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DEUTERONOMY, CHAPTER 1
And I charged your Judges at that time, Saying, 
Hear the causes between your brethren, 
and judge righteously between every man and his brother, 
and the stranger that is with him.
Ye shall not respect persons in judgement; 
but ye shall hear the small as well as the great; 
ye shall not be afraid of the face of man; 
for the judgement is God’s: and the cause that is too hard for you, 
bring it unto me, and I will hear it.
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SELECTED CANONS FROM THE CODE OF JUDICIAL CONDUCT
§100.4  A Judge shall so Conduct the Judge’s Extra-Judicial Activities as to Minimize the Risk of Conflict
with Judicial Obligations.

(D)  Financial Activities

(5) A judge shall not accept, and shall urge members of the judge’s family residing in the judge’s
household not to accept, a gift, bequest, favor or loan from anyone except:

(a) a gift incident to a public testimonial, books, tapes and other resource materials supplied
by publishers on a complimentary basis for official use, or an invitation to the judge and the judge’s spouse
or guest to attend a bar-related function or an activity devoted to the improvement of the law, the legal 
system or the administration of justice;.
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H
appy Spring! At
least I hope its
become Spring by

the time you’re reading
this. As I’m writing to meet
our publication deadline,
its 4 below zero outside
and my driveway and
sidewalks are flanked by
6’ piles of snow. And, I’m
in the Catskills, where we

don’t get lake effect snow!

Where has the time gone? One third of my
term as your president has already passed. I’ve
visited, or have scheduled visits to, eleven
County Magistrates Associations, not including
one visit which I cancelled because of a 
forecast for bad weather which never 
significantly materialized. I publicly apologize
to the Herkimer County Magistrates Association
for wimping out.

I’ve also spoken to two county bar associations,
attended meetings with the Office of Court
Administration, participated in various other
meetings and events and have been interviewed
by the New York Times. Come to think about it,
I guess I know where the time has gone.

The current issue seemingly generating the
most interest and discussion and, of course,
having the potential to impact any of us,
involves the New York State Commission on
Judicial Conduct (the Commission). Both the
New York County Lawyers’ Association and the
New York State Bar Association have issued
opinions on how the Commission should either
be restructured or how it‘s procedures need to
be amended.

For example, suggestions include having
judicial appearances before the Commission
open to the public, allowing judges being 
investigated to question Commission investigators’
witnesses prior to a hearing, providing 
reimbursement for the judges’ defense, notifying
judges upon commencement of a Commission
investigation, etc., etc.

As of today, the New York Times has published
five articles relating to the Commission in the
past ten days and it appears possible that our
Senate and Assembly will be considering some
legislation in the future.

I’ve created a committee, chaired by New York
State Magistrates Association’s Vice President,
Hon. David A. Murante, with the enormous task of
studying all these reports and recommendations
relating to the Commission. The scope of this
committee is unlimited and does not preclude
them from deriving recommendations that have
not been previously suggested.

Judge Murante will present his resulting
report to NYSMA’s Executive Committee, which
will ultimately decide whether its appropriate
for this Association to take an official position
regarding the structure and/or procedures of
the Commission, which investigates complaints
against judges and disciplines us when it feels
that’s necessary.

I’d like to thank Judge Murante as well as 
all other the officers and directors on our
Executive Committee, who unselfishly devote
many hours each year working for the benefit 
of all of our members.

PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE

Hon. 
H. John Kramer
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In addition to analyzing a potential restructuring
of the New York State Commission on Judicial
Conduct, NYSMA is equally involved in evaluating
the many examples of justice court dissolutions
and consolidations that are occurring or being
contemplated across the State.

NYSMA’s Executive Committee has continually
taken the position that we will not oppose 
local municipal boards’ efforts to merge or 
consolidate town and village justice courts. We,
however, have and will continue to, vigorously
oppose “from the top down” efforts by New York
State or county governments to force local
municipalities to make these changes. We 
have a committee, chaired by Director Hon.
David S. Gideon, whose task is to pro-actively
examine consolidation issues so NYSMA will
remain vigilant and prepared to respond 
immediately if and when necessary.

NYSMA’s Legislative Committee, chaired by
Director Hon. Harold Bauman, is actively 
pursuing our legislative agenda approved by 
our membership at last September’s Annual
Business Meeting. They have held meetings
with various Senators and Assemblypersons 
at the Capital and Judge Bauman, President
Elect Hon. Peter D. Barlet, Executive Director
Hon. Tanja Sirago and I attended a meeting 
with Hon. Michael V. Coccoma, the Deputy
Chief Administrative Judge for Courts Outside
New York City, and some of his staff in 
furtherance of our proposed legislation.

Any recommendations of your Executive
Committee for proposing, supporting or 
opposing potential legislation regarding the 
status of the Commission on Judicial Conduct
that I previously discussed, will be introduced
through your Legislative Committee.    

We’re always eager to receive applications
from our members who feel they would have
the necessary time and skills to contribute to
our Association by serving as NYSMA directors.
The duties are pretty well described on our
website, www.nysma.net. Application forms will
appear in the Summer issue of The Magistrate. 

If you are a currently sitting Town or Village
Justice who has completed 20 or more years 
of service as a Town or Village Justice,  not 
necessarily continuous service, you are likely
eligible for a service pin under NYSMA’s Service
Pin Recognition Program.  This program is also
explained on our website (www.nysma.net.)
and, once again, an application form will appear
in the Summer issue of The Magistrate.
Previous recipients are on record and need
not re-apply. To reiterate, this program is not
available to retired judges!  

As you are probably aware, our office location
has been moved “up the street” to 163 Delaware
Avenue in Delmar. All telephone and fax 
numbers remain unchanged. Call or e-mail us
at nysma@juno.com if you feel we can assist
you, or to ask any questions. Our website
(www.nysma.net) http://nysma.net, also may
contain the information you are seeking.

Our 102nd annual conference will be held 
in Niagara Falls, September 25 through
September 28, 2011. I’m looking forward to
meeting or becoming reacquainted with many
of you then.

Best wishes for a safe and healthy (and
warm) Spring season.
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Highlights of the December 4, 2010
Executive Committee Meeting held at
the Traditions at the Glen, Johnson City,

NY are presented for your information.

President H. John Kramer welcomed all attendees
to the Traditions at the Glen meeting site and
introduced guest Hon. David Brockway. He
announced our Third Vice President Hon. 
David A. Murante was appointed to Judge
Lippmann’s Permanent Sentencing Commission
and he attended his first meeting on December
3rd. Discussion was held regarding the NYSMA
logo and appropriate use of it within our 
membership. A motion was made to go forward
with the process to copyright / trademark the
NYSMA logo. It was announced that Judge
Coccoma is forming a committee for a state-wide
policy regarding providing access to the digital
recordings of court room proceedings.

