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PRE-TRIAL MEMORANDUM OF THE RESPONDENT, DAVID W. T

David W. Tidd, by and through his counsel, Samuel C.
'Stretton, Esquire, hereby files his initial Pre-Trial
Memorandum. Mr. Tidd, through his counsel, requests tﬂé
opportunity to amend this Pre—Triél Memorandum since additional
investigation and work is being ;onduct and additional witnesses
and exhibits may be necessary and further, Mr. Stretton is

starting to work on detailed stipulations.

A.) Trial Witnesses

1. All witnesses listed by the Judicial Conduct Board.

2. David W. Tidd — Mr. Tidd will testify as to the
various allegations and his defenses.

3. Police Officer John Bowlby of Lower Saucon Police
Department - Officer Bowlby will testify consistent with his
2015 memo as to how former Judge Tidd conducted his Courtroom.

4. Police Officer David Roxberry of the Lower Saucon

Police Department - Officer Roxberry will testify consistent



with his May 30, 2015 memo and also as to how former Judge Tidd
ran his Courtroom.

5. Corporal Timothy Connell of the Lower Saucon Police
Department - Corporal Connell will testify consistent with his
May 31, 2015 memo and also generally as to how former Judge Tidd
conducted his Courtroom.

6. Police Officer James Connell of the Lower Saucon
Police Department - Officer Connell will testify consistent with
his June 6, 2015 memo to the Judicial Conduct Board and also as
to how former Judge Tiddvconducted his Courtroom.

7. Police Officer Dominic Feagnago of Hellertown Police
Department - Officer Feagnago will testify consistent with his
June 11, 2015 memo and as to how former Judge Tidd ran his
Courtroom.

8. Mark Minotti, Esquire - Mr. Minotti will testify
consistent with his June 11, 2015 memo. He will also testify as
to how former Judge Tidd conducted his Courtroom. He will also
potentially testify as a character witness. His address is 717
Washington Street, Easton, Pennsylvania.

9. Joseph Melhem, III - Mr. Melhem’s address is 503
Primrose Path, Easton, Pennsylvania. He would testify
consistent with his June 15, 2015 memo. This would be

consistent with what Attorney Minotti will also testify to.



10. Karen Pala;zo, Esquire ~ Ms. Palazzo’s address is 2030
Tilghman Street, Allentown, Pennsylvania. Ms. Palazzo will
testify consistent with her June 16, 2015 memo. She will
testify as to when she worked with David Tidd and will confirm
his hours and how he kept his District Court duties separate
from his law firm. Ms. Palazza may also testify as to
character.

11. Dr. Eric Becker -~ Dr. Becker will testify as to his
treatment of former Judge Tidd for his Crohn’s Disease and other
issues. He will also introduce his August 10, 2011 letter to
President Judge McFadden.

12. Police Officer Timothy Piotrowski of the Hellertown
Police Department. He will testify consistent with his memo to
the Judicial Conduct Board dated August 18, 2016.

13. Additional Police Officers from Lower Saucon Police

Department:
a.) Tom Barndt;
b.) Tom Lauder;
c.) Stephen Kunigus;
d.) Charles Werkheiser;

e.) Kyle Hagerty
All of the officers will testify as to how former

Judge Tidd ran his Courtroom.



14. Additional Police Officers from Hellertown Police
Department:
a.) Matthew Andree;
b.) Kevin McCartney;
All of the officers will testify as to how former

Judge Tidd conducted his Courtroom.

15. Police Chief Mark Diluzio of the Bethlehem Police
Department. Chief Diluzio was never in his Courtroom personally.
He will testify to what his officers experieﬁced as to former
Judge Tidd’s night duty performance and the lack of complaints
about former Judge Tidd. |

16. Nina Reynard of Pre-Trial Services of Northampton
County ~ Ms. Reynard will testify as to how former Judge Tidd
conducted his Courtroom, the appropriateness of former Judge
Tidd’s bail settings and other aspects of former Judge Tidd as a
judicial officer.

