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ney-conducted vmr d]IE, w1th-

75 percent of Supenor Court
]udges now perm.l iting:i g

handful nf udges of color. Gov.
Charhe ‘Baker has made somé.

- “progress towatd ithproving di-
versity-onthe'bench, partic--
~ularly: fep;wemen, butmuch:--

_-more work remains to be don

Pass zoning re- .
form, Gov. Bakef’s “Act

: Attomey conducted voir dire . -
is the best way to'achieve that

otitcontie, and it needs to be-

come standard practice.”

zonmg law. 'Ilns allows antl—dé-

velopment sentiments to pre- .
vml even when the majority of -




2 community beard is in favor-
of a project. The change would
be a good start toward address-
ing thelack of aﬂ'ordable hous-
ingin Massachusetts '

p  Revisit confidenti-

~ the CJC. The baseline

“rules for the Commis-
sion on ]udacral Conduct en-

~ sure that complaints, the names

" of the judges against whom
complairits are lodged; and the

drsposmons of most: conplaints

remairi confidenitial, except in
* some limited circurnstances, -

iat the ‘right result was
reached. More transparency
would allow: people to verify.
thit is the case, enhancing re- -
spect for the system. =~ -
Thisis atricky issue; and-
judges have legitimate privacy

concerns. But the federal pro- .

cess for:the disposition of com-

plaints against judges routinely
. 'makes more information pub-

lic. For exaraple, in the lst U 8.

s

: 5 P o
“are all made'public; along with - -

 any suggestions for i improve--

ment by'a judge. Massachusetts -

could look to that systém for
© some n'ntlal gu1dance '
- i - Enactcivil forfei-
' ture reform. Massa-
' chusetts’ civil forfeiture
— schemehas been sib-
ject to criticism for years: ‘State

forfeiture law lacks due process

protections, provides a strong

- inicentive for law énforcement '

: agenr:res to: seek civil forfel-

up: to 100 perc ‘
. sefsto supplement:théir bud- -
gets, and uses-only 4 proba-
il ble cause standard of proof in

“crime. Other states are already
‘moving forward with civil for-

allty reqmrements for

deteérmining whether seizure
property was involved ina”

feiture. reform 2020 shon]d

' be the year Massachusetts fol-

lowssmt o
Providea right to
cnunsel in ewctmn
cases, The disparities in
legal representation be-
tween landlords and tenants are
well- docu.mented. Court data

“cess defendants were unrepre-
That leaves the public forced fo_ .

sefited, while more than 70° per-.

. eration and management of the
: Massachusetts state pohce crime -

cent of landlords had attorneys. |

. That creates a s¢rious unbalance -
' of power, putting tenants atan ...

overwhelming disadvantage.
Providing those tenants with

Elrmmate fne d.lcal

|- mhe osiginat intent be-
_ hind the tribunals was

'ly hanner. 'Ihe Supreme ]udl—' :
cial Court tried to-tiitigate the . :

problems badk in 2017 with Su-. :
perior:Court Rule 73. But while

" the change ffered some im-

e tnbunals still-

7 forcnnnnalforenmcanalymsm '

§ malpractice tribunals. 1

B Massachusetts Lawyers Weeklys Edrtorral Advrsory'Board provrdes knnwiedge and gurdance for the edrtonals that appear 0 this: page ) :
The board is.an advisory panel only, with no official yoting or participation ¥e record. The input from the board isa tremendous resource to
Lawyers Weekly; however, the edrtorials repfesentthe posrtrun ofthe newspaper and its ed

member, of thie board. .

-

Istaff notthe members, nor anygiven -




