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MSG Si-00015343 PRTY 1 05/07/01 10:46:13 GRIG: LAOO IN” ox DO ouT"™ ~075
FROM: ROBERTA TO: JUNO INFO
A TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: POMS PAGE 0004

TO: SENATOR RODEY
" FROM JIM KINGj 300 E NO. LIGHTS. ANC 99503; 779-7454

I AM IN FAVOR OF THE L Mil LION DOLLAR LIMITATION ON WHETHER OR NOT
PEOPLE CAN SUE THE SKI RELATED INDUSTRIES.



PLEASE NOTE: THE PRECEDING PAGES HERE TREATED
AS A UNIT IN THE ORIGINAL DOCUMENT.



LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY

MEMORANDUM April 2, 1931
SUBJECT: Skiing
(Work Oreo** Number 12-1293)
TO: Senator Patrick M. Rodey
FROM: Richard A. Bradley SR-,

Legislative Counsedr”

The bill requested 1is enclosed.

The bill repeals not only AS 09.65.135 but also the legis—
lative findings that preceded that section as Srz. 1
Chapter 80, SLA 1980.

In my view, AS 18.60.822 which was added by Sec. 3 of

Chapter 80, should not be repealed. As 1 understand the
situation, ski areas within national forests are required by
Forest Service regulations to operate under such a plan and
its existence seems separate and apart from the risk-shifting
accomplished by AS 09.65.135, AS 05.20.012, or their repeal.

RAB:1jb

Enclosure



LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY

MEMORA JDUM March 31, 1981
SUBJECT: Skiing
(Work Order No. 12-1293)
T0: Senator Patrick M. Rodey
FROM Richard A. Bradley *X2

Legislative Counsel”™-C5

Some questions relating to your work order request.

I propose also to repeal the temporary law found at Section 1
of Chapter 80, SLA 1980, if the permanent law is repealed.

Chapter 80 repealed AS 05.20.012. A copy of the provision
is attached; it does not appear 1in the present publication
of AS O05.

Do you intend to reinstate it as the law controlling in this
situation?

Since neither it nor AS 09.65.135 appears to state the
common law, the results may or may not be desirable -- but
we wish you to have a more full picture of the implications
of your request.

RAB:1jb

Attachment



Amusements and Sports

Effect of amendment. — The 1976 As the rest of the section was not
amendment inserted "labor, political” in  affected by the amendment, itis not set out.
%)agradptgz&l)S) and added paragraphs (19),

,and (21).

Chapter 20. Recreational Devices

Section

10. Owners or operators to provide safe
_equjpment : -
12. Liability for accidents in skiing areas

Sec. 05.20.010. Owners or operators to provide sftfe equipment.
Every owner or operator of a device as defined in § 120 of this chapter
shall” construct, furnish, maintain and provide safe and adequate
facilities and equipment with which to safel?g and properly receive and
carry all persons offered to and received by the owner or operator of the
device, and to promote the safety of the patrons, employees and the
public. The owner or operator of ski eqsmpment and devices is not
cigrg%dered a common carrier. (§ 1ch 109 SLA 19(50; am § 1ch 25 SLA

Effect of amendment. — The 1907 1907 (CSSI" 99), see House Journal (1907),
amendment added the Inst sentence. pp. 369-370.

LEPI$|atIV6 committee report. — For
legisfative committee report on ch. 25, SLA

Sec. 05.20.012. Liability for accitlc ~ <nskiing areas. No owner or
operator of ski equipment may be hem liable for the negligence of
persons other than_empIoYees who use de iignatcd skiing areas owned
or controlled by him, unless the owner or operator has negligently
maintained the “designated skung, areas or has furnished or supplied
defective equipment, the use of which is the proximate cause of an injury
sustained by a person while engaged In skiing activities within"the
designated skiing areas. (§ 2 ch 25 SLA 1967)

Le?islative committee report. —* For 1967 (CSSIt 99), see House Journal (1967),
legisfative committee report on ch. 25, SLA pp. 369-370.

Chapter 25. Watercraft.

Article 3. General Provisions.

Section
60. Prohibited operation

100. Definitions
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Sec. 09.65.135. Limitations on claims arising from skiing, S)
*kier may not recover From a ski area operatoi for ||yurK resultmg rom
tn inherent risk sknng unless the |n]ur¥ occurred when the ski area
operator was not providing the information required by (b) of this
section.

to) A ski area operator shall post trail signs at prominent locations
within a ski area which shall include a list of the inherent risks of
skiing and the limitation on liability of the ski area operator provided
by this section.

¢) In this section

1) "inherent risks of skiing” means the dangers or conditions which
rn?an integral part of the sport of skiing, including, but not limited to,

A chan%mg veather conditions;

B) variations or steepness in terrain:

C) 6now or ice conditions;

D) surface o subsurface conditions such as bare spots, forest
growth, and rocks;

(E) collisions with lift towers, other structures, and their
components unless the skier is on the lift;

F) collisions with other skiers; and
G askier's failure to ski within the limits of his own ability:
“iryury" means a personal it\jury or property dama%e or [0ss;

3 "skier" means a Ferson in a ski area engaged in the sport of
skiing, sliding downhill on snow or ice on skis, a toboggan, a sled, a
lube, a ski-bab, or other device for recreation in Snow;

i "ski area” means all ski slo(?es trails and other places under the
fﬁnﬁrgls%% ski area operutor an administered as a single enterprise
SJX 5 area opera or" means the operator of a ski area. (§ 2 ch 80



rOHM NO. Cd] 7

Senate Judiciary Committee
Pouch V
Juneau, Alaska 99811

File: Legislature - 1981 ~ SB 391
Subject: Opposition toSB 391
Gentlemen:

The last legislature enacted Chapter 80 SLA 1980 in an attempt to
clarify for the courts, for skiers, for ski area operators, and

for insurance carriers just how much responsibility ski area oper—
ators had for various risks which are inherent in skiing. An
insurance liabil ty crisis similar to that experienced a few years
ago in the medical profession was already in the making last year
and Chapter 80 SLA 1980 was partially in response to that crisis.
In addition, the determination of which were inherent risks of
skiing and which were not needed clarification. Without Ilegislative
action this matter could not be addressed exceptthroughexpensive
litigation on a case by case basis. Thatlaw met theneeds of all
those involved in skiing and should not now be repealed.

That law provides that ski area operators who pcoperly po?> their
ski area may not be held liable for "inherent risks of skiing."
Those risks are the ones which are an intergal part of the sport
of skiing and include changing weather conditions, variations or
steepness in terrain, snow or 1ice conditions, surface or subsurface
conditions suJn as bare sports, forest growth or rocks, collisions
with lift towers or other structures (unless the skier 1is on the
lift), collisions with other skiers and the failure of the skier
to ski within the limits of his own ability. The foregoing are
risks which should reasonably fall upon the shoulders of the skier
and not the ski area operator. These risks are either totally
beyond the control of the ski area operator or are risks over
which che ski area operator has little or no effective control.

It is only reasonable that the ski area operator not be forced to
run the risk of unnecessary litigation arising out of injuries due
to such risks.

If the law is repealed ski ar” operators may very well be put in

a worse position then they we. in prior to the enactment of the law.

If the Irw is repealed, an argument can be made that the legislature
was making a policy statement that those conditions which were
formerly inherent risks of skiing are no longer inherent risks of
skiing and are therefore a liability of the ski area operator.

(=



Senate Judiciary Committee -2-

May 8, 1981

We urge you not to pass out Senate Bill 391 as it would create
confusion where we now have certainty and would have an adverse
impact on the ability of ski area operators to obtain
for their operations.

insurance

City-Eorough Attorney
GLS:jr
cc: Jim Wakefield, Chairman
Assembly Legislative Committee
Jim Hall, Director

Parks and Recreation
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The vague drrectrve of this section that

sec. 09.65.135. errtatronson claims arising from skiing, ﬁ)
skier may not recover from a ski area operatorforrnJurK resultrng rom
an inherentrisk o skrrng unless the injury occurred when the ski area
operator was not providing the information required by (b) of this
section.

(b) A ski area operator shall post trail signs at prominent locations
within a ski area which shall include a list of the inherent risks of
sliling and the limitation on liability of the ski area operator provided
by this section.

c In this section

"inherent risks ofskrrng” means the dangers or conditions which
are an integral part of the sport of 6kiing, including, but not limited to,

A chan?rng weather conditions;
B variations or steepness in terrain;
C) snow or ice conditions;

3) surface or subsurface conditions such as bare spots, forest
growth, and rocks;

(E) collisions with lift towers, Aother structures, and their
components unless the skier is nn tieFift; -~

S) collisions with other skiers; and

G) a Bkier's failure to ski within the liir.ito of his own abrlrt’y

rr\rury means a personal injury or property dama%e or loss;

3 'skier” moans a ,oerson in a ski area engaged in the sport of
skiing, sliding downhill on snow or ice on skis, a tohoggan, asled a
tube, askr bob, or other device for recreation in snow;

2 "ski area’ means all ski slopes, trails and other places under the
control of a ski area operator and administered a* a single enterprise
in the state,

(5) "ski area operator” means the operator cfa ski area. (§ 2 ch 80
SLA 1980)

265



Introduced: 4/6/81
Referred: Judiciary

1IN THE SENATE BY THE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
2 SENATE BILL NO. 391

3 IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

4 TWELFTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION

5 A BILL

6 For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to civil liability on claims arising
! from skiing; and providing for an effective date."”

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

9 * Section 1. AS 09.65.135 is repealed.

10 * Sec. 2. Section 1, ch. 80, SLA 1980, 1is repealed.

H * Sec. 3. This Act takes effect immediately in accordance with AS 01.10.°
e 070(c).
13
Vi /’)
15
MY ' 1L

1 y «tv - Pree MIT(SHCtI ¢ 9 -
17
18

HEL® P [Ai A~ m(A?2n(K)
19
20
21
2

23
24
25
26
27
28

29

-1- SB 391






THE STATES OF WASHINGTON, OREGON, mTaH aMO COLORADO ALL HAVE
LAWS SIMILAR TO hS 09.10.300 FT SEo. TO *y kMOVJLEDG"E THE
LEGISLATURES OF THOSE STATES HAVE MOT REPEALED THOSE LAV*"S
mop have the courts oc those states struck THrw down “op

AMY REASON.

AS 09. 10.300 ET ?"n, AS IT NOW STANDS, *AIRLY APPORTIONS
THE RISKS AND RESPONSIBILITIES FOR SKIER SAFETY RETWEEM
THE OPERATOR AND THE SKIER. S. P. 391 WOULD UNNECESSARILY
UPEST THAT BALANCE TO THE DETRIMENT OF BOTH SKIERS AND THE

SKI  INDUSTRY.

VERY TRULY YOURS,

JOHN A. TPrPTOW

attorney at LAW

420 1 STREET, SUIT"* 500

ANCHOR AOE, ALASKA 9950]

2130 EST

IPMACUB AHO

CM



P.0. BOX 249 GIRDWOOD. ALASKA 99587

RECI|T]VE 0
MAY 0 8 1981

Senator Pat Rodey

Alaska State Senate

Pouch V, State Capitol Building
Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Senator Rodey;

Attached is a letter 1 wrote to Mitch Gravo asking for the
reasoning behind repeal legislation introduced to repeal the Inherent
Risks of Skiing Act. We worked hard last year to get this legislation
because we knew it was vital to the health of the ski industry. You
yourself were helpful in getting the legislation passes unanimously in
the Senate.

I am greatly concerned about any attempts to repeal this legisla—
tion and would appreciate the opportunity to discuss this with you and/or
your committee. Please let me know when this would be convenient. If
you need any more background information, please let me know.

yours,
Dn Imhof
Vice President and General Manager
CVI1/bbp
Attachment

ALASKA'S LARGEST YEAR ROUND RESORT & SKI FACILITY
(907) 783-2222



P.0. BOX 249 G1RDWOOD, AL *SKA 99587

May 3, 1981

Mr. Mitch Gravo
Cape Fox Hotel
Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Mitch:

The general manager of Eagle Crest Ski Area recently brought to my
attention that legislation had been introduced to repeal the Inherent
Risks of Skiing act " opy attached). 1 learned that you requested the
introduction of such igislation through Senator j;at Roddy"s judiciary
committee.

I wonder if you are familiar with the background that lead to the
introduction and passage of the Inherent Risks of Skiing Act. Ski areas
are constantly plagued with nuisance claims making it almost impossible
to run the business. Many states have now adopted similar legislation to
protect their ski industry against unfair nuisance claims such as
accidents skiers bring on themselves by skiing out of control or reck—
lessly. We accept the responsibility we have for the safety of customers
on our lifts, and we make sure they get the san.o protection on our slopes;
however, we cannot protect them from themselves. We follow to the letter a
stringent snow safety plan which details the required codes (federal, state,
and local) and regulations with which we must comply.

Please be kind enough to advise me by phone or _letter if, in fact, you
intend to try to get the original legislation repeolad and what 1is the
reasoning behind this. T.f this is true, your actions are in direct conflict
with your duties as lobbyist for the Alaska Visitors Association as the ski

industry in Alaska is very much a part of the travel industry. |In addition,
I also understand you represent the Municipality of Anchorage, and as the
Municipality is also operating a ski area, | am certain it would not appre—

ciate repeal of the present legislation.

