
Annual Report 

Of the 

62-B District Court

2020 



2 

62-B District Court

 4740 WALMA AVE SE 

     KENTWOOD MICHIGAN 49512 

Phone (616) 698-9310/Fax (616) 698-8199 

    MONDAY - FRIDAY 

 8:00 AM - 5:00 PM

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

I am pleased to present you with the 62-B District Court Annual Report 

for 2020. The Court experienced many changes last year, including the 

retirement of my long-serving  predecessor, the Honorable, William G. Kelly. I

hope you will take a moment to review his farewell message and comments 

regarding his last year in office on the following page.

We will always look back at 2020 as a year characterized by change. But 

despite the  ever-evolving Covid-19 pandemic, this Court’s commitment to the 

people of Kentwood  remained constant. The 62-B District Court has 

jurisdiction over all criminal misdemeanors, and is the court of first appearance 
for all felony matters, alleged to have occurred within the city of Kentwood. The 
Court also hears landlord-tenant matters, traffic violations, and civil claims 

where the damages are under $25,000. More people have contact with district 

courts than any other, so the responsibility to administer justice in an 

equitable, impartial, and  timely manner is great.  

In serving the community, the Court also has the responsibility of 

working with the City Commission as partners in government to ensure the 

most effective and efficient use of public resources. Court revenue was down in 

2020 due to pandemic-related circumstances and recent changes in the law, 

with a total of $1,076,015.78, collected for the city of Kentwood. This report  

summarizes the revenue brought in, the time spent by court staff on various 

matters, and the caseload we handle. Though small, the 62-B District Court 

handles a heavy volume of cases.  

Since taking office, I have been pleased to watch this staff’s dedication to 

ensuring that even on our busiest days, our Court is a safe and accessible 

environment where the rule of law is upheld, and citizens are treated with 

respect. We have a lot planned for 2021, including a new self-service kiosk in 

our atrium that will make many processes faster for customers, and further 
development of our drug treatment court. I am excited to serve here and want 

to thank all of you for the gracious welcome I have been given. I look forward to 

a wonderful first year on the bench. 

Sincerely,

  A. Sterkenburg
Amanda Sterkenburg, District Judge 
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Dear Mayor, City Commission, and Citizens of Kentwood, 

My last year on the bench was like none other. We created a virtual court 

using Zoom, kept up on our caseload, met our obligations, and kept the staff 

and public safe.  

In March 2020, we closed the court to the public and our staff stayed 

home. Michele White and I answered the phones and processed all of the mail, 

email, and money that we received and conducted probable cause conferences, 

preliminary examinations, and general civil pretrials by Zoom and phone. We 

began holding all court matters by Zoom on April 29. The court was required 

by an Administrative Order to set two hearings for each landlord tenant case. 

New forms and procedures had to be created to hear all of our cases. At the end 

of the year we disposed of 108% of cases filed. We have a slight backlog in 

criminal cases because we were able to hold only two jury trials since March 

2020, the only two jury trials held in Kent County during that time.  

I want to thank the city commission for all of the support it has given to 

the judicial branch over the years and thank the city for assisting in my farewell 

ceremony. I am happy to turn over to Judge Sterkenburg a court and a staff that 

is excellent.   

Very truly yours, 

William G. Kelly 

William G. Kelly 

District Judge (Ret.) 

62-B District Court

 4740 WALMA AVE SE 

     KENTWOOD MICHIGAN 49512 

Phone (616) 698-9310/Fax (616) 698-8199 

    MONDAY - FRIDAY 

 8:00 AM - 5:00 PM
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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.

MISSION STATEMENT 
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The COVID-19 pandemic is the biggest challenge 

ever faced by 62-B District Court.  The Court 

staff and administration worked together to  

ensure access to justice continued while  

protecting the health and rights of all parties.   