The 2011 NYSMA Budget was presented and
approved.

Discussion was held regarding future conference
sites with plans of having a few facilities do a
presentation at the June Executive Committee
meeting. The County Association Committee
has been working hard to come up with a plan
to assist Albany and Schenectady Counties to
form Associations, they are the only two

Counties in the State that have yet to have one.
Judges from those Counties, be alert to an
upcoming invitation. Judge Bauman reported
that he will present our 2011 Legislative Agenda
to Judge Coccoma at a meeting held on
December 9th. He also reported the Code of
Judicial Conduct will be brought up before the
House of Delegates and State Bar on April 2,
2011. NYSMA had submitted a set of proposals
in connection with interests that concern town
and village justices to them for consideration.
Judge Gideon reported on the consolidation of
Montague, Harrisburg and Pinckney in Lewis
County. It is still in the works and the Tug Hill
Commission has been assisting them with the
documents. Judge Graber announces a grant
funded training regarding commercial driver’s
licensing laws being held in Reno, Nevada on
May 2 through the 5th as well as in Arlington,
Virginia on August 29th through September 1st. If
anyone is interested please contact this office at
800-669-6247 for more information. Judge
Schroeder gave an excellent presentation of the
Legislative Retrieval System and offered ideas
on successful lobbying. 

The next Executive Committee meeting will 
be held at Hyatt Place in Malta on March 
19th, 2011.

Executive Committee Highlights

Our seal is trademarked. Its use for any political or 
other purpose without prior written permission of the
New York State Magistrates Association is prohibited.
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“Why Aren’t Ethics Standards 
More Precise?”by Gerald Stern *

Introduction
This is the first of two articles on the rules

governing judicial conduct, and, specifically,
why some rules are broader than others. 
Judges have asked why the rules can not all be
clear and specific so that judges would know
what conduct to avoid. These two articles
address that inquiry. The second article, on the
appearance of impropriety, will be published in
the next volume of The Magistrate.

The Precise Rules
Here are some clear, definitive standards in

the text of the rules governing judicial conduct:

• A judge may not commend or criticize
jurors for their verdict (other than in a
decision).

• A judge may not preside over a case in
which his or her spouse’s first cousin,
second cousin or other close relative is 
a party.

• A judge may not solicit funds for charitable
causes no matter how important and
worthwhile those causes are.

• A judge may not endorse a candidate for 
public office.

• A judge may not comment publicly on a
pending court proceeding.

• A judge is disqualified if he or she has
served as a lawyer in the proceeding.

• A judge may not be a peace officer as
those terms are defined by the CPL.

• A part-time, lawyer judge may not practice
law in his or her own court or in any
court in the county before a judge who is
permitted to practice law.

• A part-time, lawyer judge may not act as
a lawyer in a proceeding in which the
judge has served as a judge or in a related
proceeding.

• A part-time, lawyer judge may not permit
his or her law partners or associates to
practice law in the court in which he or
she is  judge.

There are rules that are slightly more complex
because of exceptions within the rules. But a
careful reading of the text of the rule provides a
full explanation of the rule.

For example,

• A judge may not be a speaker or guest of
honor at a fund-raiser, except for a court
employee organization, a bar association,
or law school, but may receive an 
unadvertised award at a fund-raiser for a
non-profit religious, charitable, cultural,
fraternal or civic organization.

• A judge shall not intimidate, permit or
consider ex parte communications, with
certain exceptions set forth in the rules.

These are known as “bright-line” rules. If all
ethics rules were bright-line rules, judges would
be able to consult a list to determine which acts

* Gerald Stern serves as Special Counsel to the Judicial Institute and is on the faculty of the Town and Village Justice 
Education Program. 
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would be improper. But it is inconceivable that
all ethics standards could be as clear-cut. There
is an infinite number of possible fact situations
that may confront judges in their public and
private lives. Some of these situations have to
be covered by broader rules.

The Somewhat Less-Precise Rules
In addition to the rules that cover specific

situations, there are others that seem clear but
require additional attention and interpretation.
For example, a judge may not belong to an
organization that practices invidious discrimination.
It is easy to understand why judges must 
avoid conduct that associates them with 
invidious discrimination, but what is “invidious”
discrimination?

The Ku Klux Klan practices invidious 
discrimination, and so does a country club 
that bars women members. The rules cannot
possibly list all organizations that practice
invidious discrimination, but the Advisory
Committee on Judicial Ethics may help a judge
to determine whether a particular organization
meets that definition, assuming that all 
necessary facts are presented to the committee.

Similarly, consider these important rules
that at first blush may be clear, but are not as
crystal clear as the standards set forth at the
beginning of this article:

• Judges must respect and comply with the
law and act at all times in a manner that
promotes public confidence in the integrity
and impartiality of the judiciary.

• Judges may not lend the prestige of office
to advance private interests.

• Judges must be faithful to the law in their 
official capacity.

• Judges must be patient, dignified and
courteous, and require lawyers and court
personnel to refrain from manifesting
bias or prejudice.

Illustrations How Situations Are Determined
by The Facts

Consider this example: A judge asks the
Advisory Committee whether he or she may
lecture to police recruits as part of a training
program. What rules would apply? Could it be
covered by a bright-line rule that tells a 
judge either that the conduct is acceptable or
unacceptable? There is no simple answer to 
the judge’s question unless the judge provides
more facts, including the content of the 
proposed lecture.

The Committee’s initial response probably
would be similar to this:

Maybe. We would need to ascertain
whether your participation would
impair both your impartiality 
in criminal cases and the 
independence of the judiciary. 
We need more information 
from you because under certain
circumstances our advice would
be not to participate, although 
in other situations it would be
ethically permissible.

The Committee has advised judges to refrain
from giving recruits helpful information and
advice on how to be more effective witnesses or
prosecutors, or how to file more accusatory
instruments. No rational defendant would want
to appear before the judge who has instructed
the police how to be more effective in prosecuting
the defendant. A judge at all times must preserve
the court’s impartiality.

Another interesting issue that would depend
on the actual circumstances is whether a judge
may write a letter on judicial stationary that
supports a person’s character or recommends
an applicant to a third party. May a judge write
such a letter? Again, it would depend on the 

Continued on page 7
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circumstances. The reason why judges must be
careful before writing character references is a
rule that prohibits lending the prestige of 
judicial office to advance private interests. Of
course, a judge’s official stationary would be a
substantial aid to a person who is seeking
employment or is under inquiry by a government
agency of has a case in court. Obviously, in
these situations, the judge may ot write 
character references, but at other times it
might be acceptable to do so.

