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February 19, 1999

RE: School Vouchers

Honorable Vic Kohring
State Capitol Room 421
Juneau, A K 99801-1182

Dear Honorable Vic Kohring,

lam glad to see that you are introducing a bill on school vouchers. | definitely do not like
some of the things my cliild comes home from school with. The schools here, for some
reason, think diat these kids have to leam the native languages and about parents molesting
dieir children. My child isonly in firstgrade. Their being taught all about environmentalism
and their being taught to go around to all die stores and ask for money because businesses
have deep pockets. When Kkids come out of the Sitka school system they do not want to
touch natural resources and they all look for government type jobs or anydiing that is not
natural resources. We do not really have any private schools here. We had one, but ithad to
close because they tried to keep die tuition low which made it too hard to obtain a building.
The private school was not at all popular with the public schools in town. The private
school did try to keep the tuition so low they never had any money. A voucher would make
a better opportunity for new schools here. It would be a parents dream for a better
education for our children and a better future. We are not going to get the social teachings
and the slanted environmental views out of the public schools. Our only way to combat this
problem is formore private schools. 1hope you get somewhere with school vouchers. Most
people are busy working so you probably will not here from them but they are out there.
Another reason why you may not hear from people (especially in small towns) is because
teachers will find out which parents are causing what they perceive to be trouble and may
take 1t out on their child. For instance, die child may all of a sudden becorm a trouble—
maker or all of a sudden be classified as slow at reading. From die words 1 have heard
teachers say during wage negotiations, | do not trust them. There are some good teachers
out there but you don Thear from them so they arc of no value.

Mike Svenson

104 SHARON DRIVE
SITKA, AK 99835



Subject: Mouse Bill No. 5
Date: Thu, 18 Feb 1999 03:50:10 -0900
From: Bill Malchow <rr.alcho\v@alaska.nct>
To: Representative” ic_Kohring@legis.statc.ak.us

Vic,

I am in full support of this bill you are sponsoring for Education
Vouchers!

Thanks,

William K. Malchow
17824 Sanctuary Dr.
E.R. AK 99577

(907) 696-1866
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Subject: School Voucher System
Date: Thu, 18 Feb 1999 11:01:48-1000
From: "Andrew JBond" <ABOND@mai!.aai.arco.com>

To: Representative Vic_Kohring@legis.state.ak.us,Represenlative_joe Green@legis.stale.ak.us,

Senator_Jerry Ward@legis.state.ak.us

Representative Kohring,

I was very happy to see you had proposed HB-5 to offer school vouchers.
Unfortunately when 1 read the fine print | see that | have no chance to qualify.
I can understand trying to base the payment on income level. But 1 think that
will also cause some problems. It is still a huge burden for a family with
several kids in private school making as much money as |1 do, I think a better
system would be phase out the voucher amount as income increases. Starting at
200% of the poverty level and maybe phasing out at $100,000 of taxable income.
Those are just rough figures off the top of my head.

I can see a situation developing where families at 200% of the poverty level or
below would begin to fill the private schools and force out middle income
families who get no benefit. I think you need a system where everyone benefits
to a certain level. Your plan might remove a large section of the "trouble
makers"™ from the public schools and send them to private schools. I also think
that even those at the low end of the income scale should have to pay some
portion of the tuition rather than receiving a full payment voucher. Then they
will also me making a sacrifice for their children®s education rather than just

taking advantage of the system.

The public schools need some competition to bring down soaring eduction costs
and teachers salaries. This will be a great way to start getting the K-12
education budget mora under control. As you well know, private schools
generally provide better education at half the cost of the public schools on a

per student basis.

So in closing, 1 sure like the voucher plan. I just think it needs modification
to benefit more than just the lower income section of the population.

Andy Bond

House 10, Senate E
12100 woodway Circle
Anchorage, AK 99516
(9CJ 263-4623

2/23/9 7:57 AM
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Subject: HU 5, education voucher
Date: Sat, 20 Feb 1999 10:35:23 -0900
From: Peter Brautigam <petcr@hartig.coni>
To: Reprcscntative Vic Kohring@lcgis.state.ak.us

I would like to express my support for education vouchers as
presented in HB 5. Although private education is a choice,
we should all have the same opportunity for our children to
have a choice between public and private education. This
would provide us all an equal opportunity.

Peter Brautigam
Anchorage, Alaska
peter@hartig.com
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Subject: vouchers
Date: Thu, 7 Jan 1999 23:55:15 -0900
From: "JACKSON 6 FAMILY™ <mjacksonl@idcafamilics.org>

To: <Rcprcsentative _Vic_Kohring@legis.state.ak.us>

DEAR REP. VIC KOHRING.
| WANT TO THANK YOU FOR THE STEP YOU ARE TAKING IN THE AREA OF THE VOUCHER SYSTEM. |

KNOW YOU ARE STANDING UPON A CONTROVERSIAL SUBJECT. JUST WANT YOU TO KNOW THAT WE ARE
SUPPORTING YOU IN PRAYER. LOTS OF ATTACKS HAPPEN WHEN YOU ROCK THE BOAT. I HAVE
HOMESCHOOLED ALL 4 OF MY CHILDREN. 2 ARE NOW IN PRIVATE SCHOOL AND 2 ARE STILL HOME
SCHOOLED AND ARE INTHE IDEA PROGRAM. WHAT A TREMENDOUS BLESSING THIS GALENA PROGRAM IS.
ALL THOSE YEARS OF BEING ALL ALONE SO TO SPEAK AND TO THOINK THAT INOW HAVE HELP THAT
DOESN'TCONTROL ME ISWONDERFUL. ITRY TO IMAGINE WHAT ITWOULD BE LIKE TO HAVE ASSISTANCE
IN PRIVATE SCHOOL ,WHICH IS WHERE MY 20LDEST NOW ARE AND IT WOULD BE A BITOF HEAVEN. |
ALWAYS WONDERED WHY WE PAY SCHOOL TAXES AND OUR CHILDREN DID NOT ATTENDSCHOOL. |
WONDER ALOT OF THINGS. 1JUST WANTED TO TAKE THE TIME TO THANK YOU AND LET YOU KNOW WE
AS A FAMILY ARE BEHIND YOU. STAY STRONG. REMEMBER TO KEEP FRESH AND TAKE A WALK IF YOU H
AVE TO ASTHE PRESSURE MOUNTS.

OUR LOVE AND PRAYERS,

SHERRI JACKSON AND FAMILY

907-248-0995

2/23/P 759 AM
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Subject: Thanks for your hard work!
Date: Sat, 20 Feb 1999 20:33:42 -0900
From: vicki hoyman <hoyhousc@mlaonline.net>
To: Representalive Vic Kohring@iegis.state.ak.us

Dear Mr. Kohring,
I want to take time to sincerely thank you for the stands you take on

several 1issues that mean alot to me. We are a family of 6 in Palmer
enjoying our 14th year of home schooling. It has been one of the
greatest joys and challenges of my life. I never would have dreamed,
growing up in the home of a public school teacher, that | would one day
home school all my children! 1 thank the Lord daily for the privilege
and also that 1 live in a state that is very "home school friendly".
This year we hesitantly signed up for Cyber Lynx out of the Nenana
school district, |1 say hesitantly because the whole program seemed to
good to be true! We have found it most helpful and it has been so
awesome to have some money to purchase materials, lessons etc. 1 know
the Matsu-school district thinks all of us who signed up for these cyb.
schools are taking money out of their pockets but 1 don"t know of one
family that took their kids out of public school this year to join a
cyber school 1like Cyber Lynx or IDEA. Everyone 1 know has been doing
home school all along. I have 4 children and we have given them a
quality education for an incredibly low price. Everyone in the public
school fusses about lack of funding, all the money in the world can"t
promise a good education, it requires a healthy environment, a teacher
who really loves the kids, and a contagious love for learning! You are
welcome at our home school anyday! I could write volumes about the fun
things we have done together, places we"ve went, projects we"ve
accomplished! Thank you for supporting home schoolers! We truly do

appreciate you!
Warmly,
Vicki Hoyman
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Subject: Thanks tor the call
Date: Sat, 20 Feb 1999 22:09:48 -0900
From: Steve Unfreid <unfreids@alaska.net>

Organization: Self
To: Rcpresentative Vic_Kohring@legis.state.ak.us

Thanks for the call Saturday night reference my article in the Anchorage
paper. After reading todays paper and reading Charles Reynolds piece,

my wife (a stay-at-home/home school mom) sent in the following (even if
it doesn"t get printed, it may give you another angle on which to adress

this issue).

Steve Unfreid

I applaud Charles Reynolds (Letters Feb 20) for his clear grasp of our
state constitution--understanding that no funding should go to support
"e_.any religious or other private educational institution."”

In fact, maybe we could get together and take every public school

district in Alaska to court for their teaching of secular humanism. In
the Humanist Manifesto #1, it clearly states that humanism is a
religion. This is seen and taught every day in subjects like biology,

where the theory and scientifically unprovable belief of evolution is
the only thought presented for the origin of life. This belief that man
is here by chance and is thus the only entity that can save us, is a
religious, not scientific viewpoint.

You can"t have it both ways. Either you do as Lawrence J. Freidberger
advocated in his February 18 letter, and amend our constitution to allow
funding for all (and thus break the religious monopoly held by our
public schools), or you have our public school cease their religious
instruction. My guess 1is that Rep Vic Kohring®s amendment is the most

fair approach.

Kathe Unfreid
Wasilla AK

PO Box 672518
Chugiak Ak 99567
745-4092
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Subject: House Bill No. 5
Date: Mon, 22 Feb 1999 01:19:28 -0500
From: "Stuart W. Holland" <swholland@compuscrvc.com>
To: "Rep. Vic Kohring" <Representativc_Vic_Kohring@legis.stale.ak,us>

Dear Representative Kohring,

Thank you for sponsoring the subject bill to administer a pilot program of
education vouchers. I have two children who are currently enrolled in a
private school, of which I am a school board member. I am thoroughly
convinced that private school education would be the choice for many more
families if they could afford it. Your proposed bill would allow more

families to afford this choice.
A secondary benefit of this program would be to improve the quality of the
public education system. IT more families are leaving the current system,

then pressure would naturally be placed on the public educators and their
governing bodies to provide the quality education that parents are seeking.

Again, thank you for sponsoring this vital legislation! May God bless your
efforts to improve the overall quality of our education system.

Sincerely,
Stuart Holland
home phone: 907-272-4460

email address: "swholland@compuserve.com"
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Subject: Independent Hoard for Charter Schools
Date: Mon, 22 Feb 1999 05:14:43 -0900
From: Linda Sharp < lIsharp@alaska.net>
To: Rcprescntative Vic_Kohring@legis.state.ak.us, Isharp@alaska.net,
no_.spam_allowed@ibni .net, rsaur@alaska.net

Dear Representative Kohring,

Have you introduced a bill for vouchers? If so, I would
like to help you on it any way 1 can. Please send me a
copy (fax 907-245-5502, mail 2710 West 34th Ave. Anchorage,

99517), 1if you have a bill.

Would you consider introducing a bill to change current
charter school law to establish a Board for Charter

Schools? I envision that the Board would be 7 to 9 people,
all volunteers, equally representing our state®s
population. In other words, about half from Anchorage, one

from Fairbanks, one from Southeast, one from Mat Su, one
from Kenai and a 2 or 3 from the balance of state.

They would meet 4 to 6 times a year 1in Anchorage, so there
would be flight and lodging expense. They would need an
administrative person to handle papers and coordinate
meetings and take minutes, so that would be about $100K for
wages, benefits and office operations. That could be
subtracted from the DOE % allotment, as they would be
replacing some DOE functions.

This Board would be a CHOICE for both existing charters and
for newly proposing charters. This would replace the

school districts as the sole authorizing authority, but of
course, those preferring the districts could always stay or

go with them also.

This 1is essential for our small charter to survive. We
presently have to comply with all ASD Administrative
procedures, and it would take us about $150,000 a year to
properly comply with all the reports, forms, procedures and
meetings required to know and do that work. Our total
funding is less t han $100. Education should be our
mission, not administrative fulfillment.

In addition, for example, we needed a waiver to be able to
consider using Viking Hall, where about 10 times a year in
the evenings, for Sons of Norway social events, a liquor
cabinet is unlocked to serve members up to 2 drinks per
evening. ASD procedures said "no liquor on the premise."”
We were required to apply for a waiver to the policy.

The superintendent first decided to get a legal opinion.
Then he wrote a memo to the School Board opposing it,

although his legal opinion said it should be fine. Then we
had to wait for the agenda to clear to allow us to appear
and be heard before the School Board. This simple delay

took more than tv/o months.

You can"t 1imagine the hours and expertise that have gone
into simply finding a facility to please ASD. We were told
recently by MOA Planning Officials that the ASD spends
hundreds of thousands of dollars hiring MOA Planning Dept,
to do what we are doing .... find a site. Then they spend
$1,000,000 to design. Then they spend $10, $20, $30 million
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or more to construct. We have only a Eevw/ thousand dollars
to accomplish it all. This 1is a ridiculous Catch 22.

Other people who 1 think would support / co-sign your bill,
if you"d do 1it, include Reps. Dyson, James, Mulder, Ogan,
Kott, Coghill, Halcro and maybe Kelly. Senators Miller,
Taylor, Donley, Torgerson. There may be many others.

Please let me know if this is possible to get going and
passed this year. I would do anything I could to help.

Many thanks for all you do.

Linda Sharp
Tel. 245-5501

2/23/N0 746 AM



Subject: Alaska PTA position on Vouchers
DaterTue, 16 Feb 1999 13:12:21 -0900
From: Bogrens <bogrcn@al ;iska.nct>
To: Reprcsentative John Coghill@legis.statc.ak.us
CC: Rcprcsentative_Frcd Dyson@legis.state.ak.us

Testimony

To: Alaska House of Representatives Health, Education and Social
Services Committee

By: Betsy Turner-Bogren; Alaska PTA, Vice President,Legislative
Affairs

Date: February 16, 1999

Re: House Bill 5, Voucher System for Education

The Alaska PTA has an annual membership of over 15,000. Our association

is organized to include representation from six geographic regions
covering the entire state and four active councils representing
Ketchikan, the Mat/Su Borough, Fairbanks and Anchorage. Delegates from
across Alaska meet annually to review our Legislative Program and adopt

legislative priorities.

Last November delegates to the Alaska PTA Issues Conference adopted five
legislative priorities including a statement opposing the creation of
education vouchers. Our Association®s statement 1is:

"Alaska PTA believes that public funds should be dedicated to public
education. Alaska PTA opposes legislation, 1including the creation of
vouchers or tax credits for private education, that would direct State
funding away from public schools.”

This statement was adopted by unanimous consent. It was the only
priority adopted without discussion.

Support for public education had always been a priority for the Alaska
TA. Our members recognize that the creation of an educational voucher
system would undermine State support by diverting funding resources to
non-public institutions. We believe that every child in Alaska
deserves access to high quality public education and that it is the
State"s responsibility to support public education with adequate

funding.

On behalf of the Alaska PTA | would like to thank members of this
Committee for your work to improve the quality of public education 1in
Alaska. We encourage you to continue your efforts to find solutions
that address the concerns of the Alaska PTA.
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Sec. “09.68.130". Collection of settlement information.