EMERGENCY PROCEDURAL 

CHANGES   

• No bench warrants issued for failure

to appear (March 15, 2020-June 26,

2020)

• Pretrial release decisions considered

public health concerns

• Adjournments of criminal matters

where the defendant was not in

custody

• Adjournments on request for

pandemic-related reasons

• Filings accepted by email

• Remote notarization

• Docket changes to allow for social

distancing

• No more than 10 people allowed in

the courtrooms or lobby at a time

PHYSICAL CHANGES 

• Hand sanitizer dispensers for public and staff

areas

• Plexiglass Barriers  installed in courtrooms and

clerk work areas

• Check-in stations for staff and visitors

• Commonly used court forms and computer for

public internet access placed in atrium

• 6 foot social distance spaced floor markers

• Mail drop box installed at back door for no

contact deliveries from USPS, Fed-Ex, and UPS

Our Newest Intern: 

When the Stay Home Order went into effect on 

March 24, 2020,  Court Administrator/Magistrate 

Michele White and Judge Kelly became the only 

court staff working in the building for most of the 

lockdown.   

Judge Kelly joked that after 42 years of  being the 

judge, his newest job description was “intern”.   

He willing pitched in with filing, opening mail,  

date-stamping forms, and data entry on the reams of 

Tax Garnishment Disclosures that continued to  

arrive daily during the lockdown.  He deserves an 

excellent reference letter for his hard work! 

Plexiglass barriers were installed in 

courtrooms and between clerical staff         

workspaces for additional protection. 

ADMINISTRATIVE ORDERS 

In addition to the regulations from Governor Whitmer, the CDC, and the Health Department, the 

Court’s activities during the pandemic were also regulated by the Michigan Supreme Court, which 

began issuing Administrative Orders on March 15, 2020. These Orders covered physical and  

procedural changes, such as limiting the number of parties allowed in a courtroom or extending 

deadlines for court filings and timelines for procedures such as jury trials. 62-B District Court was 

authorized by these orders to implement Local Administrative Orders (LOA’s) that directly  

reflected the status of pandemic numbers in Kent County and the City of Kentwood. Supreme 

Court Administrative Orders and 62-B’s LAO’s have been continuously updated, rescinded, or  

extended throughout the pandemic, and that work will continue as the pandemic evolves. 

COVID DASHBOARD 
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PANDEMIC CHANGES AND CHALLENGES 
REMOTE ACCESS 

62-B District Court has regularly used remote access through video arraignments and Polycom 
video conferences for defendants in jail or prison and offered conference call access to parties 
during civil pretrials. The pandemic, however, accelerated the Court’s use of technology to 

facilitate remote participation of parties by Zoom in both civil and criminal hearings.

In Administrative Order No. 2020-1, the Michigan Supreme Court authorized the lower courts to 
implement emergency procedures to “maximize the use of  technology to enable and/or require 
parties to participate remotely.” 62-B District Court implemented the use of a designated Zoom 
meeting room for Judge Kelly’s criminal, general civil, and landlord tenant cases. Pretrials were 
held in Zoom break-out rooms, and defense attorneys met their clients privately in break-out rooms 
as well. Magistrate Brinks also used a designated Zoom meeting room for Small Claims and 

Informal hearings.  The Court continues to use Zoom for many hearings, including proceedings 

before Magistrate Brinks.

STAFFING ACCOMODATIONS 

• Working from home/by Zoom when possible

• Allowing highest-risk staff working nights and weekends

• Staggering shifts to minimize number of staff in the office

• Providing PPE for staff and,

• Emergency Leave Pay

Wear a mask
during your visit to 
62-B District Court

Please protect yourself and others by using a cloth face covering over your mouth and nose.

The New Normal: 
Judge Kelly on Zoom, “Ma’am, 

you can’t smoke in court.” 

“Okaaaay,” the defendant sighed, 

as she leaned out of camera range 

to put out the cigarette. And then 

sparked up her vape instead. 

Signs instructing visitors on    

pandemic safety rules and    

social distancing requirements 

were posted on the Court’s  

video message boards and at 

entry ways. 

RETURNING TO FULL CAPACITY— 4 PHASES 

The Supreme Court issued guidelines for safely reopening, 

with four phases outlined.  Courts may move up or down in 

phases as COVID cases shift. 62-B District Court was       

approved to enter Phase 1 on June 8, 2020.  

LANDLORD TENANT EVICTION MORITORIUM 

On September 1, 2020, the CDC issued a federal eviction  moratorium to prevent the further spread 

of COVID-19.  The moratorium applied only to non-payment of rent. Procedures in the Landlord 

Tenant changed to reflect the new requirements under Administrative Order 2020-17.

