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May 15, 2020 

 

Dear Mayor Kepley, City Commissioners, and Citizens of Kentwood,  

 

 The 62-B District Court is pleased to present this annual report describing the activities of the judicial 
branch in 2019. We hope that this informs you of the value of the court and the hard work by its employees who 
continue to provide excellent customer service. In a survey taken in 2018, 93% of the people strong agreed or 
agreed that they were treated with courtesy and respect by the court staff and 86% % of the people strong agreed 
or agreed that they were treated with courtesy and respect by the judge or magistrate and 81% of the people 
strongly agreed that their case was handled fairly.  
 

 It has been my honor and privilege to serve as the 62-B District Court judge in the city of Kentwood for 
the last 41 years. Over the years, I have been active in judicial associations and education programs statewide and 
nationwide. These activities have enriched my career and have given me ideas to lead this court. This year, the 
citizens of Kentwood will choose my successor.  
 

 In 2019, we started 12,168 cases, a decrease of 968 (7.4%) cases from 2018. The court started 4,468 traf-
fic tickets, a decrease of 659 tickets from 2018. Not counting traffic tickets and parking tickets, the court started 
6,079 cases last year, the lowest number in several years. Over the last eight years that number varied between 
6,299 in 2015 to 6,694 in 2012. We turned over to the City of Kentwood $1,343,676.27 in revenue in FY  2018-
19. In 2019, we disposed of 1,422 cases in the courtroom which was 17% fewer than in 2018. Of those cases, 
98.6% were concluded within 18 weeks of arraignment. 
 

 To date, 139 people have successfully completed the 62-B Regional Sobriety Court. The recidivism rate 
for the graduates is very low which is a great tribute to the program and to the case manager.  
 

 We had hoped to implement a paperless court this year, but we are still waiting for the state to finish 
testing the solution in the pilot courts before it is rolled out statewide. We hope that we will be able to implement 
a paperless court next year. In the meantime, because of the COVID-19 pandemic, the 62-B District Court has 
created a Virtual Court on Zoom with a live stream on YouTube.  

 

 We appreciate the financial support of the City of Kentwood as we continue to meet the needs of our 
community and the challenges before the court. 
 

      Very truly yours, 
       

William G. Kelly 

      William G. Kelly 

          District Judge   



3 

MISSION STATEMENT  
  

The 62-B District Court will strive to earn the public’s trust and confidence by 

serving the community with the highest standards of justice.  

The court will do this by: 

• Providing a fair and just forum for the resolution of civil and criminal 
disputes;  

 
• Providing these services in a professional, timely, and efficient manner 

with respect and courtesy; 
  
• Educating and providing these services in an  understandable and  
 user-friendly fashion; 
 

• Being accountable for the resources invested in the court and 
 

• Recognizing the changing needs of the judicial system and the people it 
serves.  

Judge Kelly’s Platform - 1978 

• Fair Justice for All 

• Making courts accessible to the public, witnesses, parties to law 

suits and jurors through proper scheduling.   

• Saturday court session for convenience of public and to set bonds. 

• Counseling youth in high schools to prevent problems.  

• Using alternative and creative methods in serving justice. 

• A firm approach toward sentencing those who have demonstrated 

     an unwillingness to abide by society’s standards.     
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TRENDS & COMPARISONS  
 

FIVE YEAR TRENDS 

In 2019, the 62-B District Court had 989 fewer non-parking case filings than in 2018, (a 

decrease of 9.3 %). As you see from the chart below, six of the eleven case types, OUIL 

misdemeanors, Misdemeanors, Traffic Misdemeanors, Civil Infractions, Small Claims, and 

Summary Proceedings decreased from 2018 to 2019.  Felonies and General Civil cases  

increased from 2018 to 2019. 

 

The  Court’s five year trend shows an overall decrease of 2,193 cases, (21%). The decrease 

is attributed to receiving 1,973 (44%) fewer traffic civil infractions, and 377 (40%) fewer  

misdemeanors compared to 2015. 

 

Traffic civil infractions and parking tickets take little judicial or clerical time compared to 

other case types but are the primary sources of revenue for  the Court. The five year trend in 

decreasing revenue directly reflects the decrease in traffic civil infractions.  

  2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 

Felonies 299 320 294 323 332 

OUIL Felonies 21 4 8 11  13 

OUIL Misdemeanors 131 94 108 122  92 

Non-Traffic Civil  

Infractions 

129 142 148 73  97 

Criminal Misdemeanors 950 911 777 684 573 

Traffic Misdemeanors 1,507 1,518 1,572 1,622     1,425 

Traffic Civil Infractions 6,441 5,302 4,942 5,127     4,468 

General Civil 1,211 1,302 1,322 1,479     1,574 

Small Claims 342 360 315 293        258 

Summary Proceedings 1,709 1,801 1,880 1,813     1,715 

Parking 1,649 1,891 1,828 1,600     1,621 

Totals including parking 14,389 13,645 13,194 13,136   12,168 

Totals minus Parking 12,740 11,754 11,366 11,536   10,547 

Total minus parking and 

Traffic Civil Infractions 
6,299 6,452 6,424 6,409     6,079 
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JUDICIAL STATEWIDE 
COMPARISON  

 
 

In 2019, the 62-B District Court adjudicated multiple types of cases that required different 

types of judicial involvement.   

Ten years ago, there were 258 District Court judges. Some of these judgeships have been 

eliminated and district court cases in those courts have been assigned to the Probate Court 

judge in the county. Today, there are 235 District Judges and a number of Probate Judges 

are assigned to preside over district court cases. Some district court judges have been as-

signed to preside over Circuit Court and Probate Court cases.  

For purposes of comparison, we have divided the Statewide District Court caseload by 235. 