17. Tracie Barnes, Northampton Community Human Resource
Director - Ms. Barnes will testify as to issues involving
employees at former Judge Tidd’s office. Ms. Barnes will also
testify to the fact that Diane Kale is the only county employee
who’was allowed to retire, collect a pension and maintain
employment with the County.

18. The following lawyers may be called, and all will

testify as to how former Judge Tidd conducted his Courtroom, how



he handled cases, how he treated the lawyers and the defendants
and/or parties, and how he treated his staff. Many of them will
also testify as character witnesses for David Tidd and will
testify to his reputation in the community as a truthful and
honest person and as a peaceful and law abiding person. They
are lawyers practicing in Northampton County. Driver’s licenses
will be provided, but they are listed with the Office of
Disciplinary Counsel’s registration office and also can be found

through Northampton County.

a.) Phil Lauer, Esquire;

b.) Geor@e Heitczman, Esquire;

c.) John Waldron, Esquire;

d.} Joseph Yanuzzi, Esquire;

e.) Tom Jacachim, Esqguire (Mr. Jaoachim is a Bucks

County attorney);

f.) Christopher Shipman, Esquire;
g.) Rory Driscoll, Esquire;
h.) James Burke, Esquire - Mr. Burke will also

testify as to his friendship with former Judge Tidd and his

traffic tickets.

i.) Edward Andres, Esquire;
j.)} John Obrecht, Esquire;
k.,) William Matz, Esquire;
1.} Gary Azteak, Esquire;



m.) Michael Moyer, Esquire;

n.} Matthew Potts, Esquire;

©.) Stephen Mills, Esquire;
p.) Abe Kassis, Esquire;

g.) Vivian Zumas, Esquire;
r.} Richard Pepper, Esqguire;
s.) Nuria Diluzzio, Esquire;
t.) Brian Monighan, Esquire;

19. District Judge Joseph Borner - Judge Borner will
testify as to how District Courts are run in Northampton County,
and common practices.

20. Constable Riéhard Seeds - Constable Seeds’ address is
net known, but will be provided as soon as found. Constable
Seeds would testify as to how former Judge Tidd conducted his
Courtroom and treated his secretaries and treated him. He would
also testify as to character.

21. Some additional character witnesses are as follows:

a.) Vera Tidd - Mrs. Tidd is former Judge Tidd’s wife
and will testify as to his character and his devotion to
his job as District Judge.

b.) Eric Huggler - Mr. Huggler’s address is 9§ Jane

Drive, Engleﬁood Cliffs, New Jersey. Mr. Huggler has been

David Tidd’s friend for about 35 years. He will testify as

to the good character of David Tidd.



c.) Kim Desjadon, the personal legal secretary of
former Judge Tidd during pertinent times. Ms. Desgadon
will discuss how he ran his private office and conflict
checks. She will also discuss how he made his Jjudicial
office a priority. She will also testify as to character.
Her address is unknown, but will be provided at a later
date.

d.) Carol Bubori -~ Ms. Bubori’s address is unknown
but I am in the process of finding it. Ms. Bubori was
David Tidd’s judicial secretary for two years. She would
testify she worked for two years while he was a judge. She
will testify how he conducted his judicial office and will
indicate he did not use obscenities or anything of that
nature on any regular basis and treated her fine. Ms.
Bubori will testify as to former Judge Tidd’s demeanor in
the Courtroom and District Court setting.

e.) Mike Homa — Mr. Homa is David Tidd’s accountant.
His business address is 1631 Main Street, Hellertown,
Pennsylvania. He will testify as to character of David
Tidd.

B.) Potential Exhibits

1. David Tidd incorporates by reference any and all

exhibits referenced in the Pre-Trial Memorandum of the Judicial

Conduct Board.



2. David Tidd incorporates by reference and will
introduce and mark as exhibits all documents set forth in the
discovery letterldated October 7, 2016. Which is attached and
marked as Exhibit “A”. This letter is from the Judicial Conduct
Board providing discovery. Each of these documents referenced
may be utilized és‘an exhibit by David Tidd.

