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‘There are four levels of“courts in’  The various sections of the annual o
the Alaska Court System, consisting report discuss the activities of the = g“ {
“of . two appellate courts, the supreme - = appellate and’trial'courts: ~ their ‘ < O
court and the court of .dppeals, and- organization, = jurisdiction, case~ P TR
a. two—tiered trial court = the supe= . loads and other information, Other 5 £
_rior and district courts.” ‘The judi- sections discuss the activities of éﬁ o
,*ciary is a unified ‘and - centrally «'_gthe adminlstrative of%ice of . the - a .ﬁ
"administered system, totally funded. . Alaska Court Systemq aﬁd ~include e :
" by the. ‘state ‘with ‘no ,county or ‘"M__reports on -its budget“*“nof’fiscal«’— '
‘municipal involvement.f ‘Thé, supreme ~ affairs, capital * projects .= and- _;%;1
’ court is ‘charged with the responsi~ S "improvements, and developments in f:’ !
. bility of administerlng the, state~ ~ the  state’ law~‘ library ~ system B
©wide Judicial system. While the - jj;jthroughout Alaska. o A - 'special o)
- supreme " court maintains ‘ultimate ‘reports section . is’ also "included. o
‘control over the administrative : ,lfThis, section contains: individual . - E
~ polictes of ‘the court, ‘most adminis= . ‘repofts on increased automation and - e
- trative matters ‘are delegat-d to the .data processing ; ~,applicationsii : \j
il admlnistrative ~ director ﬁand ~ his Lf;tfthroughout the court system, public 7 o '
{"i“kstaff.~_f*? e / -« information efforts of\the adminis-f R PRPE
G bt : Se 'y trative = office “the “courts, s T
- This annual report marks a. change in. developments regarding the use off?j e
'~rpublication policy: for the Alaska y cameras’ in the courtroomsa?and the«~f - fﬁ?'u
Court System.g‘r' ‘Earlier . annual ' ‘planning and design of the Anchorage = e -
reports “reflected 'ﬂcourt ' system '-‘*courthOuse additions  Finally, the iliék 1
. activity - based on the ‘previous - annual report. contains arstatistical”~ JB. !
3‘@3 ‘calendar year, This and subsequent“‘tisupplement with a complete get of el
¢ .annual reports wi%l provide court ;_Jf data for ' the appellate and trial = v &
- caseload g atistics and “fiscal *  courts during the 1980-81" fiscal ’ o A
informatlon‘o “a fiscal ‘year basis «}éy; *,year’.’” Aiglossary explainiiig many of o S T
(July 1 to June 30), The changeover ‘?" the terms used in the. %ﬁdhsl report A
~to a fiscal year ‘eporting period - is provided at the, end of the e
-was made 50, that ‘the- reporting cycle o repgrt‘, g . R
of the. ‘court system would ‘coincide o TR

with ‘the annual budgeting e and
1egislative cycle.
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.The Appellate Courts of the State of
~ Alaska ‘consist of a five member
supreme court and @ three member“,\
‘ ,of, appeals@ Theo supreme court
;‘was est blished by the Alaska Con- .~
Matitution in 1959, The court of

appealsx\ was: ‘reated by the Alaskd,
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Edmond W. Burke became the new chief
justice of the Alaska Supreme Court
in October of 1981, following a

unanimous vote of the five
justices. Burke will serve as
Alaska's chief justice until October
of 1984, Prior to ©becoming a

supreme court justice, Burke served
as an Anchorage and Kodiak superior
court judge for five years.  Prior
to that Burke was an assistant
attorney general and an assistant

. district attorney. Chief Justice

Burke took over from Chief Justice
Jay A. Rabinowitz who completed his

~second term as chief justice.

Senior Justice John H. Dimond, who
retired in 1971, was recalled to
full-time service for 10-1/2 months
during the 1980-81 fiscal year.
Justice Dimond, who was a member of
the original supreme court, normally
returns to full-time service on the
court for six months every year. He

.served for a longer period during

1980-81 ©because one seat ‘on the
supreme court was Vvacant from August
1980 to January 1981. ' :

In addition to Justice Dimond's
contribution, on 63 occasions during
fiscal year 80-81 Chief Justice Jay
Rabinowitz designated a judge of the
court of appeals  or superior court
to serve as a supreme court justice
pro tempore when one or more of the
justices were either disqualified or
unavailable to hear a case. Seven-
teen different judges received at
least one such pro tempore assign-
ment to the supreme court.

THE COURT OF APPEALS

As of December 31, 1981, the judges
comprising the court of appeals were
as follows:

Years on
Court of Appeals

Chief Judge,
Alex 0. Bryner 1~1/2

~Judge James k. Singleton = 1-1/2

Judge Robert G, Coats . 1-1/2

b

" On 31 occasioné during fiscal year

80-81, Chief Juitice Jay Rabinowitz
designated a justice of the supreme
court or a judge .of the superior or
distriet court to: serve as a court
of appeals judge ‘pro tempore when
one or more of ‘the judges were

either disqualified or unavailable

B

i 2
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Court of Appeals Members. FLéft to
right: Judge James K. Singleton;

Chief Judge Alex O. Bryner; Judge
Robert G. Coats.

to hear a case. Seventeen different
judges received at least one such
pro tempore assignment to the court
of appeals. =

Appellate Court Organization and
Jurisdiction

During 1980 the appellate structure
of Alaska's courts changed dramat-
ically with the establishment of the
court of appeals. The Alaska Legis~
lature created the court of appeals
to relieve the supreme court of some
of - its steadily dincreasing case~
load. The - court of appeals com-

menced operation in wid-September of
1980, ? :

Dorothy*Rogérs,

The supreme court vretained its
ultimate authority in all cases, yet
concentrated its attention on civil
appellate matters. The court of
appeals was given  authority in
criminal and quasi criminal matters
(for example, juvenile delinquency,
probation and habeas corpus
cases). The ' supreme court has
discretion 4in criminal cases to
grant or deny requests to review
decisions of the court of appeals.
The supreme court may also take
jurisdiction of a criminal case
pending before the court of appeals
if the court of appeals certifies
that the case involves a significant
question of constitutional law or an
issue of substantial public
interest.

District court- judgments in wmisde-
meanor criminal cases may be
appealed either to the superior
court or directly to the court of
appeals, at the appellant's (either
the defendant ' or the prosecutor)
option. The defendant who appeals
his case from the district to the
superior court can ask the court of
appeals to review the superior court

-, decision. However, the court of

appeals may refuse to hear the
appeal. ' If the defendant appeals a
district court judgment directly to

e

7 Secretary to Central
Staff Attorneys '
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the court of appeals, bypassing the
superior court, the court of -appeals
‘must hear the appeal.

The combined jurisdiction of the
state's two appellate courts is
broader than .the pre-1980 jurisdic-
tion of the supreme court, since for
the first time district = court
criminal decisions may be appealed
ldirectly to the court of appeals,
bypassing the superior court. Under
the old legislation, the supreme
court had jurisdiction im such cases
only after the ~case had been
reviewed by the superior court.

/
/

Court of Appeals Chief Judge Alex O.
Bryner

COMBINED APPELLATE COURT CASELOAD

- ACTIVITY

7
(&) .
Filings

Table 1 shows that there was a sub-
stantial increase in the number of
appellate court filings during FY
80-81, as compared to calendar year
1979. Table 1 refers to the £ilings
in both appellate courts. There

were 15% more appellate court
filings in FY 80-81 than in calendar
year 1979. The growth in appellate
court filings has resulted from an
increase in criminal rather than
civil appellate filings. During FY
80-81 a total of 249 criminal and
‘sentence appeals were filed in the
appellate courts. That was 447% more
than during calendar year 1979. The

increase has been primarily due to a

rise in the number of criminal merit
appeals, although the number of
sentence appeals has grown slightly.

There were 196 merit appeals in the
supreme court and the court of
appeals combined in FY 80-8l. That
was 47% more than the 133 merit

appeals reported when only the

supreme court was In operation
during calendar year 1979. There
were.53 sentence appeals reported in
the * supreme court and the court of
appeals combined, during FY 80-81.
(Some sentence appeals were filed in
the supreme court prior to the time
the court of appeals: commenced oper=
ations.) That was 33% more .than the
40 sentence appeals reported for

calendar- year 1979 when only the:

supreme court was in operation. The
significant growth in  combined
appellate court filings was caused
by several factors.

First, the law creating the court of
appeals permitted -district court

wisdemeanors to be appealed directly.

to an appellate court for the first
time, Seventy~five cases, almost
10% of the ccmbined appellate court
filings for FY 80-81, were direct

-appeals. of district court misde-

meanors to the court of appeals.

Secondly, there has been a slight‘

increase in the number of trial
court felony dispositions., As the
number of criminal dispositions in
the state's superior = courts
increases, the number of criminal
-appeals in the appellate courts also
increases. During FY 80-81 felony
filings in the trial courts were up
by more than 70% over calendar year

1979. Some  of this growth in the
numbexr of criminal cases has yet to
reach the appellate courts.

Adding to the growth in the number
of appellate court filings was an
increase in the number of petitions
for review. During FY 80-81 a total
of 176 petitions were filed 1in the
appellate courts. That was 25% more
than the 141 petitions for review

reported for calendar year 1979 when

only the - supreme ‘court  was in
operation.

Dispositions

‘The  court of appeals commenced

operations = i1n mid-September of

1980. Due to the inherent start-up

obstacles for any new court, the
court of appeals disposed of only 18
cases during 1980. However, during
the second half of the fiscal year,
the court of appeals disposed of 100
cases. As a  result, the two
appellate courts disposed of 8% more
cases ian FY 80-~8l than the supreme
court alone did in calendar ‘year
1979. (See Table 1.)

Pending Cases

There were 739 cases pending in the
combined appellate courts as of June
30, 1981. That was the greatest
number of open appellate court files
in. state history and 14% more than
at the end of calendar year 1979.

Geographic Origin of Cases Pending

in the, Apgellate Courts

As shown in Table 2 Kenai and Kodiak

are starting to replace southeastern
Alaska as the third highest volume
area for matters pending in the
Alaska appellate courts. Anchorage
accounts for 51% of all appellate
court filings while Fairbanks

accounts for 24%Z of all appellate;

court filings.

It is aISOainterestinglfolnd§e that
civil appellate court filings domin-

ate in Anchorage, Fairbanks, Kodiak
and southeastern  Alaska, while
criminal appellate filings dominate
in Bethel and Kenail.,

I. SUPREME COURT

Supreme Court Filings

Four hundred ninety-three matters
were either filed or reinstated in
the supreme court during fiscal year
80-81. (Hereafter, all references
‘to "filings" include both unew
filings and reinstatements of cases
previously closed. There were 484
new filings and nine cases rein-
stated during FY 80-81.)

The reason for the large drop in the
number of supreme court filings was,
of course, that the court of appeals
began taking appellate filings for
criminal matters. There were 31

criminal appeals and 17 sentence
appeals filed in the supreme court
during FY 80-81 prior to the estab-
lishment of the court of appeals.
Most of these cases were later
-transferred to the court of appeals.

Supreme” Court Justice Allen fT.4

-Compton
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' . TABLE 3 ‘
S - GEOGRAPHIC.ORIGIN OF PENDING CASES
: ‘AS OF JUNE 30, 1981% :

TABLE 1

APPELLATE COURT ACTIVITY :

AppellatelCourts ’ v L R S
“Combined S Supreme Court Court of Appeals

E S : Court of Appeals wCourtlof Appeals
Supreme Court -~ ° & Supreme Court  &"Supreme Court
<Calendar 1979 . - Calendar 1980 -+ FY 1980 - 1981 .

g o ) A, ) . : .
SRR | o %of %of . .  Zof G
. ‘ _total total . ‘ total - s

o ° i : S

Filings* ~ . 656 - 641 2 : S 755 ' S ! . ,
' ’ Juneau : : , 27 20
Ketchikan : 21 , 13
Sitka . f .23 o 8
: Total\First,District ‘ (- 8%) 41 (10%) : 2

Dispositionsf o 634 e 604 1 e ;'j6861n‘p

- . U PRI =

Iu:asxr

® - Pending At’End

Of Period = - 646 . 683 739 ( 6%)

3]

61
CNome , 5
o ?Kotzebue ' . . 1
i 2 Bethel . ! ' S 17

Total Second District ‘ 23

SHNOD el

=G

O
‘5}; Lo
g s S

B FILINGS OF CRIMINAL APPFALS

- 62)

N
—
®olro s~ O

R (3 TS (w0 I
o ‘Court . of Appeals “Court of Appeals
Supreme Court & Supreme Court - & Supreme Court

:Anchorage ) : Y374 (51%) 225 (54%) TU 149 (462)
Calendar 1979 ~Calendar 1980 ‘«f FY 1980 ?f1981:: o S 2

Kenai , _ .38 8
Kodiak - = = 28 17
Homer BN ' '
Valdez
~Palmer . - ,
~Cordova . ®
Unalaska
Seward ,
Glennallen e
- Dillingham o ‘*',r"fyw
- -Naknek - :
Total Third District

=

Merits Appeals & C 133; ' “ 139 R :v196 i,

Jioe

=

Sentence AppeaIS‘ / 40 , R -7 A ‘ o 53gv‘

e —— —

oo

~Total‘Appeals; i 173 TR 206 O
*Filings inclﬁde’cases that have been reinstated.:

o]

g

leH'NNNNw\D’
Iu:k4h4h3F‘F4h‘C>h‘
uonensIuIpy

(631 .36

SN0
[=2)
n
BN
<
—

b S (63%) (63%)

I
o0

v - TABLE 2 .,

N

: Fairban&s~ :
- Barrow = .
fFort Yukon

(24%) 103

squEME COURT FlLINGs E

i i)
oot
X R

'“l' |

"SlATE TOTALS S T3 el M8 321

B | SR M0 (262) 08 26%) ¢ 257)
..o e 11 1978 1979 FY 80/81 “Motal Foupch Distriet TP 6n) T8 en< (B8 )

b Eoadg

Filings: .. n o 'v“ v' SRR _ »
P ; o : e o e
P Yo Appeals o R R e T T e
' ' ‘Civil S o 214 - o251 256 305'f, 801 @
Criminal . 120 © 156 . 135 133 31
Sentence - : .32 = 63 56 . 40 a7
T e L : PREEE ' ' m——— —T—

0 ,TOTALlAPPEé§§ e 366 . 470 47 478 ossg -

_:*For statistlcal purposes,oBethel is included in the second Judicial district
ralthough technically, it is still part oﬂ)the fourth Judicial district., o

~ suo0da

S e LT T L : : superior, courts rose' almost 20% :
',;iDuring FY 80-81 the number of civil SN during - FY 80-8l. as. compared. to N o
. appeal. filings in -the supreme court = . calendar year 1979.‘ In addition, ' 7 et
,gfwas‘ about.the . same . as’ during; " the percentage increase for those ‘ -

'..ﬂicalendarﬂyear 1979. ' However, this ' types of civil cases which generate

> stabilization - of edvil appealre  the most appeals rose by 43%. The

.+ filings ‘in ‘the supreme court may be . increase in- civil dispositions ﬁs,_

. only temporary. The total numer of likely to result in an increase in e

: CiVil diSpOSitiOHS in the state s’ “:V ;';supreme court filings'; e e . ) gf

& ' Original Applications~ e 17'1 2T "ﬂ(lf37 ”e,wj ii:;24
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#

Type of" Disp081tion : R T e e e o = e
S On Merits - e 148 ¢ 231 302 338 348 . T o i
5  Petition for = .- ' 4 # e o » 2;,
3 " Review or . O T , , S s . o g "E
S o . Original Applica- - e o ‘ oo B s L . -an
Ry " tion Denied | 52 67 99 . 100 . 88 - N 8
7 mDismissals f - _135 152 159» 1% 132 8 o ® = .45. T
: ,TOTAL DISPOSITION : 335 450. ) _560 634 568 Supreme Cou%t‘?ending}CaSes B o odrafts. % Since © the' number of Ei
% ' ‘ e S G T ' 'ﬁ'ijirculating ﬁrafts peaked durlng" -
9 Opinions Published* 142 . 189 .. 237 .. 234 . . 263 As showu in Table 5 as of June 30%,7;. this time, just before the effects S
g : 0 e IR v v o e T T ; o 1981, ‘_here were 418 cases pending v ~‘0f the organization of ‘the court of ',?
- ' Memorandum Opinion o e e e T R dn the supreme courts That was ‘a ' appeals began to be felt, it can be “
s - and Judgments . o /0 15 38 S 19 drop of 35% from the end of calendar presumed that the length of time 5
e e o S e ‘,~~,//‘ Lo g ‘ S year 1979 and the lowest number of =~ - under submission has peaked also and '755
L f sy R o Jo pending ‘cases since 1976. . This .. Will fall - n".fut“?e‘. sets of. g3
* %Full opinions published in the Pacific Reporter, : " decrease was the FESU1t of the court 5503t3915t1c5° LR e ¢

“ Criminal S 67

In: summary,

- TABLE ‘5

@ | TABLE 4 | = | R
SUPREME COURT DISPOSITIONg* ‘@ R SUPRbM?éggUE?FgAng8§ENDING .,
1976 - FY 80/81 3 24 LT

1976

'fAPPEALS E TR T
eivil, -, 14l

201

88

40

‘Sentence @%vf E 33
oL, 2

Petitions for Review ‘1’7'82f

103

Original Applicationsf, ‘lZ{l'
T ‘ —

‘TOTALK?ISPOSITIONS ].j 335

g 1ishment cof the court of appeals to

“hear criminal appellate matters and
~w,because -of the temporary stabiliza-;

because"of the ~ estab- -

e

tion of civil appellate filings, the L

_;*substantial growth in supreme court
fafilings has slowed. e ;

B Supreme Court Dispositions

, FY 80-8L,

f'As ‘seen in Table 4 the total'number,“

1977

329

450

L

~ opinions

- 80-81
1979,

1978 1979° © FY 80/81

225 T ask 264
131 139 104
43 55 32

399 448 - . 400

136 150 146

25 3% 22

L 560 63k 568

Qo

'Supreme Court dropped by 10/ in FY
year
This was a result of the

court of appeals

compared .calendar
takingﬂ over  all

criminal matters. ‘However,

© TOTAL

‘. Original AﬁpliCations 5

1976

Appeals : ‘
Civil o N o218
Criminal S o 132

 Bentence . Vw16
= 366.

becicions“for‘ReuieW‘ Cgpt

'TOTAL CASES PENDING . 391

\ia.of appeals handling criminal cases., -

il

, “The average
; edisposition of a civil appeal by the
‘Supreme court rose from 609 days for
cases: decided in calendar year: 1979«
“to 657 days for cases ‘deeided during FiA

Tthe year.  Six

‘during

thewsupreme court disposedﬂ.f

" of 264 civil“appeals, more -than any -

"~ other - year in -its histbry. = The
'suPIQme court aISOvmpublished 263

Anes the Iacific Reporterj

_ during FY 80-81, more than any other .

. 12~month period in its history. % :

ucourt,

length %

1980-81 fiscal.
hundred fifty—seven days amounts to
‘a year .and 9-1/2.months.

. lating ¥ among “the members of  the
this

Most of.;,1
[ “the “incr ase “was: in the time that a’ o
“draft o nion  or MO&J was circu- e

s L
period increased from_-r‘
107 to 153 days, coinciding with an
increased number of suonﬁcirculating,hj

' 1977

268

200

39

'i Time Period for Disposition of Cases o

timeT for;l”“

1978 1979 FY 80/81

297 366 366
209 200 13
st s 1

557 585.% . 380
6L s4 T 28

626 646 418

e

el i
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TABLE 6

ALASKA SUPREME COURT '
TO DISPOSITION (IN DAYS) BY STAGE OF PROCESSING

e ,ForfCases Closed by Opinion or MO&J and Mandate %
BN R . o |
N : - FY 1980—81v' L 1979 T 1978
'ﬁ¢ : Civil  Criminal Sentence Civil Criminal Sentence |Civil - Criminal Sentence
‘ f"' : _Agpeals<‘;égpeals Appeals Appeals © Appeals Appeals Appealsy _Agpeals Appeals
Notice of Appeal to Record coo S . R f." | Sl : ! el
: Certification 96 142 54 104 124 64 .99 124 60
; “ . 5 o “ : - ) oy & ;
Record Certrfication to Last S S TR . : A SRR ;
Brief R L 147 - 199 87 145 195 93 123 173 69
Last Brief to Argument or . . f ” N e s
- Submission 91 7 55 89 73 - 11 . 72 6

Argument or §uBmisSionhto
Circulation of Draft® Opinion
or Recommendation s

137

173

143 7

125

- 129

L1260 us

| 130
Circulation of Draft Opinion or L S S ’ ; 7 ;
' Recommendation to Publication 153 129 154" 107- 62- 87 .99 83 <79
Publication to Closing | EAS3' 17 13, % | 20  n 2 15 .14
Average Time to DiSPOSition ﬂ657:u 737l1 Av7506' " 609 ‘599 ‘353- ’ 539 | L 612'v 358
'Shortest Total Number of Days 'lgai; i 215 ‘1351; 214 ‘108 220 | : éSA"V ‘j 41 130

# Longesf Total Number o; Days : ll,49£" l 417 1%735; | 1,408 ’ ‘l;SOéf': 7 Ay

ANumber of Cases Averaged :,(lédjl ;a(93) = l (23)7k (139)v T ’
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6. “COURT OF APPEALS .- ~ RO
FILINGS AND TRANSF!:‘RS FROM SUPREME COURT e /o
. e | e R

e S om‘ N -':Vf e TraneferstrOm : O
P S e l‘"?wFXVBO/Sl v’sﬂ‘Supremeﬁcourt % Total

.o

’ . . o o . s & 3
: Appeals : T S e L
= Merit Appeals. L Lo co s B ‘ - sy g R

‘Direct from Superlor Court S 96 jo 112 708"

“Direct from District Court " o 59 4 0 .59

ﬂ,_'VFrom District Court yia Superior » | S S .
Court | S 10 27 . 371

£
S

Lo : o o 1es b L1390 o3g4

s . H 4
ass T g . I E s g

Senrence Appeals‘ . - L
. : Direct from:Superior Court L 32, ot 35 67 .

SRR Direct from District Court , 3 . 0 3
s 1 From: Distrlct Court via Superior_; oo o

‘ Court e T ST T R | 1 2

z | : 36 3% 2
| Total Appeals . . 201 75 376
i k Petitions. fOr'Review. S #

Direct from Superior Court 26

‘Direct from District Court - . S13

From District Court via Superior N e
Court- Sl L L 7

: Total Petitions for: Review R 56

Original Appllcations "  ‘l : ERR 5 [
Tofals ol e e 262 177 439 -

2

"'f;II.r COURT oF APPEALS e New Filings i ,;7%»‘vfe )“pk;’ s
?Filings Transferred from the Supreme : _Durihg~‘py 80
bourt ;,f ‘ - ; R X

-81 262 new . criminal:r’
- matters were either filed or rein-

" As able 7 reveals, 177 cases were
“tran ferred fgom the supreme court"’
to the court of appeals in September -
wof 1980. ° Sixty-one of ‘these were
fready for Submission, eight had been lonly one .case reinstated in the X ‘ B
~8fayed or-were otherwise loactive, court of appeals.) As Table 7 shows
: while 107 wera- awaiting briefs or ~ there were 201 gcrlmlnal 'appeals‘l””
; ‘records and were mnot  yet ‘ready for,( filed,
't'Judicial action-f"' 2 CARE T s

o (Hereafter a1l referencee to. “fil-
ings" include both new fllings and
‘;reinstatements of cases previously g

oo review, anq five origlnal appllna-~
e tionsgf The new criminal appeal ;

=]

i N

~stated in the court - of appeals,., R
3closed. Durlng FY 80-81 there -was s

along with 56. petitions forﬁ*A cr' “
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" Record Certification to Last Brief 73 o

Last Briefvto Argument or Submission

Circulation of Draft Opinion or
RecommendatidnvtO'Publication

Argument or Submiseion-tdfCireulation of
‘Draft Opinion or Recommendation

AVERAGE TIME TO- DISPOSITIONS (IN DAYS) BY STAGE OF PROCESSING

For Cases Closed by Opinion or Unpublished Disposition on: the Merits
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. 1 PERSPECTIVb OF AL‘ASKA JUSTICE T In addition “to the three major g
| ’fi ' cities, Anchorage, Fairbanks .and. 8
| o rs’ - Since Alaska became a stat:e in 1959 . ;“\;\, Juneau’ only 19 comunj_ ties within: ” 1% : ‘é;
, ! ’ d the Alaska Court System and “,the; ~ this huge expanse have populations | :
: ' ' ~crimipal @ justice community have - yhich exceed 1500 people.. These 19 Lo =0t
: : . faced ‘numerous unique challenges in . - communit:ies . ‘have: an average = ‘
-z R delivering  judicial, = services to population - of 3200 people. ; s e
! ‘citizens = spread - throughout - the = Approximately 60% of the state's - - &
PO R state's 566,000 square miles, The  pative population” resides in more 8
: o first * challenge. is  the state § ' than 150 small towns and villages B0
physical ~ size and  demographic © outside these larger communifies. o
~patterns, ' The 1980 U.S& Census .= Inhabiting =  these scattered. -/ (o
0 . ‘revealed thaf almost two thirds,of ' communities are approximately 38,000 g
the state's 400,481 total ‘population ' Indian, Eskimgs and Aleuts, whose S
/ - resides in the met;opqlitan areas of . diverse culture and ‘history differ - o 3 i
# PREI ‘ : ‘ Anchora‘ge; Fairbanks ~and . Junéau. - significantly from . the Anglo-*’ ‘ R
. o S ;  The remaining populace 1s widely ‘American concepts ~of jurisprudence -
| » 5 i ‘dispersed throughout smaller’ cities practiced ' in ‘the urban areas. A
bl Sy and villages.’ These stretch from - _state superfor ‘court judge often
: : i : - the communities of aKetchikan and . serves many small towns and villages
i ' ‘ Hydaburg = in  the ' southeastern . throughout a jlarge area. In addi-"
g = - ‘panhandle, north and west 1,300 tion, magistrates are located in :
] o A ; miles to Barrow and Wailnwright on many commu it"[es. oA e T s 1%
: o 8 the Arctic Ocedn, and south and west S e ol S s
: - J nearly 1,500 miles to the outerrngt The * second i challenge to ‘the 7 ¢ &
e ; g '1515‘“‘13 °f the Aleutian Chain- St *efficient ; d’elivery of  judicial &
5
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transporation and communication to
many areas within the state. Alaska
may have more communities which are
inaccessible by any road system than
the rest of the states combined.

Fewer than a dozen of the rural-

villages are linked with the state's

limited road network or the 540-mile
Alaska Railroad.  Access to other
villages is by air or seasonally by
boat, snownobile or
Because' of the. effects of freezing
and thawing on landing strips, many
villages are inaccessible by -air in
the fall and spring.,

Despite great advances during the
past few years, the communications
network within Alaska remains
limited in some parts of the
states Direct telephoue service has

- just recently been established with

dog: team.,

" service

)

gerving the entire community. - Local
telephone exchanges have been estab—
lished in only about one~fourth of
these villages.

The administration of the trial
courts is divided into four judiecial
districts. The ‘judicial districts
serve  as regional units . for
administration and define. boundaries
for purposes of venue and judicial
retention elections, In. 1974 the
supreme.  court  established two
separate judicial service areas for
the Bethel and Barrow areas. .These
areas were made up of
portions of the Second and Fourth
Districts.

Each . judicial, district  is
administered by a .presiding judge,
and all districts have an area court

most of the small outlying administrator. ~Administration of °
villages., However, many of. these the first judicial ~district is °
villages only have. one telephone located in  Juneau. The second
ALASKA COURT LOCATIONS o
I L
cBarrov
o Magistrate Only
« Resident district court judge(s) S
#Resid 1 jud
esident superior court judge(s) [2nd Judicial District] -
a°Point Hope - Piaininte
Attt @
)
Kia“a S Fe. Yukon
Kotzebue\ ‘,Noorvik ,E ]
elawik’~’
} . 7 [4th Judicial District|
Gambell - Nome
anbe avoonga L ‘,'E"le"a Fairbanks',
% ) na'lakleet Nenana, Delta Judction
o [l Heaiy T
S . Tok-
Enmonakl e, viilage N .
° St Mary's b ) N
Hooper B_y Aniak ¢ . Glenpallen
TT 7T Mekoryulk” Anchorage Palmer : @
%} Tununak Bethel Kenai ; -Valdez Y
Y . e Cordova Ragway
o . o’ Homer } e aineg )
., . - \ hittier QYakutat 4 Juneau
S AT Dillingham g Seward Kak
St, Paul Isiand >~ e ) ake
o ’ : T Chakneld éfeldovia \ Hoonah- % ‘ ‘
. ; = t rangell
[ird Judicial District]ﬁmdiak : : o pe=e§3§urg f\ ¥
. : : T Craig
‘ B .~ Cold Baye . Ist Jud1c1a1 District {§§
Ceg, 3 ’ o < RVS sobsand Point L 1Ketzhil?an
‘sﬁ o ooed f Unalaska T
"} 3/80 -

16

~ serves as headquarters for the thirdx
! Fairbanks 1s .the

- August

% was appointed as

[53

judicial distriect, which includes
the Nome and Kotzebue ' courts,
receives its administrative support
from Anchorage, as does the Bethel
service area. Anchorage is the
largest court in the ~state and

judicial district.
administrative center for the fourth

judicial district as well as the -

Barrow gservice area.

FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT

Administration

- The first: judicial district
experienced a change in leadership
when Ted -Moninski, the area court
administrator, accepted the position
of deputy director for the Aiaska
Public Utilities Commission in June
of this year.

"Patrick L. Aloia, former area court

" administrator for the ~  fourth
judicial district from 1975 through
1981. He assumed his administrative
duties in Juneau on July 6, 1981.

W

Judicial’Changes . ‘;~¢

Roger ~ W. ' Pegues,
attorney for the attorney general's
office, was appointed by Governor
‘Jay Hammond to the superior’ court
bench and began his judicial duties
3, -1981l. Judge
replaced Judge Allen T., Compton who
Justice to  the
Alaska Supreme Court on December 12

1980. i

Walter L., Carpeneti was appointed by
Governor Jay -Hammond on October 15,
1981, to the superior court - bench
and. was - -officially sworn .in on
January - 8, 1982.  He is replacing

cgJudge Thomas ‘B. Stewart who retired
fifteen

December i4, 11981, after
" years of . service in the superior
court. S ,

Pegues:

supervising

17

Replacing Ted is

[

Juneau
A reorganizatlon of the clerk's
office- began July 20, 1981.

_Approximatelys four thousand closed
out criminal, and civil case filings
were ereorganized <pehding micro-

: i that is - tentatdively
scheduled to begin.in the spring of
1982, This move substantially
increased ° the usable area in the
clerk's ‘office.

i, .
~asked  to serve as
jurors in the trial courts will
receive an 1introduction to Jjury
service through a film entitled
"u..Ands Justice For All." ‘This film
was purchased by the court: system in
an effort to ™ assist _perspective
jurors din understanding the process
of jury selection. The, area court
administirator's office - plans  to
utilize a number of media educa-
-tional programs over the next few
years to assist . the public “in

Those pEople

developing a bBetter awareness of

_ their role in<the court system.

. presiding

Ketchikan

Judge Thcmas, E. Schulz was named
judge of the  first

~ juddecial - district on. November 15,

‘ Superiortgourt Judge Duane K. Craske .

[=

Sitkac , ’

1981, He has served on the superior
court ‘bench in Ketchikan since
January 1, 1974. ‘ o

-

was renamed .as training judge for

“the  first Judicial district
magistrates.  Judge Craske co-
chaired the 'district-wide magis—-
trates  training conference in

‘October of last year. His training

(‘responsibilities have taken him to

, all ' ten magistrate locations
. throughout Southeast Alaska during
the year. ' ’ ' .
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Thomas B.vétewart

Juneau

Thomas E. Schulz
Ketehikan

S - B

Sitka

District Court'Judges

i ; ; SR e REL
Gerald 0, Williams H., C. Keene, Jr. Robin Taylor
Juneau - - Ketchikan Wrangell
feet on its current lease this
Wrangell year, The facility now has an
adequate area to accommodate the
The Wrangell court acquired public.

approximately 380 square feet in an
updated agreement with the federal
authorities., The court, housed 1in
the federal building in Wrangell,
was in dire mneed of expansion. The
neéw space will house ‘the court's

library, and the prior library area

will become Judge Robin L. Taylor's

chambers. This will allow the
clerk's office to expand.

Pétersburg

—==nBours

The Petersburg court kfacility

acquired approximately 400 square

18

Magistrates

A survey is being conducted by the
area court administrator's office to
address current and future needs of
all magistrate courts throughout the
first judicial district.’ Space
needs, support staff requirements,
and equipment needs will be
correlated and Systematically
addressed in an effort to dimprove
the condition and level of service
offered in each of the 12 magistrate
locations in thisg district.

AN O TR

" through the use of

Charles R. Tunley
Nome B

SECOND JUDICTAL DISTRICT

Administration

The second Judicial distriet has
experienced several significant
organizational/operational changes
‘during the year. Two new superior

court judges (Nome and Kotzebue)
assumed their judicial responsi-
bilities, Bethel. service district

was transferred from the fourth to
the second judicial district, and
the part-time Position of area court
administxator was established, As g
result of ‘these changes, Nome was
established as the central location
for the second judicial district,
Activities sueh as ~administration,
Preparation of transcripts and
reassignment of conflict/disquali-
fications are
rresiding judge in Nome, An effort
has been undertaken during the year
to - improve - the facilities  ang
equipment at each Superior court
location. A similar effort will be
initiated during 1982 for magistrate
locations. Operational improvements
automated
equipment, microfilm, facsimile
transmittal and advances in the area
of - communications

1982,

Superior Court Judges

4
&

‘- \ MR L
Paul Joneg
Kotzebue

are planned fgor

handled by the

19

Sugerior Cou£t Judge

e

84 - 2
Christopher Cooke
Bethel

Nome

Judge Charles Tunley assumed his
duties in Nome during the
quarter of 198l. Judge Tunley was
subsequently ‘appointed presiding
judge for the second
district. Due to the caseload in
Nome, g magistrate position was
added in late 1981. The estab-
lishment of this position provided
additional judicial services to the
Nome area.

