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M E M O R A N D U M

DATE: May 9, 2003

TO : Representative Lesil McGuire, Chair
House Judiciary Committee

FR O M : Representative Dan Ogg ^

SU BJ: Request for Scheduling -  House Bill 303

I respectfully request the House Judiciary Committee schedule a hearing for HB 303 at your 
earliest convenience.

This bill establishes a separate account for fines imposed and collected under AS 12.55.035 
for the funding of Youth Courts. Nothing in this bill creates a dedicated fund.

Copies of the bill and sponsor statement are attached for your information. A fiscal note will 
be forthcoming as soon as this bill is posted for a hearing.

Please contact C liff Stone of my staff at 2696 as necessary.

Thank you for your consideration.
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Sponsor Statement -  House Bill 303
5/09/03

"An Act relating to  youth  courts and  to  th e  recom m ended  u se  o f criminal fines to  fund 
th e  activities o f you th  courts; and relating to  accounting for criminal fines."

AS 47.12.400 established Youth Courts in the State of Alaska. Youth Courts allow minors to 
have their case heard, determined and disposed of in a court of their peers. The department 
may use Youth Courts for any minor whose alleged act constitutes a violation o f a state law 
that is a misdemeanor or a violation of a municipal ordinance that prescribes a penalty not 
exceeding the penalties for a class A misdemeanor under state law.

Youth Courts are an efficient and effective approach for dealing with the problem of juvenile 
crime. Studies show that Youth Courts provide a meaningful response to offenders that 
effectively reduces the likelihood that they will commit additional crimes within their 
community. In Anchorage, the recidivism among Youth Court participants was only 6%, 
compared to 23% utilizing the traditional approach. Another advantage to this program is the 
fact that approximately 1,000 Alaskan students are involved in the adjudication process located 
in 15 communities statewide. Their participation fosters respect for the law through education 
and action. Not only is it estimated that cases processed through Youth Courts cost less than 
half of the amount o f cases processed through district and superior courts, but it allows officers 
of the court to focus on the most serious offenses or repeat offenders.

The foremost concern facing Youth Courts in the State of Alaska is funding. These programs 
are dependent on the Juvenile Accountability Incentive Block Grant (JAEBG), a federal gran, 
administered through the Division of Juvenile Justice. The current federal budget for FY04 
does not include any funding for the JAIBG.

This bill would separately account for fines that have been imposed under the Sentencing and 
Probation statutes. The legislature may then appropriate a prescribed percentage of those fines 
that have been collected to the Youth Courts.

The permissive “may” and the inclusion of the final sentence o f the bill has been found by the 
Alaska Supreme Court to not constitute unconstitutional dedicated funds because the legislature 
continues to be able to appropriate money as it sees fit.
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HB 303

Alaska Court System 
Trial Courts

768

Expenditures/Revenues
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.

(Thousands of Dollars)

O P E R A T IN G  E X P E N D IT U R E S F Y  2004 F Y  2005 F Y  2006 F Y  2007 F Y  2008 F Y  2009
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1002 Federal Receipts
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1004 GF
1005 GF/Program Receipts 
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T O T A L 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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0.0
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8663 Dudley St.
Juneau, Alaska 99801 

^February 20, 2003

Representative Dan Ogg,
Alaska State Capitol Building 
Juneau, Alaska 99811-0001

Dear Representative Ogg,

Thank you for your support of Alaska Youth Courts and for volunteering to sponsor the proposed 
legislation. I’ve attached the information you requested during our recent meeting regarding the 
legislation. The attachments provide additional information about Youth Court’s past funding, a 
list of legislators with Youth Courts in their district, and an informal list of our supporters.

After talking with supporters, we’d likv to recommend two changes to the bill before its 
introduction. First, that the percentage of fines be changed from 25% to 15%. Second, that an 
effective date clause of July 1, 2003 be added. Our coalition is very excited about the bill and 
would like to work with you to get co-sponsors and help get the bill through the legislature 
expeditiously. The attached sheet shows that we have received positive reactions from numerous 
legislators about this legislation. We’d like to work with you and your staff to encourage 
legislators to co-sponsor this bill, since this would increase its cnances of passage. Thank you 
very much for your time and your continued support. Please contact me if you need additional 
information.