3. Attachéd and marked as Exhibit ™B” is the letter dated
September 21, 2016 of the Judicial Conduct Board listing of
additional exhibits, which are interviews of various officers,
They are incorporated by reference and the letter is attached
and marked as Exhibit “B”.

4. Additional exhibits would include the March 17, 2016
answer of former Judge Tidd to the Judicial Conduct Board.

5. September 25, 2011 advisory letter from the Ethics and
Professional Committee of the Special Court Judicial Association
by Judge Jayne Duncan.

6. Memo of George Heitczman, Esquire dated March 11, 2016
of his observation of District Judge Hawke not wearing his robe
at the counter and doing paperwork and resolving matters.

7. Exhibits from David Tidd’s attorney calendar, which
reflect how certain cases, which he handled in bankruptcy came
to him that would be presented on issues of conflict. This was
marked as Exhibit “C” as part of his answer to the letter of

inquiry.



8. Orders of the Northampton County Courthouse by the
President Judge transferring cases from former Judge Tidd when
he raised issues of conflict of interest. Those letters are
dated June 29, 2014, December 9, 2014, April 9, 2014, May 20,
2014, June 30( 2014, July 14, 2014, July 22, 2014, December 4,
2015 and May 27) 2015. These Orders were all attached as part
of the answer to the original inquiry letter.

9. In addition to these Orders, the additional Orders
that were attached to the answer and letters by former Judge
Tidd to Ms. French and others at Court Administration requesting
transfers. All of these were attached as part of David Tidd’s
answer to the Judicial Conduct Board in the original letter of
inquiry. That answer and these reports are all attached to this
Pre~Trial Memorandum.

10. Memos to President Judge Baratta from Debra French and
from David Tidd about other conflicts by David Tidd. These are
collectively marked and attached to this subseéuent to the
answers and are marked as Exhibit “D”.

11. David Tidd would also reference and mark as exhibits
his two depositions before the Judicial Conduct Board.

12. Letter on ethical issues from Judge Barton to David
Tidd. This was provided by’the Judicial Conduct Board to Mr.
Stretton. Mr. Stretton cannot find his copy, but when he does,

will attach the same.



C.) Proposed Stipulations

Mr. Stretton is committed to working out stipulations with
the Judicial Conduct Board. The Judicial Conduct Board proposed
several hundred stipulations, but they are not acceptable. Mr.
Stretton will stipulate to the authenticity of any and all court
records. He will stipulate to the authenticity of any official
documents. He will work with the Judicial Conduct Board to
reach stipulations on the other issues.

D.) Additional Legal Issues

There will be issues raised during the course of the trial.
First, there is a statute of limitations issue since some of the
misconduct occurred more than four years ago, particﬁlarly the
alleged misconduct in 2010 and 2011 and portions of 2012.

There is also the issue of the defense of laches. Many of
these matters were known for years, but no one‘acted on them
until recently.

E.) Certification of Discovery

Mr. Stretton, to his knowledge, has provided all the

discovery that he has to the Judicial Conduct Board. He and

10



former Judge Tidd have cooperated fully with the Judicial

Conduct Board’s investigation.

Respectfully submitted,

Samyel C. Stretton, Esquire
Attorney for Respondent,

- David W. Tidd

301 8. High St., P.O. Box 3231
West Chester, PA 19381

(610) 696-~4243

Attorney I.D. No. 18491
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
COURT OF JUDICIAL DISCIPLINE

IN RE:

David W. Tidd :

Former Magisterial District: 3 JD 2016
Judge :

Third Judicial District

Northampton County

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify I am this date serving a copy of the
foregoing Pre-Trial Memorandum in the captioned matter upon the
following persons in the manner indicated below.

