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Please complete, sign and return this via email in both Word Doc and PDF format to 

phillyjat@gmail.com on or before March 18, 2019 
 

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? 

a) Be objective and without prejudice of any kind when interacting as a judge, 

regardless of the nature of the interaction, i.e. whether it is with a colleague, court 

personnel, counsel, a litigant or a witness, when reviewing the law, etc.; 

b) Know the law deeply and understand its implications in today’s world in the cases 

before me; 

c) When imposing a criminal sentence or taking any action impacting upon a person 

before me charged with a crime, when deciding what a civil party found libel should 

do, pay, etc. in a specific case, and when fashioning any other sort of remedy, 

understand the parties before me and fashion a remedy that is truly best for all.   

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 many in the court system have implicit biases which they do not recognize, 

and some smaller percentage recognizes their biases and chooses to ignore them. Those 

biases should be addressed by training all involved to identify them and put them aside. 

I further believe that, while I do not have the math formulae to do the following, that 

when such a bias is suspected, or simply on a yearly (or other calendar) basis, the 

important information from cases should be placed into a database and formulae run to 

determine whether any biases are manifested in disproportionate bails, sentences, etc. 

in criminal matter, and in other disproportionate factors in civil or family matters.    

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

Philadelphia is fair? 

The role of bail is to incentivize the accused to come to court when scheduled without 

having to keep the accused incarcerated so as to guarantee his or her appearance in 

court. It is not to punish or in any way gain an outcome from the case. As to whether the 

bail system in Philadelphia is fair, I cannot say. I was a prosecutor from September 1985 

to June 2005, and since that latter date I have not been involved in any criminal matters 

in Philadelphia, so I cannot comment from personal experience as to whether the 

system today is fair. I have many, many friends who are prosecutors, were prosecutors 

and now are criminal defense attorneys, and judges, and I must say that while we 

discuss everything about the criminal justice system in Philadelphia, this topic rarely 

comes up.  

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

trial incarceration serves a few purposes. For those who have demonstrated in prior 



cases that they can and do ignore subpoenas, pre-trial incarceration is to guarantee 

their appearance in court. The same holds true for someone charged with having 

committed a heinous offense, such as murder, that the impetus not flee from trial is 

great. Post-trial, the purpose may simply be punishment, or to keep someone now 

shown beyond a reasonable doubt to have committed a heinous offense from doing so 

again. There is a purpose, either pre- or post-trial, that I believe should be added, but it 

would require a great deal of attention and some money from the criminal justice 

system. Many arrested have committed crimes because of their addiction to drugs 

and/or alcohol. A good rehabilitation program would, in a great deal of these cases, be 

the proper solution, whether as a punishment following a guilty verdict or simply to help 

the defendant. Such a program will have to start as an in-patient one, but it cannot be 

in-patient in a prison, as such would put the defendants in the program at risk. Thus, a 

separate, in-patient facility, guarded to prevent escape, violence, etc. but focusing on 

rehab, would be needed. Once the counselors in the program determined that a 

particular defendant had progressed such as not to need in-patient therapy any longer, 

and assuming the patient could live in a place which would not encourage him or her to 

go back to using, the court could order that rehab continue out-patient, as a condition 

of bail or probation, depending upon the disposition of the matter when the order is 

made.    

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

support successful community re-entry?  

Please see my answer to question #4, above. I believe that successful community re-



entry very often requires the drug/alcohol rehabilitation discussed above. Such 

rehabilitation will lead the defendant to discussing the underlying causes, or 

circumstances, of addiction, such as poor family structure, disdain for schooling and so 

an inability to get or keep a good job, and so on. Through rehab, defendants can be 

released having confronted, internally, the issues that led them to prison, and so will do 

much better in not repeating their mistakes upon release.  

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

the District Attorney and the defense? 

I can think of only two circumstances when such action would be appropriate. I imagine 

that both would happen rarely, and the second would not be a true rejection but, 

rather, a halting of the proceedings with instructions for the parties to reconsider the 

agreement, which might not lead to a different (or no) agreement after reconsideration. 