Sincerely,

Weston Eiler, Chair
Alaska Youth Court Sustainability Coalition
(907)-789-5053
westoneiler@hotmail.com

Attachments

mailto:westoneiler@hotmail.com


March 24, 2003

Representative Dan Ogg 
Alaska State Capitol Building 
Tuneau, Alaska 99811-0001

Dear Representative Ogg:

I am writing to seek your support for State funding of Youth Courts in Alaska. Youth Courts have 
served Alaska since the 1980s, and have provided a positive alternative to the traditional juvenile 
justice system. The Alaska State Legislature first empowered Youth Court through Alaska Statute 
47.lz.400. Youth Courts allow first-time juvenile offenders to have them case heard in a court of 
their peers. This format has been successful both nationally and in Alask

Youth Courts are an effective approach for dealing with the problem of juvenile crime. In the report 
The Impact of Teen Courts on Young Offenders published by the Urban Institute (Washington D.C.), 
the recidivism (repeated criminal behavior) rate of juvenile offenders in Alaska, Arizona, Maryland, 
and Missouri was significantly less in Youth Court programs than the traditional juvenile justice 
system. In Anchorage., recidivism among Youth Court participants was only six percent, compared to 
twenty-three percent using the traditiona1 approach. This study shows that Youth Courts provide a 
meaningful response to offenders that effectively reduces the likelihood that they will commit 
additional crimes within the community. Helping to break the cycle of criminal behavior at this early 
age increases the chance that these individuals will become productive members of society.

Youth Courts provide swift, meaningful, appropriate consequences, so that juveniles committing 
minor offenses relate consequences to actions and are more likely to take personal responsibility. 
This process of restorative justice, where offenders repair the harm they’ve caused, allows Youth 
Courts to construct tough sentences that fit the crime and demonstrate to the juveniles the true impact 
o f their actions. The report also stated that Youth Courts can be very cost-effective since they operate 
with volunteer support and comparatively low budgets.

The impact of 'Ycuth Court is felt throughout Alaska. There are over 15 Youth Courts statewide 
which involve approximately 1,000 Alaskan students in implementing restorative justice in their 
communities. Programs exist in many areas of Alaska, including Anchorage, Fairbanks, Juneau, Mat- 
Su, Sitka, Ketchikan, the Kenai Peninsula, Nome, Kodiak, and Kotzebue. The most populace town 
without a Youth Court program is Bethel, and according to the Division of Juvenile Justice, the 
number of juvenile offenses and the recidivism rate are substantially greater there, compared to cities 
of similar size with programs. Currently, the Anchorage Youth Court assumes nearly 20% of the 
juvenile caseload, which reduces the burden on the judicial system. It is estimated that cases 
processed through Youth Courts cost less than half the amount of cases processed through district and 
superior courts. This allows for more efficient justice, at a lower cost. The enclosed information lists 
some other tangible advantages that Youth Courts can provide to the State of Alaska.

The major issue facing Youth Courts in Alaska is the lack of funding. These programs are currently 
dependent on the Juvenile Accountability Incentive Block Grant (JAIBG), a federal grant 
administered through the Division of Juvenile Justice. These funds go towards office space, 
operating expenses, and training,. In FY03, Alaska Youth Courts receive about $400,000 through this 
grant. According to the Division of Juvenile Justice, the most optimistic outlook for funding in FY04 
is $200,000 which would be a significant reduction. However, the most recent outlook, based on the



Federal Omnibus Spending Bill, is that JAIBG will be cut further and there may be little or no money 
left for Youth Court progrtuns. There is a very real possibility that no funding will be available in 
FY04. The current Presidential Budget for Federal FY04 does not include any funding for JAIBG.

Youth Courts can have a significant impact on juvenile justice and deserve a stable source of funding. 
This program can play an important role in addressing the issues of juvenile crime and public safety. 
We are requesting legislation that five percent of collected court fines go to Alaska Youth Courts. 
This would greatly assist in the operation of this program and make it possible for these local 
organizations to focus on their primary objectives — helping juvenile offenders. The Alaska 
Conference of Mayors as well as the Alaska Association of Student Government have endorsed 
funding for Alaska Youth Courts.

On behalf of the Youth Courts of Alaska, I request your support for legislation that would set aside 
five percent of collected court fines to support Youth Court programs in Alaska. Please contact me 
if you need additional information. Thank yea very much for your time.

