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

Rule with: equality, integrity and respect. I will ensure equality for all who appear before my court.  

I represent regular people - consumers, railroad workers, indigent people - and I understand that 

everyone deserves equal treatment under the law, regardless of race, color, creed or socio-

economic status.  I will uphold the integrity of the Judicial System. Having worked in the Superior 

Court of Pennsylvania, under two judges, I have a strong appreciation and respect for the law. I 

will show respect for all regardless of circumstance.  I believe that all parties who appear before 

the Philadelphia Courts should be treated exactly as I would want my own family and friends to 

be treated - fairly and respectfully. 

 

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

I believe implicit bias exists in society, and the court and/or judges are not immune.  As a light-

skinned biracial college-educated heterosexual woman, I recognize the privilege I am bestowed, 

particularly in the context of race, sexuality and gender identity.  But I also know that my privilege 

has only been bestowed on me because of “luck,” and every day I think about how I get to enter a 

room, have a voice and be unencumbered by where I am because of those privileges.  I have a 

sense of recognition of those that have not been granted that privilege, and as a judge I will carry 

those lessons forward.  Many people, judges included, do not realize the privilege they possess, 

and I think speaking about it and bringing individuals to recognize their privilege is the best first 

step.  In that way, I think the best way to address implicit bias is through seminars, group sessions 

and speaking to people who can reveal that we all – unknowingly – have these biases. 

 

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

Philadelphia is fair? 

The very basic purpose of bail is to ensure that a defendant returns for future court appearances. It 

is a conditional release with the requirement that the individual return for all subsequent court 

hearings.  Money bail is conditioned on the individual paying a certain amount in order to be 

released.  Putting a price tag on the conditional release, obviously disenfranchises a specific group 

– the poor and financially insecure. I do not believe the system is fair in Philadelphia, because the 

poor and financially insecure are disproportionately the black, brown and immigrant communities.  

If such people can find a way to pay cash bail, they are likely not paying for something else – rent, 

food, car payment, daycare.  If they cannot pay, then they are stuck in jail and unable to go to their 

job, assist at home and do all the things required of them while they await the next court hearing 



which could be months away.  Moreover, they face the stigma of having been in prison when and 

if they return to the community. Moreover, people jailed before trial are more likely to plead guilty 

to move the needle forward, which obviously causes additional and long-term problems to the 

individual. Those that are privileged enough to be able to pay are obviously at a better advantage 

because they can return to their job, pay their bills and visit and communicate with their attorney 

and defend their case unencumbered by the prison schedule.   

 

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

I believe the purpose of incarceration, post-trial, should be viewed exclusively through the lens of 

rehabilitation and deterring of future offenses.  It is not just time away from society, but also to 

assure that that individual is getting the necessary treatment(s) and education so that he or she may 

re-enter society with the required tools to no re-offend.  I fundamentally disagree with the school 

of thought that incarceration is a means of exacting retribution on offenders and conflates such 

outcomes with securing justice for victims.  Seemingly, pre-trial incarceration is enacted with the 

purpose of (1) preventing a person absconding or (2) are for those that committed the most serious 

crimes or (3) violated the terms of the prior release. However, I personally believe there are a range 

of non-custodial means that would likely deter the first factor of absconding and would be far less 

intrusive: bail, confiscation of travel documents, reporting to police or other authorities, and 

submitting to electronic monitoring or curfews.  For those that have been alleged to have 

committed the most heinous crimes, I believe pre-trial incarceration is implemented for the safety 

of society as the individual has been found to be a real danger and may be at risk of committing 

more crimes. 

 



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

successful community re-entry?  

As a term of incarceration/sentence, I believe a judge should “sentence” the individual to seek out 

treatment while in prison.  Treatment would be based on the issues that surround how that 

individual came to be in the system – lack of education, lack of anger management, drug 

dependency, history of abuse. Moreover, I think that a judge’s orders for a term of prison should 

not be the final contact with the defendant.  Instead, a judge should have an open courtroom, and 

participate in rehabilitating those with a criminal record.  If there were more continuous updates 

from the prison, and/or immediately after the release from prison, then issues can be confronted 

before they become problems that lead to re-offending.   

 

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

District Attorney and the defense? 

