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The Advisory Committee on Judicial Conduct (“Committee” or
“ACJC”) hereby presents to the Supreme Court its Findings and
Recommendation in this matter in accordance with Rule 2:15-15(a)
of the New Jersey Court Rules. The Committee’s Findings
demonstrate that the charges set forth in the Formal Complaint

against Lawrence P. DeBello, Judge of the Superior Court

(“Respondent”), have been proven by clear and convincing
evidence. The Committee recommends that the Respondent be
censured.

On March 4, 2009, the Committee issued a Formal Complaint
in this matter, which contained three primary allegations
against Respondent: (1) that Respondent exchanged inappropriate,
intimate emails with a former law clerk via Respondent’s
Judiciary email account and persisted in such activity after

being advised to desist by his Assignment Judge in violation of



Canons 1 and 2A of the Code of Judicial Conduct and Rule 2:15-

(8(a) (6) of the New Jersey Court Rules; (2) that Respondent gave
misleading answers to Committee staff when asked about his
interactions with his former law clerk in violation of Canons 1

and 2A of the Code of Judicial Conduct and Rule 2:15-8(a) (6) of

the New Jersey Court Rules; and (3) that Respondent made an
inappropriate and unsolicited contact with an attorney in an
attempt to help his former law clerk secure employment in

violation of Canons 1, 2A7A, and 2B of the Code of Judicial

Conduct and Rule 2:15-8(a) (6) of the New Jersey Court Rules.
The Respondent filed an Answer to the Complaint on March 23,
2009 in which he admitted most of the factual allegations of the
Formal Complaint.

Respondent waived his right to a formal hearing in this
matter. Exhibits were offered by the Presenter and accepted
into evidence by the Committee. Both the Presenter and

Respondent offered 1legal memoranda in  support of their

respective positions, which were also considered by the
Committee.
After carefully reviewing all of the evidence, the

Committee made factual determinations, supported by clear and
convincing evidence, which form the basis for its Findings and

Recommendation.



I. FINDINGS

A. Factual Background

Respondent 1is a member of the Bar of the State of New
Jersey, having been admitted to the practice of law in 1982. At
all times relevant to this matter, Respondent was a Judge of the
Superior Court of New Jersey, Family Part. He initially sat in
the Hudson Vicinage but, beginning on or about January 22, 2008,
was assigned to the Mercer Vicinage, where he continues to sit
today.

From September 2006 wuntil August 31, 2007, Respondent
worked with a female law clerk (“former law clerk”). Beginning
in September 2007 until approximately July 2008, Respondent
continued to communicate with his former law clerk, primarily by
use of his Judiciary email account. P-9 and P-13. At some
point, the Honorable Maurice J. Gallipoli, B.d.8.Cu,
Respondent’s Assignment Judge at the time, came into possession
of various email exchanges between Respondent and his former law
clerk dated November 28, 2007 and November 29, 2007. In these
emails, Respondent and his former law clerk discussed matters of
an intimate nature and used 1inappropriate and distasteful
language. P-1 at ACJC 004-005.

On December 4, 2007, Judge Gallipoli interviewed Respondent
in the presence of Hudson Vicinage Trial Court Administrator

Joseph Davis about Respondent’s interaction with his former law







































