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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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PRESIDENT ELECT’S MESSAGE 

 
 

Dear Colleagues: 

 
It is an honor and a privilege 
to address you as President  
- Elect and acting president. 
Fear not though - our tireless 

leader, Hon. Jonah Triebwasser, remains entirely 
well and fully active in the Association. 
 
As you may be aware, when our annual conference 
and business meeting were unavoidably cancelled 
last autumn due to the Covid pandemic, interrupting 
the usual “progression” of officers and directors, 
President Triebwasser selflessly agreed to  
continue handling the tremendous responsibility 
of leading the Association beyond what would 
have been the expiration of his term. This  
obligation was exacerbated significantly by the 
pandemic, as among his other duties, he served as 
a conduit for daily communications between OCA, 
our supervising judges, our county associations 
and members directly. Now that we hope the 
worst is over, and as President Triebwasser has 

advised, I have assumed primary leadership  
responsibilities for the balance of the year 
through our annual meeting in September. I 
therefore consider it my first duty, privilege and 
honor to thank President Triebwasser for his  
extraordinary and tireless efforts, sacrifice, hard 
work and enthusiastic support of our Association 
during the most trying of times. He has truly 
given more of himself than we could have ever 
expected or deserved. 
 
As we continue to move forward, we hope that 
all of our members are doing well and that life  
is beginning to return a bit closer to normal. A 
vaccine should now be available to all members 
of the judiciary who have not already received 
it, and with falling infection rates we look  
forward to being able to serve the public more 
directly as we were elected to do. As we eagerly 
await our much-missed annual conference, 
please know that your Association continues to 
be here to support you in any way we can. 
 
With warmest regards, 
 
Karl E. Manne 
President-Elect

Hon. Karl E. Manne

         Judicial Robes       Gavels 
Manufacturers of: Clerical Apparel • School Uniforms  
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Dear Colleagues: 

 
It has been a rare privilege 
and honor to lead the  
New York State Magistrates 
Association. The work that 

we do together to assure justice in our communities 
is without equal in our state. 
 
If I have one regret, it is that the pandemic  
prevented me from traveling around the state to 
the many county magistrates meetings to greet 
you personally. I do appreciate the welcome that 
I received from the virtual meetings that I  
participated in and at the in-person county  
meetings that I attended before the lockdown. 
The warmth of your hospitality is something 
that I will always treasure. 
 
It only remains for me to thank our dedicated 
board of directors for their support and hard 
work over the past 18 months, our amazing staff 
led by our superb executive director the Hon. 

Tanja Sirago, and my wife, Ellen, whose love and 
support make all things possible. 
 
There is still work to be done. There are those 
outside of our town and village courts who do 
not know who we are and do not appreciate 
what we do. They think of us as a throw back to 
the wild west days of Judge Roy Bean and, as a 
result, make misguided efforts to replace our 
time-honored and time-proven justice court  
system with a less responsive, but far more  
expensive, district court system which will be  
removed from local concerns and control. 
 
Our incoming president, the Hon. Karl Manne 
will need your support. I know that you join me 
in wishing him every success. 
 
With kindest personal regards, 
 
I remain, 
 
Cordially, 
 
JONAH TRIEBWASSER, President 
September 2019 - March 2021

PAST-PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE 

Hon. Jonah Triebwasser

Judge Charles Apotheker (Ret) was a 
Haverstraw Town Justice for 27 years during 
which time he served as the presiding judge 
of the Rockland County Misdemeanor 
Drug Court (2000-02); one of the first in 
the Hudson Valley. After he was elected to 
County Court, he presided over the Rockland 
County Felony Drug Court for 10 years. 
 
He also was a member of the faculty of the 
National Drug Court Institute. 
 
In addition, he was the Supervising Judge 
for the Town and Village Courts in the 9th 
District. 
 
Book is available in both soft cover and 
ebook on Bookbaby and Amazon.

– Advertisement –
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Executive Committee Highlights By The Honorable Tanja Sirago, Executive Director 

NYSMA Minutes 
 
March 27, 2021 
 
Due to the COVID19 pandemic, the NYSMA Executive 
Board had a hybrid meeting, part in-person and part 
virtually on March 27, 2021 in Syracuse, New York.  
 
Hon. Dawn Keppler moved to accept the minutes/ 
notes of the previous December meeting, carried. 
  
Hon. Karl Manne moved to accept the treasurer’s  
report, carried.  
 
Hon. Edward Van Der Water moved to amend the  
bylaws to include language that allows for electronic 
meetings, carried. (See below) 
 
ARTICLE XX: ELECTRONIC MEETINGS 
     Section 1. Association meetings may be conducted 

electronically within the limitations of the current 
electronic technology available and subject to  
applicable rules. 

 
      Section 2. The Annual Business Meeting,  

Nominating Committee Meeting, and five regularly 
scheduled Executive Committee meetings may  
be held electronically in the event that a public 
emergency, a pandemic, or a natural or man-made 
disaster renders the holding of an in-person 
meeting of the Executive Committee unlawful or 
inadvisable for health and safety concerns. The 
President of this Association, or if unavailable, the 
next available ranking officer or board member, 
shall have the authority to elect to conduct the 
above-listed meetings electronically with the  
consent of the Executive Committee. 

 
      Section 3. Where time is of the essence under 

Article VII: EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, a  
Special Executive Committee Meeting authorized 
under Section 3 and an emergency vote authorized 
under Section 5 may be conducted virtually. The 
President of this Association, or if unavailable, 
the next available ranking officer or board member, 

shall have the authority to elect to conduct the 
above-listed meetings electronically. 

 
      Section 4. All other meetings not referenced in 

Section 2 or 3 may be held electronically at the 
discretion of the Committee Chair or Liaison. 

 
      Section 5. Electronic meetings, where practical 

and possible, shall be subject to the rules and  
procedures applicable to in-person meetings. For 
example, electronic meetings of the Executive 
Committee are subject to the quorum specified in 
ARTICLE VII: EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE,  
Section 4. of these bylaws. In such cases, the 
number of members in good standing attending 
an electronic meeting are those who are logged 
into the meeting at the time the vote is taken. 
The physical meeting location requirements are 
waived when a meeting is held electronically. An 
anonymous vote conducted through electronic 
means shall be deemed a ballot vote, fulfilling any 
provision in the bylaws or rules that a vote be 
conducted by ballot. Approved guests attending 
electronic meetings shall not be allowed to vote 
in electronic meetings. 

 
      Section 6. Members’ participation in an electronic 

meeting shall constitute their attendance at the 
meeting. Attendance in electronic meetings shall 
be limited to those members in good standing 
who would otherwise attend if it were held in 
person unless specific people are approved by the 
President or person presiding over said meeting. 
All members and others approved to attend an 
electronic meeting shall be required to register in 
advance for said meeting and provide their 
names and other requested information. 

 
      Section 7. The Executive Committee shall select 

the platform used to conduct electronic meetings 
of the Association.  The platform shall provide 
members attending a meeting by computer or 
cellphone with the ability to visually display and 
confirm all members participating, the ability to 
seek recognition and make motions from the 
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floor, and the ability to provide members with 
anonymous voting capability where required by 
the bylaws. 

 
      Section 8. The notice of an electronic meeting 

shall include an explanation on how to participate 
in it, the type of equipment or computer software 
required for participation, and contingencies for 
technical difficulties or malfunctions. The notice 
shall also explain conditions under which a 
member may raise a point of order, methods for 
seeking recognition and obtaining the floor, 
means by which motions may be submitted in 
writing, and methods for taking and verifying votes. 

 
      Section 9.  The Executive Committee shall  

determine who is authorized to record the video, 
audio, and the dissemination of any said recordings 
from a NYSMA selected platform used to  
conduct an electronic meeting. 

 
Hon. Karl Manne moved to accept the Marriott 
Downtown Syracuse Hotel proposal to hold the  
annual conference in 2023; carried. 
 
Old Business: 
 
At the previous meeting, Hon. Karl Manne moved to 
ask Beggar Promotions to produce bronze medallions 
with the NYSMA logo to be available for purchase 
by members at no cost to NYSMA for the die cast. 
However, there was not enough of a return on  
investment for Beggar to move forward. Hon. Karl 
Manne will look into purchasing these medallions in 
bulk and have them for NYSMA to sell. 
 
Hon. David Brockway suggested that NYSMA  
consider creating a statement regarding bail reform 
and the effects of administration of justice in our 
courts. The Public Relations Committee members 
along with the Legislative Committee will work  
together with some volunteer members to prepare  
a statement to vote on at the next Executive  
Board Meeting. 
 
New Business: 
 
Hon. Dennis Young suggested that NYSMA try to 
help regulate the compensation paid to judges sitting 

in Virtual Arraignment Part and Centralized  
Arraignment Part courts as there are disparities 
among the Judicial Districts and even from county 
to county. Hon. Kenneth Ohi Johnsen knows of a 
helpful article for the justification for compensation 
that he will share. Hon. Thomas Sheeran suggested 
an ad hoc committee to go the Administrative Board 
for Statewide implementation. 
 
Hon. Thomas Sheeran shared Opinion 21-22A  
regarding pro-se remittal. This is a significant change 
which now allows unrepresented litigants remittal as 
long as all parties agree. This opinion will be printed 
in the Spring issue of The Magistrate. 
 
Hon. Michael Fedish moved to open the previously 
tabled matter of the process of selecting new directors 
during the COVID pandemic. Previously, the Bylaws 
Committee discussed two options, the first being  
extending the terms of only the 2020 Directors and 
second being the extension of the terms of all Directors. 
 
