.ooa. A foloo, 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 

MilceUanoo., 0 falang ,g 6.0 2.0 2.0 0.25 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

"iscollAn.ous C felon, I: AD 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 60 2.4 I.B IOU 4.90 100.00 

"lId.a.lnorD II 6,062 6,062 0.1 0.1 asu 47.B2 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
.... -..... -.... _--------_ ......... ------------- ... __ ..... ------

TOTAL 6,922 6,454 BOU 100.00' 468 2,(30.1 100.001 7Ua, 
_ .. _---------------- -----------

TOTAL TlKE SERVED: 3,234.3 Y .... IHCARCEI1ATIOH FDR PRESUIIPTIVE SENTENCES EQUALS 75 PERCENT OF Tilt SENTENCE 
TI»£ SEI1QEO lOOlER EXCEPT IIUIIOER I lIND II, KIDNAPPING AND COIfTROLLED SUilSTAHCE I. THE SENTENCE 

1905 UW; a,234.3 Til" FOIl Tl£5E CRIKES 15 THE ;!lE~T£ll 0;: ONE TIIIRD OF TIlE SENTENCE 1m TIlE HAIftlATOOT 
HIKilllm TERH LESS GOOO 11»£, 

~ODITlO::i'.l. TInE 
UNDER 1905 LAU: 10.0IVeI" 

CHAlISE FRO" 
1905 LAU: 0.01 



CRIMES, CON~ICTlOHS, SENTENCE lENGTH, AIID LEHGTlI or I~CAIIC£RAnDH-Al.ASrA 1984 
mtiE Itl YEARSI 

RELEASE tOIIDITlON5: Parole alnr 1/9 01 5tHU ... lor N •• -p ..... plln 5 •• 1 ..... EiC:1!Idhg 180 DI,I 
Goad Tilt of S31 lor Ptllnpllvl1i SIIIt ... d Co"vlclS 

TlHE SEn~EO 
NDHl'RESUilPTIVE SEHTENCES PRESUIIPTlUE SENTEHCES UNDER ------------------- ------- _ .. _---.. _-.... _---- PRESUMPTIVE 

TOTAL 1 OF TOm 1 OF SENTENCES AS 
CRltiE TOTAl. AVERAGE AVERAGE TllfE GRANO AVERACE AVERACE TIME GRAHD Ii 1 OF TOTAL 

CRIll!: ClliSS CONVICTlDltS CONVICTIONS SEllTEHCE IIICAACERRTIOiI SOWED TOTAl. CDNVICTlDHS SEHTENCE INCARCERATION SERVED TOTAL TlHE SERVED 

tlurd~r I U 17 0.0 0.0 0.001 17 27.0 IB.O BOI.O 14.131 100.001 
lIurdo. II U 5 0.0 0.0 0.00 5 21.0 B.7 oIB.3 2.00 100.00 

lI.nsl.ughl.r Ii 10 0.0 0.0 0.00 10 7.0 4.7 ~1.7 2.IS 100.00 
Cr lIog Uooocide C 7 4.0 1.8 90S 1.16 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Aaanul\ I Ii 20 0.0 0.0 0.00 20 0.0 U 106.7 4.92 100.00 
Anoull 11 0 29 15 3.0 1.0 15.0 1.07 IB 1.0 U 52.0 2.40 77 .61 

AUDUh 111 C 76 52 B.O 1.0 52.0 6.~7 24 M 2.7 IU 2.95 5U7 
KidRnpplng U 2 0.0 0.0 0.00 20.0 6.7 13.3 0.62 100.00 

CUll. lMarloranoa 1 C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 
S~l Annuli I U 77 0.0 0.0 0.00 77 10.0 1.7 m.3 2370 100.00 

Su A'9null II 22 20 4.0 1.9 26.7 9.1la 5.0 9.S 6.7 0.91 20.00 
SOl Annuli III C a 0 0.5 O.~ 4.0 0.50 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

SCI Abu .. 01 IIlnor I U 14 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 14 6.0 4.0 56.0 US 100.00 
Sal Abula 01 "lnnr II 9 52 52 U I.S 69.8 0.62 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
501 Abuse of "ino, III C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 

lnoaS! 4 4 2.0 0.1 2.7 0.S8 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Elploll nlnor 2 2 15.0 5.0 10.0 1.24 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Rubbory I 3D 0.0 0.0 0.00 SO 0.0 U 202.6 9.86 100.00 
nobbary II II 4.0 1.9 10.7 l.ea 9 6.0 4.0 12.0 0.55 52.94 
E1lorllo. 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 
Co.rcl.n I I 1.5 0.5 0.5 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.00 O.QO 
Tholl ! 4 4 5.0 1.7 6.7 0.09 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Tholl II 60 02 3.0 1.0 !l2.0 9.90 29 4.0 2.7 74.7 3.45 70.00 
Thoh bi , •• olvlnD 2 2 1.0 O.S 0.7 O.OB 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Tholl QI Sorviaa. S 0.0 0.0 O.O~ 5 6.0 4.0 20.0 0.92 100.00 
lsoulnD Ood Choel 9 B.O 2.7 n.7 1.93 5 7.0 U 23.9 1.00 69.63 

Fraud u •• 01 C, Cnrd 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 3.0 2.0 4.0 O.IB 100 00 
Durglary I 57 29 3.0 1.0 29.0 9.61 2B 5.0 3.9 99.3 4.31 76.29 

Durolory II 02 42 2.0 0.7 29 0 3.49 40 4.0 2.7 106.7 4.92 79.21 
Mso. I 5 0.0 0.0 0.00 5 15.0 10 0 M.O 2.al 100.CO 

Aroo. II 3 B.O 1.0 B.O 0.97 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
CrlD mathi.1 I B I 0.0 0.0 0.00 3.0 2.0 2.0 0.09 100.00 

CrlD «19chlO! II C 12 6 1.5 0.5 a.O 0.b7 S.O 2.0 12.0 0.55 00.00 
Forgor, I 0 4 2 7.0 2.8 4.7 US U 1.0 2.0 0.09 30.00 

Forgery Il C 14 6 5.0 1.7 10.0 1.24 10.0 6.7 5S.~ 2.46 B4.21 
Seheo. 10 delraud 4 4 1.0 O.S I.S 0.17 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

rail; Bosinog; Rotord I I 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.01 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Endanger llinor I I o.a o.a 0.3 O.OS 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Driber, 1 3.0 1.0 1.0 0.1~ 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Perj"r, 4.0 I.B 2.7 0.8a 0.0 0.0 0.00 O.CO 

Ea.opo I 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 
Estopo II 4.0 1.B 1.3 0.17 7.0 4.7 14.0 0.65 91.B0 

Pro.ol. C.nlrab.nd I C 2 S.O 1.0 1.0 0.12 5.0 3.S S.S 0.15 76.92 
luper I/lIh .llno .. C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 

hopar uUh oVldenc. C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 
In\erhro 011 Protoad 8 I 5.0 1.7 1.7 0.21 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
IIlndoring Proaocullon C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 

Terrorhllc Throal C 2 2.0 0.7 1.3 0.17 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
n,ol C 1 U O.S U 0.06 0.0 O.~ 0.00 0.00 

""co.duol U~apon' I C 7 11.0 3.7 7.S 0.91 5 12.0 B.O ~OO 1.95 04.51 
conlrol SobalDn •• I U S 0.0 0.0 0.00 0 4.0 2.7 21.9 0.90 100.00 

Conlrol Sab,lunce 11 Ii 9 0.0 0.0 0.00 9 6.S 4.3 39.0 I.BO 100.00 
Conlrol Subalanco III S 73 54 S.O 1.0 54.0 6.11 19 5.0 S.B 6S.3 2.92 59.97 
Conlr.1 Sobolonco IV C 21 17 2.0 0.7 11.8 1.41 ~ 5.0 3.3 13.3 0.62 54.0S 

Mlc.pl COool\ lolon, A 7 a S.O 1.7 5.0 0.62 4 's.0 o a 13.3 0,62 72.79 
Sollel\ •••• 11 .'lIG B I 3.0 1.0 1.0 0.12 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

hll •• llanoo •• Ii ItI.oy A 0.0 0.0 0.00 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 
Hi'.dlnn •••• D fel.o, 8 I 6.0 2.0 2.0 0.25 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
"I.c.llnnaaul C felo.y C 60 0.0 0.0 0.0 O.O~ 60 2.4 1.6 94.7 4.37 100.00 

IIIsdeo •• norl " 6,062 6,062 0.1 0.1 S8U ~7.02 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 ------.. --.. ----------.. ----... ----~ ... _-------
TOTAL 6,922 6,~~4 004.3 100.001 ~'8 2,166.1 100.001 72.921 

...... - ..... _ .... __ .... _---_ ....... _ ... _-------_ .. _---_ .. _ .. _-----_._--_ .. --------------------.. _--_ .. _----_ .... _-
TOTAL nnE SEQ,ED; 2,970.4 Yll .. IHCAACERATION rOR PRESUMPTIVE SENTENCES EQUALS 75 PERCENT Ilf TIlE SENTENCE 
TIME SERII£lJ UNDER EXCEPT KURDER 1 AHD II, KIDNAPPING AIIIl CONTROllED SUBSTANCE 1. THE SENTENCE 

1905 lAW: B,234.3 Yllts FOR T~SE CR1HES 15 TIlE CREATER OF 0iIE lllIAD OF M SENTEHCE O!I TIlE IWIllATORY 
HIHIKUH TERH lESS CODO TIKt. 

AODITIOWAL mE 
UNDER 19D5 lAU; 263.9 Y.Ir' 

CI1A~GE FROM 
1905 lA~' 0.21 



CRINES, COIIVlClIOIIS, SENTENCE LENGTH, AHD LEh'C:T1t OF INCARC£lIATIOII-WlSKA 19I~ 

ITIHE IN YEARS I 

RELEASE COIIIlITIOllS: Plnh afltr 1/9 of StIlIIICt fer ~Dft·prll .. plln StnltnCIl EICIIldlag ISO 01,1 
'Irch alltr lIS of StI'lnct lor Prnnpllnl, SH'''ct~ CUVICII 

TINE SERVED 
NOHPRESUHPTlVE SENTENCES PRESUMPTIVE SEHTENCES UNDER ._-----_ ... _------_. ----_ .... ----- PRESIlttPTlUE 

TDTIll. 'Of' TOTAL , OF SENTENCES AS 
CRINE TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE mE ~D mRAGE AVERAC£ TINE GRANO A , or TOTAL 

cnlKE CLASS ctNtUCTlO!I5 ctNtVlCTI0H5 SENTENCE IHCMCERATlOII SEAYED TOTIll. COIIYICTIOIIS SENTENCE INCARCERATION SERVED TOTAL TlHE SERUED 

Hurdtr I 17 0.0 0.0 o.m 17 27.0 9.0 m.o 13.771 100.001 
Murdtr II G 0.0 0.0 0.00 ~ 26.0 B.7 ~3.9 S.90 100.00 

lI&uluohltr 10 0.0 0.0 0.00 10 7.0 2.S 29.9 2.10 100.00 
Cr NtO Halaclde 7 4.0 t.8 9.a 1.16 0.0 0.0 O.~O 0.00 

Amull I 20 0.0 0.0 '.00 20 0.0 2.7 ~a.a UO 100.00 
A ... ull II 20 I~ S.O 1.0 n.o 1.07 IS 6.0 2.0 2&.0 2.84 63.41 

Anull XII C 76 a2 S.O 1.0 a2.0 6.47 24 4.0 1.3 92.0 2.BD 8B.10 
Kldnlpplng U 2 0.0 0.0 0.00 20.0 6.7 IS.a 1.20 100.00 

Cusl. Inllrlorlne<! I C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 
SOl Anaull I U 77 0.0 0.0 0.00 77 10.0 a.9 2~6.7 2s.o9 100.00 