Sincerely,

Weston Eiler, Chair
Alaska Youth Court Sustainability Coalition
(907)-789-5053
westoneiler@hotmail .com



F o r  M a n y  T e e n  O ffe n d e r s , P e e r -R u n  C o u rt M e a n s  L e ss  R e c id iv ism

April 15, 2002

Teen courts may be a positive alternative to the normal juvenile justice process for jurisdictions 
that want to expand intervention options for young, first-time juvenile offenders and reduce youth 
recidivism. Recidivism rates among teen court youth were similar and in some cases lower than

those of youth in the regular juvenile justice system, according to a four-state evaluation by the\
Urban Institute. Findings from the evaluation were released today by U.S. Assistant Attorney 

General Deborah J. Daniels at the National Youth Court Conference.

The report, "The Impact of Teen Court on Young Offenders," by Urban Institute researchors 
Jeffrey Butts, Janeen Buck, and Mark Coggeshali, is an evaluation of the impact of teen courts on 
youth recidivism in four states: Alaska, Arizona, Maryland, and Missouri. The jurisdictions in these 
states use the full range of teen court models currently in use across the country.
Teen courts are designed for young offenders who have committed less serious acts of 
delinquency, such as theft, shoplifting, possession of stolen property, or vandalism. They rely on 
the premise that if peer pressure can cause teenagers to get into trouble, positive peer pressure 

might help steer them away from future trouble.
Researchers measured pre-court attitudes and post-court recidivism among more than 500 
juveniles referred to teen court for non-violent criminal charges, including theft, shoplifting, and 
vandalism. Recidivism of teen court youth was compared to that of nearly 500 similar youth in the 

regular juvenile justice system.

K e y  F in d in g s

in Alaska, Arizona, and Missouri, teen courts were compared with the average juvenile justice 
response to young, first-time offenders. Youth handled by teen court were less likely to commit 
another crime and be re-referred to the juvenile justice system within six months. In Alaska, 
recidivism among teen court youth was 6 percent, compared with 23 percent of those handled by 
the traditional process. In Missouri, the recidivism rate was 9 percent for teen court youth and 27 
percent for the traditional process. In Arizona, the rate was 9 percent, compared with 15 percent 
in the traditional system— though this difference is not statistically significant.
In Maryland, the results of the teen court process were compared with a more proactive police 

diversion program that provided similar services, but was managed and delivered by police 
officers and a police department social worker, and did not require youth to appear in court. 
Recidivism rates of both groups were extremely low, with 8 percent among teen court youth and 4 
percent among youth in the police diversion program—but that difference is not statistically 

significant.
"Our evaluation shows that teen court might be a better alternative to the regular juvenile justice 
process in jurisdictions that do not, or cannot, provide a meaningful response for every young, 
first-time nonviolent offender," concludes Butts. "And, given the fact that teen courts operate with 
largely volunteer labor and with very low budgets, their cost-effectiveness might De very high,"



B a c k g r o u n d

Teen courts (or youth courts) are specialized diversion programs for young offenders. The typical 
youth referred to teen court is 14 to 16 years old, in trouble with the police for the first time, and 
probably charged with vandalism, stealing, or some other non-violent offense. Teen courts offer 

these youth an alternative to the regular juvenile court process. Rather than going to juvenile 
court and risking formal prosecution and possible adjudication, a young offender can go through 

teen court and avoid what might have been the first stain on his or her legal record.
In return, however, a young person in teen court is almost certain to get a rather stiff sentence. 
Many are required to do community service and pay restitution for any damages they may have 
caused. They may be ordered to write apology letters to their parent(s) and the victim of their 
offense, and perhaps an essay about the effects of crime on the community. Often, they must 
return to teen court to serve on juries for other cases. Compared to what they might have- 
received in the regular juvenile court process for a first-time, non-violent offense, youth that agree 

to go to teen court get relatively severe sanctions.
Teen courts operate much like juvenile courts except that fewer adults are involved in the 
process. The young offender (usually with a parent or guardian) may meet with an adult staff 
person before the teen court hearing. The purpose of ihe meeting is to explain the teen cour. 
process and obtain the youth's formal agreement to abide by the teen court's decision. In the teen 
court hearing itself, however, young people are responsible for much of the process, from calling 
the case, to reviewing the charges and presenting the facts, to choosing the proper sentence. 