Non-payment of rent cases now require two   hearings, not one.  Renters unable to pay are now 

required to be offered legal counsel at the first hearing and the opportunity to speak to DHHS to 

see if funding aid is available. The second hearing allows defendants time to seek additional aid 

and file a CDC Declaration form that they qualify for the moratorium. 

PROBATION AND SOBRIETY/DRUG COURT 

Probation officers and Sobriety/Drug Court staff worked     

remotely when possible. Appointments were conducted by 

Zoom or phone as needed. Phone and email communication 

replaced in-person counseling. 

Probation violation hearings and “drops” - tests for the      

presence of blood and/or alcohol - were the only work   

conducted in person. 
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TRENDS & COMPARISONS

FIVE YEAR TRENDS 
In 2020, not including the Parking Tickets and Traffic Civil Infractions, the 62-B 

District Court had 867 fewer filings than in 2019, (a decrease of 14% due in part to  

COVID-19). As you can see from the chart below, five of the eleven case types, Traffic 

Misdemeanors, Traffic Civil Infractions, Small Claims, Summary Proceedings, and Parking 

Tickets decreased from 2019 to 2020.  Felonies, OUIL Felonies, Non-Traffic Civil Infractions, 

Criminal Misdemeanors, and General Civil cases increased from 2019 to 2020. 

The Court shows an overall decrease of 4,077 cases, (33%). The decrease is primarily 

attributed to receiving 1,958 (78%) fewer Traffic Civil Infractions, 1,252 (77%) fewer Parking 

Tickets, and 510 (56%) fewer Traffic Misdemeanors compared to the prior year.  Cases 

involving traffic and parking dropped substantially during the pandemic shutdown. 

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 and 

traffic misdemeanors.   

FIVE YEAR TRENDS BY CASE TYPE 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Felonies 320 294 323 332 288 

OUIL Felonies 4 8 11 13 24 

OUIL Misdemeanors 94 108 122 92  82 

Non-Traffic Civil Infractions 142 148 73 97 120 

Criminal Misdemeanors 911 777 684 573 409 

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

Traffic Civil Infractions 5,302 4,942 5,127 4,468 2,328 

General Civil 1,302 1,322 1,479 1,574    978 

Small Claims 360 315 293 258 167 

Summary Proceedings 1,801 1,880 1,813 1,715    959 

Parking 1,891 1,828 1,600 1,621 338 

Totals 13,645 13,194 13,136 12,168 6,315 

Total minus parking and traffic 

civil infractions 

6,452 6,424 6,409 6,079 3,987 
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JUDICIAL STATEWIDE 

AVERAGE CASELOAD 

COMPARISON 
For the past ten years, 62-B District Court’s caseload has been higher than the statewide 

average.  In 2020, due to COVID’s effect on the caseload, the court adjudicated fewer cases 

than the average caseload statewide.  However, this does not automatically equate to less 

overall judicial involvement.  Different types of cases require different types of judicial 

involvement.   

As shown on the previous page, the case types such as Traffic Civil Infractions that decreased 

the most in 2020 are often the case types that require the least amount of judicial 

involvement. 62-B District Court’s felony case types, which require the most amount of 

judicial involvement, are above the state average.

Statewide Average 2020 Caseload Comparison 
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CRIMINAL CASES 

2016 TO 2020 

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. Many defendants waive the preliminary examination to preserve a 

plea bargain. 

Felony cases increased from 3% of the Court’s caseload to 6% of the Court’s caseload in 
2020. Preparing and processing these cases require approximately 15% of the criminal clerks’ 
time.   

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 2020, 

felony-reduced-to-misdemeanor cases resulted in $42,167.05 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  
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DRUNK DRIVING 

Drunk driving is driving a vehicle with a blood alcohol content (BAC) more than 0.08% or 
operating a motor vehicle while 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 and Drug Court.  

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

Drunk driving cases are 2% of the Court’s current caseload and require 10% of the criminal 
clerks’ time. The current drunk driving caseload has resulted in $82,727.40 in fines, costs, 

and fees collected.  

Drunk Driving 
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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 2020. This can be 
attributed to the COVID-19 pandemic, legalization of recreational marijuana and fewer 

driving while license suspended (DWLS) cases. DWLS cases decreased due to the 
elimination of driver responsibility fees.  

Misdemeanor cases are 18% of the Court’s current caseload and require 80% of the criminal 
clerks’ time. The current misdemeanor caseload has resulted in $348,954.88 collected in 
fines, costs, and fees.  

