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AMENDMENT OF RULE
Rules of the Chief Administrator

Pursuant to the authority vested in me, and upon consultation with
the Administrative Board of the Courts, and with the approval of the
Court of Appeals of the State of New York, I hereby confirm the
amendment, effective March 26, 2015, of section 100.3(B) of the
Rules of the Chief Administrator, relating to the performance of
judicial office impartially and diligently, adding subsection (12)
thereto, to read as follows:

(B) Adjudicative Responsibilities.
* * *

(12) It is not a violation of this Rule for a judge to make reason-
able efforts to facilitate the ability of unrepresented litigants to have
their matters fairly heard.

AMENDMENT OF RULE
Uniform Rules for the Supreme and County Courts

Pursuant to the authority vested in me, and with the advice and
consent of the Administrative Board of the Courts, I hereby amend
section 202.70(g) of the Uniform Rules for the Supreme and County
Courts (Rules of Practice for the Commercial Division), effective
April 1, 2015, to read as follows:

(g) Rules of practice for the Commercial Division
Unless these rules of practice for the Commercial Division provide

specifically to the contrary, the rules of Part 202 also shall apply to the
Commercial Division, except that Rules 7 through 15 shall supersede
section 202.12 (Preliminary Conference) and Rules 16 through 24
shall supersede section 202.8 (Motion Procedure).

Preamble. The Commercial Division understands that the busi-
nesses, individuals and attorneys who use this Court have expressed
their frustration with adversaries who engage in dilatory tactics, fail
to appear for hearings or depositions, unduly delay in producing rele-
vant documents, or otherwise cause the other parties in a case to incur
unnecessary costs. The Commercial Division will not tolerate such
practices. The Commercial Division is mindful of the need to conserve
client resources, promote efficient resolution of matters, and increase
respect for the integrity of the judicial process. Litigants and counsel
who appear in this Court are directed to review the Rules regarding
sanctions, including the provisions in Rule 12 regarding failure to ap-
pear at a conference, Rule 13(a) regarding adherence to discovery
schedules, and Rule 24(d) regarding the need for counsel to be fully
familiar with the case when making appearances. Sanctions are also
available in this Court under Rule 3126 of the Civil Practice Law and
Rules and Part 130 of the Rules of the Chief Administrator of the
Courts. The judges in the Commercial Division will impose appropri-
ate sanctions and other remedies and orders as is warranted by the
circumstances. Use of these enforcement mechanisms enables the
Commercial Division to function efficiently and effectively, and with
less wasted time and expense for the Court, parties and counsel. Noth-
ing herein is intended to expand or alter the scope and/or remedies
available under the above-cited sanction rules.

AMENDMENT OF RULE
Uniform Rules for the Supreme and County Courts

Pursuant to the authority vested in me, and with the advice and
consent of the Administrative Board of the Courts, I hereby adopt

Rule 11-e of section 202.70(g) of the Uniform Rules for the Supreme
and County Courts (Rules of Practice for the Commercial Division),
effective April 1, 2015, to read as follows:

Rule 11-e. Responses and Objections to Document Requests
(a) For each document request propounded, the responding party

shall, in its Response and Objections served pursuant to CPLR
3122(a) (the ‘‘Responses’’), either:

i. state that the production will be made as requested; or
ii. state with reasonable particularity the grounds for any objec-

tion to production.
(b) By a date agreed to by the parties or at such time set by the

Court, the responding party shall serve the Responses contemplated
by Rule 11-e(a)(ii), which shall set forth specifically: (i) whether the
objection(s) interposed pertains to all or part of the request being
challenged; (ii) whether any documents or categories of documents
are being withheld, and if so, which of the stated objections forms the
basis for the responding party's decision to withhold otherwise
responsive documents or categories of documents; and (iii) the man-
ner in which the responding party intends to limit the scope of its
production.

(c) By agreement of the parties to a date no later than the date set
for the commencement of depositions, or at such time set by the Court,
a date certain shall be fixed for the completion of document produc-
tion by the responding party.

(d) By agreement of the parties to a date no later than one (1) month
prior to the close of fact discovery, or at such time set by the Court,
the responding party shall state, for each individual request: (i)
whether the production of documents in its possession, custody or
control and that are responsive to the individual request, as pro-
pounded or modified, is complete; or (ii) that there are no documents
in its possession, custody or control that are responsive to the individ-
ual request as propounded or modified.

(e) Nothing contained herein is intended to conflict with a party's
obligation to supplement its disclosure obligations pursuant to CPLR
3101(h).