ALASKA'S LARGEST YEAR ROUND RESORT & SKI FACILITY
(907) 783 2222



Mr. Mitch Gravo 2 May 3, 1981

Frankly, 1 will do everything in my power to stop repeal of this act
which 1s so very important to ski areas to keep the insurance rates and
cost of doing business down. | would hope that you recognize your conflict
of interest and withdraw your repeal legislation.

Ve

Chris von Imhof

Vice President and General Manager
CVI/bbp

Copy to”Senator Pat Rodey
Mayor George Sullivan
Mr. John Spencer
Mr. Gary Walker
Mr. Rolf Klug

NEED YOUR HELP IN GETTING GRAVO TO WITHDRAW THIS LEGISLATION.

THANKS!



MSG 81-00015680 PRTY 1 05/06/81 18:54:59 GRIG: LAOO IN= 0005 C#m= 0037

FROM: ROBERTA TO: JUNO INFO

TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: POMS PAGE 0009

TO: SENATOR RODEY
FROM: BOB BRYANT, 119 MF.ABOUOREFK DRIVE, EAGLE RIVER 99577: 694-2888
RE: SB 391

AS A MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL SKI PATROL I HAVE BEEN DEEPLY INVOLVED

IN ALL ASPECTS OF SKIING FOR OVER 10 YEARS. I FEEL QUALIFIED TO VOICE
STRONG OPPOSITION TO CONSIDERATION, MUCH LESS PASSAGE OF SB 391.

RECEIVED

-.MAY 0 8 1S3f

TO: SENATOR RODEY
-v  FROM: JOHN BL.ASKO , SRA BOX 249-T, ANC 99507; 745-0018
SB 391 UNDERMINES YEARS OF EFFORT IN DEVELOPING FOUTT.ABI.-- 1AWS

( PERTAINING TO SKI RELATED INJURIES AND LIABILITIES. AS A 10 YEAR VOLUWTETP
SKJ PATRCLER 1 OPPOSE SB 391 |IN ITS ENTIRETY,,

TO: SENATOR RODEY
# FROM: KATHERINE JANIGO, 7125 WHITEHALL ROAD. ANC 99502; 243-"754
RE: SB 391

I AM OPPOSED TO THE REPEAL OF THE INHERENT RISK OF SKIING UTEG".?: ATT.ON
THAT WAS PASSED LAST YEAR.
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MSG 31-00G15677 ~PRTY 1 05/06/81 1g8.53-29  ORIG: LAO2 IN= 0003 OUT= 0034
FROM: MARGIE, ANC INFO T0- POM. JUNEAU INFO
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: POM ] ’

PAGE 0001
TO: SENATOR ROBEY
FROM: MARGIE FOSTER, 1502 TURPIN STREET, ANC 99504 (333-4617?)
MY INTEREST 1S AS AN ANCHORAGE SKI CL1.1 BOARB MEMBER  r unizin

o LIKE TO OPPOSE SENATE BILL 3*1.

m RECEIVED

8 MAY o § 1981
MSG 81-00015677 PRTY 1 05/06/81 og- :

Eoou- MARGIE. . ANC. INEO 18:28:29  ORIG: L.A02 IN- 0003 gyT- 0034
’ ' TO: POM, JUNEAU INFO
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: POM
PAGE 0002
TO : SENATOR RODEY
FROM HARVEY TURNER, 1900 STATE STREET, ANC 99504 (337-2403)
RE: SENATE BILL 391
I HAVE SKIED FAIRBANKS, ANCHORAGE, ALYESKA. AND JUNEAU s;?r-
1949 AS A SKI RACER, INSTRUCTOR. RECREATIONAL SKIER AND SKT Patre.! MAN
< FOR 9 YEARS. MOST INJURIOUS RISKS ARE CAUSED BY POOR JupocurNT (g K
SKIER - NOT MANAGEMENT OR HILL MAINTENANCE. 1 VIGOROUSLY RFf
# SENATE BILL 391 BE KILLED.

ovne ) w0 000

li;s "
I - ([o=...0000.00" "oues'ons|" N,



MAY 0 § 1961

MSG 81-00015768 RRTY 1 05/07/81 13:18:31 ORIG; TAOQO IN~ 000" QuUT"™ 0044

FROM: MARGIE, ANC INFO TO: POM, JUNEAU IMFO
TARGET: LJIM2 SI1JBJ. POM PAGE 0003
TO: SENATOR PAT RODEY
FROM: CHARLES DRUMMOND. 1844 SUNRISE DRIVE. ANC 0?7E04 <?72-IM7
WE DON®"T NEED SENATE BILL 3?1 . HAVING SKIED FOR 1? YEARS | FEE!

IT AN INSULT TO ALL THOSE I'MG LIVE AND PLAY IN THr 0irDOORS TO =11>d" THEY
NEED ALL THE HAZARDS MARKED TO ENJOY SKIING, PLEASE DON"T TAi™™ IT

WITH HIGHER INSURANCE COSTS,
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AMENDMENT

Offered in the SENATE: , Senate Judiciary

To. Senate Secretary SENATE BILL No. 392
HOUSE BILL No.
Page: Line:

Page 2, lines 11 through 20, amend to read:

(¢)) in the first year, one member from the first judicial
district, one member from the combined area of the second and
fh&rth judicial districts, [AND] one member from the third
judicial district”® and one appointed member;

2 in the second year, one member at large” [.AND] two
members from the third judicial district, and cne appointed
member;

3) in the third year, one member from thd <comb..ned area
of the second and fourth judicial districts, one member from
the. third judicial district, [AND] one member from the first

judicial district, and one appointed member.

Page 3, lines 2 & 3, amend to rend:

for emergency meetings. Meetings of the Beard shall talce

place in the state.



COMMITTEE REPORT
L ] PS — - <*$[*VVA.%.. -
SENATE
FURTHER: Finance
4/6/81
Date h _zx ~IL
Mr. President:
The Committee on JUDICIARY has had SB 392

continuing the existence of the Board of Governors of the Alaska Bar Assoc.

under consideration and (a majority of the committee) (the committee)
r-~orts it back with the following recommendations:

/ L—--}7>-d0 pass . [ 1 do not pass

[y"A do pass with attached amendments (s)

[ 1 same
[ 1 replace with CS for [

and recommends

[ 1 AND attaches a "Letter of Intent.” [ 1 New Fiscal Note
[ 1 reports it back without recommendation

[ 1 referred to the Committee

MEMBERS SIGNING MEMBERS HAVING f\
DO PASS OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS:
1 ' -
r./C'fo-H: 4N iu

yfrJdCa.4,, Xjo itcf

mitlua 9

J new title



AY 5. HAMMDND

State of Alaska
-r~irc crt-£ ::vecn: =

JU.VEAC

January 23, 1931

The Honorable Patrick Rodey
Alaska State* Senate

Pouch V

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Sr”natoir"Ron"5?:

In reply to your letter concerning sunset of several
regulatory boards, I1°d like to furnish you the following
information.

From the Governor®s perspective, the Collection Agency
Board (AG 08.24.011) 1is a board that might well be ter—
minated, and the Governor does not intend to introduce
legislation or take any effort to see that that particular
board is continued in force after June 30, 1980. As for
the Guide Licensing and Control Board (AS 08.54.010), the
Governor 1is very much interested in seeing that this board
is continued and has drafted legislation making some amend—
ments to the statures relating to the Guide Licensing and
Control Board. This particular piece of legislation should
be in completed form relatively soon and will be ready for
introduction. As to the Board of Governors of the Alaska
Bar Association (AS C3.08.040), the Governor believes that
it iIs appropriate that this board be continued. As you
may be aware, there has been some discussion in the pasl
as to whether or not _there .should be a lay person on thfe
board; this isfdthe Legislature to determine. Certainly

it Is appropriate that the board be continued. As to the
Board of Welding Examiners (AS 08.99.010), the Governor
will not be submitting legislation for the continuation of
this board.

I would be pleased to discuss this with further, should
vou wish.

Sincerely,

Keith V.\ Specking
Legislative Assistant
to the Governor



will/the pbar Assoclation

By JOE La RO
JUNEAU - The aska Bar
Assn has a reed to trg {0
resove Its wi %g ublrcrze dif-
ferences with thé egislature over
the controversra question of
whether — the awyers group

IS u slate a anéy sy Jrect t0 the
IStatetoS uSO e rocess unaer
th ?e |sfatu edetermrnes VYret(h
er sfate agencies, sou
abolished for unsatrs actory Lp -
formance, or, aqb
tinue to exist bused on |ts
.usefulness
Bart RozeIIe of Juneau, presi-
dent of the 1,300 member state
bar assooatron told a éornt
(f““? the House and Senate
iclary  Committees Mon ay
tat a maJorrt of the bar’s t
membersnip” ha voted {0 coop-
erate Wrth the legislature this
ﬁear rather than “continue to
Y at some legislators see
he slate’s authonty to over-

see and regulate certain aspects
of the bal” association’s activi-

ties
Rozelle said the

gar assocra-
tion hopes to avoi

what lie

termed the unfortunatelK
acrimonious” atmospnere whic
characterized the discussions last
¥ear between the bar assocla-
lon_and the legislature over
whether the attorneys' orq prza
tion IS subject t0 legislative.
review under the sunset sratute

adopted b¥ the Iegrslature
HI7H. gcnmo YJ ozelle
suid, en e ndermine

what can be the constructrve
results of th%sunset process.”
sunset %rocess
the Le |sIat|ve Budget and Audit
Committee. 1s charged with
responsibility for audrtrng the
records and performance of stale
agencles, and reportrn |ts Ind-
S to. the leql atur ifs
ap roprrate le satrve commrt

Last ear the House Judi-

crar mrttee C arre%
Charlie Parr, O-Fairbanks
avrse the Speaker of the

House that the bar association
had . taken the position thaé
|t IS, not a state agency, an
that it 15 not subject | 0 the
Sunset  review lprocess The
committee report said that the

assocratron “refused the legisla-
tive Auditor access tg some of
Its._ records, %ere the report
said, “no performance audit has
been condUcted.

The report noted that, in a
letter to” the association, the
committee had requested infor-
matrﬁn on 87 orgts 130
Yvhrc Were “ answere complete-

On one pornt a_equest
or a copy disciplinary
recors te bar assoclation
said,_fhat e | form Aron Was
confr ential, cou not hu

Tahe Leg |s|at|ve Budget and
Audit Commrttee took the Bar
sn. to court over the drsp d
eSt te Supreme Court/
cided that the records were
classr ied c%nhdentra by court

rule, ana t
tjon had no authority to Hease

e

%e Hous' Judiciary Commit-
tee proposed legislation last year
extending. the exrﬁtence pf
bar assoCiation only until June

h of this year, and makrng
statutory chariges which It Saj
wero needed to servo the public

at the. bar ‘assocla-

the de

- (UlllS™ ear:’

int
But the Legislation died in the
Senate Judrcra
genn g an automatic termrnatron
f the bai assocratrc under the
sunset _ statute, ef fective  tune
301 >of this year.
In what was clearly a concili-
ator statement aesrgned to
cont nuat 8” of
|s )ute, Rozelle .told the Jor
Judiciary . Committees that te
har assdciation has voted to seek
ihe Supreme Courte permission
|s|at|ve Audrtort |s year. g
As a result o Iast year's
controversy, the bar assn. “presi-

:. ban Lok atve?ﬁ?s”eh ki

nymb er of 3 lons, that Were
raised.” He added: “We think
t]s constructive to meet |th
feh e\% attrre and rather t

t the Iegrslature partr
crpate In the procéss
He pointed out that the
frsron to do was controver-
sial within the bur assoclation.
Two member groups, the Tanana
Valley and the Ketchikan bar
associations, opposed the de

Committee trig-

cision, and ma}% file a suit
against any attempt to_ release
te assocratrons confrdentral
records to the Legislative Audi-
tor. However, Rozelle said, that
hasn't chan ed the state bar
assocratrons osition.

Still unresolved b}/ Ro/clles
comments to the Judiciar
mittees, however, was t e src
question of whether the bur
assoclation —considers |tse|f
stale agency subject to the
state's sunset process.

ltozelle wi»_ pressed on
question b){ Rep. Parr, WO
pornted out that the associa-
jon Is still on record asstatrng
tat |t] IS not. Roze e replie

e rourp has nut, taken
another vote on the question.

Both Parr and Senator Gill
Ra?/ Anguneau arqued that the
Ba soclatio p Xs ecisive
role |n the se ec 10

reten-
tion of stateA es and ]ustrces
hecause attor V dominate the
Alaska Judicia p %rl W
suant to a section 0 Stale
Constrtutron which was draf t%d
lar ext rylaw er delegates. T
0

?rst of noa Pnelgé chosgﬁsb)f/r(t)rrrre

seven-member council  Vihich
consists of, three attornez the
chief justice, and thrée
members.

The council also ﬁponsors a
g \ att rnesrntestaeto
valuate the ‘performance of
judges and ]ustrces and mukes
pubrc recommendations . on
Wwhether they should be retained
for subsequent terms by the
voters when their terms’ have
expired.

