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,JERF.:MIAH B BLOOM 

l2i~H 01s·rRICT 

THE SENA1"1:: 

STATE OF NEW YORK 

ALBANY 

April 6, 1962 

157 WEST 57T_H STREET 

NEW YO!'IK 19, N. Y. 

Honorable Robert MacCrate 
Executive Charr;.bers 
State Capitol 
Albany, New York 

Dear Sir; 

Re: Senate Intro. 3719 
Print 4069 

Thank you for your request for my comments regarding 
the above legislation. This bill was introduced on the recommenda­
tion of the Joint Legislative Comn1itte on Court Reorganization and 
proposes to accornplish the purposes indicated on the face of the bill. 

This bill was thoroughly considered by the Comn1ittee as 
well as the Staff that proposed it and to my knowledge it encompasses 
the purposes thereof and will carry out the intent of Article VI of the 
Constitution of the State of New York. 

It is my pleasure to recommend passage of this legislation. 

Very truly yoµrs 
n~ r1 ~-> 

, ,~\.... \l/'')J ~v' ··1,JV\...,} ~- , 

/~REJ\AIAH B. BifOOM / 
/ 

/ 

jbb:rhc 
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LOUIS J. LEFKOWITZ 
ATTORNE:Y GE:NE:R.AL 

STATE OF NEW YORK 

DEPARTMENT OP LAW 
STATE OFFICE Bun.DINO 

80 CENTRE STREET 

NEwYoRK 13, N. Y. 
TELEPHONE CORTLANDT 7-9800 

~PEE GOVBRNOE 

Re: ~"-enate Int. ho. -:i7 7 o Fr 1\1 0 1t060 ~ _, , -'- / ' - • .L~ • l.,-'- ;, 

rI1l---.i.iS bil1 amends nu,r:erous sections of the 
Code of Criminal P1·ocedure, the Judie iary Law and 
.i.. i e ,.., o , t- -- ---1· a , +-;· .r:, -: r• ,. :- +-h _ , ..,, , .: ➔- -~ f ..1.. -, 0. , -L l.>.L1 V u.n -'J ,u"W UJ ro.1. J_c,__; L· ,_,,,e aou . .L1_ v ... on O 0ne ..,our l, 

of General Sessions an6 County Courts in New York 
City, and reflect the creation of t~e Eleventh 
Judicial District in Queens County. 

1T1b.ts bi.ll ta ~: effect Septernber 1, 1962, 
an(., i S w>--, ·1 ·1 ,r ··1 AW ..t __ · l, .. --· ,

1 
1 ~' • 

Dated: f"'pril 12, 1962 

to thi.s bi11. 

,!. ,!. r'>, 

~. l. ' ' ... : 
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V.1A'<C.IS BE~GAN 

PAE.SIJING JL!SrlCE 

f 

STATE OF NEW YORK 

SUPREME COURT APPELLATE DIVISION 

THIRD DEPARTMENT 

April 6, l'J62 

MEMORANDUM 

ALBANY COUNTY COURT HOU~H~ 

ALBANY 7, NEW •,•·,HV, 

TO: ~Hon. Robert Macerate 

RE: Senate. Intro. 3719, Pr. 4069 - An ,ct to am.end 
the code of criminal procedure, the judiciary law, 
and the county law in relation to the implementation, 
supplementation and clarification of those 
provisions of article six of the constitution, as 
approved and ratified by the people, on the 
seventh day of November, nineteen hundred sixty-one, 
which concerns the abolishment of the court of 
general sessions of the county of New York, etc. 

On behalf of the Association of Supreme Court 

Justices, I recommend approval of the above-f:ntitled 

measure. 

---~-~--=-
Francis Be;g~ 

Digitized by the New York State Library from the Library's collections.



THC A5S0CI/\TION OF THI': l:IAFI 

OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

42 WEST 44TH !STREET 

NEW YORI< 36 

SPECIAL COMMITTEE: ON THE REORGANIZATION OF THE COUf~TS 

JAMES H. HALPIN, CHAIRMAN 

120 l!IROADWAY 

NEW YORK 5, N, Y. 

WORTH 2•2000 

EDWARD Q. CARR, .JR. 