Clearly, if the judge is asked for his or her
opinion by a prospective employer, government
agency or court, the judge may respond 
truthfully. The Advisory Committee has
approved letters by judges on behalf of an 
applicant to a college, for example, when the
applicant is instructed to file reference letters
as part of the application process.

Whether judges may write reference letters
requires consideration of the particulars of the
situation and cannot feasibly be covered by
rules that either permit or prohibit reference
letters. (One message from the various advisory
opinions and by the occasional disciplinary
sanctions on the subject is that judges should
be careful before writing such letters.)

Conclusion
Some ethics are specific; some are more 

general. The rule against conveying the 
appearance of impropriety has been criticized
as being to broad, too vague, and too subjective
(thereby failing to give adequate notice to
judges). Conduct that conveys an appearance of
impropriety has been the basis of discipline for
many years.

In the next volume of The magistrate, we 
will examine situations in which judges 
have improperly conveyed an appearance 
of impropriety, and why the standard is a 
fundamental part of judicial ethics in New York.

Stern Article Cont…

Judicial Robes
Gavels

Manufacturers of
Clerical Apparel •  School Uniforms •  Pulpit Choir • Judicial Robes 

& Graduation Caps & Gowns
*In Stock For Immediate Delivery *Tailored for Men & Women*

Call, Write or Fax: Craft Robe Company
247 West 37th Street, New York, NY 10018

800#:(800) 95-CRAFT  PHONE:(212) 764-6122  FAX:(212) 997-7318
Marvin@duffyandquinn.com www.churchrobesstore.com
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On January 11, First Vice President, Hon. Gary
Graber along with Past President Hon. Richard
H. Roberg and Hon. David O. Fuller, Jr. partnered

up with Lisa Lattime, a member of the New York State
Environmental Prevention Task Force, and Environmental
Specialist at CASA to visit Assemblymen and Senators
in Albany. The NYSMA 2011 Legislative Agenda and the
Task Force include bills that would enable stricter
enforcement of ABC 65c and Unlawful Possession of
Marijuana. These bills will allow the Magistrates to 
have more authority to apply sanctions over these types
of violations.

They met with Senator Michael H. Razenhofer, Senator
John A. Defrancisco, Assemblywoman Amy Paulin’s Staff
Member Robin Wheeler, Assemblywoman Helene E.
Weinstein, Assemblyman Robin Schimminger’s Staff Member
Vanessa Komornicki, Assemblyman Joseph R. Lentol’s
Counsel Jayne LaVigna-Jesmain, Assemblyman Daniel
J. Burling, Assemblyman Stephen Hawley and Senator
Dean G. Skelos’s Assistant Counsel NancyLynn S. Ferrini.

The Council of Alcohol and Substance Abuse would like
to gratefully acknowledge the support and collaboration
that Judge Gary Graber has given to their Agency over
the past year.

Visit to Legislators in Albany

(Left to Right) 

Lisa Lattime, NYSMA First Vice President Hon. Gary Graber, Senator Ranzenhofer, NYSMA Past President Richard H. Roberg
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R
eno, NV – The National Judicial College
(NJC) is pleased to announce that
Justice Gary A. Graber of the Town of

Darien Justice Court in Darien Center, NY
served as lead faculty for NJC’s Commercial
Driver’s Licensing Laws Faculty Development
Workshop held recently at the NJC in Reno,
Nevada. This was Judge Graber’s third year as a
member of the faculty for this course.

Participants in Justice Graber’s course focused
on important traffic issues and commercial 
driver’s licensing laws. The workshop also 
provided other faculty members with best 
practices and current information to more fully
teach the provisions relating to commercial
motor vehicle laws and regulations including
DUI differences and conviction reporting.

The National Judicial College was founded in
1963 and is the nation’s leading provider of
judicial education. The NJC is housed in a
state-of-the-art building on the historic 255-
acre campus of the University of Nevada, Reno.
For more than 47 years, the NJC has been 
offering courses to improve judicial productivity,
challenge current perceptions of justice and
inspire judges to achieve judicial excellence.
With courses held onsite, across the nation and
around the world, the NJC offers an average of
95 courses annually with more than 3,000
judges enrolling from all 50 states, U.S. territories
and more than 150 countries. Since it opened,
the NJC has awarded more than 85,000 
professional judicial education certificates.

The NJC and the National Council of Juvenile
and Family Court Judges assisted the University
of Nevada, Reno in developing one of the
nations first Master and Ph.D. in Judicial
Studies programs. Both programs provide a 
formal academic setting in which trial judges
can integrate technical and academic studies to
attain an intellectual understanding of the
American judiciary.

The NJC is also home to the National Tribal
Judicial Center and an International Program.
The College’s curricula include a Seminar
Series, made up of courses that provide judges
the opportunity to study diverse and interesting
topics at historically and culturally rich 
locations across the United States. Web-based
courses are also offered enabling participants to
explore a variety of subject areas online.

The National Judicial College has an appointed
18-member Board of Trustees and became a
Nevada not-for-profit (501)(c)(3) educational
corporation on January 1, 1978. Please visit the
NJC website at www.judges.org for NJC news,
ways to donate, course information and more.
Or call (800) 25-JUDGE for more information.

Justice Gary A. Graber of the Town of Darien Justice Court
in Darien Center, NY,  Teaches Faculty Workshop for 
CDL Course Presented by the National Judicial College
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Going Digital: One Town’s Efforts at
Modernization submitted by Hon. J. Marshall Ayres 

Having recently completed another round
of JCAP grant applications, many towns

are looking at the scanning of records as 
a method of controlling the ever-expanding 
avalanche of paper records. The principle 
concept many towns are relying on is to buy a
large, expensive, and overly complex scanner to 
digitalize closed records, therein reducing the
amount of space necessary to maintain these
records. While this certainly does on some level
help with the problem of record storage, it does
not address the underlying problem. During a
medical emergency, one of the initial acts first
responders address is the process of triage, 
and one of their first actions is to “stop the
bleeding”. While scanning old closed files will
temporarily create space, for every old file
scanned there are many new cases waiting to
take its place.  The best you can hope for in this
system is to preserve the status quo, maintain
the space requirements you currently have, and
continue to deal with the issue of trying to
locate stored paper files. There are other options!

As of June 1st, 2010, the Town of Conklin
Court, through the efforts of the Hon. J. Marshall
Ayres and Court Clerk Laurie Gregory, started
maintaining its current case load in a digital 
format.  We no longer retain any paper files for
cases starting after that date, and after a four
month trial run, we are pleased to report this
has been a highly successful process. Not only
are we “stopping the bleeding”, in eliminating
any additions to our paper file storage problem
but; files are no longer misplaced, we are not
searching to find on whose desk the file is 
located, the use of bookmarks allows us to 
track down different papers within the file easily,
and all files have a “tickler” system to track the
next action necessary to keep the file moving
through the Court.  