(€)) Except as provided in (c) of this section, the Alaska Judicial Council shall collect and evaluate
information relating to the compromise or other resolution of all civil litigation. The information shall be
collected on a form developed by the council for that purpose and must include

(1) the case name and file number;

(2) a general description of the claims being settled;
(3) 1fthe cai isreso"ved by way of settlement,

(A) the gross dollar amount of the settlement;

(B) towhom the settlement was paid;

(C) the dollar amount of advanced costs and attorney fees that wer; deducted from the gross dollar
amount of the settlement before disbursement to the claimant;

(D) the net amount actually disbursed to the claimant;
(E) the total costs and attorney fees paid by or owed by all parties; and

(F) any nonmonetary terms, including whether the attorney fees incurred by the claimant were based
on a contingent fee agreement or upon an hourly rate: ifa contingent fee was paid, the percentage of the
total settlement represented by the fee must be included: or, ifan hourly rate, the hourly rate paid:

(4) if the case is resolved by dismissal, summary judgment, trial, or otherwise.
(A) the gross dollar amount of the judgment;
(B) the amount of attorney fees irded and to which party;

(C) the amount of costs awarded and to which party;

(D) the net amount, after deduction of (B) and (C) of this paragraph, for which the prevailing party has
Judgment;

(E) the dollar amount of advanced costs and attorney fees that were deducted from the gross dollar
amount of the judgment before distribution to the claimant;

(F) the total costs and attorney fees paid by defending parties: and

(G) any nonmonetary terms, including whether the attorney fees incurred by the claimant were based
on a contingent fee agreement or upon an hourly rate; ifa contingent fee was paid, the percentage of the
total settlement represented by the fee must be included; or, ifan hourly rate, the hourly rate paid.

(b) The information received by the council under (a) of this section isconfidential. This restriction



does not prevent the disclosure of summaries and statistics in a manner that does not allow the
identification of particular cases or parties.

(© The requirements of (a) of this section do not apply to the following tvpes of cases:
(D divorce and dissolution:

12) adoption, custody, support, visitation, and emancipation of children:

(3) children-in-need-of-aid cases under AS 47.10 or delinguent minors eases under 47.12:
(%) domestic violence protective orders under AS 18.66.100 - 18.66.150:

(5) estate, guardianship, and trust cases filed under AS 13;

(©) small claims under AS 22.15.040 .
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the judge who is assigned the case is not available
and the application concerns a stipulation or uncoii-
icsted motion: a petition for emergency domestic
violence injunction: a motion lor temporary restrain-
ing order or oilier emergency motion; findings,
iudgments and orders based upon decisions previous-
y announced by Ihe judge assigned to the case: or
oilier mailers when Ihe application is presented to
the presiding judge, or in the presiding A’udge‘s
absence, to any other available judge within the
state, upon good cause shown.

(e) Continuances.*

(1) All cases set for trial shall be heard on the
date set unless the same arc continued by order of
the court for cause shown. The presiding judge of a
judicial district may require that a visiting or pro tern
Judge obtain approval from the presiding judge
before granting any continuance of trial.

ﬁZ) Unless otherwise permitted by the court,
application for the continuance of the trial of the
case shall be made to the court at least five dags
before the date set for trial. The application must be
supﬁorted by the affidavit of the applicant setting
forth all reasons for the continuance. If such case is
not tried upon the day set, the court in its discretion
may impose such terms as it sees tit. and in addition
may require the payment of jury fees and other costs
by the party at whose request the continuance has
been made.

(3) When parties arc present in court and ready
for trial on the day set for trial, but their case is not
reached on that day. they will retain their relative
position on the calendar and on the next open trial
day they will be entillcd to precedence over cases set
for trial on the last-mentioned day.

gAdopted by SCO 5 October 9. 1959: amended by
CO 36 effective May 8, 1961; by SCO 44 effective
February 26, 1962: by SCO 193 effective November
|, 1974; by SCO 229 effective January 1, 1976; bv
SCO 393 effective January 2. 1980: by SCO 710
effective September 15. 1986: by SCO 717 effective
September 15. 1986: bv SCO 766 effective March
15. 1987: bv SCO 894 effective Julv 15. 1988: bv
SCO 1153 effective July 15. 1994: by SCO 1172
effective July 15, 1995: and bv SCO 1279 effective
July 31. 1997)

‘EDITOR’S NOTE: Subsection te) (3) of Alaska
Civil r de 40 is hereby suspended for the Anchorage
trial courts until further notice. The presiding(ﬂ'udge
shall determine appropriate alternative calendaring
procedures.

Note: In 1997 the legislature enacted AS
18.16.0301c). which required the court to hold a
hearing in a proceeding to bypass parental consent to
an abortion within five days after the petition is
filed. According to ch. 14, § 7 SLA 1997, this
provision has the effect of amending Civil Rule 40

RULES

Rule 4!

by setting a specific timetable for hearing certain
cases. Instead of amendin% individual rules to
implement as 18 10.030, the supreme court lias
adopted a separate rule on judicial bypass proceed-
ings. BN Probate Rule 20.

Vhnututimis

Cases

~ Refusal to gram a continuance will generally nm v
disturbed on appeal unless an abuse oi discretion is demon-
strated. Gregoire v. National Hank of Alaska, Dp No 336.
413 P2d 27 (Alaska I906)

Counsel's insistence on a lull 3()-d,> continuance in order
to aitempi to honor all eonllienng trial commitments except
the ease for which this continuance was sought, was unwar
ranted and denial of Ihe continuance by trial judge no abuse of
discretion where the Inal selling of the insiani case was senior
to all of counsel's oilier commitments and counsel might have
asked for dav-lo-day continuances or for a detinue short term
eonlinuancc. Gregoire v. National Hank of Alaska. Op No
3.76, 41.7 P2d 27 (Alaska 1%0)

Where appellant had been granted previous continuances
and 5'/i months' nonce had been accorded for his eventual in.i!
selling, counsel was noi entitled to insist on a further full
70-day continuance which he had sought on Ihe ground dial he
had committed himself to the trial of three criminal mailers m
the month of die trial in another stale in which counsel was
also admitted lo the practice of law. Gregoire v. National
Hank of Alaska, Op. No 376. 41.7 P2d 27 (Alaska 1%6i.

The "wiih p_reH'udice" aspect of ajudgment of dismissal was
set aside and trial judge directed lo allow appellants their day
in court upon terms and conditions appropriate under this nile.
where continuance had been properly dented because of
appellant’s failure lo make a timely attempt to obtain suhsiiiuie
counsel, but Ihe sugreme court entertained some doubt dial die
failure was such Inai dismissal wiih prejudice of appellant's
counterclaim and third party complaint should stand Gregoire
v. National Hank of Alaska. Op. No. 336. 413 P2d 27
(Alaska 1966)

Attorney's understanding that the calendar clerk would call
him on September 7 if ihe trial was to lake place as scheduled
on September 8 did not lustily his failure ;0 call the clerk be-
fore instructing his diem not lo appear, and the iri.il court's
refusal lo gram the attorney's request for a continuance on the
g_round. lhai his client was not present was not an abuse of

iscretion. W.E.W. v. p. No 2222. 619 I'2d 1023

(Alaska 1980)

A judge may not be appointed to sign orders in place of
the absent .lud%e originally ‘assigned to the case unless good
cause .specitically is shown. Fairbanks North Star Hnrnugh
v. Nolan. Op No. 2.751. 628 P2d .76 i Alaska 1981)

Successor judge's vaeauon of orders andjudgmem was not
abuse of discretion since she erred in mgngngbthem when judge
who heard ease on merits was still available. Gallagher v.
Gallagher, Op No. 4041, S66 P2d 12.7 (Alaska 1994,

Rule 41. Dismissal of Actions.
(a) Voluntary Dismissal — Effect Thereof.

(1 Plaintiff— By Stipulation. Subject to the
provis)ions %‘l Rule 23(c).aolf R%Ile 66 and of any



Rule 41 ALASKA

statute of tho state, an action may ho dismissed hy
the plaintiff without an order of the court: |a| hy
tiling a notice of dismissal at any time hefore service
by the adverse party of an answer or of a motion for
summary judgment, whichever lirst occurs: or [bj by
tiling a stipulation of dismissal signed by all parties
who have appeared in the action. The notice or
stipulation must include a certification that tho
settlement information required under AS 09.68.130
and (a)(3) of this rule has been submitted to the
Alaska Judicial Council or that the case is exempt
from this requirement because it is one of the types
listed in (a)(3) or because all causes of action
accrued before August 7, 1997. Unless otherwise
stated in the notice of dismissal or stipulation, the
dismissal is without prejudice, except that a notice of
dismissal operates as an adjudication upon the merits
when filed by a plaintiff who has once dismissed in
any court of this state, or of any other state, or in
any court of the United States, an action based on or
including the same claim.,

(2) By QOrder of Court. Except as provided in
paragraph (1) of this subdivision of this rule, an
action shall not be dismissed at the plaintiff's in-
stance save upon order of the court and upon such
terms and conditions as the court deems proper. If a
counterclaim has been pleaded by a defendant prior
to the service upon the defendant of the plaintiff's
motion to dismiss, the action shall not be dismissed
against the defendant's objection unless the counter-
claim can remain pending for independent adjudica-
tion by the court. Unless otherwise specified in the
order, a dismissal under this paragraph is without

prejudice.

g& [Applicable to causes of action accruing an
nr after Algust 7, 1997.1 Settlement Inforretian. 1f
a voluntary dismissal under this rule is the result of
compromise or other settlement of the parties, the
parties shall submit to the Alaska Judicial Council
the information required under AS 09.68.130. The
following types of cases arc exempt from this

requirement:

(A) divorce and dissolution:

(B) adoption, custody, support, visitation, and
emancipation of children;

(C) children-in-need-of-aid cases under AS 47.10
or delinquent minors cases under 47.12;

(D) domestic violence protective orders under AS
18.66.100 — 18.66.180;

(E) estate, guardianship, and trust cases filed
under AS 13;

(F) small claims under AS 22.15.040.

(b) Involuntary Dismissal — Effect Thereof.

For failure of the plaintiff to prosecute or to comply
with these rules or any order of court, a defendant
may move for dismissal of an action or of any claim

86

RULES OF COURT

against the defendant. After the plaintiff, in an action
tried by the court without a jury, has completed the
presentation of the plaintiff's evidence, the defen-
dant. without waiving the right to offer evidence in
the event that a motion is not granted, may move for
a dismissal on the ground that upon the facts and the
law lhe plaintiff has shown no right to relief, The
court as trier of the facts may then weigh the evi-
dence, evaluate the credibility of witnesses and
render g’udgment against the plaintiff even if the
F|alntlf has made out a prima facia case. Alternate-
y, the court may declhe to render any judgment
until the close of all the evidence. If the court
renders jud%ment on the merits against the plaintiff,
the court shalt make findings as provided in Rule
52(a). Unless the couit in its order for dismissal
otherwise specifies, a dismissal under this subdivi-
sion and any dismissal not provided for in this rule,
other than a dismissal for lack of jurisdiction, for
imi)roper venue, or for failure to join a party under
Rule 19. opeiates as an adjudication upon the merits.

([c?]_ Dismissal of Counterclaim, Cross-Claim,
or Third-Party Claim. The provisions of this rule
apply to the dismissal of any counterclaim,
cross-claim, or third-party claim. A voluntary dis-
missal by the claimant alone pursuant to paragraph
(1) of subdivision (a) of this rule shall be made
before a responsive pleading is served or, if there is
none, before the introduction of evidence at the trial
or hearing.

(d) Costs of Previously Dismissed Action, If a
plaintiff who has once dismissed an action in any
court commences an action based upon or including
the same claim against the same defendant, the court
may make such order for the payment of costs of the
action previously dismissed as it may deem proper
and m_ar stay the proceedings in the action until the
plaintift has complied with the order.

(e) Dismissal for Want of Prosecution.

(1) The court on its own motion or on motion of
a party to the action may dismiss a case for want of
prosecution if

(A) the case has been pending for more than one
year without any proceedings having been taken, or

(B) the case has been pending for more than one
year, and no trial or mandatory pretrial scheduling
conference has been scheduled or held.

(2) The clerk shall review all pending cases
semi-annually and in all cases that arc subject to
dismissal under (e)(t). the court shall hold a call of
the calendar or the clerk shall send notice to the
parties to show cause in writing why the action
should not be dismissed.

(3) If good cause to the contrary is not shown at
a call of the calendar or within 5|xtY days after
distribution of the notice, the court shall dismiss the
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action. The clerk may dismiss actions under this
paragraph if a party has not opposed dismissal.

_?14) A dismissal for want of prosecution is
without prejudice unless the court states in the order
that the case is dismissed with prejudice.

(5) If a case dismissed under this paragraph is
filed again, the court may make such order for the
payment of costs of the case previously dismissed as
it may deem proper, and may stay the proceedings in
the case until the party has complied with the order.

(Adopted by SCO 5 October 9, 1959; amended by
SCO 239 effective March 1, 1976; by SCO 258
effective November 15, 1976; by SCO 465 effective
June |, 1981; bfv SCO 798 effective March 15. 1987,
b?/ SCO 834 effective August |, 1987, b?/ SCO 1153
effective July 15, 1994; by SCO 1266 effective Jul

15, 1997; and by SCO 1283 effective September 2.

1997)

Annotations

Cases

In General

Voluntary Dismissal

A, Conditions , o

B. Termination of Right to Dismiss
m. Involuntary Dismissal

A Conditions o

B. Denial of Motion to Dismiss
Iv.  Dismissal for Want of Prosecution

|. In General

_An order of dismissal “with prejudice” operates as an
adjudication on the merits. Miller v. Johnson, Op. No. 70.
370 P2d 171, 173 (Alaska 1962).

One and one-half page memorandum devoid of authorities
was not statement required by Civil Rule 77(b) (2). so that
motion to dismiss was frivolous and issue was not joined,
precluding award of attorney's fees. State v. Alaska Interna*
tional Air, Inc., Op. No 1409. 562 P2d 1064 'Alaska 1977)

. Pa_rt{ seeking relief from judgment of dismissal must show
ihe existence of a meritorious claim Corso v. Commissioner
of Education, Op. No. 1412, 563 P2d 246 (Alaska 1977)

To show the existence of meritorious claim, parly imisi
show facts which if esiablishcd. might reasonably be said to
meet affirmative defenses of adversary. Corso v. Commission-
er of Education, Op. No. 1412, 563 P2d 246iAlaska 1977)

~ Proper lest for granting motion lo dismiss wiihoui(j)rejudice
involves balancing the interests of both plaintiff and defendant
to obtain a result which will be fair and equitable under the
circumstances of each case. Dome Laboratories v. Fnrrell,
Op. No. 1917. 599 P2d 152 (Alaska 1979).

~ Ajudgment of dismissal wiihoui prejudice is considered a
final judgment for purposes of agpeal. Farrell v, Dome
Laboratories, Op. No. 2556, 650 P2d 380 (Alaska 1982).

_Trial court had jurisdiction under rule allowing relief from

judgment to amend a voluntary dismissal entered without

ﬁrejudlce under this rule. Farrell'v. Dome Laboratories, Op
0. 2556, 650 P2d 380 (Alaska 1982).

~ Where defendant does not object to plaintiffs nonce of
dismissal under this rule, tho validity of the dismissal will not

waKiniiinin

Rule 41

he questioned on review Sisters of Providence v. Van
Linder, Op No 2678, 66.3 P2d 956 (Alaska 1983).

Once an action has hcen dismissed as of right hy a plaintiff
pursuani lo this rule, Ihe trial court lacks jurisdiction to enforce
an interlocutory order entered prior to the dismissal Sisters of
Providence v. Van Linder, tip No 2678, 663 P2d 936
(Alaska 1983).