ARTHUR H, CHRISTY 

A, FAIRFIELD DANA 

LAWRENCE EBSTEIN 

SEYMOUR GRAUBARD 

ROGER BRYANT HUNTING 

JACOB L. ISAACS 

WILLIAM L, LYNCH 

WILLIAM G, MULLIGAN 

EDGAR J, NATHAN, 3RD 

SHELDON OLIENSIS 

SOLOMON I, SKLAR 

OAVIO S, WORGAN 

Robert Macerate, Esq. 
c/o Governor Nelson A. Rockefeller 
Governor's Office 
Albany, New York 

Re: s. Int. 3719, Pr. 4o69, Appro·ved 

Dear Mr. Ma<:Crate: 

our Committee has examined Senate Print 
Noe 4o69, Introductory No. 3719, in relation to 
the carrying out of those provisions of Article Six 
of the Constitution concerning abolition of the Court 
of General Sessions and the County Courts of the 
Bronx, Kings, Queens and Richmond Counties, and the 
creation of the Eleventh Judicial District. 

our Committee had previously reported 
to the Albert Committee 1.1.Dder date of March 1, 1962 
on the subject of this legislation. For your informa­
tion a copy of our report is enclosed. 

Our Committee is of the opinion that the 
enabling legislation incorporated in the above­
mentioned bill is adequate to car17 out that part 
of the constitutional amendment mentioned above and 
accordingly the bill is approved. 

JHH:rga 
Encl. 

Very truly yours, 
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Assoc1at t r 
the 81ty of New York 

42 ~est 44th Street 

51 

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON THE REORGANIZATION OF THE COURTS 

Report on the Proposed Legislation Submitted by 
the Jo1.nt Legislative Committee on Court 

Reorganization Relating to the Merger 
of the Courts of General Sessions, 
tne County Courts and the Supreme 
Court (Report III) 

This Committee has examined and considered the Report and 
Legislative Proposals of your Committee. In the view of this Com­
mittee the Joint Legislative Committee has provided adequate enabling 
legislation for that part of the constitutional amendment which 
directs that the General Sessions and County Courts be abolished and 
that their functions and personnel be transferred to the Supreme 
Court. The detailed suggestions of this Committee are set forth in 
the memorandum attached hereto, containing also this Committee 1s 
legislative proposals: 

The portion of the constitutional amendment which transfers 
the functions of the major criminal courts to the Supreme Court is, 
of all the court reorganization provisions, the most nearly self­
executing. This is because the work of those criminal courts is 
now to be intef~ated into an existing court - the Supreme Court 
within the City of New York, 

There are several matters to which this Committee invites 
your attention now. Among these are the qualifications of clerks to 
justices; the way in which the Supreme Court will take on and exe­
cute its added burden of criminal business; and the handling of 
probation in the Supreme Court. 

In proposing amendments to the Judiciary Law the Joint 
Legislative Committee has omitted to insert any qualifications for 
law clerks to Justices. This Committee strongly believes in a 
statutory requirement that law clerks to all judges be members of 
the bar. In the case of Supreme Court Justices this seems impera­
tive. It is appreciated that your Committee adopted the policy of 
making at this time only those statutory changes deemed required to 
execute the cons ti tuti.onal policy. Nevertheless this Committee 
urges the enactment now of a requirement that, in the Supreme Court, 
Just:tces' law clerks must be lawyers. 

Confronted with handling of the criminal cases in the 
General Sessions and County Courts of the City of New York, the 
Supreme Court has faced two mutually exclusive recommendations --
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that it create a new Criminal Division separate and apart from its 
Civil Division, and that it create a Criminal Term comparable to 
1.ts Special and Trial r.r1erms. Your Committee has chosen the 
proposal for Criminal Terms within the framework of the present 
operations. 'rhis Committee approves your choice because no matter 
how flexible separate Civil Divisions and Criminal Divisions might 
be intended to be, they would make for the very kind of separation 
of judicial functions, the very duplication of personnel, and the 
very inflexibllity of administration, whi.ch hav.J created the 
necessity for court reorganization in the first place. Just as the 
Un1.ted States Judges in the Southern District of New York are 
assignable to both civil and criminal calendars, the goal in the 
State courts should be a body of Supreme Court Justices qualified 
to dispose of all types of causes and assignable wherever they ~l~ 
needed. 

The vitally important function of probation is at the 
present time largely subdivided by courts. Your Committee has 
proposed amending the Code of Criminal Procedure so as to require 
the Appellate Divisions of the First and Second Judjcial Depart­
ments to establish rules - which apparently will be at least city­
wide - regulating probation procedures and the powers and duties 
of probation officers. To further this desirable refo1m, this Com­
mittee urges that the statute provide also for the assignment and 
reassignment of probation personnel among any of the counties 
within these Judicial Departments, and eliminate any residence 
requirements. 

Subject to the adoption of the foregoing recommendations 
and the other points made in the attached memorandum, this Committee 
supports and approves your Committee 1 s proposals in its Report III. 