 Misdemeanors 
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CIVIL INFRACTIONS 

2016 TO 2020 

Non-traffic civil infractions are violations of State laws or City ordinances. These commonly 

include 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.  

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 $9,844.00 collected in fines, costs, and fees. 

 Non-Traffic Civil Infractions 
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TRAFFIC CIVIL INFRACTIONS
Traffic tickets are issued primarily to enforce traffic laws and keep the community safe. 

Traffic civil infractions have been decreasing over the past few years.  In 2020, the 

Magistrates conducted 70 informal hearings for defendants who disputed their tickets.  The 

Magistrates also answered 32 letters of explanation from defendants who admitted 

responsibility but were requesting leniency. Traffic Civil Infractions saw a drastic reduction 

during the COVID lockdown, as shown in the chart below. 

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 31% of the Court’s current caseload and require 5% of one clerk’s 
time.  The current caseload has resulted in $531,884.63 collected in fines, costs, and fees.  

  Traffic Civil Infractions 
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PARKING VIOLATIONS 

Police officers 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.  However, due to COVID-19, volunteers have not been able to report to work 

since the initial shutdown in March 2020. This has resulted in a substantial decline in 

handicapped parking tickets being issued.   

Those who receive a parking ticket and wish to contest it 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 enter the tickets in the case management 

system and collect the fines.  

Parking violations are 12% of the Court’s current caseload and require 5% of one clerk’s 
time.  The current caseload has resulted in $42,056.47 of revenue to the City.  

Parking Violations
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GENERAL CIVIL CASES 

In 2020, we started 1,608 general civil cases, an increase of  34 cases (2%) from 2019. The 

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

Court’s cases involved unpaid credit-card debt.  

Michigan Supreme Court standards state that 98% of general civil cases should be disposed 

of within 18 months. As of January 31, 2021, we only had 5 cases that had been pending 

more than 9 months.  In 2020, none of these cases took more than 18 months.  

In 2020, we held 119 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 or Zoom.  

General Civil cases are 20% of the Court’s current caseload and require 90% of the General 
Civil clerk’s time.   

   Civil Case Filings 



17 

SMALL CLAIMS 

The District Court has jurisdiction over all Small Claims cases with damages up to $6,500. 
Attorneys are not allowed to represent anyone in Small Claims court and there are no jury  

trials.    

In 2020, we started 168 Small Claims cases. The Court docketed 72 small claims trials in 

2020, and 23 cases were resolved by trial. The majority of the trials in 2020 were conducted 

remotely, by Zoom, by telephone conference, or by a combination of the two.  Attorney 

Magistrate Brinks hears the small claims trials. The parties can appeal her decision and have a 

new trial in front of the Judge.  

Mediation has been available remotely during the COVID pandemic. Mediators from the 

Dispute Resolution Center of West Michigan (DRCWM) attempt to contact all parties to 

invite them to try mediation. Approximately 4 out of every 5 cases that responded to 

DRCWM were successfully mediated.  

Small Claims are 3% of the Court’s current caseload and require 10% of the Small Claims 
clerk’s time. The remainder of the small claims clerk’s time is spent assisting the other 
divisions and performing other court duties.   

Small Claims Filings 
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SUMMARY PROCEEDINGS 
The District Court has jurisdiction over summary proceedings for evictions in landlord tenant 

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

foreclosure.  

In 2020, we started 1,053 summary proceedings which were mostly landlord-tenant matters. 

This is down significantly from 2019. 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.  

Due to COVID-19 the Center for Disease Control (CDC) issued a federal eviction 

moratorium to prevent the further spread of COVID-19. The moratorium applied only to  

non-payment of rent. Several changes in procedures occurred due to the new requirements 

such as a requirement for two hearings. The Court held 1,482 landlord tenant hearings in 

2020, mostly by Zoom. While the caseload decreased, Administrative Order 2020-17 more

than doubled the procedural workload per case. In 2021, we expect the overall caseload to 

return to or exceed the numbers in prior years. 

Summary proceedings are 13% of the Court’s current caseload and require 100% of the 
landlord tenant clerk’s time.   

 Summary Proceedings 
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CIVIL FEES & 

GARNISHMENTS 
   2020 Civil Filings & Fees 

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. Rising unemployment due to COVID further 

reduced the number of wage garnishments filed in 2020. 

