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Prepared By: Janine D. Momasso  Phone/Email: 215-317-9232/janineforjudge@momassolaw.com 

 

Campaign Manager: Bernard Lopez Phone/Email: 215-317-9232/blop21457@gmail.com 

 

Candidate Name: Janine D. Momasso   

 

Campaign Address: 9637 Bustleton Avenue, Phila, PA 19115 

 

Campaign Email: janineforjudge@momassolaw.com Campaign Website: janineforjudge.com 

 

 

I, Janine D. Momasso,  certify that the information provided on this questionnaire is accurate and the 

opinions stated here accurately reflect my own positions.  

 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

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?  

(In no particular order) 

• Judicial Temperament-being respectful in my tone and attitude towards litigants 

and attorneys. I believe my position as a judge is to be of service to the 

community. I have witnessed instances of bias coming from the bench, flippant 

remarks regarding peoples’ socio-economic class, and even condescending 

remarks regarding how many children a woman has and by how many men. I 

have watched litigants break down in tears from humiliation, and, lawyers too! It 

is hard to focus on the legal issue when one is being degraded by the person in a 

robe with a complex.   

• Equalizing access to Justice-There is a disparity in the treatment of people who 

must avail themselves to the judicial system. I believe some disparities are built 
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into the system, such as, harsher consequences of certain types of crimes that 

are statistically committed more frequently by a certain group of people.  Given 

the opportunity, I will use all means available to me to close the gap between 

the “haves and the have nots” in our Courts.  

• Judicial Economy-I am very concerned with the length of time it takes for cases 

to move through the courts. People get stuck with many continuances and new 

dates for various reasons. This requires taking time from work, arranging 

childcare, etc. Further, if someone is detained pending a proceeding, I am 

especially motivated to ensure the case is moving expeditiously.  

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

be addressed?  

• Implicit bias plays a role in life/society. I do not believe anyone is immune, but 

there are ways to minimize the affects. 

• Implicit bias training is one way to address this issue and that should be 

mandated by anyone who is attached to the court systems: attorneys, judges, 

probation officers, correction officers, etc. I know there was a program or grant 

actually doing that, not sure if that is still happening in Philadelphia. 

• Also, making sure judges and juries are diverse in race, class, and gender, etc. is 

another way to impact implicit bias.  

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 ensure defendants appear for their hearings. 
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• I am concerned with bail being meted out in a manner that disproportionately 

affects people who cannot afford to pay bail, which I presume would be 

minorities.  

• The problem with cash bail really falls under the equal access to justice idea I 

noted above: 2 people have been arrested for the same exact alleged crime. 

Both were given the same bail. One is out on bail, the other remains in custody. 

One person’s liberty is “purchased” because they had the means to do so. 

• Further, people also use the “public safety” argument, including myself, but that 

is actually faulty, once I really took further consideration into the purpose of bail. 

I realize: If it was a public safety issue, there would be NO bail option. You can’t 

say it is a public safety issue ONLY IF…they can’t afford bail??? Otherwise, if they 

pay, no one is concerned with public safety. It’s a disparity in treatment! 

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

• At the pre-trial level: it is actually really hard to justify to me because a person 

has a presumption of innocence, right???    

• Post-trial: Public safety and punishment. I have 2 kids…punishment is a real 

thing. If you are found guilty of something, you should not be free to roam the 

world with all the privileges of people who are NOT guilty of crimes. Further, 

there are victims to consider, they should have the opportunity to be made 

whole or feel safe. However, I am a believer of individualized sentencing. I wish 

sentencing reports occurred for every case. But it can be waived, it is not an 

option for misdemeanors, or there are sentencing guidelines in play that force 
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the hand of judges who have to use some chart to sentence people and not see 

the living and breathing person in front of them. This is ineffective--sentencing 

should be focused on rehabilitation when possible, not charts and guidelines.  

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

support successful community re-entry?  

•  Again, individualized sentencing which can include substance abuse programs, 

job training, parenting classes, etc.  

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 do not think it is ever appropriate.  

• The officers at the bar of the court are privy to discovery and investigations that a 

judge is not (and should not) be privy to. Therefore, as a judge, I would be compelled 

to presume the attorneys have a justifiable reason to present the agreement for 

approval, and would accept it. I have no independent resource or reason not to do 

so.  

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?  

• Long probations are a waste of money expended for the supervision, and it is overly 

burdensome to probation officers to actually be effective. So that is a waste of 
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money and resources. Further, I think it can be cumbersome for successful 

community re-entry.  If someone has to report 1-2 times a week for 5-10 years, it 

would be difficult to maintain decent employment. (Not to forget employment 

opportunities are already hampered by one’s criminal record.)  

• Statistics show if a person is going to violate parole, they are going to do it within 6 

months to a year of release. Use that as a guide for probation, and judges can have 

the independent right to do so. I did not know this until very recently, but defense 

attorney’s can file petitions to reduce or eliminate long probation tails and judges 

can choose to amend or terminate, based on their own criteria and can even 

approve petitions without a hearing. That is amazing, and I would 100% take 

advantage of this, especially since I would get to address judicial economy as well.  

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 do not think it is appropriate to incarcerate for technical violations, until, all 

other possible remedies are exhausted. Some people may not be a good fit for 

supervised released, but the Court should investigate first, not incarcerate. 