Service by First Class Mail addressed as follows:

1. Elizabeth A. Flaherty, Esquire
Deputy Counsel
Judicial Conduct Board
Pennsylvania Judicial Center
601 Commonwealth Ave., Suite 3500
P.O0. Box 62525
Harrisburg, PA 17106
(717) 234-7911

2. Melissa L. Norton, Esquire
Assistant Counsel
Judicial Conduct Board
Pennsylvania Judicial Center
601 Commonwealth Ave., Suite 3500
P.0. Box 62525
Harrisburg, PA 17106
(717) 234-7911



David W. Tidd
11 Black Bear Run

Fleetwood, PA 198522

12l
Dat®

Respectfully submittedq,

NNy

SamuéT C. §%r§tton Esquilre
Attorney for Respon t
David W. Tidd

301 S. High St., P.O. Box 3231

West Chester, PA 19381
(610) 696-4243
Attorney I.D. No. 18491



COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
JUDICIAL CONDUCT BOARD

PENNSYLVANIA JUDICIAL CENTER
601 COMMONWEALTH AVENUE, SUITE 3500
RO. Box 62525
HARRISBURG, PA 17106-2525

WWW.JCBPA.ORG
HONORABLE ROBERT A, GRACI : October 7, 2016
CHIEF COUNSEL ~ 717-234-7911
Samuel C. Stretton, Esquire
301 W. High Street
P.O. Box 3231
West Chester, PA 19381
In re: Former MDJ David W. Tidd, 3 1D 2016
Dear Mr. Stretton:
Pursuant to C.J.D.R.P. No. 401, please find enclosed copies of the following:
1. Confidential Request for Investigation received anonymously on
August 18, 2014 with attached dated log excerpts. JCB File No. 2014-

510.

2. Redacted Confidential Request for Investigation verified by David
Repyneck, dated April 9, 2015. JCB File No. 2015-227.

3. Redacted Confidential Request for Investigation verified by Leslie
Repyneck, dated April 22, 2015. ICB File No. 2015-237.

4, Confidential Request for Investigation received anonymously on April
9, 2015. ICB File No. 2015-285.

5. Confidential Request for Investigation received anonymously on Apfﬂ
9, 2015. JCB File No. 2015-286.

6.  Confidential Request for Investigation received anonymously on June
11, 2015. ICB File No. 2015-421.

7. Redacted Report of Interview of Leslie Repyneck by Investigator Sean
P. Brennan, dated August 17, 2015.

8. Complete copy of log excerpts, including supplements, in chronological
order, beginning with November 9, 2011 through events of February
19, 2016.


http:WWW.JCBPA.ORG

" Samuel C. Stretton, Esquire

Page 2 of 26

October 7, 2016

10.

11.

12.

13.
14,

15.
16.

17.
18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Susan Elizabeth Blair, MJ-03204-TR-
0001339-2013.

Case File, Commonwealth v. Susan Elizabeth Blair, M3-03204-TR-
0001339-2013.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Philippe J. Bortz, M1-03204-TR-0003751-
2011.

Case File, Commonwealth v. Philippe J. Bortz, M]-03204-TR-0003751-
2011.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Deshi Zheng, M]-03204-TR-3807-2011.

Case File, Commonwealth v. Deshi Zheng, MJ]-03204-TR-0003807-
2011,

Docket, Commonwealth v. Deshi Zheng, M3-03204-TR-3808-2011.

Case File, Commonwealth v. Deshi Zheng, MJ-03204-TR-0003808-
2011. '

Docket, Commonwealth v. Deshi Zheng, MJ-03204-TR-3809-2011.

Case File, Commonwealth v. Deshi Zheng, MJ-03204-TR-0003809-
2011,

Docket, Commmonwealth v. Anthony D. Fiorino, MJ-03204-TR-
0003184-2011.

Case File, Commmonweaith v. Anthony D. Fiorino, M]-03204-TR-
0003184-2011.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Alexander Groves, MJ—03204—TR-0603937-
2011. )

Case file, Commonwealth v. Alexander Groves, MJ-03204-TR-
0003937-2011.

Docket, Sterling Jewelers, Inc. v. Karen L. Echenberg, MJ-03204-CV-
0000188-2011.

Case file, Sterling Jewelers, Inc. v. Karen L. Echenberg, M1-03204-CV-
0000188-2011. .

Docket, Wayne Diehl v. Jessiéa Warjas, MJ-03204-LT-0000002-2012.
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- 26.
27.

28.
29,
30.
31.
32.
33.
34,
35.
36.

37.
38.
39.
40.