 

First Term 1979 –1984  
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JUDICIAL STATEWIDE CASELOAD 
COMPARISON  

 
Some cases take more time than others. In 2018, all judges kept track of their time  

adjudication of different types of cases. As a result of this survey, the State Court  

Administrator’s Office (SCAO) adjusted the weights assigned to each type of case. For  

example, a felony case is given about 51 times more weight than a traffic civil infraction be-

cause a felony case takes much more judicial time than a traffic civil infraction. Parking tickets 

are not included because they take very little judicial time.  

 

Over the past three years, the weighted caseload for the 62B District Court judge is about 15% 

more than the average judge without taking into account the Sobriety Court. The State Court 

Administrative Office (SCAO) reported that the 62-B District Court has a judicial  officer need 

of 1.32. We have not added the Sobriety Court numbers in because we don’t know what the 

average judge’s caseload for a problem-solving court is. Some judges have a problem-solving 

docket but many do not. Last year, we started 53 new sobriety court cases which would have 

increased our weighted caseload by 2,438 points. 

Weighted Caseload 2019 

1979-Moved court from 1723 44th St to 4900 Breton 

 
Court FY Non 

Traf 
FY Pleas FY OUIL CI Non 

Traf 
FY and 
Misd 
Traf 

CI 
Traffic 

Crim 
Misd 

Misd 
OUIL 

GC Sob 

Court 

SC LL-T Parking Total 

Weights1 
51.0 9.0 29.0 4.0 9.0 1.0 34.0 50.0 11.0 278.0 13.0 7.0 0.0   

62B 332   13 97 1,425 4,468 573 92 1,574   258 1,715 1,621 12,168 

62B 
Weighte
d 

16,932   377 388 12,825 4,468 19,482 4,600 17,314 0 3,354 12,005 0 91,745 

State 
Totals 

67,958   3,972 68,126 265,805 1,173,62
5 

  

131,355 27,660 327,679   44,052 196,645 361,912 2,668,78
9 

  

State 
Ave2 289 0 17 290 1,131 4,994 559 118 1,394   187 837 1,540 11,357 

State 
Ave 
Weighte
d 

14,748   490 1,160 10,180 4,994 19,005 5,885 15,338   2,437 5,858 0 80,094 

                            114.55% 

  

#_ftn1#_ftn1
#_ftn2#_ftn2
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JUDICIAL STATEWIDE CASELOAD 
COMPARISON  

 
Weighted Caseload 2018 

 Felony Felony 

Plea 

Criminal 

Misd. 

Non-

Traffic 

Civil 

Infrac-

tions 

Traffic 

Misd. 

Traffic Civil 

Infractions 

OWI OWI 

Felony 

Sobriety 

Ct 

Civil Small 

Claims 

Summary Pro-

ceedings 

Total 

Weight 46.0 9.0 30.4 4.0 9.0 1.3 47.5 34.1 70.0 9.0 12.0 6.0  

62B cases 323  684 73 1,622 5,127 111 11  1,479 293 1,813 11,536 

62B 

weights 
14,858 0 20,794 293 14,598 6,716 5,273 375 0 13,311 3,516 10,878 90,611 

State totals 70,224  174,549 64,413 278,897 1,226,679 28,199 3,905  265,192 45,707 193,119 2,350,884 

State/235 299 0 743 274 1,187 5,220 120 17 0 1,128 194 822 10,004 

State avg 

weights 
13,746 0 22,580 1,099 10,681 6,838 5,700 567 0 10,156 2,334 4,931 78,632 

             115.23% 

 
Felony Felony 

Plea 

Criminal 

Misd. 

Non-

Traffic 

Civil 

Infrac-

tions 

Traffic  

Misd 

Traffic Civil  

Infractions 

OWI OWI  

Felony 

Sobriety 

Ct 

Civil Small 

Claims 

Summary 

Proceedings 

Total 

Weight 46.0 9.0 30.4 4.0 9.0 1.3 47.5 34.1 70.0 9.0 12.0 6.0  

62B cases  294  777 148 1,572 4,942 108 8  1,322 315 1,880 11,366 

62B weights  13,524 0 23,621 593 14,148 6,474 5,130 273 0 11,898 3,780 11,280 90,721 

State totals  70,224  175,549 64,413 278,897 1,226,697 28,199 3,905  265,19

2 

45,707 193,119 2,351,90

2 

State /235 299 0 747 274 1,187 5,220 120 17 0 1,128 194 822 10,008 

State avg 

weights 

13,746 0 22,709 1,099 10,681 6,838 5,700 567 0 10,156 2,334 4,931 78,761 

             115.19% 

Weighted Caseload 2017 

1982-Became active in Michigan District Judges Association 
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CRIMINAL CASES  

2015 TO 2019 

 

 
 

A felony is a serious crime punishable by more than one year in prison.   

Felonies begin their way through the justice system in the District Court with the signing of a  

complaint, an arraignment, a probable cause conference, and a preliminary examination.  The  

preliminary examination establishes probable cause that a felony was committed and that the  

defendant committed the offense.  Most defendants waive the preliminary examination  

because the defendant and prosecution agree on a plea offer.  

 

Felony cases amount for 3% of the Court’s caseload and require approximately 10% of the 

criminal clerks’ time in preparing and processing the cases.  

Felony cases do not remain at the district court unless they are reduced to a misdemeanor  

offense that is punishable by not more than one year in jail. In 2019,  felony-reduced-to-

misdemeanor cases resulted in $39,515.75 in fines, costs, and fees collected. Felony cases 

that are sent to Circuit Court for  disposition result in minimal revenue to the City because 

any fines and costs are assessed and collected by the Circuit Court.  