• For example, if someone is constantly missing appointments—find out the 

reason. Is it transportation issue, work-related, childcare related, etc.?  If there is 

an understandable underlying reason for missing appointments, let’s try to 

resolve that first. If someone is testing positive for drugs but not exhibiting 

criminal behavior (otherwise), let’s address the underlying issue there—are they 
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getting the support they need for substance abuse? If someone is not paying 

their restitution as ordered, is it because they had to pay necessities first and did 

not have money left? Further, if they are employed, being incarcerated is a sure 

way to exacerbate the situation. It is absolute lunacy to incarcerate someone, 

who is employed, for not paying their restitution as ordered.  

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? 

• Probation Dept has to lodge detainers, but due process must be expedient. 

People are languishing in jail waiting for their detainer to be reviewed. It is 

ridiculous. There was a program addressing this, getting judicial review quicker, 

but I am not sure if that is still going on.  

• No detainers should be lodged without judicial approval for technical violations. 

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?  

• Again, individual sentencing-look into these programs in the community of the 

person they are sentencing to see if they can support rehabilitation.  This allows the 

court to be innovative in supervising people, as it should be. There is no one-size-fits 

all when we are talking about human beings.  

11. According to the National Coalition for Child Protection Reform (NCCPR), Philadelphia 
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now leads the country in removing children and placing them in foster care. What do 

you see as the long-term effects of this? What can judges do about this? 

• Studies show that children who remain with their families, even dysfunctional ones, 

and get the bare minimum in court intervention and supervision fare better then 

children in placement. Overtime, children in placement are at higher risk for teen 

pregnancy and entering the juvenile justice system.  

• Children need to be removed sometimes, but the process to remove a child from 

their home should be an actual PROCESS.  Children are removed too quickly, without 

due process, and it seems the procedure for reunification with the family is actually 

far more harrowing than the initial removal. That is not fair. Children should be 

removed after a thorough investigation and after attempts for in-home services fail, 

when that is appropriate. Again, some children need to be placed, but it is overused. 

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

• The pipeline is lack of funding in education equals higher tendency to end up 

incarcerated.  

• Moreover, I believe the massive shift in how children are disciplined in school plays a 

huge role. In the poorest and “roughest” neighborhoods, there are metal detectors 

and school police. Fine. But now, if someone gets into a fight, the police are called 

too.  Therefore, there is a companion criminal case for this school fight, and that is 

not something that would have happened…20 years ago. Maybe even less than that. 

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 long-term 
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effects of this? What can judges do about this? 

• This is a municipal court issue of which I am not a candidate and have no 

opportunity to do anything about this.  However, my ideology is to make sure any 

landlords are following the letter of the law, to a “T”, because they presumably have 

the resources to do so. I would make sure there are no violations of tenant’s rights, 

and I would make sure, to the extent I am able, that tenants are aware of any 

programs, organization and information in general regarding their rights.  

• Poor black women/children are the hit the hardest with evictions and the long-term 

effects include disruption of school attendance, loss of possessions, and a court 

docket which states you were evicted. That must certainly impact securing housing 

in the future. 

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 that policy and add the but probation department as well. 

• Generally, I support following the law, and I thought Philadelphia was a sanctuary 

city.  That being said: I support everyone “staying in their lane”. USCIS is a federal 

agency enforcing federal laws as far as I am concerned. I do not understand why a 

City employee should insert themselves on an immigration issue.  

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? 
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• It is important for defendants to consult with their attorneys and community to 

properly assist in their defense. If they are sent to York on an ICE detainer while their 

local case is pending, they cannot properly assist. Therefore, I would mandate the 

defendant remanded to county detention until the Philadelphia case is concluded, 

then they can be turned over to ICE. 

• In family court, I would avoid the topic of anyone’s immigration status entirely, 

because as a state level judge, it has nothing to do with the case I am presiding over. 

I also do not think I have the right to inquire about anyone’s status.  

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 have to point to the individualized sentencing as I already discussed. I would take 

trauma and any significant mitigation factor into consideration, and not aggravate 

their trauma.  My goal is to apply the law in a way that is least disruptive to the 

defendant’s overall success which therefore contributes to the success of everyone: 

their family, the community and society.  

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 

• I am aware of studies (and I also have common sense) which show minors do not 

have the mental capacity to appreciate the gravity of their actions due to the brain 
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being under-developed. I would use all available opportunities to make sure they 

have a chance to be better and make better choices in the future. Examples are: 

o I am inclined to keep juveniles in the juvenile system and not charge as 

adults. For the most severe cases, I would explore splitting jurisdiction-

secured placement until 21 and then supervised release. The purpose would 

be hyper-focused on rehabilitation if the juvenile system can accommodate 

them. I do not believe that is effective for a child in the adult system. Further, 

if a child is detained in the juvenile wing of an adult prison, it just sounds like 

secure placement to me anyway. Except, the child does not have the 

environment and chaos of dealing with the adult system.  

 

**Overall statement to the above issues raised: A person is not defined but what they have 

done, and everyone should be given the opportunity to do better. I am a firm believer that one 

should not hold people responsible for actions they took when they did not know better. I give 

myself permission to forgive myself once I “knew better and therefore, did better” in life. I 

would absolutely give anyone who enters my courtroom the same courtesy to the extent I am 

able.  

 