SQI Anaull II 0 22 20 4.0 1.D 26.7 a.92 2 S.O 1.7 9.9 0.90 11.11 
S .. Allaull IU C 0 a M o.~ 4.0 MO 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Sex Abu .. 01 Hlnar I U H 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 14 6.0 2.0 29.0 U2 100.00 
Sex Abuse 01 Hlnar II 0 S2 S2 U 1.0 69.S 0.62 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
SOl Ab ... 01 "IRar III C 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 

1n~"1 C 2.0 0.7 U US 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Elploll IInor a 2 n.o 5.0 10.0 1.2~ 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Rabbtr! I A sa 0.0 0.0 0.00 8B 0.0 2.7 IOU 9.12 100.00 
Robber V II 9 11 4.0 1.S 10.7 !.SS 6.0 2.0 6.0 0.~4 96.00 
EIIDrllon 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0,0 0.0 0.00 
Coercion C 1 I U O.S O.~ 0.0& 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Thill I a 4 4 ~.O 1.7 6.7 0.83 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

ThIll II C 60 32 S.O 1.0 82.0 9.90 2S 4.0 !.S 97.9 9.9& ~g.O~ 

Tholl b! receiving C 2 2 1.0 O.S 0.7 O.OB 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Tholl 01 Services a 0.0 0.0 0.00 6.0 2.0 10.0 0.90 100.00 
Inulng Oad Chid 0 9 0.0 2.7 10.7 l.a3 S 7.0 2.9 11.7 1.0~ ~2.24 

Froud Use 01 Cr Card C 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 2 9.0 1.0 2.0 0.10 100.00 
Dorglar, I D ~7 29 9.0 1.0 29.0 3.41 2S S.O 1.7 46.7 4.20 61.67 

oorglar, II 02 42 2.0 0.7 28.0 9.~a 40 4.0 1.9 Sa.9 4.00 6~.57 

ArIon I S 0.0 0.0 0.00 IS.O S.O 2U 2.2~ 100.00 
ArIon II B.O 1.0 9.0 0.97 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Crll "llchtel 1 I 0.0 0.0 0.00 a.o 1.0 1.0 0.09 100.00 
Cria Kllchl.1 II 12 I.~ 0.5 9.0 0.97 a.o 1.0 6.0 0.S4 66.67 

Fargerl I 4 7.0 2.S 4.7 O.~O I.~ o.~ 1.0 0.09 17 .6~ 
Forgery II 14 ~.O 1.7 10.0 1.24 10.0 S.S 2&.7 2.40 72.79 

Schu. 10 defraud 4 1.0 O.D !.S 0.17 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Faile aud'I" RICard 1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.01 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Endangtr Hloar I 0.3 O.S 0.3 0.G9 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Orlblrl I 3.0 1.0 1.0 0.12 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Perjur, a 2 4.0 I.S 2.7 0.99 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Elcap. I A 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 
Elcapa II B 4 4.0 I.S 1.3 0.17 7.0 2.3 7.0 0.63 94.00 

Pralolo Coni riband I C 2 S.O 1.0 1.0 0.12 ~.O 1.7 1.7 0.15 62.50 
Taop.r wl\h vllno .. C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 

Tllp., vllh nldlnce C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 
Inlerhre 011 Proctld D I ~.O 1.1 1.7 0.21 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Illndcr!ng Prallculion C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 

TorrarlsllC Thrll\ C 2 2.0 0.7 1.3 0.17 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Rial C 0.5 O.S O.~ 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

HlBcanducl hapo", I C 11.0 a.7 7.9 0.91 S 12.0 4.0 20.0 1.60 7a.t7 
Can Ira! Sab'lane<! I U 0.0 0.0 0.00 0 U 1.9 10.7 0.96 100.00 

Canlral SublliOCt II A 9 0.0 0.0 0.00 9 6.5 2.2 19.~ 1.75 100.00 
Canlral Saballnco lit 0 73 54 S.O 1.0 54.0 6.11 19 3.0 1.7 91.7 2.a~ 36.96 
Control Sibilance IV C el 17 2.0 0.7 1I.S 1.41 4 5.0 1.7 6.7 0.60 97.04 

AII •• pl CD .. I\ hlon, A 7 3 5.0 1.7 S.O 0.62 4 S.O 1.7 6.1 0.60 57.14 
Sollc!1 callil crt .. 0 I I 9.0 1.0 1.0 0.12 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Kilcellluoa~ A hlaa, A 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 
MlScollanlau. B Ida" 1 &.0 2.0 2.0 0.25 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
HllcellaatDa. C lelen, 60 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 60 2.4 O.B ~7.3 4.26 IgO.OO 

Khd.llanors 6,062 &,062 0.1 0.1 384.6 ~7.82 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 ----------_ .. -
ToTIll. 6,9~2 6.4S4 00403 100.001 44B 1,111.5 100.001 SO. Del .... -_ .. -_ .. _---_._. .-_ .. -.. ---_ ..... ._---------

TOTAL TIME SERVED; 1,915.0 Yoars INCARCERATION FOR PRESUHPTlVE SENTENCES EQUALS 75 PERCENT Of' TItE SEHTEHCE 
TlHe SERVED UNDER EXCEPT KU1l0ER I AND 11, XlDHAPPIMG ANa CONTRDUED SUIlSTIIHCE I. TIll: SENTENCE 

19~ LAW: 9,234.3 Ytl .. FOR THESE CRIKES IS THE tREATER OF OIIE THIRD Of' T1t£ SENTENCE OIl TIt! KoIHOATIHIY 
MIHIMUH TERK LESS tOOD TIKE. 

IUlDITIDHAL TlKE 
UNDER 1905 LAW; I,SIO.S Yur. 

CllANG£ rnOH 
190~ LAW: ~O n 



CRI~ES, COilVICTlOllS, SENTENCE LENGTlI, AlIO l.IIICTH or Ih'tAACERATlIllf-ALASU 1984 
ITIH£ IN YE~nS I 

RELEASE COl«IlTIOIIS: Parol •• IIar liS 01 S •• ltnt, for Ntn',rll;lplho Snllfttll Eltlldhg 100 0.,. 
;Dod TiM of ~~, 'Dr Pr .... pllvtl' Stnllnttd CI .. leli 

T1HE 5ER~EO 
MOtIPiIESUIIPTlYE SENTENCES PRESIRIPTI9E SEHTENCFS UNDER -_._----_ ....... _ .... _-------,,.., ------_ .. - PRESIJIIIlTIVE 

TOTAL I OF TOm I OF SENTENCES AS 
Cnlll! TOTAL ~VERAC£ AI'£RAtI: TlHE ;nAIro mRA;E A'IEAACE mE ;nAND A I OF TOTAL 

cnll .. CLASS CtJIIVICTIOHS CONVICTltJIIS 5EMTIHCE INC~CERATlOil SERVED TOTAL CIIIIVltTlOIIS SEIlTEHCE INCARCERATION SERVED TOTAL T1~ SERVED 

~~rder I U 17 0.0 0.0 0.001 11 86.0 20.9 ~91.9 20.101 100.001 
r.urdDr II u ~ 0.0 0.0 0.00 ~ 22.0 7.6 30.0 1.'5 100.00 

llan,lauohior A 10 0.0 0.0 0.00 10 6.9 U H.D 2.12 100.00 
Cr Ilog 1I0.otld, C 7 4.0 1.3 9.8 1.16 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

An,ull I A 20 0.0 0.0 0.00 20 2.0 2.1 ~e.o 1.72 100.00 
Asnull II 8 20 15 B,O 1.0 1~.0 1.81 13 6.0 U SO.S 2.39 lU9 

h •• lu!\ III 76 52 3.0 1.0 ~2.0 U7 24 4.0 B.O 12.0 2.94 50.06 
Kldnopplng U 2 0.0 0.0 0.00 26,5 O.B 17.7 0.72 100.00 

CUll. Inllrfor.nl:1l I C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 
5 •• A,"ull I U 71 0.0 0.0 0.00 71 11.0 9.9 491.~ 27 .O~ 100.00 

So. Auaull II B 22 20 4.0 La C6.7 3.92 2 U 3.0 1.5 O.BI 21.95 
501 hllull III C 0 0 O.S 0.5 4.0 0.50 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

SOl Abuse 01 Hlnor I U 14 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 14 &.0 4.5 6B.O U1 100.00 
SQ. Abut 0' Hina. II B 52 52 4.0 1.3 69.3 0.62 0.0 0.0 0.0 0,00 0.00 
Su Abu .. a' Hlno. III C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 

latlBl 4 2.0 0.7 2.7 o.sa 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
E.plall alno~ 2 n.o 5.0 10.0 1.2~ 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Robbe., I ,\ 80 0.0 0.0 0.00 90 U 3.1 116.9 4.70 100.00 
Robber, II 0 11 4.0 1.9 10.7 US 9 6.0 4.~ 18.5 U~ 55.06 
EnorUo, 0 0 0.0 0.0 o.eo 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 
Coo. cion C 1 1 1.5 0.5 0.5 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
TholL I 0 4 4 U 1,7 6.7 0.03 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Tholl II 60 92 3,0 1.0 02.0 8.90 e9 4.0 3.0 84.0 9.43 7241 
Tholl bg rocelYlng 2 2 1.0 o.s 0.7 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Tholl 0' Sorvito. 5 0.0 0.0 0.00 6.0 U 2U 0.92 100.00 
Inulng Dad Checl 9 B.O U 10.7 1.3S 5 7.0 5,9 2&.9 1.01 71.11 

Fraud Usa 0' Cr Cord 2 0.0 0.0 U 0.00 2 9.0 2.S 4.S 0.10 100.00 
Burghr, I 51 29 3.0 1.0 29.0 3.61 20 5.0 3.0 m.o 4.29 7B.S6 

On.g10r, II 02 42 2.0 0.7 20.0 9.49 ~O U S.O 120.0 4.90 OI.OB 
Argon 1 5 0.0 0.0 0.00 5 U U 20.6 0.B4 100.00 

ArIon II 3 B.O 1.0 9.0 0.87 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0,00 
Crl. III.chlo' I 1 0.0 0.0 0.00 3.0 2.3 2.9 0.09 100.00 

CrlO Iththlel 11 12 1.5 0.5 9.0 0.91 3.0 2.S IU 0.55 01.02 
Forgor, I 4 2 7.0 2.3 4.7 0.59 1.5 1.1 2.3 0.09 SUS 

Forgorl II 14 & U 1.1 10.0 t.e4 10.0 1.S 60.0 a.4~ 05.71 
Scho •• \0 d./nod ~ 4 1.0 O.S I.S 0.17 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Falso OUllnOD' Retord C 1 1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.01 0,0 0,0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
End.nOIr Hinor e 1 I O'B O.S O.S 0.09 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Bribo., 0 1 1 B.O 1.0 1.0 0.12 0.0 0,0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Plr jurI B I' e 4.0 I.B 2.7 0.33 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Eltlp~ I 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 

Eltope 11 4.0 I.a I.B 0.17 7.0 5.3 n.B 0.64 92.20 
P.o.ola Conlraband I C S.O 1.0 1.0 0.12 ~.O S.O S.O 0.15 70.95 
Tnpor wllh wllnus C 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 

lolper wllh ovldonct C 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 
Inter'lrQ Off PrDco,d 0 5.0 1.1 1.1 0.21 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Hlndorlng Pr •• acull.n C 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 

TorroruUc Throal C 2.0 0.7 1.3 0.17 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
nlOI C 1 U U 0.5 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Hllcondutl U~apon. I C 7 11.0 9.7 7.9 0.91 5 12.0 9.0 45,0 1.04 05.9~ 

ConlrDI Subl\~nco I U 9 0.0 0.0 0.00 B 2.6 2.0 15,6 0.64 100,," 

Conlrol S.bll.n~. II A 9 0.0 0.0 0.00 9 6.5 4.9 49.9 1.79 100.00 
Conlrol Sublunca til 19 ~4 S.O 1.0 54.0 6.71 19 5.0 3.0 71.S 2.91 $6.09 
Conlrot Subilinea IV 21 17 2.0 0.7 1I.S 1.~1 4 5.0 3.0 IS.0 0.61 56.96 

Aluapl conll 'alon, 7 a 5.0 1.7 U 0.62 5.0 S.O 15.0 0.61 15.00 
Sn1tcl\ IXIIIU trll" B 1 1 8.0 1.0 1.0 0.12 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

HIDe.U ... nu. A '.100, A 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 
HI.catlan"u. D Iulan, B I 6.0 2.0 2.0 0.25 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
HI,caUuooUl C lal._", C 60 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 60 2.4 1.0 106.5 4.85 100.00 

1t1lduean~"1 " 6,062 6,062 0.1 0.1 aau ~7.02 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
...... _ ........... - .. -....... ,--_ .......... _ ... _-_._------- ._------_ .... _-_ . 

