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The Judicial Accountability Table (JAT) is a coalitional effort comprised of Philadelphia 

community organizations working to bring more fairness to our courts. We’ve written this 

questionnaire to be values-driven and focused on the issues most relevant to the people of 

Philadelphia, and we’ve made our questions compliant with the Code of the Commonwealth of 

Pennsylvania1. We ask that you use no more than 250 words to respond to each question.  

 

                                                
1
 Specifically the following section of 207 Pa. Code § 4.1, Political and Campaign Activities of Magisterial District Judges and 

Judicial Candidates in General: 
The making of a pledge, promise, or commitment is not dependent upon, or limited to, the use of any specific words or phrases; 
instead, the totality of the statement must be examined to determine whether the candidate for judicial office has specifically 
undertaken to reach a particular result. Pledges, promises, or commitments must be contrasted with statements or 
announcements of personal views on legal, political, or other issues, which are not prohibited. When making such statements, a 
magisterial district judge should acknowledge the overarching judicial obligation to apply and uphold the law, without regard to 
his or her personal views. 
 
As well as the following section of 207 Pa. Code § 4.2, Political and Campaign Activities of Judicial Candidates in Public Elections: 
 
A judge who is a candidate for elective judicial office shall not make any statement that would reasonably be expected to affect 
the outcome or impair the fairness of a matter pending or impending in any court.  
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Thank you for taking the time to complete our questionnaire, and we look forward to your 

response. The organizations of the JAT include: 

Reclaim Philadelphia 

Project SAFE 

Philadelphia DSA -- LILAC 

215 People's Alliance 

Philadelphia Community Bail Fund 

Youth Art and Self-Empowerment Project 

Amistad Law Project 

Coalition to Abolish Death By Incarceration (CADBI) 

The Center for Carceral Communities 

ICE out of Courts 

 

Questions 

 

1. What are your top three priorities as an elected judge? 

Judicial efficiency 

Civility 

Elimination of bias in the legal process 

2. Do you feel that implicit bias plays a role in our courts? If so, how do you think it should 

be addressed? 

I believe that there is implicit bias and that it does play a role in our courts.  I 

think that it should be addressed by being aware of the bias, creating an 

environment that is mindful of bias, and educating and training court staff and 

stakeholders.  



3. What is the role of bail in criminal proceedings? Do you believe the bail system in 

Philadelphia is fair? 

Bail is the payment of a sum of money to secure the temporary pre-trial release 

of an accused defendant and is ostensibly used to secure the compliance of an 

accused with the judicial process. 

4. What do you believe is the purpose of incarceration, both pre-trial and post-trial? 

I believe the purpose of incarceration, whether pre-trial or post-trial should be 

public safety and rehabilitation. 

5. One in three Philadelphians has a criminal record. In your opinion, how can judges 

support successful community re-entry? 

Judges can support successful re-entry in a number of ways.  They can encourage 

collaboration on the system level, encourage individualized approaches, and 

support evidence-based initiatives that provide a continuity of care and 

education/job training. When, if ever, do you think it’s appropriate for a judge to 

reject an agreement between the District Attorney and the defense? 

6. When, if ever, do you think it’s appropriate for a judge to reject an agreement between 

the District Attorney and the defense? 

It is appropriate to reject an agreement between the District Attorney and the 

defense when there is factual insufficiency to support the charge or a 

determination that the agreement is not voluntary on the part of the defendant. 



7. According to a study from Columbia University’s Justice Lab, about 44,000 adults in 

Philadelphia are on probation or parole, which is a much higher figure than many other 

large cities. Pennsylvania is also one of the leading states in long probation tails, 

sentencing many people to probation for ten years or more after a jail sentence. What 

do you see as the long term effects of this? 

A few of the long-term consequences of long probation periods is the potential 

for re-incarceration because of technical violations, criminal activity that would 

not have otherwise resulted in incarceration, and limits on personal freedoms. 

8. When, if ever, is it appropriate to incarcerate someone for technical violations of 

probation when they haven’t committed a new crime? What factors would you consider 

here? 