Felonies 

1983-1984 Founding President, Catholic Lawyers Association  

of West Michigan 
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DRUNK DRIVING 

 
 

Drunk driving is driving a vehicle with a blood alcohol content (BAC) more than 0.08% or 
more, or while operating a motor vehicle under the influence of alcohol or drugs (OWI). 

Most of the people convicted of misdemeanor drunk driving in the 62-B District Court are 

placed on probation, with a requirement to obtain counseling and to abstain from alcohol 
and drugs.  The 62-B District Court also houses the Regional Sobriety Court.  

A third drunk driving in a lifetime is charged as a felony.  

Drunk driving cases are 1% of the Court’s current caseload that require 10% of the criminal 
clerks’ time. The current drunk driving caseload has resulted in $101,284.34 in fines, costs, 
and fees collected.  

Drunk Driving 

1984-Served as Chairman of the Rules Committee  

which reviewed a revision of all the Court Rules 
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MISDEMEANORS 

 
 

A misdemeanor is a crime punishable with up to one year in jail.   

The number of criminal and traffic misdemeanor cases decreased in 2019. Part of the  
decrease is due to the legalization of recreational marijuana and the decrease in driving 

while license suspended (DWLS) cases due to the repeal of the Driver Responsibility Fee.    
 
Misdemeanor cases are 18% of the Court’s current caseload that requires 80% of the  

criminal clerks’ time.  The current misdemeanor caseload has resulted in $221,533.26  
collected in fines, costs, and fees.  

Misdemeanors 

Second Term 1985-1990 

1985-2019 Faculty member, Michigan Judicial Institute 
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CIVIL INFRACTIONS  

2015 TO 2019 
 NON-TRAFFIC CIVIL INFRACTIONS 

 

Non-traffic civil infractions are violations of State laws or City ordinances. Some common  

non-traffic civil infractions are building code violations and zoning violations.  

Most of the non-traffic civil infractions written by the City inspectors are paid in the  

Treasurer’s Office.  If the matter is contested, the civil infraction is sent to the court.  

 

The advantage of using a civil infraction is that the burden of proof at the hearing is by a  

preponderance of the evidence and there is no right to a trial by jury because the defendant 

cannot be sentenced to jail.  

Non-Traffic civil infractions are .6% of the Court’s current caseload and require 5% of one 

clerk’s time. The current caseload has resulted in $8,870.00 collected in fines, costs, and 
fees.  

1989-Became president of the Michigan District Judges Association 
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TRAFFIC CIVIL INFRACTIONS 
 

Traffic tickets are issued primarily to enforce traffic laws to keep the community safe.  

Traffic civil infractions have been decreasing over the past few years.  In 2019, the  

Magistrates conducted 56 informal hearings and answered 25 letters of explanation.  

The Court utilizes an e-citation system from IyeTek that saves time and reduces errors. The 

system improves service by promptly loading new traffic related cases the next business 

day, reducing the need for manual entry.  

People can pay their tickets on our website, over the phone using the Court’s Point N Pay 

system, by mail, by drop box, or by contacting the Court directly. The Judicial Management 

System (JMS) electronically communicates with the Secretary of State to report traffic civil 

infraction adjudications.  

 

Traffic civil infractions  are 39% of the Court’s current caseload that requires 5% of one 
clerk’s time.  The current caseload has resulted in $633,207.93 collected in fines, costs, and 

fees.  

 
Traffic Civil Infractions 

1984-Became active with the National Conference of Special Court Judges 

(NCSCJ) of the ABA 
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PARKING VIOLATIONS 
 

Police officers and volunteers for the Kentwood Police Department write parking tickets for 

many types of violations, such as handicapped parking, fire lane and snow parking  

violations.  

The City has established a bureau of volunteers to patrol the City for handicapped parking  

violations. The trained volunteers have authority to issue tickets to anyone parked illegally 

or fraudulently.  All parking ticket violations are manually entered into the Court’s case 

management system.  

 

Those who receive a parking ticket may write a letter of explanation to the Magistrate or 

request a hearing. Therefore, these tickets require some judicial involvement, as well as 

work by the Court staff to collect the fines.  

Parking 

1985-1988 Served as Chairman of the Modern Technology  in the Courts, 

National Conference of Special Courts, ABA 
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CIVIL CASES 
 

GENERAL CIVIL CASES 

  

In 2019, we started 1,574 general civil cases, an increase of  95 cases (6%) from 2018. The Court 

has jurisdiction for general civil cases for amounts up to $25,000 in damages. Many of the Court’s 

cases involved unpaid credit-card debt.  

Michigan Supreme Court’s standards state that 98% of general civil cases are to be disposed of  

within 18 months. As of January 31, 2020 we only had 9 cases that had been pending more than 9 

months.  In 2019, none of these cases took more than 18 months.  

In 2019, we held 112 pretrial conferences. If the case is not settled at the pretrial conference then the 

matter is scheduled for trial about three months after the pretrial date. We email the pretrial summary 

and notices to the attorneys who appear by telephone.  

General Civil cases are 11% of the Court’s current caseload that requires 90% of the General Civil 
clerk’s time.   

Civil Case Filings 
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SMALL CLAIMS 
 

The District Court has jurisdiction over all Small Claims cases with damages up to $6,000.  
Attorneys are not allowed to represent anyone in Small Claims court and there are no jury  

trials.    

In 2019, we started 258 small claims cases. The Court tried 39 small claims trials in 2019. 

Attorney Magistrate Brinks hears the small claims trials. The parties can appeal her decision 

and have a new trial in front of the Judge, who heard 6 appeals in 2019.  

On small claims cases hearing days, the Dispute Resolution Center is available to mediate 

with the parties, and many cases have been successfully mediated. Almost half of the cases 

that attempted mediation resolved their dispute and entered an agreement to dismiss the 

claim. 