TOTAL 6,922 6,~54 DOU 1011,001 ~60 2,~46.7 100.00\ 75.261 _ ..... --.. - ..... - .. -_ .. _ .. _ ...... -_ .. _--------_ ... ---_ .. __ .. _-.. _-----_ .. - ...... _ ........... _-_ ... _-_ .... __ ....... _-_ .. _---... -_ .. _----_ ....... 
TOTAL nIlE SEnUEO; 3,251.0 Yllrs INCARCERATION ron PRESUKPTlVE SENTENCES EqUALS 75 PE~CENT OF TIlt SENTENCE 
TIll! SERVED UNDER EXr,EPT ~OER I AND II, K1DNAi>PINC AND CottTROLLED SUB.TANCE I. TflE SENTENCE 

190~ LMI: 8,234.3 hll' Fen THESE CRI11E5 IS TItE 'REAlER OF 01111 TlIIRO Il!' TItE SEII'TEMCE OR THE "AHO~TORY 
HIHIHUII 7ERK LESS 'SOD TIllE. 

AOOITIOI:AL Wit 
UNOEn 1905 LAV. 116.7Ihlrl TltlS TMLE COIITAlN5 SENTENCE AV£RA~E5 FOR 1976-79 CRIIttS 1liiIe" ~RE MOIl 

CIIAHCE rnCH SUBJECT TO PRESIJIIllTlVE S£NTENCINC, FOR 71105£ tillItES II!!EIIE om ME mILAlLE. 
190) LAY: -0.5\ 



----------------------------------_______ & __ ~ ______ .......... === ...... mB ...................................... M7' ...... ~ .. ----

CRllll:S, tOK~ICTlOHS, SENTENCE LENGTH, MfD LEMCTH or INCAACERilTIllIf-ALASKA 19M 
ITINE IN YEARS I 

OELEASE CD:lDITIOHS: Plrch •• lIlr 119 of SIII.,ct /or NaB·prolup\lvo S.tl ..... b ... ~lag 190 OI,S 
Coad Till. of 991 IIr Prt .. lpUvol, Sen .. cod CI .. I.ls 

TlKE SER~EO 
I«liIPRESut1PTlVE SENTENCES PRESIJI14'TlYE SEKTENtES UNDER ----- ----------------_ ... _--- PRESUMPTIVE 

TOTAl. I Of TOTAL I Of SENTENCES AS 
CRIKE TOTAl AVERACE AVERAIOE TIHE WoNG AVERAGE AVERACE T1KE !;llANO A I or TOTAL 

CRIKE CLASS COHVICTIOHS COHtJICTlOHS SENTEHCE llItAIlCERATIOH SEJtVEG TOTAl. COMVlmONS SENTENCE IHCARCERATIOM SERVED TOTAL TIHE SERVED , 
Hurdor I 17 0.0 0.' 0.111 17 86.6 eo.'1 491.9 22.001 100.001 

K.rdtr II ~ 0.0 0.0 e.t0 5 22.0 7.6 S8.0 1.70 100.00 
nllslughltr 10 0.0 0.0 0.00 10 6.9 U 46.0 2.06 100.00 

Cr Hlg Haladd. 7 M 1.3 9.8 1.16 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Allul\ I A 20 0.0 0.0 0.00 20 2.0 1.9 97.3 1.&7 100.00 

Allaull 11 B 2S I~ S.O 1.0 n.o 1.87 IS 6.0 4.0 52.0 2.9S 77.61 
Anaul\ III C 76 52 9.0 1.0 52.0 £.47 24 4.0 2.7 64.0 2.86 55.17 
KldnlPll1a9 U 2 0.0 0.0 0.00 2 2U 0.0 17.7 0.79 100.00 

Cu'l. Inl.rf.rlnee I C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 
Sn Anaull I U 77 0.0 0.0 0.00 77 11.0 7.9 605.7 27.09 100.00 

5 .. An.ull II D 22 20 4.0 1.8 2U O.se 2 ~.O 9.3 6.7 0.80 20.00 
5 .. A .. lull III C e 0 M 0.5 4.0 0.50 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Sox Abult of Hhor I U 14 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 14 6.0 U M.O 2.M 100.00 
Sox Abu,. of Hlnn II 0 52 S2 4.0 1.8 69.8 B.62 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Sox Abu .. of Hlaor III C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 

InCflli 4 2.0 0.7 2.7 0.S8 0.0 0.0 0.0 Q.OO 0.00 
E.plolt Dlnor 2 n.o S.O 10.0 1.24 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0,00 

~cbb.r, I 80 U 0.0 0.00 38 4.1 2.7 IOS.9 4045 100 .00 
Ru~b'rl II II 4.0 1.8 10.7 1.B9 9 6.0 4.0 12.0 0.54 52.94 
£Ilorllon 0 0.0 0.0 0.'0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 
Caordon I I I.S 0.5 D.S 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Tholl I 4 5.0 1.7 6.7 0.e9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Tholl II C 60 82 9.0 1.0 &2.0 8.90 26 4.0 2.7 74.7 s.a4 70.01' 
Thill bV re •• lvlng C 2 2 1.0 O.S 0.7 o.oe 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
1holl of Sen I." 0 5 0.0 0.0 0.00 5 6.0 4.0 20.0 0.09 100.00 
Illuing Oad Cheel 0 9 4 0.0 2.7 10.7 1.83 5 7.0 4.7 28.3 1.04 60.68 

Fraud Ull of Cr tnrd C 2 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 2 9.0 2,0 4.0 0.10 100.00 
Durglarl I e 57 29 B.O 1.0 29.0 8.61 20 5.0 B.S 9B.B 4.17 76.29 

Durollr, II C 02 4.2 2.0 0.7 20.0 8.40 40 4.0 2.7 106.7 4.77 79.21 
Aruon I A 5 0.0 0.0 0.00 5 5.5 B.7 10.S 0.02 100.00 

Arion 11 0 9 8.0 1.0 9.0 0.87 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Crll MI,.hleI I D I 0.0 0.0 0.00 S.O 2.0 2.0 0.09 100.00 

Cria Hh.hhf II C 12 1.5 0.& B.O 0.97 B.O 2.0 12.0 0.54 eo.oo 
Forger I 1 4 7.0 2.0 4.7 D.50 U 1.0 2.0 0.09 90.00 

FarOlri II 14 5.0 1.7 10.0 1.24 10.0 6.7 59.9 2.89 OUI 
Schll' 10 dtfrud 4 1.0 0.0 1.8 0.17 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Fain Bu,hll' Ricard 1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.01 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
E.donglr nlnar I O.S 0.9 0.9 0.09 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Drlblr, I 8.0 1.0 1.0 0.12 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
P.r jari 2 U 1.8 2.7 o.as 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Elclpe I 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 
Escape II 4.0 1.8 1.3 0.17 7.0 4.7 )4.0 0.63 91.80 

Proooll Conlrtb •• d I 2 9.0 1.0 1.0 0.12 5.0 3.9 a.s 0.15 76.92 
Tupor wUh uUoon C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 

Tllplr wUh evlden •• C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 
Inlerloro Off Pracnd 0 I 5.0 1.7 1.7 0.21 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
H .. darlng Pru ... ullon C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 

Terrorl,lIc Thraal C 2 2.0 0.7 1.9 0.17 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Riol C I O.~ 0.5 D.5 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

nU.ondu.1 W •• pOOl 1 C 7 11.0 9.7 7.9 0.91 ~ 12.0 0.0 40.0 1.79 84.51 
Canlrol Subslance I U 0 0.0 U 0.00 0 2.6 1.7 19.9 0.62 100.00 

Conual Subllinoe II A 9 0.0 0.0 0.00 9 6.5 4.9 39.0 1.14 100.00 
Canlral Sub'lInc> III B 79 54 S.O 1.0 54.0 6.71 19 5.0 9.3 69.S 2.89 53.97 
CanirDI SDbllaneR IV C 21 17 2.0 0.7 11.8 1.41 4 5.0 B.B 19.5 0.60 54.05 

hllup\ cauU hlon, A 7 S ~.O 1.7 5.0 0.62 4 5.0 S.S 19.3 0.60 72.7S 
Solidi .. 1111 crhl B I I S.O 1.0 1.0 0.12 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

nil.dlanlau, A hlonl A 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 
Hllcolhntou, 0 lalon, 0 I 6.0 2.0 2.0 0.2~ 0 U 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Hl, •• I1 ... ou. C Itlon9 C 60 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 60 2.4 1.6 90 US 100.00 

HI .... nnars H 6,062 6,062 0.1 0.1 3BU 47.02 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
... _-_ .... _ .. _ .. _-------------_. ._------_._------

TOTAL 6,922 60454 004.8 100.001 460 20m.5 100.001 19.5~' --_ ...... -... _--.. _----_ ........ _-.. __ ._----_._----_ ........ - ........ _ .... _ .. _--------
TOTAL Wit SERVEO: 30099.0 ¥Iara INtARCERmOH FOR PRESUliPTlV£ SElITEMCf:S EQUAlS 75 PERCENT Of THE SEHmIC£ 
TInE SERVED UHOER EXCEPT "IlIIOER 1 ~Hll II, KIDNNlPIHC ,\HO COHTRDLLEO SUSST~HC£ 1. Tilt SEKTEHC£ 

19l15 LAU: 3,234.3 Yura roo TIltSE CRinES IS T1!£ CREATEll Of IlIIE 1U1RD OF T1!£ SEIITENtE OR TH£ MHDATORY 
KIHltruK TEll" LESS CC1lIl TIME. 

~DmOMAL T1Ht 
UHllER 19"~ LAW: 19~.~ Vllrl THIS TABLE CONT~INS S£HTEHC£ AVEAACtS FO~ 1976-79 CRlnES IIHICH ARE MOIl 

CHItIr.£ fRO" 5UiJ£Cr 1C PREIIJlfPTIV£ SEHmICIHG, FUR TIIOS£ CRlnES IlHERE DATA AIlE AVAlLNILE. 
190$ 1.IlII' 6.01 

~--~- ---~~---- ------------------



CRIHES, COIIUICTIOIIS, SENTENCE LENGTH, AIIO LOOH OF IMCAActRATIOII--Al.ASKA 1'184 
ITIHE IN YEAnS I 

RELEASE CllIlomONS: Puoh alllr liS Qf §UIUU for Han-prtl.alpUvl SfAIUUI £I_ding 190 Da" 
Porole I'ur liS 1f S •• lfau lor Pr.nrlplhtl, Stu.need Clulch 

TIHE SERVED 

MOIIPAESUKPTlVE SENTENCES pnESUliPTI VE SEHTEHCES ~oER 

-----_._--- --------------_ .. _--_ .. --_ .. - PRES~PTlVE 

TOTAL , Of' TOTAL I Of' SENTENCES AS 

CRIIIE TOTAl. AVEMCE AVEIlACE TIllE CilAHD AVERACE A¥EnACE TIHE 'RAND A , 01' TOTAL 

CAlM" CLASS CONVICTIONS COMVICTIIMCS SENTENCE INCoIllCERATtOK SERVED TOTAL COltVICTlOItS SENTENCE INCARCERATION SERVED TOTAl mE SElIVED 

ll~rd.r I U 17 0,0 0,0 a.m 17 96.0 29.9 491.~ aU~1 100,001 

Hardor II U 5 0.0 0.0 0.00 5 22.0 7.6 BU 2.73 100.00 

Maolla.uhlvr A 10 0.0 0.0 0.00 10 6.9 2.0 28.0 1.65 100.00 

Cr hoU "~.oeldt C 7 4.0 1.3 9.3 1.16 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