March 1, 1962 

-2-

Respectfully submitted, 

SPECIAL COMMITTEE 0N THE 
REORGANIZA'rION OF THE COURTS, 
THE ASSOCIATION OF THE BAR 
OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

James H. Halpin, Chairman 
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MEMORANDUM np THE 

SPECif\L COMMITTEE ON rrHE REORGANIZA'rION OF THE COUR'I'S 

RE: JOINT LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE'S 
REPORT III (GENERAL SESSIONS, 
COUNTY COURTS AND ELEVENTH JUDI-
CIAL DISTRICT) 

Amendment to Code of Criminal Procedure 

Albert Committee§ 50 (b) transfers all pending actions 
and proceedings on ~eptember 1, 1962 in the general sessions and 
county courts ''to a term or terms of the supreme court for the trial 
of criminal actions and prnceedings held in the county or counties 
in which such actions or• proceedings wer'e pending." It further 
directs the appellate division for the First Department to order 
such transfers within the First Department, and the appellate divi­
sion for the Second Department to order them within the Second 
Department. 

We note that thus the Albert Committee's proposal compels 
each appellate division within the city to exercise the powers to 
establish terms of the supreme court (conferred by Judiciary Law 
§ 86) through creating a separate term or terms for criminal trials 
and proceedings in each county within the city of New York which is 
also within the department. 

While not required by the constitution, this mandate 
accords with the practical plans and recommendations of a number 
of the incumbent judges and justices for administering the 
criminal case load now to be added to the existing criminal juris­
diction of the supreme court. The alternative proposal was the 
creation of a criminal division within the supreme court; among 
other disadvantages this alternative ~nuld have restrict' i the 
transferability of supreme court justices from one term of the 
supreme court to another. We concur in the Albert Committee's re­
jection of the concept of divisions and its recomiendation that the 
criminal business be handled in criminal terms of the court. 

Albsrt Committee§ 11 (p. 3) lists the courtr of or1g1nal 
criminnl jurisdiction in the State; omitted from the l~Gt is the 
c::'.'·.~rn.inal court of the city of New York. 

Reference to Albert Committee Report V (at p. 33) shows 
that the Albert Committee in its legislative bill for the same 
§ 11 of the Code of Criminal Procedure lists the criminal court of 
the city of New York as an 8th subdivision. Thus the omission in 
Report III seems to result from a mere adherence to purity of 
content - Report III does not relate to creation of the criminal 
court of the city of New York, while Report V does. We suggest 
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that the criminal court of the city of New York become the 5th sub­
division of§ 11 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, replacing the 
court of general sessions of the county of New York. 

Albert Committ.ee § 22, subd:ivi.sion 8 (at p. 5), sets forth 
as new matter some awkward language: 

11 
••• to include for the supreme court in and 

for a judicial district which includes a county in 
the city of New York, the power to reduce, increase 
or change the terms or amounts of bail as set by a 
committing magistrate sitting in the same district. 11 

This language "to include" and so f0rth 1s found in the original Code 
of Criminal Procedure; e.g., subdivision 11 of§ 39 (at p. 6). Never­
theless, we recommend that subdivision 8 of§ 22 be made to read: 

8. To let to bail any person committed, be­
fore and after indictment found upon any criminal 
charge whatever[.); with the power, in any judicial 
~istrict wnich includes a county in the city of New· 
York, to reduce, increase, or change the terms or 
amounts of bail as set by a committing magistrate 
sitting in the same judicial district. 

Albert Committee § 938 (p. 9) authorizes r.:ach of the appel­
late di visions in ti .e city of New York to appoint chief probation 
officers and deputies and staff with salaries fixed by the court. 
It then -goes on to state: 

"The [court) two appellate divisions may adopt such 
rules, not inconsistent with laws relating to pro­
bation, regulating the method of procedure in re­
lation thereto and governing the powers and duties 
of probation officers appointed by them as in their 
judgment they deem proper. 

We make three comments: (a) this has the effect of merging the 
various probation offices and unifying them within appellate division 
departmental lines; (b) the Albert Committee seems to have directed 
that the two appellate divisions act in concert to adopt r~les 
regulating probation procedures; this seemL feasible, and we applaud 
it; (c) we recommend that the language descriptive of the rules to 
be adopted be amended so as to contemplate the assignment and re­
assignment of probation officers to the supreme court in any county 
within the city of New York; for this purpose we recommend that the 
sentences above quoted be amended to read: 

The [court] two appellate divisions may adopt such 
rules, not inconsistent witfi laws relating to pro-

-2-
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bation, regulating the method of procedure in re­
lation thereto and governing the powers and duties 
of probation officers appointed by them and their 
assignment and reassignment to the supreme court 
in any county in New York City as in their judg::­
§nt they deem proper. 