Senator Hay savs he thrnks
the simplest way for the legisla-
ture to resolve he dispute* s to
determine tin- Bar Association
this year mder the sunset sta-
fute.” That would conno| the
Stﬁte Supreme Court to decige
\Wnether or not the Bar Associa-
tion |? subject to the state’s
sunset law.
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January 19/ 1981
Senator Ja.Emer M. Kerttula Representative Mike Miller
Senate President Acting Speaker of the House
State of Alaska State of Alaska
Pouch V Pouch V
Juneau, AK 99811 Juneau, AK 99311

Dear Mr. President and Mr. Speaker:

On behalf of tne Board of Governors of the Alaska Bar
Association, pursuant to AS 08.08.035, 1 make the following
report to you and the members of the Alaska Legislature
concerning admissions, discipline of members and disbarment
proceedings.

Admissions and discipline, including disbarment pro—
ceedings.* are conducted by the Alaska Bar Association pursuant
to bar rules promulgated by the Alaska Supreme Court. The
Alaska Bar Association reports to the Supreme Court on its
activities after each bar examination (twice a year) for
admissions and after each quarter for discipline. Disbar —
ment proceedings are a part of disciplinary activities.
Final action on all admissions applications and on all
serious disciplinary matters is taken by the Alaska Supreme
Court and not by the Alaska Bar Association. Copies of the
petitions for admissions and quarterly discipline reports
submitted to the Alaska Supreme Court are enclosed for your
information. \Y

Also enclosed are copies of reports on fee arbitration
vrhich have been provided to the Supreme Court.



Senator Jalmer M e Kerttula
Representative Mike Miller
January 19, 1981
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Decisions of the Board of Governors on discipline and
admission matters may be appealed to the Alaska Supreme
Court. The court®s opinions in such cases are published.
During 1980 the Alaska Supreme Court struck down the require—
ment that applicants be residents of the state for 30 days
before taking tne bar examination (Sheley . Alaska Bar
Association, Opinion #2156, August 29, 1980); affirmed the
decision of the Board of Governors which increased the siX
month suspension recommended by the hearing committee made
up of attorneys and lay persons to a two year suspension (In
the Matter of Preston, Opinion "2156, August 29, 1980);
affirmed the decision of the Board of Governors which simi—
larly increased the suspension recommended for W. Clark
Stump from one to five years (In the Matter of Stump,
Opinion #2237, December 5, 1980)? and upheld as fair, reason—
able and constitutionally valid the requirement that appli—
cants for admission be graduates of an accredited law school
(Application of Urie, Opinion #2.172, Sept. 26, 1980). The
Une opinion concluded:

The ABA system of accreditation is sophisticated
and time-consuming. We can think of no effec—
tive substitute which could be developed at

the state level without diverting impractical
amounts of manpower and money 1into such an
inquiry. Given tne strong state interest 1in
assuring that those entering the practice of
law have had suitable training in adequate
institutions, and considering the precedent
from other jurisdictions, we are of the

opinion that the Alaska bar rule requirement

is valid and does not violate the due process
clause of either the Alaska Constitution or

the United States Constitution.

In this connection, we note that requiring
attendance at an ABA accredited law school is
not a severe impediment to entry into the legal
profession. According to the brief of the ABA

N as amicus curiae, 1in the last decade the number
of aipproved schools increased from 137 to 168,
The number of students therein increased from
63,000 to 121,600, which included 36,308 women.
There are 16 ABA approved schools in California,
with a total enrollment o over 14 ,600 students.
(Footnotes omitted.)
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Representative Mike Miller
January 19, 1981

Page Three

In a separate challenge in the federal courts the Ninth
Circuit Court of Appeal®s affirmed the United States District
Court and held that the requirement of: graduation from an
accredited law school wps rationally related to the fitness

or capacity to practice law anc did not violate the Fourteenth
Amendment of the United States Constitution. The court
followed earlier decisions upholding such requirements in
other states. (Santos v. Alaska Bar Association and the
Justices of the Supreme Court of Alaska, 618 F.2d 575 (9th
Cir. 1980)). -

Very truly yours

ALASKA BAR ASSOCIATION

President

FAULKNER, BANFIELD DOOGAN & HOLMES
311 Franklin, Suite 201

e Juneau, AK 99801
(907) 536-2210

WBR/slb

cc: Randall Burns
Board of Governors
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
In the Matter of the Applications of:

DAVID L. ALLISON, MARY ELLEN ASHTON. JAMES
D. BABB, JR.. MARILYN E. BAIN, SUSAN F.
BEHLKE, WILFRED D. EF| ETT, JOAN E. BLADES,
DOUGLAS L, BLANKENSHIir, DANIEL L. CALLAHAN,
LARRY D. CARD, LARRY L, CAUDLE, MARK C.
CHOATE, JEFFREY W. COLE. THERON J. COLE,
KATHRYN J. COLEMAN, PATRICK W. CONHEADY.
DENNIS P. CUMMINGS, DALE 0. CURDA, JOSEPH
D. DARNELL, JOSEPH D, DlGANGI MICHAELP
DIXON, ROBERT L. DOSS' HELGA EAKON
JOHN M. EbERHART WALTER 7. FEATHERLY. 111
ADPIENNEP FEDOR. MARYANN E. FOLEY, PETER
FOOR, MONITA FONTAINE. WILLIAM R,
FOSSEY JOSEPH H. FRANICH, JR., RAYMOND
M. FUNK. PETER C. GAMACHE DEIDRE §.
GANOPOLE GAYLE L. GARRIGUES, JOSEPH W
GELDHOF. " DIANNA R. GENTRY, PETER W.
GIANNINI, DAVID E. GRASHIN, MITCHELL D.
GROVO, CARVEN L. GUTIERREZ STEPHEN L.
HALE. THERESA R. EDWARD H. HEIN,
JAIME P. HIDALGO THERESA HILLHOUSE
ROBERT C. HOLMES, 4LAN J HOOPER, DONALD D
HOPWOOD THOA/ASG JOHNSO C. BARCLAY
o MARC W, JAMES'F.” KLASEN, DAVID
KOTVUNIEMI GERARDR LaPARLE, CAROLYN
LATHROP,'CHARLENE A. LICHTMANN, “NICHOLAS
G MAROULES, PHILIP J. MATRICAP.DI. JOHN P.
l\/CDONALD KATHLEEN 1. McGUIRE, MICHAELS
MLaughlin, william f . meej y m
MENTELE. ROBERT J. MOLLOY. RicHARD D
MONKMIAN. JOHN M. MOXNESS, 'MYRA M. MUNSON
MICHAELK MURRAY. DEANNA C. MYERS, LOU
F S NELSON, JONATHAN B, NOLL, MARGARETT
o ERLY DAvTD W OESTING, GREGORYL
PETERS HOLLI |. PLOOG, MARY L, POTEET
NN R POTTER COLLEEN A RAY JOHN M
RICHARD. KENNETH P. RINGSTAD, ELEANCR C.
RIVER LESLLE D. 30M0 HENRY C. SCHMIDT
LINDA' SCOCCIA SUSANR SHARROCK ELIZABETH
L. SHAW DONAID R. SHERER. ROBERT D. SINKEY
JOHN M. SKRHAK JR MICHAEL A, STEPOVICH
JR WALTER STILLNER ANTHONY L. STR
HARVEY LAURENCE M, SYLVESTER
JOHN M. TALLEY RC ODD, FRE
VALDEZ, RICHARDL WACG s
WILLIAMS, MARK T LBER CLARKEL YOUNG,
DURWOOD J. ZAELKE JR CAROL A. ZAMARELLO,
WALTER P.  ZULKOSKI, STANLEY T. LEWIS

PETITION

r Admission to the Practice of Law in
?aska an olS Membership In the A?aska Bar
Assoclation



The Board of Governors of the Alaska Bar Association, by its
Executive Director, Randall P. Burns, in accordance vith Part |, Rule 4,
Section 4, Alaska Bar Rules, certifies to this Court the following results
of the July, 1980 Bar Examination and respectfully petitions the Court to
grant the admission of the applicants herein recommended as qualified for
admission:

1. The Alaska Bar Association conducted a Bar Examination on
July 28, 29, and 30, 1980 in which a total of 106 applicants were examined.
Thirteen (13) of the applicants qualified for the attorney examination.

2. The examination consisted of three parts. The Alaska portion
consisting of four essay questions was given on the first afternoon. The
California portion consisting of six essay questions was given on he first
morning and the second day. The third day consisted of tie multi- :tate
examination. Thirteen attorney applicants took only Alaska essay examination.
Some of the general applicants were permitted to transfer their scores from
prior multi-state exams in lieu of taking the multi-state portion of the
July, 1780 exam.

3. The Committee of Law Examiners certified its written report
of examination to the Board of Governors on October 24, 1980. The Committee
followed Rule 4, Section 6 of the Alaska Bar Rules. A composite score of
10% was i.he passing score on the examination, a scaled score of 135 on the
multi-state having been considered the equivalent of 707 of the highest
possible sco on that portion of the examination. The different parts of
the general examination were weighted as follows: 40?7 California, 402
Multi-state and 202 Alaska. After the initial grading, the Committee of Law
Examiners re-read the California essay answers of applicants whose initial
composite scores were betweci. 652 and 702. Fifty-eight (58) general applicants
and seven (7) attorney applicants were certified by the Committee as having
received a composite score of 702 or above. Thirty-five (35) general
applicants and six (6) attorney applicants eere certified as having received

A \SKA BAR composite scores helow 702,

ASSOCIATION
*OX 279
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272.7469



Committee's report of examination, the recommendations of the Executive
Director and such other matters as it considered pertinent, determined that
the following 65 applicants receiving composite scores of 70% or above
were qualified for admission to practice law in Alaska:

Mary Ellen Ashton Marc W. June
Marilyn E. Bain James F. Klasen
Susan P. Behlke Gerard R, LaParle
Wilfred D. Bennett Carolyn D. Lathrop
Joan E. Blades , Stanley T. Lewis
Douglas L. Blankenship Charlene A Lichtmann
Daniel L. Callahan Nicholas G. Maroules
Larry D. Card Philip J. Matricardi
Larry L. Caudle Peggy M. Mentele
Mark” C. Choate Robert J. Molloy
Jeffrey W. Cole Richard D. Monkman
Theron J. Cole John M Moxness
Kathryn J. Coleman Myra M_Munson
Patrick W, Conheady Déanna C. Myers
Joel D. D|Gan%| Michael S. McLaughlin
Walter T_ Featherly, IlI Jonathan B. Noll
Maryann E. Foley Greﬂor){ L. Peters
Wilfiam R. Fos,se% Holli 1. PIoo%
Joseph H. Franic Marr L. Potee
Raymond M Funk Colleen A Ray
Deidre S. Ganopole Kenneth P. Ringstad
Dianna R. Gen-.[y. Eleanor C. River
Peter W Glannjni Linda Scoccla

David E. Grashin Elizabeth L. Shaw
Mitchell D_ Gravo John M Skrhak, Jr.
Cﬁrmen L. Gutjerrez Richard J. Todd
Theresa R.. Hebert Fred H Valdez
Theresa Hillhouse Richard wu. Wa?P
Robert C. Holmes Stephen M. Williams
Alan J. Hooper Mark T. Woelber
Donald P. Hopwood Clark L. Young
Thomas G. Johnson Durwood J. Zaelke, Jr.

Carol A. Zamarello
5. The Board of Governors, based upon the Committee's report
of examination, the recommendations of the Executive Director and such oth.'r
matters as it considered pertinent, determined that the following forty-one
(41) applicants who received composite score., below 70% have failed to
demonstrate their qualification] for admission to practice law in Alaska:
David L. Allison John P. McDonald

James D. Babb, Jr. Kathleen |. McGuire
Dennis P, Cummings William F. Mccse
Dale 0. Curdn Michael K. Murray
Joseph D. Darnell Lou Anne S. Nelson
Michael P. Dixon Margarctt L. Oberly
Robert L. Doss, Jr. David W. Qesting
Hclga Eakon Penny R. Potter
ALASKA OAR John M. Eberhart John"M Richard

ASSOCIATION
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LloJ _
Peter B. Foor Henry C. Schmidt

D. Monita Fontaine Susan R. Sharrock
Peter C. Garaacne Donald R. Sherer
Gayle Garrigues Robert D. Sinkey
Joseﬁh W, eldhof Michael Stepovich, Jr.
Stephen L. Hale Walter Stillner
Edward H. Hein Anthony L. Strong
Jaime P, Hldalg Harvey P. Sullivan
Carol Barclay Jones Laurence M Sylvester
David G. Koivuniemi John M. Talley

Walter P. Zulkoski

WHEREFORE, the Board of Governors of the Alaska Bar Association
recommends that upon the filing of proof of compliance with the provisions
of Part I, Rule 6 of the Alaska Bar Rules, the applicants listed in para-
graph four (4) above be admitted to practice in Alaska and that the appli-
cations of the forty-one (41) applicants listed in paragraph five (5) above
be denied.

DATED this 13th day of November, 1980.

BY: Karen L. Hunt, President-Elect
AtASKA BAR ASSOCIATION

FOR: RandaIIP Burns, Executive Director
ALASKA ASSOCIATION



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
In the Matter of the Applications of:

STEPHEN M. AGNI, DAIVD L. ALLISON, ELLA
ANAGICK, KATHLEEN C. BARRON, CONSTANCE A
BASTIAN. WILLIAM BIXBY, KATHRYN A. BLACK
RICHARDO BRAVO, JR., JULIENNE E. BRYANT,
LARRY D. CARD, JACQUELINE K. CARR.

