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1. Please estimate your workload during your present term.
a) %S % civil cases b) &~/ # of jury trials/year
& € % criminal cases &é-/ 0 # of non-jury trials/year
7% court administrative work 3~ Y # of administrative appeals/year
100 % Total
2. Please describe your participation on court/bar committees or other administrative activities during

your current term of office.
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Trial Judge Questionnaire Alaska Judicial Council 2012 Retention

3. Please assess, in one or two paragraphs, your judicial performance during your present term.
Appropriate areas of comment could include: satisfaction with your judicial role, specific
contributions to the judiciary or the fieldoflaw, increases in legal knowledge and judicial skills, or
other measures of judicial abilities that you believe to be important.
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Trial Judge Questionnaire Alaska Judicial Council 2012 Retention

4, During your most recent term as a judge, have you:

a) hadatax lien filed or other collection procedure instituted against you by federal, state, or local
authorities? O Yes B No

b) been involved in a non-judicial capacity in any legal proceeding whether as a party or
otherwise? 0O Yes B No

¢) engaged in the practice of law (other than as a judge)? O Yes X No

d) held office in any political party? O Yes BNo

e) held any other local, state or federal office? O Yes X No

f) hadanycomplaints, charges or grievances filed against you with the Alaska Commission on
Judicial Conduct, the Alaska Bar Association, or with the Alaska Court System that resulted

in public proceedings or sanctions? O Yes B No

5. If your answer to any of the questions above is "yes," please give full details, including dates, facts,

case numbers and outcomes.

6. Please provide any other information which you believe would assist the Council in conducting its
evaluations and in preparing its recommendations for the 2012 retention elections.
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Trial Judge Questionnaire Alaska Judicial Council 2012 Retention

For questions 7 through 10 please do not list any cases that have pending issues in your court.
Please list your three most recent jury trials including case names and numbers. Please list the names,

current addresses, including zip codes and suite numbers where applicable, of each attorney involved
in these trials. (Attach additional pages if necessary.)

Case Number 1

Case Name: %_?{e m‘f A/@Jéq Case Number: ”/E -0 ‘2_3 yC @
v_Aunclrew Akesle,
Attorneys Involved:
Nome:_f e fipfas Bfashss e Brendln ke Mo,
address: /S Mo ST, B 309 sasessi__ 200 () SPApe, (Senfe S8
City, State, Zip:jeﬁllm/ Al 9990/ Ciy, satezip /4,4@6_0,,,,_59 Al 2950 )
Name: Name:
Address: Address:
City, State, Zip: City, State, Zip:

Case Number 2

Case Name: fy‘n,)é 012/4/4 5&q Case Number: L& E-7] ~ 3A2Cp
v Steyhane (4 //
Attorneys Involved:
Neme: %//éh R. Wesp- Name: Lo £ Téa%ﬂsd‘/\
addresss Y/ S A pin SE B 30Y nddress:_ 306 Ham SV, Stk 30Y
civ,sue 2 Kete §fooa Ak PEFOL isoetiv_Lipfely doau AL $920 7
Name: Name:
Address: Address:
City, State, Zip: ) City, State, Zip:

Case Number 3

Case Name: ]L/QYMS V. Caml,\ Case Number: /[(E~O?- J7y C—Z

V.

Attorneys Involved:
Neme: /) /ﬁe [ Herser Newei [/ yre TN
Address: 300 44 // Sf SU/DQ Z_O Address: 3 /O k ‘<)7‘~, 5’(_/,‘(@ 306
Civy. sweZip:__ Kote (ufan AL PPEO/  CivSwelip Amaﬁﬂmf e A 775D |
Name: Name:
Address: Address:
City, State, Zip: City, State, Zip:
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Trial Judge Questionnaire

Alaska Judicial Council 2012 Retention

Please list your three most recent non-jury trials including case names and numbers. Please list the
names, current addresses, including zip codes and suite numbers where applicable, of each attorney
mvolved in these trials. (Attach additional pages if necessary.)

Case Name:

Case Number1

Bossessta ¥

12

Narme:

Address: 3 ) 4 /I/(pr‘lj\f, L Suik30Y

City, State, Zip:
Name:

Address:

City, State, Zip:

Case Name: MC @( //15

Brissersta ¥
Attorneys Involved:

Leuﬂ mumsét«

City, State, Zip

Kefeli lean, Ak 29507

Case Number:

Name:

Address:

kg -~ 10-689cL

/4. C/a/v leeue
SYO Unker ST Suik 302

Name:

Address:

City, State, Zip:

Case Number 2

V.