It also is desirable to delete the words "each of" before 
the words 11sa1d counties" on line 9 of Albert§ 938 (p. 9) in order 
that the statute shall clearly permit the prob~tion personnel 
appointed by each appellate division to be department-wide in 
authority; otherwise the section might be read as preventing a 
single probation department for each department of the appellate 
division. 

The last words of Albert Committee §938 empower a probation 
officer or employee to 

"reside in any county in the city of New York 
without forfeiting his cffice or employment." 

This seems to reinstate by implication the recently repealed Lyons 
Law. We suggest that the final paragraph of§ 938 be deleted. 

JI.J.bert Committee § 961 (p. 10) seems awkward; 1 t provides 
that the term "county court" includes the supreme court in the city 
ci-t New York. Merely to correct this awkwardness we suggest amend­
i!1g the sectton as follows: 

Wherever [The] the term 11county court" [in­
clude~'the court of general sessions of the 
county of New York,"] 1s used it shall be deemed 
to refer to the supreme court in the city of New 
York wherever such reference [inclusion] does 
not conflict with other provisions of this code. 

"Amendments to the Judiciary Law" 

Albert Cow.mittee § 2 (courts or record) should substitute 
as subdivision 8 The criminal court of the city of New York. See 
the discussion herein at pages 3 - 5 supra. 

Albert Committee§ 86 (p. 12) makes no significant change 
in this statute. Upon consideration we deem the existing provisions 
adequate for coping with the newly expanded ,:!riminal jurisdiction 
of the supreme court. 

Albert Committee§§ 92 &nd 140 (p. 13) simply conform to 
the constitutional mandate creating an eleventh judicial district. 

-3-
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Albert Committee§ 140-a (p. 14) distributes the existing 
number of supreme court justices among the districts with provision 
for additional judges as the Legislature may have added them by 
August 31, 1962. This 1s all that can be done at the present moment. 
We are informed that the Governor has in preparation the legislation 
needed for the creation of additional supreme court judicial 
positions. 

Albert Committee§§ 142, 144, and 145 (pp. 14-16) protect 
the compensation ~f judges coming from the present criminal courts 
into the supreme court and assure that justices in the new eleventh 
jud~cial district will receive the same salary treatment as Justices 
whose salaries are now supplemented by the board of estimate of the 
City of New York. 

Albert Committee§ 157 (p. 16) follows the policy of 
Report III - to make the minimal changes necessary for· the continued 
operation of the courts. The manifest reason for adopting this 
policy was to propose legislation in time for the current Albany 
session. 

Fully appreciating the realistic basis for such policy, 
nevertheless, when it comes to the appointment of clerks to supreme 
court justices, this Committee urges immediate enactment of the 
principle that clerks to justices should be required to have member­
ship in the bar. 

~e note that the enactmen~ of such a requirement will call 
for revising several sections of the Judiciary Law by reason of a 
confusion 1n the present law between the terms "clerks" (§§ 157 and 
273) and "confidential clerks" (§ 272). 

Apparently§ 272 has been interpreted as describing the 
clerks to the boards of justices in the second, ninth, and tenth 
districts) while§§ 157 and 273 are construed as describing both 
law clerks and bailiffs to the individual justices. 

We recommend ,_bat the two categories be separated arrl that 
qualifications be prescriled for clerks to supreme court justices, 
especially that such clerLs be members of the bar. 

Albert§ 290: We suggest that on line 2 of this section 
the words "New York city court act;, be deleted and "New York c1 ty 
civil court act" be substituted. 

Albert§§ 833, 835, and 836 (pp. 22 - 24) denominate the 
11brar1es by the names of the abolished general sessions and county 
courts in Kings, Queens, and New York counties We suggest that 
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they be renamed 11criminal term library of the county of" Kings, 
Queens, and New York respectively. 

March 1, 1962 

-5-

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON THE 
REORGANIZATION OF THE COURTS 
nF THE ASSOCIATION OF THE BAR 
OF THE CITY 0F NEW YCRK 

James H. Halpin, Chairman 
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TO: HON. HOl:-\EH11 NAC C: TE 

Recommendation: APPROVAL 

'l1his bill. implem~.:.nt.s co1JPt reore;anizat;ion; provides for the 
abolition of tile \..~ourt of Genera] Sessions of tl1e County of New York 
F.ind tlie County Cou.rts of the Counti(~3 of :Jronx, Kings, '.:v:,ueens e.nd 
Ric'nrnond; provides for the integrr,.tion of the Court of Genera 1 
Sessions and the County Courts into the Supr0me Court system; Rnd 
also provides for the creation of~ new "eleventh judicial district. 
The tenth judicial cl_i strict would, by the terms of th.is bi11, consist 
of the Counties of Nassau and S'Uffolk, and t11e eleventh iudicial • u 

district would consist of the C:o,rnty of ''-'i,ueens. Absorption of 
personnel, libraries and sterwgr-:=,-"phtc forces into the new sJntem 
is provided far. In general, provisions r~quirjng uniformity are 
covered. 

provi<.'les 
This lce;islation -,'.""~--- c:1t;; details necessary to effectuate 

the area of court reore~nization affecting the Supreme Court; the 
creation of the new eleventh j11diciel d:strict is sound and helps 
to meet the conditi01 1 .; created. by tbe rRpid. increase ln population 
in the counties affe~ted. 