Small Claims  

 

Third Term 1991 –1996  
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SUMMARY PROCEEDINGS 
 

The District Court has jurisdiction over summary proceedings for evictions in landlord tenant, 

land contract forfeitures, and evictions after the redemption period has ended after a mortgage 

foreclosure.  

 

In 2019, we started 1,715 summary proceedings that are mostly landlord-tenant matters. The 

Court sets a hearing approximately 7 to 10 days after the case is filed. The tenant is allowed 10 

days from the judgment date to pay the rent or move.  

In order to prevent judgments against tenants and reduce homelessness, the Court has an  

Eviction Diversion Program. On the days we hear the majority of our landlord-tenant cases,  

representatives from the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) and the Salvation 

Army are at the Court to screen individuals for eligibility for assistance. As a result of our  

Eviction Diversion Program, Kentwood tenants and landlords receive more emergency aid than 

they would if they worked only with their case managers at DHHS.  This program helps  

stabilize our community.  

Summary Proceedings 

1992-1993 Served as Chair of the National Conference  

of Special Court Judges 
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CIVIL FEES & GARNISHMENTS  

 
 

2019 Civil Filings & Fees 

General Civil New Filings 1,574 

Small Claims New Filings 258 

Summary Proceedings New Filings 1,715 

TOTAL NEW FILINGS 3,547 

TOTAL FEES TO KENTWOOD $130,992.00 

TOTAL FEES TO MICHIGAN $110,988.00 

Garnishments 
In 2015, the law was changed to make wage garnishments last until the judgment is paid in 

full or until the Court orders otherwise. This resulted in a decrease of the number of  

garnishments and the revenue from them. 
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CASEFLOW MANAGEMENT 

 
 Civil Proceedings 

 

In 2014, the Michigan Supreme Court provided time standards for case processing as goals 

for administration of Court caseloads. The time standards for District Courts vary by case 

type.  

 

General Civil 

The time standards provide that 90% of general civil cases should be adjudicated within 455 

days from the date of case filing if there is no jury demand. The 62-B District Court is  

meeting and exceeding the time standard set by the Michigan Supreme Court.  

Small Claims and Landlord Tenant Caseflow 

The time standards provide that 95% of small claims, landlord-tenant, and land contract cases 

should be adjudicated within 63 days from the date of case filing if there is no jury demand. 

The other 2% were delayed due to lack of service or adjourned to allow the defendant time to 

pay.  

From Filing State Standard 62-B Performance 

Within 273 days 90% 95% 

Within 455 days 98% 100% 

From Filing State Standard 62-B Performance 

Within 63 days 95% 98% 

1991-Served as Chair of Judicial Conference, State Bar of Michigan 
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CRIMINAL CASEFLOW 
 

 

The time standards provide that 95% of criminal cases should be adjudicated within 126 days from the 

date of arraignment. The 62-B District Court adjudicated 97.5% of the criminal caseload within 126 

days. The other 2.5% were delayed due to waiting for lab results, adjournments, attorney schedule, and 

allowing additional time to clear driver’s license.  

From Filing State Standard 62-B Performance 

Within 63 days 85% 87% 

Within 126 days 95% 97.5% 

 

Served as a member of the Board of Directors of the National Center for State Courts 

1994-2000 
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PROBATION 
 

 

             

             
   

The Kentwood Probation Department supervises and rehabilitates misdemeanor offenders in the 

community.  In addition, the  Probation Department prepares Pre-Sentence Investigation Reports 

(background investigations) for the court.  

The court and probation department believe every person can be a better person and improve their 

lot in life. The only requirement is the true desire to make it happen. To that end, the Probation  

Department connects probationers to community resources in Kentwood and in the greater Grand 

Rapids area.  

In 2018, the Michigan Regulation and Taxation of Marihuana Act (Proposal 1) was passed by the 

voters of the State of Michigan on November 6, 2018. The Act legalizes, regulates, and taxes ma-

rijuana for adults aged 21 and older. In 2019, there was a decrease in marijuana cases filed with 

the court and we anticipate continual decreases in the future.   

 

Fourth Term 1997-2002 
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PROBATION CASES BY TYPE 

 
 

 

             

             
   

Last year, the Probation department started 683 new cases.  Approximately, 140 cases (20%) of the 

probationers placed on probation were convicted of retail fraud, and 178 cases (26%) were  

convicted of driving while license suspended (DWLS). There are fewer people driving on a  

suspended license because the Driver Responsibility Fee was repealed by the state. The Court has 

ordered these defendants to clear up their license.  We find that many people convicted of DWLS 

have other serious problems, such as substance abuse and lack of employment.  

Case Type 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 

Alcohol Related 16 8 6 4 9 

A&B and Domestic 141 136 107 100 91 

Drug Related 226 191 165 128 32 

Drunk Driving 79 78 72 78 85 

DWLS 235 187 212 192 178 

Retail Fraud 301 262 159 138 140 

Other 125 113 117 125 118 

TOTALS 1123 975 838 765 683 

      

2000-2002 Supervised design of 62-B Courthouse, 4740 Walma 

KENTWOOD JUSTICE CENTER
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DRUG & ALCOHOL TESTS 

 
 

 

The probation department conducted 1,702 drug and alcohol tests to enforce the Court’s orders for 

probationers to abstain from alcohol and drugs. These included 275 marijuana tests (16%), 274  

cocaine tests (16%), 701 alcohol tests (41%), 227 methamphetamine tests (13%), and 225 opiate 

tests (13%) . There were 34 positive (12.4%) for marijuana, 21 positive (7.7%) for cocaine, 53  

positive (7.6%) for alcohol, 6 positive (2.7%) tests for methamphetamine, and 12 positive (5.6%) 

tests for opiates.  Overall, 126 tests were positive for drugs or alcohol, about 7.4% of all the tests. 