41.
42.

Case file, Wayne Diehl v. Jessica Warjas, MJ-03204-LT-0000002-2012.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Brandon Samuel Desmond, MJ-03204-TR-
0003848-2011.

Case File, Commonwealth v. Brandon Samuel Desmond, MJ-03204-TR-
0003848-2011.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Jack Brian Garippa, M1-03204-TR-0003936-
2011.

Case file, Commonwealth v. Jack Brian Garippa, MJ]-03204-TR-
0003936-2011.

Docket, Larry and Louise Trexler v. David Ellis Gamble, Kreative
Kitchens, LLC, MJ-03204-CV-0000227-2011. .

Case file, Larry and Louise Trexler v. David Ellis Gamble, Kreative
Kitchens, LLC, M]-03204-CV-0000227-2011.

Docket, Commonwealth v. John A. Freed, MJ-03204-TR-0003421-
2011, .

Case file, Commonwealth v. John A. Freed, MJ-03204-TR-0003421-
2011.

Docket, Commonwealth v. John A. Freed, MJ-03204-TR-0003422-
2011.

Case file, Commonwealith v. John A. Freeg‘, MJ-03204-TR-0003422-
2011, '

Docket, Commonwealth v. Emery Clark, MJ-03204-TR-0001252-2014.

Case file, Commonweaith v. Emery Clark, MJ-03204-TR-0001252-
2014,

Docket, Commonwealth v. Emery Clark, MJ-03204-TR-0001253-2014.

Case file, Commonwealth v. Emery Clark, M31-03204-TR-0001253-
2014.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Emery Clark, MJ-03204-TR-0001254-2014.

Case file, Commonwealth v. Emery Clark, MJ-03204-TR-0001254-
2014,
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43.
44,
45.
46.
47.
48.
49,
50.
51..
52.
53.
54.
55.
56.

57.

MDJ Docket, Commonwealth v. Jeremy David Farb, MJ-03204-TR-
0001607-2014.

Case file, Commonwealth v. Jeremy David Farb, MJ-03204-TR-
0001607-2014.

Dockét, Commonwealth v. Brennan Jeffery Martin, M1-03204-TR-
0001268-2014.

Case file, Commonwealth v. Brennan Jeffery Martin, MJ-03204-TR-
0001268-2014.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Ryan Christopher Petras, M]-03204-TR-
0000660-2012.

Case file, Commonwealth v. Ryan Christopher Petras, M]-03204-TR-
0000660-2012.

Docket, Commonwealfth v. Ryan Christopher Petras, M3-03204-TR-
0000661-2012. :

Case file, Commonwealth v. Ryan Christopher Petras, M1-03204-TR-
0000661-2012.

Supplemental Log entries with five cases listed, received September
15, 2014.

Supplemental Log entries with five cases listed, received September
15, 2014,

Supplemental Log entries with five cases listed, received September
19, 2014.

Supplemental Log entries for August 12, 2014, August 28, 2014 and
September 2, 2014.

Audio/video files for August 28, 2014 and September 2, 2014 on
enclosed USB drive.

Supplemental Log entry regarding August 27, 2014, received on
September 29, 2014. :

Suppilemental Log entry regarding September 22, 2014, received on
September 29, 2014.
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58,

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

Supplemental Log entries regarding September 18, 2014, received on
September 29, 2014.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Ramon Joseph Passaro, MJ-03204-CR-
0000051-2014.

Case file, Commonwealth v. Ramon Joseph Passaro, M]-03204-CR-
0000051-2014.

October 2, 2014 email from Brenda Anthony with six pictures of video
and audio surveillance notices posted at the District Court office.

Supplemental Log entries regarding September 30-October 2, 2014,
received October 6, 2014,

Supplemental Log entries regarding October 6-7, 2014, received
October 14, 2014.

Supplemental Log entry regarding October 8, 2014, received October
17, 2014,

Supplemental Log entry regarding October 9, 2014, received October
17, 2014,

Docket, Commonwealth v. Patrick Sean Butler, MJ]-03204-CR-
0000198-2014.