~The "lack of jurisdiction” exception to the rule that an
involuntary dismissal operates as an adjudication on the merits
includes dismissals due to a corporation's statutorg incapacity
tfggg)e Blake v. Gilhert, Op No 2947, 702 P2d 631 (Alaska

A stipulation to dismiss claims wiih prejudice operates as
an adjudication on the merits; it is just as valid as a filial
judgment resulting from a inal on the merits, and is res
Judicata as to all 1ssues Ihai were raised or could have been
determined under the pleadm%s Tolstrup v. Miller. Op. No
3129, 726 P2d 1304 (Alaska 19,86)

Order No 798, adogiing an amendment to Civil Rule
41(h). effective March 15. 1987. was signed by three justices
Two justices tiled a dissent to the order, expressing doubt that
the amendment would result in an overall' saving of judicial
lime and their belief that it creates a distinct risk of premature
and inaccurate decisions. Supreme Court Order 798, dissent-
ing statement of Chief Justice Kubinnwitz and Justice
Matthews, dated January 14, 1987,

Where liability and damages issues are tried by lhe coun,
prejudgmenl motion for dismissal raiher Ihan for a directed
verdict is appropriate. Frank v. Golden Valley Elcc. Ass'n,
Inc.. Op. No. 3264, 748 P2d 752 (Alaska 1988%.

~Acourt need noi make explicit findin?s concerning alterna-
tives to dismissal; Ihe record need only clearly indicate a
reasonable exploration of possible and meaningful alternatives.
Power Constructors v. Acres American, Op. No 3689. 811
P2d 1052 (Alaska 1991)

_ Civil Rule 16 | provides the exclusive procedure for
dismissing “fast-track" cases and supersedes this and other
civil rules in condici therewith Ford v. Municipality of
Anchorage, Op No 3703. SI3 P2d 654 (Alaska 1991)

~In liquidation proceeding, trial court's denial, for lack of
jurisdiction, of maiion (0 sci aside and terminate irrevocable
trust did not constitute dismissal upon which collateral
estoppel could be based Matter of Pacific Marine Ins. Co..
Op No 4100. 877 P2d 264 (Alaska 1994).

The sanctions of Civil Rule 16.1(g) and Civil Rule 41(d)
afford courts the tools necessary to deter litigants from judge
shopping through voluntary or involuntary dismissals, Staso v.
Stale, Department of Transportation, Op. Nr 895 P2d 988
(Alaska 1995)

Consolidated Rule 16.1 cases retain their "fast-track" status
and can be dismissed only by following Rule 16.) dismissal
procedures, not Rule 41" dismissal procedures. Prazak v.
%g%(a Local No. I, Op. No. 4277, 904 P2d 428 (Alaska

If meaningifull alternative sanctions are available, trial court
must ordinarily impose those sanctions rather than dismissal
with preiudlce. Arbelovsky v. Ebasco Services, Inc., Op. No
4382, 922 P2d 225 (Alaska 1996).

[ Voluntary Dismissal
A. Conditions
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Voluntary dismissal of plaintiff's causes of action was with
pretudlce pursuant to terms stated in the stipulation. Albritton
v. Estolc of Larson, Op. No. 413. 428 P2d 37") (Alaska
1967).

This rule does not authorise court lo regard the
condemnor's dismissals of its appeals from a master's awards
as matters to be determined within the condemnor's discretion
and to be granted on such terms as it might think proper
Inglima V. Alaska State HOU5|ng Authority, Op. NO. 94

462 P2d 1002 (Alaska 1970).

Under AS 09.55.320, which provides that an interested
pany may appeal a master's award in which case there shall be
a trial by jury on the question of the amount of damages and
the value of propong, unless the jury is waived by the consent
of all pames, acondemnec against whom an appeal is taken is
entitled to a jury trial as a matter of right. A condemnor
cannot, after the jury has rendered verdicts hi%he( than Ihe
master's awards, obtain a dismissal of its appeal without the
consent of the condemnees Ingllma v. Alaska Stale Housing
Authority, Op. No. 594, 462 P2d 1002 (Alaska 1970)

~ The primary purpose of this rule is to allow the plaintiff to
dismiss as a matter of right before an issue has been joined.
Miller v. Wilkes, Op. No. 788, 496 P2d 176 (Alaska 1972).

Where defendant is dismissed under Civil P.ule 41(a)(1)(a)
before service of anr,pleadmg or motion by defendant that
would have required frial court to consider merits of controver-
sy. there is no joinder of issue, or prevaﬂmg/farty, and an
award of attorney's fees is precluded. State v. Alaska Inter-
national Air, Inc.. Op No. 1409. 562 P2d 1064 (Alaska

1977)

No findings of fact should be made in conjunction with a
voluntary dismissal when the court has no evidentiarg basis for
such findings. Sherry v..Sherry, Op. No. 2271, 622 P2d 960
(Alaska 1981).

Where Flaintiff moved for a voluntary dismissal without
prejudice of her motion to modify a child custody agreement,
It was abuse of discretion for the court to condition the grant
of dismissal on plaintiff not attempting to modify the decree
for two years and on a ﬁrohimtion on psychological or
gsychlatrlc examination without the consent of both parents.
herry v. Sherry, Op No 2271.622 P2d 960 (Alaska 1981).

~Supcnor court abused its discretion in amending a prior
judgment of vo!unﬁarr dismissal without prejudice in order to
require the plaintiff lo reiile his suit against defendant by a
certain date Farrell v. Dome Laboratories, Op. No 2556,
650 P2d 330 (Alaska 1982)

Since responses filed by defendants to plaintiff's petition
seeking to perpetuate testimony before filling of action
required trial coun lo consider merits of petition, voluntary
dismissal without order of court was no longer possible, and
condition imposed by court on dismissal, that plaintiff bring no
further action on matter until he paid defendants' fees and
costs, was not abuse of discretion. Stahlmnn v, State, Op. No.
3987. 856 P2d 1162 (Alaska 1993).

It was abuse of discretion for trial court to condition
onuntarP( dismissal on payment of attorney fees br public
interest [itigant. Evuk Elders Council v, Sherstone, [nc., Op.
No. 4273. 904 P2d 420 (Alaska 1995).

[). Termination of Right to Dismiss

Where an affidavit which is filed by the defendant denies
several factual allegations of the plaintiff and a memorandum
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filed by the defendant raises four defenses, such documents arc
tantamount to an answer and the plaintiff's nght to dismiss the
suit is terminated Thus, although the plaintiff files a voluntary
dismissal of the suit the Inal court has the authority to award
to defendant attorneéfees Miller v. Wilkes, Op No 788. 496
P2d 176 (Alaska 1972).

If an issue has been joined by means other than ihose
specified in this rule, the plaintiff's nghi to dismiss by notice
is nonetheless terminated. Miller v. Wilkes, Op. No. 788. 496
P2d 176 (Alaska 1972).

Nol every action by (he defendant cuts off the right of the
plaintiff to dismiss under this rule, but only Ihose actions
which would require Ihe coun to consider on the merits of the
controversy or which involve considerable expense and effort
on the part of Ihe defendant. Miller v. Wilkes, Op. No. 788,
496 P2d 176 (Alaska 1972).

Since responses filed by defendants lo plaintiff's petition
seeking to perpetuate testimony hefore filling of action
required trial court to consider merits of petition, voluntary
dismissal without order of coun was no longer possible, and
condition imposed by coun on dismissal, that plaintiff bring no
further action on matter until he paid defendants’ fees and
costs, was not abuse of discretion. Slalilman v. State, Op. No.
3987. 856 P2d 1162 (Alaska 1993).

[Il.  Involuntary Dismissal
A, Conditions

~The "lack of jurisdiction" exception to the rule that an
involuntary dismissal operates as an adjudication on the merits
I.owluiri., dismissals due to a corporation’:; statutory incaﬁacity
tloggsg)e Blake v. Gilbert, Op. No. 2947, 702 P2d 631 (Alaska

Where plaintiff's evidence does not establish a prima facie
case, a morion to dismiss made at the close of plaintiff’s case

should be granted. I"opc v. Anderson, Oﬁ' No. 72, 370 P2d
185. 187 fAIaska 1962), Correa y. Stephens, Op. No. 4IS.
429 P2J 254 (Alaska 1967).

The trial court's dismissal of a previous complaint brought
b? another on the behalf of all electors contesting a bond
election, on the grounds that plaintiff had not delivered on the
borough as sensible a written notice of contest of the election
as required by a borough ordinance, operates as an adhudlqa-
tion on the merits in the absence of a specification by the trial
court to the contrary and is res judicata to a suit brought by
the plaintiff challenging ihe same bond election. Jefferson v.
Greater Anchorage Area Borough, Op. No. 536. 451 P2d
730 (Alaska 1969).

_ Even though a complaint alleges basis for a claimed
illegality of a bond election not mentioned in a previous
complaint brought by another on behalf of all electors, the
doctring of res judicata is applicable and dismissal of the
complaint is nol error. Jefferson v. Greater Anchorage Area
Borough, Op. No. 536. 451 P2d 730 (Alaska 1969).

Where the general doctrine of res judicata is inapplicable
and supports the dismissal of a complaint, the contention that
the trial court should have permitted ten of the plaintiffs to
helatedly sign the complaint is as rendered moot, Jefferson v.
Greater Anchorage Area Borough, Op. No. 536. 451 P2d
730 (Alaska 1969).

Where plaintiff had received ample notice from opinion on
earlier appeal that it was incumbent upon him lo promptly take
steps to prosecute claim upon his release from prison, and
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Hurtng seven-month period had taken no such steps, denial of

otion to reconsider dismissal for lack of prosecution was not
"Lis- of discretion Brown v. Stnte. Op. No. 1418. 563 P2d
275 (Alaska 1977).

On appeal from grant of a Civil Rule 41(a)(2) motion,
nnellant’ must show that trial court failed to exercise or
bused its discretion, or exercised an unpermilled discretion.
Dome Laboratories v. Fnrrcll. Op. No 1917. 599 P2d 152
(Alaska 1979).

Where defendants had not incurred extensive expenses in
preparation for trial or pecuniary judgment hearing was nol
abuse of discretion for trial judge to deny award of attorney
fees to defendant. Dome Laboratories v. Farrell, Op. No.
1917, 559 P2d 152 (Alaska 1979).

Where plaintiff established a prima facie case of breach of
contract, superior court was precluded from granting an
involuntary dismissal under this rule. Glover v. Sager, Op.
No. 2703. 667 P2d 1198 (Alaska 1983).

When the trial coun dismisses a complaint on the ground
that the plaintiff has shown no right to relief, it must enter
findings of fact and conclusions of law. Winn v. Mannhallcr,
Op. No. 2988. 708 P2d 444 (Alaska App. 1985).

In order to withstand a motion for involuntary dismissal
under this rule, plaintiff must have presented evidence that the
defendant breached a duly, thereby causing injury to the
plaintiff. Winn v. Mannhallcr, Op. No. 2988, 708 P2d 444

(Alaska 1985).
B. Denial of Motion to Dismiss

The function of Ihe trial coun is to deny a motion to
dismiss at the close of plaintiff's evidence, if the evidence
would be. in ajury case, sufficient lo take the case to the jury
although the coun as trier of the facts would find against the
piaintiff on the evidence. Thus where plaintiff has presented a
prima facie case based upon unimpcachcd evidence the tnal
judge should not grant the motion even though he is Ihe trier
of the facts and may not himself feel at that point of the trial
that the plaintiff has sustained his burden of proof. Rogge V.
Weaver, Op. No. 63. 368 P2d 810. 812-13 (Alaska 1962).

Where plaintiff at the close of his evidence presents a
prima facie case based on unimpcached evidence, the trial
judge should not grant a motion for involuntary dismissal, but
should follow the alternative provided by Civil Rule 41(b) and
decline to render any judgment until the close of all the
evidence. Trusty v. Jones, Op. No. 71, 369 P2d 420 (Alaska
1962).

Where an action by a prisoner against the slate for injuries
allegedly sustained while being transported in a truck after a
hip operation is dismissed on the merits without any findings
of fact being made, the case will be remanded for purposes of
making adequate findings of fact and conclusions of law.
including findings as to the court's judgment of credibility of
the plaintiff and his witnesses. Bohm v. Slate, Op. No. 543
453 P2d 410 (Alaska 1969).

Motions under this rule should not invariably be resolved
by weighing the evidence. Where the plaintiff has presented a
prima facie case based on unimpcachcd evidence, the tnal
judge should not grant the motion even though he is the trier
of facts and may nol himself feel at that point that the plaintiff
has sustained the burden of proof. King v. Alaskn State
Housing Authority, Op. No. 917,512 P2d 887 (Alaska 1973).

Rule 41

The failure of the plaintiff's son. the only witness to the
occurrence giving rise lo a suit, to appear for deposition is not
an appropriate basis for motion to dismiss the suit
Schandclmeicr v, Winchester Western, Op. No. 1013, S20
P2d 70 (Alaska 1974).

When noncompliancc with a discovery order is m issue,
this rule, rather than Rule 37. is ihe source of the conn's
authority to impose sanctions. Schandclmeicr v. Winchester
Western, Op. No. 1013, 520 P2d 70 (Alaska 1974).

Where plaintiff has been in prison for most of the period
since filing his action, is unavailable for deposition and unable
to obtain ancther attorney when his original counsel with-
draws. and otherwise attempts to prosecute his complaint, the
dismissal for failure to prosecute is an abuse of discretion.
Brown v. Stale, Op. No. 1089, 526 P2d 1365 (Alaska 1974)

This rule calls for the exercise of sound discretion by the
trial court, and should not be permitted to work an injustice
where there are special circumstances impeding lhe plaintiff's
efforts to prosecute his complaint. Brown v. Stnte, Op No
1089. 526 P2d 1365 (Alaska 1974)

IV. Dismissal for Want of Prosecution

This rule applies only where a motion to dismiss is tiled
before the period of lapse is terminated by some affirmative
action. Where thr last act in (he record occurred more than one
year prior to a motion to dismiss and where the plaintiff's
motion terminates (he lapse, and a motion for summary
judgment and a motion to set for (rial are filed subsequent to
the lapse and prior lo the defendant’s motion to dismiss, the
lapse is insufficient lo allow dismissal. First National Bank
of Fairbanks v. Taylor, Op. No. 723. 488 P2d 1026 (Alaska
1971)

Unless there is another indication by judge dismissal sua
sponte for want of prosecution for one year is without preju-
dice. Champion Qil Co. v. Herbert, Op. No. 1293, 552 P2d
670 (Alaska 1976).

Case that had been reinstated and set for trial should nol
have been dismissed for want of prosecution. Atlas Enterpris-
es, Inc. v. Consolidated Construction Co., Op. No. 1526, 572
P2d 68 (Alaska 1977).

Where letter from plaintiffs requesting trial date was sent
prior to filing of defendant's motion to dismiss, dismissal
under Civil Rule 41(c) was improper. Zeller v. Poor, Op. No.
1610. 577 P2d 695 (Alaska 1978).

Although a case may be dismissed with prejudice under
Civil Rule 41(c), this sanction should he reserved only for
gross violations of the rule: alternative remedies which do not
bar a litigant from his dav in court arc favored. Zeller v. Poor,
Op. No. 1610. 577 P2d 695 (Alaska 1978).

A "proceeding"” as the term is used in this rule is a step,
act or measure of record, by the plaintiff, which reflects the
serious determination by the plaintiff to bring the suit to a
resolution; or a step, act or measure of record, by cither party,
which reflects that the suit is not stagnant. Shiftman v. “K",
Inc., Op. No. 2603. 657 P2d 401 (Alaska 1983).

The filing of an answer by the defendant was a "proceed-
ing" within ihe meaning of this rule which indicated that the
suit was not stagnant. Shiffmnn v. “K”, Inc., Op. No. 2603,
657 P2d 401 (Alaska 1983).

A case stands stagnant and may be dismissed when lo lhe
court it appears that for lack of activity of record neither party
has taken the steps, acts or measures to be reasonably expected
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in pursuit or defense of the particular cause of action
Shiftman v. "K", Inc., Op No 2603. 657 Hd <101 (Alask..
1983).

Plaintiffs” note asking the coun not lo dismiss their action
for want of prosecution because they had not been able to lind
an attorney was not a "proceeding” within the meaning of this
rule. Cleury Diving Service v, Thomas, Head nnd Grciscn,
Op. No. 2873, 688 P2d 940 (Alaska 1984).