Vehicle and Traffic cases illustrate our
case in point. We continue to download the 
e-tickets as in the past, but now rather than
print them off on paper; we print them to a PDF
file using an Adobe program. We then label each
file by the defendant’s name, case number, and
next action date.  This allows us to search using
any of the three criteria. By coordinating this
with the SEI case management software, we can
create a “to do” list for each court day, therein
checking the status of each file with an action
necessary for that specific date.  We also establish
bookmarks for each file allowing us to quickly
locate the driving abstract, accusatory instrument,
DWI blood analysis, and any other relevant
information within the file.  No longer are we
required to sort through piles of paper scattered
across our desk in a vain effort to locate the
information we are looking for. The use of a dual
monitor system incorporated within our computer
set-up allows us to view both the accusatory

Hon. J. Marshall Ayres & Court Clerk Laurie Gregory
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instrument and the driving abstract at the same
time facilitating fairness in the setting of fines
based on the defendant’s prior record.  

The ability to locate specific material
within the file is especially effective when handling
criminal cases. When files contain twenty six
page RAP sheets, accusatory statements, victim
statements, booking data sheets, and numerous
other pieces of paper, the use of bookmarks and
a dual monitor system allow for the rapid 
location of the information you are searching
for.  In addition, having this information in a
digital format allows for the e-mailing of records
to attorneys, probation, pre-trial release, and
any other agency needing copies of material
within the file. We are no longer spending $5.00
mailing records, and the use of e-mail provides
for a more secure method of transferring 
this material.  

The logistics of establishing a system
such as this requires the addition of computer
hardware necessary to process information in a
secure and effective manner. The Town of Conklin
Court currently maintains five work stations
including one for the Court Clerk, Assistant
Court Clerk, and the Judge’s chambers within
the office area, and two stations in the
Courtroom, one for the Judge and one for the
Clerk.  Each station consists of a dual monitor
system and a desktop scanner, equipped with
the Adobe software program, in addition to the
normal hardware associated with a computer
station. All the computers are networked
together through our stand-alone server with
full internet capabilities. Information on our
server is backed up daily to an external hard
drive and to an encrypted off-site storage 
facility providing redundant protection for our
records.  We were able to add this equipment at
a total cost of approximately $4300, which is
comparable to one full size scanner alone.  

When establishing a file control system
in Adobe we were able to categorize files such
as: vehicle and traffic, criminal, civil, and
closed.  In addition, we were able to create 
sub-directories in all our files. As an example
we have created sub-directories in the closed
file to distinguish between vehicle and traffic
records and criminal records.  At the end of the
mandatory six year waiting period for closed
vehicle and traffic cases, we are now able to
simply hit delete, after clearance from the office
of Records Management, therein destroying old
records as required.  

In conclusion we have found that going
digital has helped us in the following manner:

More efficient, files are at our finger tips. We no
longer are searching to find whose desk a file is on.

The use of bookmarks allows us to locate information
within a file in a timely and organized manner
rather than searching through files of paper
scattered across our desk.

The use of control dates guarantees cases continue
moving forward in a timely manner and prevents
cases from “falling through the cracks”.

The backing up of data, including off-site storage,
assures rapid restoration of files in the event of
a disaster.

Switching to a digital format has allowed 
us to run our court in an efficient manner, and
we would recommend other courts consider
this option.

Spring 2011 - The Magistrate
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JEFFERSON COUNTY MAGISTRATES ASSOCIATION

About My County Association

OSWEGO COUNTY 
MAGISTRATES ASSOCIATION

From Left to Right

NYSMA President H. John Kramer; 
President Hon. Kimberly A. Inman; 
Treasurer Hon. Patricia D. Kerfien;
Secretary, Hon. Elizabeth A. Dunham; 
and Vice President, Hon. Michael J. Stereo

From Left to Right

Hon. Richard A. Buckingham, Vice President, NYSMA President H. John Kramer; President Hon. Peter C. Payne; 
Treasurer Hon. Rodney Tamblin; Secretary, Hon. Richard M. Parker; 
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The Magistrates Association meets monthly to discuss 
matters of mutual concern for Wayne County Town and
Village Justice Courts. Programs include matters relative to
the daily responsibilities and duties of the Town and Village
Justice; a number of the programs offer some of the educational
training credits local Judges are now required to annually
complete in order to remain on the Bench.

In addition to Judges most meetings include Court Clerks,
representatives from the District Attorney and Public
Defenders Offices, Law Enforcement, Pre-Trial Release and
other State and County Agencies as necessary.

WAYNE COUNTY MAGISTRATES ASSOCIATION

The Wayne County Magistrates Association newly elected Officers for 2011 
are pictured above with Hon. John J. Rivoli, Acting Supreme Court Justice,

Monroe County Family Court Judge and Supervising Judge for the Town and
Village Courts for Ontario, Wayne, Yates, Seneca, and Cayuga counties and
Hon. William F. Kocher, Acting Supreme Court Justice and Ontario Family
Court Judge. Judge Rivoli is retiring at the end of 2010 and Judge Kocher 

will be assuming his duties as the Supervising Judge.

From Left to Right seated: 
Judge John J. Rivoli;
Hon. Terry C. Rodman, Town of Palmyra, 
Association President

From Left to Right standing: 
Hon. Thomas A. Putnam, Town of Sodus, 
Association Treasurer;
Hon. Paul E. Sucher, Town of Ontario, 
Association Vice President;
Judge William F. Kocher;
Hon. Ronald J. Reinstein, Town of Macedon,
Association Secretary
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Nothing stops the Honorable Karen A. Sisson from holding court. When the forcast was 18-24
inches of snow on her scheduled court date and after her Assistant District Attorney called the
night before advising she would not be in court, did that stop Judge Sisson? This 58 year old
Judge saw it as an opportunity to combine her new past time with her dedication to the job. So
how did she get to court? Why, snowmobile, of course! A four mile trip through the back woods
and fierlds. Judge Sisson has been the Judge of Carlisle since January, 2006. Carslile, about 30
miles west of Albany, is in Schoharie County. Another incentive for Judge Sisson to make it to
court is the brand new Town Hall dedicated in October, 2009. Previously, Judge Sisson held
court with a fold up table in the local fire station, carrying her computer and files with her 
everytime she held court, included arraignments in the middle of the night. When the Town of
Carlisle decided to build a new building, Judge Sisson was able to obtain a $30,000 JCAP grant
for the construction of the court. Judge Sisson says she loves her job and going to work on her
snowmobile is just an added bonus.