M5 /s

Case Number:

e - 876 (L

Loveu Staaton
- PO, Box 555F
Uet l ban, A 2950/

(WE-0 2-273CT, 1kE-JORZY< T

Le £ —/Z@pgﬁfdm
396 Mam S¥. Suik 30Y
W!M/ Ai( ???@/

Attorneys Involved:
o Rl ke Cloyplen
Address: 3 617 Ma[ n 6{[,. ST E32’Z/ Address
City, State, Zip: (eul édh, ,4/% 9 f’f'd / City, State, Zip:
Name: Name:
Address: Address:
City, State, Zip: City, State, Zip:
Case Number 3
Case Name: C /Q/A Case Number:
2 Clark
Attorneys Involved:
v Dayio Rosenclia, Narme:
Address: {2 B/\ﬁ 775 nsass Aue, Address:
City, State, Zip: [/( e#c/A . klaM ,A([< 9 790)/ Ciy, sute, Zip:
Name: Name:
Address: Address:
City, State, Zip: City, State, Zip:
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Trial Judge Questionnaire Alaska Judicial Council 2012 Retention

Please list your three most recent cases, including case names and numbers, which did not go to trial,
but on which you did significant work (such as settlement conference, hearings, motion work, etc.).
Please list the names, current addresses, including zip codes and suite numbers where applicable, of
each attorney involved in these cases. (Attach additional pages if necessary.)

Case Number 1

Case Name: ;L/a kg Case Number: lju -1 (’ 38 T
v. Naske / S5 dc ke
Attorneys Involved:
Name: EFred 71 i Name: DZU«CS BI‘C(‘\V\Q \
Address:  Bax 172 Address: 1227 UL T Ave ek 300

city, stz ___Rforsbuys, A 77533 city,State, _Auwe hovmse, Al 77570/

Name: Name:

Address: Address:

. . City, State,
City, State, Zip: Zip:

Case Number 2

JwE- O7-HoH @

Case Name: Afk Mo Case Number:
v. /Mef/q[éef/qﬂz/(%é’om Md‘lr"a
Attomeys/ Involved:
Name:_CoynthiaDuees e Sherman W. Ernoué
naaress: JOOF ) Tlwed Ade. Spk YOO  address_ 30606 Rhone Gir. STEA

City, State,

wswetv Ay ymge, A PISO/ i Anchomge, AK 49508

Name: Name:

Address: Address:

. City, State,

City, State, Zip: Zip:

Case Number 3

Case Name: _7; re ) S L , Case Number: [Z(£~ /0 - CI‘C/\/
Attorneys Involved:
Name: /‘/Q/ﬁ’“ geéa/o/ Name: ~S;M ML@UQVV‘Y
Address: B,-Qx /}0 3@0 Address: V/{/ﬂc{/ﬂ s;" 5‘/,& pdo, y
City, State, Zip: ) (meay), Ak 5% /1 city, State, K efcal[éou\’, A 9590/
Name: Name:
Address: Address:
City, State, Zip: City, State,
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Trial Judge Questionnaire Alaska Judicial Council 2012 Retention

10.

Optional: If youdeem it helpful to the Council, please list up to three other cases during your past
term in which you believe your work was particularly noteworthy. Please list the names, current
addresses, including zip codes and suite numbers where applicable, of each attorney involved in these
cases. (Attach additional pages if necessary.)

Case Number 1
Case Name: JOQ. /M\”(,V‘ Case Number: }JU* /0 ~JOOE cT
"'_itt_t'f‘t’. Divisign gk Efechdhj,e)}u’.

Lieut6ovrnoy™  ttorneys Involved:

Name: \jallV\T;el‘HeS.SCU\ ‘ Name: U})anne //1\ @Pﬁ.(’_e_
Address: 4// )%U,VKA(A", S'u,@ 200 Address; /03/ w\ V%AU{ ngwo

City, State, Zip: }:[; ,/4“45 i A&( %Fﬁ/ City, State, é ne é oo ;ﬁ &‘( ZZ C) {

Name: 77‘“;7‘&1 uci&ee(/w Name: M(CAQ@,( Baru‘u//
Address: 2O ( UL/, W(f( _g:.n‘Q OO0 Address: RD. Box HO2p0