Approvel iJ recomme~ded. 
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FORM B-201 (9/61) BUDGET REPORT ON BILLS Session Year: 1~62 
30-DAY BILL 

SENATE l Introduced by: ASSEMBL.I 
l 

Pr: 4069 ./p I Mr. Bloom 

Int: 3719 ~) 
Pr: 

Int: 

Law: Code of Crimii tal Procedure Sectlons: Various Sections 
Judiciar; & County 

Subject and PucyosL: . 
To a.mend the code of criminal procedure, the judiciary law and 

the county law in relation to the implementation, supplementation and clarification 
of those provisions of article six of the constitution ••• which concern the abolish­
ment of the court of general sessions of' the county of New York and the county courts 
ot the counties of' Bro;xuc,. Kings1_ Queens and Richmond and which concern the creation of 
01 theeleventh judicia.J.. uistr1c~ 

Division of the Budget racoMendatlon on the above bill: 

Approve:_~X...___ Veto: ____ No Objection: ____ No Recommendation; ____ _ 

1. Purpose of bill: See abcve. 

2. Summary of provisions of till: This bill provides that: 

(a) The Court of General Sessions of New York County and the County 
Courts of Bronx, Y~ngs, Queens and Richmond be abolished 

(b) The judges of these courts will become Supreme ~ourt Justices 
in their respective districts 

(c) All operations of the abolished courts be transferred to the 
state courts 

(d) The county of Queens shall be separated from the tenth district and 
become the el~venth district 

(e) Eleven justices of the present twenty-five in the tenth district be 
transferred to the new eleventh district. 

3. Prior legislative history: None. 

4. Arguments in sup_port of bill: This bill implements the provisions of the 
new article six of the Constitution. 

~- throu~ 7.: None k:n&wn. 

8. Budget im~lications: There are both regular State purposes and first instance 
fiscal implications in the portion of this bill which converts the juLtices of 
the Genera: Sessions Court and the County Courts of New York City to supreme 
court justices. These costs are: 

State Purposes-Regular 
1962-63 (7 months) $282,000 
1963-64 483,000 

First m,va,nce 
$7,875 ¥t 
1.3,500 .!t 

Date:--------·---
Ez3miner; ___________________ _ 

l)isposi tion: Chapter No: Veto Date: 

Digitized by the New York State Library from the Library's collections.



y This only reflticts tht: additional compent,ation of the Hichm.ond 
County judge who becomes a Supreme Court ,Justice ou Septembe"-:-1 1 

1962. Al thoug,.1. Sec ti om ;2'(3 (2) and 3J 5 (1) of the Judiciary law 
specify that supporting positions in the second district will be 
pa.id directly by the counties, the Sta.-te presently is paying in 
the first instance for supporting ::;ta.ff of the existing Supreme 
Court Justice from Richmond County in the second district. Depending 
on whether custom or law is 1'ollowed, tllis figure may increase • 
.1.f the State does pay in the first instance for the supporting staff, 
Sect.ion 233 of' Senate Intro. 3493, Print 4500, relating to the transfer 
of non-judicial personnel of abolished courts may affect the amount of 
staff transferred. 

The creation of the eleventh judicial district has r.o regular State 
purposes budgetary implications. However, there will bG changes 
in the first instance appropriations from which the present supportj.ng 
staff of the tenth district :fspaid. Under the provisions of Section 315 
of the Judiciary Law as amended by this bill, and Section 273 of the 
same law, as amended by Senate Jm.,"'o. 3933, Print 4722, (which as of 
this date is before the Governor for signature) the cost of the 
supporting staff in the eleventh district will be paid by Queens 
co,mi;y directly. This will result in a savings of approximately 
$177,900 in the 1962-63 first instance appropria.t,ion tor the 
Judiciary and a full year decrease of $305,000 iu 1963-64. 

fu1y acld.i t::.onal co:,t:3, either ::.n rcc;11lc:.r st:.1-t,::: puryx..ises or in the firGt 
·i,.-,c:,·'·•,11c·c·' '·r·ill he. T1a·id i·'