Hon. Michael Petucci moved to adopt the first  
option, extending only the 2020 Directors. (Therefore, 
at the 2021 conference, eight new Directors will be 
elected. Four of the eight are for two-year terms and 
the other four are for three-year terms. The lower 
vote receivers will get the two-year term per the  
bylaws.) Discussion, vote taken, carried. 
 
President Hon. Jonah Triebwasser relinquished his 
presidential duties to President Elect Hon. Karl 
Manne for the remainder of the 2021 NYSMA  
Presidential term. 
 
Hon. Gary Graber moved to adjourn the meeting at 
11:59am.  
 
Our next executive board meeting is scheduled for 
June 19, 2021.  
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Hon. Tanja Sirago 
Executive Director 
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Getting a Better 
Night’s Sleep

With a few simple guidelines, you can have better sleep tonight. At some point in our lives, for any 

better tonight.

1. Get Up and Go to Bed at the Same Time Every Day

Aim to get up and go to bed at the same time every day, even on weekends. We are creatures of 
habit, and our sleep is no exception. Once you determine your sleep needs, you should do your 
best to meet those needs every day. By consistently going to bed and getting up at the same time, 
we condition our body to follow a regular pattern of sleep. This allows our body’s natural clock, 
called a circadian rhythm, to help initiate and maintain our sleep.

2. Create a Comfortable Sleep Environment

in a cool environment is most conducive to sleep. By eliminating excess noise and light, we can 
minimize the disruptions that might wake us up. In addition, the bedroom should be a place for 
relaxing – not a source of stress.

3. Use Your Room for Sleep Only

Bedrooms are for sleeping and sex, not for watching television, indulging your pets, or doing work. 
Somehow, we have managed to make the bedroom a multipurpose room. All electronics must 
be removed. Televisions, gaming systems, computers, telephones, and various other gadgets are 
stimulating and disruptive to sleep. Don’t allow them in your bedroom and don’t use them in the 
brief period before going to bed. Even the small amount of light from a computer screen in the 
evening hours can stimulate your brain into thinking it is time to be awake. It’s also important to 
remove your pets from the bedroom as they can disrupt your sleep. Lastly, don’t use the bedroom 
as a place to work, as these activities are likewise stimulating and will disrupt your sleep.

4. Watch What You Consume in the Evening

Minimize use of alcohol, caffeine, and nicotine.  Caffeine can be found in expected places like coffee, 
soda pop, or tea, but also in unexpected foods like chocolate. As a stimulant, it will keep you awake, 
even if used nearly six hours before bed. Likewise, nicotine will disrupt your sleep. And contrary to 
common practice, an alcoholic “nightcap” can actually make your sleep worse. Though it may cause 
you to become drowsy, alcohol fragments the stages of your sleep and makes it more disrupted.

Dan Lukasik, UCS Judicial Wellness Coordinator
dlukasik@nycourts.gov
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5. Don’t Nap

Skip the nap. The period of time that you are awake adds to something called “sleep drive.” The 
longer we stay awake, the more we want to go to sleep. By taking a nap, we can relieve this 
desire to sleep – but we’ll also have a harder time getting to sleep later. Adults should have 
a consolidated period of sleep at night without additional naps. If there is excessive daytime 
sleepiness and desire to nap, in spite of adequate sleep time, this might suggest a sleep disorder 
warranting further evaluation.

6. Exercise – But at the Right Time

Try to exercise every day, but avoid doing so six hours before bedtime. Staying active and physically 

7. Develop Sleep Rituals

Develop sleep rituals, which include quiet activities such as reading, 15 minutes before bedtime. 
Just as we maintain for children, adults need daily sleep rituals prior to going to bed to allow us to 
unwind and mentally prepare for going to sleep. These rituals should include quiet activities such 
as reading, listening to relaxing music, or even taking a nice, hot bath.

8. Don’t Struggle to Sleep in Bed

If you’re having trouble getting to sleep, as occurs with insomnia, don’t lie awake, struggling 

initiating sleep often toss and turn in bed, trying to force sleep to come. If this happens night after 
night, you may begin to associate your bed with the anxiety of not being able to sleep. If you’re 
unable to get to sleep within 15 minutes of going to bed, go to another quiet place and lie down 
until you feel ready to fall asleep, then return to your bedroom to sleep.

9. Avoid Things That Can Ruin Sleep

There are many things that can ruin your sleep, and you should avoid eating or drinking in the 
few hours right before going to bed, as these might lead to disruptions of your sleep. Discomfort 

disruptive to a good night’s sleep. It’s best to avoid these situations by not eating or drinking in the 
few hours prior to bedtime.

10. Make Sleep a Priority

body needs to sleep. Too often, we allow our sleep time to be infringed upon when our daytime 
obligations take longer than anticipated. Additionally, opportunities to engage in pleasurable 
activities – visiting friends, watching television, playing on the internet, eating out, and any 
number of others—quickly cut into our sleep time if we allow them to. It’s important to schedule 
your sleep time and stick to that schedule, no matter what might come up during the day.
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Bail reforms reducing the use of 
cash bail in New York State 
have been utilized in town 

and village courts for more than  
a year now. More defendants  
are being released on their own  
recognizance than was the case prior 
to the January 2020 (and later 
April 2020) cash bail-eliminating 
reforms passed by the state legislature. 
In a local paper reporting recent 
court appearances, I regularly notice 
that one rarely sees cash bail imposed 
for a variety of charged criminal  
offenses. While some local legislators 
and office holders continue to argue against the 
new bail laws, as far as I know there has been 
little anecdotal or empirical evidence of crimes 
being allegedly committed by persons avoiding 
pretrial custody because of the new bail reforms. 
And we have little evidence one way or another 
of the reliability of these defendants returning 
to court after their pretrial release.  
 
New York State’s bail reforms are still fresh and 
formal evaluations of their impact are underway, 
but not yet complete, although some preliminary 
findings may come forth in the coming year. In 
this issue, then, I’ll focus on some non-New York 
developments in pretrial case processing, decision-
making, and case outcomes. 
 

Contested risk assessments 
As some may remember, in February 2020 the 
long vibrant Pretrial Justice Institute (PJI), now 
located on the outskirts of Washington, DC,  
reversed its support of the use of pretrial risk  
assessment instruments (PRAIs). In a two-page 
statement at the time, PJI   argued:    
 
We have consistently opposed the use of pre-
trial risk assessment tools to make  
detention decisions. We now expand that to 

oppose their use to determine  
restrictions placed on a person’s 

pretrial liberty (reporting visits, 
electronic monitoring, curfews, 
drug testing, etc.). We remain 
opposed to the use of secured  
financial bonds, as well as fees 
for supervision conditions, that 
allow some people to buy their 

freedom while others remain in 
jail. Our forthcoming framework 

will continue to support numerous 
other strategies for pretrial justice 
reform, including expanded use  
of citations, adversarial detention  

hearings for a limited number of serious 
charges, and addressing people’s needs (as  
opposed to risk) through community-based 
support. There are many pathways to pretrial 
justice without the inclusion of a pretrial risk 
assessment tool. 

 
In fact, PJI argued in a November 2020 follow-
up policy brief for the abolition of risk  
assessment instruments because they do not  
“accurately predict the behavior of people  
released pretrial and guide the setting of  
conditions to mitigate certain behaviors.”  
Moreover, PJI claimed that such assessment  
intruments are biased against low-income people 
and members of racial and ethnic groups.  
Instead, PJI posited, “we must prioritize helping 
people succeed – from assistance with court  
appointments to connecting people to support 
services – while addressing the needs of all  
people victimized by crime.” 
 
The use or non-use of PRAIs, however, has  
become a hotly contested matter. In a recent six-
page statement, for example, a group of 21  
researchers - respected criminologists, psychologists, 
and law professors - challenged PJI’s call for 
abolition, countering that the use of PRAIs  

The Hon. Russ Immarigeon

Pretrial Resources By The Honorable Russ Immarigeon (Hillsdale Town Court)
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“can support the effectiveness of other reform  
efforts by providing empirical evidence to  
inform a presumption of release, elimination of 
money bail, improved representation at pretrial 
proceedings, provision of pretrial services, diversion 
to community-based programs, and, ultimately, 
reductions in rates of pretrial detention.” 
 
According to this group, PRAIs compile  
comparatively less biased information because, 
among other reasons, they are “more efficient, 
transparent, and fairer … than a judge  
haphazardly and quickly scanning a myriad  
of documents” and based on studies more valid 
than the single study PJI based its shift on.  
Moreover, studies of the use of PRAIs show  
that “the vast majority of defendants who  
are released - regardless of race, ethnicity, or  
income—will not be re-arrested and or fail to  
appear for their next court hearing.”  
 
“For these reasons,” the researchers argue,  
“the implication for policy is not to abolish 
PRAIs, but to ensure that any form of bias in  
the assessment process is reduced as much as 
possible” by adopting practices that improve the 
ability to identify “risk to reoffend” or “failure 
to appear,” such as due process and transparency, 
reliability, validity, creating instruments with 
local population data, checking for racial and 
gender bias in making predictions, and use in 
pretrial release decision-making. 
 
“PRAIs should not be used to make pretrial  
release decisions unilaterally,” the researchers 
note. Still, they add, “when judges use the results 
of PRAIs to inform their pretrial decisions,  
research shows that rates of pretrial release  
often increase.” 
 