City, State,

City, State, Zip: ~ Aye luﬁr#g-e, Al 7250/ Zip: .7()“&14/_, Ak 595/ )
Case Number 2
Case Name: 5% Qg A’/“é‘( Case Number: |l B~ DY/~ | 312 CR,
v Rachelle Waterman
Attorneys Involved:
Name: Sfeple i s T Nme:_ SYmiop A Mo /[s
adaress: Y[ C Mlarn S B o 304 nidres: (029 (4] Srel Are. Se, ke /1O

City, State, Zip: K@%e(u[(dﬁ\) A V\ % ?7& / City, StZaitpe:, Ano%p l Aé ??5~0 /

Name: :72»/4 "y S\en 7(5 M Name:
Address: S () 47/ la k& 5‘7(‘ mwz Address:
City, State,

City, State, Zip: Q %k"\ Ak 7.' ?‘ X} _5\ Zip:

Case Number 3

Case Name: /M&Cc\ LAy Case Number: ] UE"& 9 - 3 6\5“ ck
V. . rou
_ Attorneys Involved:
Name: [ 3p1anJ, Shbde Nme: G mft Syandlt-Lrichs e e
Address: 360 L. St Suife 300 Address: /900 Fivsr Ave. Spif2/S

City, State, Zip: 4‘1& L(m g, A-/{ ? f‘fd/ City, State, Kefch -ml ALQ 7‘% O /

Name: Name:
Address: Address:
City, State, Zip: City, State,

Page 7 0of 12



Alaska Judicial Council Recommendation
Judge William Barker Carey, Superior Court, Ketchikan

Judicial Council Recommendation 2012

The Alaska Judicial Council is a non-partisan citizens’ commission established by the Alaska constitution.
Alaskan law requires the Council to evaluate judges’ performance and authorizes the Council to recommend to
voters whether judges should be retained in office. The Judicial Council reviews judges’ integrity, diligence, legal
ability, fairness, demeanor, ability to manage their caseloads, and overall performance of their judicial
responsibilities in and out of the courtroom. The Judicial Council finds Judge Carey to be Qualified and
recommends unanimously that the public vote "YES" to retain him as a superior court judge.

Judicial Council Evaluation

The Judicial Council surveyed thousands of Alaskans including peace and probation officers, court employees,
attorneys, jurors, social workers and guardians ad litem about the judges on the ballot. Respondents were asked
to rate judicial performance and to submit comments. The Council also reviewed the ratings and observations of
the Alaska Judicial Observers, independent community-based volunteers. The Council reviewed the judge’s
peremptory challenge, recusals, and appellate affirmance and reversal rates; any civil or criminal litigation
involving the judge; APOC and court system conflict-of-interest statements; any disciplinary files involving the
judge; and whether a judge’s pay was withheld for an untimely decision. The Council reviewed other court
records and investigated judicial conduct in specific cases. The Council interviewed some judges, attorneys, and
court staff, and held a statewide public hearing to obtain comments about judges.

Peace el Ratings are based on a one to
Attorney Officer Juror Employee Soc!al Workers five scale. Five is the best
Survey Survey Survey Survey _ [Guardians ad Litem rating and three is
Legal Ability 4.3 --- - — - “acceptable.”
Impartiality 4.5 4.7 4.8 4.6 4.7 Rating Scale
; . 5.0 = Excellent

Integrity 4.6 4.7 4.6 5.0 4.0 = Good
Temperament 4.5 4.8 4.8 4.5 4.7 3.0 = Acceptable

- 2.0 = Deficient
Diligence 4.3 4.7 4.5 4.3 1.0 = Poor
Overall 4.4 4.7 4.8 4.6 4.5

Summary of Survey Information

Survey respondents rated Judge Carey on the categories summarized in the table above, using 5 as the highest
rating possible. The attorney rating for Judge Carey on overall performance was 4.4. Peace and probation
officers gave Judge Carey a rating of 4.7. Jurors rated him 4.8 overall, court employees gave him 4.6, and social
workers and guardians ad litem rated him at 4.5.