SCHOHARIE COUNTY
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(February 9, 2011) The Honorable
Edwin Shapiro, Senior Ossining
Town Justice has announced his
retirement from the court effective
March 15, 2011. Judge Shapiro has
served for over 31 years and recently
celebrated his 80th birthday.

“I have been honored to serve the
citizens of the Ossining-Briarcliff
community as their Town Justice for
more than three decades but now the time has
come for me to spend more quality time with
my wife, children, and grandchildren,” said
Judge Shapiro.

“I will sincerely miss serving the court as it has
been an extremely rewarding experience for me
and I hope also for most of those who have
appeared before the court. I have tried to
administer and apply the law with fairness and
justice for all those who have appeared before
me. I have often been told by grievants that
even though they may have lost their case, they
felt that they were treated fairly and with
respect by the court,” he added.

“I am particularly pleased that many of my
decisions have been published in the official
New York State law reports and cited as
‘Decisions of Interest’ in the New York Law
Journal during my tenure. Other officers of 
the court have cited them in legal matters
throughout the State.”

“I have been an early proponent of alternatives
to incarceration and, in landlord – tenant 
proceedings, always tried to keep people in
their homes rather than evicting them by
employing creative arrangements that were not

unfair to landlords,  Judge Shapiro
stated. “I would rather have put
someone in jail than separate a 
family from its home, he added.

Judge Shapiro is a graduate of
Trinity College, where he was editor-
in-chief of the student newspaper,
and of Harvard Law School, where
he was a member of Chancery Club
and a team finalist in the renowned

Ames Competition.

Former Ossining Town Supervisor and County
Legislator Richard Wishnie stated, “Judge
Edwin Shapiro has had a long, distinguished
and honorable career as an Ossining Town
Justice and will certainly be missed by the
grateful citizens of our community. Judge
Shapiro has been a model for how a local 
court should be administered and I hope that
those that may follow him will emulate his
extraordinary professional demeanor.”  Wishnie
added: “I have known Ed and his wife Sandy for
nearly forty years and it certainly is a blessing
that they can now enjoy the years ahead with
their family and friends in a well deserved
healthy and happy retirement.”

Town Supervisor Catherine Borgia said, “The
Town Board is very grateful to Judge Shapiro for
his many years of dedicated service to the
Ossining community.  We wish him the very
best in his retirement.”

Judge Edwin Shapiro to Retire after 
31 Years of Service



Spring 2011 - The Magistrate

15

Decision
JOSEPH A. AND JENNIFER A.,
As Natural Guardians,

Plaintiffs
-v-

ALEX T. and BARBARA T., as
As Natural Guardians,

Defendants

Denton, J.:

This is a small claim brought by the parents of a six year
old child for dental expenses incurred as a result of a kicking
incident caused by the Defendants’ five year old. Each party
was sworn and testified as did the town’s Recreation Director on
one of whose day camp programs the incident took place. Also
received into evidence as records kept in the ordinary course
of business were paid dental surgeon bills, a municipal incident
report, a case report prepared by a Dutchess County deputy and
a school report card.

The essential facts are really not in dispute. The Plaintiffs’
child and the Defendants’ child (the Court will not use their
names) were once good friends, but their relationship evolved
into one of competitors or outright adversaries. Both were
enrolled in a town daycamp and while running towards the
beach one day Defendants’ child kicked Plaintiffs’ child in the
mouth dislodging and loosening several teeth. Defendants’ had
enrolled their child in karate classes and the Plaintiffs contend,
have not adequately controlled their childs behavior. They seek
compensation on account of this failure to adequately supervise
their child, but the law does not encourage such causes.

Children of such tender age are deemed non sui juris
(literally, “not one’s own master”). They are innocent. They are
not civilly responsible for their acts and they certainly are not
criminally responsible as they are considered conclusively 
incapable of forming the intent which is the gravamen of any
crime. If parents are to be held liable, it must be based on their
having knowingly created the situation which resulted in damage.

At common law, there was absolutely no liability on a 
parent for the acts of his child unless the facts thrust the child
into some other legal category like agent or employee. (NY Jr.
2d Domestic Relations Sec. 407). As suggested by Plaintiffs,
there are a number of New York statutes which impose strict 
liability on parents and hold them civilly liable for the misconduct
of their children, e.g., General Obligations Law Sec. 3-112
which concerns vandalism to public or private property; others
concerning school property, cemeteries, etc. However, each of
these statutes isolates ages 11 through 17 years for attention

and are irrelevant to the case at bar.
Other than the above statutory exceptions, the only case in

which a parent can be held liable for the acts of a minor 
child is where the parent has entrusted some dangerous 
instrumentality to the child with the forseeable result of the
damage to follow. After researching the cases on this subject it
is clear to the Court that the dangerous instrumentality
exception means a tangible object placed or allowed in the
child’s hands. For example, a bicycle on a sidewalk (not liable)
Steinberg -v- Caucois, 249 AD 518; a .22 caliber rifle (not
liable) Napiearlski -v- Pickering, 278 AD 456; an airgun 
(parent liable); another .22 rifle (in loco parentis not liable)
Starbuck -v- Otsego, 285 AD 476; a bow and arrow 
(grandmother liable) Carmona -v- Padilla, 4 AD2d 181; a 
hunting rifle, Conley -v- Long, 21 Misc. 2d 759; and a baseball
bat (parent Liable); Zuckerberg -v- Munzer, 277 AD 1061;
Further, the Law of Torts (2 Harper & James, p. 1056)
provides: “…the dangerous habit must be of a very specific
kind, however, there is no general responsibility for the rearing
of incorrigible children.”

A tangible weapon thrust in the child’s hands is required to
ob ligate the parents and this Court is not prepared to suggest
that a five year old’s fists–even with karate classe–are the 
dangerous instrumentality that a prizefighter’s might be. 
The law does not permit any result other than to dismiss the
petition without costs.

As a footnote, the Court notes that throughout the trial the
Plaintiff Mother reiteratd that all she wanted was for the
Defendant parents to control their child. That I cannot do. This
Court has virtually no equitable jurisdiction. It cannot order a
defendant to affirmatively do things; It can only give a money
judgement. The Plaintiffs, to their credit, seek only their out-of-
pocket medical expenses. Such expenses are covered without
proof of fault by premises liability insurance-in this case, 
presumably, that provided by the Town Recreation Department.
Perhaps it’s not too late to pursue that course.