AUIUll I A 20 0,0 0.0 0.00 20 2.0 0.9 10.7 l.S4 100.00 

~u.ull II 0 20 15 3.0 1.0 IU I.B7 19 6.0 2.0 26.0 1.07 69.~1 

Annuli m C 76 52 B.O \.0 52.0 &A7 24 U I.B 92,0 2.80 SUO 

KIdnapping U 2 0.0 0.0 0.00 2 26.5 0.0 17,7 1.21 100.00 

CUGI, Inlor/Qron~o I C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 

Sox Alliull I U 71 0,0 0.0 0.00 77 11.0 3.9 302.9 21.76 100.00 

501 Au .. ,11 II D 22 20 4.0 1.8 26.7 B.D2 2 U \.7 a.a 0.24 11.11 

Sn AUA.1I III C 0 0 0.5 0.5 4.0 UQ 0,0 0.0 0.0 0,00 0.00 

5u Abu .. of "Ina, I U 14 0 0.0 0,0 0,00 14 6.0 2,0 20,0 2,01 100.00 

SOl AbulO 0' HinD, 11 B 52 52 M I.B 69.S 8.62 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

SOl Abuu of "Iuo, III C 0 0.0 U 0.00 0.0 0,0 0.0 0,00 

lncoSI C 4 2.0 0.7 2,7 O.SS 0,0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

hploll linD, D 2 15.0 5.0 10,0 1.24 0.0 0,0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Robbor, I A 3D 0.0 0,0 0.00 ao 4.1 I.~ 51.9 3.73 100,00 

nobbe" II B 11 4.0 1.0 10,7 !.Sa 6.0 2.0 6.0 0.49 3!.OO 

EnD' lion D 0 0.' 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 

Coercion t 1 1 1.5 M OS 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 o 00 

Thill I 0 4 4 U 1.7 6,7 0.113 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Thill Il C 60 92 9.0 1.0 92.0 9,90 l!9 U I.S 97.S 2.60 53.85 

Thofl b, rocchlno C 2 2 1.0 O.B 0,7 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0,00 

Tholl 0/ SorvlcQI B 5 0,0 0.0 0.00 6.0 2.0 10.0 0.72 100,00 

Iliulno Old Chock n 9 4 0.0 2.7 10.7 1.aS 7.0 2.9 11,7 0.04 52.24 

Fr.ud Un df Cr Card C 2 0 0.0 0.0 0,0 0.00 3.0 1.0 2,0 0.14 100.00 

DarolArl I 0 51 29 S,O 1.0 29.0 8.61 20 5,0 1.7 46,7 3.85 61.67 

Durglary II C 02 42 2.0 0.1 20.0 3.43 40 4.0 I.S 59.9 8.0a 6U7 

Araon I A 5 0.0 0.0 0.00 5 5.5 I.B 9,2 0.66 100,00 

Argon 11 0 8.0 1,0 S.O 0.87 0.0 0.0 0.0 o 00 0.00 

Cria "hehlo/ I 0 1 0.0 0.0 0.00 3.0 1.0 1.0 0.07 100.00 

tru "lIehl.' II C 12 U d.S n.o 0.87 9.0 1.0 6.0 0.4S 66.67 

Foroor! 1 0 4 7.0 2.8 4.7 0.50 1.5 D.5 1.0 0.07 17.65 

Forgor, II 14 5,0 1.7 10.0 1.24 10.0 O.S 26,7 1.92 72.79 

5eh.D. 10 dllrnud D 4 1.0 0.9 1.9 0.17 0,0 0,0 0.0 0.00 000 

Falla DUll no" ~.eord C 1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.01 0.0 0,0 0.0 0.00 0,00 

Endangar hlnor C 1 O.S 0.8 O.S O,OS 0,0 0,0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Drlbar, 0 I S.O La 1.0 0.1e 0.0 0,0 0.0 0.00 0,00 

PDr JurV n 2 4.0 I.S 2.7 0.S9 0.0 0,0 0.0 0.00 0,00 

Escep. I A 0 0,0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0,00 

Eleopo 11 0 4 4.0 1.0 1.9 0.11 7.0 2,9 7.0 0.50 D4.00 

ProDol. Cunlraband I C a 9.0 1.0 \.0 0,12 5,0 1.7 1.7 0.12 62.50 

Til par IIlIh U\ln ... C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0,0 0.00 

llopar ullh o.ldan.,. C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 

Inlorh .. Off Procood B I 5,0 1.7 1.7 0.21 0,0 0,0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Ilindoring ProooeuUon C 0 0,0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0,0 0.00 

Tvrrorhlle Threu C 2 2 2.0 0,7 1.8 0.17 0,0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Riol C 1 1 0,5 0.5 0.5 0.06 0,0 0,0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

"llconduel aoapona I C 7 2 11.0 8,7 7,9 0.91 5 12.0 40 20.0 1,44 73.17 

Conlro! Sub. lane. I U 0 0,0 0.0 0.00 0 2.6 0,9 6.9 0.50 100.00 

Conlrol SubOllnco II A 9 0.0 0.0 0,00 9 U 2,2 1905 1.40 100.00 

Conlrol Subllnneo III 0 7S 54 3.0 1.0 54.0 Ul 19 5.0 1.1 31.7 2.29 96,96 

Conlrol Sub.lanea IV C 21 17 2.0 0.7 U.S 1.41 4 5.0 17 6.7 048 21,04 

MI .. pl cD.ell lolon, A 1 a 5.0 1.7 5.0 0.62 4 5,0 \.1 6,1 O,~D 57.14 

501lcll ~QDIII crlu 0 1 I S,O 1.0 1.0 0.12 0,0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

"heollanD", A IoloDl A 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0,0 0,0 0.0 0.00 

HI,eollbnlou, n folonV D I I 6.0 e.o 2,0 0,25 0 0.0 0,0 0.0 0.00 0,00 

"he,lIao"o •• & Itlon, C 60 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0,00 60 2.4 0.0 47.0 9.40 100.00 

"I,dolcana .. " 6,062 6,062 0.1 0.1 SOU 47.02 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

--_._---------------------_ .... - ------ -_ ........ __ .... _-_ .. --_ ............ __ ....... _ ..... 

TOTAL 6,922 6,~54 004.9 100.001 ~6B 1,391.6 100,001 63.371 --_ ...... _ .... _ .............. __ .... __ .. _ ....... -_ ........... _ .............. ---.. _-_ .............. _ ...... - .... _-_ ........ _ ....... _ ..... ---_ ........... _ ...... __ .... _----_ .. _ ................. - ...... _ ....... _--_ .. 
TOTAL TIItt SERVED: 2,195.9 Yun INCARCElIATlON FOn PRESUftPTIUE SENTENCES EQUALS 7~ PERCEHT Ot lliE SEII1£HCE 
TlKE Sm'tD UllDElI EXCEPT'lIUROEll I AHD II, KlOHAPPING ~ COHTRDl.LED SUilSTAHCE I, THi: SENTENCE 

19a5 LAW: 8,234,9 Yal" FOIl THESE CRIK£S IS YIl£ ~EhTEll OF ONE THlnO OF THE SENTENcE OA THE \IAMOATO~Y 
KIMIKUK TEAK LESS CIIIl1) T111£, 

AODI1l0M.~l TlHE 
UI!iIER 190) LAY I,oao 4 Voare THIS TABLE CONTAINS SEHTEHCE AvEllACES FOR 1976-79 CRIII£S IIIIlCII AIlE HOW 

CIIAI!SE FROK SlIJ£CT TO PRESUHPTlVE SENTEIICIItG, FOIl THOSE C1II~ES UHEll£ DATA ME AVAILABLE. 
1935 Lt.V, 82.n 



,------------------,---------------------------------------.-------------------------------

CRlIlES, CIlMVICTlIlMS, SENTEMtE LEIICTH, AII1l LEHew III' IIICMCERATIOII-ALA5KA I.ea 
ITIKE 1M YEMil 

nElEASE eDNDITlIlMS, Parol, allir 119 01 Sialtnct for N.n-pr .... 'I!wt h.llnen EICfldi!g 180 Da,l 
C.od TiN 01 251 far P' .... plhal' StnlUttf Cnn¥iell 

TIHE SERVED 
MOHPRESlJIIPTlVE SElIT\!NCES PRE5UHPTlUE SENTEMtES UNDER --------_._-_ ... - .... _-- ------ .. -----_ .. _---- PRESlJIIPTlVE 

TOTAL IOF TOTAL I OF SENTENCES AS 
CRIME TDTM. AVERIICE AVERACE TIIfE GRAIIO AVERA~ AVERACE TIME ~RANO A I OF TOTAl 

CnlllE CLASS COMVICTlIlMS COiIVICTIIllIS SENTEHCE INCAllCUATIDN SERVED fOTM. COHYICTlIllIS SENTENCE IMtAACERATlIllI SERYED TOTAL TIllE SERYED 

Hard" I U 17 0.' 0.0 0.001 11 eo.O 21.0 m.o l8.m 100.001 
lIurd .. II U 1 0.0 0.0 0.00 7 18.0 6.0 ~e.o 1.61 100.00 

Hanslaughl.r A 9 0.0 0.0 0.00 9 7.0 5.B ~.S 1.81 100.00 
Cr HtD IInocldt C 9 2.0 0.7 5.9 0.66 1 8.S 2.6 2.6 0.10 S~.90 

hllUiI I A 10 D •• 0.0 0.00 IB 8.6 6.5 116.1 M4 100.00 
Anlull II D 21 11 S.O 1.0 11.0 1.85 10 6.0 4.5 45.0 1.12 80.86 

Auull III C 72 sa 2.0 0.7 96.7 U2 17 4.0 8.0 SI.O 1.95 50.17 
kldnapplnD U 6 0.0 0.0 0.00 6 14.0 4.7 20.0 1.07 100.00 

CUBI. InlOrlonnet I C 2 2.0 0.7 1.0 0.16 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
511 ~1"UII I U 62 0.0 0.0 0.00 62 11.0 o.a 511.5 19.56 100.00 

5 .. huaull 11 0 2S 19 8.0 1.0 19.0 2.84 4 1.0 S.9 21.0 O.BO $2.50 
SII AnDull III C 9 S 0.5 0.5 1.5 0.10 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

S .. Abu .. 01 HlRo. I U 20 0.0 0.0 0.00 20 10.0 n m.o 5.74 100.00 
SOl Abuto 01 Kino. 11 0 99 !l3 S.O 1.0 8U 4.06 6 7.0 U 91.5 1.20 40.04 
SOl Abu .. 01 "Ino. III C 0 1.0 0.3 2.7 0.S3 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

IncIII C I S.O 1.0 1.0 0.12 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
E.pIDIl .100. 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 

Robbe., I 86 0.0 0.0 0.00 96 0.0 6.6 297.6 9.09 100.00 
nDbb •• , II 5 2 7.0 2.0 U 0.57 0 U 9.4 10.1 0.99 60.4~ 
EIID.IIDn I 1 A.O 2.0 U 0.25 0.0 0.0 0.00 UO 
CIt.clon C I ! U 0.5 0.5 O.OA 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Th.11 I 0 11 10 U 1.2 11.7 1.44 I 5.0 a.o 8.0 0.14 24.92 

Tholl n C 65 89 2.5 0.0 27.5 9.99 92 B.O 2.S 12.0 2.75 72.86 
Th.1I b, .. eolYlDg C 2 2 1.0 0.0 0.7 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
ThIll 01 S.rvleu 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 
Imino Dad Choel 9 6 8.0 1.0 6.0 0.14 5.5 U 12.4 U7 61.S5 

Froud Il,. 01 Cr Card 6 4 U 0.5 2.0 ~.e5 2 B.O 2.9 4.5 0.17 69.29 
Burglar, I 77 42 9.0 1.0 42.0 U7 a~ U 4.1 IR4 5.52 17.46 