MARK C. CHOAT ALICEMARY L. CLOSUIT
PATRICK W. CONHEADY. TfRRY-LYNN COONS,
PATRICK J. COUGHLIN. DAN E. DENNIS. PAUL
L. DILLO" DAN D. DIXON, GEORGE DUKE
DAVID G. DYE, SHARON J, EMLEY, RONALD D.
FLANSBURG, PETER C. GAMACHE RENE J.
GONZALEZ, ' LEWIS F.” GORDON. DAVID E.
CRASHIN, 'NANCY J. GROSZEK PARRY GROVER,
GLORIA HANSSEN, WILLIAM C. HARPIN, SUSAN
HENOCH. TERESA'HILLHOUSE, KARLA F.
HUNTINGTON, JAMES E. HUTCHINS, DAVID A..
INGRAM. JAMES H, ISHERWOOD, |11, RICHARD

D. KIBBY RICHARDYIJ\I. KORECKGIAR\IFIENRY M, PETITION

L LYNCH, .
MARSHALL, ' FRED A. MATSUNO, KATHLEEN |
McGUIRE, " JAVES Q. MERY, WALLACE W. MILLS,
EDWARD L. MINER™ MILTON L. MOSS, DIANNE
E. OLSEN. RUTH E. O'RQURKE, LAURIE OTTO,
STEEFANIE D. PARKER STEPHANIE PATEL,
MATTHEW K. PETERSON. BETTY RAMAGE, MARK
RINENER BARBARA D. L. ROBERTS. LOWELL A.
ROBINSON, LESLIE D. ROMO, PATRICK RUMLEY.
JEAN S, SCHANEN. BRYAN E. SCHULER
ELIZABETH H. SHELEY, BRUCE F. SHERMAN
THOMAS G. SMITH, MICHAEL A. D. STANLEY,
GERALD E. STINSON, HARVEY P. SULLIVAN
JOHN M. TALLEY, H. CONNOR THOMAS, RICHARD
J. TODD, LANCE P. WELLS, RAYMOND G.
WHELESS. L. VAN WHITEHEAD. ROY V.
WILLIAMS, CARL WINNER. MICHAEL L.
WOLVERTON, RONALD M. ZOBEL

For Admission to the Practice of Law in
Alaska and Membership in the Alaska Bar
Assoclation
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ASSOCIATION
¢ OX X7»

AMCHOIUaG, AIAIKA
*=(10

XVZ-74A*



The Board of Governors of the Alaska Bar Association, by its
Executive Director, Randall P. Burns, in accordance with Part I, Rule A
Section A, Alaska Bar Rules, certified to c'nis Court the following results
of the February, 1980 Bar Examination and respectfully petitions the Court to
grant the admission of the applicants herein re( imended as qualified for
admission:

1. The Alaska Bar Associaticn conducted a Bar Examination on
February 26, 27, and 28, 1980 in which a total of 78 applicants were examined
Ten (10) of the applicants qualif.ed for the attorney examination.

2. The examination consisted of three parts. The Alaska portion
consisting of four essay questions was given oi the first afternoon. The
California portion consisting of six e”say questions was given on the first
morning and the third day. The second day consisted of the multi-state
examination. Nine (9) attorney applicants took only the multi-state
examination. Some of the general applicants were permitted to transfer their
scores from prior multi-state exams in lieu of taking the multi-state portion
of the February, 1980 exam.

3. The Committee of Law Examiners certified its written report
of examination to the Board of Governors on May 22, 1980. The Committee
followed Rule A, Section 6 of the Alaska Bar Rules. A composite score of
10% was the passing score on the examination, a scaled score of 135 on the
multi-state having been considered the equivalent of 70% of the highest
possible score on that portion of the examination. The different parts of
the general examination were weighted as follows: A% California, A%
Multi-state and 20% Alaska. After the intitial grading, the Committee of Law
Examiners re-read the California essay answers of applicants whose initial
composite scores were between 65% and 70%. Forty-seven (A7) general
applicants and nine (9) attorney applicants were certified by the Committee
as having received a composite score of 70% or above. Twenty-one (21)
general applicants were, and one (1) attorney applicant was certified as
having received composite scores below 70S.

ALASKA BAH
ASSOCIATION
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(4) On May 22, 1980, the Board of Governors, based upon the
Committee's report of examination, the recommendations of the Executive

director and such other matters as it considered pertinent, determined that

the following 56 applicants receiving composite scores of 70% or above

were qualified for admission to practice law in Alaska:

Stephen M. Agni
Kathleen Barron
Constance a. Bastian
William Bixhy
Kathryn A. Black
Julienne E. Bryant
Jacqueline K. Carr
Alicemary L Closuit
Terry-Lynn Coons
Patrick J. Coughlin

Dan E. Dennis
Paul L. Dillon
David D

e
Shargn X Emley
Ronald D. Flanshurg
Parry Grover

Lewis F. Gordon
Rene J. Conzalez
Gloria Hanssen
William C. Harpin
Karla F. Huntington
James E. Hutchins
David A. Inﬁram
James H. Isherwood, |11
Richard D. Kibby
Richard J. Korecki
Kathryn D. Lynch
Gary L. Marshall
James Q. Mery

Wallace W. Mills
Edward L. efiner
Milton L. Moss
Ruth E. O'Rourke
Laurie H. Otto
Dianne QOlsen
Steffanie D. Parker
Stephanie Patel
Matthew K. Peterson
Betty Ramage

Mark  Rindner

Barbara D. L. Roberts
Lowell A. Robinson
Patrick Rumley

Jean S. Schanen

Bryan E. Schuler
Bruce F. Sherman, Jr.
Gerald E. Stinson
Elizabeth H. Shele){
Michael A._D. Stanley
H. Connor Th?mas
Lance P. Wells
Carl Winner

Roy V. Williams
Raymond G. Wheless
Michael L. Wolverton
Ronald M. Zobel

5. The Board of Governors, based upon the "ommittee's report
of examination, the recomraednations of the Executive Director and such other

matters as it considered pertinent, determined that the following twenty-two
(22) applicants who received composite scores below 70% have failed to
demonstrate their qualifications for admissior. to practice law in Alaska:

David L. Allison
Ella Anagick
Ricardo Bravo, Jr.
Larry D. Card
Mark C. Choat
Patrick W._Conheady
Danny D. Dixon
George Duke

Nancy J. Groszek
David E. Grashin
Peter C. Camache

Susan Henoch
Teresa Hillhouse
Henr){ M Lancaster
Kathleen |. McGuire
Fred A Matsuno
Leslie D. Romo
Harvey P. Sullivan
Thomas G, Smith
John M. Talley
Richard J. Todd

L. Van Whitehead
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WHEREFORE, the Board of Governors of the Alaska Bar Asrociatinn
recommends that upon the filing of proof of compliance with the provisions
of Part |, Rule 6 of the Alaska Bar Rules, the applicants listed in para-
graph four (4) above be admitted to practice in Alaska and that the twenty-
two (22) applicants listed in paragraph five (5) above be denied.
DATED this __ day of June, 1980.

\ . vp, —\ "N

|Randal| P. Burns
Executive Director
ALASKA BAR ASSOCIATION



Officers

OONNA C. WILLARD
FKEHOENT

ANCHORAGE

WILLIAM 2 ftOZCLL
#RRCSIOCNT ELECT
JUNEAU

JONATHAN H. LINK
VICE FRESIOCNT
FAIRBANKS

CDWARD C. KING
SECRETARY
KETCHIKAN

ALASKA BAR ASSOCIATION

P.0. BOX 270
ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99310
AREA CODE 907/272-74B9

Randall P. Burmi. Extcunvt Dircctor

W illiam Garrison. Bar Counsel

7P
| * j

A 77Ju|y 16, 1980

Miuwi i

Hon., Jay A. Rabinowitz
Chief Justice

Alaska Supreme Court
604 Barnette Street
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

Dear Chief Justice Rabinowitz:

Please find enclosed the discipline
arbitration figures for the second quarter

and fee

Board hluicai
ALBERT H. BRANSON
STANLEY T FISCHER

KAREN L. HUNT

ELIZABETH P. KENNEDY

EDWARD O KIND
JONATHAN H. LINK
WILLIAM B ROZELL
RICHARO D. SAVELL

OONNA C WILLARD

1980. I believe that we are managing to main—
tain the case load at a workable level.

Mr. Marvin Frankel will assume the duties
of Disciplinary Administrator as of this date.
I am confident that he will prove to be an
asset to the office.

I would 1like to take this opportunity to
express my appreciation to you and the other
Justices for the courtesy which has been extended
to me during the past three years.

garding the report, T. would Ilike to
clarify an error 1in reporting. Pleast note
the data sheet for the first quarter, which
I have 1inc luded nnd marked Exhibit A. Due
to an over sight, the final tally for the
number of cases closed last quarter was
miscoun ted A count cf the data sheet
setting forth the individual cases will indicate
that twenty (20), rather than nineteen (19)
cases, were dismissed. I have 1indicated the
correc ted data on Exhibit A. As a practical
matter this simply means that we ended the



Hon. Jay A . Rabinowitz
July 16, 1980
Page 2

quarter, and began the second quarter, with
a case load of twentyseven (27) rather than
twentyeight (28). . | remain,

pec

William W./Garrison
Bar Counsel

WWG/cc

CC: Board of Governors
Justice Robert Boochever
Justice Roger G. Connor
Justice Warren W. Matthews
Justice Edmond W. Burke



EXHIBIT A
"DISCIPLINE REPORT

January 1, 1980 - March 31, 1980

CASELOAD
1. Cases pending & carried forward on January 1, 1980
2. Cases filed or reactivatedsinceJdanuary 1, 1930
TOTAL CASELOAD FOR PERIOD ccvecanoa... e
3. Cases closed since January 1,1980
(@) Dismissed by Bar Counsel ... . . ioiiiiiiiaiaaaaa..
i) Informal AdmonitioNns . ... .. iioiiiiii i
(C) Disbarred ... e

TOT AL . et e et e et e et e e

4. Total Pending Cases on March 31,1980 .................

STATUS OF PENDING ACTIVE CASES:
1. Investigative Stage:

(@) To Committee Member for Advisory Opinion

(b) Bar Counsel ... ci e
(c) Special Prosecutor ... il
(d) Matters held in abeyance ... .iiiiiiiiiii.....
(e) Conciliation Panel ... . iiiiiiii o iiiiiaaaaann.

2. Before Board oOf GOVEINOINS ..iireee e eeee e e eeeeaeaeennn
3. Before Supreme CoUrt .. i i i

TOTAL PENDING ACTIVE CASES ON MARCH 31, 1980

REQUESTS FOR ASSISTANCE OR COMPLAINTS FOUND NOT TO BE
VIOLATIONS OF THE CODE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY

Number disposed of during this quarter ... ........

10

48

20

28

OO FLPNO

28

76



APRIL 1, 1980 - JUNE 30, 1980

CASELOAD
1. Cases pending & carried forward on April 1, 1980.
2. Cases filed or reactivated since Aprill, 1980.

TOTAL CASELOAD FOR PER IO D s e cae e iaeeeeeee e

3,.- Cases closed since April 1, 1980

(a) Dismissed by Bar Counsel ... i i

(b) Informal Admonitions ... .. .. ... .... .
(c) Do S b ar e d .ot e

4. Total Pending Cases on June 30, 1980

STATUS OF PENDING ACTIVE CASES

Inve stigative Stage:

() To Committee Member for Advisory Opinion

(b) Bar Counsel

(c) Special Pros eCUTOr ... iiiaaaaaaaaas
(d) Matters held 1@n abeyance ... ... ..iiiiiiiiiiiio...
(e) Conciliation Panel ... ... .. ...

2. Before Board oOf GOVEIrNOIKS oo ie e eeeeeeeeanan
3. Before Supreme Court . ... .. .. ..o..o...

TOTAL PENDING ACTIVE CASES ON JUNE 30, 1980 ...ceoe.....
REQUESTS FOR ASSISTANCE OR COMPLAINTS FOUND NOT TO BF.
VIOLATIONS OF THE CODE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY

[
Number disposed of during this quarter .. .. .. iioiioiioaaoa.

23

o wr No

23

86



FEE ARBITRATION REPORT

APRIL 1, 1980 - JUNE 30. 1980

CASELOAD

<
1. Cases pending & carried forward on April 1, 1980.

Cases filed since April 1, 1980 ... oiiiiiiiiiinaaaaan-. 14
3. Cases Reactivated since April 1. 1980 ... .. .. .......
TOTAL CASELOAD FOR PERIOD ciieo et

,4. Cases Closed since April 1, 1980 ... c.oiioiiiiiiiiaiaaan.

TOTAL PENDING CASES ON JUNE 30, 1980 .iciiimrie i i iaaeaaeanns

20

34

10

24



ALASKA BAR
SURVEY OF

ASSOCIATION
GRIEVANCES

In an effort to better inform the court, bar and public
of the source and nature of grievances, and the areas of prac-—
tice from which grievances arise, the following is a sample
based on the files closed in the Bar Association office from
April 1, to June 30, 1980.