Teenagers may serve as the court clerks, bailiffs, attorneys, jurors, and in some cases, even the 
judges that hear each matter brought before the court. Most of the youth who work in teen court' 

are volunteers, but many are former defendants who return to participate in other cases as a 

condition of their sentence.



2 0 0 3  A la sk a  Y o u th  C o u rt S u sta in a b ility  C o a litio n  
INFORMATION SHEET 

•  Y o u th  C o u rts  in v o lv e  y o u th  an d  co m m u n itie s  th ro u g h o u t A la sk a .
There are presently more than 15 youth courts statewide which directly involve nearly 1,000 volunteer 
Alaskan students in implementing restorative justice in their communities. These courts historically hear 
an average of over 900 cases a year.

® Y o u th  C o u rts  fo s te r  a  r e sp e c t fo r  th e  la w  th ro u g h  ed u ca tio n  an d  a c tio n .
Youth Courts provide criminal justice training to the volunteer members. The teen members are then 
empoweied by their roles as judge, prosecutor, and defense attorney in actual cases involving their peers, 
gaining an invaluable appreciation for the law. Youth Courts enhance respect for the law in the offenders 
as well as in the student members.

•  Y o u th  C o u r ts  p ro d u c e  a m a rk ed  red u ctio n  in  re c id iv ism .
The Anchorage Youth Court produced a 94% reduction in recidivism, dramatically decreasing the 
amount of cases to be processed in the court systems. (Based on a study titled “The Impact of Teen Court 
on Young Offenders" by Jeffrey A. Butts, Janeen Buck, and Mark B. Coggeshall.) This was the highest 
success rate of the four courts studied in this recent nationwide study by the Urban Institute.

•  Y o u th  C o u rts  e a s e  th e  ca se lo a d  o f  s ta te  o ffic ia ls .
By providing diversion services for District and Superior Court Judges as well as Juvenile Probation 
Officers, Youth Courts allow these officials to focus on the most serious offenses or repeat offenders.

•  Y o u th  C o u rts  sa v e  th e  s ta te  m on ey .
It is estimated that cases processed through Youth Courts cost less than half the amount of cases 
processed informally or through district and superior courts. In Alaska's largest youth court, the 
Anchorage Youth Court operates with a 6% recidivism spending only $574 per defendant, for lower than 
the equivalent juvenile justice system and substantially more effective for the cost. (Note: McLaughlin 
Youth Center costs $40,000 per year per patient. If AYC prevents just 7 juveniles from going to 
McLaughlin, it equals AYC's entire operating budget.)

•  T h e  ju v e n ile  p op u la tio n  is in crea sin g .
The juvenile population in our state is expected to increase by 27% by 2015. With this dramatic increase 
in the juvenile population, juvenile delinquency will likely rise, making the sustainability of youth courts 
even more critical,

•  A la sk a  h a s  a lr e a d y  en tru sted  o u r  Y o u th  C o u rts  w ith  th e  m o st co m p reh en siv e  
leg is la tio n  in  th e n a tio n .
Alaska was identified in another recent national study as the one state with the most comprehensive 
Youth Court legislation, in that our statute AS 47.12.400 specifically entrusts Youth Courts with 
adjudicatory as well as dispositional authority. (See The Organization and Operation of Teen Courts in 
the United States, A Comparative Analysis of Legislation, Michele Heward, JD, Juvenile and Family 
Court Journal, Winter 2002.)

Y outh Courts do  im portant w ork , save the state m oney and have good  track records.