General Civil New Filings 1,608 

Small Claims New Filings 168 

Summary Proceedings 1,053 

TOTAL NEW FILINGS 2,829 

TOTAL FEES TO KENTWOOD $120,867.00 

TOTAL FEES TO MICHIGAN $100,863.00 
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CASEFLOW MANAGEMENT 
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. 

Cases were delayed in 2020 due to COVID-19 and the Governor’s Shutdown Order.

General Civil Caseflow
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 
close to meeting the time standard set by the Michigan Supreme Court due to COVID-19. 

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 126 days from the date of case filing if there is no jury demand. 

The other 6% were delayed due to lack of service or adjourned to allow the defendant time to

pay.  

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 91% of the criminal 

caseload within 126 days. The other 9% were delayed due to waiting for lab results,

adjournments, COVID-19, attorney schedules, and allowing additional time to clear driver’s 

license.  

From Filing State Standard 62-B Performance

Within 273 days 90% 88% 

Within 455 days 98% 100% 

From Filing State Standard 62-B Performance

Within 126 days 95% 94% 

From Filing State Standard 62-B Performance

Within 63 days 85% 77% 

Within 126 days 95% 91% 
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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 marijuana for adults aged 21 and older. In 

2020, there was a decrease in marijuana cases filed with the court and we 

anticipate continual decreases in the future. Driver Responsibility fees were also 

eliminated by Public Acts 43-50 of 2018, reducing the number of Driving with 

License Suspended (DWLS) cases. The number of defendants with marijuana-

related and DWLS probation cases have continued to decline as a result of these 

changes in the law. 

In 2020, the Michigan Supreme Court in response to Administrative COVID–19 
Orders introduced several trial court procedure changes that affected probation: 

• Allowed for discretion in the monitoring of probationers’ ability to comply

with the conditions without the need for amended orders of probation;

• Maximized the use of technology to enable and/or require defendants to

report to probation remotely;

• Probation Officers worked from home and only came in to meet with clients

that were deemed high risk - high need and those who required drug and

alcohol testing;

• Caseloads decreased.
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PROBATION CASES BY TYPE 

In 2020, the Probation department started 450 new cases.  

 Probation Cases 

New Cases by Type Year Total by Type 

Alcohol Non-Driving Related 5 

Assault and Battery 18 

Drug Related 11 

Drunk Driving 68 

DWLS 78 

Retail Fraud 114 

Domestic Violence 64 

Other 92 

New Cases Yearly Total 450 
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PROBATION DEPARTMENT  
DRUG AND ALCOHOL TESTING 

 

The probation department conducted 1,761 drug and alcohol tests to enforce the Court’s 

orders for probationers to abstain from alcohol and drugs.  Overall, 145 tests were positive for 

drugs or alcohol, about 8% of all the tests.   
 

    Probation Testing Results 

Probation Drug and Alcohol Tests 

Tests Year Total 

Marijuana Positive 34 

Marijuana Negative 219 

Total Marijuana Tests Performed 253 

Cocaine Positive 22 

Cocaine Negative 233 

Total Cocaine Tests Performed 255 

Alcohol Positive 62 

Alcohol Negative 798 

Total Alcohol Tests Performed 860 

Meth/Amphetamines Positive 11 

Meth/Amphetamines Negative 204 

Total Meth/Amphetamines Tests Performed 215 

Opiates Positive 15 

Opiates Negative 201 

Total Opiates Tests Performed 216 

Benzo Positive 0 

Benzo Negative 55 

Total Benzo Tests Performed 55 

Methadone Positive 1 

Methadone Negative 51 

Total Methadone Tests Performed 52 

Total Positive Tests 145 

Total Negative Tests 1,761 
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SOBRIETY & DRUG COURT 

Our Regional Sobriety & Drug Court supervises participants who have been convicted of 

drunk driving twice or more and who are at high-risk of repeat behavior and have significant 

needs for recovery.  

In 2020, the Sobriety Court admitted 35 new cases with an caseload of over 50 

participants. There were 32 participants whom successfully completed the program, in 2020, 

and 4 clients whom were unsuccessful (3 non-compliant and 1 death). The remaining 

participants are continuing to work through the program. 