In describing the nature of the grievance, only the most
serious allegation 1is reflected. In fact, more grievances
allege various acts of misconduct. It is not practical to
attempt to reflect all allegations.

NATURE OF GRIEVANCE

1. Trust violations (embezzlement/
conversion/withholding client"s
property)

2. Conflict of Interest

3. Neglect (Failure to perform, delay
abandonment)

4. Relationship with client

5. Misrepresentation/Fraud

6. Excessive Fees

7. Interference with justice

8. Improper advertising & solicitation

S. Criminal conviction

10. Personal Behavior

11. Failure to cooperate with 1investigation

12. Medical incapacity

13. Incompetence v-©

14. Other

TOTAL
An additional 86 matters were handled which

involve viol<=tions of the Code of Professional
bUt did 1involve an 1interview, vrequire a response
Of assistance to resolve the matter.

di
Responsibility,

on rendering

J

13

d not-

the

7.5

7.5

31

7.5

39

7.5

10ft. O



J DISCIPLINARY REPORT
SECOND QqUARTER

APRIL 1, 1980 - JUNE 30, 1980

PILE DATE COMPLAINANT®S MOST SERIOUS CIIAROE STATUS DISPOSITION DATE
NO. PILED RELATIONSHIP CLOSED
TO RESPONDENT
17-18 3/22/77 Third Party . Neirlect- 3 A & E Petition for formal Ilrg. Investimation
held pending malpractice delayed because of
action. absence of witness
78-13 6/2/78 ABA Interference w/justice Criminal Prosecution dismissed
7-3-1-F D.A. Records forwarded to Discipline
Under Investigation.
78-20 7111178 ABA Mlsrep./fraud To Review Committee Member
5-B 9/27/78 - lu "earinp. Committee

6/12/79- To ROC 10/10/70
To Supreme Court 10/31/79
Dr. Icf Subml 11 ed-Oral Argument
before Supreme Ct 6/29/00

78-29 11/20/78 Client Incompetence 13 investigation pending
resolution of civil mal—
practice suit

79-1 219179 Oppoal™ j Counsel Interference w/luatlce Petition for formal
7-D--1 - P«rsonol Ilcoring sent to Reap.
Behavior 10-B 9/20/79. Answer received.
Pal lure to co-operate Investigation continuing
vith Dleclplinury o,n affirmative defenses
Authorities 11-C-2 Respondent indicted on un—

related criminal charges.
(See 80-16) Trial Set for
Sept. "980.

79-2 3/6/79 ABA Trust Violation 1-A Petition for Kormsl Hearing
1.2c nerv«J on Respondent Attorney



PACE

FILE

79-4

79-6

19-7

79-8

719-9

DATE
FILED

3/22/79

5/3/79

5/6/79

5/18/79

1117179

complainant's
RELATIONSHIP
TO RESPONDENT

MOST SERIOUS CHARGE

ABA Criminal Conviction 9

ABA Criminal Conviction 9

ABA Interference w/Justlce
7-T-1

ABA Relations liin vr/cllont
4-B-2,3

12 Complaints

ABA Conflict of Interest

STATUS DISPOSITION

Pet. for Formal Ilrg.
4/24/79--Set for formal
»>rg. 6/12/79--Rescheduled
7/12/79--To BOG 9/8/79--
To Supreme Court 9/17/79
Briefs submitted--0Oral
Argument 3/24/80--Pendlog
I"eclalon by Court.

Supreme Court order Suspending
Reap. Issued 6/1tl/79--Resp.
previously suspended for non-—
payment of dues--Prescnt address
unknown .

BOG assigned matter to special
ptosecutor--Hear;Ing before master
Held--FIndlnga and recommendation
of Master |Issuod, BOG considered
samu 6/10/80. Matter ref tered back
to Master for additional findings.

AlIR-29 Petition filed ar.d
grnnted--9/?8/79--Attorney
nppolnied--9/28-79--Motlon

to suspend for failure to

pay dues filed 9/28/79.
Disability Proceedings pending.
Receipt of Affidavits fronm
Puyclilacrist

Informal Admonition Closed

DATE
CLOSED

6/6/80



FILE
NO.

79-17

79*18

79-26

79-3.4

79-36

79-39

79-40

79-41

80-1

80-3

DATE
FILED

9/5/79
9/4/79
9/24/79
10/11/79
10/30/79
1172779
11/6/79
1178779

11/15/79

2/20/80

COHPLAINANTTI"™
RELATIONSHIP
TO RESPONDENT

Third Party
Opposing Counsel
Client

Opposing Counsel
iiiird Party

ABA

Clle..:

Cl lent

Cllcil

ABA

MOST SERIOUS CIIARCE

Interference w/Justlce

Conflict of Interest
2-A-5b

relationship u/cllent

4-B-2,3

Interference w/Justlce
7N

Misrepresentation/fraud
5B

Improper advertising
8 A 2

Relationship w/clicnt
4 B 2

Relationship w/cllent
4 B 1

Relation ihlp u/cllent
4 D2

Medical Incapacity

STATUS DISPOSITION

Dismissed Closed
Investigation delayed

pending resolution of

Civil action

See 79-8- Consolidated

Dismissed Closed

Under Irvestignlilon

Under Investigation

Dismissed Closed
Dismissed Clos< d
DIsmlssed Closed

Attorney placed on Inactive
ot.itus by court order--dated
2/2fc/80- Atty appointed pursuant
to ABU 11-29--lructlce 1In process
of termination

DATE
CLOSED

4/17/80

6/3/80

6/30/80

6/29/80

5/7/00



PACE

FILE
NO.

80-4

80-5

80-6

80-8

80-9

80-10

80-11

80-12

80-13

80-14

80-15

4

DATE
FILED

1/30/80

2/11/80

2/26/80

2/28/80

3/14/80

3/3/80

4/12/80

A/21/780

4/25/80

4/21/80

5/7/80

COMPLAINANT®S
RELATIONSHIP
TO RESPONDENT

Clients

Third Porty

Third Party

Magistrate

Third Party

ABA

Third Party

Attorney

Clle'nt

Client

Attorney/client

MOST SERIOUS CHARGE

Relationship v/client
4 ,B; Neglect 3,A

Interference w/justlce

Solicitation 8-C-1

Interference w/Juatice
7-B-g

Interference w/Justlce
7-D-2

Interference w/Juatlce

7-B-(c) e)

Misrepresentation/fraud
5-B

Trust violations
1 B&C

Relationship u/cllent
4-F

Relationship u/cllent
4-B 1,2,3

Trust violation

STATUS DISPOSITION

Under investigation

Petition for Formal Hearing
filed, Consolidated with 79-2.

Dismissed Closed
Dismissed Closed
Dismissed Closed
Dismissed Close!
Under 1Invest.gatlon

Abeyance

Under investigation by

District Attorney-Civil

Action in progress

Unable to locate Resp.

Dismissed Closed
Dismissed Closed

DATE
CLOSED

6/29/80

6/30/80

4/22/80

6/4/80

6/30/80

6/3/80



PACE 5

MLE
NO.

80»J6

80-17

80-18

80-19

DATE
FILED

5/14/80

5/15/80

5/15/8P

6/5/80

COMPLAINANT™S
RELATIONSHIP
TO RESPONDENT

Attorney

MOST SERIOUS CHARGE

Trust Violation
1-B & C

Solicitation
c-1

Trust Violation
1A2.C

Mis "epresentotlon/fraud
5-B

STATUS DISPOSITION

Abeyance, Criminal
proceedings In progress.
See 79-1.

Under Investigation
Investigation delayed.

Civil action |In progress.

PIsmlssed Closed

DATE
CLOSED

6/30/80



DISCIPLINE REPORT
January 1, 1980 - March 31, 1980

|, CASELOAD
1. Cases pending &carried forward on January 1, 1980

2. Cases filed or reactivated since January 1, 1980

TOTAL CASELOAD FOR PERIOD oo
3. Casesclosed since Januaryl, 1980
[} o8 'rsrﬁ%ﬁ‘ L —
C 0 T
TOTAL ...............................................................................................
. Total Pending Cases on March 31,1980 s

[1. STATI'S OF PENDING ACTIVE CASES:

1. Investigative Stage:
8 To C mmlttTe Member for AdvisoryOpinion

e on0|I|at|on Pane

2. Before Board 0f GOVEINOIS oesseseeenesssssneen
3. Before  Supreme COUM s s
TOTAL TENDING ACTIVE CASES ONMARCH 31,1980

RTINS0 e OF FRaFESSIORAL ARt

Number disposed of during this quarter ...

38
10

48

20

28

16



FEE ARBITRATION RE°OR?
January 1/ 1980 - March 31, 1980

CASELOAD
1. Casespending fi carried forward onJanuary 1, 1980 15
2. Casesfiled since January 1, 1980....mmmrmmrnnn «.. 12
3. CasesReactivated since January 1, 1980 . 1
TOTAL CASELOAD FOR PERIOD ..ooovvvmvsrsrmsmssssssssns 28
4, ICasesCIosed since January 1, 1980....... 8
TOTAL PENDING CASES ON March 31, 1980 .. 20



ALASKA BAR ASSOCIATION
SURVEY OF GRIEVANCES

In an effort to better inform the court, bar and public of
the source and nature of grievances, and the areas of practice
from which grievances arise, the following is a sample based on
the files closed in the Bar Association office from January 1

to March 31, 1980.

In describing the nature of the grievance, only the most
serious allegation is reflected. In fact, more grievances allege
various acts of misconduct. It is" not practical to attempt to
reflect all allegations.

l. NATURE OF GRIEVANCE - 1 %
1. 1ifust violations (embezzlement/
conversion/withholding client®s 0 0
property)
2. Conflict of Interest 1 5
3. Neglect (Failure to perform, delay
abandonment) 2 10
4. Relationship with client 4 20
5. Misrepresentation/Fraud 1 5
6. Excessive Fees 0 0
7. Interference with justice 9 45
8. Improper advertising f£solicitation 2 10
9. Criminal conviction 0 0
10. Personal Behavior "0 0
11. Failure to cooperate withinvestigation 0 0
12. Medical incapacity 0 5
13. Incompetence 1 0
14. Other 0 0
TOTAL 20 100%

An additional 76 matters wore handled which did not involve
violations of the Code of Professional Responsibility, but did
involve an interview, require a response on the rendering of
assistance to resolve the matter.



FILE
NO.

73/74-33

77-18

77-25

78-4

78-13

78-15

78-20

78-22

78-25

DATE
FILED

1/18/74

3/22/77

6/28/77

3/8/78

6/2/78

6/19/78

7/11/78

8/3/78

1074778

COMPLAINANT"™S
RELATIONSHIP
TO RESPONDENT

Client

Third Party

Client
Fee Arb. Panel
Alaska Dar Am ",

Opposing Counsel

Alaska Bar Assn.

Opposing Counsel

Opposing Counsel

DISCIPLINARY REPORT
FIRST QUARTER

January 1, 1980 -

MOST SERIOUS CHARGI

Conflict of Interest

2A -3a

Neglect- 3 A & E

Misrepresentation,
5-B

Interference with
Justice 7-T-1

Fraud

Interference w/justico

7-B-1-f

Interference w/justice

7-B-1-h

Miarep./Fraud
5-B

Relationship w/client

4-A-2

Interference w/justlce

7-D-1

March 31, 1980

STATUS DISPOSITION DA~~
C JD
Informal Admonition Closed 3/18/30
Petition for formal Hrg. Investigation
held pending malpractice initially delayed
action because of absence of
witness
Dismissed Closed 2/28/80
Witnesses Unavailable
Dismissed Closed 3/18/90
Criminal Prosecution Dismissed
Under Investigation
Dismissed Closed 3/19/90
To Review Committee Member
9/27/78--To Hearino Committee
6/12/79--T0 BOG 10/1G/79
To Supreme Court 10/31/79
Brief Submitted - Oral Argument
Requested
Dismissed Closed 3/28/80
Dismissed Closed 3/1: 0



Page 2

mg DATE COMPLAINANT"£ MOST SERIOUS CHARGE STATUS DISPOSITION
NO. FILED RELATIONSHIP
TO RESPONDENT
78-29 11/20/78 Client Incompetence 13 Investigation pending
resolution of civil
malpractice suit
79-1 2/9/79 Opposing Counsel interference w/justice Petition for formal
7-D-1- Personal Hearing sent to Rcsp.
Behavior 10-B 9/20/79. Answer received
Failure to co-operate Investigation continuing
with Disciplinary on affirmative defenses
Authorities 11-C-2
79-2 3/6/79 Alaska Bar Assn. Trust Violation 1-A Accounting in Process
t 1,2c
79-4 3/22/79 Alaska Bar Assn. Criminal Conviction 9 Pet. for Formal Ilrg.
4/24/79- Set for formal
Ilrg. b/12/79-Rescheduled
7/12/79°~ To HOG 9/9/79-
To Supreme Court 9/17/79
Briefs submitted- Oral
Argument 3/24/00
79-6 5/3/79 Alaska Bar Assn. Criminal Conviction 9 Supreme Court order Suspending

Rcsp. 1issued 6/18/79- Reap,
previously suspended for non-—

payment of dues- Present address
nnli =



PAGE 3.