Appellate court could not dismiss complaint for failure of
timely prosecution where the trial coun did not hold a call of
calendar or send a show cause notice lo the parties. Heed v.
Municipality of Anchorage, Op No. 3218. 741 P2d 1181
(Alaska 1987).

A pretrial memorandum filed after the coun issues a notice
of dismissal does not constitute a “proceeding™ under this rule
Power Constructors v. Acres American, Op No. 3689, 811
P2d 1052 (Alaska 1991).

Substitution of counsel and (he consequent need lor more
lime to review the case did nol, standing alone, constitute good
cause for plaintiff’s 16-month delay prosecuting the case.
Power Constructors v. Acres American, Op. No. 3689, 811
P2d 1052 (Alaska 1991).

Plaintiff's unexcuscd failure to proceed with its case for
three years justified dismissal with prejudice. Power Con-
structors v. Acres American, Op. No. 3689, 811 P2d 1Ca2
(Alaska 1991).

Where order gave plaintiff 180 days to take action to
prepare malpractice case for trial, here filing of amended
complaint and request for appearance of nonresident attorney
satisfied the order, thus trial coun erred in dismissing case for
want of prosecution even though original complaint was not
filed until two days before expiration of limitations period and
defendant was nol served with complaint until 20 months later.
Johnson v. Siegfried, Op. No. 3890, 838 P2d 1252 (Alaska
1992).

Trial coun is not under duty to explore meaningful alterna-
tives before entering dismissal without prejudice for want of
prosecution. Willis v. Wetco, Inc., Op. No 3963, 853 P2d 533
(Alaska 1993).

Pretrial memorandum filed after court issued nonce of
dismissal did not constitute "proceeding” under rule authoriz-
ing dismissal for want of prosecution. Willis v. Wetco., Inc..
Op. No. 3963. 853 P2d 533 (Alaska 1993).

CuuntcrclaimantV. statement that his injuries at hand of
plaintiff were continuing to accumulate did not constitute good
cause for failure to prosecute counterclaim. Willis v. Wetco,
Inc., Op. No. 3963. 853 P2d 533 (Alaska 1993).

A "proceeding" occurs for purposes of this rule when step
is taken by cither party which reflects that suit is not stagnant.
Novak v, Orca Qil Co., Inc., Op. No. 4091, 875 P2d 756
(Alaska 1994).

Plaintiff's motion to disqualify defendant’s attorney was
proceeding within meaning of this rule that prevented dismiss-
al of defendant's counterclaim, notwithstanding trial judge's
ruling that proceeding did not relate to counterclaim. Novak
\i 9843(:61 Oil Co., Inc., Op No. 4091. 875 P2d 756 (Alaska
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Consolidation—Separate
Trials—Change of Judge.

(a) Consolidation. When actions involving a
common question of law or fact are pendin% before
lhe court, it may order ajoint hearing or trial of any
or all the matters in issue in the actions; it may order
all the actions consolidated; and it may make such
orders concerning proceedings therein as may tend to
avoid unnecessary costs or delay.

A motion requesting consolidation shall be tiled
in the coun where the case is sought to be consoli-
dated. The motion shall contain the name of every
case sought to be consolidated. A notice of filing
together with a copy of the motion shall be tiled in
all courts and served on all parties who would be
affected by consolidation.

(b) Separate Trials. The court, in furtherance of
convenience or to avoid prejudice, or when separate
trials will be conducive to expedition and economy,
may order a separate (rial of any claim, cross-claim,
counterclaim, or third-partv claim, or of any sefJarate
issue or of any number of claims, cross-claims,
counterclaims, third-party claims, or issues, always
preservin% inviolate the right of trial by jury as
jj_\(iclzil(red y the Alaska Constitution and Statutes of

aska.

(c) Chan%e of Judge as a Matter of Right. In
all courts of the state, ajud?e 0r master may be pe-
remptorily challenged as follows:

(1) Neture of Proosedings. In an action pending
in the Superior or District Courts, each side 1Is
entitled as a matter of right to a change of one judge
and of one master. Two or more parties aligned on
the same side of an action, whether or not consoli-
dated, shall be treated as one side for purposes of
the right to a change of judge, but the presiding
judge may allow an additional change of judge to a
party whose interests in the action are hostile or
adverse to the interests of another party on the same
side. A party wishing to exercise the nght to change
of judge shall file a pleading entitled "Notice of
Change of Jud?e." The notice may be signed by an
attorney, it shall state the name of the judge to be
changed, and it shall neither specify grounds nor be
accompanied by an affidavit.

() Alingand Sarvice. The notice of change of
judge shall be tiled and COEIGS served on the parties
in accordance with Rule 5, Alaska Rules of Civil
Procedure.

(3) Tineliness. Failure to file a timely notice
precludes change of judge as a matter of right.
Notice of change of judge is timely if tiled before
the commencement of trial and within five days after
notice that the case has heen assigned to aspecific
judge. Where a party has been servedor enters an
action after the case has been assigned to asiJecific
judge, a notice of change of judge shall also be

Rule 42.
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RULES OF APPELLATE PROCEDURE

to iletcrmtne a reasonable award of attorney , fees. Carr-
Goltstcin Properties, Op No 4230. S99 P24 136 (Alaska

19%)

A superior court acting as an intermediate court of appeal
from a decision of an administrative agency ha. broad discre-
tion to award attorney’s fees under this ruie llrndigan v.
Alaska Department of Revenue, Op. No 4234. 900 P2d 728
(Alaska 199.9).

Superior coun did not abuse its discretion in awarding
5700 of attorney's fees lo lhe State, approximately 2()rT of the
fees tl actually incurred, despite appellants' claims that it was
not clear that the Stale was the prevailing pany and that they
were public interest litigants. Brodigan v. Alaska Department
of Revenue, Op. No. 4234, 900 P2d 728 (Alaska 1995).

This rule governs awarding attorney's fees in superior court
or an appeal from an administrative decision The award of
these fees is committed to Ihe discretion of the superior coun
and will not be ovenurned absent an abuse of discretion. The
superior coun need not explain its basics for awarding fees; it
must only explain denials. North Slope llorough v. Barraza,
Op. No. 4285, 906 P2d 1377 (Alaska 1995)

Superior court's use of the factor of "measure of success”
inawardii g attorney's fees in an administrative appeal did nol
on its face constitute an abuse of discretion. North Slope
Borough v. Barraza. Op. No 4285, 906 P2J 1377 (Alaska
1995).

Action of judge of (rial court was unnecessary to obtain
writ of execution from clerk of trial clerk on supreme court's
award of appellate costs and fees. Barber v. Barber. Op. No.
4345. 915 P2d 1204 (Alaska 1996).

Fact that prevailing government entity litigated through in-
house counsel did not preclude award of attorney's fees. Agen
v. State. CSED, Op. No. 4874, 945 P2d 1215 (Alaska 1997).

It was error for superior court acting as intermediate
appellate court to award fees under Civil Rule 82 rather than
under this rule, thus remand was required for recalculation in
accordance with this rule. Agcit v. State. Op. No 4874, 945
P2d 1215 (Alaska 1997)

In federal diversity cases, Federal Ruie of Appellate
Procedure 38 preempts this rule. Hindc v. Provident Life and
Acc. Ins. Co.. 112 F3d 412 (9th Cir. 1997)

Intcri’St.

Rule 509.

If a judgment for money in a civil case is af-
firmed, Interest at the rate prescribed by law shall be
payable from the effective date of the judgment of
the trial court. If in a civil case a judgment is
modified or reversed with directions that ajudgment
for money be issued by the trial court, interest on
the newjud?ment at the rate prescribed by law shall
be payable from the effective date of the prior judg-
ment which was modified or reversed.

(SCO 439 effective November 15. 19S0, amended bv
SCO 509 effective July I, 1982)

Rule 510. Monetary Sanctions.

fa) When Appeal Brought for Delay. Where an
appeal or petition for review shall delay the proceed-

Rule 51 1

jngs in the trial court or the enforcement of the
judgment or order of the tnal court, and shall appear
to have been tiled merely for delay, monetary sanc-
tions may be awarded in addition to interest, costs
and attorney's fees.

(b) Infraction of Rules. For any infraction of
these rules, the appellate court may withhold or
assess costs or attorney's fees as the circumstances
of the case and discouragement of like conduct in
the future may require; and such costs and attorney's
fees may be imposed upon offending attorneys or
parties.

(c) Fines. In addition to its authority under ?a)
and (b) of this rule and its power to punish for
contempt, the appellate court maK. after reasonable
notice and an opportunity to show cause to the
contrary, and after hearing by the court, if requested,
impose a fine not to exceed $500 against any attor-
ney who practices before it for failure to comply
with these rules or any other rules promulgated by
the Supreme Court.

(SCO 439 effective November 15. 1980; amended by
SCO 476 effective August 17, 1981)

Annotations

Cases

For specific misconduct on the part of either panv. actual
costs and fees may be awarded under this rule. Kcnai Penin-
sula Bor. v. Cook Inlet Reg., Op. No. 3671. 807 P2d 487
(Alaska 1991).

There would have been an impermissible double recovery
of attorney's fees if both the award of sanctions and the award
of attorney's fees had been allowed to stand. Kcnai Peninsula
Bor. v. Cook Inlet Reg., Op. No. 3671, 807 P2d 487 (Alaska
1991).

Oidc denying appellant's fifth request for extension of
time to file opening brief and dismissing her appeal was
vacated, but appellant's attorney was ordered to pay S500 line
for dedication and lo pay appellee's reasonable fees and costs
in opposing mation for extension Brown v. Brown, Order No
28. 854 P2d 732 (Alaska 1993)

Instead of merely referring to a party's "dilatory conduct"
in reducing an award of attorney's fees, the superior coun
should have specified lhe particular conduct which might have
supported a finding that an infraction of the rules had oc-
curred North Slope Borough v. Barraza. Op. No. 42S5. 906
P2d 1377 (Alaska 1995).

Rule 511. Dismissal of Causes.

(a) Dismissal by Agreement. Whenever the
parties, by their attorneys of record, shall file with
the clerk of the appellate court an agreement in
writing that an appeal or petition be dismissed,
specifying the terms with respect to costs, and shall
pay to the clerk any fees that may be due the clerk,
the clerk shall enter an order of dismissal without
further reference to the court.

619



Rule 511 ALASKA
b) Dismissal by Ap[)ellant or Petitioner.
1) Whenever an appellant or petitioner in the

appellate court, by the appellant's or petitioner's
attorney of record, shall lle with the clerk of that
court a motion to dismiss a proceeding to which
such appellant or petitioner is a Iparty, with proof of
service as prescribed by these rules, and shall tender
to the clerk any fees and costs that may be due, the
adverse F_arty, within seven days alter service there-
of, may lile an objection, after which time the matter
shall be determined by the court.

(2) If no objection is filed, the clerk shall enter
an order of dismissal without further reference to the

court.

(c) Certification. An agreement or motion for
dismissal filed under (a) or (bj of this rule must
include acertification that the settlement information
required under AS 09.68.130 and (e) of this rule has
been submitted to the Alaska Judicial Council or that
the case is exempt from this requirement because it
is one of the types listed in (e) or because all causes
of action accrued before August 7, 1997.

(d) Voluntary Dismissal by Criminal Defen-
dant. A motion or stipulation for the voluntary
dismissal of an appeal by a criminal defendant under
paragraph (a) or fb) shall not be granted unless the
motion or stipulation includes either:

(1) A signed statement by the defendant stating
that the defendant understands the consequences of
the dismissal and consents to it. or

(2) Explicit certification by counsel for the
defendant that counsel has explained the consequenc-
es of dismissal to the client and is satisfied that the
client understands the consequences of dismissal and
consents to it.

(e) [Applicable to causes of action accruing on
or after August 7, 1997.) Settlement Information.
If a dismissal under (a) or (b) of this rule is the
result of a compromise or other settlement between
the parties, the parties shall submit to the Alaska
Judicial Council the information required under AS
09.68.130. The following types of cases are exempt
from this requirement:

(1) divorce and dissolution;

(2) adoption, custody, support, visitation, and
emancipation of children:

(3) children-in-need-of-aid cases under AS 47.10
or aelinquent minors cases under 47.12:

%48 domestic violence protective orders under AS
18.66.100 — 18.66.180:

(5) estate, guardianship, and trust cases filed
under AS 13;

(6) small claims under AS 22.15.040.

RULES OF C~URT

~ () Mandate Not Required. No mandate shall
issue on a dismissal under this rule or Rule 5115
without an order of the court. However, the clerk
shall notify the court whose judgment was appealed.

gSCO 439 effective November 15, 1980: amended by
CO 510 effective August 30, 11,52: by SCO 72
effective December 15. 19,86; by SCO 1153 effective
July 15, 1994; by SCO 1283 effective September 2,
1997; and by SCO 1301 effective January 15, 1998;

Annotations
Cases

Where appellee fails lo move lo dismiss an appeal from a
ruling which is nol appealable under these rules and the poinis
raised are briefed as ihey would have been had a pelilion for
review been sought. lhe supreme court is entitled to pass on
(he merits of lhe conlrmversy Stokes v. Van Sevcnttr, Op
No. 18. 355 P2d 594 (Alaska 1960),

An order of dismissal by ihe supreme couit is not in itself
a mandate. Singletary v. State, Op. No. 1711, 583 P2d 847
(Alaska 1978)

Dismissal for Failure to
Prosecute.

(a) Ifan appellant or an appellant's counsel fails
to comply with these rules, the clerk shall notify the
appellant and the appellant's counsel in writing that
the appeal will be dismissed for want of prosecution
unless the appellant remedies the default within 14
days after the date of notification, time to he com-
Futed in accordance with Rule 502 (c). If the appel-
ant fails to comply within the 14-daK period, the
clerk shall issue an order dismissing the appeal for
want of prosecution. In no case, except by order of
the court on a motion to reinstate the appeal, shall
the appellant be entitled to remedy the default after
the appeal has been dismissed under this rule.

(b?7 The dismissal of an appeal under subsection
(a) shall not limit the authority of the coun to
Impose monetary sanctions under Rule 510.

(c) The coun may, upon motion of a party or its
own motion, dismiss an appeal for failure to comply
with these rules, whether or not prior notice of
default has been given.
gSCO 510 effective August 30, 1982: amended by

CO 1153 effective July 15. 1994)
Annotations

Rule 511.5.

Cases

Appellant was not entitled lo a fourteen-day grace period
in which to file her opening brief after failing to fife a brief for
eighteen months. Cotvitz v. Alaska Workers' Compensation
Board, Op. No. 3078, 721 P2J 635 (Alaska 1986)

Trial court did not abuse its discretion in dismissing appeal
tor warn of prosecution where court notified appellant thai
appeal would be dismissed if she did nol transmit record and
she did not do so. Geczy v. State, Dept, of Natural Resourc-
es. Op. No. 4409. 924 P2d 103 (Alaska 1996)
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e section of tlie Tort Reform |egislation enacted into law fwo sessions ago requires the
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A l'aska S tate Legislature

SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE BRIAN PORTER

SECTIONAL ANALYSIS - HOUSE BILL 9

Section 1: Amends AS 09.68.130 (c), Collection of settlement information. The
amendment adds to the list of cases that are excluded from the reporting requirements
currently found under this section. The following cases to be added for exclusion are:

e forcible entry and detainer cases

e administrative appeals

 motor vehicle impound or forferture actions under municipal ordinance.

Section 2: Adds a new subsection (d) to AS 09.65.130. Collection of settlement
information.  This new subsection states that attorneys and persons representing
themselves in all applicable civil cases are under a mandatory duty to furnish settlement
and other data to the Alaska Judicial Council within 30 days after the case Is settled or
finally resolved. The required information is to be submitted on a form specified by the

Alaska Judicial Council.

