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SUMMARY

The Michigan Supreme Court reviewed a Judicial Tenure Commission recommendation concerning
Judge Christopher C. Brown’s statements to police officers after an automobile accident. The Court
concluded that the conduct created an appearance of impropriety and, considering the judge’s prior
admonitions and the spontaneous, off-bench nature of the remarks, adopted a fifteen-day suspension
without pay; the chief justice dissented.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Judge Brown's statements and requests to police officers following an automobile accident
constituted judicial misconduct clearly prejudicial to the administration of justice.

2. Whether the Judicial Tenure Commission's recommended fifteen-day suspension should be adopted after
application of the previously articulated judicial-discipline factors.

HOLDINGS

1. Respondent's statements to police officers, including his request that the other driver's name be run
through LEIN and that she be ticketed, constituted sufficient judicial misconduct because the conduct
invoked his judicial status in a manner that created an appearance of impropriety and was clearly
prejudicial to the administration of justice.

2. A suspension from the discharge of all judicial and administrative duties without pay for fifteen days
was appropriate.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Upon review, we hereby adopt the JTC's recommended sanction of suspension from the discharge of all
judicial and administrative duties without pay for a period of fifteen days.” (at 404)

“Thus, we hold that respondent be suspended from the discharge of all judicial and administrative duties
without pay for a period of fifteen days.” (at 406)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Judge Christopher Brown was involved in an automobile accident with Sue Lambouris. Brown knew one of the
responding police officers, told the officers that Lambouris was traveling at eighty-five miles per hour, and
requested that her name be run through the Law Enforcement Information Network and that she be ticketed. The
Supreme Court concluded that these statements, considered together with Brown's four prior JTC admonitions,
created an appearance of impropriety and warranted discipline.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Judicial Tenure Commission filed a complaint against Judge Christopher Brown concerning statements he
made to police officers after an automobile accident. After an evidentiary hearing, the master concluded that
respondent had not abused his office, but the JTC rejected that conclusion in part, found that respondent
attempted to use the prestige of his office for personal advantage, and recommended a fifteen-day suspension.
The Supreme Court previously remanded the matter for the JTC to articulate and apply disciplinary standards.
On remand, the JTC renewed its recommendation, and the Supreme Court adopted it.
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