Barring any blatant disregard for the law or the rights of the defendant, I generally think it is not 

appropriate to reject an agreement by defense.  But, examples that would raise a red flag that would 

make me reject an agreement would be where the defendant is not represented by counsel and he 

is representing him- or herself; even with representation the defendant’s guilty plea was not 

convincing or he/she was clearly confused by the plea; the sentence was considerably higher/lower 

than the outer bounds of the suggested sentence.    

 

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? 

Re-offending is the clear path for many of these people, even despite their best efforts.  The long 

term effect is more people in jail and a larger prison population.  No person is perfect, so any police 

stop could lead to a violation - a small accident, an incomplete stop at a stop sign, being late for 

curfew, not re-registering one’s new address.  When you have long probation tails you are 

effectively guaranteeing a re-sentencing.  Therefore, someone who receives such a sentence is 

effectively not encouraged to act within the confines of the law.   Moreover, because it is virtually 

impossible to not violate, no one would be motivated to follow the commandments of their 

probation when he/she will violate anyway.   

 

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? 

Technical violations can include failing to contact a probation officer, failing a drug test, not 

notifying probation about a move or a new job, failing or quitting counseling or failing to pay a 

fine.  Such things should not rise to a re-sentencing.  I would consider all factors and let the 

defendant explain why it happened.  Not every technical violation is a thumb at the nose of the 

system and it may have been unintentional.  Has he/she violated before and how many times?  How 

long has he/she been on probation with no issues?  Did he/she violate in order to do something 

else that would generally be beneficial to their rehabilitation?  I firmly believe there are other ways 

to recognize the error without incarceration.   

 

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 depends on the offenses – it depends on the terms of probation and it depends on the strength of 

the allegations that underlie the new charges. If a person was out on probation and one of the terms 

was not to commit a violent crime, associate with known offenders, or test positive for drugs, and 

the person did so - then a truncated hearing should take place to present the evidence.  Many 

situations are likely not going to be as clear cut.  In such less clear situations there should be a 

hearing, and at that hearing it is the responsibility of the judge to determine that the alleged 

violation is plainly a violation of the probationary terms.  Then that individual should be detained, 

remanded or extradited.  On the other hand, if the prosecution fails to meet its burden of proof to 

show that a violation of the probationary terms has occurred, then I believe the person should be 

released and answer the charged at a later date.  

 

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?  

I believe the judiciary can and should play a critical role in reducing harm to individuals touched 

by the opioid crisis. I believe judges in criminal courts should take every opportunity available to 

implement diversion programs in an effort to redirect individuals experiencing substance abuse 

disorders away from the criminal justice system and toward treatment programs at the earliest 

possible stage. This should include larger-scale administrative reforms such as the creation of drug 

courts and Veterans’ treatment courts. Additionally, I support evidence-based reforms such as the 

introduction of screening questions intended to identify individuals at a high risk for overdose 



death into criminal justice agency intake forms, and I will continue to advocate for progressive 

administrative policies based on ongoing research and evaluation undertaken by organizations like 

the National Center for State 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? 

The longterm effects of foster care have been heavily studied and they include: 1) abuse, neglect, 

and placement in foster care; 2) child's (dis)attachment to caregivers; and 3) the child's response 

to stress. If placed as a family judge, I would be cognizant of these issues and make sure that a 

removing a child and placing them into foster care is done as a last-case scenario.   

 

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

I see the school-to-prison pipeline at work in full force in Philadelphia, following a national trend 

of pushing children into the juvenile and criminal justice systems, thereby depriving them of a 

public education and reinforcing existing inequalities based on race, income, and other categories. 

I am opposed to measures that turn Philadelphia’s schools into extensions of the Pennsylvania 

penal system—methods of supervision and surveillance, from zero-tolerance policies to 

disciplinary alternative schools to school-based arrests, that actively work to funnel students into 

the criminal justice system.  I believe the district made a step in the right direction by shifting away 

from zero-tolerance policies with the adoption of the Philadelphia Police School Diversion 

Program in 2014, but there is still much work to be done. I believe the City should continue to 

invest in alternatives like accelerated high schools that serve as one of the few alternatives for 



students who have left conventional schools due to disciplinary actions.   

 

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? 