Firr "daTE
KO. FILED
79-7 5/6/79
79-8 5/18/79
79-9 7/17/79
79-13 5/19/79
79-16 6/13/79
79-17 9/5/79
79-1 8 9/4/79
79-20 9/6/79
79-23 9/12/79
79-25 9/24/79
79-26 9/24/79

COMPLAINANT"S
RELATIONSHIP
TO RESPONDENT

Alaska Bar Assn.

Alaska Bar Assn.
Client

Fee Arb. Panel

Client
Judge

Third Party

Opposing Counsel

Opposing Counsel

Client

Alaska Bar Assn.

Client

Mo£t Serious charge™

Interference w/justice
7-T-1

Relationship w/client
4-B-2,3
12 Complaints

Conflict of Interest
2-A-1

Neglect 3A,E
Incompetence 13

Interference w/justico

Conflict of Interest
2-A-5b

Interference w/justice
T-2
Neglect- 3 A,B

Improper Advertising
8-2

Relationship w/ client
4-B-2,3

STATUS DISPOSITION

BOG assigned matter Co
special prosecutor-
Hearing before master held

A3R-29 Petition filed and
granted- 9/28/79- Attorney
appointed- 9/28/79- Motion
to suspend for failure to
pay dues filed 9/28/79
Respondent®s address unknown

Under Investigation

Dismissed Closed.
Dismissed Closed
Under Investigation

Investigation delayed

pending resolution of
civil action

Dismissed Closed
Dismissed Closed
Dismissed Closed

See 79-8 Consolidated

DATE
CLOSED

1/80

3/18/7/80

1717779

3/18/90

3/17/80



Page 4

FILS

no.

79-31
79-32
79-33
79-34
79-36
79-30
79-39
79-40
79-41

79-47

79-43

79-44

DATE
FILED

6/1/79

10711779

9/27/V?

10711779

11/730/79

10/30/79

11/72/78

11/6/79

1178779

9/26/79

11728779

11729779

COMPLAINANT*®S
RELATIONSHIP
TO RESPONDENT

Judge

Client

Third Party

Opposing Counsel

Third Party

Client

Alaska Bar A33n,

Client

Client

Third Party

Attorney

Opposing Counsel

MOST SERIOUS CHARGE

Interference w/justice
7-D-1

Relationship w/Client
4 B 2

Interference w/justice
7 G 2

Interference w/justice
7N

Misrepresentation/Fraud
5B

Relationship w/client
4E

Improper advertising
8 A 2

Relationship w/client
4 B 2

Relationship w/client
4B 1

Solicitation 8 C 1

Relationship w/client
4 B 3

Interference w/justice

STATUS

Dismissed

Dismissed

Dismissed

Under Investigation

Under investigation

Dismissed

Under investigation

Under investigation

Under investigation

Dismissed

Dismissed

Dismissed

DISPOSITION

Closed

Closed

Closed

Closed

Closed

Closed

Clos"d

DATE

CLOSED

2/28/80

3/17/20

2/22/80

3/17/80

3/17/eo0

1/14/80

3/17/e0



Page 5

PILE

79-45
80-1
80-2

80-3

80-4

80-5
80-6

80-7
80-8
80-9

80-10

]

DATE

FILED

12/10/79

11715779

9/27/79

2/20/80

10730780

2/11/80
2/26/80

2/28/80

2/28/80

3/14/80

3/3/80

«

COMPLAINANT®S
RELATIONSHIP
TO RESPONDENT

Third Party

Client
/

Third Party

Alaska Bar Assn.

Clients

Third Party
Third Party

Judge

Magistrate

Third Party

Alaska Bar Assn.

DISCIPLINARY RE?0R"

MOST SERIOUS CHARGE

Interference v/4ustice
7-0

Relationship w/client
4-B-2

Interference w/justice
7-6-2

Medical Incapacity

Relationship w/client
4,B) Neglect 3,A

Interference w/justice
Solicitation 8-C-1

Interference w/justice
7-3-g

Interference w/justice
7-D-g

Interference w/justice
7-D-2

Interference w/justirn

7-B-(c)(u)

STATUS DISPOSITION®

Dismissed Closed
Under 1investigation
Dismissed Closed

Attorney pieced on inactive
status by court order-dated
2/28/30- Atty appointed pursuant
to AUH 11-29

Under Investigation

Under investigation
Under 1investigation

Dismissed Closed
Under investigation
Under investigation

Under investigation

DAT2
CLOSED

2/19/E0

«2/22/8C

3/25/80



SrAve ' !

- BOARD or GOVERNORS

Office™* ALASKA BAR ASSOCIATION BOAMO HCMBCRS
PO BOX 279 WILLIAM P BRYSON
WILLIAM a ROZELL
KRISIOCNT ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99510 STANLEY T FISCHER
JIUNEAU ARCA CODE 907/272 7469 KAREN L HUNT
KAREN L. HUNT
=%1 SIOCNT - CLCCT Ranoau P Burn* cCiccunve Oiricior ELIZAOETH P KENNEDY
ANCHORAGE Marvin S. Fraw«Cv OitCiRV'*ARv Aomi**i$ir* to* Amo O»* COvntCi EDWARD G KING

STANLEY T. FISCHER JONATHAN H LINK
VICE RRCSIOCNT WILLIAM B ROZELL

ft00IAK o Hye
RICHARO D SAVELL

HUGH G WAOE October 14, 1980

SCCRCTARY F AN (?0 N HUGH G WAOE

ANCHORAGE

* %

ELIZABETH P KENNCOY *

TREASURER t«a %

*Nc«o»Act Hon. Jay A. Rabinowitz
Chief Justice
Alaska Supreme Court
604 Barnette Street
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

Dear Chief Justice Rabinowitz:

RE: QUARTERLY REPORT CF DISCIPLINE ADMINISTRATOR

Enclosed, please find my report for the quarter ending
September 30, 1980.

At the request of the Board of Governors, this report
reflects some changes which | have instituted concerning

the record keeping of this office.

The changes arein aninterim stage and may or may not
reflect the finaldecision on the manner of keeping the
records of this office. Your indulgence would be
appreciated.

Very truly yours,

ALASKA BAR ASSOCIATION

Marvin S. Frankel
State Bar Counsel

MSF/cce
Enclosures
cc: Justice Roger G. Connor
Justice Warren W. Matthews
Justice Edmond W. Burke
Randall P. Burns (for distribution to
the Board of Governors)



ALASKA BAR ASSOCIATION
SURVEY OF GRIEVANCES

In an effort to better inform the court/ and the Bar of
the source and nature of grievances, and the areas of practice
from which grievances arise, the following is furnished based
on the files of the Bar Association office.

In describing the nature of the grievance only the most
serious allegation is reflected. In fact, m[~"- grievances
allegp various acts of misconduct. It is nc /actical to
attempt to reflect all allegations.

l. NATURE OF GRIEVANCE #

1. Trust violations (embezzlement/
conversion/withholding client’s

property) 5
2. Conflict of Interest 4
3. Neglect (Failure to perform, delay,

abandonment) 48

4. Relationship with client 12
5. Misrepresentation/fraud 7
6. Excessive Fees 7
7. Interference with jJustice 14
8. Improper advertising & solicitation 5
9. Criminal conviction 4
10. Personal Behavior 6

11.  wilful failure to cooperate with

Discipline Authorities 0
12.  Medical incapacity 2
13.  Incompetence 1

TOTAL 115 100%

41.

10.

%



FEE ARBITRATION REPORT

JUuLY 1, 1980 - SEPTEMBER 30, 1980

CASELOAD

1. Cases pending & carried forward on July 1, 1980

2. Cases filed since July 1, 1980 ..ciiiirirnmnaaanann..

3. Cases Reactivated 1ince July 1, 1980

TOTAL CASELOAD FOR PERITOD covee i iiaaas

4. Cases Closed since July 1, 1980 ... .. . .. oo oo....-.

TOTAL PENDING CASES ON SEPTEMBER 30, 1980

26

22

51

18

33



DISCIPLINE REPORT

JUuLY 1, 1980 - SEPTEMBER 30, 1980

CASELOAD

1. Cases pending & carried forward on Julyl, 1980. 22

2. Cases filed or reactivated since July 1,1980.. 79
TOTAL CASELOAD FOR PERIOD coun i e cecaeeaan s 101

3. Cases closed since July 1, 1980 ..oiiiiirimmimmmaanaaanann- 60
(@) Dismissed by Bar Counsel .. i iaiaiaaanan 55
(b)) Informal AdmoONITIONS ciooii i i cecececeaeaaan 3
() Disbarred. . .o 0
(d)  SUSPENSTONS ittt e e e 2

L S N 60

4. Total Pending Cases on September 30, 1980 ............... 43

STATUS OF PENDING ACTIVE CASES

1. Investigative State:
(@ To Committee Member for Advisory Opinion......... r
(b)) Bar Counsel oo e 30
(©) Special Prosecutor ............... e eaaaaa 0
(d) Matters held In abeyance ... ..., 8
(B) Conciliation Panel .. i 0

2.* Before Board of GOVEIrNOFS it iaaaaaaaaan 1

3. Before Supreme CoOUIN Tt .o . iiiii i ceaaaaaann . , 2
TOTAL PENDING ACTIVE CASESON SEPTEMBER30, 1980 43



FILE

-0

77-18

78-13

78-20

78-29

79-1

79-2

79-4

79-6

79-7

79-8

DATE
FILED

3/22/77

6/2/78

7/11/78

11/20/78

2/9/79

3/6/79

3/22/79

5/3/79

5/6/79

5/18/79

COMPLAINANT =S
RELATIONSHIP
TO RESPONDENT

Third Party

ABA

ABA

Client

Opposing Counsel

AEIA

ABA

ABA

DISCIPLINARY REPORT

JULY 1, 1980
MOST SERIOUS CHARGE

Neglect

Interference
w/justice

Misrep./fraud

Incompetence

Interference
w/justice
Personal Behavior
Failure to co-op
with Disciplinary
Authorities

Trust Violation

Criminal convic—
tion

Criminal Conviction

Interference
w/justico

Relationship
w/client

- SEPTEMBER 30, 1980

STATUS DISPOSITION

Complaint filed 7/25/80 -
Time to answer exterded 10/5/80

Complaint filed 8/5/80 -
Time to answer extended 10/10/80

Oral Argument before Supreme Court 6/24/80

Abeyance pending resolution of -
civil malpractice suit

Complaint sent to Resp. 9/20/79.
Answer received. Investigation
cont"g on affirmative defenses.
Resp. 1indicted or unrelated
criminal charges.

(See 00-16) Trial Sot for 11/3/80

Complaint filed 7/14/80 -
Ilrg. set 10/6/80 - fiuetschow,.
Chrm. Consolidated with 80-5.

Supreme Court Decision 8/29/80 -

Suspension 4/5/79

To 4/S/B1

Supreme Court order Suspend
Resp. issued 6/18/79

Suspension

Referred back to BOO from
Master

ABR-29 Pet. filed and granted
9/28/79 - Attorney appointed
9/28/79 - Motion to suspend for
failure to pay dues *ilcd 9/28/79.
Disability Investigation perilling.

DATE
CLOSED

8/29/80

8/30/80



J Page 2

FILE DATE COHPLAINANT*S MOST SERIOUS CHARCE STATUS DISPOSITION DATE
NO. FILED RELATIONSI!ITP CLOSED
TO RESPONDENT

79-9 7/17/79 ABA Conflict of Int. Informal Admonition CLOSED 6/6/80
7r-17 9/5/79 Third Party Inter w/justice No merit DISMISSED 4/17/80
79-16 9/4/79 Opposing Counsel Conflict of Int. Abeyance pending resolution
of Civil action.
79-26 9/24/79 Client Relationship See 79-8 - Consolidated
w/client
79-34 10/11/79 Opposing Counsel Interference No Merit DISMISSED 6/3/80
w/justice
79-36 10/30/79 Third Party Miarep/fraud Informal Admonition CLOSED 7/16/80
79-39 11/2/79 ABA Imuropor Advor. Informal A"monition CLOSED f/17/80
79-40 11/6/79 Client Relationship Ho Merit DISMISSED 6/30/80
w/client
79-41 11/8/79 Client Relationship No Merit DISMISSED 6/29/fa0
w/client
80-1 11715779 Cl ient Relationship No Merit DISMISSED 5/7/80
w/client
80-3 2/20/80 ABA Medical Incapacity Attorney pluccd on inactive status

by Court Order dated 2/28/80 - Atty
appointod pursuant to ADR 11-29 -
Practice in process of termination.

80-4 1/30/80 Clionts Relationship No Merit DISMISSED 7/16/80
w/client & Neglect



FILE
HO.