In‘ early 1981 Kotzebue became
operational as a Superior court,
resulting in additional space

requirements. In late 1981, due to
the relocation of other non-court
agencies, " additional space became
available for ‘a grand jury/magis~-
trate hearing room.  This Project is
scheduled for completion in early
1982, .

@

Bethel

In  August of 1981 administrative
responsibility: for the Bethel
service district was transferred to
the second judicial district. In
addition, the experimental position

of acting district court judge was
established. The purpose of this
position was to provide - more

judi&iaﬁw.serices to the village

areas.

™

first

judicial

.
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THIRD JUDICTAL DISTRICT
Judicial Changes } . Dist;ict Court Judges
K. Cranston was appointed to replace )
Judge James A. Hanson of Kenai him, Judge Cranston was sworn ' in
announced his retirement and Charles - January 5, 1982,
Superior Court Judges
z_,w.,,, e ‘N N
Glen Anderson Elaine Andrews Joseph Brewer Beverly Cutler
Anchorage Anchorage Anchorage Anchorage
.v/\.
_— Ralph E. Moody S. J. Buckalew Vietor Carlson Karl Johnstone
‘ Anchorage Anchorage Anchorage Anchorage
Joh? Mason Warren Taylor Virgil Vochoska James Hornaday
‘ Anchorage Anchorage Anchorage Homer
J. Justin Ripley Mark Rowland Milton Souter Doug Serdahely
Anchorage Anchorage Anchorage Anchorage
. Anchorage District Lourt Judge (.
Richard Avery resigned and Elaine
Andrews’ was selected as’  his
replacement. _ .
Judicial Education
John’ﬁosshérd T At the Qirection of Presid%ng Judge
Valdez Ralph . E. Moody, ' an orientation
Program  for new district and
ar . P - superior court judges was
: ey - 1 .9 . Y ilmplemented, The judges' = staffs
S ' - 7 -~ ' ' el were also invited to attend. The
Brian Shortell Daniel Moore James Hanson Roy Madsen first program for both superior and
. Anchorage Anchorage Kenai Kodiak district court judges was videotaped
: and will be used in future programs.
20
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Anchorage

The court syEtem began a;‘hilot Admlnistration o S ¢*“‘

project in the| Anchorage courthouse | o
whereby Visa and Mastercard ‘bank Admlnistratlve leadershlp of - the
5 credlt cards would be accepted to fourth * judicial district ;changed
“pay ‘for ~ court fees, . trust’ - during the summer when Patrick L.
e  !'transactions and  “bail. ~The Aloia, area . court administraior
v ’ licourthouse also established an = since October 1976,*resigned;to‘take'
information center in the lobby to = " the same position in - the first
prov1de more direct assistance to ~ Jjudicial district. Charles M. (Mac)
i the public. More details about botk ~  Gibson, who had’ seryed as Fity
“these prOJects may be found in the - Attorney of Fairbanks since 1978,
section on public service and  was chosen as Aloila's replacement\
lnformatlon efforts in this annual and assumed his duties on August 17,
report. 5 ) Rt B
. iﬁ
| v
. B . ¥
/ SuperiornCourtﬂJudges : : e o R
-James Blair Jay Hodges Warren Taylor Gerald VanHoofiissen
. Fairbanks " Fairbanks Fairbanks
i i [
gﬂﬂ T :Eistrlct Court Judges
e 9

Stephen Cline =~ Hugh Connelly ~  H, E. Crutchfield Jane Kauvar
Fairbanks " Fairbanks ™ . Fairbanks Fairbanks

Judicial Changes

Governor Hammond appointed Jane
Kauvar to. the district court bench,
filling the vacancy created by the
retirement of  Judge Monroe - Clayton
in October of 1980. Judge Kauvar,
who was an attorney with the'public
defender agency in Fairbanksnaﬁ the
time of her appointment, assuned her
duties in March of 1981. !

b

fMagistrates

<

District Court‘ Judge Stephen Clinefé
who  acts as magistrate training

judge, and Mac Gibson, area ‘court
administrator, ' completed ‘their
annual Fisits to all of the
magistrate locations during the
month of | October. The new court
facility | at  Healy - has . been
completed. The . renovation ' and
refurbishing of the court facility
at Nenana has also been completed.
. , :

Linda  Harding | was.
‘magistrate ; at ! Delta

bench 1n Falrbanksn

Barrow

Delta Junction

W
i

J Junction,
filling the vacaney created by the .
appointment of Judge Hershel E.
Crutchfield to the district court

Charlotte Brower, . who served as
magistrate ‘in the& Barrow service
area since July 1” 1977, resigned

the position effective October‘ 9,

71981 due: to - the election of | her

\husband as mayor of  the Notth Sﬁope

Borough. - This post is vacan# at
this 'time. A new; clerk/magistrate
posi*ion was. created for B"Jrow,
which\was filled by the . appointment
of Jeanne Gilbreth ‘Cross who4 had

‘been  ‘the ~acting ’ magistrate" for
qeveral months. : o s foo

t,criminal

IL ; i ’ j .

i

Wayne We Wolfe, clerk  of; the

Fairbanks trial courts, and me¢mbers

of his staff from both civﬁl and
travelled to

) . A k

sections

i o

- ‘appointéd

Barrow to assist in ~handling the
backlog of paperwork accompanying
the growing number of filings in
this court, Superior Court Judge
Jay Hodges : handled the trial  of
felony cases in Barrow which
required his presence there one week
each month during the year.

Galena j‘ EA

It is' with regret that ‘we report the
death of ome of our magistrates,
Louis Mass, Jr., who was appointed
magistrate in Galena on September 2,
1980.  He was killed in a plane

- crash in Mystic Pass in the Alaska.
' Range” on November 6, 1981, while on =
a flight from Galena to Anchorage.

The post 1is wvacant at this time.

&

- Judge Stephen Cline instructs at new
maOistrate conference
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TRIAL COURTS

,.:

The Alaska trial courts,

consisting
of the superior and district courts, .
have *jurisdiction over all ecivil,’

criminal and children's matters
filed in ‘the State of Alaska.
Fiscal year - 1980/198L marked . a

significant dincrease in workload in
both trial courts.,

: FY 80/81 Caseload - Trial Courts

domestic

k filings increased by 21%Z. °

Trial court filings increased 24%

. from 1979 levels.”jTotal trial court

dispositions  increased  22% ,from
1979,  Table I prog}des .summary
caseload statistits for ‘each

superior and high™ volume district
court location 1in FY 80/81.

during the past year is a result of
significant increases in particular
kinds of ‘cases in" each court. In
the superior courts, felony case
filings  increased by . 73% and
relations case filings
increased by 18%. 1In the district
courts, traffic .cases handled
increased by 37%,while felony case
; During
the” 1976 - FY .80/81 period, the
caseload in Alaska's trial courts.

‘increased by 50%. e

SUPERIOR,COURT

‘and criminal matters..
the superior court ‘from final. Judge- :
“ments of the district court are a

* Jurisdiction

The superior court is the 'trial

“court of general jurisdiction, with®

original Jurlsdlcrion in ‘all eivil
Appeals to

matter of right. The superior courts

has. exclusive jurisdiction in all
‘domestic “relations ‘matters,
children's’ proceedings, - probate,

'guardlanship and civil coﬁmitments.

2

FY;BO/Bvaaseload~é Superiorf%ourts}-

Superior ' court case

. superior .

. Tabile v provides an analysis of the

The -
increase in trial court  caseloads

' .adoptions)

filings

1979

increased 6% = from levels
statewide. " Total dispositions
1ncﬂeased A3%. .4.Table II provides
‘summary- caseload statistics for each
court locatlon 1n fiscal
year 1980/81.

Table III provides 4 historical
perspective on total superior court
filings .and dlspositions. Since
1977, total filings have increased‘
by 3/ while total dlspositions have
increased by 7% :

composition of the cases filed in

superior courts during FY 80/81.
The ' largest 5caQLgory of ' superior
court cases ' is domestic relations

(primarily divorce and dissolution
of marriage), which accounted for
44,9% of total case filings. . Other -
civil cases (e.g., debts, contracts,
damages) and probate (e.g., estates,
" comprised another 35.1%
of the total. ‘Ehi}dren’s. matters

Bethel InfCourt Clerk Nanette
Lathrop :

D T e T

. for 9.2% ‘of all filings.

gory:. 8.3% . of ‘the total were gince 1977 based on the major case
felonies, 2.5% were other criminal ‘categor%es of civil, criminal ‘and
cases (e-g-, ‘appeals from district -  children's matters.  Since 11977,
court,. probation revocation hear— total civil case. filings have w
1“85) ; increased by .64,vchildren &' matters B
* have - decreased 11.4%  while | &
seriminal’ case filings have increased =
43,9Z. : : ~ @

: TABLE I
" ALASKA TRIAL COURTS .
CASELOAD SUMMARY FY 80/81 Coe
7/1/80 - 6/30/81 o

o

% of Total &

Criminal °

‘ ‘perspective on - the' composition of
cases comprised the smallest cate=-

the cases filed in superior courrs

oepddy

o

Superior District , Ratio Dis~
Court Court Total ‘State Disposi- positions C
Location Filings Filings*  Filings¥ Total = tions “to Filings ?[p
Anchorage ° 7,696 163,846 71,542 46.5% 71,088 99%
- Barrow : . 82 304 386 2% - 266 69% i
Bethel , 1399 1,426 1,825 1.2% 1,453 80% -
Cordova = 1,032 1,032 % 1,019 99% v
 Dillingham - 83 836 5% 726 87% 5
Fairbanks 2,522 15,121 17,643 11.4% 15,783 89% o
Glennallen - 1,307 1,307 .8% 1,275 98% ~§f
Homer : - 3,388 3,388 2,2% 3,380 100% "
Juneau 844 16.687 17,531  1l.4% 16,482 .94%
Kenai 693 7,948 - 8,641 5.6% 8,050 93%
Ketchikan 693 3,713 4,406 | 2.8% 4,019 91%
Kodiak 408 3,132 3,540 2.3% 3,232 9% e
 Kotzebue 12287 = 730 958 - .6%- 699 73% ‘
 Nome 434 X,045 1,479 1.0% 1,225 83% ,
Palmer 6.646 6.646 4,3% 6.085 92 ;E:
Petersburg - -~ 602 - 602 LA 571 95% 3
Seward = 2,709 2,709 1.8% 2,645 - 98% o F
~ Sitka 317 . 2,110 2,427 1.6% 2,057 - 85% e
‘Tok =~ S+ =y 1,164 - 1,164 8% 1,104 95% =2
Unalaska - 600 600 L4 451 75% 8
Valdez ’ o= 1,218 1,218 .8% 1,158 95% -
Wrangell = iN94 7 1,19 .8% 1,088 91% B
Subtotal 14,316 136,758 151,074  98.1% = 143,856 ~ 95% Lo 6
 Low Volume . . S : s
" Courts = 2,885 2,885  1.9%2 . 2,355 89% P &
 TOTAL 14,316 = 139,643 - 153,959 100.0% .. 146,411 95% 8.
. ) N P - . . ) }g‘
S R " RPN . : »
*Traffic dispositions also used as filings in district court. = « 43
S : : S R i : 9
"
_ , , 2
(primarily delinquency)  accounted Table V ’provides'“ historical
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NUMBER
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15,000

) Anchorage o _7,69% . _'8 413° - =7"109% : +L
° Barrow ¥ : 82 7 ©o 45% o f23
| Bethel 399 267. 67% 424
Fairbanks 2,522 2,116 - | g% -1
Juneau B VTV IN 76% 425
Kenai o | 693 601 | , 87% N
4 <Ketchikan R 693 - o 5350 77% o +30 ¢
‘ ‘Kot zebue o 228 75 : 33% \ ==
o Nome - . 43 373 . 86% O
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Table - VI prOVIﬁes a historical
perspective on the 'detailed com=~
position of cases filed 1in superior
courts - since 1977. _ Changes in
filings of specific types of cases L . :
‘hasbeen  as  follows: domestic = a‘- i ‘ N
relations (+6 5%), other ecivil (- - 2500 .

' 8.5%), probate {-. 5%), children's | e
matters (-11.4%), felony (+58. 8/),
and other crimlnal (+10 04) 0
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A comp:ehensive and‘detailed set of
statistical = tables concerning the
« superior - court caseload in FY
~1980/81 is available in the statis-
tical supplement located at the back
of this annual report.«‘ Any ques- e
‘tions regarding the, superior court =~
caseload may be directed = to the
administrat(ve office of ‘the Alaska
- Court System
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. e . TABLEV = * . | .

" SUPERIORCOURTS -~

SUMMARY OF CASELOAD - g
. 1977-Fvsoisl B

TABLE/ IV | |

© SUPERIOR COURTS
- CASELOAD COMPOSITION FY 80/81

CIVIL FILINGS - . =
(DOMESTIC RELATIONS, PROBATE, OTHER)

o ' °

' TOTAL FILINGS

s “ ' +++ CRIMINAL FILINGS | CHILDREN'S FILINGS | a
et : : F +++| (FELONY, OTHER) 0@ e
B RELATIONS NUMBER ' ‘ L
@ S A% OF CASES. . ‘ . ' ' e
i 15,000 | | 8 ﬂ | ~ : Sl
. - FELONY i o P )
PROBATE N
ﬁt?% . B - -
y aeR DOMESTIC RELATIONS e
FELONY FILINGS ) CUUTFILINGS > S ‘
, ; 12,500 '
. E ?
N .
A .
K DISSOLUTION o
— Y VIOLENT ‘ 5
: MARRIAGE |
Y 35.6'/0 R ©38.2% ) o {
- ’_ 10,000 .
R -y
\ . DIVORCE E.
: : 298% -
) i g ) H 7y
PR;,%PQ?TY . - 5
g 7500 g
, 17.9% 1 Q
. ; qd R i (] g
CHILDREN'S RN PROBATE . e
FILINGS S : FILINGS : s N
- | | S 5,000 - !
: ‘J- . * w
2 - \ V"U P
. (1)
¥ ‘ ‘ g.
PROPERTY ' OTHERCIVIL ° - e g —
63.8% - . . FILINGS . v “‘EEQI/ES ? :
| , ' ‘ 2,500 ;, E
. o By &
K o L‘; ] . i
- ) xS
5oy ' DEBTS, CONTRACTS. : ‘ |
CHILD . o : ) 4
bAUGY et o8, EE}UQ - ;&3';%;55 Apggg&zus 'j
ALCOHOL 129% 0__ i g
S N TE T 7 A
CivIIFilings . ..oour.oey 13757 11,370 :
o Criminal Fillngs ....... 1,082 1190
Children's Filings ..... 1483 -~ . = . - 1296
3 ~Total Filings~....... 13940 13856
t & 29 [4 “




\CASES
FILED
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® TABLE VI

SUPERIOR COURTS

1977 1978

© [53
o N R e (S @
: . o . 2
o A
- ] s‘ﬁ
y
z & B

) 1

DISTRICT COURT

: Jurisdiction

In criminal, matters, the district
court: “has Jurisdiction over “state

misdemeanor violatioﬁs and wiola~

- motor Vehicle tort ‘ Fases, civil
jurisdiction in district court is

$15,000,

@

epddy

I Tt
Magistrat‘e posts have been_ created
in the  smaller, generally rural
areas of the state. - They have also

- OTHER CIVIL FILINGS
— .
PROBATE FILINGS :
. ' N . - i - . =
CHILDREN'S MATTERS FILINGS
. ~ ; B o
' FELONY FILINGS
O = - :
'~ OTHER CRIMINAL FILINGS °
o9z oo 1978
) 6,038 L e : 5,668 2
0~ 1678 1,789
1,483 e 1,296
752 o 8
T . .330 ' Sl 4120
v, 13840 oo 13,856

tions of ordiances of political ‘been established. in metropolitan [
subdivisions. In civil matters, the ~areas to handle rouytine matters and o
_district court may hear cases for ‘ease the workload of the district
recovery of money e damages not court. In criminal matters, magis-
exceeding $10,000 am} for .recovery trates may give judgment of conviec-
- of specific personal property not tion upon a plea of guilty to any w
. ‘exceeding $10,000 in value. In ' T . £
: : e : S . I ®
TABLE VII . .= E
‘ o . DISTRICT COURT ' - :
e e CASELOAD SUMMARY FY 80/81 : ,
S e ‘ 7/1/80 - 6/30/81 R T .
L,
: , : ‘ » '+ Ratilo of s
R ‘Non-Traffic  Traffic = Total " ' Dispositions P @
“Court Filings - Filings* Filings Dispositions to Filings © ; g‘ Cw
Anchorage ~ 16,784 47,062 63,846 62,675 - 98% B
- Barrow ' 292 2 304 229 ©75% “ &
'Bethel =~ - 1,127 299 1,426 A2 186 ) 83% - 8.
Cordova - - - 358 674 1,022 1,019 k 99% 1B
'Dillingham 716 120 836 = 726 - 87% 8
Fairbanks 4,937 10,184 15,121 , 13,667 - - 90% |
- Glennallen 373 . 934 1,307 1,275 98% ey
Homer o - 757 2,631 ° 3,388 . 3,380 100% e
Juneau . 2,880 ~ 13,807 © 16,687 - '15,840 95% - C
Kenai . 1,915 6,033 7,948 7,449 93% - ‘m
" Ketchikan ~..1,801 1,912 3,713 . 3,484 947 . k-]
Kodiak 1,376 " 1,756 3,132 o 2,864 91 _ ®.
Kotzebue = - 686 44 730 624 85% K B
Nome : , 728 1317 ’1 045 852 82% . S R SN
Palmer 2,176 4 470 ° 6,646 6,085 92 e B
Petersburg: =~ 338 264 602 s 95 . e
Seward Lo 351 2,358 2,709 © 2,645 - 987 ; g-o-g vl
Sitka  ° \ 1,123 987 2,110 - 1,865 88z . &
Tok -~ o g 147 1,017 ‘1,164 . ¢ 1,106 S 95% TRA
Unalaska = = 479 121 - 600° : 451 - 15%
Valdez . | 522 696. 1,218 1,158 . '95% o
- Hrangell .= % \\ 419 775 - 1,19 1,088 083 : ooy
Subtotal . 40,285 96,473 136,758 130, 237 L% 95%e
Low Volume Courts 1,653 - 1,232 2,885 "o 2 555 0 ~ _8_22. 5 n
“Total - 41,938 97,705 139,643 132,792 . 295% =3
Lo S R . s : e s RS g PANGE o w
o *%Traffic filings are ‘é‘.\gtual'ly traffic case dispositions. ¢
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state misdemeanor, may try state

misdemeanor cases if ‘the defendant

waives his right to a district court
judge, and. may hear municipal ordin-
ance violations and. state traffic

infractions without consent of the.

accused. In formal -civil cases,
magistrates may award damages up to
$1,000 (in small claims wup to
§2,000). Magistrates have emergency
authority in children's matters.

o @

FY 80/81 Caseload - District Court

The district court statistics are
~ maintained in two components = high
- and low volume :courts, There ‘are

“approximately 20 high volume -

courts, - These are defined as those
courts ‘with more tham 450 case
filings per “year and include all
district court/magistrate sites

located with a . superior court.

There are approximately 40 magis—

‘trates in -~ locations that are

identified as low volume courts.

. Because  traffic cases are not
reported ' to  the  administrative
office ' until ‘their final disposi-
tion, filings for traffic matters

“generally understate the actual’

workload. Consequently, this annual
report has switched to highlighting
the number of traffic cases disposed

cof at each lpcation - rather  than
__—-ndghlighting the’ number of ' cases._
filed, 'In instences where filing

data- is rtequired to assess the
overall wotkload of the courts,
traffic disp051tion data has been
~used in conjunction with = actual
 filing data for all other case types
to arrive - at a total filings

figure. 0n77all _tablés regarding '
district = court filings - traffic
v dlsp231tion data has been included

spoth  the filing and disposition
columns and actual straffic filings
have been omitted.

- W”Theﬁ  district  court  caseload
_increased 26% . from 1979 levels
~ statewide.  This increase was due

PN

T

e

B!

N '
primarily to a. 36.8% increase in
traffic cases disposed of whereas
non-traffie filings increased
6.6%. Total dispositions increased
by 24%. ‘Table VII provides summary

caseload = statistics for district

court <locations  in fiscal year
1980/81. ' “_ ® .

Table "VIII provides a historical
perspective on total district court

filings  and dispositions. Since .
1977, total filings have increased

by 21/ while total: dispositions have
increased, by 20%.

Table 'IX provides an analysis of he
composition of the cases filed in
district courts during FY 8G/81.:

The largest category  of district
court  cases is  traffic - (all
vehicular = cases  excluding - drunk
driving c¢ases), which accounted for

- 70.5% of the.total caseload. Ncn-o
traffic. cases accounted - for the-

remaining 29.5% of the total case-

g .

‘Visiting Judge s Secretary Pearl
Robertson '
R

S e

G

load. Jithin the non-traffic
caseload, the following types .of.
cases accounted - for the follecwing
percentages of total mnon-traffic
caseload: ° misdemeanor (51.5% of
which 32.47% involved drunk driving

and other eriminal traffic matters),
small claims (24.2%), other civil
(11.9%); other criminal (7. 5/), and

‘\felony cases (4 9%) .

Table - ‘, provides a historical
perspective on . thk“‘@hﬁposition of °
the caseload in district counts
since 1977 based on the major dise
categories of ‘traffic and non-
traffic matters. Since 1977, total-
traffic caseload (based on disposi-
tions) has increased by 24.5% while

non-traffic caseload has increased -

13.3%.

Table XI prov1des a historical”

~ perspective on the detailed composi=

tion of ’the caseload  iIn district

~courts since 1977. - . Changes in
~filings of specific types of cases

have been as follows: - traffic:

dispositions (+24.5%), misdemeanors
including - other werimimal = (=.5%),.

small claims including other civil
(+45 67), and felonles: (+23 5/) 1

A comprehensive and detailed listing

of statistics concerning both high

and low volume district courts is -
available in the statistical supple- -
ment at the back of, this annual-
report. - Any questionssregarding the

“ district court caseload should be.
» addressed .. to , the . administrative
office of the Alaska Court ystem.
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* 'dispositions are used forboth filing and disposition data.above. For ali other case types, filings data were used as in-

dicated.

3%

#

i

b

i
TABLE VIII .
o X
DISTRICT COURTS
(High and Low Volume) -
- 1977 - FY80/81 .
. . : : o
é FFFF . : 2
{ L L . ;
++++| FILINGS* DISPOSITIONS
: NUMBER T L E ) il |
[ OF CASES R N o B
o 140,000 - . § SR,
. § O e+ 4+ ‘
+ 4+
+ 4+ 4
i o2 + o+ + +
" e 4 b b
+ 4+
LR
. ++ + 4
. ; + +
120,000 ki B . + + + +
( N ° + + + 4
{ 0 + 4+ +F 4
b+ o+ + 4+ ‘ SRR
o+ o+ bl b FFFH o+ 4
A o+ + + o+ + H Favs
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1977 o 1978 . 1978 - FY-80/81. -
. . w o K . e SO o
CFILINGS oo 115,504 . -117,048 110,791 - 7139,643
DISPOSITIONS ..o ... . 110,601 e 50 114,016 + 107,232 : 1 132,792
. v . Ep : NPT . L Y e e ; ST o g @ P
ST *Traffic case dispositions are a more accurate indicator of actual workload thar traffic filings. Therefore, traffic case
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TRAFFIC CASELOAD.
COMPOSITION OF DISPOSITIONS

_MISDEMEANOR CASELOAD SRLES

CASELOAD COMPOSITION FY 80/81

OTHER TRAFFIC

" DISTRICT COURTS
~ (High Volume Courts)

TRAFFIC. AND
f CITATIONS
¢ 70.5%

NON-TRAFFIC
CASES
29.5%

NON-TRAFFIC CASELOAD
COMPOSITION OF FILINGS

X

MISDEMEANOR .

515%.

(PARKING &
CITATIONS)
22.4%

= . FELONY CASELOAD .

OTHER -

- NUISANCE!
. 'RESISTING
- VICE, ETC.
.28.7%

COMPOSITION OF FILINGS - .COMPOSITION OF FILINGS
TRAEFIC . :
e - _n
";32.4% ) S 41:4%-
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- 37%
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‘o DISTRICT cou RTS
(ngh and Low Volume)

- SUMMARY OF CASELOAD“
| " 1977 - Fysosl -

TRAFFIC & CITATION
DISPOSITIONS.

(W)

NUMBER
OF CASES
100,000

b+
b+ + 4
b+ + 4

NON TRAFFIC
FILINGS

Al

£ 20,000

TABLE XI | Lo

DISTRICT COURTS
\ . (High and Low Volume)

SUMMARY OF 1977 - FY 80/81 FILINGS BY CASE TYPE

1 977 i 1 978

1979 FY 80/81

TRAFFIC CASE & | |
CITATION DISPOSITIONS

7 ) ; i T

'MISDEMEANOR & A SO FEE R
OTHER CRIMINAL FILINGS » J A

o

//H f ,
 SMALL CLAIMS & g Lk o iy
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1978
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& MAGISTRATES :
or Partially ol g

(Not Classified

Exempt Employees

First District

Johin Howard, Sr.
Elizabeth Dernis
Carl W. Heinmiller
 Maxine Savland
William L. Cheney
Richard Redeker
Marilyn Hanson

.Jean Worley

Linda F. Hartshorn

- Terry J. Gallagher

Second District

Leonard Apangalook

~Janet Henry*

Myrtle Harvey*
Steven Lisbourne
Abner Gologergen

"Rena Ballot*

Flora Douglas*
Lowell Anagick

Third District °

i Karl Heiker
i Mary Wentworth

Peldon Sprecker
Jess H. Nicholas
‘Erigitte McBride.
"Charles Shawback
Brian Johnson

George Rukovishnikoff .-

‘Stephen Hakala

Christine Kashevarof"

George Peck
Vernon ‘Halter
Inla Harris*

F&urthvbistrictv'

Linda Harding
Sharon<Smyth
Barbara Macfarlane
Earl (Skip) Slater
Iris A. Lathrop '

Angoon
Craig

. Haines
Hoonah
Kake
Petersburg
Sitka
Skagway
“Wrangell
Yakutat

- Gambell
Kiana
Noorvik
Point Hope
Savoonga
Selawik
Shungnak
Unalakleet

Cold Bay
Cordova
: Glennallen
Kenai
Kodiak 'W
' Naknek: - ¢
> Palmer
St. Paul Is.
. Sand Point
~ Seldovia
. Seward
" ‘Unalaska
G Whittier

7

" Delta Jet.

~ Fort Yukon =

* " Healy"
" Nenana
Tok

Janet Napoleon Hooper Ba

Alice Smith - Mekoryuk
Marie T. Beans Mt. Village :
. Peter Andrews, Jr. St. Mary' S\
‘Dick Lincoln " ‘Tununak

- Locations vacant at end of 1981W

‘Springs, Pelican, Kasigluk, Rampart
Galena, Kotzebue, Dil1ingham, Barrow \

\
- Bethel Service Area \\
Craig R. McMahon | Aniak \'
‘Dorothy Kameroff Emmonak \

]

|

Buckland,
Teller,

McGrath, Tanana}
Manley Hot

Wales,
Wainwright,

and Nome.

Five  magistrates who 'were notV\

classified  or partially exempt

e employees retired or resigned during

* 1981, "hese included the following.
Charlotte Brower Barrow
Roswell Schaeffer ~ Kotzebue =

Anita Greist <. Selawik
Mark Ells Dillingham
Jackie Hotchkiss Whittier

One+ magistrate died in 1981

- Masg, Sr. of- .Galena in a November 6,

- Mimi Gregg o

~Rristen Carlisle

1981, plane crash.

were

_ Two ,newa 'magistrate posts
-created in 1981, both im the second
‘Odistrict" Shungnak and Nome;'

CLASSIFIED AND -PARTTALLY
EXEMPT EMPLOYEES -WHO
ARE ALSO MAGISTRATES

: First District

Haines
: Juneau

Richard N.. Siangeco =
“Retchikan °

Kathy Stewart* _ Petersburg- o
Charlotte Swanberg ~  Sitka
.Susan Thomsen' . . Ketchikan

' Jerri Ferris* Wrangell -

@ Second District | e

: zKaren Mullukf : : 'kotze%ﬁé:]r"
Geraldine Butcher" . . Nome ‘

f‘u

M

Louis -

\
»
|

Janet Tobuk

Third District

Charlene Dolphin
Paul Crowe

"Ronald Wielkopolski
- Dolores Wilks '

Ethan ‘Windahl

“Roy. Williams .

Goldeen Goodfellow
Mickie Levins
Betty Long .

William Harpin

Wava L.~ Sch11e31no

- Anna Creasey

Sally Mauldin

" Robin Faas Hodges

Vicki Bukovich

. "Patricia Brewer

Joanne Graham

+ Janet Moore#
. Renee Brown

Tracee Schnell
Phyllis Johnson

Fourth District ”

Frederick H. Smith .

Jack Hessin

ﬁMadeline'Kellyhousé o

Barrow Service Area

Jeanne Gilbreath*

Bethel Service Area

. Linda Dahl

Dale Curda

Nome

> Anchorage

Anchorage
Anchorage
Anchorage
Anchorage
Anchorage
Anchorage
Anchorage
Anchorage

Anchorage
“Glennallen

Homer
Homer
Kenai
Kodiak
Palmer
Palmer
“Seward
Unalaska
Valdez °
Valdez

Fairbanks

Fairbanks

Tok
Barrow

Bethel -

- Bethel

‘ *Magistrates appointed;during 1981.

JUDICIAL TRAINING -

S

‘ Ally judges and magistrates in ‘the

Alaska -Trial Courts receive formal

state or . at training sessions
sponsored by agencies ocutside of
Alaska.  Most outside training is
conducted by the National Judicial
College in Reno, Nevada'
1981,

W

RO I P

‘training conducted either within the

During
the following judges attended-

39

: training‘
College:

courses at
- College during 1981:

‘ak),
" Jack

In ~addition,

sessions at the National

The .following magistrates attended

National - Judicial
Richard Rede-
ker (Petersburg), Mary Wentworth
(Cordova), Brigitte McBride-  (Kodi~
Linda Hartshorn (Wrangell),
Hessin (Fairbanks), Vernon
Halter - (Unalaska) ‘

the

the following  magis-—
trate training  conferences were
conducted 1in .1980: Brian Shortell
(Anchorage), Doug Serdahely (Anchor-=

age), Daniel Moore (Anchorage), S.
J.  Buckalew (Anchorage); Virgil
Vochoska (Anchorage). :
a
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. The Alaska

~with
h; additional resources.
“‘court’ caseloads -have geuerally in—.
creased at a steady but ‘moderateg
pace and the court” system has been“,
“most of “the -
additional workfbad.;._' at‘f!; T

conference,

' FISCAL AFFAIRS

0

Legislature ‘ annually
appropriates from the state general
“fund . all funds for operating ‘the

> Alaska’ Court System.'
budget for all: ‘trial - courts,  the
appellate courts
the administrative officg. Revenues

generated by ‘the
depoaited in the state general fund,

‘except . those originating out . of

municipal ordinance violations

- which are returned to the respecti

municipalities.“;‘ ' :

budg%tgg has ‘groWn
_several/years

judicial
steadily for the pas
@ats .
. per year. .
primarlly a gesult
“a . minimal’

of inflation, -

able absorb

A ‘statewide

and’ court *admin-
istration 1is prepared centrally byyi

rate of six”toﬁtwelve percent
jThese increases have been‘;

increase “_for'd
Statewide,‘

Magistrate System Coordinator Susan Miller teaching at Bethel magistrate

-eourts . are_

¥

'g.@ffices and administrative support.»

: office.;

,office.
~all costs of the judicial branch in o
judges"

@

The'“éauft

“general fund bud=
actual expenditures
incurred by the court system during

_ fiscal year 1979 were $20,750, 900;
. fiscal “year 1980,
, fiscal year 1981 $26 518 200.

g The budget process “for the court -
system begins with the submission ofl

b]dget requests by the various
Tcourts . to “ ,the 'fadministrative
‘These requests ‘are reviewed:
wlth each district and are. modified
“to’ fit dnto an overall state budget

plan.~ Following legislative review

‘- and appropriation, the‘ budget ‘is
then . ‘allocated * ~the” various
judicial districts‘ the appellate
court,.‘ and th "adminlstrative

The appropriation covers.

. the state including

‘salaries, facility - rent,» clerks'

g

system operating ‘budget

“accounts for approximatoly 2.3% of
‘the tot#? state
get. - The

1§23,487,100; and
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indigent defendants In cases where
" conflicts of interest. exfet within

‘the Public Defender Agency).
“the: remote

Due to
nature of many

locations and the

travel expenses, including
travel and per diem.

- juror

‘dlng commodities,. phones,: postage,
and 'equipment . rental, make' up
approximately  $3,946, 500 -of

annual expense of the Court..

]

court -
distancesv
fseparating varlous courts, approxi~ 7
‘mately $706 900 isc ‘budgeted ' for-
-Other oper- -
ating expenses of theocourt, Anglu=

the

. existing- structures. .
Wi

court facilities and by remodeling

During 1980,

numerous facility improvement pro- -

jects were completed by the court

systems: Debcriptions of these pro-

"Jects are given below.

FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT

Juneau’

Minor remodeling was completed on

the seventh floor of the Juneau

43

“ the

additional .square feet of space in
main = postal facility  in
Wrangell,  This: allowed the ' law
‘1library to relocate from a congested
=area and eliminated ‘the need to have
library. shelving on the walls of the
courtroom,  judge's ~chambers.
clerk's office._ This relocation in

- turn allowed for an expansion of the

clerk's area.1

' \,oﬁf,;'ﬁ e ',J | ’oﬂ

“and”

ot b 1
S ——————

a5 ' i i ” ‘ '1’!;;‘ - ‘;
i o ;
~ 0 @ L :
: >
<
: B : , j%«
e : " AATTBT ¢ -7 - L 'STATE OF ALASKA FISCAL YEAR 1981 ourthouse This allowed for the =
DE BUDGET FOR ALASKA COURT SYSTEM — FISCAL YEAR 1981 c | . ] e
F}STATEW,I 2 ; : g E T : OPERATING Bl,!DGET use of the area by others than - %
‘ , . ; < GENERAL FUND supreme  court personnel, New : ‘
b A o & N ‘ carpeting was installed in. corridors
- - _ FY 8L Positions . N and offices,
; , ‘ : / L ‘Support : - - .
Budeet . . Budget Judges/ , o 4 .
: ' Elei:nt (thousands) Justices Magistrates  Personnel 7‘ . Eﬁﬂzasﬂuggs 5 P
o —— = . | A 37 ey e In 7 h o | N
d . . . : B A L .8 mitllon .
. . : c ts _ 42,701 _ .8 - : » A\ - In June the court bystem completed : o .
Appellate our RO , : ‘ o , m“smwms - negotiations with the lessor of the s
Trial Courts: , v N ’ T 5% 0 e Petersbhurg - court facility for ' ‘
o Lt District .. 3,089 7 : 11«,~ . 34 “ 2 milfion approximately 300 additional square g?
. : b S e " ; ’ 16 7 feet of space. This space allowed = (
2nd District K - 886 2 i » P for expansion of the clerk's office ° g.
3fd Distrfct 11,430 . 21 o1& ” 188 s and = the - creation of a small g \“
; S R ' o e 8 64 %%E: attorney/witness conference room. . ’
< 4th District M 4,340 - ,‘8 o ‘ R £g8 Before  this  remodeling/expansion :
Bethel ‘Service Area 769 ' 1 oo g : 6. ' project, - the c¢lerk's office was
, o S o operating in overcrowded conditions, -
- Barrow Service Area 244 . ; - : TR and there was no place for attorneys o
- Administration 3,377 S R ’ o 54 to .counsel clients or witnesses in '?
] N _ BRI S private.
3 | | S ‘ Sitka ~
; ' - $26,840 47 58 391 S Lo Bt
Total $26, S L - , In November improvements were made [ '
" . in the heating, ventilation and air- :‘S;X
 Total Ganersl Fund Budgt = 1,188.6 millian condi tion1ng systems : Iin the  Sitka 2
; « ' & courthouse. o Alterations = were S
a- o , : , l,198l Saviral 1 S " necessary,;because the second floor ' Gl
- Personnel costs, at ‘the 1981 level The court system annualﬁzljollecgs 4 Lapita mprovemen S | courtroom overheated when it was | .
© of $17,169,400, represent approx- two to. three million dollars in ) e : e _ fully occupied. ~This work was done - '
m imately 64% of the total operating revenues for deposit in the state, The Alaska Court System maintains in cooperation with the: Department o
S " budget. Expenses for rent, main- ‘general fund. In fiscal year 1980, court facilities in 60 . locations of Transportation and Public-, !
tenance and. insurance on court, - the revenue generated from fines and across -the state. TheSe facilities Fac lities, Maintenance . & | w
facilities in--60" locations acrossv; ~ forfeitures amounted to $1,993,000; range in size and suitability from . Operar%ons. : ;ﬁ}%
the - state amount’ ©$3;,315, 000. eivil case fillng fees ($50.00 supe- - multimillion dollar court complexes 3 g e,
Jury fees are budgeted at $773,000 rior court, $25.00 district court, in metx OPolitan areas to faecilities wrangs_u ” 1R,
and  attorney fees 4929, 000. $5,00 small = claims),  $542,000; ‘in. many” rural locations consisting = N ‘ ey
(Attorneys are contracted with -t clerical fees (notary, transeript, of only one small office.  Each In October the ‘court system com- ;?43
v serve = as guardians. ad' litem in‘ ~ copies), $151,000; other “HSCElla~, year,dtheicourt Sﬁ?ti? ;iiimpts ;o pleted negotiations with the U.S. y 0
children's cases and to ‘represent neous:receiptsr $21%‘100. : ~:3§§312g oﬁsle:::;é neiqotyi;;ioveg‘ Postal Service for approximately 350 g
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SECOND JUDICTIAL DISTRICT -

Kotzebue

In July the court system acquired
1500 square feet of additional space

in the Kotzebue - courthouse. This

provided space for expansion needs
of the clerk's office, an office for
the district attormey,- a .  jury

~ deliberation hearing room that can

be used .for grand jury proceedings,
a small superior court library, ‘and
a: public lobby. = Planning for mninor

- remedeling of the above space’ is

near  completion. It includes
installation of new locks and hinges

-..to provide better security and to

allow the use of the library by the
legal community after hours. This
project is scheduled for completion
in early 1982.

Nome
In September = negotiations  were

completed with the General Services
Administration, Region , 10,7 . to

“-replace the badly worn cork tile in

the courtroom of the Nome court-
house. This project is scheduled
for completion_ in the' spring of

71982, The court system is’ also

working with the ' Department of

space needs for the planning of a
ccmbined facility in Nome.

* Point Hope

'In July the court‘SYStem relocated

its operations from the magistrate s
residence to a new facility built by
the North Slope Borbugh Department

of Public Safety. ' The new space is"

approximately 300 square  feet
consisting of a private office of
approximately 100 square feet and an

adjacent hearing room of approx-.

“Administration to didentify future’

imately 200 square feet. This lease

is for a ‘term of two years.

THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT

Anchorage .

In  November the court system-*

completed detailed planning for a
ma jor remodeling of approximately
23,000 square feet in the Anchorage
courthouse complex. " The ‘construc-
tion . .contract was . awarded = in
December. This project is organized

»in three phases and includes the

following:

" Phase I 2 : &=

AS Remodeling approximately 1500 -

.square feet inm the .basement of
the new building.
'~ convert eight Jury sequestra-

:,q« tion rooms 1into five offices

-and three tape storage rooms
to be used by the transcript
section. ,

- library stacks' 1400 square

feet will be remodeled to

provide for a research area.

. B. Remodeling of approximately
3500 square feet on the first
floor wof the o0ld building.

This will provide for the long
term needs -of the traffic
section. “It includes an open-
concept clerical space, a
‘controlled-access public lobby
with special public counters
that provide’ for computer
terminals, a4 secretary/in-
court - clerk's office, and a
traffic hearin? room.

C.-fRemodeling of - approximately
1500 square feet on the second
- floor of ‘the old building.
 This will provide space ‘for a

grand - jury facility which~,

includes a hearing . room

designed for 24 jurors, a jury‘p

‘deliberation room with two

toilets, a witness room, and a -

secured witness: waiting room. -

o7

This will -

A portion of the.

o

D.

Phase II

A,

Remodeling of approkimateiy

‘5000 square feet on the fourth

floor of the new building.
This will provide space for
two 12-person jury courtrooms

with . adequate spectatdr
seating, a third 12-person
jury = courtroom specially

designed for use by multi-
party litigants in complex
eivil . proceedngs, and a jury
deliberation room with toilet
facilities. .

Remodeling of approximately
2600 square feet on the first
floor of the old "building.
This will provide space for
the ~expansion of  the
coroner/public administrator's
office, vital statistics
section, and small claims
section. Needed are 'a deputy
coroner's office, two public
guardian offices, an
accountant's office, remodeled
clerical area ~with public

~counter, an improved evidence--

storage room, and an expanded

~small claims area which
‘ includes a public counter with

public work surface area. A
private supervisor's _office

- will be provided £t the

Anchorage Police Department's
Warrant Section. ’ ; .

‘¢fRemodeling " of approximately
- "5800 square feet on the fourth .

floor of the -new buildinO.
This will provide space for
two 1l2-person jury courtrooms
with -  adequate  spectator
seating, two jury deliberation
rooms  with toilet facilities,
three judges' chambers with
private’ toilets, three
secretary = offices, two law

clerk offices, and a secured

reception area.

Phase III i_ y

- A. Remodeling of approximately
800 square feet on the first
floor of the old building.
This will provide space for a
~multi-purpose hearing = room,
and a 6-person jury delibera-
tion rooms

Pe

B. Remodeling of - approximately

== “l4h square feet on the first

floor of the new building.
This will provide a private
office for the deputy clerk.

C. ijemodeling, . Qf ) approximaEEly

400 square feet on the second

and - third floor ,of the new

building to provide a secured,

reception’ - area on each
floor. Phase I is scheduled
. . for completion® on May 19,
1982, Phase II is scheduled
for completion on September 1,
1982  and  Phase III .is
'SCheduled for completion . on

X September 21, 1982.
A major feature of this project is
the application of thermal barrier
fireproofing material over approx—

imately 20,000 square feet of-
- exposed rigid urethane foam insula=
tiod. . This insulation is found
along the perimeter walls of the new:

building id the concealed space

. between the suspended ceilings .and

the floors. The unprotected £oam
insulation represents a fire hazard
and’ was a deficlency in the’ original
design of the mnew building.

"~ This project will also improve “the,
. security system in the complex by
providing the following. =

1. Silent,electronio panic button
_.alarms 1in all  judges' cham-
‘bers, all judges' secretary

offices, all in-court clerk -
- stations, and all judges'

benches.
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2, An expanded uporaded security ~include a soundproof corridor which of ‘the cleérk's area is the first The court system is scheduled to o,
° monitoring . panel in’ - the will »improve traffic flow from the phase of a major remodeling effort relocate into this space in early 3
judicial service® section of clerk's office to the magistrate's to improve and expand the court February 1982. -
the state trooper area. office and allow the present small facilities in Kodiak.

3. Electronically locked ‘security
doors on various floors of the
new court building.

This project will also remodel an
existing courtroom to create a media
room designed primarily for members
of the press.and other individuals
who wish to use electronic equipment
to record court proceedings.  The
media room will be sound proofed and
court proceedings will be piped ‘into
‘the room by means of audio equipment
and video terminals. This room will
have an unobstructed*“yiew of the
judicial ‘area with an entrance
separate’ from tHe main entrance to
the courtroom.

In March an information center was
installed in the mdin lobby of the

Anchorage courthouse complex. This -

center allows the = switchboard
operator/information officer to be
available to the public to' answer
inquiries. '~ This center’ .alsc
provides illuminated diréctories of

- all Anchorage court system locationsﬂ

and functions.

In October 1700 square yards of new

carpeting were installed in the law. =
library and clerk's office on the..
first floor of the new Anchorage=

SN court ouilding.

i
bt

o

- ‘Homer

G»,

In September “the éourt s§sEEm
completed negotiations - for = 1100
square feet of expansion’ space

= adjaeént, to the’ ‘Homer courthOuse.i
“This new space will provide  for an
enlarwed law library ‘and two,$

attorney offices which can “be used
“ by the Deoartment of Law and Public
~Defenaer. This will free offices in
the ~courthouse ' for use as wit~
~ness/conference rooms. -Negotiztions
were also completed to- remodel the:

library to be used as a hearing

“rgoms - - This relocation/rsmodeling‘
project i1s scheduled for completion’
, in June 1982.

<
¥

Kenai

In November the court system awarded
the coanstruction contract for major
remodeling of approximately 4000

‘square feet 1n the Kenal court-

house. This project will. provide
~space for an additional lZ-person
jury courtroom, a’ jury deliberation

room with ' tollet facilities, a
"judge's  g¢hambers - with | toilet

facilities, a secretary/r¥ception
area, a law clerk office, |a small
stordage .xroom, a small conference

, room, and expansion of the cler

office.

Also included in this progect is the
remodeling of space alloted'to the
departmentoof law. - This will create
four -private offices, a 'storage
room, clerical space, and:a secre-
tary/reception area.

o

" A major feature of thisiprojECt is

the complete rencvation .of the
exlisting heagting, ventiliation, air—
conditioning system (HVAC) in order”
to meet minimal standards. “ In order
to provide adequate ventilation and
-'heat contrcl in the new: courtroom, a
separate air-conditioning unit must
-be installed on ‘the roof above the.

new courtroom.; . The original design °
° of this building did not provide for-
adequate ventila*ion. This project

is. scheduled for completion in April
198%»<* ‘ an

o

Kodiak

——_—"-—” . @ : 1’

In December 930 square feet of .
office space was remodeled on .the
first floor in the Kodiak cdurthousa”

" to allow ° the clerk' offiCe to,-

relocate from a congested area on

" The second phase of this project
will include the remodeling of
approximately 2000 square feet of
,space on the second floor. This
will provide space for an enlarged
l2-person jury courtroom, a jury
~deliberation/multi~purpose roém with
toilet facilities, two holding cells

‘with toilet facilities, a prisoner

¥ control’ room, a public waiting area,

a controlled-access corridor, a

visiting judge's ' chambers, two

“conference rooms,  and ~ improved
‘storage capability.

A significant feature of this
project is the provision of adequate
ventilation and temperature control
~in  the remodeled courtroom. In

" order to accomplish this, a separate

air-conditioning unit must be

installed on the roof above the
. eourtroom. Windows currently

provide the only form of ventilation
in the building. Open windows cause
an - increase i1n environmental noise

electronic recording of proceed-
ings. Detailed specifications. are
being developed .and the project is
. scheduled for completion near aid-
1982, :

34

' Naknek - - f | i

IntiDecember the court system com-

‘pleted negotdations for the lease of
approximately. 1600 sgquare feet of
ispace located on the first floor of
the Beistol Bay Borough Building in

Naknek. The basic term of this

.lease is  five years with an option

to: renew . for five’ additional: one-f -
‘year periods. Plans for this space

include the. creation of a small 12-
. person jury- courtroom, “a jury delib-
eration/conference .room, - a .clerk's

area with public. countem; a magis~
“trate's  office = .and  two - small

Seldovia

In Mav the court system completed
negotiations with ~ the City of
Seldovia for the lease of approx-
imately 530 square feet of. office
space in the = Seldovia Municipal
Building. = This space includes a

“magistrate's office, ‘a jury delib-

eration = room, and an evidence
Storage area. Also included in this
lease 1s approximately 800 square

.“feet of court/hearing room space

that 1is 'available for wuse by the

_court system on an as-needed basis

at no additional cost. The basic
term of this lease is. three years

~with an option to renew for five
_additional one year periods. :

it

Shungnak

. In September a new magistrate post

was created in. Shungnak. In

November the newlylappointedlnagis~
trate moved into the Shungnak Public

&= Safety Building. This = facilit
whileh seriously interferes with the l‘l"a A " s e i

provides approximately 360 -square

feet .of office space ‘that will be
~shared with the local. law enforce-

ment officers.

St. Paul Island

: ~In October . 'the cour# system com~"
. pleted negotiations with the City of

Sti. Paul for the lease oibapprox—
imately 530 square feet of office

~ space . for the magistrate and a

COurtroom. This space 1s-located in
the St. - Paul  Municipal Building.
The basic term of this lease is five
‘years ‘with' an “option to renew for

five adiitional oneryear periods. -

FOUR’I‘H JUD'ICIAL DISTRICT ERROEN

P

Fairbanks b. L o’

In October txtensive work was .- com-p
pleted which: upgraded the existing;

[

S

_Jorradn

LIS

i

i)
¥
o
§

i

+

wn
g
o
g}
i o
<V
fames™y
aE--
S0
3
e
]
A o 308
R

exlsting court facility. , This will . the second floor.f This relocation y;attorney/witness. Conference, rooms.
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et
o

- completed with

'Lnewly remodeled

heating, ventilation, and air~
conditioning system in the Fairbanks
courthouse. These improvements will
provide an increased volume of cool
alr circulating to the courtrooms
and office during peripds of high
outside temperature. This work was
the cooperatlon of
the Department of Transportation and
Pubic Facilties, Division of General

Design ‘and Construction, dnd the
Dfvision " of Maintenance, &
Operations.m v , : ! &

I December detailed plaas ‘were

clerk's office with public ‘counter .
“and 4 lobby,

magistrate s
storage room, and an attorney/wit-

> ness conference room.

developed "by the court system to

allow expansion of _the clerk's

office in the Fairbanks court-
house, This project:will add office
space by reconfiguring the hallway
and - entry area adjacent to  the
clerk's office. In addition, *tw0
private  offices will be con=
structed., This project is scheduled

for completion in 1982,

Healy. . : R
In July the court system moved to|a
new - facility in Healy. The = mnew

. leased facility of 1220 sQuare'feet

was built to court system specifica~
tions and provides for a small
superior court. The space includes
a small courtroom’ capable of being
used for 12-person jury trials, a
magistrate's  office, a clerk's
office with public .counter, and a
jury ~deliberation/multi~-purpose
room, - The court system relocated

into "this mnew space from a single

room in the main truck storage area

of ~the Tri-Valley Volunteer Fire‘

Depertment.

_ Nenana e

1

AFFIRMATIVE ACTION

As a result of the 1980 U.S. Census,
new affirmative actlon goals were
established in June 1981: for ' the
Alaska groupings for each judicial
district or locatiom. The affirma-

“tive -action goal 1is to ‘have the
"ratio of wminority employees to the
systemf‘

total number. of court
employees™ in a location equal ~the
ratio of minorities to the” “total

ypopulatlon in that location. The
target date “for complecion of the

goals is June 1982.3w

‘/.,;

At the’ end | ar lQBl T 17.6% of the

Alaska Court System's 416 classified -
employeés were minorities.

Of the
17.6% ninority workforce, 8.1% were

.Alaska Native, 5.1% were Black, 2.5%

~ were classified ‘as

~During 1981,

were Asian/Pacific Islander and 1.9%
Othet‘. . ‘ The
affirmative ¢+ goal is to have a-
workforce couwprised of at least 18/
minority hire. :

181 'cléssified posi-
tions were filled within the Alaska
Court System.

by Alaska’ Natives,»
filled- by Blacks, 3 (1.7%) were
filled by Asian/Pacific Islanders,

and 4 (2.2%) were filled by
~employees  classified .as = Other
Minority. = = e

In March the ‘court system moved into

space in Nenana.
This relocation allowed the - court
system to occupy space separate from

the- office of the City-of Nenana.

The new space was remodeled to court
system specifications and provides
for a small 6~person Jury courtroom,
jury deliberation room with toilet;

w12 and below, it appears that some:
progress has been made in promoting'

- minorities, At the end of '1980,.

Although ‘a disproportionate number
of minorities® (85.7%) compared to
Caucasians (78%) are at salary range

11.5% of Ythe minority employees ‘were

at selaty‘rangeo‘13 -~19 at’ the end

office, -

0f the -181¢ positions’
filled, 144 (79.5%) were filled by

.Caucasians, ‘19 (lO 5%) were f£illed
11 (6. lA) wete -
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Location'v

1st District

2nd District

3rd District o

a o ////”/ e o
';y//%ﬁnchorage,

R

o “
O 4th District

A

‘ Faitbanks.

Appellate Courtse

‘Administration

TOTAL

*Goals are computed by multiplying the number of availabl
If “the resulting nunber is less th:
However, when the sum of ‘the fractions o
positions were added to the total minority hiring goal. 3

o. B

an area's population.,
minority group. .

- sonspelg:

" Total
. Number of
~ Employees

Caucasian

Actual Goal

CLASSIFIED POSITIONS

‘Actual v

- Asian/Pac’ifﬁic |

Total

Minority

37

19

159

13

O,
36
- 58

46

37 .

29 N/
5w
29w
134 'ﬁYA
6w
59, wa
2 owa
49 N/A
343 fN/A

o

fo

e

,_10- 

e positions by the percenta
an one-half a- position,
£ all. minority groups eq

Islander

Goal

Q ‘ n 0.,_‘_‘

L -* |
: 3

o o

o %

0 _i

Actual

0

1

.Iouadns

Hiring Goal
= o
] ,
6t
24‘.'
8
ig*
6%
: 5’?19*
7

ge of a specific minority present in
no specific goal is assigned to that
ualed one or more positions, these




of 1981, 14.3%7 of the minority
employees  were at ranges 13 - 19.

As iu previous years, there are no

ninorities at' salary ranges 20 - 28.

Women are. well re?resented at all
levels other than salary range 21
and above. Of the 22 positions at
salary range 21 and above, six are
filled by women.

. & )
4 pwtsim e R BE
R i
. - -S43 -

LAW LiBRARY (RS

Totem Pole in Anchorage Courthouse

LAW LIBRARIES 1981

Following intensive .on-site remodel-
ing efforts, 'the Kotzebue law 1i-
brary became the sixteenth court
system law . library.  Baslc state
materials - were = purchased first.
Additional volumes and legal vefer—

ence sets will be placed there -in -

accordance with a plan to provide
necessary research materials to
support superior court operations.
Additiomal. ~space was acquired

recently and is being remodele@_to

accommodate future growth.

Most of the existing libraries are
faced with space limitations requir-
ing complete physical reorganization
and/or ‘replacement of portions of
the = collections with microfiche.
During 1981, the Fairbanks law
library underwent the first phase in
a reorganization plan to replace
inadequate shelving with standard
library shelving and to set aside a
suitable study area. - To a lesser
extent, the supreme court libraries
in Fairbanks and Juneau were also
reorganized to provide easier access
to materials.

“Long range plans for most of the law

Iibraries
series
ultrafiche.
implemented in
facing the  most
problems. ‘

include replacing first
regional reporters with
This plan will be first
those locations
severe  space

The Anchorage law libréry‘continues

to fulfill 1its role as the state's

major legal reference facility and
as a research coliection for the
other fifteen libraries. In 1981
the 1library acquired  a Westlaw
terminal, the operation of which is
under the general supervision of the
library reference staff, At this
time, Westlaw's computerized legal
research capabilities are available
only to court system staff.  For
cataloging functions  the = library
continues to rely on the-Washington
Library Network bibliographic data
base. . :

'; 3, % , : ) Voo % e
Cindy McBurney  listens, as West
Representative - Dru
strates the system

Elliot demon-
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ythe court
lactivities is provided on a calendar
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To keep - pace with use of the
facility, the Anchorage law library
has increased seating capacity
through purchase of additional study
carrells. In addition, -extra
shelving was installed during 1981
to accommodate a duplicate set of
the  most - heavily used regional
reporter, :

PUBLIC INFORMATION EFFORTS

Publicétions 

Pamphlets are being written in order
to better inform the public. about

certain = basic . court ' procedures.
Cooperative efforts are underway
with several state agencies on
certain = topics. After  these

materials are published, they will
be available in the Anchorage court-
house and in the Anchorage offices
of participating state agencies as
part of a pllot project. If the
program 1is successful the distribu-
tion of the materials may be

expanded to include other locations.

Rough drafts have now been completed .

on the following topics:

Bail

Violent Crimes Compensation

Restitution

Child Support Payments:

No Fault Dissolutions of
Marriage }

Change of Name Procedure

Other topics will be addressed in a
second stage. : ’

The Alaska Court - System's Annual
Report ‘» :

The court system's annual report has

been reorganized to provide statis—
tical and fiscal information on a
fiscal year basis. Information on
system's programs and

year basis in this year's report.
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Background Booklet On The Alaska

Supreme Court's Consideration of the

Beaufort Sea Lease Sale Case

In March of 1981, the Alaska Supreme
Court travelled to Barrow to hear
oral arguments in the case of
Hammond, et. al. v, North Slope
Borough, et, al. The case concerned

the "leasing of state acreage in the
Beaufort Sea off Northérn Alaska for
0oil and gas = exploration. The

_supreme court went to Barrow so that

North Slope Borough residents could
attend a court proceeding involving
issues of vital dinterest to their
community.

Prior to oral arguments, the Office
of the Administrative Director  of
the Court System prepared a booklet
on the issues facing the Alaska
Supreme Court in its consideration
of the Beaufort Sea lease sale. The
booklet provided information on
previous state and federal court
rulings on the lease sale question

- and background on the economic and

environmental issues.involved in the
case. ‘

With the help of the WNorth Slope
Borough School District's Curriculum
Office, more than 200 copies of this

publication were distributed to five -

high schools in the area. More than
100 copies of the publication were
distributed to residents who
attended the supreme court hearing

~at the Barrow High School gymnasium,

The court system also
and television broadcasts of these
oral arguments. The broadcasts were
conducted by the
Alaska Anchorage Justice Center and
both public and commercial radio and
television stations.

] provided -
- assistance in .the ‘statewide radio

University of.
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Law Day Observance ‘ : g

¥,

The )‘court systzm was - actively
involved in the annual nationwide

observance of  Law Day on'May 1. 1In,

conjunc¢tion . with the Alaska and
Anchorage Bar Associations, the
court system produced a program for
sixty Ancliorage students special-
izing in law studies. A . panel
ﬁncluding -representatives  from the

‘Alaska Supreme Court, Juvenile and

Chi “ren's Court, Auchorage Police

‘Department, Anchorage Bar Associa-

tion,  Anchorage District Attorney's
Office, Anchorage Public Defender's
Office and American Civil Liberties
Union discussed a hypothetical case
involving a student protest’ that

resulted in arrests. The panel -also

took  general questions “from  the
students. - . Tt : ~

Forms Committee Members

52

Courthouse” Tours

The court system conducts courthouse
tours for ‘organized groups.  These
tours are usually “handled ‘through
the  security  or  administrative
offices at weach eourthouse location.

COURT“SPECIALIST'SAREPQRT

Jury Management

An extensive effort has been under-
taken to analyze and dmprove the
current  jury management system.
Specifically, the system 1s being
updated to improve the annual Jury
master list by removing theZnames of
individuals who are not residents or
who are deceased. The number  of
jury forms  and resulting paperwork

has been reduced. - Work will
commence in 1982 to - deal with
improving the ‘use of jurors! time
and reducing costs asso@iated with
jury selection. An improved Jjury
orientation program will also  be
undértaken, :

Records Management

This project has many facets. The"

first step was to identify all of
the various court records. The next
Step was to establish a recommended
Tetention period for each record.
Work commenced on these two phases
during the latter part of 1981, A

complete records management plan,

dealing with retention, storage, and
forms will be developed during 1982.
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‘Anchorage Courthouse and
R G : 7

~ ANCHORAGE COURTHOUSE
'EXPANSION PROJECT

S
W,

‘n'law,

Project Description Vel :‘v'ilb, %

N

The most significant item in thefr

court system FY .83 capital budget is.

4 -request for funds to coastruct a
five-floor court’ and office buildino

- connected to - the present. Anchorage :

‘courthouse ¢ -This propobed

plex.

:'\‘a,s,k ¢

building  woj . ocated on the
. parking lot 1adJacent. to " thé two -
, gexisting buildings ‘(called. the ‘old
_-and new Anchorage . ‘buildings) and
would - add - approximately ', 199,455
. gross square feet of ‘space. = Besides

i(providing for the expansion\needs of,f,

" ‘the court. ‘system until 2010 .the new
building will allow for the expan-

.sion of the. follow1ng court~related

offices: - judicial- services ‘section
of the state troopers, department of
‘public . defender,
céuncil.‘z~ SN

ana,’judicial,e

.courtrooms
fspace, one high-security arraignment
~courtroom, -
»rspecifically for use by members of
- the
o for family ‘court including two for
“‘divorce’

__court hearing  rooms.

‘;clerﬁ

'idirectOr,
- central

‘Parking Lots

The new*building will provide space’

for - ‘the following
“with -

fourteen trial
‘adequate support

one . courtroom designed

‘news media, four hearing rooms

matters  and  two
children's matters;
The building
will also allow for expansion by the

office

special prosecutions
and‘appeals_seotion of the attorney
general's = office,
court supply

‘computer operations and statistical

Vresearch. S G

- - for
and " two probate

s and . law ~ddbrary..
Office space will be provided £or
“the public defender with’ separate
‘public access;

- ‘administrative
area court’ administrator,
: storage and’

” “technical operatlons, which includes.
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- services may be impaired.

Background -
In order for a judicial facility to

function properly, there is a need
to. maintain certain spatial rela-

tionships between the  various
elements of - a courthouse plan.
These include the judge's chamber,
courtroom, jury room, and the rela-
tionship of these spages to the
prisoner holding facility, public
circulation - areas, jury
room, -and clerical support spaces.
‘Because of these - unique architec-
tural demands, additional
cannot always be added incre-
mentally, as might be the case with
ordinary office expansion.

* As caseloads -increase there is a

corresponding growth in judieiy;

support and related. agencies'
staffs.,” Judicial facilities must
then be remodeled, expanded, or

relocated in order to allow for the’

necessary amount of space and Its
proper - distribution. Inadequate
numbers of courtrooms can lead to
poor utilization of
‘result in

support  space - can

. inefficient use of personnel.

When a court facility reaches its
maximum limits, the expansion of the
court into spaces vacated by other
agencies and/or the °remodeling of
existing spaces can often” resolve
the space problems for the immediate
future. As  growth continues,

assembly

space"

judicial
_resources and inadequate clerical or

already been forced to move to
leased space outside the court
complex. The yearly rental costs to
the state of Alaska for court-

.related offices outside the complex

(inecluding the department of law) is
more than $400,000. The special
prosecutions and appeals section of

 the district attorney's office’ must

be moved out of the court complex
within the next year in order) to
meet the existing demands for court
support space. The court system has
already received  funding f3 53 and
begun the detailed planning /6% /this
new Anchorage courthouse dddd tion.
The project will be "coordinated so
as ‘to limit disruption of judiecial
services to the public.

‘Personnel Projections

Incredses in  court 'bersonnel,
including judicial officers and
support.  staff, are - determined

primarily by the - growth in  cases

filed wi»bln the court system. It
is = assumed that the existing
pogitive correlation between
population growth and cases filed
will continue.

court is

The Anchorage superior

* expected to increase by an average

the Y future. Each

of one judge for every four years in
additional
superior court judge will also need

l approximately four full-time support

however, 1t may become necessary to .

adequate judicial services.

 Pro3ect Need b.'

Tﬁe‘existing Anchorage court complex
is near - its maximum capacity.
Within threc ‘years the complex will

~be :overcrowded to - such .an extent
~ judiedial ~

that . the delivery of
The staff
offices of the administrative
dizector, judicial council, public

defender and probation offices have

. construct new facilities to prov1def

56

- by the %year 2010.

staff. The - distriet court is
expected to increase by an average
of oné judge for every four years in
the (future. Each  additional
‘district court judge will also need
approximately two full-time support
staff !incliding a law clerk and
clerical staff. The number: of
personnel in domestic relations: and
children s matters is expected to
increase by three in 1985 and double
The number of
personnél in =~ probate court s
expecteﬂ to increase by one in 1985
and more%than double by year 2010.

~The: judicial.services section of the

state troppars, attorney general,
public defender, judicial council
and the office of the administrative
director will all have expansion
needs. The new
provide for all the above projec~
tiong through the year 2010.

Degign Considerations

A determination of the size and
volume of the new building was based
on an analysis of personnel and
space requirements for each
department likely to be housed in
the new building. This facility
program - indicated the
-space that would be required -over
the next thirty yeéars. The program
also took into account the special
architectural considerations
required by the difference’ in height
~ between -the existing buildings.

(The new Anchorage building has five’

floors with mezzanine and basement
aiid the old Anchorage building
consists primarily  of = two floors
with the western portion having
three floors and a basement.) It

was determined that the addition:

would have to occupy the  entire
parking lot 1if the. addition is not
to exceed the height of the existlng
new Anchorage buildings

As the demand for judicial services
has increased, the  court’ system
underwent  numerous changes. For

instance, the staff necessary for |

the new court of . appeals had to be
accommodated in space allocated for
another purpose.: Such modifications
may have a negative impact on .the
efficient use’ . of existing
facilities,- Therefore, maximum
flexibility in the allocation and

~utilization of space -1s one of the

most important consjderations in the
planning

One aspect of Flexibilify involves

- planning for the long-term expansion

needs of . jeach  department. For

amount ' of

and design  of the new
” courthouse addition. '

addition will -

-contiguous space.

~tunity to continue,

_ Anchorage.

instance, gronping similar  funec=-
tiopal areas (such as clerical
departments) together rather than

with* dourtrooms allows for greater
ease In expansion and results in
project. savings. Another way of
increasing flexibility i1s to avoid

placing = departments® with  very
different physical requirements
together, For - example, i1f office

space and courtrooms are mixed on’

the same floor, higher ceilings will
be needed Hﬂor an _entire floor
because of tne courtroom areas.

Another design consideration that
was addressed involved the manner in
which the new and existing buildings
would be attached.
mined that the most economical and
flexible way of accommodating the
court system's space needs would be
to extend each floor of the :existing
bulldings into the proposed new
building. While it is possible to
connect the floors of the existing
buildings with those of the new

building by bridges, the degree of

flexibility, as well as convenience,
would be lessened by the Ilack  of
‘Also, the full
extension - of ‘each "floor of the
existing buildings into the new
building would provide an oppor-
harmonize or
complement the facade treatment of

three :puildings designed -and built

many years apart,

Conclusion
The court system has already
- received a° 9.9  million  dollar

appropriation for the initial phases
of this project. These funds will
provide for.the remodeling necessary

to connect. the new bullding with the"

existing complex and for planning
design and: engineering of the mew
facility. - -~ The capital - budget
request to construct this new
courthouse
$33,229,000, which includes funding
for equipment and -IZ for art in
public ' places. This project has

addition  is =

;already begun and development of -
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detailed plans is” ‘underway. During
FY 1983, bids for construction of
the facility will be ready for
advertising. It is anticipated that
during FY 1983 the initial “steps of
the  construction process- will :be
completed.

will be achieved.

¢

AUTOMATION IN THE
ALASKA COURT SYSTEM

Current ;Automated Activities

Over, the past .years;
Court System- has . implemented a
number - of  automated systems to
assist the administrative office and
the ’ Anchorage - trial courts  in
managing ‘their caseload. Systems

implemented have included a state-

wide docketing/case
system, ~a jury
system and several case processing

reporting

~and accounting applicatlons for the

-~ constitutional
" operating budget erpenditures, if

. efficiercy.

With  the

Anchorage courts,

By ‘the end of FY 1985
relocation into  the mnew :facility -

the Alaska

selection/payroll

Increasing Workload Does Not Equal
:New Personnel Positions |

Y

& o - ‘
I the .ﬁast, when a local 'court .

demonstrated . an increase in its
workload, -new clerical .positions
were added to the court to cope with
the increased duties., Proposed
limitations  “on

passed, will make - it extremely
difficult .to respond to increasingly
complex - records processing/case

management ' tasks - in this manner.