Recommendation: Vote “YES” to retain Judge William Barker Carey

For more information go to
www.knowyouralaskajudges.com




Judge William Barker Carey: Detailed Information Responses
Alaska Bar Association Members

Legal Impartiality/ Judicial Overall
Ability Fairness Integrity  Temperament  Diligence Evaluation
Mean N Mean N Mean N  Mean N Mean N Mean N
Basis for Evaluation
No Response 0 0 0 0 0 0
Direct Professional 4.3 64 45 64 4.6 65 45 65 4.3 63 44 65
Experienceinlast5yrs 4.4 59 46 59 47 60 4.5 60 44 58 45 60
Experience notin last5yrs 3.3 3 37 3 37 3 3.7 3 33 3 37 3
Professional Reputation 4.1 20 44 20 4.3 20 4.3 21 4.2 19 42 19
Other Personal Contacts 35 4 44 5 44 5 44 5 37 3 40 5
Type of Practice
No Response 1 1 0 0 2 0
Private, Solo 4.0 12 42 11 44 12 44 12 42 12 42 12
Private, 2-5 Attorneys 4.1 7 4.4 7 44 7 41 7 39 7 41 7
Private, 6+ Attorneys 4.3 4 45 4 48 4 43 4 48 4 45 4
Private, Corporate Employee 4.5 2 45 2 45 2 45 2 40 2 45 2
Judge or Judicial Officer 4.4 23 47 24 47 24 4.6 24 45 22 45 24
Government 44 13 4.8 13 4.8 13 4.7 13 45 13 47 13
Public Service Agency/Org 5.0 1 5.0 1 50 1 5.0 1 50 1 50 1
Other -- 0 - 0 -- 0 -- 0 - 0 - 0
Years of Practice in Alaska
No Response 1 1 0 0 2 0
5 Years or fewer 4.7 3 4.7 3 47 3 4.7 3 43 3 47 3
6 to 10 years 4.0 5 44 5 46 5 4.0 5 38 5 40 5
11 to 15 years 4.3 4 43 4 43 4 4.3 4 40 3 43 4
16 to 20 years 3.4 5 38 5 4.2 5 4.2 5 40 5 38 5
21 years or more 4.4 44 47 44 A7 45 4.6 45 45 44 46 45
Gender
No Response 1 1 0 0 2 0
Male 4.3 46 45 46 4.6 47 4.5 47 43 45 44 47
Female 44 16 47 16 47 16 4.7 16 4.6 16 4.6 16
Cases Handled
No Response 1 1 0 0 2 0
Prosecution 4.3 3 47 3 47 3 4.3 3 43 3 47 3
Mainly Criminal 4.5 4 50 4 50 4 5.0 4 47 3 50 4
Mixed Criminal & Civil 4.3 32 45 32 45 33 4.4 33 42 32 43 33
Mainly Civil 4.3 20 4.6 20 4.8 20 4.7 20 4.6 20 46 20
Other 4.3 3 47 3 47 3 4.7 3 43 3 43 3
Location of Practice
No Response 1 1 0 0 2 0
First District 4.3 30 46 29 47 30 4.6 30 44 30 45 30
Second District -- 0 -- 0 -- 0 -- 0 -- 0 -- 0
Third District 4.2 27 45 28 45 28 4.5 28 43 26 44 28
Fourth District 4.5 4 48 4 45 4 4.3 4 45 4 45
Outside of Alaska 5.0 1 50 1 50 1 5.0 1 50 1 50 1

Note: Ratings for only those respondents who reported direct professional experience with the judge.
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Judge William Barker Carey
Peace and Probation Officers

Impartiality/ Judicial Overall
Fairness Integrity Temperament Diligence Evaluation
Mean N Mean N Mean N Mean N Mean N
Basis for Evaluation
No Response 0 0 0 1 0
Direct Professional 4.7 19 47 19 4.8 19 47 18 47 19
Experience in last 5 yrs 4.7 18 47 18 4.8 18 47 17 47 18
Experience not in last 5 yrs 5.0 1 50 1 5.0 1 50 1 50 1
Professional Reputation 4.0 5 38 5 3.8 5 38 5 38 5
Other Personal Contacts - 0 - 0 - 0 -- 0 -- 0
Type of Work
No Response 0 0 0 1 0
State Law Enforcement Officer 5.0 3 50 3 5.0 3 50 3 50 3
Municipal/Borough Law Enforcement Officer 4.8 5 50 5 4.8 5 50 4 50 5
Village Public Safety Officer (VPSO) - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -- 0
Probation/Parole Officer 4.6 11 46 11 4.7 11 46 11 46 11
Other - 0 -- 0 - 0 -- 0 - 0
Length of Experience
No Response 0 0 0 1 0
5 Years or fewer 44 5 44 5 4.6 5 46 5 44 5
6 to 10 years 5.0 2 50 2 5.0 2 50 2 50 2
11 to 15 years 5.0 6 50 6 4.8 6 47 6 48 6
16 to 20 years 4.6 5 46 5 4.8 5 48 5 48 5
21 years or more 5.0 1 50 1 5.0 1 -- 0 50 1
Gender
No Response 0 0 0 1 0
Male 4.8 9 48 9 4.8 9 49 8 49 9
Female 4.7 9 47 9 4.8 9 46 9 46 9
Location of Work
No Response 0 0 0 1 0
First District 4.7 16 47 16 4.8 16 47 15 47 16
Second District - 0 - 0 - 0 -- 0 -- 0
Third District 5.0 3 50 3 5.0 3 50 3 50 3
Fourth District -- 0 -- 0 -- 0 -- 0 -- 0
Community Population
No Response 0 0 1 0
Under 2,000 4.0 1 50 1 5.0 1 50 1 50 1
Between 2,000 and 35,000 4.8 16 47 16 4.8 16 47 15 47 16
Over 35,000 5.0 2 50 2 5.0 2 50 2 50 2