The first circumstance would be if, for some reason, the agreement was in violation of 

the law, or it was clear that the parties misunderstood the law in coming to the 

agreement. The second would be if information was presented during the proceedings 

that made it clear that the parties had come up with the agreement in order to take into 

account something – the defendant’s actions in committing the crime, for example – 

which the parties misunderstood. In both circumstances, if the issue was that the 

parties misunderstood something, the court’s role would be to point out the 

misunderstanding, give the parties a chance to discuss the matter outside of the court’s 

presence, and when the parties returned to the bar of the court, inquire as to whether 

they had taken the misunderstood factor into appropriate consideration. In other 



words, the second circumstance would not be a flat-out rejection of the agreement, but 

rather a clarification from both parties that they understood all of the factors going into 

it.  

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? 

There are many long term effects, two of which can be contradictory to each other. One 

is that because the long probationary tail will keep the defendant in the court’s eye for a 

long period of time, many defendants will take actions, or be perceived as having taken 

actions, that violate the terms of probation, and so there will be more Violation of 

Probation hearings, more incarceration of defendants on probation awaiting their 

hearings, and more incarceration of defendants found to have violated the terms of 

their probation. It is equally possible, however, that court apply the long probationary 

tails because they do not want to sentence defendants to prison. Lenient judges will do 

this. The problem with this solution, however, is that many of the defendants will, as 

described above, violate the terms of probation, and so the same judges who did not 

want to sentence the defendants harshly, or at all, at the start will be forced to impose 

very harsh terms of imprisonment – a situation which could have been avoided had the 

defendant been sentenced to what he or she deserved at the start.  

The effect of imposing long probationary sentences when they are not called for is to 



increase the cost of probation to the criminal justice system, for the prison cells, guards, 

agents and others involved in the process. Because of this, what may arise is that 

actions that violate probation are simply not reported into the system or ignored if 

reported, so that the courts and all court and prison personnel need not devote their 

time and money to the problems caused by the long, probationary tail. This purposeful 

ignorance is not good for the system, even if the long tails at issue should never have 

been imposed.    

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? 

I would consider two factors. The first would simply be how many technical violations 

are at issue, how often to they repeat, have they repeated after a VOP hearing, and how 

serious are they, e.g., not going to out-patient drug therapy being more serious than 

making a payment as part of restoration a day late. The more violations there are, the 

more they repeat, and the seriousness of the violation could lead to ordering that the 

defendant be incarcerated. The second factor would be whether the violations created 

additional pain for the victims or others involved in the matter. A defendant, on 

probation for having embezzled a large some of money from a business that needs 

repayment of that money to keep it afloat and its employees employed, who has access 

to funds, has used that access to bargain for probation with repayment a condition, but 

who repeatedly and for no good reason fails to make his repayments may have to be 

sentenced to incarceration, whether it is to convince him or her that the court is serious, 



or so not to be allowed (or encourage others) to “game” the system by bargaining for 

probation based upon false promises.  

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? 

I believe this practice should not continue. I do, however, have to wonder whether this 

is the result of the system simply not having the money to have enough judges, guards 

and all other personnel to obtain judicial warrants and get detained personnel before 

the court quickly enough. If that is the case, I do not know how to get that money for 

the system. 

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?  

Please look at other answers, above, where I have discussed setting up a special house 

of incarceration for in-patient drug rehabilitation, followed by out-patient therapy when 

the defendant has completed his or her in-patient therapy and otherwise completed his 

or her sentence of detention. I do not know whether judges can “do” this program, i.e. 

they can and must participate in it but they cannot get the City to pay for it, but I know 

they need to be able to structure sentences in this manner to continue to reduce the 

harm caused by addiction. I also must add that whatever constraints judges have in 

getting such a program in place, they are constrained in a considerably greater fashion 



from fixing the other societal problems, e.g., broken families, poor schooling and a lack 

of respect for the process of getting an education, unsafe neighborhoods, etc., which 

encourage persons to get involved with dangerous drugs and strip such persons of the 

internal tools needed to remain clean and sober. 

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? 

I believe the long-term effects of removing children and placing them in foster care are 

the result of having to choose from two paths, both bad ones. The long-term effects of 

foster care can be the creation of a generation so traumatized by the removal process 

that they shut down their emotions. The long-term effects of leaving the children in a 

dangerous family, however, can be the creation of a generation of violent predators. 