Mounting local: court caseloads and

dincreasingly complex litigation must
be handled by existing staff without

sacrificing”  current levels  of

1

. Automatedﬁ.Records, Systemsl-Are‘fonef

Answer To1Current/thure;Problemsf

: recent  evolution  of
automated  office technology, it 1is

oA

now possible for the ‘Alaska Court;
System to .look to automated ' records

procesging..systems” as a solution to
the problems identified above for
both local scourts and the adminis-
trative office. , E

’Initial and ong01ng costs of imple—

menting new systems  will -be offset
by reduced operating  costs or by
cost avoidance in many  of> Alaska's

courts. In order for these systems
be cost justified, they must
provide i dav-to-day operational

~‘support for clerical staff in the

courts. That is, they must be able
to relieve the clerical staff of
some of . the time-consuming duties

~that they ' currently 'must perform

manually. In additiom, the new
systens must assist the court in
managing its caseload more effi-
ciently. Hence, +“he goals of any

guch systems are increased manage-

ment efficiency and to avoid, having
to hire: ‘new personnel to meet the

‘demands of increased case filings

and complex clerical procedure

Trial courts afound the
States that mantially process all

wrecords typically require. one full-
time clerical position- for -every

300-350 annual ° non-traffic cases
filed - in” the court as well as one
full—time clerical = position for

every 3,000 to 3, 500 traffic cases '

filed in the colurt. 4 review of the
staff to' filing ratios in Alaska's

courts indicates that these ratios
;are appiicable in Alaska.

Trial’ courts thatv have implemented(

~automated - systems ' which provide
integratéd case management, case
calendarlng,, accounting, + forms
generaticn “and  word  processing

Qcapabiliﬂies typically. require one -

full-time clerical position for
every 450-700 non~-traffic cases
filed as well as one full-time
clerical position for every 4,500 ‘to
54500 traffic cases filed. Several
trial courts, most notably in. the-
states of/- Washington and Oregon,

gy N

United .

e automated case indexes

"= automated

‘have achieved higher . ratios than
these averages. 2 B

The increased preductivity of cler-
‘ical personnel results in avoidance
of costs  incurred in adding new
personnel to .handle increasing
"caseloads. Improved overall case
management ‘is " a relatively free
byp*oduct of dimproving the effi-

.ciency of the clerical function in

the court.

. For these.reasons, the Alaska Court
. System has decided to  embark on a

large - scale project to implement
automated © data/word = processing
equipment ‘and systems in selected
courts. = It is the intent of this
project to automate 100% of the
superior - Court caseload statewide,
and \approximately 90-95% . of  the
district court/magistrate caseload
‘statewide. In addition to ‘trial
court applications, a review 1is
being conducted to "assess the need
to implement similar ‘equipment . in
- the appellate court clerk's

office. Overall, the project will

require the following equipment and -
The current

software developments.
“data processing equipment in
Anchorage will be upgraded to handle

“all of the Anchorage trial, courts’

data processing needs. Addition-

“ ally, up to 17 small stand-alonme,

Vmicroprocessor~based data and word
pfocessing .systems will be imple-
nted in selected courts statowide.

In order to’ aJh ,/{ the desired :

inq;ease in the Eafi of filings to

‘Full-time clerical posiLions,‘ the
following “applications - are being
considered for = inclusion -in  each
system implemented: , el T

- 'automated case records (all case .

" types)
-~ automated case calendaring (case
: 'scheduling and calendar produc~

*tion)

nates need £or index cards)
accounting

(machine{

22

(elimi—s

generated receipts and accounting

reports)

track cases from filing to dis-

’p031tions and provide all routine

or ad hoc management Teports.
This would, for example, alert

v clerks to fines due. SIS cases in

need of review, . filings' due,
scheduled events for each case,
etc.)

automated jury management (once
master jury lists ‘-have been
compiled, all - qualifications,
summons, excusals, deferrals, pay
records  and

automated forms generation (e.ge;
notices to parties, etc.)
word - processing applications

. {each system will- be able to
perform a  Full
range of data processing -and ‘word

simultaneously

processing functions) :
on-line access to all active case

records (courts = will ~ ‘have
_multiple ~terminals ~that ~will
‘allow - clerks  to  immediately

-inquire about,'update, or- modify

any active case record)
on-line case indexes (all parties
to a case will be indexed and can

.be’ accessed via® a phonetic name
~.gearch,

A name spelling similar
to the one desired would retrieve
all records with a similar name)

on-line management —reports (a
flexible = report ‘generating
program will be  included - that

will allow judges and' clerks to

request ‘immediate = reports
regarding-almost any type of case
related information)

"”:automated statistical information
(these systems will . completely e

‘automated management information
 (each system  will be able to.

mailers can - be
produced locally)

* replace the = current -.statewide
docketing/case reporting
‘system, -The administrative

automated case

‘of fice will retrieve any statis-
tical information it needs from:
“the - automated systems.
will no longer have to fill out

the docket/case reporting forms)
disposition

Clerks,
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" reporting (traffic and possibly
criminal case dispositions can be
automatically forwarded to the
appropriate state agencies)

- inter-court communications (each

system is equipped with a

communications device that will

allow courts to communicate and
transmit information between

courts .or to the administrative
office)

Each system installed will be a
complete trial court management
package. Case calendaring, index-
ing, routine forms generation,
accounting, jury management and
caseflow management features will be
included. Complete statistical and
exception reports will be available

to court personnel on demand. For

example, these systems can produce

daily tickler 1lists for all .cases

that require 'specified action on a

given date or range of dates.

Analyses of all pending cases can be
routinely conducted -:fo-.- identify
cases  that ~are not progressing
satisfactorily or are approaching a
deadline (e.g., criminal cases
approaching 120 days, civil cases
with filings due, cases with fines
due, cases due for annual review,
etce), These - systems will be

designed to 'allow the clerks and-

judges to efficiently control and
direct their ecourt's activities,
thus avoiding having to rTeact to
unexpected occurrences.

, lt‘@s‘anticipated'that’full imple-

mentation of this project will take

" approximately '18-20 months. First

system impliementations are scheduled
for July of 1982. System design,
development implementation, initial
and follow-up training and ‘system
maintenance will be provided by the
administrative offica's  technical
cperations section.:’
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. designed to impxove the efficiency

Stewart and Superlor Court Jud?e
Duane Craske \

COURT RULES ATTORNEY

The Alaska Court System has created
a court rules attorney position

of the state's ecourts.: . This ‘pasi-
tion was filled in - December by
former Juneau Superior Court Judge
Thomas B. Stewart.

Stewart's primary function wiJl be
to research and . evaluate proposed
rule amendments. He  will ,draft
amendments aimed &t eliminating any
unnecessary  steps in court proce~
dures which may be causing unneeded
costs and delays . in court time. 1In
addition, Stewart will coordinate
the - referral ~ of ‘pending rules

matters to standing and special

advisory committees, and to the
‘public for comment:’

COURT SYSTEM PUBLIC SERVICE
"AND INFORMATION EFFORTS -

l. Access to Public Records

Public records within ‘the Alaska
Court System are opgn for inspection
according to a rule adopted by the
Alaska = Supreme Court,: effective
February 1, 1982. The supreme. court
adopted Ad inistrdtive Rule 37.5 to
ensure that members of 'the public,

e ) ; £ 5
New Court Rules Attorney Thomas B«

the press and the media will -be
given -reasonable access and oppor-—
tunity to inspect public records on
file with the courts.

The new rule encourage< access to a
wide range of court records.
Written documents are open for
inspection and can be copied Ffor a
reduced fee of twenty cents per
page. The public can also listen to
tapes and watch video recordings of
court proceedings. Copies will :be

'provided at a nominal fee.

Public access is extended to include
photographic materials, maps, mag—-
netic tapes and punch cards.
Judges' notes relating to the
adjudication of legal issues are
confidential in keeping with the
court's: -obligation to - maintain

fairness and impartiality.

A written request to inspect a
record about a court proceeding may
be made through the clerk of court
at - any time, Monday through Friday,

~between 8:30 a.m. and’ 4:30 p.m.

Intereste\l; persons will be able to

- look at original recards or reason-
~able facsimiles in the area of the

court . where  they are - normally

kept. Inspection of records which

are readily available mnust ‘be
permitted within two days of the
request, :

If the élerk withholds a record'oh;

the grounds that it is confidential;
the . denial ' can. be  appealed :in

" writing _'to the administrative

director of the court system. He
will review the. request - and must

‘provide a _response within seven
- working days. - . ‘

The rule covers all documents in

whole ~or. in part which are filled

with the courtsy or prepared ~owned "~

or used  by. the court “ system,
Because - these ,'records - contain

information relating to the conduct
‘of the public's business, court
“gystem policy requires easy and open
~access. :

Wl

2. Reduction in Photocopying Fees

In response to frequent requests
from the public to provide copies of
court documents at lower rates, the
Alaska Court System cut its photo-
copying fees by 60% during September
of 1981, Copies of court documents
are now  provided at 20¢ per copy

-instead of 50¢

‘3. Credit Card Bail Syetem

In late 1981 the Alaska Court System
began  a pilot- project in .the
Anchorage  courthouse . whereby VISA
and MASTERCARD bank credit cards
would be accepted to pay for court
fees, trust transactions, and bail.

The credit card payment .plan has

been helpful for those who ‘must pay .

court. fees. It has also 1increased

“security at the courthouse by reduc—

ing the amount of daily -cash
receipts that .are taken in at the
courthouse. As of December 1981,
credit card payments were not being
accepted to pay for traffic fines at
the Anchorage courthouse. Such pay-
ments will be allowed in mid-1982,

‘after complation of a courthouse
remodeling project and the reloca-

tion of the traffic section into new
offices.

As of ‘the end of 1981 the ceurt

system could only ‘accept credit card
payments for bail during regular
business hours. Cooperative efforts

. were being conducted with the super-

intendant of the Sixth Avenue Jail
in Anchorage to develop a procedure

'so that bank credit cards would be

accepted for the posting of bail at
any hour at the jail. The Sixth

~Avenue, Jail serves as the primary

presentence detention facility in
Southcentral Alaska.

As of the end of 1981, the court

sfstem(had no -plans - to expand this
credit card payment plan to other
trial court locations in the state;
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ported ' directly to the

if they

_post bail.

‘Alaska law also ‘provides

o i ,ﬁ:’,,,.,; - j,’:.,»-‘:a.,u “

yet . that  possibility had not been:

ruled out.  Future expansion of the
program depends upon its success in

Anchorage and upon how helpful the

public finds the procedure to be.
According to the National Cemnter for
State  Courts in = Williamsburg,
Virginia,

payment plans for any court system

in the natiom.

4, Anchorage's Committing
trate and 24-hour BailcProgram

Since late 1978 the Anchorage courts

have had a 24<hour bail and commit~"

ting magistrate program, One magis-~
trate is on duty at the Anchorage
courthouse at all times. Except for
persons arrested on  outstanding
warrants who are taken directly to
jail,
and taken. into custody are trans-—
Anchorage
courthouse to - appear - before the
magistrate. The magistrate then
determines ‘whether or ot the
defendant should be released on bail
pending trial. A

 The 24-hour bail system accomplishes~
(1) protection»
of the rights: of the defendant, (2)°

three primary goals:

protection of the public, and (3)
optimum utllizatlon of law enforce-

ment  agencies and correctional
institutions. . o .
Generally, Alaska law provides for

this is one of  the first-
and most comprehensive credit card,

Magis—

all persons who are arrested-

the release of persons pending trial

can be .trusted to make
future appearances adnd do not pose a
danger to the community..
ant may be released
recognizance, or may beirequired to
‘Because of! the 24-hour

dndividuals arrested
meet the
released

those
offenses ~ who ‘
~may - be

system,
for _minor
above criteijs

A defend~
on his ~own'

. fully
every. casé in 1light of the statutory

Finally, th

“attendant

criteria.

determining
whether = a defendant = should = be
released.  If -a defendant could
afford to bail out of jail, he was
released without an examination of
his potential danger to the com=
munity or the likelihood of making
court appearances; In contrast, the

frequently - used in

» 24=hour - system provides" an on-duty

magistrate who can and must -care-
dnsider the' specifics of

requirements prior . to releasing or
incarcerating defendants.~

)

best utllization of both: the state

correctional | facilities located in

//\\

Anchorage and law ~ enforcement
personnel. a
trial detention” facility, the Sixth

Aveniue State Correctional Annex, has

" ‘experienced ' severe  overcrowding 'in
k When the Sixth i
Avenue facility *is filled to capa-—*"

the last few years.

city, the overflow and overcrowding
spreads to the Third Avenue Annex.
The release of. those defendants who
do not need to be incarcerated over=-
night reduces overcrowding and its
“.problems: = - Because the
cost of housing prisoners, even
overnight,. is not insignificant, the
system.‘reduces .expenditures by the
state 'as well. | In  addition, by
immediately dealing with the ques-
tion of ‘an arrestee's bail, police
officers are able . ito Tesume patrols

‘more-  quickly -and spend less time

appearing in court.

'; 5. Statewide Magistrate Services

without spending the night in jail.

guidelines  to be. -considered in

- regard to releasing individuals who
» do not meet one or both of the above

'specific

62

- System. _
Alaska's many small commynities .and

_ variety “of
' judicial and non-judicial functions.

" villages

J

In many rural locationg throughout ‘

the state, magistrates are the sole
representatlves ofwthe Alaska Court
Magistrates  throughout

perform a
The judicial. duties of a magistrate

include 1igsuing arrest and 'search
warrants, setting bail or deter-

» Prior to the use of the
"24~hour system, a bail schedule was

system promotes the -

Alaska's,klargest' pre—

T

e

P

cand - to

\Under the’

. from  the partiesf

mining conditions of ‘release for
defendants, conducting arraignments
and presiding over small claims and
misdemeanor trials.  Magistrates
also perform the duties of coroners
(including inquests and presumptive
death hearings) and notary public,
record vital statistics and issue
absentee ballots. = Some magistrates
also . serve - as
superior court in children's and
other family matters. Although not
every magistrate works 'full-time,
each is on 24-hour call. .

Criminal cases will be open to media
coverage as ‘long  as  the judge and
defendant agree., - In cases dealing

‘with sexual offenses, the permission

of the victim is also needed.. Argu-

ments before the supreme court and-

" the court of appeals can be broad-

masters. for the

.cast

with  the

court. . A witness or party cannot be

photographed if he/she objects. A

trial participant can also preclude

lbroadcasting of his/her testimony.

6. The.Anchorage,Courthouse Infor-

mation Center

The Anchorage  courthouse handles
about - half of  the =state's court
cases. In order to provide more
direct assistance to the public, the
Anchorage - courthouse
center was established in the main
lobby in early 1981.

The development:cofy'the information
center did not require the addition
of any new . .courthouse

equipment were moved into the
lobby. This allows: the operator to

employeesS.
‘The current switchboard operator and -

information

. proceedings.
. wilred - and direct
S will be installed.

answer telephone inquiries, transfer

calls to
answer  inquiries -
attorneys and the publlc.

CAMERAS IN THE COURTROOM ‘

Amendments “to the Judicial Canons
will make: it easier for the  media to

An' order of the  supreme
effective February 1, 1982,

court,’
reduces

the number. of . partlcipants who - can

bar.: cameras from the courtroom.

new provisions,

proceedings can be covered with the
consent of the judge.
‘lawyers is no

longer - required. Cameras may  be

~allowed 1in all proceedings except

family and ©  juvenile - .matters.,

3

H

the appropriate offices, '
from -

~ broadcast state court proceedings.

civilv

_Permission -

.year.

‘To encourage media coverage of court

proceedings, every major court con—

‘struction project will now ‘include

one courtroom specifically designed
for electronic media coverage. The
first remodeled courtroom will. be

available in Anchorage 1later this’
Plans call for a glass enclo-

sure at the rear of the courtroonm,
cid'whlch the press can set up elec-
tronic ‘equipment without disrupting
<The room will be pre-
“telephone lines

‘All Anchorage television and radio
- media personnel must ,
~audio~visual staff in the Office of
“the - Administrative

contact ' the

Director  : in

Anchorage dt ., least one day in

- advance of" the proposed coverage to

insure - that all equipment. will be
set- up in accordance’with the court

~system's ‘media plan.
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Members of the Fish and Game Subcommittee”

THE FISH AND GAME
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE SUPREME. COURT
ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON
SENTENCING GUIDELINES

The fish and game subcommittee was
created to address apparent
sentencing disparity in fish and
game cases throughout Alaska. The
amount of fines, the length of jail
time, and the severity of various
sanctions imposed for the same type
of offense differ in the various
regions of the state., The subcom-
mittee plans to develop sentencing
guidelines and other methods to

assure more uniformity in sen-
tencing.

64

Members of the fish and game sub-
committee were appointed in August
of 1981. They dinclude Wrangell
District Court Judge Robin Taylor,
Kodiak Superior Court Judge Roy
Madsen, Homer District Court Judge
James Hornaday, Ketchikan Distriet
Court Judge Henry Keene, Jr., Nenana
Magistrate Skip Slater, and
Fairbanks District Court  Judge
Stephen Cline. The subcommittee
held its first organizational
meeting din October and reviewed
materials prepared by its staff.
Judge Taylor was selected as chair-
man of the subcommittee.

At about the same time the Alaska
Judicial Council instructed 1its
executive director, Nicholas
Maroules, to look into the problem
of apparent sentencing disparity in
fish and game offenses. Maroules,
along with the staff attorney for
the subcommittee, F. N. Troxell,
worked with the fish and game sub-
committee on this problem. The
subcommittee hearings are the result
of the two agencies Jjointly inves-
tigating a problem of mutual con-
cern.

Later this year the Alaska Judicial
Council plans. to conduct a compre-—
hensive statistical analysis of fish
and game offenses and sentencing
patterns to identify the reasons for
these problems and the extent to
which they exist.

By the time this report is
published, = the subcommittee will
have held hearings 1in Anchorage,
KRKodiak, Homer, Ketchikan, Dilling-
ham, Naknek, Bethel and Fairbanks
and taken testimony from interested
groups and individuals. Some of rhe
groups testifying include district
attorneys and fish and wildiife
enforcement officers in each offense
area, members of the state fish and
game advisory boards, the Alaska
Draggers Association, the United
Fisherman's Marketing Associlation,
the Alaska Professional Hunters
Associlation, the Alaska Seine
Boaters, Inc., the Alaska Trollers
Association, and the Southeast
Alaska Gillnetters Association.
Representatives from various
sportsmen's associations, along with
individual guides; fishermen and
attorneys will also testify.

The subcommittee plans to release
its final report by mid-February of
1982. At the end of 1981, approx-
imately three fourths of the
hearings had been completed. At
this stage the following suggestions
are receiving support:

65

1.

3.

A program of on-going education
and familiarization should be
implemented for judges and
magistrates throughout the state
regarding the significance of
ma jor violations to the resource
and to the industry;

The district attorney's offices
should be encouraged to conduct
more extensive sentencing
hearings including, if possible,
the testimony of representatives
from user groups;

Sentencing guidelines should be
established for the judiciary to
use for major specific viola-
tions so as to enhance the

deterrence aspects of such sen-
tences.
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A is required.

i o FOREWORD

‘During the last . ‘six months;'~the

‘administrative office  has - been
'reviewing ‘the data collection, ‘data
'processing ‘and. analysis proceduresf
~upon which annual reports have been‘

 based. © It is our conclusion that
~ the growing caseload, increasing
complexity  of . ‘the

© our ~ existing --data
 systems.: Clerical ‘gtaff 4n  the

‘ local courts no longer have ‘enough.
time  to complete and audit = the -
i complex data collection forms upon,,
“y which  our ~annual" report’ data ,are}’"’
'based., The' end result is that our
statistical information is no longer; J

" as timely, complete or accurate as

‘developed - during - period - when

-« requests for information regarding,
i judicial operations have = steadily
- increased . - from other

_criminal
) justice agencies, the legislature,

) Tn administrative i office fully

'recognizes the need for timely and

'.accurate‘~ information : regarding_
i operations-,of the - Alaska Court:
. System. - It also recognizes the

obligation - to routinely kprovide
“reliable

. publice

;:procedures. =
program involves the implementation

of . several : micro~processor based .
computers in local courts to ‘support |
‘1day-to—day operations in the seourt’
provide all
necessary statistical inrormation to

~and. simultaneously

~the administrativev office.  These

_ computer systems rare discussed in

' the special reports. section of this
i annual report.;pj . :

s i e e
G i ool Bt 1L

litigation
involved, and the burden that our
data collection activities place on

. local trial courts have overwhelmed .

collection

,This situation has .
our annual reports.

gy

: information 4to- - other
members  of : - the vcriminal justice,
'system,. the : 1egislature “and . the
. To be able to continue to -
- meet these obligations,. the adminis-_"
i;trative office ‘has- initiated a. two -
. yedar program to revise its data
- ‘collection - and data . processing -
~The backbone of ‘this i

Ih7*‘ conjunction with hardware
changes, all reporting forms and
procedures‘ are being reviewed to

ascertain’ the need for any informa~-

“tion collecte . at. the state level.;
The first intent of this program is
“to provide operational support to
“local’ courts. i . The secona 1is to

,"collect only that information that

“dis- routinely renuired for management

functions‘ or meet the - court: -

‘systen's public&information obliga=
tions. = This Information will be -
"collected in  a ‘manner: that places
the minimum burden on clerical staff
in the local coufts.i"

‘Because of ‘our recently completed
- review, and during ‘the two year -
transition 'to our ‘new- data collec-
"~ tion system, we wii

1 be publishing
information in”
For example,

significantly less

N

“our review indicated ‘that available
' ~data on pending cases\in the trial
g courts '~«was‘ ’notV‘“ sufficiently

e " accurate. -
‘,other state agencies and the public.,‘_g‘ ‘

Therefor%\ - data

regarding pending cases. in trial .
_courts *is contained in'' \this’ annual
‘. report. ,

. discovered with much ° ofl the ‘data
' regarding the specific \
;1disposition of cases and other

- ‘specialized data. - All of \this type.
of data has been omitted

- year s annual,report.‘

In addition, prbblems were

g
A

J»’

ST A review was conducted of the manner;v .
; ini which " traffic case data are = .
,collected.' i

With a few exceptions, 7
“information - regarding mraffic»

-_cases s received until” their final -
”‘disposition.
,traffic case filed in the last month
“of “one year and disposed of | in the
“next year 1s not counted properly.f
It is not recorded as a filing in
_ the first year but. is counted as a
;~disposition in the next.. . '
‘quently;” ‘we “have plno~'
information j o
traffic caseload nor do we have»
'5time1y and accurate data regarding

‘Because of this, a

'Lregarding
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the volume of traffic cases filed in
a given time span. A record of
traffic dispositions provides a more
accurate workload indicator for any
given, year.  Therefore, it was
determined that in this and subse—
quent annual reports, :
dispositions " will' be highlighted
instead of filings. Whenever a
table in this annual report refers
to traffic filings, the; figures will
represent the number¥ of traffic

-‘cases disposed of during the year in

question.

As we accomplish this transition to
a new data collection and processing
system, we. will gradually reintro-
duce the level of specificity that
was  contained in previous annual
reports. This will be done as soon
‘as we have reestablished confidence
in the validity of this informa-
For readers who have come to
expect and reély on the detailed data
that is omitted in this reported, we

~ask that you bear with us during

"this transition period.

This 'stagistiéﬁl%ﬁfsupplement is

designed primarily for " research -

applications./ It 1is comprised of
~six sections ‘dealing with appellate

and trial court statistics ‘and -a

glossary of . terme. Trial _court

statistics are comprised of superior

,court, high volume district court
“and low volume » district. court
- data. Our determination of whether

a district court is a high or 1low:
- volume court .is based on a rather

simple test, If the court had at

least”™ 450 cases, filed during the
- previous year “or: is located with a.
j:'superiorfcourt, it 1s classified as
\ @ high volume district court.
! detailed case Pprocessing “data is
. collected from the
| courts. ; ‘
. ,comments or suggestionms to offer on
- this

More

. high  volume
AnyffeaderkWithqquestions,

statistical. - supplement  is
]@ncouraggd-;o'gontact the:

B

traffic case

e

2

Manager, Technical Operations
Administrative Director's Office
‘ . 303 K Street - '
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 °
Telephone: (907) 264-0544
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Children's Matters Dispositions 1977 - FY 80/81 i

‘Summary of Filings by Court 1977 - FY 80/81 : R

.District:Court (Higher Volufme) - , ‘?,
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S-50 Composition of FY 80/81 Filings by Court |
§-51 Summary of Dispositions by Court 1977 -~ FY 80V81
§-52 Summary of Non-Traffic Filings 1977 - FY 80/8l

S$-53 Summary of Non~Traffic Dispesitions 1977 - FY\80/81
S-54 Felony Case Filings 1977 - FY 80/81

S=55 Composition of FY 80/81 Felony Filings ! .
S-56 Felony Case Dispositions 1977 - FY 80/81 \ C -

3

are[eddy

§-57 Misdemeanor Case Filings 1977 - FY 80/81
RO S~58 Composition of FY 80/81 Misdemeanor Filings
e S§-59 Misdemeanor Case Dispositions 1977 - FY 80/8l
: S-60 Other Criminal Case Filings 1977 - FY 80/81
§-61 Small Claims Case Filings 1977 - FY 80/81 : .
S-62 Small Claims Case Dispositions 1977 - FY 80/81; S
S-63 Other Civil Case Filings 1977 - FY 80/81 gr
S-64 Composition of FY 80/81 Other Civil Case Filings o
§-65 Other Civil Case Dispositions 1977 - FY 80/81
S~66 Composition of Traffic Case Disposition FY 80/81l,
§~67 Traffic Case Dispositions 1977 - FY 80/81 I R ¢
S-68 Supplemental Statistics . Y ‘
S-69 Supplemental Statistics

o S

.

Jouadn

P

District Court- (Lower Volume)

§~75 Summary of FY 80/81 Filings by District
S~75 Summary of FY 80/81 Dispositions by District
§-76 TFirst Judicial District FY 80/81 Filings
$-76 First Judidial District FY 80/81 Dispositions |
S-77 Second Judicial District FY 80/81 Filings : A\
§-=77: Second Jud%cial District FY 80/81 Dispositions ‘ ’
S-78 Third Judimial District FY 80/81 Filings
. S~78 Third Judid¢ial District FY 80/81 Dispositions
S-79 Fourth Judicial District FY 80/81 Filings
$-79 Fourth Judfl cial DPistrict FY 80/8l Dispositions
S-80 Bethel Seryice Area FY 80/81 Filings :
S-80 Bethel Seryice Area FY 80/81 Dispositions
5~-81 SupplementLl Statistics
5-82 Supplementgl Statistics
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FY 80/81 .

‘ : . SUPREME COURT | |
Loy SUMMARY OF FILINGS R L
e FY 78/79 - Y 80/81 \ s
ns TYPE OF « ASE FY YO Y 2% IAICREASE ;
78/79 79/80 80/81 - FY,79/80 to |
i \ -] UFY 80/81 -
s ‘Apﬁeafsoz : : N g : BN a 4 :
G T S T s
Clg o i T v 246 + 6 e
. - e B ‘ TG § w
Crlmma!* 2 a 133 - 78 x.§ ‘
Aol T g
: ke e
R St o { .
| -.69
. PietitiOns ,fo,rv ReView_,' : = £
Orlgmal Apphcatlons
~ TOTAL 593
. | SUPREME cgum
; SUMMARYG DISPOSITIONS
: - B | % INCREASE j =
: * 'FY 79/80 to. | ' .




i SUPREME COURT
REASON FOR CASES PENDING
 FY 80/81

. £ R B - SUPREME COURT | R
1’9 DISPOSITIONS BY TYPE OF DISPOSITION

FY 80/81 7 N B

N S

<

~ DISPOSITION BY - o
— o | CASE AWAITING

' TYPE OF CASE °

L

° DISMISSAL OR | | TOTA
~ OTHER R

MERIT Y

| Abpeals: Transfer t

I

o

~ Civil 3

Court Appegls

179

85 .

Crifﬁinal, 136

93

Sentence 36

26

68 |

| Petitions for F}evféw 2f

36

SMe110 0

148

M

TYPE OF CASE.

WITH
STAFF

DRAFT
OPINION
CIRCULATING

AWAITING
DRAFT
 QPINION

RECORDS

BRIEFS

" ARGU-

MENT

DECISICN

MANDATE

STAYED

TOTAL

.. Appeais:

\;‘

: ~Clvjl;

13

64

64

104

19

16

366

Criminal =

0

Santence

s

.

Jo1ddn

i L o

P
>

TR Peti!lcnsfcheview‘Z 1 - -5 ‘ 0 -5 1.0

| Original A\pplicatipns 14 R \ i e s 11 28 ‘
Coas o 220 o) s | \*

Sl oToTAL 997 IREEEATN: RSP T BT DRGTE Rl S T
» »Orlgma ADpIic;tionsO | 1 ; 1 ,D..O,‘, o3 01 4 0 0 ! fO

29%

pmeqs

%OFTOTAL 247 % 100% roTaL 15 86 19 | 20 |18 418 |

70 ,117

% OF TOTAL 4% 28% 57 47

4%

SUPREME COURT

« 207
- . CASESPENDINGASOF s 30

172 |® 15% 37

100%

AR i I e B . e y
T w ;;); o FY%:NCREFSE' |
1 79780 [ 80/81 19/80 to 80/81

Sp—.

© TYPEQFCASE | 44,79

- ’ . , i & B §
~Appeals: - : ‘

R iyt

Civil 316 |36 | |+ 6

# Criminal 222 .

215 13 -84

#* Santence
- R R ool

14

| Petitions for Review © § o 42 567 ¢ =48

| Original Applications. | 9 | 8" . - w43

o *Now handled by Co‘»ur‘t‘_ of Appeals F’l §-4'
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COURT OF APPEALS
SUMMARY CF FlLINGS
FY 80/81

_TYPEOF CASE

80/81 B At

M

T .
i("q IMCREASE g

Appeals:

~ Sentence -

¥ N . - . wl

w1 [

1 Petitio_ns* for =Re‘v’iew

‘353‘U,Ui;‘}“A‘ , “Y-P %

Orlgmal Apphcatlons

- 0 | E "‘ L
/l‘;‘\"s S L . v iy

TO‘TAL

September 1980

gy
SRR

June 1'981' R f

COURT OF APPEALS
SUMMARY OF DlSPOSIT!GNS

FY 80/81 Sl e

)

JTYPE OF CASE

23

% INCREASE. |

| hopens

Merit T o

—

Sentence I

P
n
‘

Petitions for Rewew

Err i S

00rigmal Appncatlons

%TOTAL

September ‘1980

TR

S

Jorxadn
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COURT OF APPEALS

FY 80/81

DISPOSIT!ONS BY TYPE OF DISPGSITION

%x
.

TYPE OF CASE

DISPOeiTIQN BY

Th

TOTAL

NOT ON
MERITS

i

MERITS

i~

R
&

Appeals:

Merit o

29 20

49

Sentence

13 : © 12

25

\Pétitions for Revigw

40

‘Original Applications

TOTAL

48 70

118

41%

59%

100%

% OF TOTAL

S

l“,

"COURT OF APPEALS

N

I

CA‘:ES PENDING AS OF _June 30, 1981

"ZFY

% INCREASE

TYPE OF CASE 80/81
‘“AppeaIS: S 2 s $; 2

S

255 b o .

e

COURT OF APPEALS

REASON FOR CASES PENDING
FY 80/81 :

4

I
f

e
S

TS

T

e,

CASE AWAITING

f
i

i
/
/
f
e B

TYPE OF CASE

DRAFT
DISPOSITION

 JCIRCULATING

AWAITING
DRAFT
DISPOSITION

RECORDS

BRIEFS

SUBMISSION

i

DECISI’DN
(/

<] STAYED
(& AND/OR

‘MANDATE | REMAND

TOTAL

i l(; Appeals;

Moerit

66

19 | jo

6 |13 |2

35

Sentenca 9

A

47

i, “ Petitions for Review

18,

... Original Applications

Ioridn

i

- 3o1msyY”

. % OF TOTAL

P

28

76

82

10

16 || 321

TOTAL

9%

24%,

25%

Con| 1%

3%

1007

- Merit &

"Sentence

47

Petitions for Review *

18

C . Original Applications

(R

321

TOTAL

5-11
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. ALASKA POPULATION: 0. .

g

&

i

~ LOCATION

UG

- POPULATION

1970
"CENSUS

E

i v/} ' o
| 1980%
- C}%;,'NSUS

INCREASE |

Boo%nEo L
INCREASE |

j.1970TO .
1980

L Anchdragé -

‘ﬂ, 126, 333:

|173,017°

‘046;6345‘

1 Barrow

- 3,451;’

4,199

+22 |

7“Beth§1’l S

11,946

a5 |

1,408

| DeltaJunction -

3,343

15,193 |

%,850

#5551

. vlf.ail"b‘an‘ks“ Lale

45,864 |

53,983 |.

8,119;

+18'

{ Glenalien™ "+ <% 5

A I,<774 ,,

501 |

e 35

Haines -

‘l 504 :

1,680

176

1

e iy
Homer

l 083

% S .

[ 2,209

1,126

| Juneau

Ls,sssﬂ

19,528 |

5,972 |

T3 Kenal
| Senar ‘

{712,730, .

19,785

05 |

‘Ketchikan - .

11 7l7

:“11f316]

4o

s Kofzébue

5

.2 38#
[

-3, 4781)

; Kodpak

T 9409
R

9 93,;l* ”

Nome 2 %7";3\\’5

4,208

.5 229“

1,001 |

Palmer

| s, 5d9ﬂ£

5u‘-f“1{‘l ,n766 B

i

ll:‘!i.257f o iy

f2'3p6~

2,809

473 |+

65309 |

‘/7 ,’803

- ‘ﬁi:\x.w'5177

| valdez

= | 5,408

A 'Wrangell -

' V‘Pete'rébﬂ‘xrg“»‘

e

i *U S Dept».‘\' )
: '1980 Census ochiPopulat:Lon ap{ H0v s&ng i

3,249 |

Other ( Low Volume}

37*‘ 095’3‘ ’

TOTAE \

400 481

, BY JUDIC

’J“

7AL DIS\TRICT INCLUDING SERVI'ICE AREAS

= %Th[rd S

87,489 |%27,96!