1 :r""'·m ·t·.l,r,. ~•r·)·rrri1)~~i•,,.; .. l•"r o·:~ Jcr-o 000 1'ncl'1dr:>C 1 i·n +hr:, -.J.J.>..J~c;,.,;, .., ,., , _ L.J .... _._ ._11. F -~ ,;.J,._ J:.~--~-- ..... c:i..,.1 v~! ·- •/)\.J 1 J -L- . ._ . .L 1..1 '~-

JucU.cia,ry suvp1emento.l ;1,propriation. 'Inis n,})Jropri:rtion is entitled 11For 
t,2rvices and CXJ)cns,2s, incl,,1dinc; r:-10.:Lntenance a.rnJ or)cr.-.\tion, to cfi'ectuatc 
l ·;·ll'l''~·-o~e" of' ,'·i-•J..1.'c],., 0/." n·~' ·'-11"' C,...,,..,,+i·1·,,, .. l."""' ~n;:i -r•,,-.• ·\-.}1,, C:i•,.•,·!.·., Of ·\,·1•::inr,.i+·,·J..0 0r1 +0 . . :..,.l• ;J··;, ••~ l., ·-·, ~.L ,, .•:. '-.J . .l,.av .• \.,1..J,l, vu c', cl ..L, .. ,. v ... _ _ ... •-•----' ... ~--' 
~-n o·_"', n~J.8.f-J.',..,n o·:" ·e,'·h-, 1mi'·:'i'ec 1 C"'t1r+ r:vr• 4·c,m 11 
...,... ;-1..... ~-...., ,..I,.. ... .,.,., .. l,; - J- ... \.. -._, " u ~-".J ,.:,) \JvJ_),. $ • • 

Date:_ April. 12, 12§2 Flood 

Disposition: Chapter No.: Veto Date: 
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CITIZENS UNI N F Tl iE c11·y y RK 
A UNION 01" c:rn:UU•.Ji!I, W!"l'HOU"f l'!ll!C.1\1110 TO ?Al'll'Y. 1'01'1 'Ml!' ,.u~,..,,., Otr .,.cul'IINO Tlllt 

HONlU!ll' AND ll''l"!Cl!l:l'•i'f Ci01/UU4M!i'.NT OF no. CITY 01' litl:W YOH!( 

O!"l"ICll,UUlll 

Mat,'ftJ~ ~. i\tfl:{ff{i~,u.JJAN ~ 

DANA CONVl~~I ~ACKU~ 
A l~lUH' $, II Ano 

~u-;i1AfHJ $. CtHl Df • 

W'ILHI'! l'MIUOI • 

R©lllUll'f K. '4l1Nf'H.'.Ji 

CHAi~MAN 

Vu:;t:r • CttAtHMAN 

Vu,;1 "C:HAl~MA~ 

VtCet:, CHAIHMA~ 

VIES~ CHAIHMAh:i 

\, a:t; ~ CUAIUMAN A"40 1.N$': Af;HJNlft 

MAiOUi:'f 'f. RIGH'OiR • VICA!:·CHA11'H4AN 

01Ali.tC'fON 01" CIVIC COOPS:f.'IAlHJN 

@liH"HHJ.at H. HALl.lf"T• JA, • ffitJUtCUTIVS: ih.t:ftl: fANV 

i!A!s<IJl!lb D, lil!,H><.l!FP • COL'N~gL 
t!:'L.tt:ANO~ 'fANli:R ffit:IDIU. 

t;.Ul1t.HL •·AcflOll!IA f'ROM CITY HAl.L'" 

LflNQRl\t 0, LUNDY d\il!llfil':'ANT TfU:A@UIHO't 

MA!'tH.VN J, ISCHWAN:TZ • ,A.$Slll'tAN1 tlm:CatEYAAV f'OUNl:Jli:D IIJ\17 

«XICIJT!VI' C<:>MMITTII/U!'. 

~flUH'IY J, (;;.@.fHA,U'$ 

Wftt.11,M H, LlAVfl!l 

Lt.HJll!il t-1AN!ftl~ 

~•HMA~U H&ff~HKO~P 
N-1,Aq'.l'llf tL HUl'UiN 

ftO~EffT ~. JOHN@U~ 

fi\!i-c HA ht~ '' KA'4L 
OOt~OfhY KE'.NVON 

1. ~,ANLtl KAtUT7&~ 
!iiv~A'4 M, l..ti 

l-Juf'U!li t: Mf.:f.JIUUtN 

.Jo@i,·,-1 D. Mct;Ui,f)f/18CI". 