The time for sustainable funding is now.
Weston Eiler 

Chair -  Alaska Youth Court Sustainability Coalition 
(907) 789-5053 - westonciler@hotmail.com

mailto:westonciler@hotmail.com


A la sk a  C o n fe re n c e  o f  M ayo rs

A R esolu tion Supporting Continued Funding and Support fo r A laska ’s Youth
C ourts

W h e re a s , th e  A laska C o n fe ren ce  of M ayors a n d  th e  A laska M unicipal L eag u e  hav e  
b e e n  en co u rag in g  youth to  partic ipa te  in s tu d e n t go vernm en tth roughou t A laska;

W h e re a s , th e  A laska A ssocia tion  of S tu d en t G overnm en ts re p re s e n ts  s tu d e n ts  an d  
individuals th roughou t A lask a a n d  h a s  p a s s e d  a  s ta tew id e  reso lu tion  supporting  th e  
A laska Youth C ourt System ;

W h e re a s , Y outh C ourt is a n  innovative a lte rna tive  to  th e  traditional juven ile  ju stice 
sy stem  an d  is em po w ered  by s ta te  s ta tu te s  to m ake  a  d ifference  in A laskan 
com m unities;

W h e re a s , for th e  p a s t d e c a d e  Y outh C ourts h ave  se rv e d  a s  a  g re a t m ethod of 
d e c re a s in g  rep ea r crim e am o n g st juvenile offenders;

W h e re a s , Y outh C ouri allow s s tu d e n ts  to  ta k e  a  role a s  a  ju d g e  o r a tto rn ey  in a 
courtroom  to judge , p ro secu te , o r d e fen d  first juven ile  o ffen d ers in a  court of their peers;

W h e re a s , Y outh C ourt p ro g ram s a lso  e a s e  th e  c a s e  load of district court ju d g es  and  
juven ile  p robation  offices;

W h e re a s , th e re  a re  a t le a s t 15 youth co u rts  s ta tew ide  which involve nearly  1,000 
A laskan  s tu d e n ts  in im plem enting res to ra tive  ju stice  in th eir com m unities;

W h e re a s , A lask a’s  Y outh C ourts a re  cu rren tly  d e p e n d e n t of fed era l g ran ts  an d  
uncerta in  a v e n u e s  of funding;

W h e re a s , a  p rogram  a s  beneficial an d  su ccessfu l a s  Y outh C ourt shou ld  not b e  left to 
un certa in  m e a n s  of funding;

W h e re a s , th e  A laska L egisla tu re  first em po w ered  youth courts a n d  h a s  th e  authority 
s e c u re  su s ta in a b le  funding for th e  fu ture of A lask a’s  /o u th  Courts;

N ow  T h e re fo re , B e It R e s o lv e d  that th e  A laska C o nferen ce  of M ayors com m ends 
A lask a 's  Y outh C ourts a n d  en c o u ra g e  th e  A laska S ta te  L eg islatu re  to  im plem ent a  
s tab le  m ethod of funding for Y outh C ourts a c ro s s  A laska.



Alaska Association of Student Governments 
Sustained Support and Funding for Alaska’s Youth Courts 

Fall 2002 Conference

Be it resolved by the Alaska Association of Student Governments;

Whereas, ihe Alaska Association of Student Governments represents 
high school students and student leaders throughout Alaska;

Whereas, Youth Court is an innovative alternative to the traditional juvenile justice 
system and is empowered by Alaska Statute 47.12.400 to make a positive difference in 
Alaskan communities;

Whereas, Youth Courts are established for the purpose of decreasing juvenile crime and 
the recidivism amongst juvenile offenders as well as to involve students in implementing 
restorative justice;

Whereas, Youth Court allows students valuable experience in assuming the role and 
responsibility of a judge or attorney in a courtroom to judge, prosecute, or defend first- 
time juvenile offenders in a court of their peers;

Whereas, Youth Court programs help ease the case load of district and superior courts, 
juvenile probation offices, and school districts;

Whereas, for the past decade Youth Courts have served as an effective method of 
decreasing repeat-crime amongst juvenile offenders in Alaska;

Whereas, there are at least 15 Youth Courts statewide which involve approximately 
1,000 Alaskan students in implementing restorative justice in their communities;

Whereas, Alaska’s Youth Courts are currently dependent on a federal juvenile justice 
grant which is in the process of being cut by 30% over a three year period and which is 
not guaranteed due to lack of congressional authorization;

Whereas, a program as beneficiiJ and successful as Youth Court should not be left to 
unreliable means of funding;

Whereas, the Alaska State Legislature first empowered youth courts and has the 
authority to secure sustainable funding for the future of Alaska’s Youth Courts;

Therefore, he it resolved by the Alaska Association of Student Governments, that 
AASG commend Alaska’s Youth Courts and encourage the Alaska State 
Legislature to establish a stable base of funding for Youth Courts across Alaska.