Ourglarl II 79 ~I 2.0 0.1 27.B 9.81 S2 M 9.0 96.0 B.67 77.04 
Arson I 5 0.0 0.0 0.00 5 U U 21.0 0.00 100.00 

AriDO 11 5 5.0 1.1 S.S 0.41 8 0.5 2.6 7.9 o .ao 70.26 
Coli Hllehlel I 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 

CrlD Kllchl., II C 16 11 1.0 0.8 9.1 O.~ 9.0 2.B 11.3 0.43 lUe 
Fo.glrl 1 0 1 I 4.5 1.5 1.5 0.10 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Forger, II C 10 6 4.0 t.n 0.0 0.99 12 0.0 6.0 72.0 2.15 90.00 
Seh ... 10 delraud 0 9 1.0 O.B '8.0 0.37 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Fain Ouliuu Pff:ord C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 
Endanger HlpDr e I 0.8 O.B 0.8 O.DS 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Orlb,,! 0 1 O.S O.S 0.5 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
P,r jur, 0 ~ 4.0 I.a U 0.66 0.0 0,0 0.00 0.00 

Etcap. 1 A 0.0 0.0 O.~O 12.0 9.0 9.0 O.S~ 100.00 
Estap~ II 0 7.0 2.3 2.9 0.29 9.0 6.0 18.S 0.52 OU6 

Pro.ol. Conlraband I C 10.0 S.S B.S 0.41 6.5 4.9 4.9 0.19 59.S9 
hep" .lIh uh .... 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

T .. per ullh tYldone. 0.5 0.5 O.S 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Inler'ore 011 Prottld 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 
llindoring Pro.acaUDn O.S 0.5 1.0 0.12 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

TorrDrlstlc Thrill I 0.0 0.0 0.00 9.0 2.3 2.S 0.09 100.00 
Riol 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 

"lleondutl Wilpon. I C la 6 U I.S 0.0 0.99 9 0.0 6.0 54.0 2.07 07.10 
Conlrol Sabllan •• I U 6 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 6 12.0 U 24.0 0.92 100.00 

CDnlral Sabllanu II A la 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 15 6.0 U 67.S 2050 100.00 
ConlrDI Sub, lao •• III B 60 S, 2.0 0.7 23.8 2.S7 25 4.0 a.o 75.0 2.97 76.27 
ConlrDI SablllnCQ IV C 24 21 2.0 0.1 14.0 1.12 3 2.0 1.5 U 0.11 24032 

AIIOIpl e.lall /010', A 2 I U 1.7 1.7 0.21 1 5.5 4.1 U 0.16 71.22 
SaUdI •• 1111 crill 0 2 2 10.0 a.s 6.7 0.02 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

"heolla.loul A 1e1D0, A 62 Il2 5.0 1.7 10.0 0.62 20 9.0 6.0 m.o 5.16 65.05 
Kllt.Ue.IDaI D lol.nl 0 24 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 24 4.~ 3.4 81.0 US 100.00 
KllelU .. eoul ChI"., C 24 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 24 2.4 1.0 43.5 1.66 100.00 

Hlldu .. norl " 6,SS2 6,392 0.1 0.1 419.3 51.64 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
...... _--------------_ ... -

TOTAL 1,240 6,762 012.1 IDO.m ~O 2,614.0 100.001 7UOI _ .. _ ... --------. ----- _ .. ______ /O_~----
TOT~L TIK£ mYED, 3,~6.9 y .... IKCARCERmON FOR PRESUIIPTlVE SElITEHCES EQUALS 75 PERCEN7 OF TIlE 5El1TEHCE 
TIME SERVED l'XDER EXCEPT lIUIIOER t AnD n, KIDIIAIl9IN; NIO CDNTRDl.LED 'SUBSTAnCE I. THE SEH1EHct: 

IV~ LAW; 3,~69 y .... FOR TllESE CRIIiES IS TIlE ~EATER or IlH£ WIRO Of' TIlE SElITEMtE JR TIlE IlAIII)UIlRY 
HIHlltllM TEAK LESS COOO TIlI£. 

ADDITIONAl TIllE 
UNDER 19~ LAY: 10.0IYoI" 

ClIA~t rOOK 
19n~ LAII: 0.01 



• __ ~. __ ~ _____ ~===am __________ ......... ~WUL""""""~"""''''''.'''''''''''''''' ..... mr .... .r-----

CQIII!S, COHVICtlIlHS, SEllTEHct LEltSTH, AlfIl lEHCTH Of' INCAAC£QATIL'If-M.ASKA 1m 
ITIM!: IN YE~nSI 

RELEASE CllI1OITlCNS: Parah IllIr 110 01 SeltinCt lor IItn-pr" .. ~IlVI SfaluelIl £lending ISO &1,. 
toad Tin 01 391 lor PreaUlpllnl, S •• \ .. tc~ taovlCII 

TInE SERVED 
ItilIIFRE5UMPTlUE SMElteES PQESU~pmE 5ENTElttES UNDER _ .. _ .... _----------- -----------_ .. _---........ _ ..... PRESUMPTIVE 

10TAl lOr TOTAl I OF SENTENCES AS 
CQIME TOTAl. AVERACE AVEQ~ -rIll!: CRItND AVERA~£ MERACE mE CRAND A I OF TUTAL 

CRlro!: CLASS C\lI4VICTIOliS CtIItVICTlOMS SEHTEI:ct INCAnCEnATIOH SERVED TOTAL COtfUlCTIOHS SEHTmE INCAACERATlDH 5E~VEO Tom TlHE SERVEn 

r.urder I 17 0.0 0.0 o.m 17 28.0 10.7 SI7.S IU91 100.001 
»urder II U ./ 0,0 0.0 0.00 t IS.O U 42.0 1.06 100.00 

tlnDallaUhlor II 9 0.0 0.0 0.00 9 7.0 4.7 42.0 1.00 100.00 
Cr ~aD 1I0Dacido C 9 2.0 0.7 M 0.6£ I S.~ n.9 2.3 0.10 90.49 

Allaull I A 10 0.0 0.0 0.00 10 0.6 U 109.2 4.~a 100.00 
Amuh 11 D 21 II 8.0 1.0 11.0 1.9~ 10 6.0 4.0 ~O.O 1.71 7US 

Amull III C 72 ~~ 2.0 0,7 96.7 4,~2 17 U 2.7 4~.3 1.94 ~UO 

Kidnapping U 6 0.0 0.0 O.~O 6 14.0 4.7 20.0 1.20 100.00 
CUll, Inlo~faro.co 1 C 2 2.0 0.7 I.S 0.16 0.0 0,0 0.00 0.00 

501 Auouh I U 62 0.0 0.0 0.00 62 11.0 7.B ~M,6 19.47 100.00 
Sal AlUQul\ II D 23 19 B.O 1.0 19.0 2.34 4 7.0 U 10.7 0.00 49.~£ 

Sal Amull ttl C 9 a u u U 0.10 0.0 0,0 0.00 0.00 
S .. Abuuo 01 IIInor I U eo 0.0 0.0 0.00 20 10.0 6.7 IS3.3 5.71 100.00 

~QI Abu .. or IIlno, It B S9 BJ B.O 1.0 33.0 4.06 6 7.0 U 20.0 1.20 ~~.90 

501 Abu .. 01 IIlao. 111 C 0 0 1,0 o.a 27 GaS 0.0 0.0 0.00 O.QO 
lnCQal ~ I I 3.0 1.0 1.0 0.12 0.0 o 0 O. 00 0,00 

Erploll Dlnor a 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 
nQbb@~1 I A 86 0.0 0,0 0.00 96 0.0 S.9 211.2 9,0~ )00.00 

. ODbbo.g n & ~ 2 7.0 2.3 4.7 0.~7 8 U n.o 9.0 0,3'/ 6US 
Ello.lian D I I 6.0 2.0 e.o o.e~ 0,0 00 0.00 0.00 
CaRrclon C I I U o.~ O.S 0.06 0.0 0.0 O,O~ 0.00 
Thill I 0 II 10 S., U 117 1.44 I a.o a.s 3.9 0.14 22.2. 

Theil II C 6a 93 2.' 0.8 eu S.89 32 0.0 2.0 640 2.74 69.94 
Tholl bl recelylnQ C e 2 1.0 O.S 0.1 0.00 0,0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Tholl 01 SorvlCcl n 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0,0 0.0 0.00 
InulAg Bid Chad 0 9 h S.O 1.0 6.0 0.74 a ~., 9.7 11.0 0.47 6470 

Fraud UIO 01 Cr Curd C 6 4 1.' 0.& 2,0 0.2~ 2 3.0 20 U 0.17 66.66 
~nrollr, 1 D 77 42 S.O 1.0 42.0 S.17 B~ U 3.7 12B.S UO 75.84 

Durgb" 11 C 73 41 2,0 0.7 27.9 B97 S2 U aT ou 3.6S 7U4 
A~.on I 3 0.0 0,0 0.00 5 U 3,7 10.7 0.00 100.00 

A.oon II S ~.O 1.7 a,s MI D U 2.a 7,0 o.ao 67.74 
C~h tilochlol I B 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 

Crlu Klochial 11 C 16 11 1.0 0.9 a7 0,4'~ 9.0 2.0 10,0 0.43 79n 
Forgor! I D I I U 1.5 1.5 0.10 0.0 o 0 0,00 0,00 

Forgar, II C 10 6 4.0 1.9 0.0 0.99 12 0.0 U 640 ?14 00.09 
Schaa~ 10 ~.Iraud 0 9 9 1.0 o,a 9.0 0.37 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

faIn OUllncn Qaca.d C 0 0.0 0.0 0,00 0.0 0.0 0.00 
Endanga. "'nor C I o.n 0.9 O.S o.oa 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Orlborv B 0.5 U 0.5 0.06 0.0 0.0 O. 00 0.00 
Por Jur9 0 4 4.0 1.8 U 0.66 0.0 0.0 0.00 0,00 

Elc.pa I A I 0.0 0.0 O.~O 12.0 0.0 B.O g.34 100.00 
E •• ape II 0 a 7.0 2.S 2.a 0.29 9.0 60 12.0 o.al oue 

PraDDla Conlnband I C 2 10.0 a,s a 9 041 60S U 43 0,19 56.52 
hapar ullh Ullnall C I U 0.5 O.S 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

laoper wilh .vldanc. C I 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.06 o 0 0,0 0.00 0.00 
Inlorh,o 011 ProcQad B 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 
IlIndQrlng PI ~DQCul1en C 2 2 U U 1.0 0,12 00 0.0 000 0.00 

Torrarlilic Throal 1 0 0.0 0,0 O.O~ 9.0 2.0 2.0 0,09 100,00 
Riol C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0,00 

Hllco,du.1 ~.apon' I C IS 6 4.0 1.3 0.0 0.99 9 0.0 5.n 4~0 2.06 OUI 
Canlral Sabullnco 1 U 6 a 0.0 0.0 0.00 6 12.0 4.0 au 1.03 100.00 

Conlral SablloncQ II A 15 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 IS 6.0 4 0 60.0 U7 100.00 
Conlrol SubllDnct 111 B 60 S~ 2.0 0.7 29.S 2.07 e~ 4.0 2.7 66.7 2.06 7407 
Coolral SubllUCU IV C 24 21 2.0 0.7 14.0 1,12 a 2.0 13 40 0.17 e~.t!2 

AU.npl coo.II Iclaol A 2 1 '.0 I,' 1.7 o 21 U 3.7 a,l 0.16 607a 
Sollcll coedl erlll B 2 2 10.0 a.s 6.7 0.02 0.0 0,0 0.00 0.00 

"1IcolloOQOUI A folno, A 62 42 U 1.7 70.0 0.62 20 9.0 6.0 1200 3.14 63.16 
"lIoull •• 'OUI 0 fol001 B e4 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 24 U n.o 72,' S.11 100.00 
"I.collanaoul C folanl C e4 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 24 2.4 1.6 93.7 1,66 100.00 

"udoanne~1 6,892 6,332 0.1 0,1 419.3 5164 0,0 0.0 0.00 0.00 _ ...... _ .. _ ....... _-_ .......... _---_ .. _ .. --_.----_ .......... ----_ ... _------_ ......... _ ... _----_ ................. _ ............ _ ....... _--_ ........ -_ ... -
TOTtot 7,240 6,762 012.1 100,001 410 2,39U 100001 7U91 ...... _ ....... __ ............ __ .... _ ............... _._-_ ...................... _-_ .. _---_ .. __ ............ _ ............. __ .... ----....... _-------- ~-.. --.. -................ ----..... --"' .. 