Section 3: The provision found under Section 1 of this bill also has the effect of
amending Rule 41 (@ (3. Alaska Rules of Civil Procedure, and Rule 511 (g), Alaska
Rules of Appelate Procedure, by limiting civil actions subject to AS 09.68.130 (@) and by
specifying who isrequired to provide settlement information.

Section 4: This section establishes an effective date as to the reporting requirements for
all applicable civil litigation cases which close by way of settlement or other final judicial

resolution. The effective date ison or after the date this bill is signed.

Section £: Immediate effective date.

Session: Stale Capitol, funeau, Alaska W80M182 « Phone: (907) 4054150 Fa:: (u07) -tiA-'S.4
Interim: Tin West 4' Avenue. Suite '00, Anchorage. Alaska 00’01 * Phone: 0117 W0l Fav «01)7 2iw.ni =4



FISCAL NOTE
STATICor ALASKA HILL NO. HB 9
Moo LEGISLATIVE SESSION
Dept.
Revision Date Affected Alaska Court system
Title Collection of Settlement Information in BRU Alaska Court system

Civil Litigation
Sponsor Representative Porter

Requester House Judiciary

Expenditures/Revenues
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2000
Personal Services
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment
Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous
TOTAL OPERATING 00

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

CHANGE IN REVENUES (

FUND SOURCE
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match

Component Trial Courts

Component Serial No. 769

(Thousands of Dollars)
FY 2001 FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004 FY 2005

00 00 00 00 00

(Thousands of Dollars)

1004 GF 00 00 00 00 00 00
1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health
Other (Specify Type)

TOTAL 00 00 00 00 00 00
Estimate of any currentyear (FY99) cost:
POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary
ANALYSIS:  (Attachasgparate pegeif necessary)

No fiscal impact.

Prepared by: C. S. Christensen Ill, General Counsell, YJ L ~ Phone: 264-8228
Agency Alaska Court System | Qjate/Time: 1/27/99 12:32 PM
Approved by: Stephanie J. Cole, Administrative Director f.lk J J | U=.¢e 1/27/99
Agency Alaska Court System
(Hov 1) Page 1 of 1






R epresentative Eric Croft

Sponsor Statement

House Bill 28 would provide additional funding for the Youth Court program. The
Youth Court was created in 1988, and has since helped alleviate the Court System 3 case
load. Youth Court has kept at minimum the number of petty juvenile crimes deferred to
the Court. Defendants who go through the Youth Court are given community service and
fired. The defendant is judged, tried, prosecuted, and defended by members of the
Youth Court who have been through training before they are allowed to serve as officers
of the Youth Court. Over a three year period, 9 out of 10 Youth Court defendants have
not reoffended.

HB 28, would increase the surcharge added to fines for misdemeanors, infraction
and violations by adult defendants. The receipts from the surcharge would go into creating
a juvenile justice grant fund to provide financial assistance for the operation of youth

courts.

January-May: State Capitol e Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182 « (907) 465-4998 « (800) 689-4998 = Fax (907) 465-4419
n June-December: 716 W. 4th Avenue « Anchorage, Alaska 99501 «(907) 258-8162
Representative Eric_Crnft@Ilegis.state.ak.us
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HOUSE BILL NO. 28
INTHE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

TWENTY-FIRST LEGISLATURE -FIRST SESSION

BY REPRESENTATIVE CROFT

Introduced: 1719/99
Referred: Ilea h, Education and Social Services, Judiciary, Finance

A BILL
FOR AN ACT ENTITLED
"An Act imposing a surcharge on fines imposed for misdemeanors, infractions, and
violations and authorizing disposition of estimated receipts from that surcharge;

and creating the juvenile justice grant fund 1in order to provide financial

assistance for the operation of youth courts.”

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. AS 12.25.195(c) is amended to read:

(c) Disposition of an offense under (@) of this section may not occur unless the
person cited for the offense pays the surcharges required to be imposed under
[SURCHARGE PRESCRIBED IN] AS 12.55.039 and 12.55.041 in addition to the
scheduled bail or fine amount. The surcharges [SURCHARGE] required to be paid
under this subsection shall be deposited into the general fund and accounted for under
AS 37.05.142.

* Sec. 2. AS 12.25.200(b) is amended to read:
() A citation issued under AS 12.25.180 must indicate

HB0028a -1- HB 28
New Text Underlined [DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]
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(1) the amount of bail or fine and each [THE] surcharge applicable to
the offense;

(2) the procedure a person must follow In responding to the citation;

(3) that if the person fails to pay the bail or fine the person must appear

in court;
(4) that failure to pay the bail or fine or appear in court for an offense

involving a moving motor vehicle may result in

(A) suspension of the person 3 driver3 license, privilege to
drive, or privilege to obtain a license; or

(B) attachment of the person 3 permanent fund dividend to pay
the fine plus court and collection costs under AS 28.05.155; and

(5) that the person has a right to

(A) a trial;

(B) engage counsel;

(C) confront and question witnesses;

(D) testify; and

(E) subpoena witnesses on the person 3 behalf.

*Sec. 3. AS 12.55 isamended by adding a new section to read:

HB 28

Sec. 12.55.041. Surcharge for misdemeanors and violations, (a) In addition
to a fine or other penalty prescribed by law, a defendant who pleads guilty or nolo
contendere to, forfeits bail for, or is convicted of an offense punishable as a
misdemeanor or of an infraction or violation, except the violation of a vehicle or traffic
offense under AS 28, a regulation adopted under AS 28, or a municipal ordinance
under AS 28.01.010, shall be assessed a surcharge of $25.

() A court may not fail to impose the surcharge required under this section.
The surcharge may not be waived, deferred, or suspended. A court may allow a
defendant who isunable to pay the surcharge required to be imposed under this section
to perform community work under AS 12.55.055(c) in lieu of the surcharge.

(©) The surcharge shall be paid within 10 days of imposition or such shorter
period of time as ordered by the court. Failure to pay the surcharge is punishable as

contempt of court. Proceedings to collect the surcharge may be instituted by the state,

2 HB0028a
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by the municipality, or by the court on itsown motion.

@ Money collected under this section shall be deposited into the general fund

and accounted for under AS 37.05.142.
*Sec. 4. AS 29.25.074(a) is amended to read:

(@ A municipality may not enforce an ordinance for which a fine of $30 or
more or imprisonment is prescribed as a penalty unless the municipality authorizes the
imposition of and provides for the collection of the surcharges [SURCHARGE]
required to be imposed under AS 12.55.039 and 12.55.041. The surcharges
[SURCHARGET] shall be deposited into the general fund of the state and accounted for
under AS 37.05.142. Subject to appropriation, the legislature may reimburse a
municipality that collects a surcharge required to be imposed under AS 12.55.039 or
12.55.041 for the cost to the municipality in collecting the surcharge and transmitting
the surcharge to the stale. The reimbursement may not exceed 10 percent of the
surcharge collected and transmitted to the state.

* Sec. 5. AS 44.47 is amended by adding a new section to read:

Sec. 44.47.201. Juvenile justice grant fund, (@) There is created in the
department the juvenile justice grant fund. In addition to other appropriations to the
fund, the legislature may appropriate to the fund the annual estimated balance in the
account maintained under AS 37.05.142 for money collected under AS 12.55.041 and
may appropriate from the fund to the department to make grants to youth courts.

(b) Nonprofit corporations proposing to establish and operate youth courts
under AS 47.12.400 may apply to the department for a grant under (a) of this section.
A grant under this subsection must be matched on a dollar-for-dollar basis by the
grantee in cash or in kind. The commissioner may waive the match required under
this subsection on a showing satisfactory to the commissioner by the prospective
applicant that matching funds are not available.

(¢) Grants made under (@) of this section shall be used

(1) to defray the costs of organization of youth courts under
AS 47.12.400; the department shall assure that the grant is spent for necessary
organizational assistance and that appropriate accounting procedures are maintained;

grants made under this paragraph may not exceed $30,000, and only one grant may be

IBO028a 3 HB 28
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made to a grantee under authority of this paragraph; and
(2) todefray the costs of operation of youth courts under AS 47.12_400.
* Sec. 6. Notwithstanding the requirements of AS 12.55.041 and AS 37.05.142 that
surcharges collected under AS 12.55.041 be accounted for separately, the Alaska Court System
shall deposit money collected under AS 12.55.041 in the general fund and shall, by February 1
of each year, provide to the Department of Administration, to the Legislative Budget and
Audit Committee, and to each house of the legislature an estimate of the money collected
under AS 12.55.041 for that Fiscal year.
* Sec. 7. Section 6 of this Act is repealed on the earlier of (1) the date that the Alaska
Court System has the capability to separately track and account electronically for money
collected under AS 12.55.041, or (2) June 30, 2002. The executive director of the Alaska
Court System shall notify the lieutenant governor and the revisor of statutes when the

electronic capability described in this section has been obtained.

1IH 28 -4- 11110028a
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LEGAL SERVICES

DIVISION OF LEGAL AND RESEARCH SERVICES
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY
(907) 465-3867 or 465-2450 STATE OF ALASKA

FAX (907) 465-2029
Mail Stop 3101

130 Seward Street, Suite 409
Juneau, Alaska 99801-2105

MEMORANDUM March 16, 1999
SUBJECT: Sectional Summary ofHB 28. (Work Order No. 21-LS0212\A)
TO: Representative Eric Croft
Attn: Kate
FROM: Gerald P. I-uckhaupt™fc”;

Legislative Counsel

You have requested a sectional summary of the above-described bill. As a preliminary
matter, please note that a sectional summary of a bill should not be considered an
authoritative interpretation of the bill - the bill itselfis the best statement of its contents.

Section 1. Amends AS 12.25.195(c) to conform the requirements of that section to the new
surcharge being added under sec. 3 of the hill.

Section 2. Amends AS 12.25.200(b) to make a conforming change for sec. 3 of the hill.

Section 3. Creates a new surcharge of $25 to be assessed against persons committing
misdemeanors, infractions, or violations, except vehicle and traffic offenses.

Section 4. Makes conforming amendments to AS 29.25.074(a) occasioned by the creation
of the surcharge under sec. 3.

Section 5. Creates the juvenile justice grant fund and provides non-binding direction that
the legislature may appropriate the surcharges collected under sec. 3 to the fund and may
appropriate from the fund to the Department of Community and Regional Affairs tomake
grants for youth courts; requires nonprofit corporations that apply for youth court grants to
match the grant funds unless the Commissioner of Community and Regional Affairs waives
the matching requirement; restricts the uses of youth court grants.

Sections 6 and 7. Allows the Alaska Court System to estimate the amount of money
collected under sec. 3 of the bill until the court system®s new computer system ison-line.

GPL:glc
99-101.glc



OFFERED INTHE HOUSE
TO: HB 28

Page 2, line 24:
Delete "$25"
Insert "$10"

AMENDMENT

1-LS0212\A.1
Luckhaupt s
2/22/99

BY REPRESENTATIVE CROFT
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Anchorage Youth Court :Vio*lcl
Qunlitlcs for RiTcctivoiutffs

Tlie Anchorage Youth Court model is rmidily replicated, and allows lor 'he needs of different
communities.

Any Anchorage student in %rades 7 - 12 is eligible ro register for Anchorage Vonth Court
classes, including former defendants. Annual membership is approximately 350 students.

Local attorneys, who volunteer their time, teach an elght week basic law course. Students must
pass a rigorous Youth Coun bar exam, and a State of Alaska judge swears them into ihe Youth
Court Bar Association in the Alaska State Supreme Courtroom,

A Youth Court bar association patterned lifter the adult bar association provides continuing legal
education, and a framework to accomplish Youth Court office and court operation. Students who
attend two of every three monthly meetings, actively participate in court and AYC Bar
Association activities may remain active through their senior year with no further class training.
Youth Court is a youth and adult partnership, with students comprising 50% of the Board of
Directors.

Adults in the community entrust students with groat responsibility, and provide monetary,
volunteer, and technical support. _ o

The court is modeled as closely as possible after the adult criminal court.

Defendants enter Youth Court voluntarily with parental consent, and may voluntarily withdraw
from Youth Court.

Defendants may enter Youth Court only once. . .

Misdemeanors, minor felonies and repeat offenders are accepted, if appropriate for Youth Court,
thus relieving the court system of a portion of its case load,

Youth Court retains right of refusal for any case in which its youth and adult screeners feel the
defendant may Fose a danger to himself or the community.

Juveniles may plead not ?unty, no contest or guilty.

All no contest or guilty plea cases will be arraigned and sentenced within an average of 10 days
from referral, unless the defendant has extenuating circumstances.

Three trained youth judges hear and sentence each case in the Alaska Slate Courthouse.
Mitigators and aggravators are considered in sentencing.

Cases are confidential, as required by State of Alaska taw. .

No adult may speak on the court floor, but an adult ultomcy volunteer is Fresent at all court
hearings to advise judges or attorneys, if needed. Adults may apply to volunteer as recording
clerks or to type charging documents. o _

Youth Court serves subpoenas issued through the Alaska Stare Division of Family and Youth
Services Commissioner.

Defendants must complete their sentence within 4 to 6 weeks, unless the restitution amount is so
large it cannot be earned in that time.

Immediately after arraignment defendants, wiih their parents, receive the community restitution
service assignment, learn when and where the defendant will attend the education programs, and
all other expectations, so s/he can begin sentence completion immediately. o

Each sentence includes an essay widi required topics: 1) the defendant’s responsibility for the
offense; 2) everyone s/he hurt and how this affected them; 3) what s/he will do if such u situation
arises again; and 4) what s/he plans to do to he a better citizen. Also included is community
restitution service, and one or more appropriate educational programs. Monetary restitution Is
ordered, when warranted.

All service fees nnd restitution must be earned by the defendant him/herself. A portion of the
Youth Court service fee may be worked off in the Youth Coun office.

Defendants are closely monitored while complet.ng their sentences. o

When no appropriate education program exists. Anchorage Youth Court initiates program
develogment by appropriate organizations or agencies. . _
Youth Court serves non profit organizations in the community through defendant community
restitution service and member volunteer activities.
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ANCHORAGE YOUTH COURT

$388/CASE: A BARGAIN

Each case atAY C costs S388. AYC hears an average of 500 cases per year.

heard at AYC, the following occurs;

DEFENDANT

ithin ]_’Lda%fhhe star}dﬁern a forrggl Fourtroom to hear Ihe
. earns and tre AYC court fee
%rag% ﬁg restr rﬁ&n and repays the community by

rrrrer,' anti—shﬁiﬁrigg? dr!ug ad
3)Eaé/|r “Wite essara“' ?88? e aﬁ%ﬁ

0 Isimvited fotake AYC training androrn R

COMPLETE AYC DO

09% WHO NOT

REOFFEND

ANCHORAGE YOUTH COURT MEMBERS
(350 Annually)

participate in trial or hearings as judges, prosecutors, and,
defense attormeys, rendering real decisions, and thereby leaming
toAindcrstand, appreciate and respect the legal system

e gain speaking, advocacy and team building skills

e run a bar association, a court and a non-profit corporation

e leamn respect foreach other, the law and community expectations

e appreciate the need for and the personal satisfaction that comes
frocn serving one $community

Result:

Should a defendant elect to have his case

COMMUNITY

»

savings of approximately $40,000 per defendant who does not
reoffend and reside at McLaughlin for | year

Average of $9,000 paid annually lo compensate victims of
Juvenile crime

Average of 9,600 hours of community service annually from
AYC defendants

30,000 hours of community service annually from AYC
members

7,000 hours of community service annually, worth over
$300,000 ingoods and services from AY C atulr volunteers and
supporters

125 -150 Anchorage secondary students trained annually to
understand and participate in the community and its legal system
adult and young people working together to serve their
community insupport of law abiding behavior

recognition as leading Alaska and the Nation with a model for
successful juvenile crime intervention - Anchorage wit) host the
National Youth Court Conference inMay 1999

Anchorage uth Court Donation
Flease Support Anchorage Youth Court Making a Drfference to reduce Juvenile crime

Donor's Name

Mailing Address

Coun Nonprofit

Anchorage Y,
2 012-9615

50Ifc>3 Tax |

éoure f%@ O{éueﬁ'] ”'Chﬁgfﬁ%%a Fnass rrg(rrrv]rstdgroﬁ\rnc ko (r)r%lrhora%%rgroulh B,
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ANCHORAGE YOUTH COURT :
PHONE No. = 907 272 0491 Jan. 20 1999 9:02AM POt

ANCHORAGE YOUTH COURT HISTORY KVXJIAUO/) 1/ IWIIL
aH ranr fmn

The idea for Anchorage Youlh Court, incorporated asa 501(c)3 non prolit in 1989. actually began
when Blythe Marston, a local attormey, shared information she had gathered about the Ithaca Youth
Court in New York while attending law school at Cornell University. Upon retuming to
Anchorage and joining the Young Lawyers Section of the Anchorage Bar Association, she and
others organized a town meeting to explore development of a local youth court.