In 2020, 34% of participants were female and 66% 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 2020, percentage of cases originated from the following courts: 

Court and Jurisdiction Percentage of cases 

63rd District Court (Kent County) 43% 

59th District Court (Grandville-Walker) 5% 

62A District Court (Wyoming) 3% 

62B District Court (Kentwood) 11% 

17th Circuit Court (Kent County) 5% 

57th District Court (Allegan County) 21% 

64B District Court (Montcalm County) 3% 

65A District Court (Clinton County) 3% 

77th District Court (Osceola County) 3% 

90th District Court (Emmet County) 3% 
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SOBRIETY & DRUG COURT 
DRUG AND ALCOHOL TESTING 

In 2020, 19,095 drug and alcohol tests were conducted by urine, saliva, breath (portable 

devices and interlock tests), or sweat (tether). 69 tested positive for drugs or alcohol. 38 

opiate tests were positive for prescription substances (benzodiazepines, barbiturates, opiates, 

and amphetamines). 

   Sobriety and Drug Court Testing Results 

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

for our community.  

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.  

Recidivism rates from graduates: 

162 overall graduates with 7 (4.3%) picking up a new alcohol or drug charge and 8 (4.9%)

picking up a new misdemeanor offense. 

177 overall entered-left program (all discharge types) with 5 (2.3%) terminated for  

non-compliance. 

Sobriety and Drug Court Drug and Alcohol Tests 

Tests Year Total 

Marijuana Positive 15 

Marijuana Negative 3,804 

Total Marijuana Tests Performed 3,819 

Cocaine Positive 0 

Cocaine Negative 3,819 

Total Cocaine Tests Performed 3,819 

Alcohol Positive 12 

Alcohol Negative 3,807 

Total Alcohol Tests Performed 3,819 

Meth/Amphetamines Positive 1 

Meth/Amphetamines Negative 3,818 

Total Meth/Amphetamines Tests Performed 3,819 

Opiates Positive 41 

Opiates Negative 3,778 

Total Opiates Tests Performed 3,819 

Total Positive Tests 69 

Total Negative Tests 19,026 
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PROBATION 

 SOBRIETY & DRUG COURT 

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.  

 

 

     Success Stories 
 

 

 

 
Amanda is a 25-year-old who entered the Regional Sobriety Court program after 
being convicted of her second offense for Operating While Intoxicated. She also 
had an extensive history of heavy marijuana use, had medical concerns that were 
made more problematic due to her substance use, and suffered from severe  
depression and anxiety. During her time in the program she was able to heal  
relationships with her mother and father and develop relationships that allowed her 
to focus on support and sobriety. She graduated from cosmetology school at the top 
of her class and obtained a job that she loves. She has been able to get her medical 
condition under control and her depression and anxiety are controllable with  
minimal medication. 

 

Stephen was placed on probation for Use of Analogues for twelve months under 

MCL 333.7411, which allows first time drug offenders to keep a non-public record 

upon successful completion of Probation. When he first started reporting, he  

reported that he had dropped out of high school with three credits remaining and 

that he was working full time at a grocery store. As part of his Orders of Probation, 

he was ordered to attend school along with abstaining from drugs. As he continued 

on probation, he reported that he was taking GED classes and that he had accepted 

a promotion at his store. After 10 months of probation, completion of a Substance 

Abuse Awareness Group, and negative drug tests, Stephen was successfully  

discharged from Probation and his case was dismissed. 

 
Stephen reported to his Probation officer a couple of months after completing  
probation that he had accepted a new position at a competing grocery store for a 

raise and that he had completed a High School Diploma Completion Program in 
Grand Rapids. He now has hopes to go to community college to study business. 
Stephen took the opportunities and privilege afforded to him by being placed on 

probation to better himself and to accomplish some of his goals. 
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Shelia was placed on probation for a retail fraud charge. She did not have a high 
school diploma when she started probation but was only a few credits away from 
receiving her GED. She lived with her grandmother at that time and was not  
working.  

While on probation, she became pregnant. She had a rough pregnancy and  
struggled to stay on task with her probation requirements and online schooling. 
However, she started working, paid off her fines, costs and restitution and by the end 
of her probation term, this young lady obtained her GED, gave birth to a healthy  
baby, and moved into her own apartment.  