The drug test room that was built in the Probation Department has facilitated the drug tests  

immensely.  

Tests 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 

Positive Marijuana 98 293 150 121 34 

Negative Marijuana 268 286 614 421 241 

Marijuana Totals 366 579 764 542 275 

Positive Cocaine 22 26 27 35 21 

Negative Cocaine 344 653 725 479 253 

Cocaine Totals 366 679 752 523 274 

Positive Alcohol 14 18 24 27 53 

Negative Alcohol 210 395 333 327 648 

Alcohol Totals 224 413 357 354 701 

Positive Meth amp. 1 15 19 12 6 

Negative Meth amp. 187 406 483 306 221 

Meth amp. Totals 188 421 502 318 227 

Positive Opiate 24 16 23 17 12 

Negative Opiate 164 405 474 286 213 

Opiate Totals 188 421 497 303 225 

TOTAL TESTS 1332 2513 2872 2040 1702 

Percentage Tested  12% 15% 9% 10% 7.4% 
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Our Regional Sobriety Court supervises participants who have been convicted of drunk driving 

twice or more and are high-risk of repeat behavior and have significant needs for recovery.  

 

Last year, the Sobriety Court started 53 new cases. There were 36 additional clients admitted 

through 2019 for a total of 89 clients serviced. In 2019, 34 participants successfully completed 

the  program and 3 participants were terminated from the program ( 2 for new drunk  

driving charges while in the program and 1 for non-compliance). 

 

In 2019, 31% of participants were female and 69% participants were male.  

 

Participants come from the 62-B District Court and the 17th Circuit Court.  They also come 

from the district courts in Grandville, Walker, Wyoming, and Kent County. We supervise  

people who live in Kent County and were convicted outside the county.  

 

In 2019, percentage of cases originated from the following courts: 

 

• 63rd District Court (Kent County)    40% 

• 59th District Court (Grandville-Walker)      4% 

• 62A District Court (Wyoming)     12% 

• 57th District Court (Allegan County)      6% 

• 58th District Court (Ottawa County)      8% 

• 62B District Court (Kentwood)     12% 

• Other District Courts throughout the state 

      (Livingston, Washtenaw, and Ingham)      3% 

• 17th Circuit Court (Kent County)       4% 

• Other county courts      11% 

     (Newaygo, Allegan, Muskegon, Barry, Kalamazoo, Ottawa, and Berrien) 

  

We had the honor of Chief Justice Bridget McCormack from the Michigan Supreme 

Court attending a sobriety court session.  

 

 

SOBRIETY COURT 

 
 

 

1995-2000 Served as member of the Board of Directors  

of the National Center for State Courts  
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SOBRIETY COURT 

 
 Drug and Alcohol Testing 

In 2019, 52,454 drug tests were conducted by urine, saliva, breath (portable devices and interlock 

tests), or sweat (tether). 

16,849 were only tested for alcohol (urine, breath, sweat) 

102 tests were positive for alcohol 

42 tests were positive for substances, non-prescribed, (benzodiazepines, cocaine,  

fentanyl, and marijuana) 

185 tests were positive for prescription substances (benzodiazepines, barbiturates,  

opiates, and amphetamines) 

Sobriety Court has proven to reduce repeat offenses significantly, which means safer roads for our 

community. Currently, about 59 people are participating in Sobriety Court. 

 

Number of terminations through December 31, 2019: 8%  

• 6 participants for non-compliance. 

• 4 participants for new charge arrest while in program. 

 

In our Regional Sobriety Court, only 4% of those who graduated successfully prior to December 
31, 2019 have been arrested for any new offense since discharge. Only 3% of those who  
graduated successfully prior to December 31, 2019 have been arrested for a new drunk driving 
charge since discharge. 
 
Statewide, 6% of the graduates were convicted of a new offense within 3 years of admission and 
4%of the graduates were convicted of an alcohol or drug  offense within 3 years of admission.  

The state analyzed more than 11,000 matched pairs. One group participated in Sobriety Court and 
the other group did not. Statewide, 19% of the group that did not participate in Sobriety Court 
were convicted of a new offense and 10% of the group that did not participate in Sobriety Court 
were convicted of a new alcohol or drug conviction.  
Recidivism rates are checked on all participants at the 6 month, 12 month, 18 month, 24 month,  

3 year. 4 year, and 5 year points post program discharge.  

Success Rates 
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PROBATION & SOBRIETY COURT 

SUCCESS STORIES 

 

 
 

 

Probation and Sobriety Court are measures the Court offers to individuals to help transform 

lives. The Court believes that individuals should not be defined by their mistakes and would like 

to acknowledge those who have succeeded in the programs.  

The following stories are people who have worked hard to get back on track, and we were there 

to help. We are proud of the dedication these individuals have shown to not only improve their 

own lives, but our community as well.  

 

2001-2020 Served as member of the Faculty  

for the National Judicial College, Reno, NV 
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Donna was placed on probation for Driving while License Suspended. When she was  

sentenced her license has been suspended for years, mostly due to not paying the Driver 

Responsibility Fees and unpaid tickets, which she incurred due to two prior Operating 

While Intoxicated offenses, which occurred over 10 years ago.  

 

In October 2018, the Driver Responsibly fees were waived, clearing the way for her, and 

many others like her to actually start the process of getting their license back. During the 

course of her probation, she made use of the Rapid Bus System, and she also took steps to 

clear her license up in order to have the best case when appearing before the Driver  

Assessment and License Appeal Office of the Secretary of State. As part of that she  

became active in 12-Step Support group meetings, after having stopped for a number of 

years. 