ENTER:
TOWN JUDGE

DECISION

JUSTICE COURT: TOWN OF PAWLING

COUNTY OF DUTCHESS
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Answers to Quiz 
(from page 24)

1)judicial warning

2) allows a justice to hear

3) nine

4) both the witness and interpreter

5) depends on whether the proper foundation
has been laid

6) may not

7) only when accompanied by 
foundational evidence

8) is not

9) Parker

10) 3 years

Bonus) may not

o
f
t
h
e
M
o
n
t
h

Established 1870

Williamson Law
Book Company

790 Canning Parkway
Victor, New York 14564

Telephone: (716) 924-3400 
Fax: (716) 924-4153

Supplier of Legal Forms For Town

Village - City - County Courts

Supplier of Legal Forms, Record Books, 
Dockets & Law Books For Local 

Criminal Courts - Town - Village - City

We Also Have A Complete Line Of 
Software Programs For

Parking Systems . . . . . . . . . . . . Accounting Systems
Fixed Asset Accounting . . . . . . . Water/Sewer Billing
Payroll . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Court System
Tax Assessments . . . . . . . . . . . Town Clerk’s System

- Electric Billing -
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Decision & Judgement

TOWN OF RAMAPO Petitioner,

against

HI-TOR ANIMAL CARE CENTER, INC. Respondent,    

Submitted by: Hon. Arnold P. Etelson

Town Justice of Ramapo 

DECISION

&

JUDGEMENT
(10050423)

This court is asked to determine whether a
dog should be declared dangerous pursuant 
to Section 108 (24) (a) of the Agriculture and
Markets Law. The case is unusual in one aspect
as the respondent is an animal shelter and the
alleged victim is an animal control officer 
from another township. The subject dog was
surrendered by its owner April 23, 2009 to
respondent who has harbored it ever since and is
therefore the owner pursuant to Section 108 (15).

Article 7 which deals with licensing, 
identification and control of dogs was amended
effective in 2005. A memorandum of the 
New York State Assembly in support of the
amendment states the “PURPOSE OR GENERAL
IDEA OF BILL: to improve control over 
dangerous dogs through owner accountability
and increased judicial leeway in determining
the level of dangerousness in a dog and the
proper treatment of the situation.” The 
memorandum under “JUSTIFICATION” states
that there are situations where dogs that are 
not actually dangerous are so categorized or 
dogs found to be less dangerous are bound by
regulations authorizing euthanasia or permanent
confinement “Where obedience training, muzzling
or spaying/neutering could easily deal with the
problem.” Undoubtedly, the amendment must
have been legislated at the request of animal
lovers and other concerned with unjust dangerous
dog determinations. In doing so it seems that
the pendulum has swung back, perhaps too far,
with the consequences that the public may not
be adequately protected. See People v. Jornov,

65 A.D. 3d 363. 881 N.Y.S. 2d 776 where the
Appellate Division, 4th Department in its 
decision in modifying a euthanasia directive in
a dangerous dog judgement stated that there
were aggravating circumstances that should
have been considered by the judge hearing 
the case but could not because of the language
in the amendment. The court deemed it 
advisable to amend the statute to afford a judge
the discretion to order humane euthanasia
when there are aggravating circumstances
deemed by him or her to warrant such action.
The case at bar does not address the “aggravating
circumstances” issue, but it does deal with the
issue of an underlying dangerous dog finding.

The animal control officer testified that on
May 6, 2010 in the midst of leaving respondent’s
facility she observed Niko, the subject male dog,
being restrained on a short approximate 3 foot
leash by a volunteer trainer. She, the animal
control officer, had prior knowledge of Niko and
said “Hi, Niko” as she turned to exit the front
door where upon Niko jumped up at her just
after barking at her. She stated that the volunteer
was sitting down with her foot on the leash.

In answer to a question of what kind of bark
it was, she answered “This was, oh my God, it’s
going to hurt.” Her further answer to “was it a
growl? was it a bark?” was “It was a deep growl,
bark that normally I’m out of the truck with a
pole in my hand if the dog was coming at me
like that.” She stated that he leaped up at her
face and based upon what she had been taught,
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Continued on page 20

she raised her left weaker arm and her left leg.
She stated that he “scared me half to death and
I went into the door, put my arm up, put my
knee up. It all happened so quickly and it was
over.” The volunteer trainer acknowledged the 
incident, but denied that she had her foot on
the leash at that moment and denied that the
officer said “hi” to Niko. She said that she
pulled Niko back, that he was wagging his tail
and lay down after the incident.

The officer further testified that she covered
her face because she “was afraid he was going to
get my face.” She sustained a scratch on her left
arm with her skin pealed without bleeding. She
was examined at Best Care where her knee and
elbow were x-rayed because she thought she
twisted her arm and knee. She returned to the
doctor on May 17 because she had numbness in
her fingers when she held it in a certain way.
She took Advil before she testified on May 27.
She was not feeling pain on that date.

There were no witnesses to the incident.
The officer had observed Niko in the past jump
up and bark to get people’s attention.

Evidence was presented at the trial that the
director of Hi-Tor initiated a color coding 
system after assuming her position on June 1,
2009. A green signified that a dog was easy to
handle, good with small children and adoptable.
A Yellow color meant that there may be an issue
and that potential adopters should be told that
the dog was better suited for older children. A
red color indicated that the general public
could not walk the dog, that it was aggressive
and not ready for adoption and that even staff
members should keep the dog away from the
public. Conflicting evidence was adduced as to
whether the above rules were being observed by
the shelter and whether the rules were being
bent, especially with regard to Niko who was
presented as one of the shelter’s favorites. This
included a dispute as to what color had been 
assigned to Niko on the day of the incident and 

how the color code was changed from red to
yellow without an evaluation sheet after the
March 13 incident mentioned below.

Amidst a confused description of Niko’s
breed, a DNA analysis showed him to be a 
mix between an Alaskan Malamute, Borzoi and
Russell Terrier with an adult weight predicted
to be 45 to 68 pounds. At the time of the 
incident Niko was about two years old.

Respondent presented evidence by a certified
canine trainer and evaluator and a dog trainer
behavior specialist, the former staking his 
reputation that Niko would never bite anyone,
that he is very loving and when he jumps he is
trying to greet people, but needs obedience
training to avoid jumping up on people. The 
latter gave similar testimony (without staking
her reputation), that he was a happy, playful
nice dog, but there were moments in time when
he might use a snap bark called a “snark” as a
warning sign. Based upon her evaluation with
Niko interacting with a 4 year old boy, 
she would not place him with a family with 
young children.

The animal intake form filled out by some
unknown employee of the shelter stated that
Niko had bitten a child, but there was no skin
break. No other information was provided as
the reason for the prior owner’s surrender. An
incident occurred at the shelter on March 13,
2010 when Niko, being restrained on a leash by
the same volunteer trainer, jumped on a 5 year
old boy and scratched him. No other details
were provided.