The researchers conclude, “Abolishing PRAIs 
and allowing judges to return to—or, more  
accurately, to continue—the practice of making 
subjective judgments of what constitutes risk 
would be a major step backwards. While the use 

of PRAIs will not eliminate pretrial detention 
and racial bias, they are a step in the right direction. 
They also are easier to fix than biased human  
decision-making.” 
 
PJI’s initial policy statement, issued in February 
2020, can be found at https://www.pretrial.org 
/wp-content/uploads/Risk-Statement-PJI-
2020.pdf; its more extensive argument against 
PRAIs, issued in November 2020, is available at 
https://university.pretrial.org/HigherLogic/ 
System/DownloadDocumentFile.ashx?Document 
FileKey=7a99ffae-f435-4645-57484dab 
1cc56653&forceDialog=0). For a full copy of 
the researchers’ December 2020 statement, go to 
http://www.jfa-associates.com/publications/ 
Open%20Letter%20to%20the%20Pretrial%20
Justice%20Institute.pdf.   
 

Pretrial support for women 
For several decades now, women have been  
detained in, or sentenced to, correctional facilities 
at accelerating rates. Pretrial service agencies 
(PSAs) have begun to pay closer attention to 
these mounting populations, partially because of 
inappropriate pretrial detention and partially  
because of trauma histories of women defendants. 
Maine Pretrial Services, the state’s independent 
pretrial services agency, and Through These 
Doors, a local domestic violence service provider, 
have created Project Safe Release, a pilot project 
that works with the Cumberland County (Portland) 
Jail to enhance programming for traumatized 
women being held in pretrial detention or being 
released into the community while waiting for 
their next court appearance. 
 
A March 2020 Urban Institute report offers us 
a case study assessment of Project Safe Release’s 
start up, evolution, and implementation as well 
as its preliminary outcomes, implementation 
challenges, and lessons for other sites interested 
in duplicating the project’s approach. 
 

Continued on page 10
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Project Safe Release started in 2018 as an effort 
to improve the pretrial service and domestic  
violence agencies’ coordination and identification 
of women in need of trauma-related services. 
“To better coordinate their work,” the report 
notes, “the agencies cross-trained staff on each 
other’s operations, trained staff to better address 
women’s unique needs, and enhanced the  
pretrial data-management system to track and 
exchange information.” 
 
Court-involved women typically come to Project 
Safe Release’s attention approximately three 
days after initial court appearances. A primary 
purpose of the project is to improve the screening 
of these women, and then linking them to 
trauma-related services, before they are released 
or detained.  
 
In general, the project’s process goes like this: 
Pretrial staff screen defendants at intake, ask 
about any domestic or sexual violence history, 
inform these women about domestic violence 
services, and interested women sign release  
of information forms as they agree to project  
participation. at the jail, defendant information 
is entered into an electronic system, domestic  
violence staff conduct assault-informed risk  
assessments and domestic violence support 
groups are held twice weekly. Upon release,  
pretrial supervisors continue to ask about 
women’s needs, defendant information is shared 
electronically with domestic violence staff, and 
pretrial and domestic violence staff “work  
together to connect women to sexual assault 
services, behavioral health treatment, housing or 
other supports.” 
 

Since the pilot launched,” the Urban Institute 
researchers note, ‘Through These Doors’ 
victim advocates and Maine Pretrial  
Services’ pretrial workers have regularly 
communicated, electronically exchanged 
valuable data about justice-involved 
women, and troubleshooted specific cases 
together. This process has formalized  

coordination between the two agencies, 
freed clients from having to directly connect 
with the agencies themselves, and made 
pretrial workers more comfortable calling 
Through These Doors advocates and  
asking them to talk to clients immediately. 
Exchanging information is particularly 
important for agencies working with  
victims of domestic violence (and other 
kinds of victimization) because clients 
may not recognize that they need support 
or feel comfortable repeatedly recalling 
traumatic experiences. 

 
A series of initial findings emerge through this 
report: 
 
•     The project’s revised questionnaire and 

training have humanized defendants for  
pretrial service staff and improved their  
understanding of the needs of defendants 
with histories of domestic or sexual violence; 

 
•     The two project agencies’ sharing of  

information has reduced the need for  
traumatized women to repeatedly retell  
their stories and increased the likelihood 
that they will learn about available support 
services; 

 
•     The two agencies’ working relationship has 

resulted in greater support for pretrial  
release among judges and attorneys; 

 
•     Domestic violence hotline calls have increased 

making “it easier for women to connect with 
pretrial services and support agencies”; 

 
•     Service coordination between the project’s 

two agencies has encouraged each agency to 
reach out to other available service providers 
available in the community; and 

 
•     Agencies are sharing electronic date more 

effectively. 
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Justice system processing is often fast-paced and 
this results in significant challenges, including 
too little time for screening and assessing 
women’s needs and risks, difficulties in gathering 
comprehensive information, women often  
remain uncomfortable about participating in the 
project, gaps exist in the gender responsivity and 
provision of jail-based services, and staff still 
struggle with linking women adequately with 
community-based support services. 
 
Of major importance, the Urban Institute’s  
report concludes that “any pilot [project] addressing 
complex trauma and victimization histories  
cannot be designed or promoted within a  
single agency.” 
 
For a copy of this report, go to https://www. 
urban.org/sites/default/files/publication/10197/
assisting-women-throughout-the-justice- 
continuum.pdf.   
 
 

NYSMA’s Judicial Wellness Committee is seeking 
professionals within our membership who would 
like to volunteer their time and knowledge to our 
judicial wellness initiative. 
 
If you would be interested in speaking at one of 
our classes or be part of an initiative that would 
help your fellow judges, please contact Judicial  
Wellness Chair Hon. Susan Sullivan-Bisceglia at  
smsullivanlaw@aol.com.

21 Everett Road Extension21 Everett Road Extension
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About My County

Dutchess County
Hon. Richard Clarino (T/Newburgh) was the guest speaker at the recent virtual meeting of the Dutchess County Magistrates 
Association. Judge Carino spoke about on-line centralized arraignments.

The pandemic could not alter the course of true love as NYSMA Director and 
President of the Dutchess County Magistrates Association Hon. Susan Sullivan 
Bisceglia (T/LaGrange)  officiated at the wedding of Mr. & Mrs. Blasé Locaparra. 
Congratulations to the happy couple!

Genesee County

The Honorable Gary Graber, NYSMA Past 
President and Town Justice of Darien, 
gave some members of the Webelos Scouts 
of Alexander Pack 650 a tour of the town 
court and gave a brief explanation of the way 
the town and village court system works. 
 
Left to right are Webelos scouts T. Calmes, 
P. Kelly, Q. Gerlach, E. Gerlach and S. Beck.  
 
Hon. Gary Graber with the scouts in his 
courtroom.
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Greene County

The family of NYSMA Past President Hon. Richard Roberg (T/Coxsackie,  
Retired) took the celebration of his 86th birthday to new heights when they 
arranged for him to co-pilot a plane and buzz over the local playground so he 
could wave to his grandchildren and his daughter Kirsten. Mrs. Roberg (a higher  
authority) ruled that Judge Roberg could no longer fly when Kirsten was born, 
but figured that the ban should finally be lifted, and surprised him with this  
awesome birthday present!  He tilted his wings to wave to his family on the 
ground. Judge Roberg is shown on on the ground on the right.

Continued on page 14

Nassau County
Westbury Village Justice the Hon. Tom Liotti donated his Martin Luther King, Jr. Award which he received from Nassau 
County and its Human Rights Commission to the permanent collection of the Village of Westbury. Judge Liotti received 
the award for his “more than 30 years of extraordinary work as a lawyer, judge and community activist” to the Village of 
Westbury.  Present for the ceremony were (left to right) Beaumont Jefferson, County Treasurer and Trustee; Mayor Peter 
I. Cavallaro; County Executive Laura Curran; Justice Liotti; Trustee Steve Corte and Trustee Vincent Abbatiello.
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Saratoga County
The Hon. James Hughes and the Hon. Robert Rybak (shown left to right) of the Town of Clifton Park (Saratoga County) 
are celebrating 40 years together and 82 combined years on the bench. 
 
Judge Rybak was first elected in 1979, soon after graduating from Syracuse Law School. He worked for the New York State 
Department of Transportation until retiring. Judge Hughes retired from the New York State Police after 20 years of service 
in 1981 and was elected judge that year, taking the bench in 1982. He entered Albany Law School in 1984, graduating  
in 1987, and  was admitted to the practice of law in 1988. He had the unique distinction of being a sitting judge while in  
law school. All of this makes Judge Hughes the second longest serving elected town official and Judge Rybek the longest 
serving elected town official in the 193 year history of the Town of Clifton Park. 
 
Although of different political parties, these dedicated and experienced judges are proud of their friendship and collegial 
relationship. Judge Rybak said, “We’re like brothers!” 
 
Judges Rybak and Hughes think that their 82 years of combined service may be a record. Any courts out there who can 
match or exceed that amazing longevity should let us know!

About My County Cont…

2021 Conference Scholarship Information 

In 2015,  the New York State Magistrates Association instituted a program that would provide a limited number 
of scholarships to members of our Association who have been financially unable to attend our annual conference. 
To date, thirteen scholarships have been awarded providing the great opportunity for judges to attend.   
 
This year, we are seeking a new round of applications from members of our association. We encourage judges 
who need financial assistance to apply for a grant through this association scholarship initiative.  
 