C fommerce y

N

Bureau o‘-‘ the Cemsus




|  ALASKA COURTS |
“  DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION, POLICEMEN AND LA

ro
YERS |
bl

LOCATION

" '|POPULATION

TOTAL
NUMBER
POLICEMEN

3$2x1000°

POLICE
PER | -
“THOUSAND
POPULATION,

s
LAWYERS
|| PER
THOUSAND
POPULATION

3+221000

TOTAL
NUMBER
LAWYERS

173,017

324

1.9

/

916 / 5.3 .

‘Barrow

4,199

g

" 5.9

Bethel

1 13,354,

.16

l * 2 S

ﬂelta Junction

5,193

2

i
bie

Fairbanks .

53,983

f84'

‘ >04‘

Glennallen

501

7

- 13.9

.- Haines

1,680

4

2.4

Homer

2,209

-8

23.6 .

Juneau

19,528

34

1.7

Kanai-

19,785

28

1.4

. Ketchikan ...t

11,316

32

2.8

Kotzebue

3,418

1L

3.2

Kodiak

9,939

“26

2.6

Narne

5,229

) ll7

° Palmer -

17,766

18

1.0

Petersberg

3,249

- 2.8

B
-
pl}

Seward -

2,809

10

3.6

Sitka

7,803

21

2.7

Tok

577

3

5.2

| Valdez

5,408

19

305 .

Wrangell

2,363

2.9

~Total

- 363,386

697

, &>1;363‘ >>‘ ‘;

o

R

!

‘% BY JUDICIAL D!STRICT INCLUDING SERVIC

Fiet o

A

e [
45,939

107

|o2.3 0

194 | 4.2

‘Second -

23 )

12 | 1.4}

O Third g

231,434

i 989 4.3 o

’Fo,urth: S

130 -

AR

188 | 2,20
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b ALASKA COURTS
AUTHORIZED JUDICIAL POSITIONS

- JULY 1,°1981

 LOCATION

SUPERIOR
‘COURT

DISTRICT
COURT. "

1L

MAGH- -~
STRATES

MASTERS

TOTAL

% OF =
STATEWIDE

Anchorage

=
o

7

N
(=)}

26

, Barrow

0

Bethel

o
=

Deita Junction

Fairbanks

Glenallen

Haines

Homet

“Juneau

prra

Kenai

. Ketéhikan

‘Ketzebue

B

Kpdiék S

olojojolo|ololo| oletw

R N R (YO TR 'SR VR T Y=Y o RV

‘Nome

T

W&

Palmer

L

Sewa'rd ,“"’ L

‘Sitka

Y
=

| valdez .

' Wfaqgell :

| Petersburg

Hiplolrlrlrlr]lolr|irlolr|lololrirlrlrlIElIr e

R TN PSR P EC T A

, 5
FI N i P N BT R B BN X B O B T e e e R A " R A

‘Other ( Lov@ Volume).

ojolojlojoirlolo|rlkR|r|HIrIM]|olotol Hlolrlo

olo lrilrilo jlololo|lolololx]o|r Rrlolo| o

.35

35

36

. TOTAL

‘.“23

17

w] oo o jo o jo o |o

99

' BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE AREAS

First

b .

10_‘

17

‘Second_ - -

) i lo . ‘

| Thid

20

44 .

k ‘Fouyrth, :

‘3
9
5

18

28 |

*Acting DC Judge

& S

§-17

S .

.

- &=
o)
-
"
sk
o]
o 3

et
[72]
N3
]
-t
©
K

.
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 ALASKA COURTS .
/ AUTHORIZED PERSONNEL POSITIONS -
. ASOF JuLy 1, 1981 -

< gk

I

b

RN T
LOCATION /
: N

hl'.

Y I
/R

i

" POSITIONS BY RANGE

T

% © ‘7 c.uﬂ ‘
BELOW

10

‘ 3|
THROUGH | THROUGH

12 16

OVER
16 ©

%OF
STATEWIDE
TOTAL '}

grdt

e

-l erare

- Anchorage ////

- 31

N
(9]

49

g
- Barrow //

92

1

oo

e

I6

i S =
Bethal N

s

1.6

Deita Juncfié/ri'

-0

i T
Fairbanks: //

A

41

21

..Gl}ena_llen*/f,. o

w6

~ ‘[
Haines /

it
T

o

. . 3 ‘

Homef //
it

duneay

b
)

5.7

7

Kenai/f

i

)
|

A

' 3 0.5 :,

' Ketchikan

. i
Koﬁ'zebua

qu'i'iiak

G

2.5 1

N};.’:mef )

el

2.2

)
%almark

Seward -

S
| Sitka

Y

) Tok

T

) vaidez

@

ololo|lolo|lolo|lo|lrirliv|ololo|lulelo

1

Wrangell -

g Pétérsburg i

d

<

ol o

Other (Low Volume) |

alr|rirlojHlr|r|pp|B|lrRrir|vIE]jo]R

olo|lolo|lo|lr|o|r|r|v|lolw]|v|slolo|lojw|o|r]o

vlojo|md|rlelr]risls]d] ]~

o

oflrlrlolrlulvlw

1y 2.5

TOTAL

66 -

ERRE L

185 . | 48

18 -

317

2

© BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE AREAS.

1 100z |

=

i3 Fim

37

12

‘Second

re

-

10

= | Third

IR

1927 |

60

§:Fourth - E

3
T
=
6

e

‘E"“Tempcréi'iés, withou_ty a PCN or CINA's are nottli‘st'ed; : 3y ‘
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"ALASKA TRIAL COURTS .
CASELOAD SUMMARY - FY 80/81
7/1/80 ~ 6/30/81
. | -

SUPERICR
COURT.
FILINGS

LOCATION

i

DISTRICT
COURT
FILINGS

JTOTAL'
FILINGS -

% OF
‘STATE .
TOTAL

o
Yy

TOTAL

DISPOSITIONS

g i
¢

_ ANCHORAGE

- BARROW
BETHEL
‘CORDOVA
vDILLINGHAM
FATRBANKS <

7,696
82

. GLENNALLEN o

i .HOMER '
 JUNEAU

 KENAT ]

. KETCHIRAN
KODIAK

 ROTZEBVE .

 PETERSBURG & o
exiiiy T ”
SITRA 317

~ TOK ;f' -

| UNALASKA -
VALDEZ £

 WRANGELL

399

71,542
386
1,825
1,032
836
17,643
1,307
3,388
17,531
8,641
4,406
3,540
958
1,479
6,646
602
2,709
2,427
1,164
600
1,218
, 21}194,l,

63,846
304
1,426
1,032
836
15,121
1,307
3,388
16,687
7,948
3,713
3,132
130
1,045
6,646
602 -
2,709
2,110
1,164
600
1,218
1,194

46.5%
2%
1.2%
N

5% 7

1L.4%

.8%

2.2%

11.4%
5.6%
2.8%
2.3%

w67 -

. 1.02

4.3%
4%
1.8%

1.6%

.8%
4%

.87
.8%

1,225

2,057

1,158

71,088

. 266
1,453
1,019
726‘f%ﬂ
15,783
1,275
3,380 ©
16,482
8,050
4,019
3,232
699

rouradng

oo

b

ISy

6,085
571
2,645

: g

1,104
451

1,088

" 'suB ToTAL
* LOW VOL. CTS.

. 136,758

o

151,074

et

 98.1%

143,856

- Aessorg

. 24,555

e

e Cmomar

139,643

S

o
TR

153,959 . .100.0%

146,411

o

e

R gi i et M EINESE S—
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: ALASKA COURTS
i / FY 80/81 - OPERATING COSTS
j | (THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS)
July 1, 1980 ~ June 30, 1981 °
. -~ DOLLAR COST PER -
o a S w o STZ'oI'ng\:IIDE ___ CASEFILED
| Anchorage 5852.53064.2(8916.7} 43 | 125 | 364
Barrow 81.9 | 122.5] 204.4] 1 530 | 547
Bethel 313.1 266.8 | ~579.9] 3 318 [380 |
) ! | Deita Junction N/A (iéaN/ A | N/A N/A | N/A N/A “p
Faake | 2794.61.079.5|3874.1] 19 | 220 | 519
Glenallen ' N/A N/A | N/A N/A | N/A | N/2 |
o | Haines ' N/A | N/A |oN/A | N/A | N/AG | N/A
Homer 1 139.7] 90.2| 229.9] 1 68 | 304
o T sunen ' 699.0[679.4(1378.4 7 | 79 | 370
Kenai 442.8/ 252.8| 695.6] 3 .| 81 | 267
Ketchikan 523.0{ 301.0| 824.0| 4 | 187 | 330
Korstom 181.8| 74.7| 256.5 1 268 | 281
1 Kodiak 323.2) 140.0| 463.2] 2 131 .| 260
“Nome 303.4/ 159.1| 462.5| 2 .| 313 | 398
Paimer 137.9[109.3| 247.2] 1 | 37 |114 -
| “ Seward . 93.1 39.0 132.1‘"’?1 “ 19 | 376
e 3 | sita 252.2| 157.2| 409.4|. 2 | 169 | 284
f o | 67.9] 68.2 '3‘.36;14; 1 117 | 926
e | Valdez 144.0| 82.3 226.3]7 1 186. | 434
k | Wrangell -~ 130.’Q 36.0 i_66’.,0“ “1 139 | 396
' Petersburg ; 6,,2.,5‘ 37.9 '100.21' 1| 167 | 297
Other (Low Volume) | 1000~ 3| 546.8 [1547.1| 6 | 232 | 431
(TOTAL:o: IL.»542 <97306 9120849 8 100 ',,13.?5% 3741
- | o L BY JubmlAL Dl?TRICTlNCLUDING SERVICE AREASE : )
Fit | ‘1’18:27.1 1261.93089.0] 15 °  11‘4‘. | 341
| second. | 655.6] 382.51038.1| 5 | 401 | 467
“Third |7532.7]4106.911639.4 56 | 114 | 333
Fourth |3527.5]1555.65083.1] 24 | 227 | s05
5200 . i
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FY

-Superiér.

- (+25%),

‘ significant decreases * in -

: ;Superiora courts:

o A S B

o
oot

~ SUPERIOR COURT - CASELOAD FY 80/81

Y

\80/81 brought a 6% increase over
1919xsuperior éourt caseloads. This

»percentage change in‘“workloaa was
‘state. -
reporting.

not nniform across the

courts’

18]

significant increases in caseloads

Bethel

included“\ Juneau

L (+24%),
(+40%) . Courts . -
cageload
included Barrow (-23%) and Kodiak (-
147)

0

reportingé

signif- :

K\tchikan (+30%) and Nome
reporting :

icant Increases in cases dispoSed of .

during the year included Anchorage
(+27%) and Nome  (+56Z).

Courts -

reporting significant decreases- in’

included Barrow. (-49%)," Fairbanks (-

167) and Sitka (=24%)..

" ° Felony

- ¥ ¥ F ¥ F VW

Felony Cases
case filings
dramatically in all court locations

increased

rcase dispositions during ‘the “year-

(+73£ statewide) except for. Sitka.,

“Domestic Relations‘Cases

~increased in

‘Nome

relations case
Anchorage
Bethel (+102%),

(+43%) 4¢

Domestic'
. (+18%),

‘superior

“  relations  workload.

og

filings increased by 227, 7

,Other

i':‘c%se filings.

'°0ther,Civil Cases , e

‘civil ‘case.

damages; administrative

. domestic relations case

filings

Juneau (+29Z) and
, courtt*
- reported "a. significant decreasexin
;-domestic
‘. Statewlde,

fiiingsu (CiVil,,ff
review,V .

debts, contracts and notes, housing - -

‘and real estate mattets) decreasad
statewide by 14%.

< ALl

courts “‘except ‘Nome and Kefiai

superioru

‘ ?reported decreases in other civil ‘1o7'
Kenai reported no-

~ changes over 1979 levels of activity
—and Nomezreported a 36% increasenin,
‘,filings. . '

@)

Children'S‘Matters

“statewide decreased by 3%.

nSummarz

- the

" relation to 1979.
%represented 114 of -~the

‘matters represented 9%.

activity.

. , o S 1
Filings of  children's
(-29%), Bethel (-33%), Ketchikan (-
22%), Kodiak (=65%) and Sitka (-38%)

reported significant decreases . in
children's matters activity while :
Juneau - (+88%) and Nome (+74%)

'reported significant increases.

The general composition of superior
court caseload in comparison with
1979 . showed a rise in domestic
relations * cases from 40 to® 45

percent of the caseload and felony .

cases inereasing from 5 to 8 percent
of the caseload. -

caseioad.«‘r Other case
remiined relatively constant in
Criminal matters
caseload,
children's

civil matters 80% an&

Other eivil cases -
“decreased £from 29 to 23 percent of
types

QO
matters - .
Barrow .,

:'}.‘ ©

In general FY 80/81 was marked by

4n  increase iIn superior court
criminal and domestic relations case
FY 80/8l was the’ first
year that filings in the superior
?courts have increased since 1977.
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SUPERIOR COURTS
SUMMARY OF FILINGS BY COURT

1977 - FY 80/81

-

e e e U,*'“ﬁ%INCREASE

COURT | 1977« 1978 . | 1979 | Evso/er | oae77 | o1s7e ot
O N e | -l R T B

‘ _,Arj:c'hcjragg 7',‘9’53], 7,810 o ,7,587 7,696 | 1«..:_,'4"’ . Y1
B e F N E R I ERD S O
fBarow- | 4 ) e | a6 | s | o4se | <23

S
¥
i

i

Fairbanks | 2,736 | 2,742 | 2,542 | o222 | -8 | oap |

Cunean | 72 | o7es | e7s Y s | w15 | osas

" Ikenai | s44 1 576 | 63 | 693 CoA27 | w9

*u,*f:Keuﬁﬁka@‘?~iiU;636jrfw;‘3‘363§ ] s S e ¥ 9

7 RO} 1

Koebue | === | e—= el L ogpg p o L ]

D

W

fNome - | 282 |7 307 [ 3117 436 | s N odae T

TOTAL © {13,940  [13,856 | 13;492 14,316 | +3. | +6

© = BYJUDICIALDISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICEAREAS -
| First. j(ffl;ﬁ&S?*;°»f 1 657; i ;~1,5161,‘j~1f1,854?_5” 13 ?k‘"+22;5,».

Asecona | 282 |, 307 .y_{ffngll","a,"_662_ ~f*U+135;U-'7’ +113

S ,‘\\e»)

oron L

i

 Jrourtn - | 303 | 3072 |20 | s,

*caiéﬁaar'&eaf”i977 ;f1979
F:Lscal Year July 80 - June 81




50
o
¥
i

« -.‘~,SUI’PERIO<‘I}? COURTS =
COMPOSITION OF ¥y |FILINGS

= '80,/'81‘ :

CRIMINAL o el .
"} courT | b pomesTie | DREN'S || TOTAL
o | Fetony | omER | proBATE R%?_“fé;}gi'& OTHER |mATTERS| . .

i
Ancborage 1 413 168 o777 3,737 | 2,156 . 445_:, Al T B96 Y

E

i ™ . ~ ‘ :

Barow - | 2 0} .03 29 . 4 24| 82

T e

| gathel 86 | 38 4 45 127 |3 |65 | 399
AR - y ‘ i = = ‘c’:i;‘ p S [ B S e it

X g i . o R . . N : r}' i; »
Fairbanks 1 | 240 | 51 fr 341 1,091 | 516 |- 283 | 2,522

& 1

Ketchikan 4 107 3 85 | 263 | 8 | 153 1693

T ol e T R & e el § I 3 k R "

o |Kodizk | 58 | 10. | 45 | ‘204 | 72} 19 | laos- |

|- Kotzebue, 39 | 5 | .64 | iso |, 20 | 32| |28

{ Nome 90 | 43 |7 65 ‘JIOGV/{' 60 | 70| aser

|sitka -8 2 79 | 140 527 | 3 317

TOTAL {1,194 | 363 | 1,670 | 6,429 | 3,346 = ‘1,314 [14,36

e

%OFTOTALL g7 | 3z | ‘12z |- dsz.. | 23z | 9z | looz

e L =

i

e "B'Y;JUDIC:’I'ALD!‘STR!CT.!N"'C"':‘L'U!”JIFJG"SERVaICEk AREAS

g s

JFist b ges |13 | 269 | '”‘804  3377 | 266 | 1,854 |

‘t‘i(.

| Second 1 129 : : . 48 : 129 i

i ) ss2 | 213 | 8s3 | 4ya13 | 2,32 | s || 8,797

: FOurth 1 348 89 o ',3'8,9" 1247 558 g7l @3,003 . Q




B

e aUPEREOR COUFRTS i
LIRS SUMMARY OF DISPOSITIONS S L .
R 1977 ~FY 80/81 Al - i .

%INCREASE

| 977

1978

1979

| so/s1

1977 -
boote
IFY 80/81 .

1979\
to

FY 80/81

Anch‘o'rag‘e»* X

" 6,599

| 8%413

410 7

= | Barrow

34

A.‘__:;{

2 |

|Bethet -]

229

e 249"

267

Fairbanks '

2,519

2,116

L Kefchlkan

Juneau

L

o617 | e

579

642

K'enéi f :
oyl

456

547

601

"\o

h

"

i

| .686 |

:‘;554 -

2.

D835 |

A kodisk |

“no6 | |

S

401 -

368 -

K‘of'zebue‘ ‘

S ——

s

“{ Nome

219

251

230

373

(e

_S'?tka\ o

2070

195 -

LA

192 -

 TOTAL

1 12,508

| 12,038

13,619 -

I

!

S
SN

© BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE AREAS

. 15570,.,

1,425 |

‘1,415

1 1,369

‘—?31"

=

239 |

448

v ‘+8%  n

‘,','8‘,52_1 e

7,607

QRG]

7,546

 ~9,382 5‘

2 475 ‘

3 225”f'

| 2800

8 32’4‘20' - T

Calendar Years 1977-1979

‘;,tFlgcal Year July 1980 - June 1981
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. R
i T e
i |
s i

1

= ermrrrmoeiul
b
o

supemon counTc. T

.+ FELONY CAszss e e
> FILINGS | . T
et T T gy

s
a4t

|
. ‘ ; Lew :‘ ' \

o o e e '”;‘“Qll%”V%INCREASE

: £} i s RS N s A RN : Coel g . . - - ‘,to B .tO‘ D e
B \y* I 1 | el | weos | weoe |
;

doree | s | 2w | om || s | w2 | sw

R
T =
SRS St 3 . :

Betnl | 36 | 58 | 47\ 86 | w39 | +8s |

‘\
Kenat ;

80 | os1o || . s

Dot

b
\

Keuﬂukan , 7  Wf%#f 1 39 o A *ﬁ6 : 1 1071‘"

».K"od!ak Sl s | 48 | 46 | 58

i

Kotzebes | — | — f — A 39 F

- TOTAL 72 | 77s | e || 1,194

BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING,'TSER'W‘CE‘ AREAS -

2

X First

A b e I T

g

[ssona

w w1 e |

Calendar Year 1977~ 1&79 “’f“:,k rf;;_“‘;¢~ e R A )
Flscal Year July 80 -‘June 81 B N R




R / . SUPERIOR COURTS
. .~ / FELONYCASES
4/~ COMPOSITION OF FILINGS

Q// AN  FY 80/81

i 7 caseTveE
- FRAUD/

= V,IOLEN“T PRQPERTY . FORGERY 5

. DRUGS | OTHER

Anchorage | 128 | 179 | 28 "l 62

) P o

|Bethet | was’ | 30 TR B I

© 86

ol Faibanks | 88 | 76 |eec 26 | . 36

o 240-( ':»}/.

ah

;?Kenai”'?“. o2m ] 287a 1 s 1vl6‘  '?1f 

B <M

|Ketchikin . f 34 | s5s | 5 ). w5

107

@
-
o .

| ;”Kodﬁk b 15 ‘fi”i_r.'24;f> ek S

58 |

39

39 | 28 | 10 |5

TRE s

s
i
i

\'x
‘| Nomg-|
i

{ B

P
/Sitka o [

 V S — ~;g_

ToTAL | s25 | 464 | 88 | 140

o

 |woFTOTALl  36x | 3oz | TR | 121

N S

i
Ll A

i
i
i
Yol t
S

.| BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE ARE

o

I SRR L

'y

As

Fkﬂthf ¥_;"52 §gi "  Sik 1 a5 | 3

2

fel

- e

S i
R & . S

la2

B B T I S e

i A f S onag
oA e gy
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T 1 T e S e L R SR

UPERIORCOURTS -

R FELONY,CASES = g

L. . ODISPOSITIONS
T . 1977 -wvso/ely e

51

i . ’ - . X
i . ~ Lo o

R S o 1 . | %INCREAsE

1979 R & IS R
cooe o o80/81 0 | 1977 1979
S |, to S} to
80/81 - { FY 80/81

°C
o
o

i

P, . o Ve g (RN - T : -
h . S [ G : I ] o B ]

by

Anchorage | 309 ° . 302 | 315 | 269 | =137 | -15.

£

Baow | 10 ) om fho13, f 8t -3

Vet | 4 | 0 L a2 | T 53 | +20 4+ o

o {Faitbanks | 215 [ -.251 | 122 | 142 | -3 | #16

| uneau B R ’71‘ 54 so "_-i- 2 oy

‘Kenai- 22 o 13 54 - 63. +186 R R YA e

|Ketchikan - | 46 | 35 | e - | 72 |- 2 | -2

5

| Kodiak ~+  § 47 A 45 sz b s3] E1s S+ 23

V;Z;Kofzebuke"" " "'",‘v—‘ : ——— ‘  --4 16 | R B & -

G

{Nome ] 20 | - 42 /L 82 7 w20 4181

- sika | 10 | 15 | 0. | 2 '|-8 | -8

totat | 7es | 905 | 7si | g2 |+ 5. 1+7

b

* - BYJUDICIALDISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE AREAS

ISecond | 20 | 4z} 32 | 90 430 sl

whi o ] o378 ) 40 | Toaz | o3ss |+ 37

N//
"_l‘:
~1

Fourth - | 269 .| . 322 | 197 | 203 |-25 | 415 |
S i : S ”“Cyf;" St “‘?-} ’i‘ FRIRUETI AR ERRE [ B Sl

* Calendar Year 1977 -~ 1979 -
- Fiscal Year July 80 - June 81




b

R S sunemoncoumsy I T N
. *""*  OTHERCRIMINALCASES . -
‘ o | FLNGs

1977 v sossy R SERRE L S .

i

e . - ‘,,«..

o aerr | wo7s b o1979 o | B NS R e 2

Lt ’r

|Anchorage | 193 | 238 | 204 168 | =13 ';H;.i— 18

P

Barfow - | 1.7 s -, 0 - e

fgethe . | 27 | on B+ A R IS RS B (T

e

Fairbanks 37 63 |- 64 os1 ) €38 | <20 : : o

“I'Juneau o e L s 16 e 12 : | 8 1 - 50 B %‘34

) Kenai B N R i 16 | - 28 | . 35 +338 "+ 25

B - e 3 - - - b b R b i,

AKetchikan | . 1 | 8 10 L 37 ) +200 =70

&
1
>

Kodisk ~ | 27 | 43 . 29 1 10 | -63, i|¥-65

KOfZBbUe1 ——— " o ) “ -'—-‘" o 5 v."—-v-— b ——— ‘ . i
b ‘.)‘\’ E L | o V‘v. ;> } Coael S . ‘,‘L : . ‘, 73

Nome | 1 | .7 | 13 | 43 [ 4169 +231

[sia | 4 L 1 o3 L Ss bz} o-sol | o-a

~votaL | 330 | a2 | 33 | . 363 5+910“‘f R

<.

]second: ' 16 | 7 | .13 | a8 | 4200 | 4260

T | w8 | w7 | | oas | -7 | -

_fﬁbunh_— 3 "\1, 65;‘”?‘,1’_ 8L | 84 3_ - R 37"u ” o+ 6

I TR AT —————

Calendar Year 1977 - 1979 s e N
vFlSC&l Year Ju]_y 80 = June 81 C8=31 . s
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SUPERIOR COURT.\\
- PROBATE CASES

FILINGS

1977 - FY 80/81

TS E

. Y
e

COURT

1977

1978

IEEIEREE

CFY
80/8L 4 to
o 1 FY¥ 80/81

% INCREASE"

1977

to

‘*i979'

to'

FY 80/81

| Anchorage .

996

| 1,045

999

|, 777%

-22

-2 .

Barrow

14

(5

90 -

N

| R 79

Bethel

© 58

46

45

[

- 22

3

FairbankS'

321 -

341,

D
+30 -

T Juneau

85

72

105

+o2s

Kenais

oS 43 ;

65

61

“+ 42

} Ketchikan

82

66 -

Kodiak

51

45

‘ Kofz:vebue ‘

o

Nome - -

54

65

57

65 .

o+ 20

+16

1 Sitka

35

79

+139

' TOTAL,

1,679

| 2769 -

1,748

| 1,670

1l

#

NN

« BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE AREAS

) First

- 200

209

184

+35

E‘N+L46

‘Secc,ﬂm_d]

. 57

129

139

;*i25wtfw '1

Thfrd="" -

1,090

1,133

1,120

-

Fou‘rth P

‘ i 1592"36‘2_‘

o387

389

+”16 4 ,;v ;

Calendar Year 1977 - 1979

Flscal Year July 80 ~ June 81

bgﬁng repor

ted.

B

s *Not all adoptlons and sanity hearings are




| SUPERIORCOUF[TS ST R b
~ PROBATECASES | | .
R COMPOSITION OF7ILINGS .

RN : : ol
| | B -80/81 ,/
| s ‘ /

<t - . I =

S
\!

COURT ., ADOP- | oo es | saniTy GUARD]:} PROBATE | PROTEC- | | TOTAL LT
TION . B IANSHIP/ ,WA’II\!ER : Tlvgﬁ , ' SN

Anchorage | 120 333 | 151 54 | 105 |1 |* o777

o
(€3]
£

7 w’ - |
Barrow - ‘; 3 i
Fairbanks . 127 | 165 | = 30 R 0 15 f RIS RO VY N P

Juneaw | 38 | s | 6 | | -0 | T | 1 | 105

TRE AR B B B S PR ) . D I

B R NS

i

[

l
a

k‘?"ch‘ikan Vo27 ) 41 o1 | 3 0 o2 0 . 85 |

301038

2 | 45

w o |oos6 | 3| 3| o | oLaldl.oo ) oes ]

juv

2ede 285 13 o |0 1 2 1 o | es

sitka © | 17| 34 o | J2 | o | &l 1]

ToTAL | 439 | 739 | 242 | 18 |- 55 | 154 | 23 1‘670

. Kxessopy d .

|worTotaL | a6z | sz | 1z | jiw | s | ez | 1z | 1002

3:
3
¥

- BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING SERYICE AREAS

Fist | 82 |"a9 | 2z | |s | o o 22 1

/
i
B

| 269

[
&

.}Thlrd 160 |. 376 | 14| |9 | 55 | ifa- Il s | ss3 )

¥
&

Fourh | 16 | 180 | s | J1 | o | a0t o s ]
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X SUPERIOR coum‘s
\ PROBATE CASES
 DISPOSITIONS

1977 - FY 80/81

o

| coumt

&

1977

1979

FY

80/81°

%INCREASE

g

19zﬁ 1979
tO

to
Y 8@/81 FY 80/81

‘An‘,ch'orége

‘895

956

% 392

4Ny
f| I

Barrow

- B

12.

2 © | -95.

Bethel

49 .

29

7 1 +41

Fairbanks

173

312

333

282 y

Juneau

87

51

62 "

-] Kenai

29°

387/

“

38

40

'Kétch;ikan

114

51

53

‘55

Ko’dyiak

.27

29

38

24

Kotzebue :

} Nome

51

49

R

85

167

1 sitka -

ca1

.25

61

41

I+.95

X

' ToTAL

| 1,474

‘95669

1,611

1,031

- 70

sl

g
o it

-

~ BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE AREAS

‘F,irkst :

i

222

ERN

i

’15'4_‘ o T

165

158 .

|-Second

B N [T

) [ : 34

93

|+ 82

4176

| Third

1,032

gt s

B :Foqurith m

380

+ 30

.
4 il

 Calendar Year 1977 - 1979
Fiscal Year July 80 -~ June 81

*Anchorage has not been repc
and: san:Lty cases. . j

S—34




" SUPERIOR COURTS

Vol

o

~ DOMESTIC RELATIONS CASE
| FILINGS*
1977 - FY 80/81 - .

O

8]

s .

1977

Y

o

. 1979 .

% lNCR/,EASE

1977 °©

/ 1979 -
to. ..

I FY 80/81

‘Anchorage

3,516°

3,155

‘Barrow

12

| 3,379

T

30

- | Bethel

48

Sty

 %§§;§9v; :

63

127

N

Fairbanks

=1,179

1,046

1,091

J uneau

315

309

401

Kenai

241

251

272

?(etchikan‘ o

@

. 262"

254

- 263

Kodiak

240

176

204

e Kotzebue

59

e g .

Nome

83

92

:{74 ,

106

O+ 43

,Snka

142

118

130

o140

TOTAL -

6,038

Y

5,668

| 5,445

6,429

+ 18.

P

N

" BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT I.N]CLUDI'N@-SER;VICE" AREAS

| First

719

681.

’KV' 674 .

+ 19

- | Second

83

92

74

: +12£

¥ Third

3,997

3,806

| 3,608

Ve

Fourth~

| 1,239

1,089 .

<‘i,089>1

- Calendar Year 1977 - 1979
_ Fiscal Year July 80 -~ June 81
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- SUPERIOR COURTS
-‘ DOMESTIC RELATIONS CASES
COMPOSITION OF FILINGS
o FY 80/81 -
 CASE TYPE
. COURT DISSOLUTION;}!} SECIBROGAL TOTAL
| DIVORCE I} SUPPORT OTHER
.| MARRIAGE ' |
~Anchorage | - 1,100 . 1,387 852 398 3,737
Barrow 5 12 0 12 20
 Bethel 23 26 1 79 127
. Fairbanks 303 S 511 137 o 10 1,001
wJuneau 133 169 47 52 ¢ 401
Kenai 78 120 55 "9 272
'K,etc‘hi'kan; 73 Co125 34 31 263
Kodiak: 130 30 . 20 2 204
' Kotzebue 1 3 1 48 59
ke Nome 19 35 17 51 - 106
Sitka 49 42 3 i 46 140
 TOTAL- 11,920 2,458 1,151 1 900 6,429
% OF I e 53 ST R
BP0 307 38% 18%. 14% 100%
» ‘ . , ; . : - . 9 B ‘O i
Sl BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE AREAS .
[First. 255 336 84 129 . 804 <
Second 26 38 2 99 |0 165 |
Third 1,308 1,537 927 441 4,213
Fourth 331 547': ; 138 .231 ' 1;247
\r- S N m'-‘.ﬁ.wtwﬂ“i&'}"“.A AN Y R i s S - R L




R

SUPERIOR COURTS |

DOMESTIC RELATIONS CASES
‘ DISPOSITIONS L
1977 f FY 80/81

&

.19 77 oy

1978,

|

- % INCREASE

* 19777 | 71979

to. . to

| FY/80/81| FY 80/81 |

Anchorage,,,

3,674

3,202

+10 | + 34 -

Barrow

10

8

B
e

+ 50 _—

Bethel -

37

45

. 86

+132 476

N o

A lgairbanks

1,075

- 1,190

976

~Juneau

315

292

o+t 2 +16

| Kenai -

187

250

275

- | Ketchikan

- 202

4256

d i
b o B

IS

: Kodiak

206

&

193

| KofzebUe 5

&

D L e i

Nome

+ 75 + 91,

Sitka .,

126

- 21 - 17

TOTAL | 5,982 5,624 5,217 .| 6,387 7T 22

p——
T

First

631

]

676

T~ 8 + 7

Second

55

122

" 4103 4122

Third,

- 4;067 )

| 3,437

4,512

A1l + 31

| Fourth

1,094 |

1,077

 051endar Year 1977 —11979’.§
Fiscal Year July 80 - June 81 .

. i
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§-37
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23y
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s
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N}

SUPERIORCOURTS
. OTHERCIVILCASES -
. K ,:iF"JBKES‘  : RS e

1977 - ¥Y 80/81

»
RS

ARl

" CQURT

1977 % |-

1978

*

% INCREASE

1977 |

w to
FY 80/81

. %

197
to

FY 80/81

Anchorage

2,416

2,494

- 11

- 13

| Barrow, -

2

-33

‘Bethel

25

48

52

"27~§

Fairbanks

R

 832

726

516

Juneau

191 -

“ 911

206

o)

2

b

™

‘203 | ¢

1 Kenai

101

103

134

136

| Ketchikan

o=

76

82

Kodiak

60

73

72

Kotzebue

29

o

Nome

53

44

\;b 60 :

Sitka

40

36

59

52 e

TOTAL

| 3,658

3,933 -

| 3,873

3,36 |

&

A T

o

o

. BY JUDIC‘l

&

AL DISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE APEAS

First

22

© 323

348

j337w'

Second

—f» L B %1;'53‘ i

| Third ¢

| 2670

,;”,;29697’2‘A

| Fourth

o 3

887

”734~

%

Calendar Year 1977 - 1979

. a

s

- Fiscal Year July':'80'fi-k June 81 - 7 .
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«
q-:

~ ' . SUPERIOR coum‘s
’ ‘  OTHER CIVIL CASES R .
composmcm OF FILINGS 7 :, SRS

o 80/81 DAL S DR

CASE TYPE R SERTI LT DU B PR

courT | o ADMINI- | DEBTS, | HOUSING, I TOoTAL {7
T SHALC | STRATIVE | CONTRACTS, | REAL | OTHER- |~ "~ | | |
R ' "REVIEW | ANDNOTES | ESTATE | . o L

_fAT‘Ch‘;fage 625 | 120 | 883 | =78 | .s50 | 2,156 | - ]

| Barrow  } 1 0 St o 2 VAR R

Bethel | 12 4 o o . a1 8 |

Fairbanks™ | .91 | * 10 | 180 | 71 o 164 4 516

[oumeaw | 46 ] 10 | 47 | 14 | 8 .| 203

Ikenat | 22 | 1 | s | 9 | e | 13

Ketchikan | 23 | =~ 3 | AL e o3 a2 82

CaE

Ikediak | 22 | s | - i e | | 72

S : : e . i

Kotzebue. . “18 | o0, A R T

| Nome f 18 ) 1. | 11 o1 ] 20 | GQ
. . '» N B . . . : L — "‘Vl : T 0 : - .M \’\'

O
l-—l
s
ol
[

1 Sitka

i it

TOTAL | 88 | 155 | 1,250 | 196 // ©og79 | 3,346

Ta

’26/0 1 1007

%OFTOTAL_"I%% RS TR

it

o

BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING ERVICE AREAS

|Fist o F 78‘_“ et 14 79 18 | w8 | 331 |

Seond | a6 | o1 | e | om | e | e

Thlrd o e8| 26 | e | 9% o 531 i n 2,362 - |

q:y . : B A 5 L S R I [

FOUrth 101\4 L\\\ | . ‘ 14 1920 ‘ : ) "7‘1 E G 177 ’ 558 ” o N

BT
o




| Bethel

- | Kotzebue

&

- OTHERCIV
 DIspoSI

1977 - FY

COURTS -
LCASES
roNs

80/81

COURT

% ]NCRE

ASE

4 - B i

FY
80/8L

o4

1977 .
to -

*FY 80/81 -

1979

FY 80/81

Anchorage

._ 3’329> B

+89°

Barrow
. =

2

-

-33

12

- 66

[

492

| 1-35

' c.\JUneau

o

151

Kenai

121 o

’19"

Kstchikan -

%KOdMR "

'.+r48®“

o

>

74

o ‘Sitka

LR

Y ——

35

13,216 &

f‘3,oc7,:>

435

|

S

Y

i 4,347

.

© BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE AREAS -

First

7 968

RS B

7‘ 238f

; SeCOnd  : : f—:ﬁ o ;

79

.v';rhirq S

| 2,357 |

,:553

SO

.‘2506 J u;

4]

Cilendar Year 1977-1979

 Fiscal Year July 80 * June

&




. e

SUPERIOR COURTS :
~ CHILDREN’S MATTERS

7y

o

FILINGS
1977,- FY 3Q/31x

“COURT

1978

1979

80/81

© % INCREASE

E]

1977
to

FY 80/81 |

1979 |

Fto. =

FY 80/81

| Anchorage

393

472 |

7445* A

* { Barrow

36

. 34

T

P Bethel

55

97 |

65

T

| Fairbanks -

s

325

_302

283%

Juneau

212

a1

77

‘1 Kenai *~

82 |

104

| Ketchikan

S8k

o 110%

153% .

TKodiak

50

Kotzebue 1

32

N

i

Nome :

70%

| sitka~

46

58

”36*

TOTAL |

| 1,483 ~-

1,296

1,352 .

1,314

s
ity

. .)‘

s

- BY JUDICLAL DISTRIC‘! !NCLUDING SERVICE ABEAS L

JFirst 1:'»"117_331 g

9

1 3déV B

o

,i96fﬁ‘_j

-2 | second

53

99 -

67 |

5 Third

525 |}

631

Fourth

7~4015*“

416

e ,433' -

' Calendar Year 1977—;1.979 BT -
Flscal Year July 80 - June”“ L

L«‘.r:‘_, .

FoseT

E

|

{

|

{

o

.

f‘i

|
JP\»Q&

o

o

4

PLIsI

2
5.
1

o
/

AJBSSO[Q




" Juneau

L

2

- CHILDREN’S MAT

- FY 80/81

o DEUNQUENCY‘

[ea

ﬂERS
._;swcomposmou OF FI

j%lPGL:ES_

=% of Formal Petmon B Categ pfy

s

N N
i

SUPERIOR COURTS

- Barrow

“COURT

Anchorage

S%K

VIOLE\:N‘CE‘

“

DHUGS/
ALCOHOL

4%

1 73%

PROPERTY |
| & Other .

 ToTAL |

CHILDIN
~ NEED OF

_AID

.
=
v .

Bethél. : .

N/A

N/A

N/A

927

N/A

 ,'?T:l0O%<w

Fairbanks ~

4071

947

i 160% B

Kenai

| 617 |

- Ketchikan -

877 |

- Kodiak

67% -

1100% -

w00z |

Kofzebué.‘ :

< 5%
SR
L \\\
—
\\\\

4%

1002

Nome

|1

o0z |

 Sitka.

- 572

9%

B

1 100z

26% :

oer

sz ||

 ’152 -

i‘looz:’,‘“:"

- 85%

= 5',15"/;,""

dooz |-

1 '“Flr,st : S

k‘;f 2%
' Second

Ly a

g

. 60%

1 1007

| [t

‘,tegz,;-»

| Fourth

| 7

‘,ioo}gif7  v 

Galoerz v
‘”5027},,

B 7 ]_ooz ‘,:f?

R
42

100%

LE R

o

ToTAL |
WA

100% - |



' SUPERIOR COURTS
- CHILDREN’S MATTERS
"FORMAL DISPOSITIONS

‘FY 80/81

o

COURT

&

cusTopy/
|PROBATION

 ALIZED

CINSTITUTION- |

TERMi-
.NATION

HIGHTS

PAHENTAUN D!SMISSED s

TOTAL

- Anctiorage

- 306

,4 .

4

379 .

Barrow -

N/A. ;*C;ix

P

T

/A

_}Bethel

33

B

15

‘Fairbanks

191 -

33

224

Juneau

30

59

~ Kenai -

87 -

13

102

;;KetchikgnC

17

100 -

Kodiak

13

&y

 '2‘4

 Kotzebuer |~

219

29

Nome

35

Sitka

14

R T g - .
e . o * ”
. B BN . 2

TOTAL

711

115

' 19052 o

\7§

s

BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE AREASI . e

§ T e L
= f"f‘ﬂ ;

' Firét -

56,

173

‘Second |

L

54,\ I ¢

| mire

150 -

Fr N

505

W : “ﬁ' E',u 7‘: '. A // N _
_Fourth .~

224 ?"‘5;’ i

307

AJBSSO[Q\ o




N f -Qz_.” o e e e 8y A S i i L s A e, L

‘. SUPERIORCOURTS  :
|, CHILDREN'SMATTERS ..
- ~%+  DISPOSITIONS -

1977 - FY 80/81

s B
R B R % INCREASE _

COURT | 1977 | 1978 | 1979 | F . |* 1977 | 1979
' e FY 80/81( FY 80/81 |

| Anchorage || 43 | 347 | .37 | 379 ] -13 | +12

vBanOM/ : 0 r‘: 81 - >'23 B ll‘, A O - 52
| ‘Bethel%: 43 o 8 | 8 75 ) #7400 | -11

| Faibanks | 294 | 228 | 230 |0 224 | w15 | -6

Juneau - f0 o os7 | sz b a7 | s9 |+ 4 | #1197

AKemai o - |1 139 62 | o105 S 102 4 -27 | -3 !

Ketchikan | |- 148 | 145 | 152 - 100° | ~32 | -34

Kodiak 44 B A B ¢ »  7 S IRRRE A |

[

T T
in : St P
|

sl
i

J

Kotzebue . 290 | e o pr

= | Nome 3% | s os2 | 3 T -100 o -33 ¢

sitka ¢+ | o1 | a4 | a2 | 14 | +27 | -33

TOTAL | 1,111 | 1,063 | 1,085 | 1,02 | -5 .{ - 3

N el

~BY JUDIGIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE AREAS ~ +

P
w

#

n

= qFist b o916 | c212 | 200 | 173

4 fthi.d | 619 | 466 | 487 | 565 | =18 ffw,~+,;4:7

drourth | __237ju,,7 %8 | 36 | 30 | 43 | -10

.Calendar Year 1977 - 1979-  : ‘ “ :‘ 7 ~;£ ?1‘?} — ¢“3'  f¥“ - } “ ‘ffg;”
: Flscal Year JulY 80 - June 81 " ‘,;‘42.,’ Py — - v
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s ’ Ll

(+l77), ' Barrol O (#179%), ""Bet'he;l.' P |

(+67%), «Cordoya (+37/), Fairbanks -

HIGH VOLUME DISTRICT COURTS =—.
o (+46%), - Kotzebue p

- CASELOAD FY 80/ 81
g

- 557y Juneél
- (+752%), Petersburg (+467), Sitka

For a definition of high“ versus low - (+43%) “and - Valflez (+64%)..  Courts

“volume district courts the reader “reporting significant decreases “dn SR R

should review the “foreword to "the  felony filings :ncluded Homer (_204) R TR S
~ statistics section of - this annual - “and Wrangell (_4 5%). SRR R

report. In addition, that section R RS B e

of the annual report provides the 'Misdemeanor Casds = . - L

reader with an explanation of T = R R

changes in caseload  reporting . Miédemeano'x" casp filings 1Increased
. procedures in FY 80/81 which are 8% statewide. | - Courts reporting JEE
.reflecfed in this secfion of, the ~ significant increases in misdemeamor - |

annual ‘report. g -~ gase fillings Included Dillingham S

» o (+157%), Glennallen (+16Z%), Juneau o

- FY 80/81 brought a dramatic increasé w§+‘21z>3' Ketchikan '(»<‘+44'z?)’,\ Nome . 4
in ‘reported caseloads din higher = (+54%), * Palmer,  (+54%),  Seward B
 volume district courts. ALl high = (4114%), sitka| (+39%), Unalaska |
“ivolume  district courts  except ' (+50%) and Wrangell (+47z) " Barrow S
~ Barrow, Bethel and Valdez reported . (-382), ‘Homer (_47) afid Kodiak (-9%) - o

moderate to dramatic increases in - reported’ decreases in misdemeanor R
- tase - filings. . Statewide, = high ’casefilings in Il‘elation to 1979, ﬁ 1;

volume ‘district - =court  filings
‘ increased 26/ over 1979. R

o

 Traffic Cdses - |

P ST Lo : Lo u b

S s

- Courts | reporting significant All courts Léept e Fairbanks, P L
‘ fincreases in ".cases disposed of - gotchikan = and” \Val'dez " reported o T
.. - during the year included Anchorage " dramatic :increasel in the 'number of ~ B
= \ ; ' ,(+t’9/), Cordova (+447), Dillingham' < Vtraffie " cases’ h}mdled during FY ig‘
[E T (+2967’) s Homer (+39%), Kenail (+35%), 80/81. Fairbankg reported a 6% [
. Palmer (+88%), Sitka ('?‘30%)‘, @' Tok increase - in. traific cases while S i% R
e (+2é'1/ ), Unalaska - (+65%) and - Ratchikan and Va ﬂdez reported  12% . Coh
T Wrangell (+372). Courts.freportingx - ‘and 16% decreases| in: traffic caseu‘// oL {‘
‘o o significant ' decreases dn  cases i ctivity respectively. Gl e B
o = disposed of during the year included :? \ S 2
: Barrow ("337) and Bethel ('27,4) ; Small Claims Cases E
&; . Traffi[c case workload accounted for o : N.;Statewide small Velaims = filings C) :
e " the bulk of 1ncreased activity in . !during FY 80/8L i\ creased by 2%.. 5 ;
5 - the: higher volume district courts. . ‘mhig figure is som=what misleading - L2
2 e Statewi\.de, i traffyic ~case activity ‘in that most courts reported- a B e
B - increaged by 364 in relation to poderate to signifidant decrease in. B
il 21979, \Non-traffic filings increased small . claims .= £41 ings. ', These S
E .~ by 7% statewide ~and non-traffic . "decreases were’ statl tically offset: - . i
disposi}'ions decreased . by . 2% py gignificant® inek eases in six . 7 1L ehi
" : statewiole. o Sl e A . courts: Cordova (+1942), D:Lllingham%,}k SRR Nt
| ; “ S (4268%), Junean (\K137), Palmer ¢ W
- Felony Cases , S ‘k‘i~§* ji o (+120%), Petersburg (+23%) and Sitka ° ¢ o
B , v = (+1507) N S T T N ? -
f -~ -Felony case filings increased 227’ [ B o e
* . statewide during FY 80/8l. Courts Other Civil Cases - R s
e reporting” significant increases in - - T o B A R )
b SO felony filings included Anchorage * © Other civil .case filings (civil =
. .




)
Joie ’ = o . ’

o damages, debts, contracts and notes) v ,
: 4 showed a 3% deécrease in filings in . s
ST P i compdrison to 1979.: This figure 1is 4 e ‘ :
S | also somewhat mislkading Ain  that 3 2
o most of the smaller\courts rnported ; : ‘
.+ significant increases\in other ecivil . S
ﬁ © case filings. Thesg filings were
3 statistically offset by decreases in
three larger courts: ' Anchorage (- - ‘ . E
'9%), Fairbanks, (-28%) and Homer (- - T i
27%) ) ";S ’ | . . . .

e

T, g : 3 8 N
e . - & . >

' Summary” e o s RN
The general composition of - high ‘ = =
volume district court caseloads dn [

 comparison with 1979 showed the ’ o .
following general changes. @Criminal S S : .

. matters represented 18.8% of the FY ‘ R ;

i 80/81 caseload as compared to 21.1% : o s

‘ of the 1979 caseload. Civil matters 2k K : e

st ' represented 10.4% in FY 80/81 and . : CEL o -

: : 13.5%42 in  1979. Traffic - cases ' S

represented 70.5% of the FY 80/8l - .
caseload in comparison with 65.4Z of >
the 1979 caseload. - Both criminal® ‘
. and  ecivil = matters  represented
.smaller- proportions of the FY 80/81
caseload due - to - the “dramatic -
: s - increase in fraffic case activity
. o (+36%) in FY 80/81. v o

5

In general FY 80/81 was marked by a =

signifiéant increase in h*gh ‘volume

district court . activity in criminal

and traffic’ matters, while civil P o

case  activity - has -remained - \ ,

. relatively constant- since 1979, - [

Felony = case filings and traffic =~ = =
matters accounted for the bulk of R I
the 26% increase in cas¢load dim: . L e
these courts. = o ¢ B B M) SRS L

R

v/
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DISTRICT COURTS

3

'1977 - E¥a80/81

Y

IS

R
: : S s
et LI L e S

COURT

1978

&

1979 °

'Y

.80/81% _

% INCREASE

1977
to

©1979-

] Anchorage

54,536

"63,846

, 1 to }
EY_R0/RIFY 8081 -

24

+ 28

Barrow

406

49.787
3524

304

+ 19

- 25,‘

Bethel

1,703

1,426

- 11

Cordova .

391

742

= 16

| Dillingham

280f;

r274

1,032

836

+174
+308 _

+ 39
+205 _

’ Fairbanks i

uﬁ;19 0;5

14,224

15,121

¢ =25

o+ 6

Glennallen

1, 487

" 1,169

1,307

+ 12

\««

Homer

2,163 |

2, 53&

+.50

_+ 34

Juneau.

10,204 |

14 414

3,388
16,687 |

+100

+ 16

‘

Kenal ™.

“5,873

5 725

15948 |-

+ 32

+ 39

I ketchike.i ||

3,563 |

3,594 |

3,713

| + 3

425

730

+125

Ikoasak | 2,668 | -2,730 | ~2,690| 3,182 | +17 | +16
' 324

f‘kotzeﬁue‘ if

¢
Nome

5957

683
L7

1,045 |

+ 50

+ 7 1
+ 36,

| Palﬁér° o

3,702

3,455

6,646

+ 60 |

+ 92

.'Petersbufg‘

440

" 513

602

o730

o+ 17

2,810

1,630

2,709

+ 66

| Sewakd

1,495

+ 41

,"Sitka'

Tok

1,585
462

330}

1 2,110.

1,164

+146,

By 253

~-Unélaska "

1200

322

600

41835,

4 86

1,298

1,218

S~ 60 i

o) —
.

’ Vaiééz,

Wfangeli

795

1,317

871

844

1,194

1)

+.50 |

TOTAL

112,979

114,582

108,603

136 758

+21 |

~_‘_*Traffic di.p031tions used as fildings.

EIY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUD!NG SERVICE AREAS

(o}

=.Q

El

1 First.

16, 663., 20,

24,306

Sdcond

1,016 |

,1:735“

T 74 4

s

s

J Third

| 75,400

Vo
192,662 .

+ 25

i e s

~Fourth -

| 21,494;

[18,015

- .20 |

<
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1‘,»//7
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. ///»
S-50

o

o " . :
_ DISTRICT COURTS
) COMPOSITION OF FILINGS
. i T = v oFY 80/81
< )) ;
CRIMlNAL CiviL L
T | oone | 85 | S | v | St | o | T
L - | DISPOS. ;
" |Anchorage | 636 |7,289. 1,537 {47,062 55393 |2,929 | 63,846
Barrow 53| 214 2 |° 12| 18 5 304
| Bethel 155 |" 701 | 97 | 209 160 14 | 1,426
Cordova 11 | 231 3 674 53 60 | 1,03
Dillingham| 36 | 445 | 17 | 120| 206 | 12 { 836
Fairbanks | 257 |2,634 | 632 [10,184| 930 | 484 | 15,121
Glennallen| 14 | 157 8 | Y934 181 13 | 1,307
Homer - 20 | 409 | ‘10 | 2,631 160° | 158 | 3,388
Juneau 98 |1,349 85 |13,807 | 1,071 | 277 | 16,687
Kenai 58 1,149 | 170 | 6,033 | 455 83 | 7,948
Ketchikan | 106 {1,357 92 | 1,912 :Eg; 64 | 3,713
Kodiak o | 134 902 7| 50 | 1,756 213 | 77 | 3,132
Kotzebue - 49 515 | 21 b4 100 ‘i“ 736
Nome 43 | 476 | 105 317 93| i1 | 1,045
Palmer 68 | 766 | 101 |-4,470| 9314 310 | 6,646
Petersburg| 19, | 250 | 2 264 59 8 602}
‘Seward’ 44 233 | 19 2,358 | 43| 12 2,709
| sitka 57 | 757 | 24 | 987| 245| 40 | 2,110
Tok (o150 87 | 17 a,017| 16| 12 | 1,164
Unalaska | 48 | 346 | 4 | 121 31| s2| 600
Valdez 23 | 194 4 696| 139 | 162 | G1,21§b
Wrangell | 12 | 285 8 | 715 10 "14;;fqi,i§4
TOTAL 1,956 ~zo,744f;§,038{f‘96,473~ 9;i4§q*4;;98“7136,75é
worTtota | 1.4% [ 15.22| 2.22 | 70.62| 7212 | 3.5% |100:0%
BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE AREAS
First ‘;‘295 3,998 241 17:?45 1,627 | 403 254366_'
Second o2 | 991 | 126 | 3er| 193] 12 |1,775|
Third 1,092 12,119 |1,923 |66,855] 6,805 | 3,868 [92,662]
[Fourn 480 |3,636 | 748\ |11,512{ 1,124 | 515 18,015

#




T R ek e ot e - e .
DISTRICT COURTS
~ DISPOSITIONS
1977 - FY 80/8L
, . % INCREASE
courr 11977 | 1978 | 1979 sorei |l | B2
| ST | ' FY 80/81 FY 80/81
Anchorage | 48,654 | 52,333 | 48,508 | 62,675 | +29 | + 29
|Barrov 5 202| © 332 | 340 229 | +13 | - 33
Bethel 1,646 1,629 | 1,186 | - 20 | - 27..
|cordova: 371 706 | 1,019 | +203 + 44
Dillingham 267 237 | 726 | +288 | +206
|Fizirbanks 18,830 | 13,670 | 13,667 | - 31 | -—-
Glennallen 1,529 | 1,141 1,275 | - +12.
|Homer 2,059 | 2,426 | 3,380 +59 | + 39
‘Juqeaﬁ 110,070 | 14,155 | 15,840 +.91 + 12
Akenai - 5,733 | 5,502 | 7,449 | +27 | + 35
Ketchikan 3,499 3,524 | 3,484 | —— -1
Kodiak | 2,526 2,777 | 2,651| 2,864 +13 | + 8
|Kotzebue | 266 344 560 624 | +135 | + 11
| 570 645 | 862 852 | +49 | - 1 .
o T 3,989 | 3,653 | 3,245 | 6,085| + 53 | + 88
Petersburg| = 335 421 | 467 571 + 70 | + 22
- 2,823| 2,812 | 1,643 2,645| - 6 | - 6
' 1,727| 1,562 | 1,434| 1,865 + 8 | +30
- ’ | 446 462 306 | 1,104| +148 | +261
N |nataska | 27| 14| am 451 +1570 | + 65
e [Vataez | 2,953] 1,340 | 1,279 1,158] -61 | - 9
s ’ Wrangell | 796|852 | 797 1,088 + 37'%&, + 37
] 1o‘§,1‘79v 111,651 | 105,356 | 130,237| +20 | + 24
Calendar ‘,';Yea-ry:sv 19’7#7-‘-197,9, \Fisﬂcai Yﬁéar‘ July 80 - June 81 ; =
i | BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE AREAS
First 16,404 | 20,377 | 22,848 + 56 | +12
seond |0 837 ose | 1,422| 1,476] +76 | + 4
e 705757 |.72,988 | 67,612 89,728 | + 27 N +33
Fourh - | 21,959|721,270 | 15,945| 16,184| - 26 | + 2




T P, T e R

El : i ' ’ ’ ' 1‘5

T G | : DISTRICT COURTS
o b N - o FILINGS « i

' NON-TRAFFIC - ; |
1977 - FY 80/81 : s

‘ ; FY %INCREASE N\ | 1.
courr |1977 | 1978 | 1979 (so/81 |1977 1979 | |

B B e e - B A

it i

B e e A _Ev 8a/a1 80/81

Anchorage | 16,224 |18,577 |17,383 | 16,785 + 3 | - 3 i |

a " |Barrow | 253 | 339 | - 396 | 292| +15 | -6

)

Bethel | 1,466 | 1,369 | 1,513 | 1,127 - 23 | -26 | |

Cordova | 209 | 260 256 358 | +71 | + 40 T
Dillingham| 184 | 250 | 266 | 716 | +289 | +169 [ = '

¢ |Fatrbanks | 4,714 | 4,386 | 4,592 | 4,937| + 5 | + 8

Glenmallen| 558 | ° 469 366 | 373 -33 | + 2

Homer _ 451-| 766 | 857 757 | +68 | - 12

{Juneau | 1,698 | 1,881 | 2,350 | 2,880
Kenai | 1,408 | 1,648 | 1,875 | . 1,915

70 |+ 23
36 | + 2

MERN E S L

|iketchikan | 1,465 | 1,374 | 1,432 | 1,801 +23 | +26
Kodiak | 1,692 | 1,528 | 1,474 | 1,376 | - 19 | - 7

) . o

b Kotzebue 326 | 424 7| 683 | - 686 | +112 | ——

Nome | - 386 | 401, 599 | 728| 489 | +20°
\ - lpalmer | 1,024 | 1,102 | 1,222 | 2,176 | +112 | + 79

Pret‘ersburg 1196 | 186 299 338 | +73 S+ 13
Seward’ 477 | 375 | 195 | . 351| -26 | +80
. o sitkg’ 1,115 680 783 S1,23 ) - | 443
K : fTok .} 245" 171 146\, 147} - 40 +. .6l

| s

; Unalaska | 31| 120 4 278 | 479 {41445 | + 72

L |vataez | 991 | c494 | 473 | se2| - 47 | 410

Wrangell |. 32001 368 | 340 | 419 r+'31f”  V+~2§ |
_ ToTAL . [35,431 [37,168 | 37,778 | 40,285 | + 14 | + 7 |

o — ——— s SRS
= Calendar years 1977-1979  Fiscal Year July 80 - June 81,
. . BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT IINCLUDING SERVICE AREAS = -

LRl

Rt | 4,794 | 4,489 | 5,204 | 6,561 | +37 | +26 |
second. | 710 | 825 | 1,282 | 1,414 | +99 | +10 |

o |mws 123,249 |25,589 |24,645 | 25,807 | +11 | + 5 |
S-52 | Foum . | 6,678 [ 6,265 | 6,647 | 6,503 | - 3 | - .2




" |Ketchikan

Q

: Calendar years 1977—1979 B

| Thig
=

T S

7

| DISTRICT COURTS

1 - DISPOSITIONS

©  NON-TRAFFIC
1977 - FY 80/81

COURT

1977

% INCREASE

1978 | 1979 | 1977 1979
- T |eors "

FY 80[8;7FY 80/8;

Anchorage

13,556

16,374 | 16,104 | 15,613 | +15 | - 3

Barrow

200

319 | 330 | 217| + 9 | -3

, BetheL

1,352

1,350} 1,439 887 | - 34 | -.38

Cordova

169

240°| 220 |  345[ +104 | + 57

Dillingham

166

237 | 229 | 606 | +265 | +165

Fairbanks :

4,337

4,201 | 4,038 | 3,483} -20 | - 14

Glennallen

527 |

511 | 338 3411 =35 |+ 1

Homer

f \ 330

662 | 749 | 749 +127 | ——

Juneau’

l 618~

1,747 | 2,091 | 2,033| +26 | - 3

Kenai

1,241 |

1,508 | 1,652 | 1,416 | +14 .| - 14

1,257

1,310 | -1,362 | 1,572| +25 | +15

Kodiak

1,550

1,575 | 1,435 | 1,108|.~- 2§ | - 23

Kotzebue

266

3| s560| - 580| +118 | + 4

‘Nomeg 

,259

455 690 | 535| +107 | - 22

Palmer

856

1,053 |, 1,012 | 1,615| + 89 60

{Petersburg

- 183

Seward;_.‘i’"i

L o421

377 | % 208|  287| -.32 | +38

Sitka

Q

847,

o
167 |. 253 |  /307| +68 | +21

4

oo

657 | | 722  878|

1+
o

29

- { Tok

218

122} 87 - 60 - 29

114 | T 230|  330| #1122 | <+ 43

Valdezr

Unalaska b

i o

517|454 . 462 =50 |+

Weangell

L rotaL

30,631

34,237 | 34,5314 33,764] +10 | - .2

TR P
B &

FiSLal Year July 80 = "June" 81

BY JUDIC!AL DISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE AREAS

W

4,226

o First

it Second

523[

4,230 | 4,721] 5,203 *+21 | + 8 |
798 |" 1,250| L,115[ 4112 | -11°

- 19,773)

23,168 | 22,631| 22,872| + 16| + 1

Fouri

 :6’1075 

6,041 | 5,929 4,674] - 23 | =21 |

Ly

@ . B Y

349 | 203 313). - 2 ;5,7¢ i

o

i8]

i

v,
v

&,

AXesso[5
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e et g
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 DISTRICT COURTS

. FILINGS"

" FELONY CASES \

. 1977 - FY 80/81

COURT

1977

1978

1979

FY
80/81

% INCREASE

1977

to
FY 80/81

1979
to. ]
FY 80/81|

Anchorage

576

499

636

+ 10

17

Barrow

33

27

19

==
:;:;”—’_/

4+ 61

14179

i

'.'Cordova

Bethel :

77 %

84

93

155

+101

+ 67

13

.30

11

| = 15‘

+ 38

: Dllllngham o

16

© 19

33

36

|

| 4125

‘Fairbanks

2223

174

1166

257

\+ 15

Glennallen

35

Co1s, ¢

13

Homer

41 v |

25

- 20

Junezau

17

72

=67

+46 |

Kenai

- 51

67

63

Ketchikan

77

9 .

103

Kodiak

= 84

85

152

o -12

Kotzebue ¥

.k s

34

ZSfQ? .

-+ 75

1 Nome

28

,4é R

CE

Palmer

73

43

:  87‘H

Petersburg|

',12 . )

12

Seward

.13

: -‘51‘,

. ?V

28

42

40

Tok = -

16'

‘;Uﬁaiéské

31

02

19

20

4

‘Valdez i

19

1

Wrangell k

k u3 o

16

22

12

4300

' TQTAL

1,559

1,604

11,956

+ 25

’Calendar Year 1977—1979

| e

Fiscal YeaivJuly 80 - uune 81'»n
BY JUDICIAL DISTHICT INCLUDING SEHVlCE AREAS o

‘~;i;1§7'

79292'; 

448

'Sgco;d S

ff75:¥M~}7f

92

Thied

A

| 990

léOQZi)V

+18

364 |

4+ 32+

Sty AN i S et

ety




b

. DISTRICTCOURTS |
COMPOSITION OF FELONY FILINGS

FY

80/81

1 COURT

VIOLENT

PROPERTY

FRAUD/
' FORGERY

DRUGS

OTHER

TOTAL

Anchorage

215

307

30

54,

30 .

636

Barrow

"2

13

53

: Bethel. »

84

50

155

‘] Coxdova

- 4;.

5

11

|Dillingham

17

Fairbanks

105

35

. 257

6

14

: Glénnallen

j Homer

6

20

" 46

o0

oo

98

Juneau -

Kenai

14

36

25

IN.

58

Ketéhikap

30

50

1

15

106

' KOdiak,

16

134

Kotzebue

Nome

“22‘
=13

20
20

w lo‘la;

o

e

49
43

| Palmer

31 |

30

68.

f:Pétgrsburg"

13 |

19

20

: Sewardv

: Sitka

25

© 20

44
¥ 57

Tok. -

5

R S T g

(PR B =T o

b,l15. 

Ry
sy

| tnalaska | 17

=)

| w

;'fvalde? 1”;

A

23

Wrahgell -

4 .

e

12

TOTAL o

‘ :90‘ 

182

151

% OF TOTAL | «

4%

5%

9

‘8%

1,956
“l100%

" BYJUDICIAL

DISTRICT!

NCLUDING SERVICE AREAS

| First

107 |

123

18

28

f‘29211i 

] Second

5

2

10

359

1 oa97 |

‘; 48 ;

Cg22

66

| Thid o

o Fourth'

222

150

'f 2i;;i

fﬁj47 :

1,092 -

480

Dowe e e e D s e a ey s a1 Cmeat oy Edn 2 3 5 RSP

R
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 DISTRICT COURTS
. FELONY CASES -
DISPOSITIONS

1977 - FY 80/81

Q

COURT + .

b

1977

1978

171979

| Fy
80/81-

% INCREASE ..

1977
to

FY_80/81l FY 80/81

Anchqfage

491

459

477,

418

1979
to

- 12

.23

34

11

24

Barrow

Bethel

66

70

77

‘96

+118

Coxrdova

11

23

9

Uillingham

13

14

27

26

Fairbanks

»193.

149

+ 5

/

~38. .

142
16

142
13

o

'Glennallen

{-Homer

10. -

- 62

23

16

+ 60

Y

'} Juneau

44

63

50

59

+ 18~

Kenai

26,

49

55

36

-35

i Ketchikan

75

64

78

+37

+ 32 .

n

81

124

4103

Th,

-9

Kodiak

: Kotzebue

48

78
28

- 20

| =56

 ff%0

+ 5

&

Nome

- 18

45

37

33 |

+ 83

ae= 11

‘ Palmer

63

38

64

46

=27

-28 }

' Petersburg

11

14

7

18 |

+ 647

4157

Seward

9’

<10

39

—
+333

+290

"Sitka .

25

31

29,

43

3

1+ 72

+ 48

{1 Tok

24

5

N 58

=t

V.14

40,

"

Valdez

Unalaska R

18

35

113

_,,

4

16

+1900

- =60

‘ 3¢23:

2 Wfangell',

13

20

ﬁ R

| + 40

© TOTAL

11,311

1,347

| 1,329

11,294

e

Calendar Year 1977-1979  Fiscal Year July 80 - June 81

BY JUDIC!A:;t DISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE AREAS

E

First.

185

- 184

2300

k Seﬁond .