The Young Lawyers invited possible supporters front the Anchorage Police Department, the Corn |,
Juvenile Intake, the Anchorage School Districr, the Anchorage Bar Association, students and
parents to the first town meeting. In 1988 a group of dedicated students worked with attomeys
and other adult volunteers to create and develop the Anchorage Youth Coun model. With
community involvement, in-kind donations and $1,700 from the Anchorage Bar Association, that
concept became anew program, which won a national award from the American Bar Association
in 1989. Anchorage Youth Coun would provide youth with legal education to appreciate the law
and with juvenile diversion by including formal legal training, a youth court bar association, and a

were not considered a threat to themselves or society. Atiulis~woON" “irtieip/fttrih

capacity.

AYC received its first juvenile criminal cases in March, 1989, after almost 100 Anchorage area
youth received training and were sworn-in as Youth Court attormeys and judges. Between 1989
and 1995 the student volunteers adjudicated between 18 and 20 cases annually. Assisted by a
coordinator, who worked part lime, an attomey who volunteered as primary legal advisor,
volunteer attormeys and a budget of up to $50,000 annually, the defendant recidivisn rate was
under 5%, according to Juvenile Intake. During this period, Anchorage Youth Court earned two
national awards from the American Bar Association and Information America.

However, during this time juvenile crime in Anchorage rose, concerning the public. The
Anchorage Assembly began organizing an effort to reduce local juvenile crime. Assembly
members also became aware of Anchorage Youth Conn 3 effectiveness, low operating cost and
large volunteer base, which had grown to over 250 .students annually. Thus, AYC became an
active partner, working with others toplan and implement tlieMaking a Difference Program. This
pilot project would hold more youth accountable for breaking the law and would reduce the time
between arrest and intervention, enubling youth to relate their actions to consequences. Anchorage
Youth Court student members reorganized Youth Court to arraign and sentence up to 25
defendants, pleading no contest at Juvenile Intake, weekly. Anchorage Youth Court would,
however, continue to accept cases inwhich the defendant pleads not quilty. Tlie.sc cases receive a
judge or jury trial.

By late 1995 referral of cases increased incrementally ro -10, testing the new structure. In 1996,
Anchorage Youth Court student volunteer membership increased to 350. Juvenile Intake referred
382 cases during 1996, and 515 cases in 1997. Over (he two year period, defendants earned and
paid victims over $20,000, and worked over 19,000 hours to repay the community for breaking its
laws. Although Anchorage Youth Court now accepts cases in which the defendant may have a
previous arrest record, more than 86% of those, who completed their Youth Court obligation over
the two year period, have not reoffended. Over 94% of die defendants referred in 1997, have nor
reoffended. At a cost of $489 per defendant, $50 ofwhich ispaid by the defendant, and with only
1% of its members arrested for breaking the law, Anchorage Youth Court continues to provide
Anchorage youth with low cost legal education, diversion and intervention. As a result, the Office
of Juvenile Justice Delinquency Prevention rccogni/ed Anchorage Youth Coun as a National
Promising Program for Juvenile Delinquency Prevention.

/Gffyb *Thfal reArtYsfT s/°/o



‘MEMORANDUM State of Alaska

T0 Representative Eric Croft ANTE February 22, 1999
Alaska State Legislature FILE NO:
State Capitol '
Juneau, AK 99801-1182 TELEPHONE No: 465-4378
from: Laddie Shaw, Director SUBJECT: HB 28

Alaska Police Standards
P.O. Box 111200
Juneau, AK 99811-1200

Per your request, these are the numbers I have gathered for a $5 and $10
estimates relating to the surcharge collections of HB 28.

Actual collections of fines have historically been inthe 50 - 60% range of all
citations issued.

Estimated from 1996/1997 dispositions + or-:

17.000 misdemeanor conviction’s and 25,000 infraction collections:
42.000 total estimated collections

@%$5 = $ 210,000.00
@$10= $ 420,000.00

Again as | had mentioned to you, APSC has a graduated collection on our
surcharge from $100 on felony's to $10 on infractions.

With the crackdown by the Anchorage Police Department on individuals who have
not historically paid tickets (40% + or -) we may see a dramatic jump in fine
collection's in 1999, and in turn surcharge collection’s.

APSC estimates 70% of collection's to come from misdemeanor and infractic
violations.

R OARY. 1/B)
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Anchorage Youth Court Statistics: 1998

The following data has been compiled by the Youth Restitution Program for the
Anchorage Youth Court. All statisticswere collected from January 1,1998 until
December 31, 1998. Referrals came exclusively from the McLaughlin Youth Center

Juvenile Intake Unit.

This report will be divided into three primary sections. The first section examines various
program results up to thistime. An analysis ofmonetary restitution, hours of community
restitution service worked, recidivism rates, as well as tracking completion within the
program arc some of the highlights within this section.

The second section of this report will focus on the demographic pattermns of the
defendants, such as where tiedefendant goes to school (area of residence), ages, ethnic
background, and educational level. Itishoped that over time thismay give us some
insight into the make up of youthful offenderswho commit offenses.

A primary goal of the Making a Difference Program is itsability to carry out a just
sentence ina timely manner. To assess this goal, the tiird section of the report will
analyze the functioning of the system from arrest to completion ofprogram. By looking
atmonth by month datawe will be able to see what progress isbeing made inthe area of
timely intervention, delivery of services, and any areas in tlie system which can be
improved.
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The Anchorage Youth Court received 440 referials from Juvenile Intake during Calendar
Year 1998. This represents a 14% decrease in referrals over Calendar Year 1997. The
breakdown of these referrals isas follows:

Cases Completing Program 255 (58.0%)
Cases Not Completed 126 (28.6%)
a) Lack of effort 58
b) Recalled by Intake 20
c)No Show 13
d) Moved/Runaway 10
e)No contact after hearing 10
1) Inappropriate hehavjor 7
g) Chose.M Y C 3
h) Threatening behavior 2
i)Been toAY C previously 1
J) Possible gang involvement 1
k) No evidence to prosecute 1
Cases pending outcome 52(11.8%)
Not accepted 7( 16%)

0T those cases which came tAY C and had the opportunity to work the program (363
cases), 255 have completed. This works out to approximately 70.25%. This number
does not include those cases pending, Upon completion ofall 1998 crises, an addendum
will be added to the report.

The defendants of the Anchorage Youth Coun are often sentenced to perform community
restitution service and/ or pay monetary restitution to the victim . At this tiinc 1998 AY C
defendants have paid back $5,083.23 (this does not include civil fire:: or program fees).
In addition, 8851.3 hours have been paid back to the community by v/orking at various
non-profit, community centered sites. These numbers do not yet reflect the contribution
of those 52 cases pending which are still working their sentence off. Only those who
have successfully completed the program and those who have been returned to Juvenile
Intake have been counted.

In the three years since the Making a Difference Program has been in existence, the
Anchorage Youth Court has collected $23,444.3X for victims and worked over 27,918.3
hours in Anchorage, Eagle River and Girdwood.

7:01AM
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From : ANCHORAGE YOUTH COURT .

One Of the goals ot the Anchorage Youlh Court s to significantly reduce lhe number of
Juvenile offenders who reoffend after completing the program. InOctober of 1998 n
three year study was done on recidivisn. The numbers indicate that for the students who
completed the AY C program since their original crimes beginning in 199b over 89.9%
have ngj reoffended. Another recidivism cheek will be done in July of 1999.

Section Two; Defendant Demographics

The second portion of this report will focus on tie defendants and their collective make
up. Varying aspects ofAY C defendants have been examined and a number of statistics

have been compiled,

Age N Percentaae
under 12 0 0.00
12 22 . * 5.00
13 61 13.86
14 83 18.86
15 104 23.64
16 79 17.95
17 91 20.68
18 0 0.00
unknown 0 0.00

Overall, the average age ofan AY C defendant is 14.98 years..

Grade N Perccntace
under 6 0 0.00
6 9 2.05
7 48 10.91
8 73 16.59
9 97 22.04
10 63 14.32
u 87 19.77
12 42 9.55
GED 0 0.00
Graduated 2 0.45

Unknown 19 4.32
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The average AYC oefendant nes completed 940 rades.

In 1998, AY C defendants have been referred for the following charges®

Charge H Percent:

%ﬂ%”t 1 0

rLig.P 46 8.8
M maiﬁsa]el}s 30 5.7
Dru OzSGSSIOH 23 ;1.4(1)
ot y
r|m|11a| M|?[ch|e 20 3.8
\ehicle The 9 1.7
Bﬂ}nasgl : E
. . 6 .

| Mischief4 6 11

esisting Arrest 6 11
r|m|na respassZ 5 Lo
- 4 -

r|m| %ent Buming ' 02
se nform 3 0.6
ns ossess n5 3 0.6
ue 0SSession 2 8'3
2 .

0r e 2 0.4
|o Bur e%sa%Tfols § 0.4

Dlsgﬁo £ 0?Isilr 02

y Con uct 1 0.2
| ,1 1 0.2
gS EndangE L 0.2
{ thEvioence 1 0.2
The [VICES. 1 0.2
aons Possession 3 1 0.2



The school ofeach defendant was also tabulated. The final, formal program repon lor
this projecl will categorize zip codes ofresidence, but lot easy recognition the school will
be used at this time.

m N Percentage
1

Dimond
w
West
Chugiak
Clark
Wendler
Rimg"
Notin School

Homeschooi
SAVE

Gruening

Gloniaw

Walden Pond
AdultLearning Center
Anchorage Christian
MirrorLake

Steller

Central

Polaris

Whaley

G

Jesse Lee

Unknown

Anchorage Jr. Academy
Grace Cliristian

King Career Center
Lumen Christi

North Anchorage Christian
Truevinc
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The breakdown ofthe defendants’ ethnic backgrounds are as follows:

EthnicOrojn N Percentage
Caucasian 280 63.64
African American 45 10.23
Asian/Pacific Islander 34 7.73
Multiracial 31 7.05
AK Native 28 6.36
Hispanic 17 3.86
American Indian 5 1.14

Previous Criminal History
The defendants who were firsttime offenders numbered 326 (7-1.09%)

The defendants who have previous churges on record numbered 114 (25.91%)

a) one previous charge 90
b)two previous charges 18
¢) three previous churges 4
d) more than three prev. charges 2

In assessing the gender make up ofA Y C defendants, it was found that 271 are male and
169 are female. The exact numbers and percentages are listed.

Gender N Percentage
Male 271 61.59
Female 169 38.41

Section Three: Program Performance

The final section examines AY C’sdelivery ofservice and program performance. It is
essential that AY C and Juvenile Intake work togetherto insure arapid completion of
sentence, which in turn allows the defendant to connect the action and the social
response. The following numbers reflect the direction that the program is moving
towards attaining this goal. Also, the numbers in this section reflect only those cases
referred directlyto AYC.

PO7
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An original goal ofAYC and the Making aDifference Program was for defendants to
anend an arraignment (and sentencing hearing if “unillv” or “no contest
days of referral. On a month by month basts, the goal of a 10 day or loss hearing was

: ANCHORAGE YOUTH COURT

measured as follows:

Menth

January
February
March
April

May

June

July
August
September
October
November
December

Total

AY C’s poorest performance months of March and December were anticipated due to

school vacation/ court recess.

Finally, in assessing the speed ofcompletion (from arrest to referral to completion), the

PHONE No.

Performance

met goal 24 out of 25 cases
met goal 3G out of 39 eases
met goal 27 out o f 38 cases
met goal 33 out of 33 cases
met goal 38 out of 4?. eases
met goal 27 out of 32 cases
met goal I>out of 19 c;isc3
met goal 42 out of 44 cases
mei goal 44 out of 56 coses
met goal 17 out of 19 cases
met goal 21 outof Zlcases
met goal 2 out of 31 cases

met goal 327 out of 399 cases

following table has been constructed:

Mapth

January
February
March
April

May

June

July
August
September
October
November
December

Totals

Air. to Ref.

14.89 days
10.80
11.76
14.03
16.51
12.61
15.13
17.26
16.78
23.37
26.83
33.76

17.13

Ref. to Hear

9.40 days

10.18 38.18
10.76 42.95
9.09 46.63
9.98 45.36
11.53 42.13
10.32 40.95
8.91 53.68
9.43 50.74
10.21 43.71
8.76 No Signif. Data
18.13 NSD
10.49 45.00

: 90?7 272 0491

Hear, to Close

38.81 days

Apr. 19 1999

plea) within 10

Pcrcentaee

96.00
*72.31
71.05
100.00
90.48
34.38
84.21
95.45
78.57
89.47
100.00
6.45

81.95

Total

63.10 days

59.16
65.47
69.75
71.85
66.27
66.40
79.85
76.95
77.29

NSD

NSD

72.62

7:04AM
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Summary

In analyzing the data, it appears that the Anchorage Youth Court is effective not only in
the short term, but also over aconsiderable length of time. Recidivism for defendants
that have committed their offense up to 36 months ago is maintaining itself at the 1U-
11% mark. The recidivism rate is approximately 2% less than the previous recidivism
check results. A note ofinterestis Juvenile Intake's recent use ofAY C amiddle level
intervention. Should this trend continue, results may deviate from the norm due to a
mors deeply ingrained behavioral pattern and the average defendant being older than

previous defendants.

Regarding AY C’s delivery ofservices, outcomes have been extremely encouraging.
Despite having Juvenile Intake rehire two Making a Difference slots and both AY C and
Juvenile Intake moving, the overall numbers remain similar lo previous numbers. It is
expected thatas all positions are filled and agencies acclimate to new environments, tlie
total numbers will increase. Also, the community restitution site network has held
despite the growth in numbers: there is virtually no change in length oftime spent in the

system.