Alaska Court System 
Schedule of State Fines Collected

State Fines Collected by Alaska Court System (as Reported in AKSAS)
FY02 FY01 FY00 FY99 FY98
3,708,100.00 3,910,300.00 3,715,900.00 3,627,200.00 3,649,100.00

In addition to fines and forfeitures applied to fines tills data also Includes: ball forfeitures, other forfeitures not applied 
to fines, contempt sanctions, and court costs not related to Criminal Rule 8.

State Fines Collected by Court Locat on

Court Location
FY02 FY01 FY00

State Fines State Finos i State Fines
Anchorage 335,442.29 392,442.89 369,543.32
Barrow 61,097.29 63,900.00 34,161.10
Bethel 42,471.00 64,287.25 81,549.15
Cordova 26,535.00 28,629.50 38,535.55
Craig 5,229.00 1 48,932.00 52,399.62
Delta Junction 62,066.69 50,436.73 39,826.75
Dillingham 77,088.25 95,479.00 49,438.50
Fairbanks 353,787.17 419,229.27 470,699.19
Glennallen 53,655.30 49,121.49 54,996.75
Haines 7,684.50 15,638.69 0,201.87
Healy 39,336.00 87,101.62 59,551.00
Homer 54,977.60 65,049.15 67,137.61
Juneau 152,040.30 128,677.92 ! 137,933.38
Kenai 176,385.00 150,831.09 207,522.21
Ketchikan 104,661.47 103,568.98 130,234.37
Kodiak 138,273.54 177,135.86 146,537.00
Kotzebue 76,999.96 83,867.26 71,467.84
Naknek 96,045.00 145,588.79 105,803.30
Nenana 19,968.00 19,828.86 21,286.18
Nome 29,382.14 37,744.27 27,952.08
Palmer 476,417.39 531,066.18 412,801.28
Petersburg 27,288.90 27,417.34 23,193.31
Seward 49,592.50 50,618.50 47,953.00
Sitka i 63,810.15 66,354.39 29,759.55
Tok 46,125.53 43,430.09 39,900.12
Unalaska 95,620.53 83,043.00 178,737.87.
Valdez 52,293.25 41,953.70 35,610.50
Wrangell 24,106.00 16,790.00 30,680.00

i State Fines Collected by Court System and Dept, of Law
Agency FY02 FY01 FY00

Alaska Court System 2,748,379.65 3,088,163.82 2,973,412.40
Department of Law 1,583,794.49 1,963,548.38 1,099,498.93

Totals 4,332,174.14 5,051,712.20 4,072,911.33

Court Data Source:
The fine data Includes fines and forfeitures applied to fines end reflected on each court's Receipt
Distribution Reports for the periods Indicated. The dollar amounts represent actual funds
receipted. Additional fines were collected and are not Included In the analysis because Ihe
data is not readily available and the dollar amounts would not significantly Impact the overall financial picture.

Department of Law:
Fines listed for the Department of Lav; Include fines (court, traffic, and minor offense) and bonds.



Youth Courts/Community Panels

G ra n te e
FY02 Award FY02 Cash FY03 Award FY03 Cash 

Grant Program Amount Maleh_______Amount Match

Anchorage Youth Court

Anchorage Youth Court 

Oalta Junction Youth Court

Community Juvenile 
Justice Program 
Juvenile 
Accountability 
Incentive Block 
Grant Program

$0.00 $0.00 S9.934.00 $14,901.00

Delta Junction Youth Court

Community Juvenile 
Justice Program 
Juvenile 
Accountability 
Incentive Block 
Grant Program 
Juvenile 
Accountability

Native Village of Emmonak - Elder Incentive Block
Panel to hear delinquency cases Grant Program

Juvenile 
Accountability 
Incentive Block 
Grant Program 
Formula Indian Pass- 
Through

$28,161.00 $3,129.00 $25,345.00 $2,810.11

$8,000.00 $12,000.00 50.00 $0.00

$0.00 S0.00 $8,000.00 $888.89

Juneau Youth Court 

Kawerak

Community Juvenile 
Justice Program 
Juvenile 
Accountability 
Incentive Block 
Grant Program 
Juvenile 
Accountability 

