
SUBCHAPTER C RULES OF CHIEF ADMINISTRATOR OF COURTS 
 
PART 100; JUDICIAL CONDUCT 
 
100.2 Avoiding impropriety and the appearance of impropriety. 
 

(A) A judge shall respect and comply with the law and shall 
conduct himself or herself at all times in a manner that promotes 
public confidence in the integrity and impartiality of the 
Judiciary. 

 
100.3 Impartial and diligent performance of judicial duties 
 

(a) Adjudicative responsibilities. 
 

1.  A judge shall be faithful to the law and maintain 
professional competence in it. 

 
2.  A judge shall maintain order and decorum in proceedings 

before him or her. 
 
3.  A judge shall be patient, dignified and courteous to 

litigants... 
 
4.  A judge shall accord to every person who is legally 

interested in a matter, or his or her lawyer, full right to be 
heard according to the law. 

 
(b) Administrative responsibilities. 
 

3. A judge shall take or initiate appropriate disciplinary 
measures against a judge or lawyer for unprofessional conduct of 
which the judge may become aware. 

 
In the early 1990’s, I filed several complaints with the Commission 

on Judicial Conduct a/k/a The Judicial “Coverup” Commission. They refuse 
to talk to you. The office is locked and they will not even answer the 
door. What are they hiding? They will not answer questions. Their 
responses are short. "The Commission concluded that there was no 
indication of judicial misconduct upon which to base an investigation of 
the judge. The Commission is not a court of law and does not have 
appellate authority to review the merits of matters within a judge's 
discretion, such as rulings and decision in a particular case." The 
judge violates all your Sixth Amendment rights and there is nothing they 
can do? I fully documented the violation of the above rules by the 
judges and provided the transcripts to substantiate my allegations. I 
even listed the State Penal Laws that they were violating and stated why 
they were being violated. The Commission on Judicial Conduct protects 
the judges and not the public.  
 



New York State Judiciary Law § 14: Disqualification of judge by 
reason of interest or consanguinity 
 

A judge shall not sit as such in, or take part in the decision 
or, an action, claim, matter, motion, or proceeding in which he has 
been attorney or counsel or in which he is interested. . . . 

 
Casterella v. Casterelle, 1978, 65 A.D.2d 614, 409 N.Y.S.2d 548: 
 

2.  Statute requiring disqualification of judges in basis of 
interest or bias is jurisdictional. Judiciary Law § 14. 

 
Cummings v. Cummings, 1981, 439 N.Y.S.2d 825: 
 

2. Statutes requiring disqualification on the basis of 
interest or bias are jurisdictional in nature, and the parties may 
not consent that a judge sit as such on a case when the judge is 
disqualified by operation of a statute. 

 
Rules of Chief Administrator of Courts, Part 100 - Judicial Conduct 
 

100.3(c) Disqualification. (1) A judge shall disqualify 
himself or herself in a proceeding in which his or her impartiality 
might reasonably be questioned, including, but not limited to 
circumstances where:  

 
(i) the judge has a personal bias or prejudice concerning 

a party, or personal knowledge of disputed evidentiary facts 
concerning the proceeding; 

 
(iii) the judge knows that, he or she, individually or as 

a fiduciary, * * * has a financial interest in the subject 
matter in controversy or in a party to the proceeding, or any 
other interest that could be substantially affected by the 
outcome of the proceeding. 

 
United States V. Ferguson, 550 F.Supp. 1256 (1982): 
 

[1-3] Despite the Court's subjective view that all matters can be 
resolved impartially, a judge has an independent duty to disqualify 
himself "in any proceeding in which his impartiality might reasonably be 
questioned". The issue then is not the Court's introspective capacity to 
sit in fair and honest judgment with respect the controverted issues, 
but rather a reasonable member of the public at large, aware of all the 
facts, might fairly question the Court's impartiality. This is an 
objective standard and "where the question is close, the judge whose 
impartiality might reasonably be questioned must recuse himself from the 
trial. 
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