TOTAL TlKt SEuU'D· 3,145.6 Ve.rs INCARtnlATlDN FOQ aRE5IJHPTlVE SENTEIIC£S EQUALS ,~ PERCENT Of 111£ SEMmCE 
TlHE S£RV£O UlOER EXCEPT MU~OEn I AND n, nDNAPPIJIl: ftllD ctlNT~OlLEO SUllSTA.'ltt 1 lh't SOOENC£ 

19S~ lAU: 3,<126 9 lours FOil nl!SE ctlIK!S IS TilE CnEIITER Ot {!l!E nllno or THE 5EKT£Mt£ OIl TIl! nAHnATORV 
KlNIIWlI JERK LESS GOOD Tlla:. 

All D ITIIlAAl T tnE 
Ulf1lER 19C3 LAU: NO.3 loan 
C"~E FIlcn 

190' tA~ S.EI 



COlr<l:S, commONS, 5EMTEMCt L£NGTlI, AND LENGTH OF INJ:AAC'ERATJOH-ALASlA 190:1 
lTIlIE IN TEAnsJ 

RELEASE CDHDITIIlIIS: Parol •• IUr 118 01 St.ltnct lor No.-pr'"~lp'ho S •• ltnen Ell:lltdhg 190 On,. 
Plrolt IlIlr 119 01 SoU.lt. lor Prlluplh.l, bRllutid CODvltU 

TIHE 5£RVED 
NIlHPnESUllPTI¥E 5EIITEHCE5 PRESUMPTIVE SENTENCES UNDER .---.---.. -_ .. _-.. _ ...... pnESUMPTlVE 

TDTAL lOF TOTAL , OF SEMTENCES AS 
CRIME TOTAL AVERAI:! AVEIIACE TInE CllM/O M£Ilm AVERAGE TI"E CIIA~D A , OF TOTAL 

CRIll!: CLASS CIlHVICTlII*S CIlHVICTIIlHS SENTENCE INt.\RCERATJOIt SERVED TOTAL CO~UICTlIlHS SENTENCE INCAIlCERATIlll! SERVED TOTAL TIME SERVED 
J 

Hardor I U 17 0.0 0.0 0.001 17 20.0 9.9 m.7 19.071 100.001 
iIIIrdor II U 7 0.0 0.0 0.00 7 10.0 &.0 42.0 9.4& 100.00 

IbnGlaughlor 9 0.0 0.0 0.00 9 7.0 2.B 21.0 1.73 100.00 .. Cr flog HOloeld. 9 2.0 0.7 S.S 0.&& I 3.5 1.2 1.2 0.10 17.95 
Auaull I IS 0.0 0.0 0.00 18 0.& 2.9 51.& 4.25 100.00 

A ... ull II B 21 11 a.o 1.0 11.0 1.35 10 6.0 2.0 20.0 1.65 &U2 
Amull III C 72 35 2.0 0.1 9&.7 4.52 17 4.0 U 22.7 1.07 SUO 
Kidnapping U & 0.0 0.0 0.00 6 14.0 4.7 28.0 2.31 100.00 

CUll. Inurl.rone. I C 2 2.0 0.7 1.3 0.16 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
SOl Aooaull I U 62 0.0 0.0 0.00 &2 11.0 3.7 227.9 10.72 100.00 

501 1iI ••• 1I II 23 19 9.0 1.0 19.0 2.84 4 7.0 2.S 9.3 0.77 92.94 
501 Annuli III 9 8 0.3 0.3 U 0.10 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

So. Abu ... 1 Hinor I 20 0.0 0.0 0.00 20 10.0 8.8 &6.7 ~.~9 100.00 
SQ. Abuo. DI Hln., II 0 99 93 9.0 1.0 99.0 4.06 6 7.0 2.8 14.0 1.15 29.79 
Sal Abu .. 01 "iD.' III C 0 0 1.0 0.9 2.7 o.as 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

locau I B.O 1.0 1.0 O.le 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Elploi\ .inor 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 

Rob~r, 1 86 0.0 0.0 0.00 86 8,.0 n 9 IOU S.70 100.00 
Dabber, II 5 . 2 7.0 2.9 4.7 0.57 9 4.5 U 4.5 0.97 49.09 
~narlion I 1 6.0 2.0 2.0 0.25 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
C~reloa 1 I 1.5 0.5 0.5 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Thllfl I 0 11 10 a.5 1.2 11.7 1.44 I 5.0 1.7 1.7 0.14 12.50 

Tholl II C 65 aa 2.S 0.0 27.5 S.B9 82 9.0 1.0 sa.o 2.64 59.10 
Theil bl rcx:ohhg C 2 2 1.0 O.D 0.7 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Theil .1 Sorvltlt 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 o 0 0.0 0.00 
lu.ing Dod Choel B 9.0 1.0 6.0 0.7~ 3 s.5 1.0 ~.5 0.45 47.09 

Fraud Uao ., Cr Card C U 0.5 2.0 Q.E5 e S.O 1.0 2.0 0.16 50.00 
Ourglarl I 77 42 3.0 1.0 42.0 5.17 S5 ~.5 1.0 &U 5.20 60.44 

Ourglarl II 73 41 2.0 0.7 27.8 B.97 S2 4.0 t.a 42.7 UI &0.95 
Arann I 5 0.0 0.0 0.00 5.6 1.9 9.9 0.77 100.00 

An.n II 5 5.0 1.7 S.B 0.41 B.S 1.2 3.5 0.29 51.22 
Crla Mhehlol I 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 

Cria Mhehltl II C 1& 11 1.0 0.9 S.1 0.45 a.o 1.0 U UI 57.69 
Forg.rl I 0 I 1 U 1.5 1.5 0.18 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Fnrgorl II C 10 6 4.0 1.9 0.0 0.99 12 n.o 2.7 92.0 2.64 00.00 
Schou I. defrud 0 9 9 1.0 O.B B.O 0.S7 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

FolIO O~dRQU RlICard C 0 O.C 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 
E.danC3r nlnar C 0.9 G.9 0.3 o.oa 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Orib.rl B 0.5 O.S 0.5 0.0& 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Pqr jar, 0 4.0 I.a 5.3 0.6& 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Eatlpa I h 0.0 0.0 0.00 12.0 ,4.0 4.0 0.S3 100.00 
E •• lp~ II n 7.0 2.3 2.B 0.29 9.0 3.0 &.0 0.~9 n.oo 

Pra •• " ConlrabftDd I C 10.0 9.S a.3 0.41 6.5 2.2 2.2 0.18 99.39 
7 .. par wllh uUnolG C U 0.5 o.s 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Taop"r ullh .,idanco C O.S 0.5 0.5 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Inl.rler. 011 Pro •• ud B 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.90 
lIindorlng Pr.G.e,llon C 0.5 0.5 1.0 0.12 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

7errorlllie Thrall C I 0.0 0.0 0.00 S.O 1.0 La 0.03 100.00 
Riol C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 

"iDeoadoel lIt.pao. I 15' 6 4.0 1.B 0.0 0.99 9 0.0 2.7 24,0 1.93 75.00 
Canlral Sub" •• el I 6 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 6 12.0 4.0 2U 1.90 100.00 

Ca.lral SabOl.oeo Ii 15 0 0.0 0.0 ~.OO 15 6.0 2.0 D~.O 2.47 100.00 
C.nlral 5ubiuDeo III &0 B3 2.0 0.7 23.8 2.07 25 U 1.9 au 2.14 50.02 
Con".l Sabalane. IV 24 21 2.0 0.7 14.0 1.72 a 2.0 0.7 2.0 0.16 12.50 

AII •• pl eaull 1.1.0, I 5.0 1.7 1.7 ~.21 I 5.5 1.0 1.0 0.15 52.S0 
S.1Ieil eo •• 11 oria. D 2 10.0 &.S 6.1 D.it.! 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

"lie. Ibn .... h hlDRI A 62 42 5.n 1.7 70.0 8.62 20 9.0 3.0 60.0 4.94 44.15 
"lucoUno""a. n folonl n 24 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 24 4.5 I.S 86.8 2.'19 100.00 
"healha .. u. C 111001 C 24 0.0 0.0 0.00 24 2.4 O.B 19.3 1.S9 100.00 

"luda •• a.u .. " 6,832 6,S32 0.1 0.1 419.9 51.64 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

TOTAL 7,240 6,1&2 012.1 100.001 478 1,214.4 100.001 59.991 --------_ .. _---_ .. _--._- ---------------------------------
TOTAL TIl!!: SERVED: 2,026.4 Yea .. IHCAQCERAlION FOR pnE5U1fmUE S~OOtES E;UALS 75 PERCENT Dr lItE SEllTEMCE 
TIll!: SER''EO U!ill£ll EXCEPT ItUAD£Il ! AI.'D !I, KIDNAPPING ~Nn CONTllOLL£O SUDSTAHtE I. m: SEHmCE 

193~ LAY: a,426.9 Yurs FnR MSE COllIES IS THE IrilEAT£Il !IF 0)1£ TIiInO OF Tl!E 5E11Ttl1CE OR TIl!: "AJroATIl1lY 
ftInIIIUII TERlI LESS CIIOO TIHE. 

4\DOITl()'~AL TI"E 
UI/ilER 1911~ i.I\!I: 1,400.~ Years 

CllAHGE mc" 
190:11J.lI: 40.9S 



-

CRIMES, CONVICTIONS, SENTENCE LOOH, NIO I.£NCT~ OF IIICftIlCEAATlIIII-AI.ASKA 19M 
ITI"E III YEA!lS I 

RELEASE CCHOITlONS: Paroil '''or liS of Slnltn .. for Ntn',rt,,"lht StnllftCtt E .... dhg 180 DI,' 
COld TI .. of 2~' lor Prll .. plho1, Stillftctd C.ntul 

TINE SER'IEo 
NOIfPRESUKPTlUE SElITENCES PRESUKPTlUE SENTENCES UNDER 

------- ....... _-------_ ... PRESUHPTlVE 
TOTAL IOF TOTAl , O~ SENTENCES AS 

CRIKE TOTAl MEMCE AYERMiE TIll! CIlAHD AVERACE AVERAGE mE CRAND A I Ot TOTAL 
CRill!: CL~SS CONVICTIONS CONVICTIONS SENTENCE INCAIlCERmON SERVED TOTM. CONVICTIONS SENTEHCE IIiCAaCERATlDN SERVED TOTM. TlKE SERVED 

Hurd.r I 17 0.0 0.0 0.001 17 RU 20.9 ~91.' 19.m 100.001 ~ 

Kurd.r 11 U 7 U 0.0 0.00 7 22.0 7.6 ~3.2 2.09 100.00 
ltanllaughlor A 9 0.0 0.0 0.00 9 6.9 5.2 ~6.6 1.89 100.00 

Cr Hog lIoooeldt C 9 2.0 U ~.3 0.66 1 U 2.6 2.6 0.10 B2.9B 
Auaoll I A lB 0.0 0.0 0.00 IB 2.0 2.1 97.0 1.49 100.00 .. 