Southeast Regional Resource Center - Incentive Block

Kenai Peninsula Youth Court

Kenai Peninsula Youth Court

Ketchikan Youth Court 

Kodiak Teen Court

Grant Program

Community Juvenile 
Justice Program

  Juvenile
Accountability 
Incentive Block

Kodiak Teen Court Grant Program
Juvenile
Accountability

Nome Community Center- Nome Incentive block
Youth Court Grant Program

Juvenile
Accountability

North Slope Borough - Community Incentive Block
Panel Support

North Star Youth Court

Sitka Preventions Treatment 
Services - Sitka Youth Court 
City of Sitka - Sitka Youth Court

Central Council of Tllnglt-Halda

Grant Program 
Juvenile 
Accountability 
Incentive Block 
Grant Program 
Juvenile 
Accountability 
Incentive Block 
Grant Program 
Title V
Formula Indian Pass- 
Through

United Youth Courts ol Alaska - Data Community Juvenile 
Collection lor Youth Courts Justice Program

United Youth Courts of Alaska - Community Juvenile
Training & Technical Assistance Justice Program

Juvenile
Accountability

United Youth Courts of Alaska - Incentive Block
Training & Technical Assistance Grant Program

Juvenile 
Accountability 
Incentive Block

Valdez Youth Court Grant Program
City ol Valdez - Valdez Youth Court Tide V

Juvenile 
Accountability 
Incentive Block

City of Wasilla-Mat-Su Youth Court Grant Program 
Total

$30,000.00 $3,333.34 $27,000.00 $3,000.00

0
$26,917.00 $2,990.77 $24,092.00 $2,670.89

$5,948.00 $0.00 $8,864.00 $0.00

$5,196.00 $7,794.00 $4,754.00 $7,131.00

$30,000.00 $3,333.34 $27,000.00 $3,000.00

$29,960.00 $3,328.89 526,964.00 $2,996.00

$9,992.00 $14,988.00 $5,410.00 S8.115.C0

$30,000.00 $3,333.34 S27,000.00 $3,000.00

$30,000.00 $3,333.34 $27,000.00 $3,000.00

$29,000.00 $3,222.22 $26,100.00 S2,900.00
i

530,000.00 $3,333.34 S25,200.00 S2,800.00

$29,526.00 $3,280.67 $17,000.00 $1,888.89
$20,000.00 $1,000.00 $30,000.00 $15,000.00

$4,573.00 $0.00 S4,540.00 $0.00

$9,785.00 $14,677.50 $9,967.00 $14,950.50

$0.00 SO.OO 58,525.00 512.787.50

$54,997.00 $6,110.78 $40,498.00 $4,499.78

SO.OO SO.OO $27,000.00
$45,302.00 $22,651.00 $0.00

$3,000.00
SO.OO

S30.000.00 S3.333.34 $27.000.00 $3.000.00
$487,355.00 $115,172.b7 $435,193.00 $112,351.5?

* Note: Cash Match Information collected Is the match reported by the agoncy for purposed ol a given grant and does 
not necessarily represent all of the funds available lo the agency for a given program.



Mothers Against Drunk Driving 
JUNEAU CHAPTER 

211 4th St., Suite 314 
Juneau, AK 99801 

Phone (907)463-2562 
Fax (907)463-2540 

madd@alaska.net 
www.madd.crg/ak/juneau

May 8,2003

To: Representative Ogg
Representative Gruenberg 
Representative Wilson

RE: House Bill 303, Youth Court bill

The MADD Juneau Chapter supports House Bill 303 which would fund Youth Courts 
through criminal fines.

The MADD Juneau Chapter supports Youth Court as a creative alternative to District 
Court for certain minors charged with underage drinking. Often the offenders find Youth 
Court’s sentences harder yet preferable to District Court. They are brought before a jury 
o f  their peers, which teenagers prefer as their sentence takes into consideration tools 
effective for their age.

The MADD Juneau Chapter has heard testimony from past youth offenders as well as 
parents o f  offenders on the merits o f Youth Court. Both groups were unanimous in 
agreeing this system helped the offender realize how serious minor consuming is to their 
lives and in addition to the negative effect it has on their community.

Sincerely,

Cindy Cashen 
Executive Director

Cc: Weston Eiler, Juneau Youth Court

mailto:madd@alaska.net
http://www.madd.crg/ak/juneau
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