Bl

160 |

66

73|

57

4k
-18

+25 |

Yo =

784

819,

T om

-7

- F’o'urm .

o301 |-

270 -

"8

+ 25,‘ //
+200 ;»/k

I

B

4




o

" DISTRICT COURTS : : |
- MISDEMEANOR CASES :
. FILINGS

~ 1977 - FY 80/81

) : oo % INCREASE
La FY 1977 | 1979
1978 1979 tgoze1 | ko | ko
| |¥Y 8o/eil ¥ 8o0/s

court | 1977

Anchorage | 9,128 | 9,330 17,234 | 7,289 | - 20 | + 2 S
o |Barrow | 209 | 263 | 347 | 214 [% 2 | -38 |

|Bethel | 1,170 | 1,051 1,136 |- 701 | - 40 ° | - 38
‘Cordova .| 133 175 | = 205 231 | + 74 + 13

|pillingham| 140 | 1737 173 | 445 | 4218 | +157
‘Fairbanks 3,058 2,503 | 2,577 .| 2,634 ; 14 o+ 2

s Glennallen| 250 | 196 | 135 | 157 | -37 | +16

Juneau 881 | 864 | 1,116 { 1,349 | +53 | + 21

« PN o] 1 ‘ - oo
‘Kenai- | 963 961 |- 1,095 1,149 | + 19 + 5 . b

Ketchikan | 1,107° | 876 | 942 ',1;357 + 23 + 44

Kodiak 1,218 =i 1,024 | 989 _ 902 |- 26 | -9
| Kotzebue ‘| “160 | 257 | 4s0 | - s1s +222 | +
| vome | 187 | 175 310 | 476 | 4155 | + .5
, = -
+

Palmer 640 | 596 | 497 | - 766 | + 19

Petersburg] 136 | 118 | 224 | 250 | + 84
Seward | 406 | 271 | 124 | 233 | - 35 | #114

o

‘Sitka 873 | 461 | s4s | 757|135 | +39

‘Tok, | 172 | 114 |° .86 87 | - 50 | + 1

xe Q
Unalaska | 29 | 100 220 | 34k |+1086 | +s0 | g
Valdez - 296 | 201 | 174 194 | =35 | +11 <
Wrangell | 147 | 227 | 194 | - 285 | +94 | 447 | D R
1. totaL - {21,578 [20,295 | 19,230 | 20,744 | - 4 | .+ 8 |
" Calendar years 1977-1979 Fiscal Year July 80 - June 81 el LT
BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING'SERVICE AREAS

Ll -

| Fime 13,144 | 2,546 3,021 |- 3,998 | +27 | +32

fsecons L omaze | az2 | 790 | - o991 | 186 | 25 | S

| cl13,478 |13,386 | 13,273 | 12,19 [ ~10 |+ 8 | 1 5
Fouth | 4,609 |.3,931 | 4,146 | 3,636 -21 | -12 [ 8737

3

: B

= 3

s pes.4

N “F
5 o frarip
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” . DISTRICT COURTS
MISDEMEANOR CASES
COMPOSITION OF FY FILINGS .
- 80/81 /v o
' NaRon| e | AL SIST- : s

] .courr | VIO [THEFH MEN- |SANCE gg:%s{ EE“% v_lcsk ngs “|oHeniTOTAL
|Anchorage | 939 11231| 1981116 | 381 | 182 | 182|2669| 391 | 7289
Barrow - | ss| 17| of 22| 2| s| of e9| a4l 214
Bethel | 164 |-%48]~30) 113|300 12| 1| 92]-132 701
Cordova | 31| 19| “ao| 17| 14| 3| o e7] a1] 23"
Dillingham| 99 | 14| 75124 2| 16| 1| s8] 56| 449
| Fairbanks | 244 | '362| 76| 201 271| 16 | ol ‘962| 403 2634
| Glennallen| 17 | 19| 43| 16| -1 o| o a7 14| 157
Homer 22| 19| 178| 32| 7| 3| o 105 39| 409
Juneau 137 | 114}-100] 169|206 16 | 1| 488! 218] 1349
Kenai o1 | 43| 333) 68| 17| 9| 2| 473| 113 1149
Ketchikan | 156 | 114] 98| 370| 14| 23| o 393] 189 | 1357
‘Rodiak | 89| 99| 171| 1ho| s2| 16| . of 228| 98 907
Kotzebue |129 | 47| 28| 86| 4| 20| " o| 56| 145]. 514

| 'Nome l119 | 43| 16|00 34| 7 o| 72| 85| 476

Palmer 70| e1{ 135 54| 5112 0 367 61 | 766
‘Petersburg| 20 | 19| 100| 31| 2| 3| o| 47| 28| 250

| Seward 30| 21| 27/ 38] of 1| of 69| 47 233

Sitka 84 | 96| 96 T03| 10| 23 | 15 222/ 108 | 757
Tok 23 | 11| 12] 10| o o o] 28| 3| a7 |
{'Unataska | 73| 15| 47f101| 7| 8] ‘o 7 5 18| 344
Valdez | 26 | 15| 36| 13] 10| 2| 1| 59| 32| 194

| wrangens | 22| 17| 92| 20| 6| 4| of 6| ss| 285
Totat D64l |2444 [1940 3043 11054 |381 | 21216716 (2313 po744|
woFToTAL | 132 (127 | 9% |15% |5% | 2% | 1z | 322 112 | 100%

BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE AREAS

| Firs 419 | 360 486 | 693 | 138 | 69 | 16]1215] 601 | 3098
fsecona  |248 | o0l 44186 | 38| 27| ‘o 128{ 230 | 901
T . 1488 1556 (1202 1728 | 496 |252.| 186 4221 | 900 K2119
Fourth 486 | 438| 118] 436 382 | 34| 10 11151? 582 { 3634

-
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~ MISDEMEANOR CASES
-DISPOSITIONS

1977 ~ FY 80/81

) ‘;:,

COURT

11977

1978

1979

80/81

% INCREASE

1977
" to

1979
to .
TY 80/81

Anchorage

7,973

5.872

FY 80/81

- 22

=26

Barrow

7.563
L 172

9,540
275

275

170

-1

.= 38

Bethel

1,108

1,058

1,135

629

~ 43

- 45

Cordbva

124

170 -

186

211

+ 70

+ 13

Dillingham

122

175 .

154

407

Fairbanks

2,794

2,490

2,365

2,178

+234

Glennallen| 272 222 | 137 | 153 | -4f | +12 |
Homer 220 370 427 ) 7381 | +73 | - 11
Juneau 833 | 80 | 1,018 | o974 | +17 | - 4
Kenai 916 | 973 | 1,002 | 990 | + 8 | - 1
Ketchikas 943 889 011 | 1,230 | + 30 | +35
Kodiak 1,133 | 1,019 | 1,008 | 780 | =31 | - 23
Kotzebue - 161 260 432 ?475 1 4195 + 10 |

134 |

265

302

431

+222

+

Nome

Palmer

621

565

477

673

+ 8

43
41

| Petersburgj.

130

117 -

190

238

+ 83

25

Seward

288 :

131

218

=39

Sitka

689

514

495

624

=9

|+ |+
(@)}
(o)}

26

Tok -

156

113

86

61

- 41

29

Unalaska

25

" 96

190

254

+916

34

o

- 47

'Valdez

Wrangell i

- 150

- 194
202

180

145

181
249

+
25
+

+ 66 |

38

- TOTAL -

18,967

20,655

19,219

17,379

-8

- 10

Calendar Years 1977-1979

"Fiscal‘Year JulykSOVf-June 81
BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING SEHVICE AREAS

First

2,582

2,79

3,315

T+ 21

| +19.

Second -

‘ 25745',
295

525

734

' f“-906

+207

+ 23

“Third

1,697

13,612

11,830

110,120 |

- 13

- 14

“Fourth -

4,230 |

3,936

3,861

- 28

-~ 921

0

DRy

S e e e

Sy

3,038

simgi e R Ay b L

S=59 .

B
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.
~
&
“x
i

T

Axessofry
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M | ~ DISTRICT COURTS
OTHER CRIMINAL CASES
EILINGS |
1977 - FY 80/8L B
' " % INCREASE

i COURT 1977 | 1978 1979 lgo/81 : 1337 1229}

FY 80/81| FY 80/81

N

Anchorage | 1,200 | 1,943 | 1,528 | 1,537 | +27 | + 1
Barrow | 3 | 7 7 2 | =33 | -7
Bethel 1| 46 104 90 97 | w11 | + 8

Cordova | 6 | 2| o 3| =50 | —=
Dillingham{ 3 3 1 17 | +467 |[+1600
Fairbanks | 328 386 | 253 | 632 | +93 | +150

Glennallen| 8 2 3 8 k—%4 +167

Homer 5 | 14 7 10 | +100 | +43

‘I Juneau 29 | 50 26 85 +4%4 ~$22?
Kenai ‘ 3 44 | 133 170 | +5567 | + 28 |

Ketchikan 51 | . 79 | 100 92. | +8 | - 8

Kodiak 91 | 168 |  100: 50 | -45 | - 50 | -

|Nome ¢ | 10 | 23} 20 105 +950° | +425 | .
| Palmer’ 35 51 22 | 101 |. +189 || +359 L |

Petersburg| 26 13 . 9 2| -2 78

i

£

? ;
perd

Seward | . 15 1| 1] 19 | +27 [+1800 j e

Sitka | 145 50 |, 75, 24 | =83 |:- 68 ~ ol

Unalaska | 0 1| 5| & | == ] =20

| valdez 81 6 6| 4.'_-89 - 33

0

Weangell | 32 | 41| o s0| 38 | +19 | - 24
tota {42,167 '| 3,039-| 2,461 | 3,038 | +40 | + 23

R

wfﬁi. Failuré5to-Sa£iéfy;>Prc§atidn‘Revocatidn, Tiaﬁéfeﬁ Céée, ete. .
~ BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE AREAS |

qfre 1 o3 | 233 | 60| 241 | -315 | - 7.}
Seond - ] 65 | 43 | 30| 126 | +94 | +320 |
Jmim ] 1,423 | 2,235 | 1,806 | 1,923 | +36 | + 6

s.60  LFet | wos | " s28 | 365 | 748 | +84 | +105
PR  vCa1en§ar'years 1977-1979 Eiscal“YeérnJuly 80 - Juné 8L

42 I s i o g g
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DISTRICT COURTS - |
SMALL CLAIMS CASES ?
FILINGS :
1977 - FY 80/81
SIS : % INCREASE |
it 1977 1978 1979 FY - 1977 1979
COURT . ~ |so/81 to | Tto
: FY 80/81] FY 80/81
A“°h°rage 2,691 | 3,940 | 4,851 |4,393 +63 | -~ 9 .
Barrow 7 42 23 | 18 +157 | - 22
| Bethel 134 117 178 | 160 +19 | - 10
| cozdova 33 27 18 53 + 61 | +194
- 5 . = 4 o R ‘
Dillingham| 25 " 53 56 | 206 . | +724 | +268 |
Fairbanks | 5077 | . 691 909 | 930 | +83 | + 2 j
| Glemnallen| 264 | 230 204 181 -26 | -11
Homer 75 175 | 192 | 160 +113.| - 17
Juneau 546 715 946 | 1,071 +96 | + 13
| xenai 312 488 503 | 455 +46 | - 10
Retchikan | 171 256 213 | 182 | % 6| -15
K°dj:a_k._.____ 0220 | t225 | 193 | 213 -3 +10
Kotzebue 47 | 108 164 100 +112 | - 39 .
Nome 152 147 202 | 93 | -39 | - 564
Palmer 224 326 423 | 931 +316 | +120
Petersburg| 22 37 | 48 59 .| “+168 + 23 C
Seward 38 47 62 43 +13 ] =-31 _ ;
. Sitka 49 101 08 | 2457 | +400 | +150 ]
! Tok: k9 | 5 28 16 #78 | - 43, @
g . 5 : ) . ' : o/
Unalaska ' 0 -0 0 31 e | e e
,"\.4-‘;" . . i - ~ ] 3 g", N
2 L s : 3
i T Valdez 457 154 151 | 139 - 70 <A
'v ,:‘ - 8 ] ‘ - RN »~‘li »C’l ‘
Wrangell |} 126 74 71 70 | ~ 44| /R
- ToTAL {6,089 7,958 | 9, 533 9,749 |+ 60 |
Calendar Years 1977-1979 Fiscal Year July 80 - June 81
5 BY JUDICIAL, DISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE AREAS :
L i “ -
(;:A?’ S , ; ’ v ‘ o
| Firse 914 | 1,183 | 1,376 |1,627 + 78
Second 199 | 255 |. 366 | 193 -3
| 14,319 |5,665 | 6,653 | 6,805 | + 58
| Fourn 657 | 855 | 1,138 |1,124 + 71
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By ol S C R &
; e e 5 e B o S et

N e | . ;  "DISTRICT COURTS
| : | SMALL CLAIMS CASES
DISPOSITIONS

1977 - FY 80/8L c Fed
‘ % INCREASE

e

COURT

Ty

1978

1979

Q

FY
80/81

FY 80/81

1977
to

1579
- to .

Anchorage

2,719

|, 44,376

6,674

B

+172. |

FY 80/81

+ 53

Barrow

37

~21

+950 -

- 43

1 Bethel

116

145

153

L +50

.+ 6 o 0

20

14

‘76

Cordova =

Dillingham

43

47

170

+590 | -

+639 |

Fairbanks

515

© 594

5 739

642

+°25

+443 . b
+262 :
0 I
- 13§

;"Glennallen

200

247

177

164

- 18

Homer

76

- 113

193

187

+146

Juneau

495

631

820

810

+ 64 |

Kenai -

246

360

. 410

324

+ 32

Ketchikan

143

- 239

228

183

+_28

Kodiak -

191

L 272

189

-199

+ 4

Kotzebue

14

98 |

84

- +500

Nome B

84

114

316

62

- %6

. Paimer

123

368,

294

690 -

461 -

Peéersburg

20

25-

48

+140

Seward - @

43

o 403"

/122°

- 49 |/

61

Y

' +259

'Sitka

Tok

49
9

5.

176
16

+ 78 ]

Unalaska

0

0

11

'
=

3

| Valdez *

395

186

144

:Wrahgell

114 -

166,

92

60

46

~ b4

- 60

OTAL

5,304

6,268

| 8,549

0,902

. +106

. Samnd 

\7Tmm’

Calendar Years 1977-1979

3 . ] /l P
Fiscal Year July 80 —/bune 81
~ BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE A:};E:‘As ;'\‘

l
/

Firsi

| se21

1,048 -

1,251

1,263

{ +54

98

151

414

146

iy

i+ 49

4,348

| 5,948

8,661

+131

Fourth

13,757

628

721 -

936

2]

+ 32

7

g

o i

e
e 4

R Bt S
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_DISTRICT CGURTS | "
| OTHER CIVIL CASES | f
H " FILINGS, ‘
“ 1977 - FY 80/8L |
| / % INCREASE
\ i | S B F 1977 1979
COURT . 1 1977 1978 | 1979 | 80/81 | ¢ to
. !‘; FY 80/81|FY 80/81
‘__Anchorage 2,620 | 2,865 | 3,225 | 2,929 +12 | - 9
,Barrow [ 1 0 0 / 5 +400 —-—
Bethel . | 39 13 | 16| 14 | -6 | =12
Cordova | 24 26 25 | 607 | +150 | +140
Dillingham 0 2 3 12 _— +300
| Fairbanks | 598 632 687 484 | -17 | - 28
£ -
s | Glennalle 21 26 11 13 | -38 | +18
| Homer 76 177 215°| 158 | +108 | - 27
Juneau 165 180 195 277 +50 | + 27
Képai ] 79 88 81 83 | + 5 |+ 2 |
Retchikan || 59 69 74 66 | + 8 | - 14
Kodiak ! 79 26 40 77 | -3 | +92
Kotzebue ‘;, 17 5 1 = - 9 —— ;
Nome || 9 1 | o200 11 | +22 | -45
Palmer || 52+| 86 193 310 | +496 | + 61
Petersburg * 0 6. 5 8 -~ + 60 ‘
‘Seward || 5 5 2| 13| +140 | +500
sitka_ |, 20 | 26 95 | 40| +100 | +60 | EUR
Tok 4 17 1 1 12, | 4200 | +1100 " o
b v B SN = R
+Unalaska § = - 0. 0 8] 52 ——— ——— IR
. T e . 41 i - @ . . . i [ l:
_Valdéz | | 158 114 |. 128 | 162 | + "3.| +27 3
Wrangiell w12 10 3.{ 14 + 17 | +367 |
TOTAL 4‘“038 4,371 | 4,950 | 4,798 | +39 | ~ 3
Civil Damage, ‘Admin. Review, General Civil. PR "'M %1
BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE AREAS b
Calendar Year 1977-1979 - Fiscal Year July 80 - June 81 ‘ ?‘%
it lose | 201 | 302 ] 403 | +57°| +33 S
Second lag | - 19 21| 12 - 34 |7 - 43
Third 3,3‘11‘4 1 3»,4'15 - 3,923 | -3,868 .| + 24 -1 J
- T = - - — - —— ; i \;
Fourth “642 | 646 704 | 535 | -20 | -27 | 8-63 B
L ”
edl i€
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DISTRICT QOURTS - £
~ OTHER ClVll. CASES ' ~
COMPOSITION OF FILINGS

" FY 80/81

CIviL
DAMAGE

DEBTS,
| CONTRACTS

~AND NOTES i

<'4"1

i
M

OTHER

TOTAL

‘Ketchikan

35

64

Kodiak

26

77

- IKotzebue

- { Nome 4 L1l
= ' | Palmer 18 70 222 310
kS | | Petersturg 2 6 T g

X

Seward

Sitka

10

ek ©

»\: Valdez o 9 15 Cqag ‘ g”ﬂlsé
: 'Wféugellz |- . 70 it 0. . }14;» i 14

- TOTAL - '

1,353

“'\\@;798:

)

% OF TGTAL

£

First 26 ”269 ‘;a 168 ~a’/ 403

) Anchorage 503, |° 2;039" 487 2,929 .
| Barrow . 1 2 2 .5 E
Beché? o .10 3 14| 3?&
’ Cordrgiva ‘i‘\‘ 2 F 9 49 60
Dillingham | | & 1 4 ° 7 12
‘Féinanks - ) 59 359 66 %34' .
(. G¥énna11én / -0 1 12 ° 13
Hl.;m/e; / %ﬂ ~ 12 138 158 i
- Jﬁﬂéau _ 18 b 216 43 277 S
3 gggal ; 12 52 19 | . 83




o

271 Wrangell

e
B

- |Anchorage

3 Tok. =

DISTRICT COURTS

@+ OTHER CIVIL CASES
DISPOSITIONS
1977 - FY 80/81 -

1979

FY
80/81

< %INCREASE

FY

1977 | 19
- to
80/81

to .

79

2,649

.+ 37

+ 21

_EY 80/8%15

Barrow

2°

Bethel

9

74

= 18

49

+188

Tcordova

Dillingham

4133

+200

Fairbanks

551

609

570

] Glennallen -

14

25

22

105

103

165

Homer

155

180

Juneau -

' Kenai

230

100 |

‘ Ketcﬁikan

| Kodialk’ ° . |

‘KotZEbue
B -

" Nome

W
W

Palmer

Petersburg

¥ Seward:

"Sitka‘v

'iyUnalaSka g

Q.

.25

Valdez |

111

132

108 |

121 |

12 |

I

Ry
g

-

11}

TGTAL

3,177

3,335

| 3,527

+ 32

T+ 19

41000 F

Calendar year  1977-1979  Fiscal Year July 80 - June 8L

N
]

A

© BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE AREAS
N ! V

AR I

. 295

JEist

‘JLSéCOﬂd ‘jiu

32 0|

10

254 |

972 |
19

9|

T

: 2;24i~ 

2,654

| 3,358

} Fourth )

590, |

622

1582

¢

AJessols)

£ bt i S5 Sy i ]



= —— R T | &
N DISTRICTCOURTS
‘ ) 'TRAFFIC CASES | . .
- ’ COMPOSITION OF DISPOSITIONS
. FY 80/81 -
SIGNS/ | .
. Ay REGIS- | “
CON- LICENSE - e :
COURT il o TROL by RESTRIC non | oTHER | ToTAL | yNRNOWN®
’ o TITLE ’ )
VICES -
Anchorage | 395712,829] 6244 | 5157 | 3888 | 8094 | 6881 47,062 . 12
Barrow e | i —— ] — 1) mae e '12* 11
; E Bethel | 19l 4 23] 15] 6| 13 20 299 199
: N . ' , T 7
Cordova - | 89| 59| “20| 14| 19| 67 21|/ 674" 385
| Dillingham| 4| 2| 3| 1| 3| 7| 9] 120 91
N ~ : . ‘ v 7 :
Fairbanks | 1943 | 2012| 1146| 518 | 1147| 993 | 2419 10,184} ~ 6
Glemnallen| 74| 519 7] 13 20| 29|, 270 934 245
- . T -
‘Homer 424 | 5350 - 25 39 115 141 | 234) 2631{. 1,118
PR |- Juneau 530 | 1274| 282 144 | 407 445 10,612 113,807 113
. i W ) - 2
Kenai 1236 | .1767| 116 11%, o 396| 591 | 251) 6,033] 1,564
’ : ” B 9. .
Ketchikan | 235! 449 = 33 69“, 84| 149 | 64 /i 912 829
. . ;\ B ’
Kodiak | 100| 218 87| 51y 84{ 124 78] 1, ,756| 1,014
Kotzebue | - 24 5| 1) 2| =] 1l a4 . 33
Nome I o5y 270 ws23] s lo27] 30’ 270 .317] 173
Palmer 394 | 2388] 206| 128 ﬁ 209 |, 328 | 108 4,470 709
. o . & — ‘.“'; 1 - e : )
- Petersburg 61 102f - 131 25 2 61 14| 131 264 85.
> Seward 165 781 21| 317 68 77 1- 209| 2,358 1,006
) Sitka 167) 163 90| 43| \121] 82| 35| 987} 286
{mox . { 2ss| 45 8] 6| 33 60| 127{1,017] 483
1 Unalaska 6l o .4l ol Vil o2le 8l 12d 91
Valdez 167 105} 21| - 18} 131} 39 681 696 . 247
Wrangell | 40| 720 5| 7 ~"h8 56 |- 411] c774 156
| ) ToTAL _ ]9,816|23,362 8,382/6,397 6, 696 11 341 21,623 96,473 18,856
Y ‘  %OF TOTAL | 107 247 9%' 7% | 7% | 122 | 222 100/ 9%
*Tickets counted ma ll able t0" J‘n computer-required lic se. search.
ok e a“f‘.xumcri’f Dls%[ ot INCLUDIN VICE AHE e £
Fit | 978 | 2060 | 423' 28@ f 546f,; 74611,135 17,74V\‘1;469.'_ ‘
Isecoia | 5| 20" 28 6| 291 300 28 361). 206
T L6 616 119,212] 6,754 | 5,564|4,834 | 9; 499 7,894 66,855 6,482
S-66 L 02,217 3,061 1,177| 539 1,187 1,066 2,564 11,512 ° 699




ot Sl e ; .

DISTRICT COURTS
TRAFFIC CASES
DISPOSITIONS

R SRR | 1877.~ FY 80/81

v % INCREASE

Y 1977 | 1979
80/81 to to

| : - FY 80/81 [FY 80/81

“counT “ | 1977 |-1978 | 1979

© ~ |Anchorage {35,098 | 35,959 | 32,404 |47,062 + 34 + 45
| Barrow 2 13 16| 12 | 4500 | +20 | #

Bethel 132 | 296 | 190 299 4| +127 +57 | o
Cordova. | = 167 131 | 486 674 +304 + 39

Dillingham| 21 30 8| 120 | 471 | +1400

‘Fairbanks |15,490 {14,629 | 9,632 10,184 | - 34 |. + 6 |- =

Glemnallem| 745 | 1,018 | - 803 | 934 | +25 | +16
| Homer . | 1,801 | 1,397 | 1,677 | 2,631 | +46 | + 57

Juneau © | 6,665 | 8,323 | 12,064 {13,807 | +107 | .+ 14 |

=

+ 57

. ' Kenai | 4,618 | 4,225 | - 3,850 | 6,033 | + 3
| Retchikan | 2,228 | 2,189 2,162 | 1,912 | #'=

v b

4 | - 12

Kodiak 976 | 1,202 | 1,216 1,756 | + 80 | + 44
e S T T S ) RPN EURS / d—— P SR

Kotzebue - 0 1 0" - 44 ———— -‘--:tQ | e e

Nome 12 190 | 172 317 | o+ 2| +s8af . LR

Palmer 03,133 | 2,600 {»24233 | 4,470 | + 43| +100 |
Sy e . ' ‘ . . o o : !

| Petersbure] 152 | 254 | 214|264 | 474 |  + 23

Seward | 2,402 | 2435 | 1,435| 2,358 | -2 |  + 64

Ry

+39 |

Sitka 880 | 905 | ¢ 7i2| 987 | +12 |

o

Tok - 228 | 291 184 [ 1,017 +346 | 4452 |

A,

Aaessop)

s | 0| 0| _w| | [ sins

[T - lvaldez | 2,023 | 823 | 825 696 | -"66| - 16

s
JRRPU

& »

. .| vrange11 475 |7 s03 |  s04| 775 1 +63 | 454 IR T D

3“*

%

b f roma |g7,548 | 77,414 | 70,825 | 96,473 | + 24 | o+ 36

e

Calendar year 1977-1979  Fiscal Year July 80 - June 81
BY JUDICIAL DISTRICT INCLUDING SERVICE AREAS

s

i g

T

Lr

Pt |10,400 | 12,174 | 15,656 | 17,745 | + 71 | +13 R
Second. | 312 | 191 172|361 | +16 | 4110 S ‘
T . |50,984 | 49,820 | 44,981 | 66,855 | + 31| +49 | :
{Fomm  |15,852 | 15,229 | 10,016 [11,512 | =27 | +:15 | §-67 . T

B e SIS

{ .
.
£

: e
T S

e ey 48wt v i e 1 veak

f

e
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*  DISTRICT COURTS
SUPPLEMENTAL STATISTICS

Seagr

Eod

COURT

ADGPTION -

*'HEARINGS

La A

W

 PASSPORTS .
- PROCESSED

CHILD |

" cORONER ©

. INFORMAL

 ADJUDICAT. _

PRESUMP, .

OEATH -
HAGS

INQUESTS

INVEST
*  DEATH:
. . Y

il
INVENTOR|

PROP, K

ORDERED -
AUTOPSY

AN

17

117

334

1 327

301

o

Anchérage4‘

Barrow

‘|Cordova St ‘?2
Dillingham | & 1 3 |
Fairbanks |
Glehnallen ” 3 R
Homer | 5 167 .

Juneau

Kenai - =

Ketchikan :

Kodiak

Kotzebue

Nome

Palmer}ﬁ

Petersburg |
purg y,

Syt
. 26" g "
- - ’ Y ,
lUnalaska | 35 8 . 5 =
|valdez | 3 so |0
Wranéellt 29 fo 19




‘DISTRICT COURTS
SUPPLEMENTAL ‘STATIQSTICS‘ B
| ) MARR‘IAGE | SEARCH WARRANTS - TBHS;ISELH VITAL STATISTICS
COURT COURT NO. NO.
procezoias | | FLL 00T negggﬁsu
Anchorage

, Barrow f 27 o 2

Bethel | 7 2 4 0

|Coxrdova -

{Fairbanks 66
Glennallen 5 56
Homer 26
Juneau L 8 62
Kenai
Ketchikan

'Kodiak ‘ : - TR

o Kot;;;ue N " -
Nome 28 835 "
Palmer 7 3 ] 142
Petersburg | 7 1. | o101
Sewai;d 2 4 2 15

“lsitka 22 4| 29 | 514

|rok 1 5 2 |

[Unalaska - 12 | 6 26 g
Valdez g 12 21, | 191

frangens |

i
i

i

F]

H

s
R
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" LOW VOLUME' DISTRICT COURTS CASELOAD

Iy 80/81 . accounted for all of the dincrease,

‘The first district reported a 1.3% |

8 G,* ol | » : decrease in traffic matters and. the
e As With the high volume district second district reported a minor

* courtss FY 80/81 brought a signi- increase in traffic matters. o
. flcapt increase in reported case- o R ‘ e
__loads “in  low - volume  distriet . Civil Cases i

courts. Statewide filings in lower T B R N T

volume district courts increased by As ' with traffic” matters, civil- = i
L 23% in comparison to 1979. 'Specific filings varied considerably among . | !
b, increases by judicial distrdet the gistricts.  For the four DN i
| iﬁggded flrst = (+192),  second  gygericts as a whole, civil filings =+ |
i 1 ()ﬁ thiﬁd (+17%) and fourth = jpcreased 7.4%. The first district R
-4nc 111 ng  the B;rrow and Bethel - showed 'a 19% increase, the second =+ = i
-service areas (+29.5%). Disposi- district showed a minor increase and L
ations Increased statewide by 167 in the third district reported a 72% : .
comparison with 1979, ‘ i{ncrease. = Fourth district courts

SRR reported a 31% decrease in civil 4 .
, Increased traffic voligie accounted filings. ‘ : : RN T
for the bulk of the increase in the =~ . - R B UL TR AT
' 'third and fourth districts.  The gypmary = R e i
first district showed increases in < T———— e B R = ?
,felony, misdemeanor and civil cases Workload 1in low - volume district ' o
~ filed,  The second district showed courts increased significantly in . e ‘w
ER an  dncrease: im felony | and -eivil all four judicial districts during = :
2 *filings'y N R .. FY 80/8l. As indicated above, the
: - : e . specific case types that  accounted oo
; o - for this increased workload varied = = -
' i o R from district to district, with °
‘ f,Reported felony case . filings = ¢raffic being the prime cause in the

- increased by 200% and 250/ in the ~ third and fourth districts. Non— ~
v first and second districts respec-. = graffic cases = accounted for the . <
w. ~ tively. . The third and fourth — ynoreages in the first and second o S
. . districts reported 34% and 367 districts. k o ‘ o BRI
k= - decreases respectively.  Statewide * S e e e KRS
. filings in lower volume district L e e L e 2R
~ courts were identical to 1979. - T : i o oy

o ;Felony Cases

e b st it b s

- Misdemeanor Cases

~Misdemeanor filings for the fourth — \ e T R e S
. districts as a whole increased by 4% R b R S x e T
" over 1979,  The first -district SN

reported a 27 5% increase in filings

. while the seqond, ‘third and fourth
i districts reported 1.5%, 19.6% and
O 1.‘,9_% deere‘ases respecti-vely—eg,

Traffic Cases 0

EE RS R W AN

(e

%“ﬁ
P -

; Traffic cases handled in all four I R D e

‘ districts increased 60% . over 1979. TR S e SO
-7 Increases of 57%  in  the ‘third - R SO
¢ . district and 95% in the fourth ' o

L a
3

i e R s 3 g

G e e D e T e e TR R T L e e g
B S T g B e e | ~
| t O. o {” - ° 2z
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~ LOW VOLUME DISTRICT COURTS

.
N -

ry so/s1  FILINGS

~ JUDICIAL

DISTRICT .|
(INCL. SERVICE |

FELONY

" MISDE-
| MEANOR

#

" TRAFFIC

%

eviL

TOTAL

AREAS)

~ First

_,‘24-‘ :

477 .

232

T
0

148

881

: Second

132

i

: 153. ,

Third

N {J’.

180

206

117

509

Fourth"

- ¢

28

405

788

121

1,342

TOTAL

65

1,194

1,232

394

2,885

| %oFToTAL

: ’;szlv ; ‘

o ag

R

g |

wz |

100%

£

| .'*i"’fa‘ffic faiSpbsiﬁidnS also VVus‘ed ask filings.r‘ ' 7

oy

LOW VOLUME DISTRICT COURTS
A DISPOSITIONS

JUDICIAL ,
- DISTRICT
(INCL. SERVICE

AREAS) - -

. FELONY -

MISDE-
' MEANOR

L]

TRAFFIC

CCIVIL

 TOTAL

~_First

T

409

o232

143

798

Second

120

136

. Third

126

206

429

Fourth

1 =3is

e 788

70

1,192 o

TOTAL

7970

1,232

312

2,555

g

 %OFTOTAL |

:  2% ’

= 38%

48%

- 12%

1007

e b et e Bk
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i

Axessopy
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DISTRICT COURTS
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT
FY 80/81 FILINGS

‘;' e L Ll MISDE- | . . =
g = COURT | FELONY | weanop |/TRAFFIC CIvIL TOTAL

o , i * S

, I ‘ , oL
Crag  © 6 121 | 96 6 229 e .

t o g3 Boyd i !

o Tooa : o

e Hoonah  *~ 7 113 I 120 [ Tl

- ’ Kake N B A 20 , 0 6 | 27 g R

Haines 8 | 132 | 122 61 3231 4

LR .

Angaon 1| 10 | o RSl -

Skagway 1 24 9 T 73 107 |

- L f ‘ ?akvutat" 0 57 °5 0 62

NATOTAL 24

& il

477 232 148 ss1 | A

o | %OFTOTAL | 37 °| 547 267 | 7% w0z - o
*Trar'ffic dispositions also used as filings. ' J Tl

e S DISTRICT COURTS

oo e S FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT

Voo - R DISPOSITIONS *

\ i — S

\ S | . B

iy | MISDE-

A ﬂcou.blnr‘ 'FELONY: | yeanor | TRAFFIC | civiL | oTAL

Craig c 6| 120 | 96 | - 4 | 226 '}

Voo ] oo 37 o | o 79

'y -Kéke" 1 - 19//‘" 0 B 8 218 e

0 . i

1

L . 7 , ‘ T » - S .
\ ! ,\knsoon -0 70 o | 1. 8}

m N b PERE R RS RN
T V5 sk o [ g 27 | 9 | 82 | 118

;o fEaimes’ T 4 11 | 122 | 48 | 28s.

N

Yatst | 0 b9 5 o | 54

I ToTAL 14 | 409 | 2327 143 | 798

] | woFtotaL | 2z 1 51z | 292 .| 18z |- 100%
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e ;

;;, T {  DISTRICT COURTS

I - SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT
- FY 80/81L  FILINGS

:
|

\“ o ' - .
. v V1 mISDE- 1
. COURT FELONY| | meaNoR | TRAFFIC, | CIVIL

B fﬁBuCkland ' 0 \\\ L

o

Gambell ' 5 7

0 iy
o Kiana

¥

| 0.
Pt. Hope

W19/
"} Noorvick ‘ \\ ' 3//

kY

Vo6

" &'l Sarqonga

Selawik | 62

" Teller ! 0

i it
- ‘\\ i
Unalakleet \1.42

olovjolo|o|olo| oo
—

‘Wales )‘!‘{' 0

e

TOTAL 132 6

NN OIMIOIO|O | Olw] OO

Tser |

Ui
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*Traffic dispositions af/lso\\used as filings. ~
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-+ 4 DISTRICT COURTS |
SECOND JUDI(?'AL DISTRICT
: i DlSP(_'\?SlTIONS .

e
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/
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coURT | FELOny | JMIOEL v,\\TRAFFIC aviL

tatal

Buckland = *

Gambel)

o 1

Kiana ...

.7H olo

Pt, Hope

Noorvicls °

i
s

Saroonga

Selawik

60 | . D
~ Teller )

e \
Unalakleet 36 ° ~ «6\

Wales'

oo jw jo o jololw o] oo
=N

o o |c

slov o lolojo|mir]olo
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DISTRICT

COURTS

" THIRD. JUDICIAL DISTRICT.

- /FY 80/81. FILINGS ..~

i

: ]

' COURT

FELONY

. MISDE-
MEANOR

TRAFFIC
* f=}

Cold Bay::

e

29 .

0

Naknek

54

. 103

Sand Point

6

. Seldovia

51

113

;St. Paul Istand

16

Whittier

99

© 88

225

ToTAL . |

180 .

206

117

509

%.OF TOTAL

&

17

o

35%.

417

]

o 237

100%

 *Traffic dispositions also used as filings.

o DISTRICT COURTS ’
- THIRD,JUDICIAL DISTRICT
DISPOSITIONS

RN

- COURT

- FELONY

- MISDE-
| meanor

| TRAFFIC

TOTAL

Cold Bay

T2,

25

Naknek.