AY C continues to expand its statistical information by tracking new categories pertaining
to parental involvement and frequency ofcrimes at varying businesses. In addition, the
Making a Difference Program is continuing to fine tune procedures to insure that the
efficient flow ofcases continues uninterrupted. It is fair to say that the initial pilot
program has yielded positive results and is extremely encouraging. The Youth
Restitution Center will continue to collect data in order to monitor changes in trends as

well as long term recidivism.
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Juvenile Arrests January - August 1996 to 1995

DECREASES
rcc

Robbery

Assaults

Burglary

Thefts

Vandalism

Auto Theft

DWI

Other Alcohol Offenses
Disorderly Conduct
Trespass

Reckless Driving
Fleeing of Eluding

Fail to Appear Warrants

Total Juvenile Arrests

INCREASES
Charge

Sexual Assault
Weapons Offenses
Drug Offenses

Reckless Endangerment

Suspended/Revoked Lie.,

Parole Violation
Resisting/Interfering

Providing False Info

CURFEW

During Curfew

200% T

56500% t

(2vs. 0 last year)
20% t
150% T

500% T

67% T

300% T

50% T
50% T

IN ARRESTS DURING CURFEW HOURS

Durine Curfew Non-Curfew Hours Overall
57% 1 14% T 3% X
68% X 13% T 4% T
86% X 40% T 9% T
58% ! 17% T 13% T
14% X 12% T 8% T
50% X 62% X 61% X
25% X 500°/-1 100% t
73% X 83% X 80% X
40% X 16% X 21% X
38% X 10% T 5% T

100% X 25% X 37% X
100% X 80% X 85% X
32% X 12% X 18% X
32% X 6% T 2% T

IN ARRESTS DURING CURFEW HOURS

Non-Curfew Hours Overall
67% X 44% X

4% T 6% T

% T 11% T

61% X 33% X
300% T 167% T
100% T 120% T
24% X 15% X
83% T % T

(U32 vs. 2last year)

Please refer to the nttarhed airesi category detail report lor more information on nrtual numbers of

arrests.

To.

Co;

1 Anchorage VouthCwil
teVAD w rI__ o eomron

Phono#: (907)277360
Few# (007)"72-0491

7:11AM PO1



ANCHORAGE POLICE pEPARTMENT

Comparison of Juvenile Arrests JAN. -AUG. 1996

to Same Period in 1995

CHARGE DESCRIPTION

MANSLAUGHTER

1STDEGREE SEXUAL ASSAULT
2ND DEGREE SEXUAL ASSAULT
SEXUAL ASSAULTS-ALL

1STDEGREE ROBBERY
2ND DEGREE ROBBERY

ROBBERIES-ALL

.1STDEGREE ASSAULT
2ND DECREE ASSAULT
3RD DEGREE ASSAULT
ATK DECREE ASSAULT
tASSAULT i BATTERY

ASSAULTS-ALL

1ST DEGREE BURGLARY
2ND DEGREE BURGLARY
POSSESSION OF BURGLARY TOOLS
ATTEMPTED BURGLARY

BURGLARIES-ALL

BT oecree THEFT

2ND DEGREE THEFT

3RD DEGREE THEFT

47H DECREE THEFT

LARCENY

SHOPLIFT

DEFRAUDING INNKEEPER
RETENTION OF LOST PROPERTY

iTHFFTS-- A

R ¢

‘595 Juv. Arrest Stats

CURFEW HOURS NON-CURFEW HOURS

OVERALL

-100%

100%
-86%

150%
17%

-23%
2%
11%

37%
-54%
W

800%
27%

-37%
2\
0%

-4C%
+103%

9.°*3/96



] DURING ii OVERALL

mparison of Juvenile Arrests JAN. - AUG. 1996 | DURING
Same Period in 1995 J CURFEW HOURS Jl NON-CURFEW H»%URES
1 . GIfARGEDESCRIITION = ! “995\5“9 hoge? sooDIFFr, ! AU a0 o6 oier. « S0 lagiys wUIFF,
It e
0 DEGREE CRIMINAL MISCHIEF - VEHICLE 5 0 100% |3l 13 58% | 36 13 -64%
>DEGREE CRIMINAL MISCHIEF - VEHICLE 2 2 0% ' 16 8 50% 5 |f 10 -44%
( DEGREE CRIMINAL MISCHIEF - VEHICLE 1 0 -100% 24 4 -83% 25 4 -84%
EFTOF VEHICLE AND  JOYRIDING 4 4 0% 1 45 12 73% 49 16 -67%
DEGREE VEHICLE THEFT 0 0 % 7 700% 0 7 700%
IMINAL MISCHIEF VEHICLE/VEHICLE THEFT - ALL 12 6 50% 9 146 44 -62% 125 50 61%
LAW FuL POSSESSION OF  PROPERTY 0 2 200% 3 0 0% C r 200%
DEGREE ARSON 0 0% 4 2 -50% 4 /A -50%
D DEGREE ARSON 0 0 0% 5 5 0% 5 $ %
MINALLY NEGLIGENT BURNING . 0 0% . A 600% 0 f 600%
SON . ALL 0 0 it 3 13 44% 9 13 4
DEGREE FORGERY § 0 o 1 ) 0o (o o
D DEGREE FORGERY 0 0 0% 9 13 we | g 0 44%
1 DEGREE FORGERY 0 0 0% 0 2 200 - 2 200%
SUDCLENT use OF ACREDIT CARD - MISD. 0 0 0% 4 3 5% |, 4 -25%
LSIFYING BUSINESS RECORDS 0 0 0% 0 1 100% | ¢ 1 ion%
M'D/FORGERY-ALL <0 0 0% 14 19 6% , 14 19 36%
* DEGREE CRIMINAL MISCHIEF - VANDALISM 0 0 % ;0 1 0% : i 100%
p DEGREE CRIMINAL MISCHIEF - VANDALISM 5 17 5 -71% 34 36 6% - 51 4 -20%
0 DEGREE CRIMINAL MISCHIEF - VANDALISM Vo2 6 200 - 2 33 57% ;23 3 1C%
| DEGREE CRIMINAL MISCHIEF - VANDALISM oo 1 100% |/ 6 4% 7 7 C%
VLICIOUS DESTRUCTION OF PROPERTY G f 5 2% | 61 56 off 1 61 B
MPERING WITH A VEHICLE j 5 6 20% {9 16 % 14 2 57%
AFFSTI/RELATEDVANDAL 8.05.375 ;0 1 wow £ Q 0 0% ij ¥ . 100%
NDALISM - ALL \ 28 24 4% 1 1 148 12% © 160 172 8%
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CHARGE DESCRIPTION'

[ISCONDUCTINVOLVING WEAPONS
vnSCONDUCT INVOLVING WEAPONS
MISCONDUCT INVOLVING WEAPONS

WEAPON

3 OF FIREARMS

JF WEAPON WITH INTENT TO ASSAULT

SCHOOL GROUNDS
MISCONDUCT INVOLVING WEAPONS

VAISCONDCUT

INVOLVING WEAPONS

JF WEAPONS BY MINOR

TENSES-ALL
PROSTITUTION

OR PROSTITUTION
G A PLACE FOR PURPOSEOF TROST.

ON OFFENSES-ALL

*EXUAL ABUSE OF MINOR
SEXUAL ABUSE OF MINOR
SEXUAL ABUSE OF MINOR
SE OF MINOR OFFENSES - ALL

MISCONDUCT
MISCONDUCT
MISCONDUCT
MISCONDUCT
MISCONDUCT
MISCONDUCT
MISCONDUCT
MISCONDUCT

INVOLV-POSS NARCOTIC
INVOLV-POSS DANG. DRUGS
INVOLV-SALE NARCOTICS
INVOLV-SALE DANG. DRUGS
INVOLV-SALE MARIJUANA
INVOLV-POSS NARCOTIC
INVOLV-SALE DANG, DRUGS
INVOLV-SALE NARCOTICS

QiR

DURING
NON-CURFEW HOURS

OVERALDVERALI

100%
200%
267%
-26%
-71%
-100%
45%
217%
-33%
-20%

200%
-29%
90%

-25%
-75%
1C0%
-100%
33%
83%
0%



Comparisoi
to Same Pei

1ST DEGREE
2ND DEGREI
3RD DEGREE
CONCEALEt
DISCHARGE
POSSESSION
FIREARM 02
4TH DEGREI
3 H DEGREI
POSSESSI0N
WEAPONS j

PRACTICE
SOLICITING
{MAINTAINI
PROSTITin

l'stdegeee
2ND DEGRE
4TH DEGRE

SEXUALAB
| _NB

3RD DEGRE
3RD DEGRE
,BRD DEGRE
3RD DEGRE
3RD DEGRE
ATH DEGRE
ATM DEGRE

ATI | DEGRE



Comparison of Juvenile Arrests JAN. -AUG. 1996
to Same Period in 1995

CHARGE DESCRIPTION.

ATH DEGREE MISCONDUCT INVOLV-SALE/POSS MARIJUANA
5TH DEGREE MISCONDUCT INVOLV-POSS DANG.DRUG
5TH DEGREE MISCONDUCT INVOLV-POSS MARIJUANA

6TH DEGREE MISCONDUCT INVOLV-POSS MARIJUANA

DRUG OFFENSES-ALL

CHILD ABUSE

WHILE INTOXICATED

MINOR IN POSSESSION OF ALCOHOL
MINOR ON PREMISES WHERE ALCOHOLISSOLD
MINOR CONSUMING ALCOHOL

M ISC ALCOHOL CHGS TITLE 4

MINORS - ALCOHOL OFFENSES - ALL (EXCEPT DVVI)
DISORDERLY CONDUCT

RECKLESS ENDANGERMENT

IrUBIC EXCRETION/INDECENT EXFOSURE

2ND DEGREE STALKING

KIDNAPPING

[EXTORTION

COERCION

1ST DEGREE CRIMINAL TRESPASS
2ND DEGREE CRIMINAL TRESPASS
UNAUTHORIZED ENTRY-TRESPASS

TRESPASS-ALL
1STDEGREE HINDERING PROSECUTION
HARASSMENT

1996 Juv. Arrest Stats

DURING
CURFEW HOURS

Jan'-Aug jan.-A";
. 1995. ; 1996

%« 1995;

JUUHU

DURING
NON-CURFEW HOURS

Jin-Aug

o

Jari-Aug

19.96

500%

r 4

OVERALDVERA.L

103%

3 50%

8 100%

<%

103%
*56%

-103%

100%

-l10C’
-103%

125%
P V)

-17%

-103%

9/13/96
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Comparison of Juvenile Arrests JAN.-AUG. 1996

to Same Period in 1995

CHARGE DESCRIPTION

ILLEGALUSE OF TELEPHONE

VIOLATION OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE ORDER

LEAVING THE SCENE OF AN INJURY ACCIDENT
LEAVING THE SCENEOF A PROPERTY DAMAGEACCIDENT

LEAVING THE SCENE OF ACCIDENT -ALL

DRIVE WITH SUSPENDED/REVOKED LICENSE

RECKLESS DRIVING

-LERINC OR ATTEMPTING TO ELUDE POLICE

jMISC TRAFFIC OFFENSE
fAILURE TO APPEAR - M
CONTEMPT OF COURT -

PAROLE VIOLATION - M

ISDEMEANOR

MISDEMEANOR

ISDEMEANOR

FUGITIVE - MISDEMEANOR

FAMILY OFFENSES - JUVENILE WARRANT SERVICE

2ND DEGREE ESCAPE

3RD DECREE ESCAPE

4TH DEGREE ESCAPE

RESISTING OR INTERFERING WITH AN ARREST

CRL'ELTYTO ANIMALS

LETTERING AND DEFACING

FLASE REPORTOFCRJIME

1926 Juv. Arrest Stat

N

DURING
CURFEW HOURS

Jan-Aug JanAlig
1993 1996 1

r>o 5

DURING OVERALDVERAL
NON-CURFEW HOURS
Jan-vVug- Jan-Aug Jan-Aug Jim-Aiig"
1995 1996- \ 1995 ' > ..1996

200%
200%
-10%

-1007¢

-103%

-100%

203% 2 200%
0 -103%

O<o r*



Comparison of Juvenile Arrests JAN. -AUG. 1996
to Same Period in 1995

CHARGE DESCRIPTION

PROVIDING FALSEINFO

iTOTAL ARRESTS FOR ALLCHARGES EXCEPT CURFEW

CURFEW

‘The new curfew ordinance went into effect on January 1st, 1996 but en

DURING DURING OVEKALDVERAL

CURFEW HOURS NON-CURFEW HOURS
i
m1975, ,v1995

1132 56500%

menlwas conducted on a wan\fh« basis until tie end o; February .SThe previous curfew orcirarre

had enforcement hours different from the new ordinance. The twocurftft’ charges shown as occuringdurirgiicci-curfew hours in 1995 were issued under the old hours

1§93 Juv. Arrest Stats

513/%6
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February 11,1999

Anchorage Youth Court House Bill #28 Position Popov

Youth and adults volunteer their time to operate youth peer courts. In Anchorage over 350
youth and 100 attorneys volunteer annually. However, youth courts also inquire funding. F.ach
youth court needs at least one paid person, an office, equipment and supplies lo operate
effectively. To organize and provide Jong term operation beneficial to lhcir communities, youth
courts need sources of permanent funding that they can depend upon. House Bill #28 will serve
as one important source to ensure the ongoing opportunities that youlh courts provide in

Alaska.

Youth courts benefit their communities and the stale by preventing and deterring juvenile
criminal behavior. Youth Courts

e teach understanding and respect for the Jaw through classes, hands-on participation and
utilizing positive peer influence;

e provide redress to victims, through restitution earned by defendants, and a chance for victims
to address the court;

e restore the community for breaking its laws through appropriate community work service;

e mandate education to deter further criminal behavior, such as shoplifting, alcohol and
marijuana involvement, fire-starting, fighting, weapons involvement, domestic violence, etc.;

e provide insight through jail tours and adult sentencing hearings for defendants lo see first
hand what will happen to them, if they continue to break the law;

e require defendants to earn money or work in the youth court office to pay for participating in
youth court, which reinforces personal responsibility for consequences;

e offer opportunities for adults to serve as role models for youlh, and tor youth and adults to
build respect and appreciation through working together;

e provide safe, supervised, structured after school experiences for youth in grades 7-12;

e build skills such as public speaking, office occupations and management; consensus building;
teamwork; running anon protit board of directors, and active citizenship; and

e foster ownership and pride in the community.

Youth Courts, with their low recidivism rate, education programs and active youth involvement,
alleviate the court system's case load. Over 1,341 juvenile criminal cases have been referred to
Anchorage Youth Court, since 1996. Over 89% of the defendants who completed youth court
have notreoffended over the three years. Likewise, the State saves alL least $40,000 annually for
each defendant, who does not reoffend and reside in M cL aughlin.

Anchorage Youth Court believes that (1) Alaska's youth who work to deter juvenile crime need
and deserve stable financial support; (2) a surcharge on adult defendants, who commit
misdemeanors, infractions and violations, is appropriate to deter juvenile crime; and (3) support
of House Bill #28 will demonstrate to youth and adults Statewide, that the people of Alaska
value positive youth involvement and active citizenship.
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February 19, 1999

Representative Eric Croft

State Capitol
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Rep. Croft:

lam writing this letter to you to express my support for HB 28.
This bill isto help provide funding for Youth Courts statew ide

through a juvenile justice fund,

Iwill speok to you from my own personal experience in working
with juveniles in Alaska, and how important youth courts are in
prevention and intervention ofjuvenile crime. lhave worked
in the juvenile justice field for over 15years. Mostofmy
experience came from working at McLaughlin Youth Center,
where Ilwas a youth counselor for youth who were
institutionalized for long-term treatment. The families and
delinquent youth were sometimes very difficult to work with, as
the dysfunction had been going on formany years. Change
does notcome easily when family problems are not
addressed early, before patters of delinquent behavior are

set.