There are a number of graduated responses that could be applied rather than 

incarceration.  I would consider incarceration after exhausting other responses 

and where there is a public safety consideration. 

9. Probation detainers make up over 50% of the city’s jail population, and individuals are 

often held without signed judicial warrants. What do you think of this? 

It is a due process concern any time that a person is held without judicial 

oversight.  The detainer process in Philadelphia permits this process.  However, I 

believe that circumstances of detention should be judicially approved in advance 

or reviewed shortly after detention. 



10. Philadelphia is at the center of the opioid crisis. In order to prevent more deaths, 

advocates have worked on harm reduction initiatives including needle exchange 

programs, Narcan distribution, and overdose prevention sites.  What can judges do to 

help expand and protect programs to combat the opioid crisis and continue to reduce 

harm?  

The judiciary can work with system partners to develop and support 

multidisciplinary approaches to diverting people with substance abuse disorders 

from the criminal justice system into treatment. Among the options available, 

courts can expand treatment diversion programs and drug courts. 

11. According to the National Coalition for Child Protection Reform (NCCPR), Philadelphia 

now leads the country in removing children and placing them in foster care. What do 

you see as the longterm effects of this? What can judges do about this? 

Among other things, the long-term impact of removing children from their parents 

and placing them in foster care results in attachment issues, disconnection from 

their communities, and disruptions in education.  Judges can work to limit socio-

economic and racial biases from impacting their decisions, carefully consider 

non-placement alternatives, and where appropriate and available, consider 

kinship resources. 



12. What is the “school-to-prison pipeline” and do you see it at work in Philadelphia? 

The school-to-prison pipeline is the trend of increased school discipline, such as 

no tolerance policies, and a correlation with incarceration.  There is a 

demonstrated disparate impact on minorities, youth from disadvantaged 

backgrounds, and those identified with disabilities.  As with many major cities, 

this trend is present in Philadelphia. 

13. According to EvictionLab.org, in 2016 Philadelphia led the country in eviction rates at 

3.84%, 1.14% higher than the national average. What do you see as the longterm effects 

of this? What can judges do about this? 

An eviction can have a long-term impact on employment, credit, and future 

ability to obtain housing.  Judges can weigh the facts and ensure that the 

procedural safeguards are followed. 

14. Would you support the court instituting a uniform policy prohibiting court personnel 

from contacting ICE and discouraging ICE arrests on court property without judicially 

signed warrants? 

I would support the court instituting a uniform policy prohibiting court personnel 

from contacting ICE and discouraging ICE arrests on court property without 

judicial warrants. 



15. What should the role of the judiciary be in ensuring equal access to justice for all city 

residents, regardless of immigration status? What steps would you personally take if 

elected? 

I would create and support an environment that permits equal access and justice 

for all who appear. 

16. 86% of women who enter the Philadelphia courts have experienced some form of 

trauma, and this is especially true for Black women. How could you use mitigation in 

your sentencing as a way of reducing harm? What alternatives to incarceration would 

you consider for women who have experienced trauma? 

To the extent that the law allows and the facts permit, as a judge, I would 

consider mitigating factors in sentencing decisions.  I would consider evidence-

based and culturally-competent trauma treatment programs; substance abuse 

treatment programs, and social supports. 



17. Current PA state law allows children under 18 to be prosecuted as adults in some cases, 

despite growing efforts locally and nationally to remove children from the adult system. 

Do you believe that children should ever be treated legally as adults? What do you think 

the long-term impacts are of incarcerating children in adult jails and prisons? 

I do not believe that juveniles should ever be treated as adults.  There are bright 

lines that, as a society, we have established to distinguish between children and 

adults relative to their capacity.  You can’t vote or enter into a contract until you 

are 18 years of age, but you can have certain safeguards taken away if you 

commit a crime of a certain nature.  There are ways to address public safety 

while still treating those under eighteen as juveniles.  Persons incarcerated as 

youth in adult prisons experience compounded trauma, separation from their 

families and communities, recidivism, reduced education, and health concerns. 