We have budgeted for six grants up to $500.00 that will be made available to members through an application 
process that is published in this issue of The Magistrate on the next page. 
 
The Board would like to encourage all association members to attend this year’s annual conference in Niagara 
Falls, from September 26th through September 29th.  The Board would also request that Association members 
circulate this information among your judicial colleagues and ask qualified individuals to consider applying for 
one of the available grants.  
 
2021 SAVE THE DATE: Sept. 26 - Sept. 29  
The Conference and Events Center • The Sheraton Niagara Falls 



Spring 2021 - The Magistrate

15

The Hon. Dutch Magill Scholar Award

The annual conference of the New York State Magistrates Association provides access to excellent training as well as an opportunity  
to interact with justices from across New York State. NYSMA wants to encourage this access to interactive training with other justices, 
especially for first-time conference attendees. For this reason NYSMA is offering scholarship packages to attend the annual fall  
conference of this association. 
 
Interested applicants must be a town or village justice of a court within New York state and financially unable to attend the annual  
conference by virtue of the lack of municipal funding. Only one applicant per court may apply. The applicant must be a member in good 
standing of this Association. 
 
The application must be completed and signed by the applicant, along with all required attachments**, and forwarded to the 
Scholarship Committee for review. Only complete applications will be considered. The successful applicant(s) will be notified by the 
Scholarship Committee prior to the annual fall conference. 
 
Each scholarship award will cover the cost of lodging and meals for one person to attend the conference, up to $500, and requires that 
the recipient attend the annual business meeting and apply for OCA’s reimbursement of one night lodging, mileage and certain applicable 
meals. The Scholarship Committee reserves the right to disregard any incomplete applications without prior notice to the applicant. The 
decision of the Scholarship Committee and the NYSMA Board of Directors will be final and will not be subject to any review or appeal 
process. In keeping with the mission of our organization, we offer this scholarship to further the education of town and village justices 
throughout the state of New York. 
 PLEASE READ AND COMPLETE THE APPLICATION 

       1.   NAME:_ __________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

       2.   ADDRESS: ________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

       3.   TITLE: ________________________PHONE #: ______________________EMAIL: ____________________________________ 

       4.   TOWN/ VILLAGE OF: ______________________________________________________________________________________ 

       5.   COUNTY OF: ____________________________________________________LENGTH OF SERVICE:_ __________________ 

       6.   MEMBER OF NYSMA: ______ yes ______ no          MEMBER OF YOUR COUNTY ASSOCIATION: ______ yes ______ no 

       7.   Have you attended any prior Conferences: ______ yes ______ no 

       8.   If yes, do you remember when and where? ______________________________________________________________________  

       9.   What position has your municipality taken with respect to your attendance at training sessions?________________________ 

             ______ ____________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
**In order to have a complete application, please attach: 

•  a brief application letter supporting your request for financial assistance; and 

•  a letter from the chief fiscal officer of your municipality or a copy of your court’s budget to verify a lack of  
municipal funding 

 
All applications must be postmarked or scanned and emailed prior to June 11th 2021, Mail to: 

 
Scholarship Committee, NYSMA, 163 Delaware Avenue, Delmar, NY, 12054; 

or scan and email documents to: nysma1@gmail.com. 
 

Dated this_______ day of___________________ 20_________                     ________________________________________ 

                                                                                                                           Applicant’s Signature
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Eugene W. Salisbury Magistrate of the Year Award

To: All Sitting Justices 
 
It is time to look ahead to the Annual Magistrates Conference, will be in Niagra Falls, New York. One of the highlights of the annual 
gathering is the presentation of the Magistrate of the Year award. The award recognizes a judge for contributions to the judiciary, as 
well as for contributions to his/her community. I am certain that each of you has knowledge of an individual who  deserves to be  
considered for this award. Who among you has contributed to the improvement and overall effectiveness of the judiciary? Who has 
shown that contributing to the betterment of the community is what justice is all about? Who has gained your association’s respect  
because of outstanding contributions? Please consider and nominate a person who deserves this recognition. Keep in mind that this 
award depends on the participation of both county associations across the state and individuals like you. When considering your  
nomination(s), please use the guidelines below: 
 
Hon. Dr. Carrie O’Hare, Chair of The Magistrate of the Year Committee

As a person: 
Does his or her private life display honesty, trustworthiness and 
behavior that benefits a member of the judiciary?  
…Does the nominee command respect from others and show 
confidence in their actions and thoughts?  
…Has the nominee avoided legal and ethical infractions  
and improprieties?  
…Is he or she considered to be a good solid citizen by the members 
of his or her community? 
 
As a justice: 
Has the nominee’s public and judicial conduct been free from 
even the appearance of impropriety?  
…Does he or she exhibit sound temperament, attentiveness, 
patience and impartiality in his or her conduct on the bench? 
…Has the nominee been studious in his or her knowledge of 
the principles of the law and diligent in endeavoring to ascertain 
the facts?  
…Has the nominee remained free from partisan demands and 
have his or her actions been free of consideration of personal 
popularity or public notoriety?  
…Has the nominee consistently abstained from any judicial act 
in which his or her personal interests are, or even appear, to be 
involved?  
…Has his or her tenure on the bench been long enough to show 
that they command the respect of their community electorate? 
…Has the nominee enhanced the integrity of his or her community 
through their actions within their local judicial system? 

As a member of the judicial community: 
Does the nominee command the respect of his or her peers as 
a justice?  
…Has the nominee shown an interest in improving the quality 
of our local court system by membership and active participation 
in county and state magistrate associations? 
…Beyond his or her active membership in various associations, 
what examples are there that this person has made an effort to 
enhance the integrity, effectiveness and prestige of our Town 
and Village Courts?  
…Has the nominee been involved or instrumental in initiating 
legislation focused on improving the court system and its  
effectiveness in serving the public? 
…What effort has the nominee made to defend our local court 
system to others outside the judicial community? 
…Has the nominee asserted sound and constructive leadership 
in county and state associations?  
…Has his or her contact with the public at large resulted in  
any position and constructive actions toward improving our 
Town and Village courts? Please remember, your association’s 
participation is the single most important element in assisting 
us in selecting the Magistrate of the Year.  
 
Please submit your nominations to: 
Hon. Dr. Carrie O’Hare 
Magistrate of the Year Committee 
New York Magistrates Association 
163 Delaware Ave. Suite 108 • Delmar, NY 12054 
 
Nominees for the 2021 Magistrate of the Year Award 
must be submitted no later than June 11, 2021.  
decision will be announced to the nominators on  
June 25, 2021.

Submit packages to: 

New York State Magistrates Association 
163 Delaware Avenue, Suite 108 • Delmar, NY 12054 

 
Applications must be received by June 11, 2021
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Poetry in the Courtroom By The Honorable Harold J. Bauman

NYSMA Past-President Hon. Harold Bauman 
(T/Liberty) recently came across the first 
complaint that he drafted as a young  

lawyer. Obviously, Harold was a poet and didn’t 
know it! (Or did he?) 
 
 
 
 
KATHLEEN BURKE, 

Plaintiff.     
 

-against-       COMPLAINT 
 

MILTON RATNER and JUNE RATNER, 
            Defendents. 

 
 
Plaintiff, by APPELBAUM & EISENBERG, 
Brings this case, suing defendant for a loss, 
And when the jury is in place 
Will prove exactly what it costs. 
 
FIRST: 
       In Sullivan County both parties reside. 

There defendant, the Sheriff can meet. 
In Liberty, on the south side, 
at 7 St. Peters Street. 

 
SECOND: 
       In 1972, February 16th, 

Plaintiff drove down Cooper Street. 
Still in her mind, the scene is fixed 
For defendant’s auto, did she meet. 

 
       To the left he made a turn 

Not as responsible drivers do 
Thereby causing much concern 
For into plaintiff’s car he flew. 

 
THIRD: 
       Defendant proximitely caused this wreck, 

Through negligence in this respect. 
(a) His lookout was bad 
(b) His right-of-way sad 
(c) His speed was great 
(d) His brakes were late. 

Plaintiff’s loss resulted from said acts, 
       As she alleges through the facts. 
 
FOURTH: 
       Plaintiff’s car was damaged as follows: 

Decreasing its value $1,000.00 
(a) Its grille was bashed 
(b) Its hood was smashed 
(c) Its fender bashed 

 
FIFTH: 
       As further results of said crash 

Plaintiff received bodily harm 
Her knee was jammed into the dash 
Thereby causing great alarm. 

 
       Said knee was injured years before 

And had required an operation. 
Once again its ligaments tore 
Requiring doctor’s consultation. 

 
SIXTH: 
       Said torn re-injured knee 

To plaintiff has brought pain. 
$1,000.00 you will see 
Was her damage due to same. 

 
       WHEREFORE, plaintiff respectfully prays 

For judgement in the following ways: 
$1,000.00 for her car, with interest 

from the 16th of December; 
$1,000.00 for her knee, for the relief and equity 
For all relief the facts support 
And for all her costs of this Court. 

 
      APPELBAUM & EISENBERG 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Office & P.O. Address 
6 North Main Street 
Liberty, New York 12754 
A/C 914-22-4444

Honorable Harold J. Bauman
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Advisory Committee on Judicial Ethics 

Opinion 21-22(A) 
 
March 11, 2021 
 
 
Digest:  Remittal of disqualification is a three-step 

process requiring full disclosure on the 
record of the basis for disqualification 
and the voluntary affirmative consent 
of the parties and their counsel. However, 
we no longer prohibit remittal of  
disqualification merely because a party 
is unrepresented. We hereby modify our 
prior opinions to abolish that requirement. 