Gil'.'Oft(U: Mc,¢ePH •. i;''f 

CHA"<.HI MCLJ\NI', 

i);A•_.-u; t. Mffl:':..,lt.t, 

l,&~LI j{,. !Mib{K!ift 

CIC:H. ~O~~Af.11 

M~i!, ~Alt~~ ~. ~tp#U'H~ 

~~MU'1t. H~ O""©W.e.'f'. J~ 

Ag,,tlili;,w-1 F"t!lWf>~U .. 

A. P'tiH,,#P ~~§1\1~4.H,Pt( 

Mn®.PAUL H.~A•~-~ 
Wl<~LA<..I !Ill, !ll"'V"il 
Jttl!,Hi.!lil H, iit;~~l..Pf!ff 

"h1~ovr;,~m: M. !®lfi!?tsik/€,lllf 

LA\!J™'i~e,tt Af1N'Q>L-f.v f&~ttHt 
(i;,,;t;h"~.i:rt \I. YA.t'J $¢;;ff~t.r~~ 

~t.)~~~t- c-_;-;, WlBfr.;!i\HUH)i\ 

ikb#A~f> f\l. WwaH'ifl!Nf&W:Ailt 

5 BEEKMAN ST •• NEW YORK 38. N. Y. 

Honorable .Robert MacCratf' 
Counsel to the Governor 
The Capitol 
AlbRJY 1, New York 

SubJ~ct: 

Dear Mr. Macerate: 

April 17, 1962 

Sen. Int. 3719, Print 4069 
(Bloom) 

Citizens Union approves the above bill, 
the provisions of the Constitutional 

amendment ad,opted last fall consolidatin~ the Supreme, 
General Sessions and County Courts and provides the new 
judges required for the new 11th Judicial District. 

which carries out 

ERC:bc 

Yours sinc~;-~ly,, ·· 
I ) i ( 

•,,--(_ f\ ( __ ·C .. l_,,.- ,<~" 1,_~--

ElJAENE FL CANUDO 
.Lek1alat1Ye Representative 

l 

, ____ (\---t 
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omcas 
Ylce•PrN!chat 

Mn. Kell!Mlth W. &tHnewelt 
Mrt. Peul M. Hlt1chl111d 

Mtt. Rebert North, Jr. 

lecretca~ 
Mn. L111c11l11 Pelt• 

l'JIUW .. 
Mn. lruu MIiier 

DIRECTORS 

Mn. Rlcflltd C. Alffll 
Mn. Howatlf M. Holtlffla1111 

Mtt. H-,rd H-IOII 
Ml'f. hlNtt a.tltHl!lld 

Mn. J-,11 '""'"" Mn. lttNtd Slr,fff 
Mn. ~ Ull9ffmt11 

a ;rr,e, .. ,,., .. 
Mft, Mtfffflt &. tt.111 

Mn. A, I. hkHGH 

1 3 l 

LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS 
OF NEW YORK STATE 

EAST 23rd STREET NEW Y01t 1 0, N. Y. OR 7-.5050 

Mr1. JQhn Filchen, Pre1ldent 

s.r. 3719, P. IL069 

Abolitiou of .~ourt. of Gcnero.l '.3es·1·i orw f,nd Gounty 
Jcrnrts ln i.; ew 'i'.01°k Ci t;r rmd :1r0ation of the 

-··-·------· ,·.i1.f_vc1:1tt ,Jud:L9.ic,J. _2:i. :::tr)-£_'\; ____ ~-·---

?:1:Lri bJlJ. nmex•ds ~md · or:r-ccts e:z:is ti.ng 1r:J.W insofar as 
t.h.e u'.)ol:ttton or tho :,bovc:·nent:luned cmrts ncl the cr,··8.tion of 
the eJ.cventh :iudici al d:i ,; :ric t :i.s concerned. No effort has 
bc,n rnr.c.1.e to r·0wr:i. te or· c~rn.nf''.0 thes•~- l DWS iJeyond con:for:ming 
them t0chnicnJ.ly to tho no11 Jv_d:i.ci::try Art:i.clo a~d accornpanyjng 
lc;:~isllltion. He rcr~;rc:t that tb.is O})')ortunity to h1~ing some 
order c..nd clar:i ty out o:C L, mze of illog:tcal, confused an.d con­
fllc ting statutory prov:i :'1:i ons af.:f'ecting the court system, has 
not been ~rasped. vJe refer in r• orticulnr to such sections of' 
the Judiciar·y· Lnw as those dealin:; •:Ti th tr.te corm,cnsation of 
Sunrenc 'Jourt justfoes, :.=:l.(Jrn:Lnistrntion of low libraries, and 
the nubl:Lcation of calcmdar·s an.d not:ices in the first ,::..nd 
s econr3 dep D.rtmcnts. 