 

At the end of her term of probation, she had cleared all of her tickets, and she also hired an 
attorney to guide her through the final steps of the process that the Secretary of State  

requires and she was feeling hopeful that she would be able to legally drive again. 

SUCCESS STORIES 

 

John was sentenced to 18 months probation for OWI 2nd after he drove his car into a 
pole. John refused a Preliminary Breath Test (PBT) at the scene but his subsequent blood 
draw registered .291.   

When John initially reported for probation he was unemployed, and did not have stable 
housing.  John was also very withdrawn and depressed.   By his 2nd probation appointment 
John had obtained employment as a waiter at a local restaurant.  

He began attending AA, and was referred for Intensive Outpatient Program (IOP) through 
New Life Counseling.  With each passing month John’s circumstances improved.   

Today John has been sober for 10 months, his fines are paid in full, he has stable housing, 
and he completed IOP.  John even met a woman and they are now engaged to be married. 
John still has another 8 months to go on probation, but to date he is a success.    
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SUCCESS STORIES 

 
 

 

 

Defendant is a 26 year old male, sentenced to 8 month’s probation for Operating while  

Visibly Impaired, reduced from Operating While Intoxicated (OWI) 1st Offense. The  

defendant reported getting drunk multiple times a week starting at 16 years old, and  

received 4 Minor in Possession convictions before 21 years of age. The defendant was  

diagnosed with Severe Alcohol Use Disorder.  

 

While on probation, he was required to attend substance abuse counseling, Victim Impact 

Panel, an Alcohol Highway Safety Education course as well as 12 step meetings. The  

defendant had started attending college to pursue a criminal justice degree before he was 

charged with the OWI in late 2018, but had to stop attending classes because he could no 

longer afford tuition while paying for his legal fees and court fines/costs.   

 

The defendant lost his job of 1 1/2 years due to being incarcerated for his OWI charge. He 

struggled to find employment while on probation but eventually settled into a factory 

position that worked around his probation requirements and paid well.  

 

The defendant successfully completed substance abuse counseling and was able to pay off 

his fines. He completed all probation requirements and by the end of his probation term, he 
was able to re-enroll in his criminal justice classes and will graduate with a bachelor’s  
degree in the fall of 2020. The defendant plans to pursue a career in substance abuse  

counseling and further his education in addiction studies.  

 
Cindy was placed on probation for 8 months following her arrest for retail fraud at the 
Woodland Mall. She was ordered to not be on the premise of Woodland Mall, complete a 
shoplifter alternative program, complete 40 hours of community service work, and abstain 
from the use of drugs.  
 
At her first probation appointment she was open and honest with the reason on why she 
was stealing. She recently relapsed on heroin after being clean for 7 years. Cindy was 
scheduled to come in twice a week for drug testing but continued to test positive for  
opiates. She was struggling and knew that if her drug use continued she’d end up in jail.  
 
Cindy was referred to Network 180 where she got funding to go into Our Hope residential 
treatment. She completed their 90 day program and was able to successfully complete her 
term of probation. She has been sober since April 15th 2019.  

2002-2019 Served as coach for We the People team 

East Kentwood High School 
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SUCCESS STORIES 

 
 

 

Maria was a 23-year-old female who was arrested for her second OWI offense approximately 
18 months after being arrested for her first OWI offense. Other than alcohol she was a frequent 
user of marijuana and did not have a medical marijuana card. She did not have a job and she 
was not going to school. She would basically sleep during the day and go out to bars with 
friends every single night. On the night of her second offense she crashed her third vehicle.  
 
Maria also suffered from bipolar depression, anxiety, and manic episodes. She  
frequently would spend her money on anything and everything that she could in get manic 
state. During her depressive episodes, she would stop taking all of her medication and lay in 
bed for days at a time. However, she had goals to start going to school but did not know  
exactly what field she wanted to study. 
 
In the first few months of the sobriety court program she struggled mentally and emotionally 
as she tried to find a stable place to live and start school. She decided to start school and  
obtained a part-time job. However about four months into school it became too much for her to 
handle with a job, and she decided to again to put school on hold. She then quit the job she had 
and looked to obtain other employment helping younger people struggling with addiction and 
mental health disorders. 
 
She obtained part-time employment helping in the juvenile areas of Pine Rest in residential 
treatment. However, when funding was cut to mental health services, she lost her job. She then 
decided it was time for her to go back to school and she  
wanted to study psychology and social work. 
 
At the time of her graduation, Maria had 17 months of sobriety from alcohol and marijuana. 
The longest period of sobriety in the eight years she has been drinking and using marijuana. 
She had obtained a restricted driver's license with an ignition interlock device, obtained  
part-time employment at Gun Lake Casino, decided to remain in counseling with her therapist, 
was on a more stable regimen of medication, and obtained her own apartment. 
 
Maria is a very intelligent and strong young woman who had doubted herself and her abilities 
for so many years that she was lost. However, after working a strict program of sobriety and 
recognizing that she not only could set and meet goals that she wanted in her life, she was able 
to see her own self-worth. Upon her graduation she read an essay that stated the level of  
support she was able to receive while being on probation was a big part of helping her realize 
who she could be. 

 

Fifth Term 2003-2008 
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WARRANTS,SEARCH 
WARRANTS, & WEDDINGS  

 

 
 

Warrant Entry 
In 2017, the court  worked with the Kentwood Police Department and the Michigan State 

Police Law Enforcement Information Network (LEIN) to begin “Court Entered Warrants.”   