 
Rules:  Judiciary Law §§ 9; 14; 22 NYCRR 

100.2; 100.2(A); 100.3(B)(12); 100.3(E)(1); 
100.3(E)(1)(a)-(f); 100.3(F); Opinions 
20-82/20-86; 20-22; 04-100. 

 
Opinion: 
The inquiring judge, who has a remittable conflict 
in certain instances under Section 100.3(F), asks 
the following question: 
 

“It is my understanding that..., as long as 
all parties are represented by counsel, they 
can waive any potential conflict, but if the 
parties are not represented, I must recuse. 
Is this correct?” 
 

A judge must always avoid even the appearance 
of impropriety (see 22 NYCRR 100.2) and must 
always act in a manner that promotes public 
confidence in the judiciary’s integrity and  
impartiality (see 22 NYCRR 100.2[A]). Therefore, 
judges must disqualify themselves in any proceeding 

in which their impartiality “might reasonably  
be questioned” (22 NYCRR 100.3[E][1]), including 
where required by specific rule or statute  
(see 22 NYCRR 100.3[E][1][a]-[f]; Judiciary Law 
§ 14). In many instances, however, the judge’s 
disqualification may be subject to remittal  
(see 22 NYCRR 100.3[F] [identifying five  
specific grounds for disqualification that cannot 
be remitted]). 
 
We accept the inquiring judge’s invitation to  
reconsider our Committee-created “pro se remittal” 
rule, and hereby abolish it for the reasons set 
forth below. We start by outlining the inherent 
protections of the remittal process itself, and 
then highlight our reasons for adopting, and  
now abolishing, a rule we have come to see as 
burdensome and unnecessary. 
 
The Remittal Process 
Where a judge has a disqualifying conflict in  
a matter, but has nonetheless searched their  
conscience and determined that they can be 
completely fair and impartial and are willing to 
preside, the Rules Governing Judicial Conduct 
provide a mechanism for remittal (waiver) of  
disqualification (see 22 NYCRR 100.3[F] [identifying 
five grounds for disqualification that cannot  
be remitted]). In order to protect the parties and 
to promote public confidence in the judiciary, 
the remittal process is strictly construed. As we  
explained in Opinion 20-22 (footnote omitted): 
 

[I]t is not the parties’ burden to request the 
judge’s disqualification. Rather, it is the 
judge’s burden to disqualify him/herself at 
the outset, even if the parties are fully 
aware of the conflict and do not express 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL ETHICS 
c/o OFFICE OF COURT ADMINISTRATION 

25 BEAVER STREET, SUITE 866 
NEW YORK, NY 10004
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Continued on page 20

any concern. Moreover, where remittal is 
available, it is a multi-step process which 
likewise puts the burden on the judge (1) 
to make full disclosure of the basis for  
disqualification on the record and (2) not 
to preside unless the parties and their counsel 
freely and affirmatively consent to waive 
the conflict as specified in Section 100.3(F) 
and our prior opinions. Again, mere failure 
to object is insufficient. 

 
Thus, the starting point, when we say a judge 
“is disqualified subject to remittal” (Opinion 20-
82/20-86), is that the judge is disqualified in the 
matter and cannot take further action, other 
than disclosure of the basis for disqualification, 
absent the voluntary affirmative consent of the 
parties and their counsel. As we explained (id. 
[citations omitted]): 
 

As far as the judge is concerned, he/she is 
disqualified. Period. It is now up to the parties 
and their counsel to decide whether to 
remit that disqualification. 
 
Remittal, where permitted, is a three-step 
process: First, the judge must fully disclose 
the basis for disqualification on the record. 
Second, without the judge’s participation, 
the parties who have appeared and not  
defaulted and their lawyers must all agree 
that the judge should not be disqualified. 
Third, the judge must independently conclude 
that he/she can be impartial and be willing 
to participate in the case. If all three steps 
are satisfied, the judge may accept remittal 
of disqualification and must incorporate 
the parties’ and their attorneys’ agreement 
into the record of the proceeding. 

 
As we emphasized in Opinion 20-82/20-86, the 
decision on remittal “must occur ‘without the 
judge’s participation’” (id. [citations omitted]). 
We explained that “this requirement recognizes 

the risk of an appearance of undue pressure or 
coercion if the disqualified judge actively seeks 
to persuade the parties to remit. A desire to preside 
cannot justify an undertaking to advocate in 
favor of remittal. The decision to remit must be 
made freely, willingly, and without coercion, in 
full knowledge of the relevant facts” (id.). 
 
The “Pro Se Remittal” Rule 
With this backdrop, we now turn to our “pro se 
remittal” rule. For at least 15 years, we have  
consistently prohibited remittal of disqualification 
when any party is appearing without counsel,  
although we seldom articulated any policy  
reasons underlying the prohibition. One of the 
few times we sought to justify it, we said it was 
based on our sense that it “would be inappropriate 
to impose upon a pro se defendant the burden of 
determining whether to consent to the judge’s 
continued participation under the remittal  
procedures of section 100.3(F)” (Opinion 04-100).1 
 
On further consideration and deliberation,  
and in light of significant changes in the past  
few years, we believe this Committee-imposed  
restriction is both unnecessary and unduly  
burdensome to the unrepresented litigants  
themselves, to their adversaries, and to the  
overall administration of justice. 
 
In 2015, the rules were amended to expressly 
permit judges to “make reasonable efforts to  
facilitate the ability of unrepresented litigants  
to have their matters fairly heard” (22 NYCRR 
100.3[B][12]). We presume this provision was 
intended to allow judges greater discretion, within 
the ethical bounds of integrity, impartiality, fairness 
and independence, to accommodate the unique 
individualized needs of unrepresented litigants. 
 
In contrast, our “pro se remittal” rule, by design, 
removes a judge’s discretion when a party is  
unrepresented. Where a judge  with a remittable 
conflict has searched their conscience and  

   1 We have also framed it as an exceptionally close reading of the text of Section 100.3(F) (see 
Opinion 20-22 fn 3), although that reading is only one of several possible good-faith inter-
pretations of the text. 
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ascertained that they can be fair and impartial 
in a particular matter, has fully disclosed the 
basis for disqualification, and all those who have 
appeared and not defaulted in the matter freely 
and affirmatively request the judge to preside in 
full knowledge of the conflict, the judge ordinarily 
has discretion to accept remittal of disqualification 
and preside in the case. But if any party is  
appearing without counsel, our rule requires the 
judge to disqualify from the matter, regardless of 
all other considerations, even if the parties are 
present, fully informed about the conflict, and 
anxious to go forward. In such circumstances, 
our rule is likely to delay resolution of the matter, 
may require additional appearances and expenses, 
and may financially impact the parties. The  
administrative burden, especially in courts 
where many litigants are unrepresented, is high, 
as administrative and supervising judges must 
replace judges who have remittable conflicts  
but are prohibited from offering or accepting  
remittal of disqualification simply because an 
unrepresented litigant is participating. 
 
Although significant advances have been made to 
provide counsel to every defendant at arraignment, 
we note that significant burdens remain in the 
criminal context. For example, if a judge serving 
in the centralized arraignment part learns of a 
conflict with the assistant public defender on 
duty, the defendant may need to be held longer 
in police custody while either an alternative  
arraigning judge or other defense counsel is 
found. Or, where a criminal case has been  
transferred to a new judge post-arraignment, and 
the judge becomes aware of a remittable conflict, 
the judge is immediately disqualified if the  
defendant is appearing without counsel at that 
stage (or is represented by defense counsel 
whose presence causes a conflict for the judge). 
Again, in such circumstances, the defendant’s 

liberty interests may be negatively affected.  
Ironically, these issues may potentially be  
exacerbated in light of bail reform initiatives, 
since bail can no longer be set in other than  
specified serious offenses and would have  
effectuated the defendant’s post-arraignment,  
required release on recognizance sooner rather than 
later, had the judge been permitted to offer an  
opportunity to remit disqualification. 
 
Finally, we note that unrepresented litigants are 
trusted to make other substantial decisions about 
their legal rights (e.g., whether to waive a jury 
trial or even the right to counsel), and we see no 
reason why they cannot also make a decision 
about whether or not to waive a conflict that the 
judge has fully disclosed to them. Again, we  
emphasize that the rigorous remittal process  
itself provides many protections, first by placing 
the burden on the judge to (1) search their  
conscience and determine that they can, in fact, 
be fair and impartial and (2) make full and  
sufficient disclosure, and then by placing the 
power of decision solely in the hands of the  
parties and, if represented, their counsel. 
 
Thus, we conclude that judges should be vested 
with discretion, consistent with the spirit of  
Section 100.3(B)(12), as to whether to offer the 
parties the opportunity to consider remittal, 
notwithstanding that one or more parties are  
appearing without counsel. We emphasize that 
such discretion works in both directions. That 
is, a conflicted judge may still, in their sole  
discretion, simply recuse in a matter involving 
unrepresented litigants rather than offering an 
opportunity for remittal, even if the judge  
believes they could be fair and impartial.2  
Moreover, a judge also has full discretion to 
adopt any procedures they may deem necessary 
or advisable in a particular matter, including  

   2 A judge might wish to do so, for example, if they conclude that the full disclosure required for voluntary affirmative consent would 
involve disclosure of personal, embarrassing, and/or sensitive information that they do not wish to share with an unrepresented  
litigant. We note, in this regard, that Judiciary Law § 9 does not, on its face, appear to mandate a particular level of disclosure, and 
also does not require disclosure where “the reason may result in embarrassment, or is of a personal nature, affecting the judge or a 
person related to the judge within the sixth degree by consanguinity or affinity.” 
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but not limited to asking questions to satisfy 
themselves that an unrepresented litigant’s  
consent is knowing and uncoerced, before  
accepting remittal of disqualification. 
 