Monica was placed on probation for Driving While License Suspended. She had 
one $45 suspension and two reinstatements fees to pay. After six months on  
probation, Monica made zero progress. It was then that she admitted to 
struggling with her addiction to crack cocaine. She had maintained sobriety for a 
year and a half but had recently relapsed.  

Monica was coming in weekly for drug testing. Her first couple of tests were  
positive. She went to Network 180 to get an assessment done on her mental health. 
It was then determined that she had some underlying mental health issues that she 
needed  
medication for. She was assigned a case manager and a recovery coach. She started 
taking her medication and attending counseling weekly. Her drug tests began  
coming back negative and she started making progress on getting her license back. 

Monica was successfully discharged from probation after obtaining her license and 
maintaining her sobriety. She called me 6 months after her discharge and expressed 
her thankfulness that I didn’t send her to jail for her dirty drops and worked with 
her to maintain her sobriety.  

Sara was placed on probation for OWI 1st which was pled down from OWI 2nd.  
Even though she was on probation for drinking and driving, her drug of choice was 
opioids.  She had a several-year struggle with prescription drugs and now she was 
turning towards alcohol.  Sara was referred to an intensive outpatient program to 
address these issues.  Sara learned better techniques and coping mechanisms through 
counseling and was even able to let go of some guilt that had been holding her back 
from pursuing goals.  She completed probation successfully and was discharged.  A 
year later Sara called to provide an update on how she was doing.  Sara quit her  
restaurant job and moved back home with her parents in the middle of state so she 
could afford to attend college to study psychology.  She stated that she felt her  
probation sentence was a turning point in her life and was actually glad that she was 
given the opportunity to face some issues she was unwilling to in the past.  

SUCCESS STORIES 
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WARRANTS, SEARCH WARRANTS, 

& WEDDINGS 

Warrant Entry 

The Court successfully addressed an increase in warrants this past year 

resulting in approximately 50 warrants a week, which is an increase of 50% 

from prior years. These warrants are required to be entered into LEIN within 

72 hours from issuance.  In addition, there are monthly LEIN validations 

required by the State of Michigan that our lead/warrant clerk is responsible to 

verify. The validations involve closely checking a random list of 100-200 

warrants a month for accuracy, in addition to the regular duties of confirming 

and removing warrants daily.  

Search Warrants 

The Judge and Magistrates signed 172 search warrants, in addition to 55 for 

blood tests in drunk and drugged driving cases. The Judge and Magistrates 

are on-call 24/7 for search warrants and court orders for alcohol tests.  

Weddings 

In 2020, the Judge solemnized 54 weddings and the Magistrates solemnized 

41 weddings. Couples are required to attend a four-hour premarital class.  
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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 languages available.   

We made 328 calls to Language Line Services for interpreters in 25 different languages, 

which is an increase of  75% from 2019.  

    Language Line Services Use by Language 

Language Total Calls Average Length of Each Call 

Spanish 81 17 minutes 

Kinyarwanda 72 25 minutes 

Nepali 44 11 minutes 

Burmese 25 29 minutes 

Swahili 22 12 minutes 

Chin Hakha 17 12 minutes 

French 14 7 minutes 

Vietnamese 9 8 minutes 

Mandarin 4 6 minutes 

Tigrigna 6 12 minutes 

Arabic 4 12 minutes 

ZO 13 25 minutes 

Russian 1 6 minutes 

Portuguese Brazilian 1 15 minutes 

Chin Tedim 3 8 minutes 

Chin Falam 3 8 minutes 

Bengali 2 7 minutes 

Farsi 1 35 minutes 

Bahasa 1 19 minutes 

Karen 1 18 minutes 

Rohingya 1 17 minutes 

Somali 1 6 minutes 

Hakka-China 2 22 minutes 

Tamil 1 34 minutes 

Dzongkha 1 30 minutes 

TOTALS 328 401 minutes = 6.68 hours 
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LIMITED ENGLISH 

PROFICIENCY– CONT.’ 

Interpreters at Court 

In addition to the over-the-telephone language service, the court had 33 certified or qualified 

interpreters from Liaison Linguistics report to court for individuals with Limited English 

Proficiency for trials, probable cause conferences, and preliminary examinations.  

      Interpreters by Language 

Language TOTAL 

Arabic 1 

Burmese-Hakha 3 

Kinyarwanda 12 

Nepali 5 

Spanish 5 

Swahili/Kiswahili 3 

Vietnamese 4 

TOTAL 33 
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MEASUREMENT  

&  

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. 