Previously, the clerk in the Police Department entered and recalled all of the warrants. By 2018 the 

court entered all warrants for Kentwood, police officers will not have to return to the office to  

confirm the validity of the warrant.  This improvement has benefited the City by enhancing the  

warrant processing to increase public safety and more cost efficient enforcement. However, the 

courts operational functions have increased due to the amount  of warrants entered and monthly 

LEIN audits required.  In 2018, the court entered 1,391 and in 2019, the court entered 1,377. 

 

Search Warrants 
The Judge and Magistrates signed 159 search warrants, in addition to 42 for blood tests in  

drunk-driving cases. The Judge and Magistrates are on-call 24/7 for search warrants and court orders 

for alcohol tests.  

Weddings  
In 2019,  the Judge solemnized 60 weddings and the Magistrates solemnized 40 weddings.  

Couples are required to attend a four-hour premarital class.  

2001-2020 Served as member of the Faculty  

for the  

National Judicial College, Reno, NV 

In September 2017, Judge Kelly conducted his 4000th wedding. 
As of December 2019, Judge Kelly has conducted 4,159 weddings.    
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LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENCY 

 
 

Kentwood is a diverse community. People 

with limited English proficiency need access 

to justice and the State’s court rules require 

someone with limited English proficiency 

have a certified or qualified interpreter at all 

proceedings.  The Court uses an over-the-

telephone service with more than 200 lan-

guages available.   

 

We made 247 calls to Language Line Services 

for interpreters in 17 different languages. The 

average call lasted 17 minutes 

 

In addition, the court had 68 certified or  

qualified interpreters report to court for  

individuals with Limited English Proficiency 

for trials, probable cause conferences, and  

preliminary examinations.  

Language Total 

Calls 

Avg Length of 

Call 

Spanish 86 13 

Nepali 29 18 

Kinyarwanda 30 28 

Vietnamese 11 15 

Bosnian 4 20 

Swahili 37 18 

Burmese 3 12 

Arabic 11 12 

Chin 13 12 

French 9 21 

Mandarin 1 7 

Hindi 2 37 

Somali 2 13 

Karen 5 17 

Thai 1 11 

Farsi 2 23 

Korean 1 8 

TOTALS 247 Average 17 

minutes per call 

LANGUAGE LINE TELEPHONE SERVICES 

 

2011-2018 Served on Supreme Court 

 Commission to draft proposed  

Rule for Foreign Language Interpreters 
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MEASUREMENT AND PERFORMANCE 

 
 

The court is always looking for ways to improve service for our community.  We do this by  

listening to those who use the court. The Michigan Supreme Court has developed Public  

Satisfaction Surveys that are conducted every two years.  This allows the court to hear from 

those we serve on the quality, fairness, and respect of the service given.  

In 2018, when asked if individuals were treated with courtesy and respect by the Court staff, 

93% of the people strongly agreed or agreed. 86% strongly agreed or agreed that they were  

treated with courtesy and respect by the Judge or Magistrate.  When asked if their case was  

handled fairly, 81% strongly agreed. 

 

We pride ourselves in the level of customer service our court provides and look forward to our 

2020 public satisfaction survey results.  

 

2010-2014 Led efforts by the Michigan District Judges Association to phase 

out the  

Driver Responsibility Fee 

 

Sixth Term 2009-2014 
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JURY UTILIZATION 

 
 

This Court requires jurors to attend Court only one day or for one trial. We summon about 19 

people every other week. They call the night before their date of service to find out if they need 

to appear. In 2019, 152 jurors were excused. In 2019,  238 jurors appeared in Court, and 36 

were selected, in jury panels of 6 individuals per trial, to hear the 6 jury trials held.  

Excused by 

Court 

Failed to Appear Appeared Questioned in 

Voir Dire 

Selected 

152 36 76 55 36 

     

Case Disposition  
The Court cleared slightly more cases than were started in 2019.  

Cases Pending at the End of the year 

2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 

1,342 1,401 1,413 1,391 1,174 

Court Disposition Rates  

2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 

100.75 99.6 99.3 100.1 101.0 

 

2011-2014 Served as a member of Grand Rapids Bar Associations (GRBA) 
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 TRENDS  

 REVENUE AND EXPENSES   
 

 

Our 2019, revenues decreased slightly from the prior years. The amount of revenues is closely linked 

to the number of traffic tickets issued. The purpose of traffic tickets is to promote traffic safety. 

 

Sentencing is to punish, deter, rehabilitate and/or incapacitate an Offender. The amount of fines and 

costs are determined by the severity of the offense and the defendant’s ability to pay.  Revenue to the 

City is a byproduct of the punishment imposed by the Court.  

 

We exert considerable energy in collecting fines and costs due because  the Court is concerned that its 

orders are complied with and that convicted offenders are held accountable.   

 

The Court collected 63 % of the total assessed in fines, costs, and fees in 2019. This is slightly below 

previous years collected.   

 

The Court implemented an Income Tax Garnishment program in 2017 for those owing outstanding 

fines, costs, and fees to the court which has resulted in successful collections. The total cost of the  

initial program set-up was $1,500 for the integration with the court’s case management system (JMS). 