All prior opinions prohibiting remittal of  
disqualification where a party is appearing without 
counsel are hereby amended consistent with  
this opinion.3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   3 A judge might wish to do so, for example, if they conclude 
that the full disclosure required for voluntary affirmative 
consent would involve disclosure of personal, embarrassing, 
and/or sensitive information that they do not wish to share 
with an unrepresented litigant. We note, in this regard, that 
Judiciary Law § 9 does not, on its face, appear to mandate a 
particular level of disclosure, and also does not require  
disclosure where “the reason may result in embarrassment, 
or is of a personal nature, affecting the judge or a person  
related to the judge within the sixth -degree by consanguinity 
or affinity.” 

As stated in Opinion 21-22(A), “we no longer prohibit remittal of disqualification merely because a party 
is unrepresented. We hereby modify our prior opinions to abolish that requirement.” This also affects  
opinions “where disclosure (or disclosure and insulation) is mandated in lieu of outright disqualification” 
(see id. fn 3).

Advisory Committee on Judicial Ethics 

Opinion 21-09 
 
January 28, 2021 
 
 
Digest:  Where a party or attorney has advised 

the court that their preferred gender 
pronoun is “they,” a judge may not  
require them to instead use “he” or “she.” 

 
Rules:  22 NYCRR 100.2; 100.2(A); 100.3(B) 

(4)-(5); Opinion 19-50. 
 
Opinion: 
A judge asks if they may “require a singular  
pronoun be used for a singular person” in order 
to “keep order in the courtroom, and to have a 
clear record.” That is, when a party expresses a 
preference for gender-neutral plural pronouns 
(they/them), the judge wishes to require them to 

instead choose a singular pronoun, he/him or 
she/her. The judge is concerned that the use of 
“they” could create confusion in the record as  
to the number of persons to whom a speaker  
is referring. 
 
A judge must always avoid even the appearance 
of impropriety (see 22 NYCRR 100.2) and must 
always act in a manner to promote public confidence 
in the judiciary’s integrity and impartiality  
(see 22 NYCRR 100.2[A]). A judge must “perform 
judicial duties without bias or prejudice against 
or in favor of any person” (22 NYCRR 100.3 
[B][4]). For example, a judge must not, “by words  
or conduct, manifest bias or prejudice, including 
but not limited to bias or prejudice based upon ... 
sexual orientation, gender identity [or] gender  
expression” (id.). A judge “shall require staff, 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL ETHICS 
c/o OFFICE OF COURT ADMINISTRATION 

25 BEAVER STREET, SUITE 866 
NEW YORK, NY 10004

Continued on page 22
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court officials and others subject to the judge’s  
direction and control to refrain from such words 
or conduct” (id.). The judge’s responsibility for 
curbing such manifestations of bias and prejudice 
in the courtroom even extends to “lawyers in  
proceedings before the judge” (22 NYCRR 
100.3[B][5]).1 
 
The “courthouse and courtroom must convey to 
the public that everyone who appears before the 
court will be treated fairly and impartially” 
(Opinion 19-50). While a judge may take  
reasonable steps to ensure the clarity of the 
record, including courteously referring to an 
individual by surname and/or their role in the 
proceeding as appropriate, a judge must be careful 
to avoid any appearance of hostility to an individual’s 
gender identity or gender expression. We can see 
no reason for a judge to pre-emptively adopt a 
policy barring all court participants, in all circum-
stances, from being referred to by singular “they,” 
which is one of three personal pronouns in  
the English language. That is, “they” has been 
recognized as a grammatically correct use for an 
individual (see e.g. Merriam-Webster, 2019 Word 
of the Year: They, https://www.merriam-webster.com 

/words-at-play/word-of-the-year-2019-they/they ). 
 Adopting and announcing the sort of rigid policy 
proposed here could result in transgender,  
nonbinary or genderfluid individuals feeling 
pressured to choose between the ill-fitting gender 
pronouns of “he” or “she.” This could not only 
make them feel unwelcome but also distract  
from the adjudicative process. Thus, as an ethical 
matter, we believe the described policy, if 
adopted, could undermine public confidence in 
the judiciary’s impartiality. 
 
In sum, we conclude that, where a person before 
the court has advised the court that their  
preferred gender pronoun is “they,” the inquiring 
judge may not require them to use instead “he” 
or “she” in the proceeding. We trust judges to 
handle an expressed preference for the use of  
singular “they” on a case-by-case basis, adopting 
reasonable procedures in their discretion to  
ensure the clarity of the record as needed. We also 
note that there is no ethical impropriety  
in making adjustments over the course of a  
proceeding, if a judge finds that an initial  
approach was unsuccessful or confusing. 

   1 Of course, the rule “does not preclude legitimate advocacy” by attorneys when sexual orientation or other similar factors “are issues 
in the proceeding” (22 NYCRR 100.3[B][5]). 
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Decision & Order By The Honorable Jonah Triebwasser

HON. TRIEBWASSER, J., Presiding 
 
Plaintiff is suing defendant for $1,300.00, plus 
costs, claiming that defendant dentist placed  
a crown on the wrong tooth, and would not  
refund the fee that he charged plaintiff. A trial 
was held on January 21, 2021. Both parties  
appeared pro se. 
 

Facts of the Case 
Plaintiff testified that a crown (an artificial tooth 
covering) was installed on tooth number 291 in 
her mouth in 2008 by a dentist by the name of 
Dr. Whalen. 
 
After experiencing some discomfort in March  
of 2019, plaintiff consulted an endodontist,2  
Dr. Denise Assogna. Several written reports  
by Dr. Assogna were introduced into evidence.3 
On March 27, 2019, Dr. Assogna reported to Dr. 
Cuttler that she treated teeth numbered 2, 3 and 
30. On April 16, 2019, Dr. Assogna reported to 
Dr. Cuttler that the endodontic treatment was 
completed for tooth number 3. On May 14, 2019, 
Dr. Assogna reported to Dr. Whalen that the  

endodontic treatment was completed for tooth 
number 30. On June 13, 2019, Dr. Assogna  
reported to Dr. Whalen that plaintiff was having 
discomfort in tooth 30 and that tooth 29 was 
sensitive to percussion. On December 4. 2019, 
Dr. Assogna reported to Dr. Cuttler that tooth 30 
was healed. On January 27, 2020, Dr. Assogna 
reported to Dr. Mozer4 that tooth 30 would take 
some time (perhaps years) to fully heal. At no 
point in her treatment reports did Dr. Assogna 
indicate that a cap had been installed on the 
wrong tooth. 
 
Plaintiff testified that she thought Dr. Cuttler 
was putting a crown on tooth 30. She claims that 
Dr. Cuttler told her that he was putting the 
crown on tooth 30. In point of fact, he put the 
crown on tooth 29. Plaintiff further testified that 
she did not recall any dentist telling her that she 
needed a crown on tooth 29. 
 
Plaintiff testified that Dr. Cuttler’s front office 
staff told her that the wrong tooth had been 
treated. In response to questioning by the Court, 
plaintiff could not recall the names of Dr. Cuttler’s 

State of New York : Dutchess County 
Village Court: Red Hook 
 
Margaret Lubman, 

Plaintiff.      

-against- DECISION & ORDER 
Case# C-114-20SC 

Dr. Bruce Cutler, 
            Defendent. 

   1 Teeth in the human mouth are numbered in a standard configuration so that all dentists know what has been done in a patient’s 
mouth by other practitioners. 

   2 An endodontist performs root canals; a root canal is a dental procedure involving the removal of the soft center of the tooth, the 
pulp. The pulp is made up of nerves, connective tissue, and blood vessels. 

   3 All documents referred to in this decision were admitted into evidence without objection. 

   4 Dr. Mozer is an associate of Dr. Cuttler. Continued on page 24



staff who told her that. Plaintiff also testified 
that Dr. Cuttler may also have told her that the 
wrong tooth had been treated. 
 
Plaintiff then stopped seeing Dr. Cuttler. Dr. 
Whelan installed a crown on tooth 30 at a cost 
of $1,300.00. Plaintiff testified that Dr. Assogna 
told her that the cap on tooth 29 was “short”  
and did not reach the gum line, which could 
cause problems in plaintiff’s dental health. This  
statement by Dr. Assogna is not recorded in any 
of the written reports in evidence. 
 
Neither Dr. Whelan, Dr. Assogna, Dr. Mozer, 
nor members of Dr. Cuttler’s staff, were called 
as witnesses by Plaintiff. 
 
Dr. Cuttler asked no questions on cross- 
examination. 
 
Dr Cuttler then testified. He introduced his  
clinical notes on plaintiff. He testified that these 
notes could not be altered after the fact once  
entered into the office computer system.  
 
According to these notes, Dr. Cuttler advised 
plaintiff on January 14, 2019, that tooth 29 
needed a new crown because it was damaged, by 
missing a lingual cusp.5 According to defendant’s 
testimony, an appointment was scheduled at that 
time to replace the damaged cap on tooth 29. 
The chart goes on to note the plaintiff’s visits to 
the endodontist. 
 