80-5

80-6

80-8

80-9

80-10

80-11

80-12

80-13

80-14

80-15

80-16

80-17

80-18

DATE
FILED

2/11/80

2/26/80

2/28/80

3/14/80

3/3/80

4712780

4/21/780

4/25/80

4/21/00

5/7/80

5/14/80

5/15/80

5/15/80

COMPLAINANT®S
RELATIONSHIP
TO RESPONDENT

Third Party

Third Party

Magistrate

Third Party

ADA

Third Party

Attorney

Cliont

Cl *ant

Attorney/client

AHA

Attorney

ADA

MOST SERIOUS CHARGE

Interference
w/justice

solicitation

Interference
w/justice

Interference
w/justice

Interference
w/justice

Misrcp/fraud
Trust violation
Helationship

w/client

Relationship
w/client

Trust violation

Trust violation

Solicitation

Trust violation

STATUS DISPOSITION

Ilrg. set 10/P/80
Consolidated with (79-2)

Mo Merit DISMISSED
No Merit DISMISSED
No Merit DISMISSED
Mo Merit DISMISSED
Abeyance Fending resolution

of Civil,Action

Abeyance pending resolution

of Civil Action

Under investigation.

No Merit DISMISSED
No Merit DISMISSED
Abeyancej Pending unrelated

criminal trial

*lo Merit DISMISSED

Abeyance pending ros"Jutlon
of Civil Action

Page 3

DATE
CLOSED

6/29/80

6/30/80
4/22/80

6/4/80

6/30/80

6/3/80

1115/80



FILE
NO.

80-19

80-20

80-21

80-22

80-23

80-24

80-25

80-26

80-27

80-28

80-29

80-30

80-31

80-32

80-33

80-34

80-35

DATE
FILED

6/5/80

7/16/80

7/17/80

8/7/80

6/3/80

8/20/80

3/12/80

7/30/80

7/24/80

2/23/80

7/30/80

5/3/80

7/31/80

0/27/80

7/11/80

7/22/80

6/26/80

COMPLAINANT"S
RELATION! HIP
TO RESPONDENT

Wife
ADA

ADA

ABA

Client
Client
Client
Client
Third Party
Cl lent

Cl font

Abn

Client

Cl lent

Client

Client

Client

MOST SERIOUS CHARCE

Misrep/fraud
Criminal conviction

Relationship
w/client

Solicitation

Personal Behavior
Neglect

Neglect (3 charges)
Neglect

Neglect

Neglect

Neglect

Criminal

Neglect

Neglect

«

Relationship
w/client

Neglect

Neglect

STATUS

Ho Merit
Informal Admonition

Under investigation

Under investigation

No Merit
No Merit
No Merit
Under Investigation
No Merit
No Merit
No Merit
No Merit
No Merit
Under Investigation

No Merit

No Mori t

No Merit

(See 80-13)

DISPOSITION

DISMISSED.

CLOSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DATE
CLOSED

6/30/80

7/22/80

7/14/80

4/3/P0

7/9/80

7/30/80

7/10/80

8/27/80

9/3/80

8/27/80

7/22/80

8/29/80

7/31/80



FILE
NO.

80-36

80-37

80-38

80-39

80-40

80-41

80-42

80-43

80-44

80-45

80-46

80-47

80-48

80-49

80-50

80-51

80-52

DATE
FILED

6/23/80

8/5/80

7/29/80

4/25/80

8/6/80

8/18/80

7/5/80

7/14/80

8/12/80

5/27/80

4/8/80

6/2/80

3/26/80

4/24/80

1/16/80

5/9/80

3/3/80

COMPLAINANT S
RELATIONSHIP
TO RESPONDENT

Client

Client

Client
Client
Client

ABA

Client
Third Party
Client
Client

Client

Client

Client

Client
Client
Client

Attorney

MOST SERIOUS CHARGE

Neglect

Neglect

Neglect

Neglect

Neglect

Neglect
Misrepresentation
Neglect

Neglect *

Neglect

Relationship
w/client

Personal Behavior

Interference
w/justice

Neglect
Personal Behavior
Personal Behvior

Interference
w/justice

No

Abeyance pending Criminal

in

No

No

Mo

Ho

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Merit

progress

Merit

Merit

Merit

Merit

Merit

Merit

Merit

Merit

Merit

Merit

Merit

Morlt

Merit

Merit

Merit

STATUS

(See 80-16)

Proceeding

DISPOSITION

DISMISSED

DISMISSED
DISMISSED
DISMISSED
DISMISSED
DISMISSED
DISMISSED
DISMISSED
DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED
ccostio- 1
DISMISSED

cnnsgeD-"

Page 5

PATE
CLOSED

7/31/80

7/29/80
7/1/80
8/7/80
9/18/80
7/18/1t0
8/8/80
9/9/80
5/28/80

6/9/80

6/17/80

4/11/80

4/30/80
4/11/80
6/3/80

9/18/80



FILE

80-53

80-54

80-55

80-56

80-57

80-58

80-59

80-60

80-61

80-62

80-63

80-64

80-65

80-66

80-67

80-68

80-69

80-70

DATE
FILED

12/1/79

1/22/80

4/1/80

4/10/80

4/17/80

3/15/780

3/11/780

2/26/r0

9/4/80

2/25/7/80

4725780

5/27/80

5/24/80

8/8/80

7/11/780

5/21/80

7/1/80

8/5/80.

COMPLAINANT 7S
RELATIONSHIP
TO RESPONDENT

Client
Client

Client

Attorney
Attorney
Client
Client

Client

Client
Client
Client
Client
Client
Cljent
Client
Client
Client

Client

MOST SERIOUS CHARCE

Excessive i8e
Personal Behavior

Relationship
w/client

Excessive fee
Solicitation
Neglect
Neglect

Interference
v/justice

Neg.i"sct
Neglect
Neglect
Neglect
Neglect
Neglect
Neglect =
Neglect
Neg lect

Neglect

STATUS

No Merit *

No Merit

Under 1investigation

No Merit
Under 1investigation
No Merit
No Merit

No Merit

Under investigation
Under 1investigation
No Merit
Under 1investigation
No Merit
Under 1investigation
No Merit
Mo Merit
Ho Merit

Under investigation

DISPOSITION

-cCosErrn*v*",, &~

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

C-LOSWr- o **~

DISMISSED

LISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

Page 6

DATE
CLOSED

9/3/80

4/11/780

4/11/80
4/4/80

5/9/80

9/4/80

9/18/S0
9/47/80
8/29/80

9/16/80

9/23/00



FILE
HO.

30-71

80-72

80-73

80-74

80-75

80-76

80-77

80-78

80-79

80-80

00-81

80-82

80-83

80-84

80-85

80-86

80-87

80-88

DATE
FILED

5/14/80

4/7/80

9/9/80

9/9/Wo0

3/25/80

6/27/80

9/4/80

9/4/80

2/14/80

9/11/80

9/18/80

3/10/80

4/4/80

8/25/80

4/16/80

4/22/80

6/3/80

5/18/80

COHPLA1INANTI1S
RELATIONSHIP
TO RESPONDENT

Client

Client
Client
“Client
Client
Client
Client
Client
ADA
Third Party
Client
Client
Client
Client
Client
Client
Client

Client

HOST SERIOUS CIITARCE

Conflict of
Interest

Misrepresentation
Misrepresentation
Neglect

Neglect

Neglect

Neglect

Neglect

Medical Incapacity
Personal Dohavior
Neglect

Neglect

Excessive fee
Neglect

Neglect «
Excessive foe
Excessive fco

Neglect

STATUS

Under Investigation

No Merit

No Merit

Abeyanco pending Fee Arb FA 38-80

No Merit
No Merit
Under 1investigation
Under 1investigation
Under Investigation
No Merit
Under investigation
No Merit
Under 1investigation
No Merit
No Merit
Ho Merit
Under 1investigation

No Merit

DISPOSITION

ISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

Pago 7

DATE
CLOSED

9/10/60

9/10/80

9/29/00

9/29/80

9/18/80

9/16/80

9/18/80

9/18/80

9/29/80

8/29/80



FILE
NO.

80-89

80-90

80-91

80-92

80-93

80-94

80-95

80-96

80-97

80-98

DATE
FILED

3/21/80

4/7/80

9/19/80

9/19/80

5/13/80

9/22/80

9/23/80

9/23/80

9/16/.0

9/23/80

COMPLAINANT™* S
RELATIONSHIP
TO RESPONDENT

Client
Client
Client

Attorney

Client-
Attorney

ABA

Client

Client

Client

MOST SERIOUS CHARGE

Neglect
Neglect
Excessive fee

Interference
w/justice

N .gleet
Neglect

Conflict of
Interest

Interference
w/justice

Excessive fee

Nuglect

STATUS

No Merit
Under investigation
Under investigation

Under 1investigation

No Merit
Under investigation

Under investigation

Under investigation

No Merit

No Merit

DISPOSITION

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

Page 8

DATE
CLOSED

9/8/80

9/23/80

9/24/80

9/25/80



Hon. Jay A.
Chief Justice

BOARD OF GOVERNORS

ALASKA BAR ASSOCIATION

PO O0OX 270
ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99510
APCA CODE 007/272*7400

Randall P Ouams Executive Oiacctoa

Manviw S. Taamcci 0'SCiAtmA«r Aouimstaatoa Ano Qan Counsci.

January 8, 1981

Rabinowitz

Alaska Supreme Court
604 Barnette Street

Fairbanks,

Alaska 99701

QUARTERLY REPORT OF DISCIPLINE ADMINISTRATOR

Dear Chief Justice Rabinowitz:

Enclosed,
1980.

I have added statistics on Fee Arbitration files which may be of

interest to you.

MSF/cc
Enclosures

Very truly yours,

ALASKA BAR ASSOCIATION

Marvin S. Frankel
State Bar Counsel

CC: Justice Roger G. Connor
Justice Warren W. Matthews
Justice Edmond W. Burke

Burns (for distribution to the Board of Governors)

Randall P.

board ur.uncRS
W ILIAM P BRYSON
STANLEY T riSCMER
KA.REN L HUNT
ELIZABETH p KENNEDY
EDWARD G KING
JONATHAN H LINK
WILLIAM 3 ROZELL
RICHARD O SAVELL
HUGH G WAOE

"lease find my report for the quarter ending December 31,



fee Arbitration report

OCTOBER 1, 1980 - DECEMBER 31, 1980

CASELOAD
1. Cases pending h carried forward, on October 1, 1980
2. Cases filed since October 1, 1980 . .. .o iioiiomiiiiaaaaaaanan.
3. Cases reactivated since October 1, 1980........_ . ...........
TOTAL CASELOAD FOR PER I OD i e e

4. Cases Closed since October 1, 1980 ..oooiiimeoeoieiaeaennn-

TOTAL PENDING CASES ON DECEMBER 31, 1980 ..o iicaaaeaaans

33

12

17

28



ATET
0.

FA
FA

FA

FA

FA

FA
FA

FA

FA

FA
FA
FA
FA
FA

FA

16-79

34-79

5-80

9-80

13-80

15-80

18-80

19-80

20-80

25-80

27-80

29-80

30-80

31-e0

32-80

DATE
FILED

8/28/79

12721779

2/8/80

3/5/80

4/15/80

4/28/80

5/28/80

5/30/80

6/2/80

6/16/80

7/14/60

8/4/80

8/6/80

8/26/80

8/26/80

amount

(5500.00)
(52,973.59)

(56.850.00)

(55,000.00)

(59,000.00)

,(52.900.00)
(51.000.00)

;($1,500,001-)
1

]
i(59,920.73)

*($3,750 00)
I($1,2oo.00)
(53,000.00)
(4,000.00)

($1,200.00)

C

<(520,000.00)

FEE ARBITRATION

4ch QUARTER 11)80

STATUS

Reopened 3/18/80 See discipline 78-1
Turned bock Co Discipline Admlnlscrucoc

Kile In Kecchlkun - Auditing Decision

Decision requested 12/3/80

54,400.00 awarded co Respondent

File in Juneau - Awaiting decision

Decision requested 12/2/80

Mr.. Day died 6/23/80

See FA 16-79. See discipline 78-1

File In Kecchlkun - Awaiting Decision

Decisionrequested 12/2/80

Punel Decision referred back co Discipline

Action. See 80-95.

$3,750.00 uunrded co Respondent

Avulclng Decision ftoin Panel

$2,657.50 awarded to Respondent

Awaiting Decision from Punel

Settled by putties

To bu scheduled after Jun.

12/15/80

9/30/80

15,

1981

DISPOSITION

Abeyance - Medical Ula.

CLOSED

CLOSED

CLOSED

Abeyance - Medical Dls.

CLOSED

CLOSED

CLOSED

CLOSED

DATE
CLOSID

11/24/80

117267e0

11/6/80

11/7/30

11/13/80

10/30/80

10/27/80



FILE

:0.