Note: Ratings for only those respondents who reported direct professional experience with the judge.

Information Insights, Inc.
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Judge William Barker Carey

Social Workers and Guardians ad Litem

Impartiality/ Judicial Overall
Fairness Integrity ~ Temperament Diligence Evaluation
Mean N  Mean N Mean N  Mean N Mean N
Basis for Evaluation
No Response 0 2 0 1 2
Direct Professional 4.7 3 5.0 2 4.7 3 43 3 4.5 2
Experience in last 5 yrs 4.7 3 5.0 2 4.7 3 4.3 3 4.5 2
Experience not in last 5 yrs -- 0 -- 0 -- 0 -- 0 -- 0
Professional Reputation 5.0 1 -- 0 5.0 1 -- 0 -- 0
Other Personal Contacts - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0
Type of Work
No Response 0 1 0 0 1
Social Worker -- 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0
Guardian ad Litem 4.7 3 5.0 2 4.7 3 4.3 3 4.5 2
Length of Experience
No Response 0 1 0 0 1
5 Years or fewer 5.0 1 5.0 1 5.0 1 5.0 1 5.0 1
6 to 10 years 4.0 1 5.0 1 5.0 1 4.0 1 -- 0
11 to 15 years 5.0 1 -- 0 4.0 1 4.0 1 4.0 1
16 to 20 years -- 0 -- 0 -- 0 -- 0 -- 0
21 years or more -- 0 -- 0 -- 0 -- 0 -- 0
Gender
No Response 0 1 0 0 1
Male 45 2 5.0 2 5.0 2 45 2 5.0 1
Female 5.0 - 0 4.0 1 4.0 1 4.0 1
Location of Work
No Response 0 1 0 0 1
First District 4.5 2 5.0 2 5.0 2 4.5 2 5.0 1
Second District - 0 -- 0 - 0 - 0 - 0
Third District 5.0 1 - 0 4.0 1 4.0 1 4.0 1
Fourth District -- 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0
Community Population
No Response 0 1 0 0 1
Under 2,000 - 0 - 0 - 0 -- 0 - 0
Between 2,000 and 35,000 4.7 3 5.0 2 4.7 3 4.3 3 45 2
Over 35,000 - 0 - 0 - 0 -- 0 - 0

Note: Ratings for only those respondents who reported direct professional experience with the judge.

Information Insights, Inc.
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Alaska Judicial Council 2012 Court Employee Survey Memo
February 23, 2012

Page 5
Distribution of Court Employee Ratings*
2012 Retention Evaluation
William Barker Carey
Number of Responses
Survey Category Total Excellent Good |Acceptable| Deficient Poor Mean
Impartiality/Fairness 30 18 11 1 0 0 4.6
Integrity 30 20 8 1 1 0 4.6
Judicial Temperament 32 18 12 2 0 0 4.5
Diligence 31 19 9 2 0 1 4.5
Overall Evaluation 32 20 10 2 0 0 4.6

* Ratings are based on direct professional experience.




Alaska Judicial Council Juror Survey Memo

February 17, 2012
Page 5

Juror Survey Results
2012 Retention Evaluation

William Barker Carey

Survey Category Mean | Excellent | Good  Acceptable Deficient | Poor Res-r[?(:?ses
Impartiality/Fairness 4.8 53 15 0 0 0 68
Respectful/Courteous 4.8 56 12 0 0 0 68
Attentive during Proceedings 4.8 56 12 0 0 0 68
Control over Proceedings 4.8 57 10 0 1 0 68
Intelligence/ Skill as a Judge 4.8 56 11 1 0 0 68
Overall Evaluation 4.8 55 12 1 0 0 68
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