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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 
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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? 

1) Preside with Equal Justice & Compassion. My primary goal is to operate a trauma-

informed and trained courtroom, in which all who come before the court are treated with 

dignity, equal justice and compassion.  

2) Eliminate/Reduce Inefficiencies. I would work within the system to reduce backlog and 

wait times. Since 2018, the FJD has closed 7 criminal courtrooms; according to court officials, 

this is due to increased efficiencies on the bench and a decrease in criminal filings during the 

first year of DA Krasner’s tenure. However, while there has been much progress in improving 

inefficiencies in criminal courtrooms, the same cannot be said for Family Court. There is 

currently an enormous backlog in Family Court. Philadelphians now have to wait up to a year to 

have a custody case heard before a judge. They may have to wait all day for a 10-minute 

                                                                                                                                                       
the outcome or impair the fairness of a matter pending or impending in any court.  

 



hearing, and often have to come back for a second day months later to complete the hearing. 

Toddlers may wait up to 2 hours for an uncontested 10-minute adoption hearing. This is 

unacceptable for Philadelphia’s families, and often causes people to have to choose between 

accessing rights in court and losing a job because they cannot get another day off of work. 

3) Make Family Court More Family-Friendly. People who enter the courthouse are not 

permitted to bring food or water, but are expected to wait all day in some cases. There is no 

designated breast-feeding area. There are no child-friendly spaces in waiting areas where 

children are expected to be present and wait for hours. The vast majority of people in Family 

Court are unrepresented, yet they have little or no information about what to expect or how to 

prepare for their court hearing.  Very simple changes could make this space more 

accommodating to the people the court is supposed to serve. 

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

be addressed?  

Absolutely. Implicit bias plays a role in every aspect of our society, and the courts are no 

exception. Every judge has an obligation to the public to be self-aware of implicit bias, but also 

to encourage and support staff in understanding and confronting implicit bias. I personally have 

participated in a Containing Legal Education Program offered by the Philadelphia Bar 

Association Diversity Committee “Implicit Bias: Identification & the Law” and I believe all judges 

and court staff should participate in this same training to gain a comprehensive understanding 

of implicit bias in the law and learn how to identify implicit bias both within themselves and in 

others. The training identified strategies and action plans to use in order to best address 

internal and external (e.g., in one's workplace or in social settings) implicit biases. Using these 



strategies, the training offered guidance regarding how to combat the influence of implicit bias 

on decision-making. This understanding is critical for judges who make decisions about 

important aspects of people’s lives.  

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

Philadelphia is fair? 

The purpose of bail is to ensure that a party shows up for future court proceedings and 

arguably, to protect the community. Logically, cash bail does little to ensure either. The bail 

system has changed in the past year, as the DA’s office no longer requests money bail for 

defendants charged with certain misdemeanors and nonviolent felonies (25 charges that 

included prostitution, intoxicated driving, and some burglaries). However, according to the First 

Judicial District, Philadelphia defendants’ court-appearance rate in 2018 was the highest it has 

been in a decade, nearly 97 percent in Common Pleas Court and 87.5 percent in Municipal 

Court. This demonstrates that even without the incentive of a bail refund, defendants 

continued showing up for court in about the same numbers, which should cause all of us to 

seriously consider whether bail is truly an effective tool for ensuring court appearances. In 

addition to being of questionable effectiveness, there are aspects of the bail system that are 

troubling. For example, studies show that bail decisions often reflect racial disparities. In 

addition, holding a defendant before trial who cannot make bail may provide a powerful 

coercive tool to force that defendant to enter into a plea bargain that they would not otherwise 

enter into. The criminal justice system should neither imprison Philadelphians for poverty, nor 

should it force poor defendants to make different choices than those with means. Disparate 

treatment of poorer defendants is unfair, undemocratic, and destructive to the families and 



communities to which those defendants belong.  

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

Pre-trial—The only legitimate reasons to incarcerate someone pre-trial are either (1) when 

there is a demonstrated danger to the community that no other set of conditions can assuage, 

or (2) there is such a demonstrated risk of flight that no other conditions could ensure a 

defendant’s appearance in court.  

Post-trial—When no other form of supervision can provide the deterrence and protection a 

community requires, a period of incarceration is necessary. Furthermore, when used as a 

rehabilitative tool, incarceration can theoretically provide an opportunity to acquire important 

life and job skills that will reduce recidivism. However, our current system of incarceration is 

not structured nor intended to provide effective rehabilitation to the vast majority of those it 

imprisons. 

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

support successful community re-entry?  

Judges must ensure that they and their staffs are knowledgeable about and willing to utilize all 

of the available re-entry resources, public and private, available in Philadelphia. Judges should 

also willingly assist researchers who are seeking to determine whether certain re-entry 

strategies are effective, and should educate themselves on re-entry programs in other 

jurisdictions that show promise in reducing recidivism and promoting the well-being of 

communities.  

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

the District Attorney and the defense? 