Defendant testified that plaintiff was again  
advised on July 24, 2019, that tooth 29 had a  
lingual fracture and needed replacement. This is 
noted in the patient’s chart. The cap on tooth 29 
was replaced by Dr. Cuttler on August 26, 2019. 
 
Ms. Lubman elicited no new information during 
cross-examination that would contradict defendant’s 
direct testimony. 

The Court’s Analysis and Decision 
The Court has no doubt that Ms. Lubman is  
sincere in her belief that she was not told that 
tooth 29 needed a cap. The Court has no doubt 
that Dr. Cuttler is sincere in his belief that he did 
tell Ms. Lubman that tooth 29 needed a cap.  
Beliefs however, no matter how sincerely held, 
are not proof. 
 
Even though the rules of evidence are relaxed in 
small claims cases, they are not dead. A court 
judgement, even in so humble a forum as small 
claims court, can not be supported solely on the 
fragile pillars of pure hearsay, Davis v Town of 
Babylon 2013 NY Slip Op (Appellate Term, 2d 
Dept., 2013). Plaintiff’s testimony of what  
others said to her is classic hearsay. It is  
incumbent upon plaintiff to prove her case by a 
preponderance of the evidence. Clark v Brownell, 
2018 NY Slip Op 51247, (City Court Of Glens 
Falls, 2018). This she has failed to do. 
 
As noted above, there is no corroborating testimony 
from Dr. Whalen, Dr. Assogna, Dr. Mozer or 
anyone else that defendant treated the wrong 
tooth. Dr. Cuttler’s treatment record in evidence, 
and his sworn testimony, is contrary to that. 
Plaintiff’s testimony alone, with no records,  
testimony by the other treating dentists or any 
other evidence of what would essentially be  
malpractice on the part of Dr. Cuttler, does not 
meet the burden of proof. 
 
Therefore, the claim is dismissed. 
 
This decision also constitutes the order of this Court. 
 
SO ORDERED. 
Dated: Red Hook, New York 
February 11, 2021  
 
JONAH TRIEBWASSER, 
Justice, Village of Red Hook
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   5 A lingual cusp is an elevation of the crown of a tooth located toward the tongue. 
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In Memory of Departed Friends 

Name                                                                       Title & Location                                      County 

Hon. James R. Halterman Sr. (Retired)                  TJ Salamanca                                           Cattaraugus County 
Hon. Gerrard J. Burrs (Retired)                              TJ Smyrna                                                Chenango County  
Hon. Eugene C. Day, Sr. (Retired)                          TJ Smyrna                                                Chenango County 
Hon. Paul M. O’Connor (Retired)                          TJ Plymouth                                            Chenango County  
Hon. Vincent Francese (Retired)                            TJ Wappinger & VJ Wappinger Falls       Dutchess County 
Hon. John T. Manning (Retired)                             TJ Willsboro                                            Essex County 
Hon. James D. Orr (Retired)                                   TJ Alexander                                           Genesee County   
Hon. Michael C. Korpon (Active)                           TJ Morehouse                                          Hamilton County 
Hon. James J. Tini (Retired)                                   VJ Centre Island                                      Nassau County 
Hon. Carl Timko (Retired)                                     TJ Niagara & AVJ Fredonia                    Niagara County 
Hon. Anthony J. Noce, Sr. (Active)                        AVJ Solvay                                               Onondaga County 
Hon. Jack Schultz (Retired)                                    TJ Dewitt                                                 Onondaga County 
Hon. Richard C. Hamm (Retired)                          TJ & VJ Cobleskill                                   Schoharie County 
Hon. Richard Schulman (Retired)                         TJ Cochecton                                            Sullivan County 
Hon. Joseph W. Fravel (Active)                              TJ Barton                                                 Tioga County 
Hon. Jack L Miller (Retired)                                   VJ Freeville                                              Tompkins County 
Hon. Vincent (Dutch) Barringer (Retired)           TJ Olive                                                    Ulster County 
Hon. Ira S. Clair (Active)                                        TJ Pound Ridge                                       Westchester County 
Hon. Helen J. Halbritter (Retired)                          TJ Starkey, VJ Dundee                            Yates County

Whereas, Almighty God has called from our midst a number of treasured associates, 
and, bowing in humble obedience to his will, we pause to remember the  
following magistrates who have passed away. 
 
We remember them as fond friends, loyal servants, and staunch exponents 
of democracy and our judicial system. We enjoyed their friendship and helpful 
contributions in our work as Magistrates, in business, and in social hours. 
Their memory is revered and their virtues are recalled. 
 
Now, be it resolved, that our condolences be noted in the publication of this 

association and  that the sincere sympathy of the officers and members 
of the New York State Magistrates Association be expressed.
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Decision & Order By The Honorable Susan M. Sullivan-Bisceglia

The following papers were read and considered in 
deciding this motion: 
 
NOTICE OF OMNIBUS MOTION  
AND AFFIRMATION  
 
AFFIRMATION IN ANSWER TO  
DEFENDANT’S OMNIBUS MOTION 
 
Defendant stands accused by information of the  
following offenses: Driving While Intoxicated, an  
unclassified misdemeanor, in violation of Section 
1192 subdivision 3 of the Vehicle and Traffic Law of 
the State of New York (“VTL”); and Driving with .08 
of 1% or more of alcohol, a Misdemeanor VTL  
Section 1192(2). 
 
By Omnibus Motion, Defendant seeks various forms 
of relief which this Court will address in order: 
 
PROBABLE CAUSE HEARING/SUPPRESSION 
 
Defendant’s motion requesting a probable cause 
hearing to determine whether the officer’s observations 
on the day of defendant’s arrest sufficiently establish 
probable cause of the arrest and motion for evidentiary 
hearing to pursuant to Dunaway v. New York, 442 
U.S. 200 (1979) to determine if the arresting officer 
possessed reliable information necessary to justify 
the above charges; and, if the arresting officer had the 
requisite reasonable suspicion that a violation of the 
Vehicle and Traffic Law was committed is granted. 
Defendant’s motion papers adequately plead a legal 
basis for suppression as required by CPL Section 
710.60(1)[People v. Frank, 65 A.D.3d 461 (1st Dept. 

2009)]; People v. Moore, 186 A.D.2d 591 (2nd Dept. 
1992) People v. Huggins, 162 A.D.2d 129 (1st Dept. 
1990]. Accordingly, Defendant’s motion to suppress 
such evidence as violative of his rights under the 
Fourth and Fifth Amendments to the Constitution of 
the United States of America, and Article 1, Section 
12, of the Constitution of the State of New York is 
granted to the extent that a hearing on the motion 
will take place prior to trial [Dunaway v. New York, 
422 U.S. 200 (1979); People v. Burton, 6 N.Y.3d 584 
(2006)]. 
 

SUPPRESSION OF STATEMENTS 
 

Defendant’s motion to suppress the statements  
identified in the CPL Section 710.30 notice served by 
the People is granted to the extent that a Huntley 
hearing will be held prior to trial. [CPL Section 
710.40[4]; People v. Huntley, 15. N.Y.2d 72(1965)]. 
 

BRADY/IMPEACHING INFORMATION 
 

Defendant’s motion to be provided with all Brady 
and impeaching material is granted to the extent  
that the People shall provide Defendant with any  
evidence in their possession or control which may 
tend to exculpate Defendant or which is otherwise 
favorable to her as provided in Brady v. Maryland, 
373 U.S. 83 (1963) and United States v. Bagley, 473 
U.S. 667 (1985). The People are reminded of their 
continuing obligation pursuant to Brady with respect 
to the delivery of any material now in their possession 
and/or control or which may hereafter come into 
their possession and/or control or which may tend 
to exculpate Defendant or which is otherwise  
favorable to Defendant. This obligation includes  

State of New York : Dutchess County 
Town Court: LaGrange 
 
The People of the State of New York, DECISION & ORDER 

Plaintiff.      

-against-  
 

Michael Casino, 
            Defendent. 

WILLIAM V. GRADY, 
District Attorney 
By: Melissa A. Pasquale, Esq. 
 
 
RICHARD A. BERUBE, ESQ., 
MacKay & Berube PLLC 
12 Walker Road, Poughkeepsie, NY 12603
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any “evidence of material nature favorable to the  
defendant which, if disclosed, could affect the  
ultimate decision on a suppression motion.” [People 
v. Williams, 7 N.Y.3d 15, 19 (2006), quoting People 
v. Geaslen, 54 N.Y. 2d 510 (1981)]. 
 

PRECLUSION PURSUANT TO  
PEOPLE V. SANDOVAL 

 
The Court grants Defendant’s motion for a Sandoval 
hearing to the extent that a hearing is ordered which 
will be held immediately prior to trial to determine 
which, if any bad acts or convictions may be used as 
impeachment in the event that the Defendant elects 
to testify at trial. See People v. Sandoval, 34 NY2d  
371 (1974). The District Attorney shall provide  
Defendant’s attorney with a true copy of the Defendant’s 
Division of Criminal Justice Services Summary Case 
History. The District Attorney shall also disclose to 
Defendant’s attorney any and all acts upon which it 
intends to impeach Defendant, including without 
limitation all prior instances of Defendant’s alleged 
prior uncharged criminal, vicious or immoral  
conduct that the People intend to use at trial for  
the purposes of impeaching Defendant’s credibility 
[CPL Section 240.43]. 
 

MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY 
 

Defendant seeks an Order from the court pursuant 
to CPL Section 240.40 compelling the People to  
disclose and turn over all items requested by Defendant, 
in particular, copies of the procedures and any and 
all documents related to the road block utilized in  
the stop of the defendant’s vehicle and any and all 
documents concerning the preparation and testing of 
the Simulator Solution Lot Number 1508; Model 
DATAMASRER DMT, Serial Number 110006, including 
the Forensic method utilized in the production of  
the  simulator solutions produced and utilized in  
the testing of the Defendant’s breth and the actual 
chromatograms (GC Data) of the headspace gas  
chromatography (not merely the certifications that 
the tests were performed). The People argue that the 
Defendant’s request for documentation concerning 
discovery of documentation of the “roadblock” is  
not discoverable as it either consists of prior written 
or recorded statements of potential witnesses  
specifically dealt with in CPL Section 240.45 and 
thus not discoverable at this time or is beyond the 
scope of CPL Section 140.20. This Court finds that 
as the allegations in the case involve the utilization 
of a road block in the stop of the Defendant’s vehicle, 

the People are required to prove the legitimacy of the 
checkpoint which will likely be addressed as part of 
a probable cause hearing which the Defendant has 
requested and the People have consented. In order to 
allow Defendant to prepare for such hearing, the  
people should turn over in advance any notes,  
directives and statistics regarding the checkpoint,  
calibration records and other technical information 
regarding the chemical testing. See People v. Robinson, 
53 A.D.3d 63 (2d Dep’t 2008), leave to appeal  
denied, 11 N.Y.3d 857; People v. Torre, 48 Misc. 3d 
745, 11 N.Y.S.3d 445, 451 (Nassau Co. Dist. Ct. 
2015); and People v. S.B. 60 Misc. 3d 721 (2018), 78 
N.Y.S.3d 885, 2018 N.Y. Slip Op.28169. 
 
Accordingly, Defendant’s Motion to Compel is 
granted and the District Attorney is ordered to  
provide to Defendant copies of the procedures and 
any and all documents replated to the road block  
utilized in the stop of the defendant’s vehicle and any 
and all documents concerning the preparation and 
testing of the Simulator Solution Lot Number 1508; 
Model DATAMASRER DMT, Serial Number 
110006, including the Forensic method utilization in 
the production of the simulator solution i.e. standard 
operating procedures for the production of any and 
all simulator solutions produced and utilized in the 
testing of the Defendant’s breath and the actual  
chromatograms (GC Data) of the headspace gas  
chromatology (not merely the certifications that the 
tests were performed. 
 
Defendant’s remaining motion for discovery is 
granted to the extent that the District Attorney is  
directed to  make available to Defendant’s attorney 
any and all property and information required to be 
disclosed pursuant to CPL 240.20 and not already 
provided or made available and further reminded of 
its disclosure obligations under CPL 240.44, 240.45 
and 240.60 and directed to comply with the same. 
 

LEAVE TO FILE ADDITIONAL MOTIONS 
 

Leave to file additional motions beyond the statutory 
45-day time limit will only be granted upon the  
application that meets the requirements of CPL  
Section 255.20(3). 
 
So Ordered. Dated: August 26, 2019 
 
Hon. Susan M. Sullivan-Bisceglia 
Town Justice 
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Get Your NYSMA Gear Now! 

ITEM #         DESCRIPTION                        PRICE 

    1        2019 WINDOW DECAL                $  1.25 

    2       MOTORCYCLE STICKER           $  1.25 

    3       COFFEE MUG 12oz                      $  8.00 

    4       TRAVEL MUG with NAME         $ 12.00 

    5       TRAVEL MUG white                    $ 12.00 

    6       TRAVEL MUG silver                    $ 12.00 

    7       TOTE BAG with zipper                $ 30.00 

    8       UMBRELLA                                  $ 20.00 

    9       LAPTOP CASE                             $ 49.00 

    10     NYSMA PEN                                 $  3.00 

    11     GOLF TOWEL                              $  8.00 

    12     WALL CLOCK 12 inch                  $ 20.00 

    13     NYSMA LAPEL PIN                     $  8.00 

    14     PORTFOLIO w/ CALCULATOR  $ 35.00 

    15     BADGE WITH CASE silver          $105.00 

    16     BADGE WITH CASE gold            $105.00 

    17     BADGE WITH CASE custom       $140.00 

    18     OGIO GOLF BAG w LOGO         $109.00 

    19     TAPE MEASURE w LOGO          $  5.00 

    20     “JUDGE IN TRAINING” BIB      $  8.00 

    21     POLO w POCKET                        $ 17.00 

ITEM #         DESCRIPTION                        PRICE 

22          POLO w/o POCKET                      $ 24.00 

23          MOISTURE WICKING POLO     $ 26.00 

24          NYSMA T-SHIRT                          $ 10.00 

25          NYSMA T-SHIRT w POCKET     $ 12.00 

26          SHORT SLEEVE OXFORD         $ 36.00 

27          LONG SLEEVE OXFORD            $ 43.00 

28          SWEATSHIRT                               $ 22.00 

29          HOODIE                                        $ 29.00 

30          SWEAT PANTS                             $ 24.00 

31          DENIM LONG SLEEVE SHIRT  $ 42.00 

WOMEN’S 

32          POLO w POCKET                        $ 24.00 

33          POLO w/o POCKET                      $ 17.00 

34          MOISTURE WICKING POLO     $ 20.00 

35          NYSMA T-SHIRT w POCKET     $ 10.00 

36          NYSMA T-SHIRT w/o POCKET  $ 10.00 

37          SHORT SLEEVE OXFORD         $ 36.00 

38          LONG SLEEVE OXFORD            $ 38.00 

39          SWEATPANTS                              $ 24.00 

 

Call us at 315-370-6994
ORDER FORM 

NAME________________________________________  ADDRESS________________________________________________________ 

PHONE NUMBER_______________________________ EMAIL___________________________________________________________ 

ITEM NUMBER______________ SIZE ______________ COLOR____________________________ QUANTITY_____________________ 
 

ITEM NUMBER______________ SIZE ______________ COLOR____________________________ QUANTITY_____________________ 
 

ITEM NUMBER______________ SIZE ______________ COLOR____________________________ QUANTITY_____________________ 

 
LIKE US ON FACEBOOK – BEGGAR PROMOTIONS LLC WWW.BEGGARPROMOTIONS.COM  

 
MAIL FORM TO P.O. BOX 17 FAIR HAVEN, NY 13064 ~OR~ EMAIL TO BEGGARPROMOTIONS@GMAIL.COM



Point and Insurance Reduction Program 
If you take the NYSP’s DMV-approved Point and Insurance Reduction Program (PIRP) course, 
you can reduce your point total by four points AND save 10 % on your automobile liability and 
collision insurance premiums. Take the course online: available 24 hours/ 7days a week/365 

days a year. If you have no points, you still get the insurance discount – it’s the law! 

Proof of effectiveness 
65% fewer violations- 35% fewer accidents 

 as a result of taking the NYSP 6 Hour driver improvement course 
 

How to enroll? 
 

Classroom info call 718-748-5252 
Or go to www.NYSP.com 

Online course go to www.NYSPonline.com 

NYSP provides feedback to the court! 

For years NYSP has provided information regarding violator 
participation in the classroom. This feedback is provided to 
the court at no cost to municipalities. For more information on 
how to enroll in NYSP’s Court Referral Program contact us 
and start participating now. 

NEW YORK SAFETY PROGRAMNEW YORK SAFETY PROGRAM
NYSPNYSP

2020
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Leaders in Service & Training since 1974 
 

The National Traffic Safety Institute not only offers the NY DMV approved 6-hour defensive 
driving/traffic safety course, we also provide effective and cost efficient educational solutions to courts, 
probation departments and individuals. 
 

Court Diversion – Awareness Programs 
Our programs/workshops can be used as a sentencing alterative or court avoidance tool. In  
addition employers can use our training materials as a valuable in-house employee training and  
development program. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

6 Hour Defensive Driving Classes 
(Available online or classroom) 

NTSI’s New York Defensive Driving course contains the most current information on defensive driving,  
traffic laws, collision avoidance, and the affects of alcohol and drugs on drivers. NTSI is a DMV-licensed  
Sponsoring agency approved since 1979.  Attendees can receive 10% on liability insurance, reduce up 
to 4 points on their license (if applicable) and certificate is good for 3 years. 
  

For more information visit our website WWW.NTSI.COM or contact us at 
1.800.733.6874, email at ntsine@ntsi.com or fax us at 718.720.7021 

201 Edward Curry Avenue, Suite 206, Staten Island, NY 10314

Theft/Consumer Awareness Workshop (Adults & Youth): 
Instructor led 4-6-8 hour class. Completion certificate available 
 
Anger Awareness Workshop Level 1 (Adults & Youth): 
Instructor led 6-8-16 hour class. Completion certificate available 
 
Alcohol/Drug Awareness Education Program (Adults Only): 
Focus: Important information on alcohol and other drugs.  
Instructor led 8 hour class. Completion certificate available

 
Civic Responsibility Life Skills Program (Adults Only): 
Focus: Personal Choices; Values; Action Planning & more  
Instructor led 6 hour workshop. Completion certificate available 
 
Youth Success Workshop (Youth Only): 
Focus: Peer Pressure, Self-Image, Goal Planning & more 
Instructor led 4 hour workshop. Completion certificate available

NEW YORK STATE MAGISTRATES ASSOCIATION 
163 Delaware Avenue, Suite 108 
Delmar, New York 12054
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