Case file, Commonwealth v. Patrick Sean Butler, MJ-03204-CR-
0000198-~-2014.

Supplemental Log entries for October 14 and 27, 2014; Novembgr 3,
4,5, 18, and 25, 2014; December 2, 8 (2), 10, and 11, 2014, received
on December 15, 2014.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Daniel Rafael Araujo, Jr., M]-03204-
0001712-2014.

Case file, Commonwealth v. Daniel Rafael Araujo, Jr., MJ-03204-
0001712-2014.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Daniel Rafael Araujo, Jr., MJ-03204-
0001713-2014.

Case file, Commonwealth v. Daniel Rafael Araujo, Jr., M31-03204-
0001713-2014.
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73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78,

79.

80.
81.

82.
83.

84.
85.

86.
87.

88.

89.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Daniel Rafael Araujo, Jr., MJ-03204-
0001714-2014.

Case file, Commonwealth v. Daniel Rafael Araujo, Jr., MJ-03204-
0001714-2014.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Daniel Rafael Araujo, Jr., CP-48-SA-
0000215-2014.

Redacted Report of Interview of Brenda Anthony by Investigator Sean
P. Brennan, dated January 29, 2015.

Redacted Report of Interview of Diane Kale by Investigator Sean P.
Brennan, dated February 11, 2015.

Report of Interview of Cassandra Bettler by Investigator Sean P.
Brennan, dated February 18, 2015.

Report of Interview of Debra French by Investigator Sean P. Brennan,
dated February 18, 2015.

Documents provided by Debra French at February 18, 2015 interview.

Report of Investigation by Investigator Sean P. Brennan, dated April
23, 2015, regarding calls from Brenda Anthony.

Docket, Commonweaith v. James Burke, M]-03204-TR-0002649-2007.

Case file, Commonwealth v. James Burke, MJ-03204-TR-0002649-
2007.

Docket, Commonwealth v. James Burke, MJ-03204-TR-0003339-2012.

Case file, Commonwealth v. James Burke, MJ-03204-TR-0003339-
2012.

Docket, Commonweaith v. James Burke, MJ-03204-TR-0001082-2013.

Case file, Commonwealth v. James Burke, M1]-03204-TR-0001082-
2013.

Docket, Commonwealth v. James J. Burke, MJ-03204-TR-0003287-
2013,

Case file, Commonwealth v. James J. Burke, MJ-03204-TR-0003287-
2013,
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90.
91.

S2.
93.

94,

95.

96.

97.

98.

99.

100.

101.

102.

103.

1104,

105.

Docket, Commonwealth v. James Burke, MJ-03204-TR-0000528-2014.

Case file, Commonwealth v. James Burke, MJ-03204-TR-0000528-
2014, -

Docket, Commonwealth v. James Burke, MJ-03204-TR-0001612-2014.

Case file, Commonwealth v. James Burke, MJ]-03204-TR-0001612-
2014,

Docket, Commonweaith v. Chenyce Denine Allen, MJ-03204-TR-
0003320-2011.

Case file, Commonwealth v. Chenyce Denine Allen, MJ-03204-TR-
0003320-2011.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Susan M. Szilagyi, M]-03204-TR-0003670-
2011.

Case file, Commonwealth v. Susan M. Szilagyi, MJ-03204-TR-
0003670-2011.

Docket, Commonweaith v. Crystal Marie Fischer, MJ-03204-TR-
0003477-2011.

Case file, Commonweafth v. Crystal Marie Fischer, MJ]-03204-TR-
0003477-2011.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Frederick C. Lance, Jr., MJ-03204-CR-
0000440-2011.

Case file, Commonwealth v. Frederick C. Lance, Jr., MJ-03204-CR-
0000440-2011.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Jane Litzenberger, M]-03204-TR-0003642-
2011.

Case file, Commonwealth v. Jane Litzenberger, M31-03204-TR-
0003642-2011.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Robert James Grello, Jr., MJ-03204-TR-
0003631-2011.

Case file, Commonwealth v. Robert James Grello, Jr., M]-03204-TR-
0003631-2011.
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106.

107.

108.