AMENDMENT OF RULE
Uniform Rules for the Supreme and County Courts

Pursuant to the authority vested in me, and with the advice and
consent of the Administrative Board of the Courts, I hereby amend
Rule 14 of section 202.70(g) of the Uniform Rules for the Supreme
and County Courts (Rules of Practice for the Commercial Division),
effective April 1, 2015, to read as follows:

Rule 14. Disclosure Disputes. [Counsel must consult with one an-
other in a good faith effort to resolve all disputes about disclosure. See
section 202.7. Except as provided in Rule 24 hereof, if counsel are un-
able to resolve any disclosure dispute in this fashion, the aggrieved
party shall contact the court to arrange a conference as soon as
practicable to avoid exceeding the discovery cutoff date. Counsel
should request a conference by telephone if that would be more con-
venient and efficient than an appearance in court.] If the court's Part
Rules address discovery disputes, those Part Rules will govern
discovery disputes in a pending case. If the court's Part Rules are
silent with respect to discovery disputes, the following Rule will apply.
Discovery disputes are preferred to be resolved through court confer-
ence as opposed to motion practice. Counsel must consult with one
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another in a good faith effort to resolve all disputes about disclosure.
See Section 202.7. If counsel are unable to resolve any disclosure
dispute in this fashion, counsel for the moving party shall submit a let-
ter to the court not exceeding three single-spaced pages outlining the
nature of the dispute and requesting a telephone conference. Such a
letter must include a representation that the party has conferred with
opposing counsel in a good faith effort to resolve the issues raised in
the letter or shall indicate good cause why no such consultation
occurred. Not later than four business days after receiving such a let-
ter, any affected opposing party or non-party shall submit a responsive
letter not exceeding three single-spaced pages. After the submission of
letters, the court will schedule a telephone or in-court conference with
counsel. The court or the court's law clerks will attempt to address the
matter through a telephone conference where possible. The failure of
counsel to comply with this rule may result in a motion being held in
abeyance until the court has an opportunity to conference the matter.
If the parties need to make a record, they will still have the opportunity
to submit a formal motion.

AMENDMENT OF RULE
Uniform Rules of the Courts of Claims

Pursuant to the authority vested in me, and with the advice and
consent of the Administrative Board of the Courts, I hereby add a new
section 206.5(e) of the Uniform Rules of the Court of Claims (ad-
dressing the redaction of confidential information in court filings) and
renumber other sections as necessary, to read as follows, effective
April 15, 2015:

Section 206.5. Papers Filed With the Court; Numbering Claims
* * *

(e) Omission or Redaction of Confidential Personal Information.
(1) Except as otherwise provided by rule or law or court order,

and whether or not a sealing order is or has been sought, the parties
shall omit or redact confidential personal information in papers
submitted to the court for filing. For purposes of this rule, confidential
personal information (‘‘CPI’’) means:

i. the taxpayer identification number of an individual or an
entity, including a social security number, an employer identification
number, and an individual taxpayer identification number, except the
last four digits thereof;

ii. the date of an individual's birth, except the year thereof;
iii. the full name of an individual known to be a l11inor, except

the minor's initials; and
iv. a financial account number, including a credit and/or debit

card number, a bank account number, an investment account number,
and/or an insurance account number, except the last four digits or let-
ters thereof.

(2) The court sua sponte or on motion by any person may order a
party to remove CPI from papers or to resubmit a paper with such in-
formation redacted; order the clerk to seal the papers or a portion
thereof containing CPI in accordance with the requirement of
22NYCRR § 216.1 that any sealing be no broader than necessary to
protect the CPI; for good cause permit the inclusion of CPI in papers;
order a party to file an unredacted copy under seal for in camera
review; or determine that information in a particular action is not
confidential. The court shall consider the pro se status of any party in
granting relief pursuant to this provision.

(3) Where a person submitting a paper to a court for filing
believes in good faith that the inclusion of the full confidential
personal information described in subparagraphs (i) to (iv) of
paragraph (1) of this subdivision is material and necessary to the
adjudication of the action or proceeding before the court, he or she
may apply to the court for leave to serve and file together with a paper
in which such information has been set forth in abbreviated form a
confidential affidavit or affirmation setting forth the same information
in unabbreviated form, appropriately referenced to the page or pages
of the paper at which the abbreviated form appears.

([e]f) At the direction of the court, a party shall provide a courtesy
copy of any paper to chambers.

AMENDMENT OF RULE
Uniform Civil Rules for the Supreme and County Courts

Pursuant to the authority vested in me, and upon consultation with
and approval by the Administrative Board of the Courts, I hereby
amend, effective May 1, 2015, section 217.1(a) of the Uniform Civil
Rules for the Supreme and County Courts, relating to access to court
interpreter services for persons with limited English proficiency, as
follows:

§ 217.1 Obligation to appoint interpreter in court proceedings in the
trial courts.

(a) In all civil and criminal cases, when a court determines that a
party or witness, or an interested parent or guardian of a minor party
in a Family Court proceeding, is unable to understand and com-
municate in English to the extent that he or she cannot meaningfully
participate in the court proceedings, the [court shall appoint] clerk of
the court or another designated administrative officer shall schedule
an interpreter from an approved list maintained by the Office of Court
Administration. The court may permit an interpreter to interpret by
telephone or live audiovisual means. If no pre-approved interpreter is
available, the clerk of the court or another designated administrative
officer shall schedule an interpreter as justice requires. This rule shall
not alter or diminish the court's authority and duty to assure justness
in proceedings before it.
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