Generally, agreements between the District Attorney and the defense should be accepted by 

the Court. Under normal circumstances, Judges should defer to both counsel, whose individual 

understanding of the case would likely exceed the judge’s. In cases where there are concerns 

that the needs of the community had not been sufficiently addressed by an agreement, Judges 

should ask both counsel to address concerns, providing specific information to justify their 

positions.  In addition, judges may reject any agreement that had been made in violation of a 

statute, such as the Pennsylvania Crime Victims’ Bill of Rights. 

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? 

The long-term effect is more burden and cost to both the criminal justice system and the lives 

of individuals and families. The long-term effects include impeding reintegration into society by 

imposing heavy conditions, providing a fast track back to incarceration by setting probationers 

up to fail, and propagating poverty by the direct (e.g. reporting fees, transportation) and 

indirect (e.g. time away from work and family, work restrictions)  financial consequences of 

remaining on probation.  

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? 

It is rarely appropriate to incarcerate someone for technical violations of probation where no 



new crime is committed. The factors to consider would be danger to the probationer or 

demonstrated danger to the community at large. 

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 troubling when a probationer is accused of committing a new crime or is in technical 

violation in a way that presents a danger to himself or the community. Judges should personally 

review the new allegations and the strength of the evidence supporting them, with an eye 

towards fashioning conditions that would protect the community and the probationer from the 

burden of additional crimes or charges. Sometimes incarceration is necessary to provide those 

safeties, but it should always be a last resort and subject to frequent, thorough review. Judges 

should not subscribe to any automatic renewal of detainers or detainers at the discretion of 

other parties. 

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?  

For over a century, our society has viewed substance abuse and addiction as a moral failing, 

and has consequently treated those in active addiction with punitive, harsh measures.  The 

persistence of substance abuse as a destructive force in our city and across our nation 

demonstrates the futility of such an approach.  It is my strong belief that substance abuse 

generally, and the opioid crisis specifically, would be far better addressed from a public health 



perspective that seeks to mitigate immediate harms while helping victims of addiction find 

paths to recovery.  My courtroom staff and I will have access to accurate and current 

information about all social services available, including locations of safe injection sites, needle 

exchange and Narcan distribution sites as well as those for treatment and recovery.  As a judge, 

I will encourage individuals under my supervision to utilize all lawful harm reduction services, 

while also assisting those individuals to seek out solutions for long-term recovery.  I will do my 

best to be mindful of the role of substance abuse in individuals’ interactions with court systems, 

and I will always treat those in active addiction with compassion and dignity, and take a 

problem-solving approach to their issues, rather than relying on punitive measures that further 

traumatize individuals already in crisis.   

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? 

This is unacceptable and was one of my motivations for running for judge. First, once placed in 

foster care, a child is not guaranteed to be safe from abuse. Recent cases in Philadelphia have 

highlighted the sexual and physical abuse perpetrated in foster care or in group housing. 

Second, even when the removal of a child from an abusive situation is arguably warranted, it's 

important to note that this can add to a child’s trauma. When they are removed from their 

families, they are often separated from siblings, pets, friends and familiar surroundings. Third, 

the older a child is and the longer they are in foster care, the less likely they are to be adopted 

to have a permanent home. This means that many grown-up foster children end up homeless. 

The U.S. Department of HHS reports that half of former foster youth end up homeless within 



the first year of emancipation. For these reasons, the removal of a child from a parent must be 

legally justified and carefully considered. Judges should have cultural competency related to 

people in poverty. I began my career as a public interest attorney, representing the most 

vulnerable members of our society, facing domestic violence and child custody. Philadelphia 

also leads the country as the poorest metropolitan area of the country's biggest cities with 25.7 

percent living below the poverty line. It is critical judges are able to identify the difference 

between a lack of resources verses true abuse and neglect as defined by our laws. 

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

As a public school advocate, and as the parent of a child who attends a neighborhood 

Philadelphia public school, I have been acutely aware of this issue. The school-to-prison 

pipeline is the phenomenon through which increasingly harsh school disciplinary policies in our 

schools ultimately result in greater levels of incarceration in adult populations. The school-to-

prison pipeline is a particular threat to youth of color, LGBTQ youth, youth with disabilities, and 

those from impoverished backgrounds. Any child or youth whose behavior is viewed through 

the lens of implicit bias can be at risk of removal from the classroom, expulsion from school, or 

referral to the delinquency system for what is often objectively normal child or adolescent 

behavior. When students miss school for court appearances or because of suspensions and 

expulsions, their risk of dropping out before graduation and ending up in in the criminal justice 

system increases.  

In the 2016-2017 school year, according to the Pennsylvania Department of Education’s Office 

of Safe Schools, Philadelphia public schools reported that 2,655 out of 5,644 disciplinary 

incidents involved law enforcement and led to 337 arrests. Such arrests have been decreasing 



since the introduction of the Philadelphia School Police Diversion Program, but there is still 

more work to be done. Funding should be allocated towards providing more counselors and 

social workers to address the root causes of the behavioral issues, such as childhood trauma. 

Schools should utilize mediation and positive, rather than punitive, interventions for students 

who violate school rules. 

