Benefit vs. cost of Alaska criminal justice programs
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Table 1. Cohorts in Alaska's Results First Model
Name
Prison (GT120)
Probation (LTE120)
GT120 Prison Mix

Sex Offender
Felony DUI
Misdemeanor DUI

Drug Court

Mental Health Proxy

●
●
●
●
●
●
●
●
●
●
●
●
●
●
●
●

Domestic Violence Proxy ●
●

Participant selection criteriaa
Stay associated with a felony conviction
Incarcerated for more than 120 days
Stay associated with a felony conviction
Incarcerated for less than or equal to 120 days
Incarcerated for more than 120 days
900 (75%) randomly selected from offenders whose stay was associated with a felony conviction;
300 (25%) from those whose stay was associated only with misdemeanorsb
Stay associated with a sex offense (excluding failure to register as a sex offender.
Male offender
Stay associated with a felony DUI conviction
Offender had at least one prior DUI conviction
Stay associated with a misdemeanor DUI conviction
No felony offense associated with this stay
Offender had at least one prior DUI conviction
Stay associated with a felony alcohol or drug offense
Stay NOT associated with an unclassified or A-level felony, a homicide or an offense involving drug
distributionc
Random sample drawn to match most serious offense distribution found among FY15 Mental Health
Court participants
Stay associated with a DV-associated statuted
Male incarcerated for less than or equal to 120 days

N
1,081
1,279
1,200

197
353
533

527

5,000
2,325

a. All cohorts were based on offenders discharged from DOC facilities during 2007, after an incarceration stay for an original criminal offense. Offenses associated with the incarceration
stay were used to qualify the offender for a cohort. (See Valle, 2017, Appendix E.)
b. The 75% felon and 25% misdemeanor mix was based on the distribution of offenders in the PsychEd program.
c. Based on rules set for the Anchorage Wellness court.
d. Based on analysis of offenses with DPS DV conviction flag in a DPS 2012 arrest conviction data set. (See Valle, 2017, Appendix E.)
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