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SUMMARY

The New York Court of Appeals held that res judicata did not bar the Department of Correctional
Services from imposing a disciplinary penalty based on an inmate's subsequent criminal conviction
arising from conduct for which he had previously received prison discipline. The Court reasoned that
applying claim preclusion would conflict with DOCS's penological functions and its need to act
promptly and adjust sanctions after later criminal proceedings.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether res judicata precludes DOCS from imposing a disciplinary penalty based on an inmate's
subsequent criminal conviction when DOCS previously disciplined the inmate for disciplinary violations
arising from the same incident.

2. Whether applying res judicata in these circumstances would be inconsistent with DOCS's penological
functions and the nature of prison disciplinary proceedings.

HOLDINGS

1. Res judicata does not preclude DOCS from disciplining an inmate for being convicted of a Penal Law
offense even though DOCS previously imposed a disciplinary penalty for violations arising from the
same conduct.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Although petitioner correctly asserts that both determinations arose out of the same July 17, 2003
transaction, we conclude that res judicata does not foreclose DOCS from disciplining petitioner for his
subsequent criminal conviction.” (9 N.Y.3d at 390)

“We therefore determine that res judicata does not preclude DOCS from disciplining an inmate for being
convicted of a Penal Law offense even though DOCS previously assessed a penalty for the inmate's violation
of disciplinary rules stemming from the same conduct.” (9 N.Y.3d at 392)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Josey, an inmate, stabbed another inmate during a July 17, 2003 prison altercation, and the other inmate later
died. DOCS promptly disciplined Josey for assault, fighting, and weapon-related violations, imposing a 24-
month Special Housing Unit penalty. After Josey pleaded guilty to second-degree manslaughter arising from the
same incident, DOCS held a further disciplinary hearing based on the conviction and imposed an additional
penalty, which Josey challenged as barred by res judicata.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

DOCS disciplined Josey after a prison fight, and later imposed an additional disciplinary penalty after he
pleaded guilty to second-degree manslaughter arising from the same incident. Josey challenged the later
disciplinary determination under CPLR article 78, arguing that the earlier disciplinary proceeding barred the
later proceeding under res judicata. Supreme Court rejected the claim, the Appellate Division affirmed, and the
Court of Appeals affirmed without costs.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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