
Judicial / Magisterial offices: 
I.      Privacy, openness, and accountability: Judicially, what tools are 
available to you to encourage a) greater openness in public information b) 
appropriate privacy of private information and c) professionalism and 
accountability of all city employees, most specifically police and 
emergency responders?  Since I have never held this or any 
public office, I would be inventing an answer other than 
to say that my tools would be: 23 years of keeping 
confidences and acting ethically as a lawyer. As 
a Magistrate, I would listen fairly to the facts and apply the 
laws that exist to preclude/deter/punish improper, unsafe, or 
unlawful activity by those paid to keep us safe. 

II.     Public-private partnerships: are there legal limits to a 
municipality or county's ability to sign away its public space via 
economic partnership agreements?  How does one balance the 
legitimate desire of groups to protest and / or inform the public, vs. 
the public (or an individual's) right to not be bothered / 
harassed?  Does it make sense to have a blanket ban on 
approaching people on the sidewalks in Schenley plaza, but not (e.g.) 
the sidewalks in the vicinity of certain medical providers?   The G-
20, Parking Authority Sale/Lease, and other issues 
concerned me in light of our 1st Amendment, our 
need to balance the budget to provide for an 
efficient court system, etc. If I were to be elected and 
take an oath to uphold the law/constitution, I 
would apply the law to the specific facts at issue 
to protect all our citizens while ensuring the 
enlightenment of the public.  However, I do not 
believe that Judges should be partisan or get 
involved in the legislative arena. 
 
III.     "Freedom from" vs. "freedom to": what legal issues do you 
expect to address in terms of Marcellus shale or other extractive 
industries?  Are certain of these conflicting freedoms / protections 
more nearly absolute than others?  I do not believe that the 
judiciary should be partisan or get involved in 
theoretical issues.  I would apply the law to the 



specific facts at issue in a given case and attempt to 
not rule based upon what its larger connotation 
might be.  While I might enjoy a cocktail party 
discussion of the "bigger picture," a Magistrate is 
limited to hearing cases and making decisions about 
only Landlord-Tenant matters, Housing Court cases, 
Criminal Preliminary Hearings, and Civil Disputes 
worth less than $12,000. 
 
IV.     Magistrates, common pleas judges and commonwealth court 
judges may all deal with family law issues.  Insofar as it applies to 
your office, please address any / all of the following:  a) What is your 
position on rights for minors with regard to issues like abuse, 
reproductive issues, and emancipation?  b) What are your views on 
the court precedent of preferentially awarding majority custody to the 
mother?  c) Do you feel step-parents should have any legal rights 
with regard to the step children they parent?  Does this apply equally 
regardless of the gender of either / both parents?   I reiterate 
that the judiciary should not be partisan or get 
involved in theoretical issues.  If I were to be 
elected, I would be sworn to apply the law to the 
specific facts of a given case and uphold the 
Constitution.  While I may enjoy theoretical 
discussions that remind me of good law school 
Socratic debates, a Magistrate has very limited 
jurisdiction -- which does not include any of the 
questions asked herein.  As someone who has 
practiced primarily in the Family/Juvenile Court 
Division for about two decades, I can say that I have 
represented clients with divergent views to each 
other and to my own preferences.  In every case, I 
tried to be a zealous advocate for my client to make 
sure no favoritism was shown toward any gender or 
race or sexual orientation, so that "what was in the 
best interest of the child at issue: was my foremost 
concern. 
 



V.      Since 2007, we have been asking candidates whether the "for 
profit" incarceration model suffers from an intrinsic conflict of 
interest.  (That is, the prison will do better, financially, by increasing 
sentence lengths and by increasing recidivism, rather than by 
rehabilitating inmates.)  Given the highly publicized kickback scandal 
involving for-profit youth prisons, we are instead stating that this is an 
actual, not a potential problem. What do you pledge to do about it, 
both in office if elected, and personally?  Also, are mandatory 
sentencing guidelines part of the solution, or part of the problem?    I 
am loathe to even form a committee to ask for 
contributions, because I do not ever want to risk any 
appearance of impropriety let alone ever do 
something unethical.  In light of that, I can guarantee 
that no one will ever get a light sentence due to any 
"kick-back."  I intend to use my Mediation skills and 
training to settle cases to prevent appeals causing 
any backlog.  I plan to use common sense and 
parenting experience to deter repeat offenses.  I 
favor any lawful scenarios that reduce crime, further 
rehabilitation, and lessen recidivism.   Mandatory 
Guidelines were an important creation to prohibit 
forum-shopping and pay-offs of judges, but they 
have become too inflexible in many situations.   
Guidelines are good starting points and should 
allow deviations if a Judge states his justifiable 
reasons on the record for doing so and states that 
no "conflict of interest" was a factor. 
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