. Sand Poing

N
iy

19

g it

| setaovia 1 31 | 51 5 . 88

'SL,Pgui Istand ;

PR

1

Whittier

87

. 217

TOTAL -

%OF TGTAL |

206 |
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. "DISTRICT COURTS ,
FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
. FY'80/81  FILINGS

[ 1 MmISDE- Ll
 COURT FELONY | meanoR | TRAFFIC | civiL TOTAL |

o Co L% b - ‘ i

TS Ft Yukon | ‘ 3 S ‘ ‘ ‘ ;

— 3;: 21 - ,23 9 56
RS - T I R ' R N B A S IRt

way | 2| 43| 10| 2 217 | SUR

Neana |3 | 48 | 349 25 | 423 | A

Deltadet] 8. | 79 |. 234 | 61} 382

R .
= Ir

Tana | 12 o | 2| 25 R R SO

SToTaL |19 |- ) 250 788

e

%OF\TOTAL ) M ‘;’ 2% T l:f‘. 217; 68%’ ,97":, B 100% : L ’ : o . ; 3

S

. *Traffic dispositicns.also used as filings.
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.. DISTRICT COURTS - L |
" FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT | : , R
- ‘DisPosiTioNS - | o

SR - ) mispEe | N | LT g
~ .COURT FELONY | weanor |“TRAFFi! | civiL | ~7OTAL ' ‘ el

3 b Reveken 2 ] 23 23 1| ez
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i

o
w
0
]
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R

Jomeaa ] 1 | 36| 39 14| 400
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§
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' BETHEL SERVICE AREA
FY 80/81 FILINGS ‘

R

]
Vg !

" MISDE- oL
_MEANOR | TRAFFIC ")
e

gy i

COURT FELONY

TOTAL

86

aigk | g 99 0 8

- Emmonak ‘ ’ op 26 . ‘;’O‘ ‘ Q.

26 1

N—

=)

: 'quper Bay

o |+, o

Kasigluk

22 | oF o
o o | o

23

MeGrath | o 23 | o 0

23

T

R CH

“Mn'Viii;ge‘_‘ 0 | ‘9> 0 14

»QMekoryL!‘ka : ‘0 " _,2‘ _ O» ‘ 0

(J'l 5
793

St. Marys R T I ‘0 v o | .0

.Tunungk N 0 1- i 0 0
_TOTALS, -

i

9 | 155 |- .o | . 20

184"

worTotaL | 5% | 84z | - |  11Z

] o |
"+ 100%

*Traffic ‘disvposi.t'ions ‘also ‘used as filings. )
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 BETHEL SERVICE AREA
DISPOSITIONS

CQURT | FELONY | JRDE- | TRAEFIC

civiL

Aniak 70

20

Emmonak

1 Hooper Bay

olo o lw

" Kasigluk 0

SE

ol|lo o e {-

0

0

| 0

u | oo

o oy
0

‘McGrath 0

<

: ‘Mekoh/uk

Mt Village

St Marys

Tununak

oo jo jor
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DISTRICT COURTS

'SUPPLEMENTAL 5TA . v
= l/'/r{/ .
"SEARCH WARRANTS - ; VITAL. STATISTICS
MARRIAGE ' : ‘
COURT R ‘ No. NO.
. HELPED tUpee. g
, PROCEEDINGS - {™ FILL OUT RECORDED | |
Angoon 3 1 6 : 4
pik |1 22 | 24
Buckland: " B .

. |Cold Bay 2, 1 6 | 53
Delta Jct ) 7 4 10 0 b
Craig : 2 .3 4 10 =
Haines 3 3 A %48
Emmonak ' o

| FL, Yukon 18-
| Gateria ‘
. }Gambsll . .
| Healy 6 15 1
“Ioonah 7 )
.Hooper Bay 9 3
Kaks L 3
| Kasiglik oo
| Kiana T _
| MeGrath Y DRI :
l‘«'nekbryuk . ’\*\’ r : g 5 o I
I Mt villags o 23
| Haknek- ~ 1 7 11
Nenana & 5 2 31/
Noorvick : ‘ v
fPelican . | ;//
Pt. Hops ! 2 - f
Rampart I
Sand Point - -, // :
- .. |Savoonga 2 /3
I T
Seldovia. B 15 714
Skagway 2 12 |- 18
Ist. Mary's RN ‘
St. Paul Island :
franama oo 1 8
T = .
Tununak: - ! ‘ . e
' Junataktest o] '3 31 |39

{Wai wiright - '
{wates. L : - e
Twhittler 1 o A 1.
yakutat. ' : i 14" M 1

;
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" DISTRICT COURTS
SUPPLEMENTAL STATISTICS

COURT

CHILD

CORONER

INFORMAL
ADJUDICAT.

INVEST
DEATH. -

-Angoon

1

“Aniak.

=

Buckland

o

Told Bay

O

Delta Jct
Graig

Haines

Emmonak

Ft. Yukon

Galena

Gambelt

16

65

Hooper Bay

14

Kake

D

Kasigluk

Kiana

McGrath <

Mekoryuk

tat. Village.

Naknek

28

| Nenana

19

Noorvick

Pelican f

Pt. Hope

Rampart

Sand Paint

Savoonga

Selawik

Seldovia

Skagway

St: Mary's

St. Paul Island -~

Tanang

Teller
Tununafc

Unalakleet

o

: Wéinwrignt
Wales

Whittier -

18

Yakutat

SR
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.

¥ el

Tano




R S TR TN ) .
et G Kt

I N i v st

H

i

H i

H
N b :

. i i

1 : :
- ¢ |
» i

| i
3
i i
{
’ it
. T
<
5
iy i
@t
o
©
-
N
i
«




SRR AT ST <l 0 RIS

.




s
@ 3

1
o i

W

B : . ,' L.::.‘ s 4 .
Sa ﬁGLOSSARY-QF'IERMS: e

~declaration, enforcement,
“tection of ‘a Tight; the redress or
. 'ment of a public offense, ‘or..a
- of : Children's" Procedure. Actions
. ,kare categorized into the foLlowing‘
b typeS'v _:_‘,._~ PR pg.'-o-

”‘civil*"

~_,gAdministrative Review\f S
' Civil Damage (tort)

" Domestic Affairs .
General Civil Mattors SRS
Small Claims : _ ‘
'Other (eeges unlawfull"

detainer) ‘ c :

,_l'g_\g'hﬁ;ihfl Criminal e ”/fif
~,,;Misdemeanor LR e
‘Other: (e.g.,'failure//<.1, L
to satisfy) o/

Other 1/.7iff":

fTraffic "jh‘i’i
Probate = .-
.~ Children's Matters ' .

LS et
oY

h?by a regulatory agency.vlf;

hlff,&APPEAL Request made to a’ higher'

~lower - court in order ‘tof
o mistakes or inJustice.cf L

//

1is appointed

’y:ACTION Judicial proceeding in whichfv,
_one party prosecutes another for.the. . . .
or pro= . ASSIGNMENT
~ ' prevention’ 6f a wrong; the . punish~-

cproceeaing brcught under the ‘Rules
‘.BAIL

”,CALENDAR“SYSTEM'

[/

Py

Security

counsel if necessary
~eand may be permitted to plead to the,f
'»charges.,

subsequent appearance in court of a

 prisoner in order ‘to

 ADMINTSTRATIVE REVIEW An appeal to
‘,gge“Superlor Court of . decisions made

: court to review; the actions of a

.. ’process g
correctcﬁ

fcontinuance).“n

: combines
~T-ca1endar systems.
. may employ a specral calendar sfor |
_otions for <o

“}“ABEAEEHEEEE FirSt aPPearance beforeﬂf“
'@ court in which the defendant is

“‘finformed of the charges against him:Q'fo‘children s mattens and~

The ~ system can

: Individual A system in which“
o each case is assigned upon" filing to
ea judge who 1is’ responsible for -all -
* - phases of§>the case- through final"
: ,disposition. i AT N an

2. Master (Central) A system of‘°,ch“h ;
‘central . assignment of - cases during
- all phases of proceedlngs.
T’successive phase “of . the
“ready for ‘a hearing,
trial,
. - point topthe,next available “judge.

conference ‘or
“the case is assigned at that

LB

3._ _pgclal “;A'

(e.g., :

4.%, Hybrid
’ features‘f' ‘of «

'_b._

- obtain - his«
: release from imprisonment. e :

i",'CALENDAR Schedule of cases awaiting‘
"%hearing, conference or trial.~ :

~As each . .
‘case “'is -

=g

“of legalf

k ‘Designation w[ofr'wa, s
department! or a judge to presidef,
iover one or all phases of a.case. ..

given ~ for - ‘the g

‘ iiSystem‘ used for
.. assigning and Scheduling of . court
' ' appearances.

’ ‘be one
' of the following types N

system wherebyﬁ~f“

k ~~Judges are a581gned to pre ide ‘over.
;g'cases 1n ‘specific areas’ b
- practice (e.g.,’children s matters)}'l»__
S o specific ‘phases of the: Judicial”f'l

: n'motions - for |-

system which_g,="i?
variousl
"One such system




// continuance while using a master CASE BACKIOG Total inveatory of

7 ‘calendar for all other cases. - active cases.
CALENDARTNG  Assigning and sched~ gy  PROCESSING _SYSTEM ~ System
>uling of court appearances- : employed by a court to- move’ cases
o from filing to disposition. A well
e . . s ‘ ' managed casé processing system would
CASE Any action or special include the following elements:
proceeding dinitiated = through - the i L
filing of a complaint, petition, . , - A EL
‘indictment or information. : Cases = 1. A calendér system (eeg.,
.are classified according t:o their master, individual ete.);

status as follows :

e ' A 2, Consistently applied policies
' governing the processing of cases,

L 1. Open. Any case in which final  gogpecially a policy on continuances _ S
P disposition has mnot taken place. .and court participation in encour— g
Open cases include those cases which aging settlement prior to trial; L S
are: . i ‘ S A
e o ‘ | o : Lo 3. Clearly defined responsi~- g
St a. Active. ~ There has mot 4344965 for judicial, clerical and 4 ,
: ‘ been an. unreasonable time since the ‘ administrative personnel of the TR
last phase of the case has been ‘court, P ‘ : T e
completed and the next phase of the , c : : - E 3
case is subject to calendaring. 4, oystem performance _and time e
B b_.»v,Inacti.ve. There is some , "standards for processing cases; "and ‘ _u_,,,,
reason which prevents the next phase '5, Monitoring ) and evaluation i I
of the case. from being - scheduled. « - procedures. L ol
The most common reason is failure to R o : , : e
serve asyarrant or summons.. . CHILDREN'S PROCEEDINGS  Proceedings i -
brought pursuant to AS 47.10 and the
2. Closed. ~Any case in which ‘Ruleg oprhildx:en's Procedure. Such !
final d’Lsposition has taken place. proceedings include: . : ;g
- This dincludes those d1nactive cases . , - S -
(e.g., warrant not served) which are 1. Detention Inquiry.  In-court o
closed due to prolonged inactivity proceeding to determine whether a g
but SUleeCt - to .subsequent court child should be detained or placed ' § .
"actionz : : A ' in a foster home or shelter pending = ’
R ‘ - further- proceedings. May resemble a . sl
3. 7_R_e2p_§r_1e_d.. Any case previously - contested hearing to- review bail in Lg
: closed that is reinstituted as an adult criminal case. : L —
‘active' case,  ‘This type of case : o
‘inclu’ies : appeals, /. probation e 2. ﬂjudication Heering. - In= vi
revocations, = failures to satisfy “court proceeding to determine the = v
" ~ judgments and cases’ closed due to issue of delinquency, dependence or S
L 'prolanged inactivitv (e.g., warrant L4 of aidi ' May involve an g‘m
' - unserved) but mewly subject to - admission by the party, in which e
<active court  processing = (e.g., case the hearing will resemble an
warrant finally served). : i  arraignment and ‘takipg of guilty . accssss
' [,;/’ g " 8 HREIE : 'plea in adult criminal matters, or . ;ﬂ

o = . el R , ‘may  be contested, ‘4{n which case it :
e e will resemble a trial. g

3\484
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 proceeding to
: there 1s probable cause to believe a
. child. committed an Yact which, if

3. ‘Disposition\Hearing. In-court
proceeding to {etermine the place-
ment of a chilm\found to. be delin-

~quent, dependent or in need of

aid. Resembles dontested sentencing
hearing in adult ¢riminal cases.

4. Waiver ‘Hearing.
determine

whether

committed by an adul¥ would be a

.crime and whether the child is
If order is

amenable to treatment.
entered waiving children's proce-
dure, the children's case is closed

. and the child may be prosecuted .as
an adult.

W

CHILDREN'S MATTER ISSUE The nature

of the action placed before the

court. Issues are defined as:

1. Delinquency. A child is de-

“termined delinquent who commits an

act “that would be a crime were ‘he or
she an adult. ‘

2;, Degendenc& 'A child is depend-
ent upon the State 1f he or she is:
f: aa‘»Abandoned;'

b. Lacks ‘parental

‘ proper
care;’ -

'~ ce Assoclates with vagrant,

e vicious.or‘CIiminal‘people; ‘

idé: Engaeeselin. an.. occupation

or in a situation dangerous to life .
or limb or ‘injurious to health,
morals or welfare of himself or
. others; .- : ~ '

e

Is an orphan who has no

. ;relatives willing and able to assume
g 'custody or care,,g

5-85

In-court

]

“untoward

f. Has been vreleased by his
parents or guardian for adoptive
purposes; and

g+ Is in need of special care

or training not otherwise provided.

3. Cuild in Need of Ald This is
.a child: ‘ e

W
5
)

a. Being habitually absent

from his home or refusing to accept .

available care, or having no parent,
guardian, custodian or relative
caring or willing to care for him,
including physical abandonment by:

~ both parents,

- the surviving parent, or

i

- one parent if the other-

parent's rights and responsibilitiea
have .been terminated or voluntaridy

y relinqished., R o o

W~ b. Being in «need of medical
treatment: to cure, alleviate, or

prevent - his suffering substantial.

physical harm or mental harm as evi-

- denced by failure to thrive, severe

anxiety, depression, withdrawal or
d aggressive
hostility towards others, and "his
parents are unwilling to provide the

medical treatment,

Co Having o suffered sub-

"'\stantial physical harm or if there
"~ isan imminent and substantial risk
~that the child will suffer such harm

“as a result of the’ actions done by

" or conditions created by his  parent,
guardian or custodian or the failure
of his parent, guardian or custodian

adequately to supervise him,

d. : Having' ‘been
abused © either by his' parent,
.guardian or  custodian,. or .as a

'r?sult of conditions created “by: his
‘parent, guardian or. custodian, or by

behavior or

sexually

RIS,
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N

. prove the fact,
. prosecution may be instituted.

. proceeding to - a

i

d
the failure of his parent, guardian
or custodian adequately to supervise

him; or

e. Committing delinquent acts
as ‘a result of pressure, guidance or
approval from his parents, guardian
or custodian.

[»]

COMPLAINT In c¢ivil practice, the

complaint is the first pleading on

of the plaintiff. In
complaint is a

the part
criminal law, a

‘charge that a person has committed a

specified offense, with an offer to

CONTINUANCE Postponement of a court
later. date or
session of court.

COURT OF APPEALS An appellate court

. to process appeals of criminal cases.

originating in ‘the Superior Courts
and District Courts. Appeals from
the Court of Appeals. go.. to -the
Supreme  Court which, at its
discretion, may refuse to hear ‘the
appeal.

DEFAULT JﬁbGMENT A judgment againét

- the side failing to take, a required
~step in a lawsult, e.g., failing toc -

answer a complaint.

DEFERRED PROSECUTION Referral of a

defendant for education, rehabilita-
tion or treatment ~during which

criminal proceeéings -are suspendedv
by the prosecutor.u

-v_:m ‘3:;\ ) . .
Determination of a

DISPOSITION of
settle-

case, whether by dismissal,
ment, verdict or finding.
f“
DOCKET Listing in some form (e.ge,
ledger,

to the end that a _,

cards™or microfilm) of allv

B

S-86

3
#

actions - taken and all documents
filed in a particular case. The
purposes of the docket are: .

1. To provide a ' chronological
synopsis of each case in order to
minimize reference ‘to the official
case file, ‘

2! To provide an inventoryecf all
documents that should be contained
in the official case file; and

3. To gather information for
statistical 'purposes. '

DOMESTIC RELATIONS

laws dealing with the family includ-
ing divorce, dissolution of mar-
riage, reciprocal support, change of
name, etc.

1
i
i3

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE Behavior defined

-as crimes

in AS 11.41: homicide,
and reckless endangerment,
custodial inter-~

assault,
kidnapping and
ference, sexual
robbery, extortion and coercion.
The  activity  must be  between
spouses, former spouses or -members
of a social unit living in the same
household.,

ELECTRONIC COURT - REPORTING The

taking of the record of courtroom .

proceedings by means of electronic
recording devices. §

A

 EXCLUSIONARY RULE A rule providing
that illegally gathered evidence may
not be used in a criminal trial. ¢

C
o

FELONY A criminal offense for which

“the minimum penalty upon conviction

may be : one year's imprisonwent. ,
Felonie®' aré grouped into ; the
following: categcries. R ﬁ'

l?

1. Violent crimes against persons,‘

b
i

Cases involving

offenses, and-

2




2 Y ) b4 h’ i N
Z. Property crimes; | , 3. Receiving and concealing,

3. Drug crimes; retention or lost property; and
| 4. All arsons, burnings to defraud

4, :
Check forgery; insurer, malicious destruction of

BT ‘ property (not included under
' -5. Fraud crimes, and y "violent" because not agalnst
& ' K persons).

#™ 6. "Other" crimes.

“Fraud and Forgery or
Check and Fraud

Robbery is considered - a special
category of its own, for it contains
elements of both "violence"” and
"property"” crimes, and has unique
" conviction and sentencing patterns
(adapted from Appendis II,
Sentencing in  Alaska, Judicial
Council [1975]). Each category con-
tains the . following individual

crimes: . -3. Obtaining property or money
' under false pretenses;

l. Check forgeries, attempts and
passing forged - checks;  altering
checks 'and passing altered checks;

2, Issuing checks without
sufficient funds;

Violent 7
. 'for t; and
1. All homicides (murders, man- 4, All forms of embezzlement; an

slaughter’-and negligent homicide);- 5. All other forgeries, false

statements and fraudulent use of

2. All assaults (shooting with credit cards.

intent to* kill; assault with a
dangerous.  ‘weapon; assault and

Dru 5
battery; assault with intent to rob,
rape, etc.); 1. ALl "soft” drug charges (hallu— /V

3' All "weapons chargesv(felon in drugs, chiefly marijuana, hashish,
possession, careless use of fire- LSD

arms, carrying a weapon during’
commission of a fe;ony); '

cinogenic, stimulant or depressant - j/
\\//

, . etc.) = possession,  possession,
for sale, -and sale; e E N

. o 2. A1l “"hard" = drug  charges
4, Rape and other sex-related ; ar ug, ges

, " - , (heroin, cocaine, “etc, ) -
crimes that are "violent” (lewd and . p455e5sion, possession for sale, and
lascivious acts, statutory rape, sale;

sodomy and incest); and T : p

3. Manufacture1of hard drugs;/and

o

- 3+ Kidnapping and child stealing.
T o 4, Attempted sales, and sales to

i
HEDITE

EEEEEEEZ ‘ | 3 ~  minorss
1. Burglary in a dwellingsr : : . Others
burglary mot in a  dwelling, s o —_—— . :
: attempted burgléries; e SR 1. Escape; , i
2. Grand larceny, larceny in a P, Perjuries; . i
building, ‘larceny" from ‘a person, o v : :
larceny of momey or property, : 3. Concealment of evidence; i,

attempted larqenies, : o : : : 0

PRSP i Roies it

s
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&, Inciting commission of a
felﬁny’ o - :

S,QTax evasion and false tax
returnss;

1

G.hAttempting to procure female

. for prostitution, and

7. Failure to render assistance,
leaving scene of accident.

8
GENERAL . (OTHER)  CIVIL

f‘u .
;

HEARING (Uncontested) An in-court

MATTERS

Noncriminal cases generally
involving dispute of some form of
contract.
business claims,
labor relations.

foreclosures and

GRAND  JURY A panel of citizeas

selected from a master jury list

sworn in to receive and make formal
accusations (i.e., issue
ments).

GUARDIAN AD LITEM A guardian, usu-

ally a lawyer, who is appointed by

the court to take care of another
person's interests during a lawsuit
involving that person.

HEARING (Contested) = - An in-court

proceeding other - than a trial
requiring judiecial determination of

“ one  or more contested <factual or

legal matters. Examples include
hearings on motions. to dismiss;
motions ‘£0r summary judgment, for

new trial, to compel discovery, to

suppress evidence, etc. in civil and

criminal cases, and contested bail
review and sentencing hearings in
criminal cases. Contested hearings

are considered as.part of the trial
of a case if heard during, immedi-
ately preceeding or  immediately
following the trial. Coe

a

5-88"

Examples include debts, -

.+ INFORMATION ‘ ,
sented by a District Attorney which

indict-

proceeding having the primary
purpose of placing undisputedrm
factual or legal matters on the =

record as may be required by rule or

as a prerequisite to entry of judg-

ment. Examples include waivers of
wpeedy trial in a criminal case;

 tiaking of gulilty plea and sentencing
. other  than at arraignment where the

gentence is the produet of,an out-
of-court agreement between prosecu-
tion and defense; hearing on appli-

cation for default judgment or
decree. ‘ o, O
'INDICTMENT Formal accusation pre-

sented by a grand jury which charges

a person with a felony.

=

Formal accusation pre-

charges a person with a felony after
walver  of grand jury and: after a
finding that a felony has been»
committed and that there is probable.
cause to \\believe that it was
committed by the person charged. .

: Q

JUDGE DAY For planning purposes,.a’

judge day. is assumed to comprise
four hours of -:bench  time for

" Superior Court and four and onme~half

hours fof District Court, with the
remainder of time spent in chambers
or elsewhere. (Reference "Adminis-
trative Analysis of the King County
District: QOurts," Western Region of

the National Center . for State
Courts, August 28, ‘1975 [pp. 144~
145].) : S

n

- JUDGMENT . Final dccree or any final
‘order from which -an appeal can bek\

made.

[

- JURISPRUDENCE The philosphy of law.

2l -

S




MANDATE

C A written order by the
Supreme Court which lower courts are
boun§ to obey. q]

P

MASTER JURY LIST An annually up-
dated list of Alaska citizens who
are prospective jurors'” The list is
compiled by. merging voter registra-
tion; dncomey tax and fish and game
license lists, and correcting for

‘names that appear on more than one

' cealment

list, ‘

MISDEMEANORS Viclations'of criminal

- law for which the maximum sentence
“that can be levied is one year.

We
have grouped misdemeanors into nine
categories: .

- 1. Violence Related. Those misde-
meanors 1in which some
violence is alleged to have occurred
or the potential for violence is al-

‘leged to have been aemonstrated.'
Included in this category ‘are
assault and  battery, - assault,
carrying a concealed weapon and

malicious destruction of property. i

2. Theft/Fraud. Those m sde4
meanors associated with thef' o
fraud. = This category includes conj
of merchandise or shop-~
lifting, concealing stolen property,
defrauding an  innkeeper (e«.g.,
refusing to pay a legitimate bill),
false statements. -and  reports,
fraudulent use of a credit card,
petty larceny, taking a watercraft,
joyriding, and worthless chiecks.

3. Environmental. -
meanors where it i1s ,alleged ' fhat
some. part of the" environnment &has
been . ' damaged. © This . category
includes dog and animal-related l\pf-
fenses, fish -and  game violatioﬂs,
littering and . junk-related offenses
and pollution.

‘”4Q'Nuisance-Reléted, :
meanors constituting minor nuisance

g N &

/7

physical -

' Those misde- .

Those misdé—'

PEREMPTORY

‘categories.

|, category

to. the public, This

includes disorderly conduct, -
indecent ~exposure, loitering and
trespassing.

5. Alcohol/Drugs. Those misde-
meanors involving excessive use of
aleohol  and drugs, other than
traffic-related offenses. o

6, Vice. Those” misdemeanors in
which the offensetais related to
morals. This' category includes

gambling, prostitution, solicitation
and other misdemeanor crimes dealing
with sexe % ~

Law. Those
it is alleged

7. Resisting . the
misdemeanors - where
that the defendant thwarted ~ the
activities of a law enforcement
official.  This category includes
aiding escape, escape, destroying
evidence,
resisting arrest.

8. Traffic Related. <Those misde-
meanors involving driving. This

category includes operating a motor’
vehicle while under the influence of .
alcohol or drugs (OMVI), leaving' the

scene of an accident, other accident” -

violations, (e. g., -fallure to re-=
port), operator's license viola-
tions, - reckless

2 _ drivingy “ and
negligent driving. S

All misdemeanors not
one -of - the

9. Other.
belonging - to

n

CHALLENGE -t
permit;j.";‘éiiﬁ:\1\,r court . rule allowing
either ° sidet ‘*‘“disnualify ' the
assigned judge or prespegtive Jjurors
from = participating> in tne~
withOut stating any reasons.
number of - peremptory chal]ennns
allowed is limlted: Furthex dis=

qualifications)can "bé madnconly Tor..
_.gpecific cause.

N

fugitive from justice and

abovega
device”

C?S“:“., .

PR
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: PHASE Particular stage or point in 5? érand,Jury.
o the judicial process ¢ requiring( L ‘ “o LT
judicial or  administrative action.” * 6. Filing of infomatj_on or in-
The following are possible phases in dictment. _ e
civil and criminal actions. . S o o e
S ‘7. Superior Court arraignment.
RIPS Ci‘vil . ‘ ° _ '
: 8. Plea.
1. Filing of complaint or peti- : S
- tion. SRR 9. Motion's'.‘ﬁ o ’
. " 2. Filiag answer. . o Q510. Conferences. ‘trial setting,
: J.’ l. : FO
3 Setting for trial. ‘ pret ia il
- S R R 1.%&11&13 1:1 .
4, Motions. N T . k re pos on bl |
o | o 12. Tr al. »
o . 5. Conferences. pretrial : i : AR , '
ment, trial setting. ‘ 13. Posttrial:;:-»motions , probation
6 % ial. o repor_t, sentencing‘l\i, appeals.‘ . 5 .
0 . . : " e i FREC o PSR R 0{;; . g
N ,7‘%"‘ P°}*‘tfrif"1‘ motions, appezls: PLEA BARGAINING. \\xLAn agreement nade
‘ B e e R between a prosecutor and- defendant ﬁ
. o M. , wto plead, guilty to. a lesser charge 2
- - instead of contiﬁuing prosecution on
b 1, Flling of complaint. ~v ‘ ”i:’ original. o EE
¢ 2. Arraignment. o R e b ‘ | R o ‘
e 4 p1 a ""“ s PRELIMNARY EXAMINATION ~(or Pre=
. l ea an appointment Of coun~ liminary Héaring) Hearing conducted
@ sel. ‘ o in a District Coyrt to determine
S W 4 p t: { 'l" ' faren Awhefher a felony has been committed
e « Eretrial conference. A - and whether sufficiént cause ‘exists
TN = L ot
LD L P & to; believe the’ defendant. ‘guilty.
g L ‘5.,~Pretrial dispgosi[tion- Pl ¢ The results of the preliminary
6. re ial. examination include. ERp :
R AT R RN s ST ORI v Dismissal-
e Posttrial. motions, probation R i ‘ ‘ .
report, sentencing, appeals. L m e g Reduction f ] charge f,O Ca
3 o 'Felon i s miodemeanor. ; e /t‘k (e
FE i 3 Held to" answer (bound over to .
l. Filing of complaint. S ‘the Superior COUIt) , ‘ [
- 2 District Court arraignmenth.fn 4 Dischar e (no formal co}n g nt’ el S
‘V - e filed) e e
: W District <Court, ,“pree;.amination . i B
- dis‘?ogition. : ’ : s 5 ‘QH mi | : AL s /‘ IS
Nty s - - PRETRIAL CONFERENCF’/ A conference
‘ | .oou:.t l preiminary > before a gudge rec*t tim stipulations
d\» : KN
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%4

~which 'may control, the subsequent
course -of action of ‘the, cases . The

- conference may result in a pretrial o
conference order. E

PROBATE CASE - 'Matters dealing with
the proof of wills, protection of
‘estates, and sensitive .areas such as.
adoptidn, .sanlty and protective
institutionalization. e

2 5

PROCEEDING  Any hearing or  court
appearance related to the adJudica-
tion of a case, - .

. N

RECIPROCAL SUPPORT Matters dealing

= with the agreement betweéern states to
 prosecute alleged failures
. child suppo;t or 'alimony. when ‘the

.to- pay

- Ewo

o :parties dnvolved “live . in
different states. = B
| SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE *  Conference . '

~with a judge or judicial personnel‘."tbif

. less, as estimated by the parties.

D

* set aside.'- S L

at which the parties discuss - the
'possibility of disposing of the case
without: a, trial.x

'SHORT _ CAUSE CASE"a’Case with an
estimated trial time of one -day or |,

SMALL CLAIMS - Civil damage and
general ¢lvil cases filed in the
District Court where the amount in
dispute is $2,000. or less: and both -
parties ' agree ”tO' abide * by . less:
formal ‘court rules and” procedures.~

"y
RIE:

~SﬁSPENDEDc IMPOSITION OF: SENTENCE ,
(SIS): A condition Whereby, if-a
convicted: misdemeanant passes  a
specified period of time (e.g., “one
~year) without another conviction,
“the . ceaviction on,this case may Jbe

S G’,
AN NSO % :

R Y"‘ s [N

2

G

jindependent of any contract.

“?TRANSCRIPT »

TORT A privateafor civil wrong

, 1 o . PR 5
TRAFFIC INFRACTION An"alleged‘vio-
lation. -of motor vehicle - laws " for

which conviections will result in no
Jail time being .assessed " and:

- maximum fine of $300. e

A typed copy of the
, electronically recorded ' courtroom’ ..
record, . ~ i &

e

TRIAL “An inepourt proceeding of ‘a-
contested case (the matter is in
dispute) at which evidence is prej;

';sented and a final- judgment on “all

‘matters ' in dispute is expected. “ The /Q
trial may be hy jury or by court .
‘(without jury).  The trial ~is

separated into the following phases '

1. Voir D1re (Jury trial only )
The oral examination of potential .
jurors .for selection and elimination,~'
“of Jurors from angury panel.

2. Proceedings Opening statements
by counsel, the presentation of
testimony and other evidence . by theE

~only.) | The time required of. a jury
- fo weigh thé }ev1dence An order to

arrive at a verdict.

4. Verdipr/ (Jury) trial? onlye. )

_ Announcement jin open court of a jury
.verdict ‘and/ polling of Jury, if
requested. | ‘ : :

.5, Dec&sicn/Findlng - (Non-gury ‘
trial )] Announcement in open court -
of court i/ decision on the merits

: immediat=l following proceedings.-n

o Considere d/an uncontested hearing 1f
. case tak‘n o
~‘eision 18§ announced in open court at

under advisement and de-

a later time.

4
e

' parties, motions during the trial S
~ and arauments of counsel.‘7
B ST "
3. Deliberatlon (Jury trial

ey
T /

et S s e it ] 0l
&

ey
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o :
) CoTNe follow! cases -filed. A figure of -
= 6. Pretriall/Posttrial Hearing. = 100% i1s optimal. A figure below
T Hearings An-  motions occuring 100%Z indicates an Increase:  in back-
immedlately/before jury selection or F'log. A flgure above 1007 andicates
plaintiff's‘ opening . statement, or ° "a decrease in backlog.
immediatelﬁ after proceedings,vver-
dict or derision..‘ o . Dispositions = # Cases Disposed of
o i - o ‘to Filines # Cases Filed
TRIAL BACKLOG . Total dinventory of 2. Backlog SR -
cases at issue.. A civil case is at T S
~ issue. dpon the "filing of an answer o de Bgcklog'Mbnths, A. gross
by any defendant. A criminal case ‘. measure of how long it would. take to
1s at issue when _the defendant -is . dispose of current backlog  if ‘cases
arraigned before “a court having were disposed of at the same xate as.
 jurisdiction to try the case, ; in the 1mmediate past. o
TRIAL SETTING CONFERENCE Conference . 'Backlog = # Cases Pending ,
held in lieu of pretrial conference Months Cases Disposed of Per
“at which it is determined whether a : ‘Month
7 case is ready. If so, a trial date i e ,
= is set. At this conference, proce- .- b. ~ Delayed Case: The percent
' dural details ;only are determined -of " cases pending after an estab-
. : and no restatement of the issues is lished period of time. For criminal
., k - made, o R - | cases this period of time is four '
' ~ : . o " . months; for all other cases it 1s
' : i one yearo ). : =
, VENUE The -Tocal area where a case ; St 2 e ‘
. may be tried. . o Delayed = i Cases Pending Bezond
W : . Case ~ Period , 2
O ' o e . Ratio"  # CaseSOPending S
- WORKLOAD INDICATORS  These = indi- . .- T o I
cators reflect relative workload, - Sl ' e
o 'backlog /and resources expanded per 3. Resources - Expended  (effi-
. court. o o o ; vciency).» i BT ot I R
1°AEQ£E£SEQ SRR 5‘ R f 4:h a. Personnel Ratio:” '~ The.
- . number  of full-time, permanent
Dispositions Per Judgeu : qoemployees at any location compared

: . The average amount -of dispositions“
s - filed per full~time judge

~ to ‘case activity at that location.-

assigneéd. This indicator can either sl Personnel = # Fulltime PermanenL
be computed on a gross basis or the Ratio 7; ‘Fmplovees R
‘number of judges assigred can be Sy T el 7 Cases Disposed of
altered to reflect travel, vacation i o - L
or assignment of judges " to other ~  p, Budget Ratio' ‘ The amouﬁt't
R locations.v:~ . S S : anof nonpersonnel” noneapital. dollars
b , T ‘ =
b B T et pénqe&\,er cage” activity.pﬁ~@
Dispositions = # Cases Di;posed»Of L ,; ] Mj‘ ;;JNonpersoun_lwuhéﬁcapitaleQ,;; =
" Par Judge s ﬂ Judges Assigned = ’wa”““”. . Dollars Expended T
@ ' [N # Caseas Disposed of *
S0 bae Dispositions to Filings, e .‘U e ku;, o
: The *ates by whioh ‘cases diSposed of e 'F:fa“f: " ‘f“g f vf' i

ol
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