Evictions effect the economically insecure.   These are people that live paycheck-to-paycheck.  An 

eviction would likely send such people into an economic tailspin that they will not be able to climb 

out of.  Moreover, if they are on probation or parole, they may be confronted with the fact that 

they will not be able to avoid violating the terms and being sent back to jail.  Or such terms may 

affect the terms of custody with Department of Human Services, and may cause their children to 

be removed and put into foster care.  A judge should consider these very real factors when entering 

a judgment for the property owner.  When I provided pro bono services to the Residential Mortgage 

Foreclosure Diversion Program, the attorneys understood that the residents wanted to stay in their 

homes, but they needed assistance in how to do so.  The courts knew that Philadelphia was better 

off if it had more homeowners.  The people wanted to stay in their homes and the banks did not 

want to necessarily be burdened with taking ownership of the home.  Therefore, this program 

paired the banks, the residents and the pro bono attorneys together to figure out how to keep the 

people in their homes.  It meant extending deadlines, or making small adjustments in payments so 

that the residents could meet their goals.  For the same reason, such programs and considerations 

should be implemented in eviction proceedings as well.   

 

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? 



Yes.  First, the court personnel already have a job to do, and it is not to police for potential 

immigration violations.  Moreover, they are not trained in that regard, and it will be disruptive and 

ill-suited for the purpose of the court.  Additionally, if citizens believe that ICE may descend on 

the courtroom at any moment, the ability to have a judicial proceeding will come to an absolute 

halt.  Getting people to testify on their or others’ behalf is difficult as it is, but a threat of potential 

arrest pr deportation will be a thumb in the eye of the judicial process.   

 

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? 

My role, if I were to be elected as a judge, is to weigh the law and the facts and rule accordingly.  

It is to conduct the trial impartially, to make sure that courtroom procedures are followed and make 

sure that everyone that comes to court gets a fair trial.  My commitment to impartiality with regard 

to race, gender, sexual orientation, gender identity, nationality or socio-economic status extends 

wholeheartedly to immigration status as well.  I would ensure translators are present at the 

proceedings, and that they have been used prior to any proceeding to confirm that the individuals 

know their rights.   And I would not act in any way that would put a person at fear of their own 

safety because they wanted to rightly access the judicial system.   

 

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 find it difficult to answer this question; the fact pattern is unclear whether the 86% of the women 



who enter the courts are victims, perpetrators, or witnesses. The distinction matters to how I would 

answer the question.  Moreover, I am unsure what is meant by “reducing harm,” particularly in the 

context of the women being either victims, perpetrators or witnesses.  That being said, I recognize 

that prior physical and/or mental abuse and living with and around violence can cause individuals 

to suffer post-traumatic stress.  And those that have been abused often become the abusers.  

Ensuring that both the victims and the assailants receive the proper counseling is an integral part 

of stopping the cycle.  I would consider mental health treatment as a form of diversion for those 

whose crimes are demonstrated to have been influenced by mental health issues. I recognize that 

the Philadelphia District Attorney has implemented a Domestic Violence Diversion program, and 

I would ensure that all who qualify would employ that program.   

 

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? 

A human’s brain is not fully developed until 25.    However, the criminal justice system may deem 

a 16-year old as an adult based on the severity of his/her crime.    Pennsylvania law requires people 

who are accused of serious felony offenses like murder, robbery, and aggravated assault, and are at 

least 15 years old, be charged as adults if the case involves the use of a weapon.  The problem is 

that these individuals, as children, are often not mentally capable of considering such factors when 

committing a crime.  I saw my 16-year old neighbor, who had an otherwise clean life, fall in with 

the wrong crowd.  Last year he bought a gun illegally.  On the same day as the purchase he went 

with his friends to “flex” to a bully in the neighborhood.  He shot and killed the bully and his 



friend.  Now he is being tried as an adult, and if convicted his life will all but be written for him.  

We have all been sixteen and dumb – and for this boy, and many others (particularly black and 

brown boys), to pay with their life, is an unconscionable fate.  This has long standing effects on an 

already disadvantages black and brown community – not only are we sending the adults in these 

communities away for long jail sentences, but their young men and boys are not even given an 

opportunity to participate in society before being condemned for life.   