The first two years we started with a few cases to determine the feasibility of garnishing income tax 

refunds.  In 2019, we greatly increased the number of filings. The chart below reflects monies  

collected through this program.  These numbers do not reflect individuals who paid once they received 

a notice to avoid their tax refunds from being garnished.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Tax Year 

Filed Nov 

1st 

 

Total  

Garnishments 

filed 

Total  

Outstanding 

Debt 

Total Collected % Collected Filings Fee 

$5.00 per case 

Net Total 

2017 196 $117,719.44 $12,652.80 10.7% ($980.00) $11,672.80 

2018 449 $247,575.88 $42,074.58 17% ($2,245.00) $39,829.58 

2019 1,938 $930,184.35 As of April 22 2020 

$172,268.03 

18.5% as of 

April 2020 

($9,690.00) $162,578.03 

 

Seventh Term 2015-2020 
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 FIVE YEAR REVENUES AND EXPENSES 
  

 
FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2017 FY 2018 FY 2019 

Expenses Revenue Expenses Revenue Expenses Revenue Expenses Revenue Expenses Revenue 

1,485.312 1,413.810 1,643,118 1,435.827 1,607,786.15 1,225,435.42 1,692,188.47 1,200,934.26 1,763,102.31 1,472,678.27 

Revenue District Court 

FY 7/1/18—6/30/19 

 

Fines, Costs, and Fees 1,343,676.27 

Judicial Salary 45,724.00 

State Reimbursements 8,327.80 

Total District Court Revenue 1,472,678.27 

Total District Court Expenses (1,763,102.31) 

Difference (290,424.04) 

Revenue Sobriety Court 

Grant 

FY 10/1/18—9/30/19 

 

Program Fees 30,280.00 

Sobriety Court Grant Awarded 141,950.00 

Total Sobriety Court Expenses (110,154.41) 

Total Grant Awarded Unspent 

(State did not disburse unspent 

funds) 

31,795.59 

Total Sobriety Court  Grant 

Paid to the City 

110,154.41 

Total Sobriety Court expended 

fees 

(30,280.00) 

2018 

Led efforts by the Michigan District Judges Association to repeal the  

Driver Responsibility Fee (DRF) and end collections of the DRF. 
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   MEET THE STAFF   
 

 

     Judge William Kelly             
 

 

Judge Kelly has served as the 62-B District Court Judge since  

January 1979. He is a graduate of the University of Detroit, 

and the University of Detroit School of Law.  He served as a 

Peace Corps volunteer in Ghana from 1970-72. He is a  

member of the faculty of the Michigan Judicial Institute and 

of the National Judicial College. He served as faculty for a number of other programs. He is past 

chair of the National Conference of the Special Court Judges of the American Bar Association, 

a past chair of the Judicial Conference of the State Bar of  Michigan, and a past president of the 

Michigan District judges Association. He served as a member of the board of directors of the 

National Center for State Courts from 1994-2000.  He served as a member of the board of  

trustees of the Grand Rapids Bar Association. He is now serving in his seventh and final  

six-year term as the 62-B District Court Judge. He has five children and three grandchildren.  

 

Court Administrator/Magistrate 

Michele White  

 
Michele is the Court Administrator, Non-Attorney Magistrate, Language  
Access Coordinator, ADA Coordinator, LEIN Terminal Agency Coordinator 

and trainer with the Court. She holds a certification in Judicial Administration from Michigan 
State University, is a summa cum laude graduate of Cornerstone University in Business  
Management. She is a member of the National Association for Court Management, the  
International  Association for Court Administration, the Michigan State Association for Court 
Management were she is currently serving her fifth two year term with the board of directors. 
She is also a member with the Michigan State Association for Magistrates and Advisory Board 
Member with Grand Rapids Community College (GRCC). She has worked for the Court since 
December 1998.  

2013-2018 Foreign Language Board of Review 
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Director of Probation Services 

James Bastiaanse                 

 
 
James is the Director of Probation Services. He is a graduate of  
Muskegon Community College, and Grand Valley State University 
with a major in Criminal Justice and a minor in Psychology.  Before 
joining the court in 2000 he obtained a Florida Department of Law 
Enforcement certification and worked as a Correctional Probation  
Officer in Fort Myers, Florida.  He enjoys traveling and spending 
time with his son.   

Attorney Magistrate          

Sharon Brinks 
 
 
Sharon is a part-time Attorney Magistrate for the Court. She is a longtime 
resident of Kentwood and left her City Commission seat in 2015 to join the 
Court staff. Sharon grew up in West Michigan, attending South  
Christian High and Calvin College. She graduated from Wayne State Law 
School and has been in private practice for more than three decades,  

representing small businesses and individuals from her office in  Kentwood near the Court. 
Sharon is active in her church, Forest Hills Presbyterian.  

2020-Created a Virtual Court using Zoom Videoconferencing 
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 62-B DISTRICT COURT 
ORGANIZATIONAL CHART 

William G. Kelly 
District Judge 

Michele White 
Court Administrator/Magistrate 

James Bastiaanse 
Director of Probation Services 

Nancy Morford  
Court Recorder/ 

Judicial Secretary 

Sharon R. Brinks 
Attorney Magistrate 

Jennifer Petryk 
Summary Proceedings 

Patricia Baker 
General Civil 

Paul Spetoskey, Bailiff 

Paula Ellis, Bailiff 

Heather Rodriguez  

Criminal Clerk 

Jennifer Lindsey 
 Warrant/Criminal Clerk 

Dana Warfield  

PT Traffic Clerk 

Janel Yoder 
Small Claims/Floater Clerk 

Latisha Lee   

PT Cashier/Collections Clerk 

Jacqueline Corina  

Collections/Cashier Clerk 

Mark Morton, Bailiff 

Ricardo Castillo, Bailiff 

Bruce DeVries, Bailiff 

Glenn Tamminga, Bailiff 

Kathy Kehl, Volunteer 

Pam Schichtel, Volunteer 

Deb Hagins, Volunteer 

Matthew Maxwell 
Probation Officer 

Stephanie Koperski 
Probation Officer 

Melissa Franks 
Probation Officer 

Andrea Zufelt 
Sobriety Court Case Manager 

Teresa Griffin 
Deputy Probation Clerk 

Dana Warfield 

 PT Probation Clerk 
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Thank You 

Judge William G. Kelly  

For 

Caring For and Serving the 

Community with Justice 