We arc part;j_cularly ,Ji sturbed by t~1e retention ,;f those 
s cctions of the Ju 1ici2cry Law :·ran t:lnri: nowcr:1 of an:)ointment 
of non-,jud:1.c:tal -oer~rnnncl to the judges of certa:i.n courts. 
Wo assume thnt section 29 ( d) of .A1°t:iclr.., 6 of the Cons t:i tution 
and Section 222 of the Jud le 18.l Adrn:J.ni s t::>ation Act which state 
that the :Cin::cl (etermin;::tion of.' court costs should be mude h;1 
the ,.:rnnronr•iat:i.ng body, will 01:l.rn:in:1.te nny nuestion of :imnndoted 11 

costs in connection id th th0sn ::nr1ointment 0 Nevertheless we 
feel that t1.1e continuo.ticm of the,ie nume:rous nrnoJnt:i.ve no1:crs 
in the coccts mu.st of ncce1}:~:tty intc:-lfere greo.tiy ui th the devel­
orffar=mt of a rational ncrsonnol :··tr•uctur•e in these c.01Jrts. 

Unoer th:ts bill ths ,\~,·10Jl tA Uiv:1.sions '.·rill be "':i.ven the 
r:iower to r•p o:Lnt t.1robation ()f L':; ccrs ~md s t:Jff fo~r the Su,,reme 
Col.Jrt in t;>1r,·7y• :r•r~<·,•r1r-c+·1·ve d' ,,,.,..,.,~~t--r«c•n•l-n (,c:),('C 19) n., .. ,_.l,·T ('l''llr 

C .(, • ..., •• ~ ..,. '" k ', \ .. : V V l ( -J. ' •.•. ' L, i-.:> "'· , I • • • .. • ~. ...., ..L :\.. 

City bo.s l~.::.ken a l;.'.rge :1 tc,) fo:r•1.r1.:rd in consol:tclating the ·:,ro­
bn. t:lon services for the louor eourtn. We tl•ust that th~ s 
nrovi.sion will not re:3ul t in th, err a don ot two s •"Prn~ate 
··,robation serv:lces in tiv~ '.:iu ,J•0rr'\f' ·:our•t in 01: or]·· ·aty. 
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J1.JHN J. l'.IILU.,N, Ol" W!lllilTCH!l:i!H!ll:~ 

Vil:®, ""ll®ll)ijlH 

fl'AUL J. l"OW!i'l'UI, lllllCf'IWTMH•'f"ll:A!l!J"l!lfl 

1<1\1.1. 01' IUCl.>f<O!I, l<l!W VO"i< 7, I<. 'ii, 

THE SURROGATES' ASSOCIATION 
of the Stale of New Yo:rk 

Hon. Robert MacCrote 
Executive Chamber 
State Capitol 
Albany 1, New York. 

Dear Mr. MacCrate: 

l 

April 6, 1962 

In re: Senate Intro. 
Print 

by Mr. Bloom 

In reply to your request for our cowmants on 

the above numbered b111, it appears that the bill does not 

1n any way affect surrogates, surrogate courts or the ad­

m1n1st.rs.t1on of estates or testamentary trW!lts.. We are, 

therefore, not 1n a pos1 tion to make any helpful comment 

on the bill. 

PJP/mb 

Yr:jJs _ve 

/tZLt~/ 
PAUL J•. POWEBS, 
Secretary. 
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Monroe County Bar Association 

LOeu11, 2 • 1:1 9 1 0 
l"llii:ill01:N7 

II:. JiUA"® HIC::Kllt'f 

!ill MAIN lllTllltU l!Al!l'I' April 16, 1962 
lltKll!CU'l'lllli $111:CIH'l'AA>' 

MJU'Olltl J, WH!':111:1.!l.l" 

211111 POWl!IUI IH,1:19 

H"MAN GI. C@Ul.li'» 

lilll> 1!11',.TII C'l'IHKT 

T'!U:Ailll,lllill'I TO: 
ANTHQNV C, !,A~UII: 

41!1 llt!ICHAN@II: !IITlllltlltT 

HON. ROBERT MAC CRATE 
Exe~utive Chambers 
State Capitol 
Albany 1, New York 

Dear Sir: 

Re: 

( 

Senate 
1783 
3947 
3376 
3641 

I 

Intro 
3494 
3727 
3918 
39!¼9 
3719 
3934 

This will acknowledge receipt of your request for my 
comments and recommendations concerning the above 
legislation. 

This legislation has been reviewed by our Legislative 
Committee a,1d other appropriate commi ttecs of the 
Association but because of the press of time it has 
not been reviewed by our Board of Trustees. 

However, I can advise you that on the basis of the 
report submitted to me by our Committees there is no 
opposition to this legislation. 

v~ry truly yours, 

EJH:idl 
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