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Lynch to consider, “What if I’m
wrong?” As a district court judge,
he observed, you do not have the
check of two other judges on you,
which can and does give rise to “a
direct challenge to your thinking
that you have to take very seriously.” On balance, Judge Lynch
is convinced that “three heads are
better than one. It is quite common that one of my colleagues
sees something that I did not see.”
He recalled that, at the trial court
level, “there is often a lot of initially figuring out what the issue
is.” At the appellate level, the issues tend to get posed in a clearer
and more refined fashion. In the
district court, “there is only one
shooting position, from the hip.”
At the appellate level, there is
more time to reflect.
Judge Lynch still is struck by
how often decisions come down to
“a matter of judgment.” He notes
that that is the case because the
law often poses questions such as,
“What is reasonable?” Judges are
able to refer to precedents that are
benchmarks, but the precedents
rarely dictate a “clean,” mechanically-reached outcome. Much of
the law falls into this category, in
Judge Lynch’s view. What judges
do “doesn’t always involve major
clashes of principle. More often,
precedents can be read one way
or another,” and he and his colleagues are required to exercise
judgment because neither potential outcome can be ruled out altogether. “There are an awful lot of
cases that are difficult to decide,”
he said. “The cases that are easy
get decided in your office.”
As somebody who tends
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to focus intensely on the matter
at hand but not necessarily recall in encyclopedic detail cases
over which he presided in the
past, Judge Lynch says that one
of his biggest challenges is effectively preparing for the weeks
when he is sitting at the court of
appeals. Ideally he will receive
the briefs for a week’s worth of
appeals – 30 cases – six weeks
before oral argument. Striking a
balance is difficult: “You cannot
let the reading drift until the last
minute and need to start early,
but you will have read a fifth of
the cases five weeks ago.” Judge
Lynch said he prepares for oral
argument in two or three phases.
He initially reads the briefs and
then convenes a series of sessions
a week before the sitting with his
law clerks. He prepares again
the night before oral argument.
Overall, he has found the work to
be “great fun.”
Judge Lynch does, however,
miss the rhythms and relationships of life in the district court.
As a trial judge, he had the opportunity to develop relationships and
have daily interactions with counsel, other court employees and
potential jurors. During the many
pockets of downtime that punctuated the multiple matters over
which he presided each day, he
had an opportunity to “schmooze
– one of the things I love about the
courthouse culture” – which is less
common in the more formal environment at the court of appeals.
Judge Lynch misses the day-today contact he had with those who
came through his courtroom. He
recalls “meeting people from all
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walks of life, people I otherwise
would have seen but not necessarily engaged with.”
Although “just keeping up
with Second Circuit slip opinions
is a significant job,” Judge Lynch
manages to indulge what he describes as his eclectic taste in pleasure reading. Over the summer, he
enjoyed David Foster Wallace’s
Infinite Jest on his Kindle.
Summing up the ways in
which his current mission differs
from the one he had in the district
court, Judge Lynch observed that,
as an appellate judge, “you are
there not to solve the case; you are
there to answer the question.” As
somebody who by his own admission “like[s] people to give me an
assignment, to bring me a problem,” Judge Lynch appears to be
enjoying his latest role very much.

In the Courts

District Court Judge
Vincent L. Briccetti
By Russell Yankwitt
On November 17, 2010,
President Obama nominated Vincent L. Briccetti to the seat on the
U.S. District Court for the Southern District of New York vacated
by Judge Kimba Wood, who had
taken senior status. Judge Briccetti received a rating of “Unanimously Well Qualified” from the
American Bar Association, and
was confirmed by unanimous
consent on April 12, 2011. Judge
Briccetti has the privilege and
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pleasure of sitting in the White firm of Paul Hastings. In 1992,
Plains courthouse.
he formed his own firm in White
Plains, most recently known as
Background
Briccetti, Calhoun & Lawrence,
which became a well-known
Born and raised in Mt. Kis- criminal defense firm. He also
co, Judge Briccetti is a gradu- tried civil cases and argued nuate of Columbia University and merous appeals. During his ilFordham Law School. At Ford- lustrious career as a trial lawyer,
ham, he was Articles Editor of Judge Briccetti handled cases
the Law Review. Upon gradua- charging mail, wire, tax and bank
tion, he served as a law clerk to fraud, as well as public corrupthe Honorable John M. Cannella, tion, embezzlement, criminal anU.S. District Judge for the South- titrust, identity theft and narcotics
ern District of New York. With trafficking.
In addition, Judge Briccetti
the exception of college and law
school, Judge Briccetti has lived served for 18 years as a member of the Criminal Justice Act
in Westchester his entire life.
After two years in private panel in White Plains, handling
practice, Judge Briccetti served numerous cases as court-appointas an Assistant U.S. Attorney in ed counsel for indigent criminal
the Southern District of New York defendants. He is perhaps best
from 1985 to 1989. During his known for his representation of
nearly five years as a federal pros- an alleged terrorist in a difficult
ecutor, he investigated hundreds and highly publicized case, while
of cases and tried approximately simultaneously negotiating the
25. Judge Briccetti comments confirmation process.
Judge Briccetti also was acthat during those years he felt as
if he was working for the best law tive in civic affairs and bar asfirm in America. He regularly re- sociations. He is very likely the
flects on the joy and excitement of only federal judge in the nation
working with those extraordinary who spent 10 years as the comlawyers and people. Before leav- missioner of a local water board.
ing the office, he was promoted He also served as a member of the
to Deputy Chief Appellate Attor- Board of Directors of the Federal
ney. During his last trial for the Defenders of New York from its
government, his co-counsel was a inception until his appointment to
newly-minted Assistant U.S. At- the bench.
torney, Stephen C. Robinson, who
recently joined Skadden, Arps, Lessons Learned
Slate, Meagher & Flom, in New
Judge Briccetti fondly reYork City, after serving for seven
years as a district judge in White calls his days clerking for Judge
Cannella. Now, as a federal
Plains.
In 1989, Judge Briccetti re- judge himself, he often thinks
turned to private practice, at the about the lessons he learned in
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those two years. Judge Briccetti
took to heart Judge Cannella’s
oft-repeated remark that for the
litigants involved, their case is
the single most important thing in
their lives. This lesson, learned
more than 30 years ago, has been
Judge Briccetti’s guiding principle as a prosecutor and private
practioner and now as a judge.
Of course, some cases take more
time than others, and some might
be of greater public interest, but
Judge Briccetti affords every case
and every litigant the same careful thought and attention. As a
judge, he recognizes that every
litigant must feel his or her case
is being taken seriously and being given a fair hearing. In fond
remembrance of his former mentor, Judge Briccetti had the desk
he once used as a law clerk transported to his chambers.
Judge Briccetti also has incorporated into his judicial philosophy lessons learned from
private practice. He understands
the pressures and demands of
working at small firms, which he
takes into account when setting
deadlines and deciding whether to
grant extensions or adjournments.
He is sensitive to the needs of the
typical “working stiff” lawyer
and says: “I was one of them for
20 years – I am acutely aware of
their needs.” In six months on the
bench, he has garnered a reputation for being reasonable, compassionate and fair to plaintiffs
and defendants alike. At the same
time, he is determined that every
case be resolved as expeditiously
and inexpensively as possible.
Judge Briccetti has proven