Annoll II 0 21 II 3.0 1.0 11.0 I.~ 10 •• 0 M 4~.0 1.77 00.36 
Ailiull 11: C 72 5~ 2.0 0.7 !I.!.7 U2 17 M 9.0 51.0 2.00 ~B.17 

Kidoapping U 6 0.0 0.0 0.00 6 26,5 B.9 53.0 2.0B 100.00 
CUll. Inl.rfarenel I C 2 2.0 0.7 I.S 0.16 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

5 .. ADGuh I U 62 0.0 0.0 0.00 62 II.B 0.9 m.7 21.56 100.00 
~Dl Anaull II D 29 19 9.0 1.0 19.0 2.84 4 7.0 ~.9 21.0 0.09 52.50 

SOl Aluuh 111 C S 3 U 0.5 1.5 0.10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
SOl Abu.o 01 "Ioor I U 20 0.0 0.0 0.00 20 6.0 4.~ 90.0 9.54 100.00 

5 •• Abuu 01 Hlnor 11 B 39 83 S.O 1.0 sa.o 4.06 6 7.0 5.9 au 1.2~ 48.84 
Sea Abu.o of "Ioor III C 0 1.0 U 2.7 o.sa 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

he •• 1 C I S.O 1.0 1.0 0.12 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
t.plo! I olnor 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 

~dbbarl I 36 0.0 0.0 0.00 3$ U S.1 110.7 US 100.00 
Pobberv II ~ 7.0 2.S 4.7 0.57 U 9.4 10.1 O.~O 68.45 
El\orll •• D I I 6.0 2.0 2.0 0.25 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
COlrcl.n C 1 1 U 0.5 0.5 0.11 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Theil I D II 10 8.S 1.2 11.7 1A4 1 $.0 3.8 3.8 0.15 24,32 

Thill II 6~ sa u O.B 2M B.99 se S.O 2.9 72.0 2.89 72.96 
Theil bl rocolYlog ~ 2 1.0 0.3 0.7 O.OB 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Theil 01 SQrvleo, 0 0.0 0.0 0.10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 
IlIdlng Dad Chad 9 6 s.o 1.0 6.0 0.74 t.~ U 12.4 0.~9 67.35 

Fraud U .. 01 Cr C.rd 6 4 1.5 U 2.0 0.25 2 9.0 2.S 4.5 0.10 69.23 
Ourglnr, I 77 42 B.O 1.0 42.0 5.17 95 ~.5 4 I 144.4 5.67 77.46 

Burgi .. , II 79 41 2.0 0.7 27.9 S.97 92 4.0 9.0 96.0 3.77 77 .84 
Arson I 5 0.0 0.0 0.00 ~ 5.~ 4.1 20.6 0.01 100.00 

Arion II ~ 5.0 1.7 9.S 0.41 a 9.5 2.6 7.9 0.91 70.26 
Crla Mischlel I D 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 

Crib nllchiol 11 C 16 II 1.0 O.B 9.7 0.4~ 9.0 2.3 11.9 0.44 7H2 
Forgor, I 0 1 I M U 1.5 0.10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

F.rcor, 11 C 10 6 4.0 I.S 8.0 0.99 12 0.0 6.0 72.0 2.09 90.00 
Seh.o. \0 d.lroud 8 9 9 1.0 o.a a.o 0.37 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

rall. Du.lnan R.~ord C 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 
Eod.og.r llinor C O.S 0.9 O.S 0.03 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Drlber, D 0.5 0.5 O.~ 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Porjl", D 4.0 1.S 5.8 0.66 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

EseAp. I A 0.0 0.0 0.00 12.0 9.0 9.0 0.95 100.00 
E'~'PQ II 0 B 7.0 2.S 2.9 0.29 9.0 6.0 13.~ US 0~.26 

Prooo'o Controb;nd I C 2 10.0 B.S 9.S 0.41 U 4.9 4.9 0.19 ~9.39 
laDpor ullh uilo ... C I U U 0.5 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Tup.r wi \h avldo.e. C I o.~ 0.5 0.5 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Inlorlere Oil Proend D 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 
Hlndoring Pro •• euU.n C 2 O.S 0.5 1.0 0.12 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

T"rorll\ll: Throal C I 0.0 0.0 0.00 S.O U 2.3 o.c9 100.00 
Riol C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 

Hhcond.e\ Uupoos I C 1~ 4.0 1.3 0.0 0.99 8.0 6.0 54.0 2.12 07.10 
Conlrol S.bllineo I 6 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 2.6 2.0 11.7 0.~6 100.00 

Control S.bl\.n~ II 15 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 15 6.0 4.~ 6U 2.65 100.00 
Conlrol Sobnane. III 60 SS 2.0 0.7 23.3 2.07 2~ 4.0 S.O 7~.0 2.9~ 76.27 
Control S.balOne. IV 24 21 2.0 0.1 14.0 1.72 2.0 l.~ U 0.10 24.32 

AUcop\ eo.nil foloo, 2 1 5.0 1.7 1.7 0.21 5.5 4.1 4.1 0.16 71.22 
SoUtH coo.1 \ erh. 2 2 10.0 3.S 6.7 0.92 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Hilcdlanoou. A folon, 6r ~2 5.0 1.1 70.0 0.62 20 9.0 6.0 IS~.O UI 6~OS 

Ht&cel1 .. QOul 0 'olon, 24 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 24 4.~ 3.4 81.8 3.21 100.00 
Hisedl •••••• C f.lon, 24 0.0 0.0 0.00 2~ 2.~ I.n 4U 1.71 100.00 

HiRd .... oors 6,332 6,Ssa 0.1 0.1 419.8 51.64 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
... __ .... _------------------- ----------------------_.-

TOTAl 7,240 6,762 812 I 100.001 470 2,5~4.6 100.00~ 75.011 
.. --_ .. _---------_ .... _---_ ........ _------_ .... _ .... _-------_ ..... _----- ............ _-_ .. _ .... _-----_ .. _ .. _----_ ............. 

TOTAL T1"E SERVEO: 3,356.6 Y .. rs IIfCARCERATlOH FGlI PRESIJIIPTIVE SEMTENCES EiivALS 7~ PERCENT Of THE SENTElICE 
mE SERVED UNDER EXCEPT "UROER I ~"D II, KIDNAPPING AND CONTROllED SUIISTAHCE I. TIl! SElITEIftt 

19D5 LAY, 3,426.9 Yoars FIlA THESE CRIKES 15 Til! GREATER OF ONE THIRD O~ THE SEHTENCt 011 THE IIAIfllATORY 
"INIMUM TEAK LESS GOOD TInt. 

ADDITIONAL TInE 
UNDER 19n~ LAII: 70.S l .. " THIS TABLE COfO'AINS 5EIITENCE A9EPllGES FOR 1976·79 CAIta:S \/IIleN ARE NOW 

CIlAlIG£ mOH SU8JECT TO PRESUMPTIVE SEllTEHCING, Filii THOSE CAlntS IllIEllE DATA AIlE AYAllNJLE. 
190~ LAW, 2.11 



-

CAlIt£S, COItVICTlOHS, SEIlltIlC£ LElfeTH, NUl LENeTH OF IHCNlctRATlOH-AlmA 1'9~ 
ITI~E III YEARS I 

RELEASE CONDITIOIIS: Parole ah.r 119 0' S.Uln.1 for Hon·pr .... plh. Staltl.n [rondlng 1BO 01,. 
tDod Th. 0' an far Pr .... plhal' Sult ... d Cuvlen 

mE SERVED 
IlIlHPRESlJIIIImE SEHTENctS pnESUltPTIVE SENTEHCES UliIlER -.. _------_._-_ ... _----_ ... __ .. - PRESUMPTIYE 

TOTAL lOf TOTAL , OF SENTENCES AS 
CRIME TOTAL AVERAtE AVERACE TIME CAAHD AVERACE AVERACE TIllE CRAHI) A , OF TOTAL 

CRINE CLASS COHVICTIOHS COHVICTlIIHS SENTEIICE INCNICERATIOH SERVED TOTAL CONVICTlIIHS SENTENct INCAnCERATlOH SERVED TOTAL TIHE SERVED 

Hurd,r I 17 0.0 0.0 0.001 17 06.0 20.9 491.9 21.191 100.001 
Hurdtr I! 7 0.0 0.0 0.00 7 22.0 7.6 59.2 2.29 100.00 

I\!lollaughl;r 9 0.0 0.0 0.00 9 6.9 U 41.4 1.79 100.00 
Cr Iitg Hoeocid. C 9 2.0 0.7 5.9 0.66 1 8.5 2.S 2.S 0.10 90.49 

AlIlUh I A 10 0.0 0.0 0.00 IB 2.0 1.9 93.6 1.~4 100.00 
AGuull I! 0 21 11 9.0 1.0 11.0 1.95 10 6.0 4.0 40.0 1.72 70.43 

Aonall II! C 72 55 2.0 0.7 8.1.7 4.52 17 4.0 2.7 4~.9 1.95 ~5.20 
Kidnapping U 6 0.0 0.0 0.00 6 26.5 O.B ~3.0 2.20 100.00 

CUll. Inltrferon •• I 2 2.0 0.7 U 0.16 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Sax Aon.1I I 62 0.0 0.0 0.00 62 11. 0 7.9 ~07 .7 20.95 100.00 

5., AllooU II 29 19 0.0 1.0 19.0 2.94 4 7.0 4.7 lB.7 0.80 4U6 
SOl ABI.~ll 111 C 3 0.5 O.S U 0.10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Sox A~ .... f "Ie.r I U 20 Q.O 0.0 0.00 20 6.0 4.0 00.0 3.44 100.00 
Su Abul. 0' nlnor II 0 39 9S S.O 1.0 a3.0 M6 6 7.0 4.7 20.0 1.20 4;.90 
Sox Ab •••• , "Ic.r III D 0 1.0 0.9 2.7 0.99 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

1n .. 11 C 1 I a.o 1.0 1.0 0.12 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Exploll lin .. 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 

Robber! I A 96 0.0 0.0 0.00 96 4.1 2 7 904 US 100.00 
RDbb.rv II 0 ~ 7.0 2.8 4.7 0.'7 3 U •• 0 9.0 0.09 6U~ 
E"crUDn 0 1 I 6.0 2.0 2.0 0.25 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
C •• rciD' C 1 1 U 0.5 U 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Th.1I I D 11 10 U 1.2 11.7 1.44 U a.9 S.S 0.14 22.22 

Tb." II C 4$ as u O.B 27.5 9.S9 se s.o 2.0 64.0 2.7~ 69.94 
Thall bg r.ethlng C 2 1.0 o.ii 0.7 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Tho'l .f Sard ... 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 
Imlng aad Cheei 0 9 6 S.O 1.0 6.0 0.74 505 3.7 11.0 0.47 64.70 

Froud Use of Cr Card C 6 4 U 0.5 2.0 0.25 2 S.O 2.0 4.0 0.17 66.66 
Ourglerg I a 77 42 S.O 1.0 42.0 U7 a~ ~.~ 9.7 120.S 5051 7U4 

Oarglarl II 79 41 2.0 0.7 27.S S.S7 B2 4.0 2.7 05.3 3.46 75.74 
ArD.n I ~ 0.0 0.0 0.00 ~.5 3.7 IB.3 0.79 100.00 

ArIon II $ U 1.7 S.S 0.41 U 2.a 7.0 0.80 67.74 
Crlo "lIehl., I 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 

Cria "h.hl., II C 16 11 1.0 O.S S.7 0.45 a.o 2.0 10.0 0.43 73.17 
Forgor, I 9 1 1 4.~ 1.5 U 0.10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Forgor! II C 18 6 4.0 1.3 B.O 0.99 12 0.0 U 64.0 U~ 80.09 
Seh .. a 10 do'rlld B 9 1.0 O.S S.O 0.97 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Fal •• OUlh ... RI.ord C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 
Endang.r nin.r C 1 O.S 0.8 O.S 0.03 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Oriber! 0 I U M 0.$ 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
Por jar, B 4 4.0 1.3 U 0.46 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

EI.lpo I 0.0 0.0 0.00 12.0 0.0 0.0 0.04 100.00 
EI.lpt II 7.0 2.8 2.S 0.29 9.0 6.0 12.0 0.~2 S3.72 