FA

FA

FA

FA

FA

FA

FA

FA

FA

FA

FA

FA

FA

FA

FA

FA

rA

33-80

34-80

35-80

37-80

38-80

39-80

40-80

41-80

42-80

43-80

44-80

45-80

46-80

47-80

48-80

49-80

50-80

DATE

FILEE

9/3/80

9/3/80

9/4/80

9/11/80
9/12/80
9/17/80
4/23/80
4/14/80

9/8/80

4/2/80

9/15/80

9/9/80

9/18/80
9/22/80
9/23/80
9/26/80

9/29/80

AMOUNT

(570.800.00)

(G

($45,693.75)
(52,500.00)
(51,900.00)
(5618.70)
(51,000.00)
(51,450.00

(5598.00)

(5600.00)

(67)

(57)
(5168.00)
(513,530..7,0)
(5971.50)

(51,500.00)

(C1)

STATUE

Scheduled for cont®d hearing Jon. 27, 1981

File In Fairbanks - Awoldng Decision
Decision requested 12/3/80

Settled becueon parties
Complulnc withdrawn

Complulnt withdrawn

5618.70 awarded to Respondent
Complaint withdrawn

Awuldng further notice from Complainant

File In SItku - Auoidng hearing
Flic sent 11/5/80

Unable to locucc complainant

File In Fairbanks - Awnldng hearing
Flic sent 12/2/80

Complulnt ulthdruwn

Settled between parties

To be scheduled after March 1, 1981
Awaiting response from complulnnnc
Complaint withdrawn

Complulnc withdrawn

12/23/80

CLOSED

.CLOSED

CLOSED

CLOSED

CLOSED

CLOSED

CLOSED

CLOSED

CLOSED

DISPOSITION

DATE
CLOSED

11/13/80
11/25/80
11/4/80

11/24/80

11/6/80

us/6/80

12/3/80

u/iaro

10/9/80



f

’_\_TTT DATE AMOUNT ~ * « STATUS DISPOSITION

DATE
0. FILED CEOS
FA 51-00 9/29/80 | (§4,538.48) Complaint withdrawn CLOSED 10/20/80
FA 52-00 10/3/80 (5400.00) To be scheduled after Jun 15, 1981
Fa 53-30 10/22/80 i (54,781.74) No response from complainant

FA 54-30 11/5/80 !
FA 55-80 11/10/80

(524,589.94) No response from complulnunt sincu 12/3/80

j (51,000.00) Complainant and Kespondcnt to liuve meeting -
Awaiting results of same.

FA 56-80 10/29/80

i (5170.00) Awaiting response from complainant

FA 57-80 11/20/80 ,I (5)94.00) Awaiting response from complainant

FA 58-80 11/24/80 (51.337.27)  Abeyance until Jan. 12, 1981

FA 59-80 11/24/80 | (5500.00) Awaiting response from despondent

FA 60-80 12/4/80 : ®?) Awaiting Fee Arb forms from complainant

FA 61-80 12/0/80 (533,333.33)  Nearing scheduled Jan. 20, 1981 - See 80-133.

FA 62-80 12/18/80 (53,673.00) 7o be set for hearing after Jan 12, 1981

FA 63-80 J2/17/e0 (594,000.00)  Kite to be sent to Fairbanks for hearing - 1/8/81



and nature of grievances,

ALASKA BAR ASSOCIATION
SURVEY OF GRIEVANCES

In an effort to better inform the Court,

arise,

office.

oi

the following

and the Bar of the source

In describing the nature of the grievance, only the most
allegation is reflected. In fact, most grievances allege various acts
misconduct. It is not practical to attempt to reflect all

NATURE OF GRIEVANCE

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

Trust violations (embezzlement/
conversion/witholding client"s

property)
Conflict of Interest
|

Neglect (Failure to perform, delay,
abandonment)

Relationship with client
MisrcpresentalLion/fraud

Excessive Fees

Interference with justice

Improper advertising & solicitation
Criminal conviction

Personal Behavior ,

Wilful failure to cooperate with
Discipline Authorities

Medical 1incapacity
Incompetence

TOTAL

32

86

and the areas of practice from which grievances
is furnished based on the files of the Jar Association

servious

allegations.

%

37.21

18.60

2.33
1.16

1002:



DISCIPLINE REPORT

OCTOBER 1, 1980 - DECEMBER 31, 1980

l. CASELOAD

1. Cases pending & carried forward on October 1,1980. . 43

2. Cases filed or reactivated since October 1,1980. .- 43
TOTAL CASELOAD FOR PER I OD cuoiir i ceeeeeeam s 86
3. Cases closed since October 1, 1980 .c.ociiiiiiroimanaaanaannn 31
(a) Dismissed by Bar Counsel ... i 26
(b) Informal AdmonTtiOoNS i caaaaaaaaaaan 4
(C) Disbarred . ..ot et i -0
(d)  SUSPENS T ON S citiet it et et c e aeeceeaaaaaeaaaaaaaaaaaaanaaaaannn 1
O N 31
4. Total Pending Cases on December 31,1980 .. ..occiiooiaaao. 55

. STATUS OF PENDING ACTIVE CASEt,

1. Investigative State:
(a) To Committee Member for Advisory Opinion . . . . -0
(b) BarCounsel 42
(c) Special ProsecUtoOr .o oot e ceeceaceaaannn 1
(d) Matters held 1In abeyance ... .. i 7
(e) Hearing CommEttee . ittt c e ceicccaaaan 2

%

2. Before Board OfFf GOVEIrNOFS ..ot aaaa e aaaa e caeeaaaanannn 2

3. Before Supreme CoUI T ...ttt ae e caa e aaaaaas 1
TOTAL PENDING ACTIVE CASES ONDECEMBER31, 1980 . . . 55



PACE 1

1LE
10.

77-18

78-13

78-20

78-29

79-1

79-2

79-7

79-8

79-18

79-26

80-3

80-5

80-11

80-12

DATE
FILED

3/22/77

6/2/78

7/11/78

11/20/78

2/9/79

3/6/79

5/6/79

5/18/79

9/4/79

9/2A/79

2/20/80

2/11/80

A/11/80

A/21/80

COMPLAINANT =8
RELATIONSHIP
TO RESPONDENT

Third Party
ABA

ABA

Client

Opposing Counsel

ABA
ABA

ABA

Opposing Counsel
Client

ABA

Third Party
Third Purty

Attorney

DISCIPLINARY RF.POKT

OCTOBER 1.

MOST SERIOUS CIIAROI

Neglect
Interference w/justlce

h."srep. /fraud

Incompetence

Interference v/Justlce
Personal Behavior
Failure to co-op with

Disciplinary Authorities

Trust VI. latlon
Interference w/Justlcc

Relationship u/cllent

Conflict of Interest
Relutionuhlp u/cllent
Medical Incapacity
Interference u/Justlce
Misrep/fraud

Trust violation

DECEMBER 31. 1980

STATUS DISPOSITION

Hearing Cortlnued to 2/6/81
Hearing scheduled on or about A/15/81

Supreme Court Decision 12/3/80 Five year suspension

10/31/79 to 10/31/84

Abeyance pending resolution of
Civil umlpructlcc suit

Defondunt acquitted of Criminal Charges.
Under Investigation. (80-16, 80-37)

To Board of Covurnors 1/26/81

Unuer investigation

AMR-29 Pet. filed ond granted 9/28/79 -
Attorney appointed 9/28/79 - Motion to
suspend for failure to puy dues filed
9/28/79. Disability investigation pending.
Abeyance pending resolution of Civil action.
bee 79-8 -- Consolidated

12/2/80 - Application for Reinstatement

See 79-2 - To HOC 1/26/81

Abeyance pending resolution of Civil action.

Abeyance pending resolution of Civil uctlon.

DATE
CLOSED

12/10/80



ﬂ
5z
m

80-13

80-16

80-18

80-21

80-22

80-26

80-32

80-37

80-55

80-57

80-61

80-62

80-66

80-66

80-70

80-71

80-76

DATE
FILED

6/25/80

5/16/80

5/15/80

7/17/80

8/7/80

7/30/80

8/27/80

8/5/30

6/1/80

6/17/80

9/6/80

2/25/80

5/27/80

8/8/80

8/5/80

5/16/80

9/9/80

Client

AHA

ADA

AHA

ABA

Client

Cl lent

Client

Client

Attorney

Client

Cl lent

Cl lent

Client

Client

Client

Client

MOST SERIOUS CHARCE

Relationship w/cllent
Trust violation

Trust violation
Relationship w/cllcnt
Solicitation

Neglect

Neglect

Neglect

Relationship w/cllent
Solicitation

Neglect

Neglect

Neglect

Neglect

Neglect (

Conflict of Interest

Neglect

STATUS

Informal Admonition

See 79-1.

Abeyunce pending resolution of Civil

Informal Admonition (See 80-13)
Informal Admonlt®on

Under Investigation

Under Investigation

See 7-9-1, 80-16.

No Merit

Under Investigation

No Merit

No Merit

No Merit

No Merit

No Merit

Pending Civil litigation 8/1/81.

No Merit

t

DISPOSITION

CLOSED *

CLOSED

CLOSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED
DISMIS ED
DISMISSED
DISMISSED
DISMISSED
Abeyance

DISMISSED

DATI-
CLOSED

10/31/8)

10/317/30

10/31/80

10/2/80

N /m
10/9/80
10/9/80
10/11/80

10/16/60

11/6/80



fT

PACE 3

le

NO.

80-77

80-78

80-79

80-81

80-83

80-87

80-90

80-91

80-92

.80-94

80-95

80-96

80-99

80-100

80-101

80-102

80-103

date
FILED

9/4/80

9/4/80

2/14/80

9/18/80

4/4/80

6/3/80

4/7/80

9/19/80

9/19/80

9/22/80

9/23/80

9/23/80

10/2/80

1U/9/80

10/9/80

10/9/80

10/9/80

complainant”s
RELATIONSHIP
TO RESPONDENT

Client

Client

ADA

Client

Client

Client

Client

Client

Attorney

Client

ADA

Client

Cl lent

Client

Cl lent

Client

Cl lent

most serious charge

Neglect

Neglect

Medical Incapacity
Neglect

Excessive fee
Excessive fee

Neglect

Excessive fee
Intarfcrenci w/Juotlce
Neglect

Conflict of Interest
Intcrfurcncu v/Justlcu
Neglect

Interference u/Justlce
Neglect )

Conflict of Interest

Interference wfjustlce

STATUS

No Merit
Under Investigation
No Merit
No Merit
No Merit
No Merit
No Merit
Under Investigation
No Merit
Informal Admonition
Under Investigation
Under Investigation

No Merit

Abeyance pending adjudication by Court

No Merit
No Merit

Under Investigation

DISPOSITION

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISM® JED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

CLOSED

DISMISSED

P SMISSED

DISMISSED

DATE
CLOSED

10/29/80

11/11/80
11713780
10/9/80
10/9/80

1079780

12/22/80

11/19/80

11718780

19/9/80

11/j/80



PACE 4

FILE
NO.

80-104

80-105

80-106

80-107

80-108

80-109

80-110

80-111

80-112

80-113

80-114

80-115

80-116

80-117

80-118

80-119

80-120

80-121

DATE
FILED

10/20/80
10/16/80
)0/17/80
0/20/80
10/20/80
10/20/80
10/29/80
11/3/80
11/4/80
1174780
1174780
1174780
11/7/80
11/10/80

11/10/80

11/14/80
11/14/80

11/14/80

COMPLAINANTI1S
RELATIONSHIP
TO RESPONDENT

ABA
Client
Attorney
Client
Client
Client
Client
Client
Client
Client
Client
Client
AUA
Client

Client

Client
Client

Cl tent

MOST SERIOUS C"IARGE

Criminal Conviction
Neglect

Neglect

Excessive fees
Interference u/juatlce
Conflict of Interest
Neglect

Personal Behavior
Neglect

Neglect

Conflict of Interest
Neglect

Interference w/Justlce
Neglect

Neglect

Neglect
Conflii t of Interest

Hlsrepreuentatlon

STATUS

Awaiting Supreme Court Order

No Merit
Under Investigation
No Merit
No Merit
Under Investigation
Under Investigation
No Merit
No Merit
Under Investigation
Under Investigation
Under Investigation
Under Investigation
No Merit

No Merit

No Merit
Under Investigation

Under Invent [Kt on

DISPOSITION

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DISMISSED

DATE
CLOSED

10/20/80

10/31/80

12/22/80

11/14/80

11/4/80

11/10/80

11/10/80

12/16/80



PACE 5

Tile
NO.
80-122
80-123
80-124
80-125
80-126
80-12/
80-128
80-129
80-130
80-131
80-132
80-133
80-134
80-133
80-136
80-13/
80-138
80-139

80-140

80-141

date

FILED

11/17/80

11/19/80

11/24/80

11/25/80

11/25/80

12/2/B0

12/3/80

12/3/80

12/5/80

12-5-80

12/8/80

12/9/80

12/9/80

12/9/80

12/9/80

12/17/80

12/19/80

12/22/80

12/23/80

12/29/80

complainant”®s
RELATIONSHIP

TO

ABA

Client

Client

Client

Client

Client

Client

Client

Client

Client

Client

Client

Client

Cl lent

Client

Client

Client

Cl lent

Cliunt

Cl lent

RESPONDENT

most serious ciiarce

Advertizing
Relationship w/cllent
Interference v/Justlce
Neglect

Neglect
Misrepresentation
Interference w/Justlce
Interference w/Justlcc
Misrepresentation
Neglect

Neglect

Excessive fees
Conflict of Interest
Interference w/Justlcc
Interference w/Justlcc
Neglect .

Excessive fees

Neglect

Interference w/Justlcc

Fraud und deceit

Under

Under

Under

STATUS

Investigation
Investlgntlon

Investigation

Investigation by IL

Under Investigation
Under Investigation
Under Investigation
Under Investigation
Under Investigation
Under Investigation
No Merit

Under Investigation
Under Investigarion
Under Investigation
Under Investigation
Under 1investigation
Under investigation
Under Investigation
Under Investigation
Under Investigation

Bcrkoultz

DISPOSITION

DISMISSED

DATE
CLOSED

12/9/80