There was testimony by the officer confirmed
by several of the shelter’s employees about a
current animosity between the officer and the
people running the shelter which, in addition to
the history set forth in this case, appears quite
clearly a factor in the filing of the dangerous 
dog complaint.
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The shelter advertised Niko for adoption in a
local periodical and its web site. In its web site
Niko, who is now 2 years old, is advertised as “a
male lab mix about one year old, a sweet, 
gentle, happy dog…good on a leash…prefers
older kids only because he is a strong 
fellow…would make a wonderful addition to
any family”

Section 108 (24) (a) defines a dangerous dog
as one which (i) without justification attacks a
person, companion animal, farm animal or
domestic animal and causes physical injury or
death or (ii) behaves in a manner which a 
reasonable person would believe poses a 
serious and unjustified imminent threat of 
serious injury or death to one or more persons, 
companion animals, farm animals or domestic 
animals or (iii) without justification attacks a
service dog, guide dog or hearing dog and 
causes physical injury or death.

Physical injury is described in Section 108
(28) as impairment of physical condition or
substantial pain and is similarly described in
Section 10 (9) of the Penal Law. Under the case
law in New York the injury sustained by the 
officer does not rise to the level of physical
injury as neither impairment of any reasonable
extent nor substantial pain has been proved.

A consideration of subdivision 24 (a) (ii) is
therefore necessary to make a determination
whether Niko is a dangerous dog. The court did
some research on who is the reasonable person,
the result of which the court concludes that it is
not the victim nor is it the judge. It is apparently
the person who is confronted with the same fact
situation of the incident as confronted the alleged
victim. If that is so, it would appear that all of
the opinion testimony of the expert witness and
all of the evidence of prior acts of Niko are not
germane. Expert testimony is only relevant
where justification is alleged as a defense. It 
is not present in this case. section 121 (4) 

provides that testimony of a certified applied
behaviorist, a board certified veterinary 
behaviorist or other recognized expert shall be
relevant to the Court’s determination as to
whether the dog’s behavior was justified.
Impliedly, such testimony is not germane or 
relevant to the threshold issue of whether the
dog is dangerous, absent evidence of justification
as described in subdivision 4.

If the behavior of the dog considered by the
reasonable person is limited to what actually
occurred at the subject incident, then the dog
could have attacked other persons or animals
hundreds of times in the past with or without
causing physical injuries and such evidence
could not be considered. The vicious propensity
of dogs which forms the basis of so many
reported cases in suits for damages against dog
owners and in dangerous dog proceedings is
therefore irrelevant to the threshold issue of a
dangerous dog finding in a dangerous dog case
filed pursuant to Article 7.

In the case at bar there is no evidence of
provocation by the officer and no evidence as 
to why Niko jumped on or at the officer. Any
testimony by a lay or expert witness would be
speculative and, in any case, inadmissible.

The amended statute substituted “physical
injury” for “harm” and also specified that the
burden of proof is by clear and convincing 
evidence. Section 121 (2).

The reasonable person should be neither a
dog lover nor dog hater. Nor should he be  a 
person with more than the average knowledge
of dog behavior.

For the reasons stated above the court finds
the reasonable person standard to be problematic
and in need of legislative amendment restoring
in appropriate language the consideration of
evidence of vicious propensity.



In determining the case at bar, the fact that
the wound appears to have been a scratch
rather than a bite and the further fact that this
strong 50 some odd pound male dog did not
continue in pursuit of the officer when held
back by a female volunteer trainer who
appeared to the court to be of slight build, the
Court cannot by clear and convincing evidence
find Niko on the day in question to be a 
dangerous dog.

The case of Kennet v Sossnitz, 260 A.D. is of
great interest in the subject of dangerous dogs.
In this negligence case brought against the dog’s
owner plaintiff was accompanied by two friends
and, leading his dog on a leash, was walking on
the public sidewalk in front of premises occupied
by the defendant in New York City. The dog 
was a St. Bernard of “prodigious” size lying
unleashed in front of the steps of the premises
set back about 35 feet from the street.
“Suddenly the defendant’s dog, moved by some
secret impulse, rushed from his position at the
steps and, leaping on the plaintiff, threw him to
the ground. Although not muzzled at the time,
the dog did not bite the plaintiff.” No evidence
of prior acts of vicious propensity was offered.
The defense offered no testimony, its motion to
dismiss the complaint on the grounds that no
cause of action had been established was denied
and the jury found for the plaintiff rendering a
substantial monetary verdict. The appellate
Division reversed the judgement and dismissed
the complaint. in this 4-1 decision the Court
discounted the doctrine of every dog being 
entitled to “one free bite,” assuming it ever 
prevailed in New York. The Court quoted 
precedent that the owner is not responsible for
the injury caused by his unleashed dog unless
the vicious propensities of the animal are
known to him or by the exercise of reasonable
care the same could have been ascertained.

The court went on to say that the great size
of the dog does not affect the question of the

owner’s liability. “It would be unreasonable and
inexpedient to hold that dogs are vicious or
dangerous in proportion to their size. The
owner, whether the dog be large or small, is 
justified in assuming that he will not inflict
injury upon others  unless his previous behavior
gives some evidence of vicious tendencies.”

In scathing dissent, Justice Dore pointed out
that the plaintiff was “thrown to the pavement
with such violence that he is crippled for life
and wholly incapacitated from employment.”
According to Justice Dore, the grounds in 
plaintiff’s complaint is that defendant’s 
negligence was that “he knew that his dog being
a large animal, could by its weight and size
knock down persons upon whom it leaped; and
that defendant neglected to anticipate the 
dangers attending an unleashed and otherwise
unrestrained dog in close proximity to the 
sidewalk.” Continuing, “Liability does not
depend upon whether the person charged with
negligence could have forseen the precise
injury complained of; he may be held liable for
that which, after the jury is complete, appears
to have been a natural and probable cause of his
act or omission.”

The case at bar is all about the shelter’s
attempt to find someone to adopt Niko. Though,
in the opinion of this Court, Niko cannot be
found by the evidence adduced at this hearing
to be a dangerous dog, respondent is certainly
on notice of its potential liability in not 
enforcing its own rules and regulations. As far
as Niko is concerned, by admission of its own
witness, Niko should not be adopted by a 
family with small children and anyone adopting
Niko should be aware of a potential jump upon
a small child visiting his premises or elsewhere
in a public or private location. Furthermore, in
placing a dog for adoption, the shelter should be
well advised to inform the adopter of all of the
relevant background of the dog, including a full
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disclosure of why the dog was surrendered in
the first place.

