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Complaint Filings
Within the Commission's Authority Jurisdictional 14
Not Within the Commission's Authority Non-Jurisdictional 38

52

Table 1
2010 Complaint Filings

Total New Complaints

Figure 1

14	

38	

2015	Complaint	Filings	

 Jurisdic-onal	  Non-Jurisdic-onal	
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2010 52
2009 49
2008 61
2007 32
2006 58
2005 48
2004 64
2003 46
2002 44
2001 52
2000 63
1999 48
1998 57
1997 49
1996 38
1995 50
1994 27
1993 54
1992 40
1991 43
1990 38

(includes complaints both within the Commission's Authority and those not within 
the Commissions authority that were not screened out prior to receipt)

*Beginning in 1990, Commission staff have made a concerted effort to actively screen 
accusations that are outside the Commission's authority prior to filing. This active 
screening process accounts for the apparent drop in accusation filings since 1989.

Comparison With Previous Years' Filings
Total Accusations Filed by Calendar Year

Table 2
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Figure 2
Comparison with Prior Years' Filings
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Complaint Sources 2006 2007 2008* 2009 2010
Litigants 54 28 54 44 55
Non-Litigants 2 4 6 2 6
Attorneys/Judges 4 4 1 1 1
Commission Initiated 1 0 1 1 1
Court Personnel 0 0 0 1 1

Table 3
Complaint Sources 2006-2010

(Jurisdictional and Non-Jurisdictional)

Figure 3

* In 2008: There was a non-litigant and a litigant that filed the same complaint. Also a lawyer and non-litigant 
that filed the same complaint.
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2008
2009
2010

  Figure 4

Table 4
2010 Complaint Closures
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Complaints Outside the Commission's Authority
Dissatisfaction with Legal Ruling 50
Complaints Against a Magistrate or Master 0 *
Complaints Against an Attorney 0
Other 4
Total Non-Jurisdictional Complaints Processed 54

Complaints Within the Commission's Authority
Complainant Did Not Provide Further Information 0
Complainant Withdrew Complaint 0
Investigated then Dismissed 12 **
Consolidated with Other Complaints 0
Referred to Supreme Court 2
Other Commission Action 1 **

Total Jurisdictional Complaints Processed 15 **

* Referred to the Presiding Judge for Action
** 1 filed in 2008 and acted on in 2010, 6 filed in 2009 and acted on in 2010

Table 5
2010 Complaint Dispositions
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Figure 5A

Figure 5B
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2010 14
2009 13
2008 8
2007 11
2006 11
2005 10
2004 17
2003 17
2002 14
2001 14
2000 19
1999 32
1998 21
1997 15
1996 15
1995 20
1994 30
1993 23
1992 39
1990 53
1989 63

Table 6
Comparison With Previous Years 

Closures*
Total Jurisdictional Complaints Closed

* Prior to 1989, it was the Commission's Policy to open a complaint for every inquiry 
made with the Commission's office. After 1989, the Commission opened files only for 
those matters that, on their face, were within the Commission's authority. Therefore, 
the numbers before 1989 are not directly comparable to those during 1989 and after.
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2010 7
2009 0
2008 0

Table 7
Pending Jurisdictional Complaints    

By Year Filed
(As of December 31, 2010)
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Actions Taken 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Complaints investigated
10 11 11 9 13 14

Judges asked to respond in writing to 
alleged misconduct 1 4 1 1 1 4
Judges summoned to explain alleged 
misconduct 0 0 0 1 2 3

Cases dismissed before formal hearing
0 0 0 0 0 0

Cases dismissed as unsubstantiated
0 0 0 0 0 0

Cases dismissed for lack of jurisdiction
39 42 32 14 33 53

Cases dismissed for insufficient 
evidence after investigation 9 8 9 8 10 11
Private censures, admonishments, 
reprimands and cautionary letters 1 1 1 0 1 1
Discipline recommended to the Alaska 
Supreme Court 0 0 1 1 0 2

Table 8
Actions Taken 2005-2010
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Figure 8
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Court Levels Involved 2005* 2006* 2007* 2008* 2009* 2010*
District Court Judges 2 3 0 4 4 6
Superior Court Judges 9 8 7 13 6 8
Court of Appeals Judges 0 0 0 0 0 0
Supreme Court Justices 0 0 1 0 1 0
Pro-Tem Judges 0 0 0 0 0 1

Table 9
Court Levels Involved

Jurisdictional Complaints 2005-2010

*Not a total of the category. Some complaints include more than one judge/justice

Figure 9
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Types of Allegations
Dissatisfaction with Legal Ruling
Racial, Ethnic, or Gender Bias
Ex Parte Communications
Abuse of Judicial Power
Injudicious Courtroom Decorum
Administrative Inefficiency
Conflict of Interest/Failure to Disqualify
Criminal Activity
Personal Misconduct Off the Bench
Appearance of Impropriety
Other/General Misconduct/Non-Judges
Demeanor
General Bias
Delay
Vauge Assertation of Bias
Complaint Against Custody Investigator
Disability
Administrative Failure

*	some	complaints	have	more	than	one	type	of	allegation

Table 10
Types of Allegations

Filed in 2010
(Jurisdictional and Non-Jurisdictional)

2010
47
0
0
3
5
1
3
0
0

3
1
1
2

0
0
0
2
3
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Figure 10

0	

5	

10	

15	

20	

25	

30	

35	

40	

45	

50	

Di
ss
a;

sf
ac
;o

n	
w
ith

	L
eg
al
	R
ul
in
g	

Ra
ci
al
,	E
th
ni
c,
	o
r	G

en
de

r	B
ia
s	

Ex
	P
ar
te
	C
om

m
un

ic
a;

on
s	

Ab
us
e	
of
	Ju

di
ci
al
	P
ow

er
	

In
ju
di
ci
ou

s	C
ou

rt
ro
om

	D
ec
or
um

	
Ad

m
in
ist
ra
;v
e	
In
effi

ci
en

cy
	

Co
nfl

ic
t	o

f	I
nt
er
es
t/
Fa
ilu
re
	to

	D
isq

ua
lif
y	

Cr
im

in
al
	A
c;
vi
ty
	

Pe
rs
on

al
	M

isc
on

du
ct
	O
ff	
th
e	
Be

nc
h	

Ap
pe

ar
an
ce
	o
f	I
m
pr
op

rie
ty
	

O
th
er
/G

en
er
al
	M

isc
on

du
ct
/N

on
-Ju

dg
es
	

De
m
ea
no

r	
Ge

ne
ra
l	B
ia
s	

De
la
y	

Va
ug
e	
As
se
rt
a;

on
	o
f	B

ia
s	

Co
m
pl
ai
nt
	A
ga
in
st
	C
us
to
dy
	In
ve
s;
ga
to
r	

Di
sa
bi
lit
y	

Ad
m
in
ist
ra
;v
e	
Fa
ilu
re
	

Complaint	Allega.ons	

Types	of	Allega.ons	Filed	in	2010	
Jurisdic.onal	and	Non-Jurisdic.onal	

Types	of	Allega;ons	

-28-



Total Complaints Voted on in 2010 58

Judge Member Recusals 1
Attorney Member Recusals 0
Public Member Recusals 0
Staff Member Recusals 0

Table 11
2010 Recusals By Commissioners and Staff
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