Aftercoming to work for the Mot-Su Youth Court, Ilbecame
excited to see hope in working with these youth who have
committed minorcrimes. The families are almostalways
cooperative, and the youth show remorse for what they have
done. The delinquent behavior isgiven immediate attention,
and the youth and their family work together to Insure that it
doesnthappen again. The youth courtmembers always give
a clear message that the misguided youth isstilla good
person; they justneed to stop theirunaccepfable behaviors
that brought them to youth court. The youth thatcom plete
the youth court program for theircrimes learn more about the
juvenile justice system through their peers, by being defended,
prosecuted, and judged by them. The offending youth also
give back to theircommunity by volunteering theirtime to help
in non-profit agencies. The youth then process all this
information by writing a lengthy essay telling about their youth
court experience. This kind of intervention isneeded ifwe truly

Tho logo of Ilto Mul-Su Youth Court is Ino Ai*Clenl Gicck Goocteu Of Justice. The scoies symbolize 1he .fair weighing of

conniciing claims, ana nol swora mo po*oi to protect Ihe public ana punish wrongdoers.


mailto:msyc@aloska.net

Rep. Eric Croft
February 19, 1999
Page Two

wantyouth fochange their thinking and actions toward
committing crimes. Families support their teenager to make
thishappen by helping the youth com plete theiryouth court
sentence. Every youth who goes through the youth court
program isinvited to join asa member, being told that they
have first-hand experience in what itislike tocom mit a crime,
and then make Itright to their families and theircommunities.

Anotheradded benefitisthe education the youth court
members receive. They are taught by adult attorneys and
judges who volunteer their time fo work with youth. The
student members putina minimum of ninety hours in the
program and are committed to helping in the task of
prevention and intervention of juvenile crime. They also
receive on-going training in law-related areas while they are in

the program.

Itruly believe in the youth courtconcept asa successful
prevention/intervention program. Those youth who are
arrested for the firsttime are now receiving direct
consequences for breaking the law, and are told that their
behavior was not okay, and they now have achance to set

their lives back on the right track.

Plecse letme know ifyou would likemore information about
the Mat-Su Youth Court. Iflam able to help out further with
the promotion of HB 28 do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely vours.

Lisa Makar
MSYC Program Coordinator



MAT-SU YOUTH COURT
1997 STATISTICS

126 Total cases.

35 Cases sent back to Youth Corrections for various reasons.

91 Cases processed in MSYC.

3 Cases closed for reoffenses.

Race make-up: 118-White, 2-African American, 3-Alaska Native, 3-
Unknown

Gender make-up: 72-Males, 54-Females
Average age of defendants: 14.5years old
Average time arraignmentto completion: 67 days
Average time referral fo completion: 103 days

Types of offenses: Theft: 77 cases/62%
Assault: 8 cases/6%
Criminal Mischief: 11 cases/9%
MICS: 17 cases/13.5%
Criminal Trespass: 6 cases/5%
Misc. Involving Weapons: 2 cases/1.5%
Concealment of Merchandise: 4 cases/3%

80 Cases com pleted successfully this year.

94% Success rate. Thismeans that 94% of the defendants who com pleted
the program in 1997 have notreoffended.

$620.20 was paid in restitution to victims.

1,767 Hours were worked by defendants at variouscommunity work
service agencies.

The following isthe breakdown of arresting agencies for the cases we
have seen in 1997 in MSYC:

Alaska State Troopers -24 coses/19%
Anchorage Police Department -21 cases/ 17%
Palmer Police Department - 20 cases/16%
Wasilla Police Department -61 cases/48%



The following Isthe breakdown of defendant resident locotions for 1997
MSYC cases:

Anchorage -1% Big Lake -5%
Chickaloon - .5% Elmendorf AFB - .5%
Palmer - 25% Sutton - 2%
Talkeetna -1% Wasilla - 62%
Willow - 3%

The following are the resident locations for our Youth Court members:

Big Lake -5% Palmer «29%
Talkeetna -12% W asilla - 51 %
Willow - 3%

71 Students successfully com pleted Youth Court training in 1997,



MAT-SU YOUTH COURT
1998 STATISTICS

132 Total coses referred to MSYC.

42 Cases sent back to Youth Corrections for various reasons.
90 Case<-.processed in MSYC.

3 Cases closed for reoffenses.

Race make-up: 119-Caucasian, 1-African American, 7-Alaska Native,
3-Asian/Pacific Islander, 2-Hispanic

Gender make-up: 77 Males. 55 Females

Average age of defendants: 14.5years old.
Average time arraignment to completion: 49 days.
Average time referral to completion: 104 days.

Types of offenses heard in MSYC:
Theft: 88 cases/62%

Assault: 5 cases/ 4%

Criminal Mischief: 3 coses/2%

MICS: 26 cases/ 18%

Criminal Trespass: 3 cases/2%

Misconduct involving Weapons: 2 cases/1 %
Concealment of Merchandise: 14 cases/ 10%

Burglary: 2 cases/ 1%

99 Cases completed successfully in 1998.

92% Success rate. Thismeans that 92% of the defendants who
completed the program in 1998 have not

reoffended.
$102.00 was paid in restitution to victims.

2,406 Hours were worked by defendants at variouscommunity work
service agencies.



The following Isthe breakdown of arresting agencies forthe coses we
have seen in 1998 in MSYC:

Alaska State Troopers: 19 cases/14.5%
Anchorage Police Department: 16cases/12%
Palmer Police Department: 20 cases/15%
Wasilla Police Department: 77 cases/58.5%

The following isthe breakdown of defendant resident locations for 1998
MSYC coses:

Talkeetna: 1I/.5% Hatcher Pass: 1I/.5%
Palmer: 34/26% Big Lake; 6/5%
Willow: 2/1.75% Sutton: 2/1.75%
Chugiak: 1/.5% Wasilla: 79/60%
Unalaska: 1/.5% Kiny Salmon: 1/5%

Houston: 4/3%

The following are the resident locations for our Youth Court members:

Big Lake: 4%
Palmer: 32%
Wasilla: 64%

The following are the schools our Youth Court members attend:

Athenium: 1/2% Cornerstone Christian: 2/4%
Colony High: 24/51% Colony Middle: 4/79%
Houston High: 3/6% Palmer High: 6/13%

Palmer Jr./Mid.: 1/2% Wasilla High: 5/11%

Wasilla Middle: 1/2%

21 Students successfully com pleted Youth Court training in 1998.



Anchorage Youth Court
PO Box 102735
Anchorage, AK 99510
Phone: (907) 274-5986 = Fax: (907) 272-0491

Representative Eric Croft

Enclosed are documents which represent the following:
1 Letters of support from members and parents.

2. Parent Evaluations - these are feedback from defendant's parents.

3. Excerpted comments from a defendantsurvey.

4, 1998 and 1999 evaluation forms for AYC attorneys and judges filled out by
volunteer adult attorneys who supervise in-courtwork.

5. A letter to Commissioner Pugh regarding the AYC jail tour sentencing component.

6. A parent's letter accompanying a donation.

7. Several thank-yous for presentations that AYC staff has made in the community or
to training groups.

8. The 25 effectiveness qualities of the Anchorage Youth Court model and some

hrochure literature.

Ifwe can provide any further information, please letme know.

Sincerely,
ANCHORAGE YOUTH COURT

L
Legal Advisor

"A New Generationfor Justice-
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Anchorage Youth Court
PO Dox 102735
Anchorage, AK 99510
Phone: (907) 274-5986 = Fax: (907) 272-0491
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Representative Eric Croft
Slate Capitol, Room <100
Juneau, Alaska 99R01-1182

Dear Representative Croft:

Thank you for your sponsorship of House Bill #28, which can provide needed funding for youth
courts statewide. Enclosed is the Anchorage Youth Court position ]>nper relating to the Bill. Tf

you need additional information, please call.

el

ANCHORAGEYOUTH CC

Sharon A. Leon
Executive Director

"A New Generationfor Justice"



e graham,2/3/99 10:31 PM -0800,136 28

Dace: Wed, 03 Feb 1999 22:31:08 -0800
From: graham <epgraham@ gci.net>
X-Accept-Language: en

MIME-Version: 1.0

To: ayc@micronet.net

Subject: HB 28

February 3, 1999

Dear Representative Croft,

Our son Germaine Graham, has been an active AYC member since January
1998.

AYC is not only a justice program; it is a self-esteem booster.
Germaine,s self-confidence and leadership abilities have greatly
improved.

The benefits of this program are invaluable; it allows students to
participate on a voluntary basis and still develop a skill that can last

them a lifetime.

We have personally witnessed Middle School age students observe AYC
members conduct mock trials; with the anticipation that one day they too
would be able to enroll in the program.

We also see the program as a way to allow teens that make a mistake for
the first time to get a second chance.

We support HB 28, and we encourage you to continue to look out for our
youth.

Thank you,
Elsie and Patricia Graham

Printed for Anchorage Youth Gourt <yolimaranet net>
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OCTOBER 21.11598

COMMISSIONER MARGARET PUGH
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
P.O. BOX 112000

JUNEAU. ALASKA 99811

DEAR COMMISSIONER PUGH.

MY DAUGHTER WAS ASSIGNED TO DO A TOUR OF THE COOK INLET PRETRIAL
FACILITY. DUE TO RESTRICTIONS PLACED ON THE ANCHORAGE YOUTH COURT, THE
ONLY TIME SHE MAY DO THETOUR IS ON A FRIDAY MORNING.

THIS PROGRAM IS MEANT TO NIP rNTHE BUD JUVENILE CRIME. BY LIMITING THE
ACCESS TO THE TOUR.TO A SCHOOL T TIME DURING THE WEEK ONLY LEADS TO MORE
TLME MISSED BY A STUDENT WHO IFINAYC IS MOST LIKELY ALREADY SOMEWHATAT
RISK. ANY ADDITIONAL MISSED SCHOOL COULD LEAD TO ULTIMATE FAILURE ORLOWER

GRADES WHICH THESE AT RISK CHILDREN CAN ILL .AFFORD *

IHOPE THAT YOU RECONSIDER THIS SITUATION AND ALLOW AYC TO EITHER DO
EVENING TOURS OR WEEKEND TOURS OF THE FACILITY. ITHINKTHISISA VERY GOOD
PROGRAM JUST ONE TFLAT NEEDS TO BEAS POSITIVE TO THE SUCCESS OF OUR CHILDREN
AS POSSIBLE.

IF YOU HAVE NOT WITNESSED THE AYC PROGRAM IENCOURAGE YOU TO DO SO. |
WAS HIGHLY IMPRESSED BY THE PROFESSIONAL PRESENTATION DISPLAYED BY BOTH
THE STAFF AND THE STUDENTS WHO MAKE UP THE . ANCHORAGE YOUTH COURT. IFTHIS
PROGRAM IS GOING TO WORK .AND IBELIEVE IT WILL.IT NEEDS THE SUPPORT OF THE
ENTIRE COMMUNITY,POLICE PROSECUTOR. THE ANCHORAGE ASSEMBLY AND YOUR
DEPT. THROUGH THIS TYPE PROGRAM HOPEFULLY WE CAN MAKE YOUR BUDGET EASIER

TO LIVE WITH. WITH LESS CRIMINALS FILLING THE WALLS OF ALASKA'S PRISONS.

ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99504
(907):
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Anchorage Youth Court

PO Box 102735
Anchorage, AK 99510
Phone: (907) 274-5986 < Fax: (907) 272-0491

February 3,1999

For confidentiality, a defendant's comments on a survey completed October 31, 1998,
are excerpted:

1. Whatpartofthe sentencing made the biggestimpression on you?

"The fact that its real sentencing, and that they're really serious about things, because
before I got there, I thought itwas justfake/like a class or something, butnow Iknow

it's totally real."
2. Are there any changes in the Anchorage Youth Court thatyou feel are necessary?
"No, they are doing just fine and | had some good defense attorneys. Also the

prosecuting attorneys did a really good job on arguing."

3. Whatisthe mostimportant thing that you have learned from the Anchorage Youth
Court?

"Thatthey don't play around, and they have studied fora long time, just to be able to
defend kids (their age.) And its really neat."

"A Neiv Generationfor Justice"



j.0 tse completed riy All Lase Famcipants. Return to | e*nl Advisor

rvhat part of the process you partici\ryfte in? clerk jud]
mey_____ volunteer legal advisor bailiff _ AYC staff

Rate each of the following in overall performance on ascale of 1-5:
1 = excellent. 2 = above expectations, 33: good, 4 = adequate, 5 = poor

2. Prosecution as a team Defense as a team Judges as a panel <2

3. Pros. #1 Pros #2 Comments:
Name of attny CAc/--V\ /

preparation

delivery +

decorum

sensitivity _3_

personal responsibility .?

cooperation 2. "'T
" = Presiding judge judge Comments:
Name ofjudge pAL*Jc

epresence

confidence

attentive

control

respectful

delivery

side bar

4. Rate the following on the 1-5 scale: appropriateness of sentence

5. Do you think the experience helped the defendant? Why or why not?
tAtfeoU cuTc/p? cC J y o0 p 0°(s&/pY\3

AYC CASE EVALUATION Case No. 3 8 ]P
To Be Completed By All Case Participants. Return to Lggal Advisor

What part of the process  you participantin? —clerk judt
tomey volunteer legal"advisor X bailiff _ AYTC staff.

Rate each of the following in overall performance on a scale of 1-5:
1 = excellent, 2" above expectations, 3 = good, 4 = adequate, 5 = Roor

2. Prosecution as d team \ Defense as a team 1 Judges as d panel
ros. #1 Pros #2 Def. #L Defi #2 Comments:
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4. Rate the following on the 1-5 scale: appropriateness

5. Do you think the experience helped the defendant?
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re. L=
Legal Advisor

To Be ,'Sempleted By All Case Partmpants Retu
1. What part of the process did you participate in? clerk, judge
volunteer legal adViisor bailiff _ AYC staff

attorney TY S

2. Rate each of the following in overall performance on a scale of 1-5:
1 =excellent, 2 = above average, 3 = average, 4 = below average, 5 = poor

Nside bar -r. wv:i:T'r

4, Rate the following on the 1-5 scale: appropriateness of sentence

5. Do you think the experience helped the defendant? Why or why not?

Prosecution as a team JZ.. Defense as a team I Judges as apanel |
Pros.#I Pros #2 « Def. #1Def. #2
Name of attnyLaua \aa .-bvlkaa.
preparation 2 I _|_
delivery 2 L
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4. Rate the following on the 1-5 scale: appropriateness of sentence
5. Do you think the experience helperfthe defendant? Why or why not?
®/[-S <Uo<u™ tAV_ CtrwvnAAHIK( caaW\U- tL
AYC CASE EVALUATION Case N~
To Be pieced By All Case Participants. ReturrtlayLegal Advisor
I. What pan of the process did you particiﬁa/te in? clerk judge
attorney volunteer legal advisor bailiff _ AYC staff
Rate each of the following in overall performance on a scale of 1-5:
1 = excellent, 2 = above expectations, 3 = good, 4 = adequate, 5 = poor
2. Prosecution as a team Defense as a team Judges as a panel
3. pAPros. #1 Pros #2 Def. #1 Def. #2 Comments:
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AYC CASE EVALUATION
To Be Co/ '-’eted By All Case Participants.

1. What part of the process did you participate in?
volunteer legal advisor

attorney

VA
] 7 ilii
Case No. K])ZZ

Return to] ’rgal Advisor

judge.
AYC staff

clerk
bailiff _

2. Rate each of the following in overall performance on a scale of 1-5:
1 = excellent, 2 = above average, 3 = average, 4 = below average, 5 = poor

Prosecution as a team,

Pros |t1

Name of attny u ki[te

preparation

delivery

decorum

sensitivity

personal responsibility

cooperation

Presiding judge
Name of judge
presence
confidence
attentive
control
respectful
delivery L
side bar

4. Rate the following on the. 1-5 scale:

Defensg as a team
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Def. #1Def. .
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P
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it2judge
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appropriateness of sentence _i_

5. Do you think the experience Helped the defendant? Why or why not?



An excerpt from State of Judiciary

Given by Chief Justice Warren W. Matthews

M arch 5, 1999

The Anchorage Youth Court is very well established. It is something of a

national model. It handled about 500 cases last year. Anchorage w ill be hosting the
national youth court conference this spring. The court system does not take credit for
the youth court idea or its founding. But we support it in various ways with our

employees and our facilities. Most ofthe other major cities in Alaska also have youth

court programs. We intend to give them all the support we can.
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