 

Due to COVID-19 Public Satisfaction Surveys were not conducted in 2020. We 

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

forward to our 2022 public satisfaction survey results.  
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JURY UTILIZATION              

& CASE DISPOSITION 

 

Jury Utilization 

 
This Court requires jurors to attend Court only one day or for one trial. We summon about 18 

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

need to appear.  

 

In 2020, the court successfully conducted three jury trials amidst the COVID-19 pandemic.  

In district court, jury panels consist of 6 individuals per trial, to hear trials of their peers. The 

court is hopeful to conduct jury trials in 2021 to finalize the backlog of pending jury trials.  

 

 

Case Disposition 

 
The Court cleared slightly fewer cases than were started in 2020 due to COVID-19.  
 

 

Case Pending at End of the Year  

Court Disposition Rates  

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

1,401 1,413 1,391 1,174 855 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

99.6 99.3 100.1 101.0 108.0 
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TRENDS 

REVENUE AND EXPENSES 

Our 2020, revenues decreased slightly from 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 54% of the total assessed in fines, costs, and fees in 2020. This is slightly 

below previous years collected, due to legislative changes and COVID-19.   

Revenue District Court 

FY 7/1/19—6/30/20 

Fines, Costs, and Fees 895,976.65 

Judicial Salary 45,724.00 

State Reimbursements 7,161.91 

Total District Court 

Revenue 

948,892.56 

Interest Income 116,709.30 

Interest Mrkt Value Adj 111,538.66 

TOTAL 1,177,110.52 

Total District Court 

Expenses 

(1,644,782.56) 

Difference (467,672.04) 

Revenue Sobriety 

Court Grant 

FY 10/1/19—9/30/20 

Program Fees 17,190.00 

Grant Award 142,000.00 

TOTAL SOBRIETY 

COURT REVENUES 

159,190.00 

Total Sobriety Court 

Expenses 

(127,123.22) 

Total Grant Awarded 
Unspent 
(State did not disburse 
unspent funds) 

14,876.78 

Total Sobriety Court 

Grant Paid to the City 

127,123.22 
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REVENUE AND EXPENSES 

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.  

In 2020, 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 Garnishment 

Enforcing court orders, including financial obligations, if done effectively, improves courts’ 

credibility and effectiveness while it ensures crime victims are made whole and provides 

funds to support law enforcement, libraries, the Crime Victim’s Rights Fund, and local 

governments. The Court works with an outside collection agency to assist with enforcing 

court ordered financial obligations.  

Collections 

Tax 

Year 

Filed 

Nov 1st 

Total 

Garnishments 

filed 

Total 

Outstanding 

Debt 

Total Collected % Collected Filings Fee 

$5.00 per case 

Net Total 

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 

2020 1,904 $878,876.53 As of January 

27,2021 

$362,083.71 

41% ($9,520.00) $352,563.71 

FY 

2019-2020 

Total Collections Amount Paid to 

Collections 

Total Net Collected % Collected 

2019 $326,164.00 ($69,178.19) $256,985.81 79% 

2020 $374,988.00 ($68,274.00) $306,714.00 81% 
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MEET THE STAFF 

Judge Amanda Sterkenburg 

Judge  Sterkenburg is a member of the State Bar of Michigan and the 
Grand Rapids Bar Association and is active in many local 
organizations, including the Kentwood Aquatics Club, Glenwood 
Elementary Parent-Teacher Council, Kentwood Baseball League and 
Mediation Services of Ottawa and Allegan counties. She and her 
family attend Kentwood Community Church. 

Sterkenburg graduated cum laude from Franklin College and Western 
Michigan University Thomas M. Cooley Law School. Drawn to the 
diversity and opportunity in Kentwood, she  moved to the city with her 
two children almost 10 years ago. Sterkenburg was elected in 2020.

Court Administrator/Magistrate 

Michele White  

Michele is the Court Administrator, Non-Attorney Magistrate, 
Language Access Coordinator, ADA 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, and the Michigan State Association for Court Management where she is 
currently serving her sixth two-year term with the board of directors and is an active member 
of the Conference Committee. 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 1998. 
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MEET THE STAFF—CONT’D 

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 the part-time Attorney Magistrate for the Court. She is a long-
time 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.  
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