Judges can order the removals and then have counselors monitor them, but this is 

hardly a great solution, since there simply may not be the money to pay for all of the 

counselors needed, and the counselors, having obtained their information from 

interviews and records such as those generated by a school system, are not in the best 

position to know what is actually going on with the removed child. I do not know 

whether there is much judges can do to oversee, much less remedy, this problem.  

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

The “school-to-prison pipeline” is the theory that harsh steps taken in the school system 

create rebellious students who go on to commit crimes and end up in prison. To be 

honest, I do not know enough about whether the schools in the City administer harsh 



punishments on a routine basis so as to create the pipeline.  

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? 

One of the long-term effects of evictions can be a rise in crime, by those who are 

supposed to be making payments to live in the quarters at issue but who lack the 

money, and by children in such families, who feel no security in their family because of 

evictions and so find alternative “families,” i.e. gangs, or who get involved with addictive 

drugs and then commit crimes while under their influence or to pay for them. As for 

what judges can do about this, they cannot order a landlord to allow a tenant to remain 

without paying rent. Indeed, as set forth in my answers to many of the other questions, 

above, there is much society can do, if we are committed to the effort and commit 

funds to support that effort, but judges cannot do much unless the programs or steps 

needed are put into place in the criminal justice system and in society at large. 

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 not support the policy under which court personnel could not contact ICE. ICE is 

a law enforcement institution. We as a society teach to report crimes to law 

enforcement. If court personnel have knowledge of a crime, whether it is the illegal 

possession of a firearm or the presence in court of a person not legally in the U.S., such 

personnel should report what he or she knows. I would support discouraging ICE arrests 



on court property without judicially signed warrants, but it is basic to the Fourth 

Amendment – on its own or as applied to the states through the Fourteenth 

Amendment – that contingent facts prohibiting law enforcement from obtaining a 

warrant to make an arrest or conduct a search allow law enforcement to proceed 

without such a warrant, assuming law enforcement has probable cause. Thus, if court 

personnel called ICE to report that someone for whom there was probable cause to 

believe was in this country illegally was in the Criminal Justice Center and the court 

personnel had no idea how long he or she would be there and where he or she would go 

after leaving, ICE would have to make the arrest without a warrant. 

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 cannot see what role immigration status should play in any matter before me. I would 

ignore it, as I would (and, on a personal level, do and have done my whole life) all of the 

other “factors” that prejudiced people use to discriminate against persons, e.g., race, 

gender, religion, sexual orientation, wealth, and all other labels with which we are, 

sadly, well too familiar. The role of the judiciary would be to ignore immigration status 

when considering the matter of that person, and I would do that were I to become a 

judge as I have done so far in my professional life, and in my life as a whole.  

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?  

I cannot see a way of using mitigation as a way of reducing harm, unless by “mitigation” 

you are including the alternatives to incarceration referred to above. If the trauma at 

issue played a role in leading the defendant to commit the crime, I would order therapy 

both as part of incarceration (if any) and probation. For those incarcerated, all guards 

should be trained not to inflame any trauma and convicts should regularly meet with 

counselors to discuss the issue, in the same way those overcoming drug addiction 

should as described above. Once again, I cannot promise that funding for this 

programming will be made available. 

I would consider alternatives to incarceration for women who have experienced trauma 

only where probation would not be out of line with the crime committed, e.g., no 

probation for first-degree murder, and an initial screening indicates that the woman in 

question is not a threat to others. I would substitute probation for incarceration with 

the counseling I have mentioned repeatedly.    

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? 

Children should be prosecuted as adults in some cases, but only in the very rare ones, 

and only when the defendant is close in age to being an adult. Those children should not 

be incarcerated in adult jails or prisons until they have reached the age of adulthood, as 

their youth makes them an easy target for abuse, recruitment into gangs and other bad 



outcomes by the adult prisoners. I believe that the long-term impact of incarcerating 

children with adults is trauma to the children, and so I would, as I have stated 

previously, not incarcerate those defendants in adult prisons until they have reached 

the age of adulthood. 

 