Pro.olt C.nlrcb.nd I C 10.0 9.9 a.9 0.41 U 4.S 4.3 0.19 ~6.52 

)upor yUh wllno" C U 0.5 0.5 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
hIp" wilh ovldenet C U O.~ O.S 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Inler'.r. 011 Pro ••• d 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 
Hlndaring Pr.neuIiD. C 2 0.' O.~ 1.0 0.12 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

TDrr.rhU. Thrall 1 0.0 0.0 0.00 S.O 2.0 2.0 0.09 100.00 
Rial 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 

"u.ondutl Uaap ... I C 15 6 4.0 1.0 0.0 0.99 9 0.0 U 40.0 U6 85.71 
Conlrol S.bll ••• o 1 U 6 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 6 2.6 U 10.4 0.4~ 100.00 

Conlr.1 S.bslaa •• II A U 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 U 6.0 4.0 60.0 2.50 100.00 
Conlrol Subllnn.e 111 0 60 O~ 2.0 0.7 2S.S 2.S7 2~ 4.0 2.7 66.7 2.06 74.07 
Conlr.1 Subslaaef IV C 24 21 2.G 0.7 1~.0 1.72 3 2.0 I.S 4.0 0.17 22.22 

Alltopi eOll1l foloDl A 2 1 S.O 1.7 1.7 0.21 I S.~ 3.7 3.7 0.16 60.7~ 

SoUell .0DlII crll. S 2 2 10.0 S.3 6.7 0.1ll! 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
"h •• U.n .... A folon, A 62 42 U 1.7 70.0 0.62 20 9.0 6.0 120.0 '.1~ 63.16 
"h.oUanoDII 0 fd •• , 0 24 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 24 4.5 3.0 72.7 3.12 100.00 
"heoUa •• oul C hloD, C 24 0.0 0.0 0.00 24 2.4 1.6 33.7 1.66 100.00 

Mild .... n.n N 6,332 6,332 0.1 0.1 419.9 51.64 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 O.~O 

.----------------------. 
TOTAL 7,2~O 6,762 012.1 100.001 479 2,1l1!0.1 100.001 74.141 

--_ .. -------------- ---_._. ._----------_.------_._._--_. 
TOTnL TIKE SERVED: 3,140.2 Vun llICARCERATlON FOR PRE5UltPTIQE SENTENctS ElIUAlS 75 PERCENT Of TII£ SENTENct 
TIHE SERUED UNDER EXctPT IMIDER I AND II, KIDIMPPINC AIID CCNTROUEll SUB5TANct I. THE SEHTEIICE 

1995 LAU: 8,426.9 Yo.ro FOIl THESE CAIHES IS THE CliEATER OF IIHE THIRD OF TII£ 5EtITEHCE OR TIlE IWI1tATORV 
HIMltflJM TERK LESS CO!ll) TIME. 

ADOITIOHAl TIllE 
UlIDER 19a~ LAU: 286.7 Vtlrs THIS TAIlLE CONTAINS SENTENct AVEllAC(S FCR 1976-79 CRlllES IftfIClI AIlE MOIl 

CIIAKGE fIlC" SUIlJECT TO PRE5UHPTI\I£ SEllltIlCINC, FOIl THOSE CRIIlES iliEllE CATA ARE AVtlILAlLE. 
19a~ lAU: 8.41 



CRIII£S, COIl1l1CTIOH5, SEIfl£Hct L£HGTIl, AHO lElWTH O~ INCAIlctIlATlott-AlASKA 190~ 

tTIHE IN VEARSl 

RELEASE COUllITIO~S: Parah QII.r liS af 50,,"~, lor Hon·prHllpUn Slnuti~. hcH~hg 100 011' 
Paroh ollar 113 of 5.n"ll:I for Pnulp\htll StUII •• d Clnlcll 

TlHE SERVED 

IIOfIPRESUflPTlUE SENtEllC£S pnESUHPTlUE SEHTENCES UHDER __ .. _____ .. _ ..... ________ · __ ·_· _._--------_ ..... ----.. _---- PRESUHPTlUE 
TOTAl I OF 10m I OF SENTENCES AS 

CRIME TOTAL AVERACE AV~ TillE CIIItIIl\ AVERAGE AVERA~E TlHE GRAND A I Or TOTAL 
CRIII£ CLASS COIIVICTIOHS CONVICTlott5 5Elfl£HCE IiltAACEAATlON SEliVED TOTAL CONVICTIONS SEHTEHCE INCIIIlCERATIOH SERVED TOTAL TlHE SEnVED 

II.rd.r I 17 0.0 0.0 o.oes 11 a •• o 20.9 491.9 S9.62S 100.00\ 
Murd@, II U 1 0.0 0.0 0.00 7 22.0 7 •• 58.2 3.64 100.00 

M.ullugh\or A 9 0.0 0.0 0.00 9 6.9 2.8 20.1 1.41 100.00 

Cr NoO Iloaacld. e 2.0 0.7 5.9 0.66 I U 1.2 1.2 0.00 17.95 
hn.1\ I A 10 0.0 0.0 0.00 10 e.a 0.9 16.8 1.15 100.00 

A".ull II D 21 11 a.o 1.0 11.0 1.8S 10 •• 0 2.0 20.0 1.31 64.52 

Auaul\ III C 72 55 2.0 0.7 3&.7 U2 11 4.0 1.8 22.7 1.55 8a.eO 

Kidnapploo U 6 0.0 0.0 0.00 • 2U 0.0 53.0 9.62 100.00 

Cu". Inl.rlaranco I 2 2.0 0.7 1.3 0.16 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

SOl A .... II I 62 0.0 0.0 0.00 62 11.0 9.9 243.9 16.67 100.00 

5., Anaull II 2S 19 B.O 1.0 19.0 e.S4 7.0 2.S 9.3 0.64 32.94 

SOl Anaall III C 9 O.~ O.~ U 0.10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

So, Abu.o of IIlnor I U 20 0.0 0.0 0.00 20 6.V 2.0 40.0 2.79 100.00 

Sel Abuut of IIloor II ll'I 39 a.o 1.0 99.0 4.0. 6 7.0 2.3 l~.e, 1.96 l.!9.19 

5., Abu •• of Hlnor III B 0 1.0 O.S 2.1 US 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

IncOlI I S.O 1.0 1.0 0.12 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 
E.ploll oinor 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 

Robbar, 1 36 0.0 0.0 0.00 96 U 1.4 ~9.2 9.96 100.00 
Robbnr, II ~ 1.0 2.0 4.7 O.st u 1.5 4.S 0.81 49.09 

EllorUan I 6.0 2.0 2.0 0.25 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Coercion 1 1.5 O.~ U 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Th~1I I 11 10 3.5 1.2 11.7 1.0\4 I 5.0 1.7 1.7 0.11 12.50 

Tholl II &~ 89 2.5 O.S 27.5 9.99 S2 S.O 1.0 32.0 2.19 ~S.7B 

Th.'1 bl ro •• hIo9 2 2 1.0 O.S 0.7 O.OS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Tholl of Sarvlcas 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 

huulng Old Cha.1 9 6 9.0 1.0 6.0 0.14 5.5 1.8 5.5 0.80 41.89 

Fraud U.o of Cr Card 6 4 U 0.5 2.0 U5 9.0 1.0 2.0 0.14 50.00 

Durgln,y I n 42 a.o 1.0 42.0 5.17 35 5.5 1.0 64.2 4.99 60.44 

Ouro14r, II 13 41 2.0 0.7 27.3 3.37 B2 4.0 1.8 42.7 2.92 60.95 

ArGon I A 5 0.0 0.0 0.00 ~ 5.5 1.0 9.2 0.69 100.00 

Arao. II 0 5 5.0 1.7 S.S UI 3 U 1.2 3.5 0.24 51.22 

Crlo lIuehi.' I B 0 0.0 0.0 O.M 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 
CrlD IIllchlof II C 16 II 1.0 O.S B.7 0.45 9.0 1.0 5.0 0.34 57.69 

Forgorg 1 D I I 4.5 U 1.5 0.10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

For2or, 11 C 10 6 U 1.8 0.0 0.99 12 0.0 2.7 32.0 2.19 00.00 

Scho •• \0 do'roud 8 9 9 1.0 O.S S.O 0.S7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Fal .. Dullnaas Roeard C 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 

End.ngar llinar 1 0.9 0.9 0.3 0.03 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Orlberl 1 O.~ o.~ O.~ 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Por jar, 0 4 4.0 1.9 5.S 0.66 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

EDeapQ I A 1 0.0 0.0 UO 12.0 4.0 4.0 0.21 100.00 

Ese.po II 8 3 1.0 2.3 2.9 0.29 9.0 3.0 6.0 0.41 12.00 

Prooo\. Contrablnd 1 C 2 10.0 9.B 3.8 0.41 U 2.2 2.2 0.15 99.39 

lobpar wllh wh.a" 1 O.S 0.5 0.5 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

T.apor ullh •• ido.t~ ! 0.5 0.5 O.~ 0.06 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

1o\Orlor. Olf PraCllod 0.0 0.0 0.00 C.O 0.0 0.0 0.00 

lIindering ProaDculia. 2 O.~ 0.5 1.0 0.12 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Tarroril\\c Th,aAl I 0.0 0.0 0.00 8.0 1.0 1.0 0.07 100.00 

AIDI 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 .. 
Mheonduc\ \l<)'panl I C 15 4.0 1.9 0.0 0.99 9 0.0 2.7 24.0 1.64 75.00 

Control Suba\ln .. I U 6 0.0 0.0 0.00 • 2 •• 0.9 U 0.S6 100.00 

Conlrol Sub" .... II IS 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 15 6.0 2.0 90.0 2.05 100.00 

Conlral Sub alan .. III 60 95 e.o 0.7 29.8 2.0. 2~ 4.0 1.8 33.3 2.28 58.02 

Conlral SobSl4aco IV 24 21 2.0 0.7 1M 1.12 2.0 0.7 2.0 0.14 12.~0 

Allaopl COlO II lalon9 2 I 5.0 1.7 1.7 ~.21 5.~ 1.8 1.0 0.13 52.99 

Sollcll co .. U trice 2 2 10.0 9.9 6.7 0.02 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 

Hile.UUODun A 101009 62 42 5.0 1.7 10.0 0.62 20 9.0 B.O 60.0 4.10 4&.1~ 

IIh .. Uoaoaas 8 folDng 24 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 24 4.5 1.5 S6.9 2.~0 100.00 

"ifcoll •••• ~G eldon, 24 0 0.0 0.0 0.00 24 2.4 O.D 19.8 1.a2 100.00 

"lad.a.lnarl 6,SS2 6,932 0.1 0.1 419.9 51.64 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 ------_._. ,---------_. 
TOT~l 7,240 6,162 012.1 100.001 470 1,0%3.2 100.00S 64.SU -_ ..... __ ...... ------_ ....... _-----_ ........ - ._----------------_ .. 

TOTAL TInE SEAVED: 2,275.2 Yu .. INtARcmmoH FOR PRESlI!IPTlVE 5E1f1£Hct5 EQUALS 75 PEACEHT Dr TIlE SEHTENCE 
mit SERVED U'';;)£R EXCEPT I1UIlOER I AHO 11, kIDMmING AND CDlfTROLLED SUasTAHC£ I. TII£ !EIfl£MeE 

1985 LAW: 3,426.9 v, ••• Fon THESE CilIlI!S IS TII£ CIIEATER or ONE THIQO OF THE SENTEHC£ OR THE "MIIl~TDIlY 
HINIKlI!I TERlI LESS COOD TIll!. 

AOOlTlOiUll TIME 
UNDER 190~ LMI: 1,151.7 YUri tillS TABLE COHTAIKS SENtEllC£ A~ERAC£S FOIl 11"16-79 CRIII£S I1II1CH AIlE NOV 

CIIAHGE FRDM SlIIlJECT TO PQE5U11PT1VE SEIfI£HCIHC, FOO THOSE CRIlI!S IIIIElIE DAr~ AIlE AVAII.AIILE. 
190$ VOW: 83.61 




