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H onorable Senators,
Speaking as a p rivate  citizen with 17 years o f service to the State o f A laska as a Correctional Officer, 

I ’m w riting  here today to once again speak out against the in troduction o f private prisons to the State of A laska. 
For the past four years, 1 have spoken out against private prison operators and will continue to do so. In m y 
efforts to stay fully inform ed o f the dangers, pitfalls and liabilities o f  the privatization o f the prison system , I 
have read  literally  thousands o f pieces o f correspondence and o ther related inform ation concerning private 
prison operators. I have served at the forefront with those who have dedicated their lives to keeping the public 
inform ed o f  the dangers o f dealing w ith those w hose intention is solely  to profit from  hum an m isery. I can only 
let the facts speak for them selves:

Escapes: H istory  continues to show  that private prison operators have an escape rate that is over 20 
lim es h igher than their publicly  run counterparts. T his m easure is based on sim ple num bers o f  escapes. N ever 
m ind the fact that public prisons continue to hold higher num bers o f  prisoners. Paid proponents for private 
prisons w ould  have you believe sim ply that “prisoners escape.” Is this supposed to mean that these high 
num bers o f  escapes are sim ply business as usual?

C ost Savings: Several studies to dale have shown that private prison operators sim ply do not provide 
the cost savings they prom ise. In several cases, the costs associated  with private prison operators are actually 
h igher than their publicly  operated counterparts. The paid proponents o f  privatization m ake claim s of large 
savings. W hat needs to be rem em bered is that these claim s o f savings com pare the total cost o f  keeping 
prisoners incarcerated  w ith the partial services provided by private prison operators. In the bottom  line, the 
total costs o f operating a private prison added to the costs o f com plete services will ultim ately cost the State 
more.

Liability: Prisoners are an extrem ely litigious group as a whole. C ontracting  with private operators 
absolutely does not rem ove any liability from  the State or the prison ow ners when it com es to law suits. Private 
prison em ployees also do not have qualified im m unity, which protects them  from  lawsuits. In o ther words, 
prisoners m ay sue private em ployees individually. O nce sued, a private prison em ployee’s only protection or 
defense m ay be to file suit against the State along with the prisoners resulting in much higher costs to the State.

S ta ff T urnover Rates: Publicly operated prisons average nationally , a 16% staff turnover. Privately 
operated prisons have a 53%  turnover rate. Substandard pay, poor training, lack o f experienced staff and poor 
recruitm ent/screening standards all contribute to the inability  o f privately  operated prisons to m aintain the 
experienced  and professional staff needed to insure public safely and a professionally  run facility.

A ssaults and M ajor V iolence: In privately operated  prisons, prisoner to s ta ff assaults are 49%  higher. 
P risoner on prisoner assaults are 66%  higher. All this translates to h igher costs to the State. In som e States, the 
incidence o f m ajor vio lence is alm ost double that o f a publicly operated  facility.
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A laska C om m unities Speak Out: Several A laska com m unities have had the opportunity  to speak out 
using the voting  process. W hen given the opportunity  to vote on the issue, these com m unities have 
overw helm ingly  voted dow n having a privately  operated  prison in their areas. D esp ite  this, several Legislators 
continue to support and defend the idea o f  using  private prison operators in A laska. This only leaves m e with 
the question, “W ho do these L egislators tru ly  support?”

In closing, let m e reiterate that m y experience and research has left m e w ith only these conclusions. 
Private prison operators will cost A laskan’s m ore m oney. Public safety  will be com prom ised. T he incidence o f 
violence in A laska prisons will increase leaving ou r S tate to con tinue to pay the costs.
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