
I{BTI YORK STATB ASSEUBLY
URUORANDUU IN SUPPORT OF LEGISLATTON

submitted in accordance yith Assembry Rure rrr, section r(e)

Assembly z  9252 Sena te :

A m e n d e d  b i l l :

Sponsors :  Members  o f  Assembly :  KOPPELL
Senate :

TITLE OP BII^L:

AN ACT to  amend the  Jud ic ia ry  I .Erw l  in  re la t ion
O f f i c e  o f  J u d i c i a l  I n s p e c t o r  G e n e r a I .

PURPOSE OR GENERAL IDEA O!- BIIL:

To  b i fu rca te  thg  p rosecu to r i a l  and  adJud ica t i ve
Conrn r i ss ion  on  Jud ic ia l  Conduc t .

SUUUARY OF SPECIFTC PROVISIONS:

Th is  b i l l  amends  A r t i c l e  2 -a
Commiss ion  on  Jud ic ia l  Conduc t
Jud ic ia l  i nspec to r  generaJ - .
es tab l i sh  the  O f f i ce  o f  Jud i c ia l
the f  unct ions,  poyrers and dut ies

t o  e s t a b l i s h i n g  a  S t a t e

f unc t i  ons of  the

of  the Judic iary  Law to d i rect  the
to appoint ,  for  a  four-year  term,  a
A ner^ ,  ar t ic le ,  2-B is  enacted to
Inspector General and to provide for
o f  s u c h  o f f i c e .

JUSTIFICATION:

Present ly ,  the Commiss ion on Judic ia l  Conduct  invest igates compla ints
aga ins t  j udges ,  dec ides  whe the r  cha rges  shou ld  be  f i r e i ,  and
de te rm ines  d i sc ip l i na ry  sanc t i ons .  rhe  Commiss ion  exe rc i ses  i t s
invest igat ive and adjudicat ive funct ions through one staf f .  A l though
the Commiss ion at tempts to  prevent  members of  i ts  s taf f  who
invest igate or  t ry  -cases against  a  judge f rom la ter  ass is t ing the
Commiss ion in  r :ender ing i ts  determinat ion,  the determinat ion is-made
by the same ent i ty  that  prev ious ly  acted in  an adversar ia l  capaci ty .
The  p resen t  sys tem g i ves  the  impress ion  o f  un fa i rness .  A t  a -pub l i c
hear ing held by the Assembly Judic iary  Commit tee in  1987,  a numLer of
j udges  c i t ed  the  fac t  t ha t  t he  commiss ion  ac ts  as  j udge ,  j u ry ,  and
d is t r i c t  a t t o rney  as  an  i nhe ren t  de f i c i ency  i n  t he  sys tem.

The proposed b i l t  separates the invest igat ive and adjudicat ive
respons ib i l i t i es  o f  t he  Commiss ion  on  Jud ic ia l  Conduc t .  By  d i rec t i ng