Analogizing Kennet v Sossnitz with the case
at bar, a friendly, frisky strong 50 pound dog can
easily knock over a small child, and depending
on how and on what the child land, a serious
injury could occur.

The court would be remiss if it did not
express its gratitude to respective counsel for
the petitioner and respondent for presenting
the evidence background and animal expertise
to the court. The court was especially
impressed with the depth and presentation by
the assistant town attorney, mostly through
cross-examination of defense witnesses, which
elicited the concern that the shelter be more
vigilant in assuring that their operation is 
adequately protecting the public. Missing 
dog evaluations and unavailability of the on
premises security video of the incident was 
troublesome to the court.

Good luck to the shelter in finding a
proper adopter and best wishes to Niko.

The petition is dismissed.

The aforesaid is the decision and judgement
of the court.

DATED: Suffern, New York
June 21, 2010

cc: Michael L. Klein, Rampo Town Attorney
By Anita Conklin, Assistant Town Attorney
for the Petitioner

Tracy & Edwards, Esqs. for Respondent
By: Donald S. Tracy Esq.

The Town Judge

The Town Judge, the person that makes law into reality.

The Town Judge, a parent figure to the community.

The Town Judge, a friend to all who they meet.

The Town Judge, a fair and honest respected piece of society.

The Town Judge, Keeps the balance between peace and corruption in a small town.

Written by J.P. Davis, Submitted by Hon. David W. Harrison, Sr. Town of Ghent
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Quiz of the Month
Submitted by Hon. Richard M. Parker

The questions for this quarter’s quiz come from the Bench Book
for Trial Judges which OCA very generously provides to us.

Choose the best answer.

____________  1.  If courtroom order has been upset by the actions of a party, the first alternative which a
justice should take to restore it is (a judicial warning/punitive action).

____________  2.  A remittal of disqualification (allows a justice to hear/disqualifies a justice from hearing)
a case in which (s)he has some knowledge.

____________  3.  Unsworn testimony is inadmissible, except in a criminal case where the witness is under
(nine/thirteen) years old.

____________  4.  When an interpreter is used to communicate with a witness in a trial (the witness/both
the witness and the interpreter) must be sworn.

____________  5.  Whether a lay witness is allowed to give his/her opinion (is completely up to the court’s 
discretion/depends on whether the proper foundation has been laid).

____________   6.  When a court takes judicial notice of a fact, it (may/may not) be controverted.

____________   7. The scientific reliability of the breathalyzer is accepted (on its face/only when accompanied
by foundational evidence).

____________   8. A defendant who elects to proceed pro se (is/is not) constitutionally guaranteed standby
counsel during a trial.

____________  9.  When a court schedules a trial or hearing, it should give the defendant the
(Miranda/Parker) warnings which advises him/her of the trial or hearing date and that the
trial or hearing will go forward without the defendant if (s)he fails to appear.

____________   10. Upon conviction for a misdemeanor, the justice court may issue an order of protection
which expires no longer than (a year/3 years) from the date of conviction.

____________  Bonus  After a small claims hearing for which she is having a difficult time reaching a decision,
Judge Quencer (may/may not) contact the plaintiff to take a look at the floor which the
plaintiff claims was not installed properly.

Answers on page 16



Provide A Public Service with NYSP 
 

THE NYSP DRIVER IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM IS NOW AVAILABLE ONLINE  
 

New York Safety Program (NYSP) announces a new convenient way to provide driver safety education benefits. The
NYSP 6-Hour PIRP (Point and Insurance Reduction Program) is now available online as well as in the classroom. That
means violators may participate in the NYSP driver improvement program from any computer with an internet
Connection 24/7. In the development of the online version of the syllabus we were careful to include security and the
integrity you rely on and expect from NYSP. Because of the use of superior technology and adherence to a proven
curriculum the NYSPOLINE.com website represents the best program of its kind.

NYSP classroom courses are also available at conveniently located classroom facilities with classes scheduled in two
parts during the evening on weekdays or in one session on the weekend.

 

 

NYSP provides feedback to the court! 
For years NYSP has provided information regarding violator participation in the classroom PIRP course for

analytic purposes. This feedback has always been provided by NYSP at no cost to municipalities through the NYSP
Court Referral Program. The same service is now available for the internet version of the NYSP PIRP class.

Use the contact information provided below to get the details on how to participate in this program.     

 

WHY WE WANT YOU TO ENCOURAGE VIOLATORS TO TAKE THIS COURSE: 

According to the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration of the U.S. Department of Transportation, “In 2008,
there were an estimated 5,811,000 police-reported traffic crashes, in which 37,261 people were killed and 2,346,000
people were injured; 4,146,000 crashes involved property damage only.” “An average of 102 people died each day in
motor vehicle crashes in 2008 — one every 14 minutes.” A comprehensive study released on May 9, 2002, by the
NHTSA shows that the economic impact of motor vehicle crashes on America’s roadways has reached $230.6 billion per
year, or an average of $820 for every person living in the United States. The NHTSA study, The Economic Impact of
Motor Vehicle Crashes 2000, also estimates the annual economic cost of roadway crashes: $61 billion in lost workplace
productivity, $20.2 billion in lost household productivity, $59 billion in property damage, $32.6 billion in medical costs
and $25.6 billion in travel delay costs. All told the cost of motor vehicle crashes in the United States has reached 2.3
percent of the U.S. gross domestic product.

And, from Money Magazine, 5/03, p.89: “crashes remain the leading cause of death for Americans, ages one to 34.”

                
POINT & INSURANCE REDUCTION PROGRAM
 

 

Statewide: (800) 942-6874 • info@nysp.com • www.NYSP.com 
 

NEW YORK STATE DEPT OF MOTOR VEHICLES APPROVED 
 

NYSP Affiliations include: 

• County Legislators and Supervisors (CLAS) • New York Conference of Mayors (NYCOM) • New York State Association of Counties
(NYSAC) • Federation of New York Insurance Professionals (FNYIP) • New York Federation of Professional Health Educators

(NYSFPHE) • District Council 37 (DC37) • Civil Service Employees Association (CSEA) • Catholic Schools Administrators
Association of New York (CSAA)

Effectiveness of the NYSP Program; The last effectiveness study of the program indicates that it results in
35% reduction in traffic accidents and a 65% reduction in traffic violations

On the Internet 24 hours a day 365 days a year
Or conveniently scheduled classroom courses available near you

NYSP
NEW YORK SAFETY PROGRAM



163 Delaware Avenue, Suite 108
Delmar, New York 12054

DMV NY ONLINE COURSE now available on our website NTSI.COM. Coupon Code ntsi$5off for an additional $5.00 off our course.




