Date: July 6, 2026

To: Persons and Organizations Interested in Rules Relating to
Proceedings of the Commission on Judicial Performance

From: Commission on Judicial Performance
Emma Bradford, Legal Advisor to Commissioners

Subject: Invitation to Comment on Proposed Amendments to Rules of the
Commission on Judicial Performance

Policy declaration 3.5 of the Commission on Judicial Performance provides
that, every two years, in even-numbered years, the commission shall review its
rules and seek public comment on any proposed enactments, amendments, or
repeals. (See policy declaration 3.5 for the commission’s rules review
procedures.)

As part of the 2026 review of its rules, the commission has determined to
seek public comment on proposed amendments to rule 126(c) (Procedural
Rights of Judge in Formal Proceedings — Manner of Service) and rule 137
(Retroactivity).

The proposed amendments being circulated for public comment, with a
brief explanation of the changes, and a form for submission of comments, can be
found on the commission’s website at https://cjp.ca.gov under “Legal Authority.”
The deadline for comments is September 4, 2026. Thereafter, individuals and
organizations may submit responses to comments until October 5.

Copies of proposed rule amendments, comments, and responses to
comments are available to the public upon request.

Comments and responses to comments should be submitted in writing by
mail or email to:

Commission on Judicial Performance

Attn: Emma Bradford, Legal Advisor to Commissioners
455 Golden Gate Avenue, Suite 14400

San Francisco, CA 94102

rules@cjp.ca.gov

In the following rule proposals, proposed amended language is reflected
with jtalics, and deleted language with strike-outs.



Rule Proposal No. 1

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO RULE 126(C) TO UPDATE METHOD OF
SERVICE FOR JUDGE IN FORMAL PROCEEDINGS

The proposed amendments are as follows:

Rule 126

*kk

(c) (Manner of service) Subject to rule 118(c),
concerning service of a notice of formal proceedings, all
notices and correspondence in connection with formal

proceedings shall be sent to thejudge’schambers;
unless otherwise requested, and a copy thereof shall be
mailedtocounselof record. counsel of record, unless

the judge requests in writing that copies thereof be
mailed to an address designated by the judge.

Explanation of Proposed Amendments

Rule 126(c) was first adopted in 1996. The vast majority of respondent
judges in formal proceedings, however, are now represented by counsel and all
correspondence is, as a practice, transmitted directly to counsel, not the judge.
The amendments aim to update the rule to conform with modern practice, while
still preserving a judge’s ability to request copies be mailed to an alternate
address.



Rule Proposal No. 2

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO RULE 137 TO REPEAL FOR REDUNDANCY

The proposed amendment is as follows:

Explanation of Proposed Amendment

Rule 137 was first adopted in 1996, after Proposition 190 (which made
more than a dozen significant changes to the commission, including to formal
proceedings) was passed by the voters in 1994. Rule 137 has, with the passage
of 30 years, become redundant and should be repealed.
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