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? 

The long-term effects are a high cost not only to the evicted family, but to our City and society 

as a whole. Evictions cause significant disruption and displacement for families, leading to 

increased pressure on already thinly stretched social services and annually costing Philadelphia 

millions. A recent study by Stout Risius Ross, LLC, prepared for the Philadelphia Bar 

Association’s Civil Gideon and Access to Justice Task Force, determined that a high priority for 

our justice system should be working to ensure that tenants have representation. The disparity 

in representation between landlords and low-income unrepresented tenants often results in 

poorer outcomes for tenants than the law might otherwise require. Stout’s analysis finds that 

when tenants are unrepresented, they face case outcomes that can result in disruptive 

displacement 78 percent of the time. When they are represented, lawyers assist tenants in 

resolving the matter without this kind of disruptive displacement 95 percent of the time. 

Attorneys can negotiate no-money judgment terms, less back-rent owed, the avoidance of a 

formal eviction, and more time to vacate a residence and find suitable, stable housing. Stout’s 

report found that with an annual investment of approximately $3.5 million, Philadelphia could 



provide legal assistance to all tenants unable to afford representation, avoiding $45.2 million in 

costs to the City annually. Judges should work within the system to promote representation for 

tenants and implement the findings of this report. 

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? 

Absolutely. Judges cannot do their jobs, and our justice system cannot function effectively, 

if victims, defendants, witnesses, and family members do not feel secure in accessing the 

courthouse. Fear of ICE arrests affects survivors of domestic violence, parents seeking to 

protect their children from unsafe living conditions, and victims of human trafficking. ICE arrests 

on court property only impede the administration of justice. I have represented many non-

citizen clients in my practice, and being able to help them feel that they can safely access the 

courts is often critical to their representation. If they fear that they will face ICE at the 

courthouse, they will choose not to pursue their rights. 

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? 

Citizenship is not required to access our courts. In my 20-year legal career, I have represented 

many individuals who were not U.S. citizens. We must ensure that everyone who accesses our 

courts understands their proceedings and knows that they are entitled to free language 

interpreter services. This right should be more prominently displayed in our courthouses and 

court staff should be trained to identify when language services are needed. Court language 



interpretation services need to be more responsive and available, especially for less common 

languages. As an attorney representing a non-English speaking client, I have been frustrated 

with a lack of responsiveness from court interpreter services and failure to appear for pre-

arranged language interpretation services for a trial. This must be improved within our court 

system to ensure access to our courts and equal justice for all. 

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?  

Trauma should be a relevant mitigation factor in all cases, not just those involving women. I 

Many of the cases I have handled in my 20-year career are those cases where a party has 

experienced extreme trauma and loss- the death or major injury of a loved one, child abuse, 

intimate partner violence, the removal of a child from their care, eviction and homelessness. 

The recent attention to trauma-focused representation and judicial practice is important and 

necessary. Experiences commonly associated with abuse and neglect during childhood and 

often profoundly set back the mental and/or emotional state of a person and should be a 

mitigating factor in sentencing. Evidence demonstrates that people who are subjected to such 

trauma in their childhood years have an increased risk of engaging in harmful behavior 

themselves, including criminal activity. Clear criteria should be established to demarcate the 

scope and application of these experiences during childhood for sentencing purposes. Making 

childhood sexual and physical abuse a mitigating consideration may have the incidental benefit 

of reducing sentences especially for women of color from socio-economically deprived 



backgrounds. This would need to be implemented in a manner that does not compromise 

public safety and must be complemented by rehabilitative measures. 

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 personally do not believe children should be legally treated as adults. Juvenile courts were 

created because juveniles do not possess the cognitive development that adults have, would 

benefit more from rehabilitative services to prevent recidivism, and need more protections.  

Juveniles need additional resources to equip them for life success when they are released from 

juvenile facilities, rather than face the potentially devastating effects of being housed in adult 

prison systems. Juveniles prosecuted in juvenile court benefit from the unique services 

available to them, as juvenile institutions provide programs and resources specifically designed 

for juvenile development. Juveniles in adult court often do not have the opportunity to acquire 

critical skills, competencies, and experiences that are crucial to their success as adults and are 

exposed to adults who are convicted of crimes who then become their influences. 

In 2010, UCLA Law School’s Juvenile Justice Project reviewed the impact of juvenile cases 

prosecuted in adult court. The report, The Impact of Prosecuting Youth in the Criminal Justice 

System: A Review of the Literature, ultimately found that there has been little to no deterrent 

effect on juveniles prosecuted in adult court, and in many states, recidivism rates have actually 

increased. Thus, there appears to be little benefit, and potentially devastating consequences, 

for taking a position of regularly prosecuting juveniles in adult court. 



That having been said, judges are bound to follow the law - and the current law allows for 

juveniles to be prosecuted as adults under certain circumstances.  Given the likely damage to 

the juvenile involved, this option should be exercised only in rare cases where it is evident that 

supervision beyond age 21 would be absolutely necessary for public safety. 