109.

110.

111.

112,

113.
114,

115.

116.

117.

118.

119.

120.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Kristina V. Racek, MJ-03204-TR-0003657-
2011. '

Case file, Commonwealth v. Kristina V. Racek, MJ-03204-TR-0003657-
2011.

Docket, Berkheimer Tax Administrator v. Timothy M. Pettijohn, M]-
03204-CV-0000142-2011.

Case file, Berkheimer Tax Administrator v. Timothy M. Pettijohn, M-
03204-Cv-0000142-2011.

Docket, Capital One Bank USA NA v. Russell Jonathan Maura, MJ-
03204-CV-0000191-2011.

Case file, Capital One Bank USA NA v. Russell Jonathan Maura, MJ-
03204-CVv-0000191-2011.

Supplemental Log entry regarding May 19, 2015 incident on Primary
Election Day.

Audio/video files for May 19, 2015 on enclosed USB drive.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Joseph Methem III, M]-03204-TR-0000653-
2015,

Case file, Commonwealth v. Joseph Melhem III, MJ-03204-TR-
0000653-2015. :

Docket, Capital One Bank v. Leslie A. Ziegler, M]-03204-CV-0000190-
2011.

Case file, Capital One Bank v. Leslie A. Ziegler, M]-03204-CV-
0000190-2011.

| Docket, Capital One Bank v. Leslie A. Ziegler, M1-03201-CV-0000180-

2011. ‘

Case file, Capital One Bank v. Leslie A. Ziegler, MJ-03201-CV-
0000180-2011.

May 27, 2015 email thread between Toni Schreffler, Legal Assistant
and Brenda Anthony regarding MDJ Tidd was asleep at his desk and
later Cassandra Bettler found him asleep on the floor.



Samuel C. Stretton, Esquire

Page 9 of 26

October 7, 2016

121,

122,

123.

124,

- 125,

126.

127.

128,

129.

130.

131.

132.

133.

134.

135.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Kaitlyn M. Boullosa, MJ-03204-CR-
0000251-2010.

Case file, Commonwealth v. Kaitlyn M. Boullosa, MJ-03204-CR-
0000251-2010.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Henry Benjamin Hughes, MJ-03206-CR-
0000015-2012.

Case file, Commonweaith v. Henry Benjamin Hughes, MJ-03206-CR-
0000015-2012.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Quincy James Wilson, M3-03212-CR-
0000026-2012.

Case file, Commonwealth v. Quincy James Wilson, M3]-03212-CR-
0000026-2012.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Jose L. Rodriguez, MJ-03211-CR-0000046-
2012,

Case file, Commonwealth v. Jose L. Rodriguez, MJ-03211-CR-
0000046-2012.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Sandro Alonso, MJ]-03211-CR-0000047-
2012

Case file, Commonwealth v. Sandro Alonso, M1-03211-CR-0000047-
2012

Docket, Commonweaith v. Julius Stevenson, MJ-03211-CR-0000013-
2012,

Case file, Commonwealth v. Julius Stevenson, M]-03211-CR-0000013-
2012.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Jessica I. Pedroza, M]-03211-CR-0000048-
2012,

Case file, Commonwealth v. Jessica I. Pedroza, MJ-03211-CR-
0000048-2012.

Redacted Report of Interview of Officer Daniel Bencsics by Investigator
Sean P. Brennan, dated May 30, 2015.
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136.

137.

138.

139.

140.

141.

142,

143.

144,

145,

146.

147,

148.

149,

150.

Redacted Report of Interview of Corporal Timothy Connell by
Investigator Sean P. Brennan, dated May 31, 2015,

Redacted Report of Interview of Officer Matt Messinger by Investigator
Sean P. Brennan, dated May 31, 2015.

Docket, Raymond J. Gescek v. MAS Transportation, Marcus A.
Sandone, M1-03204-CV-0000172-2011.

Case file, Raymond J. Gescek v. MAS Transportation, Marcus A.
Sandone, MJ-03204-CV-0000172-2011.

Redacted Report of Interview of Officer James Connell by Investigator
Sean P. Brennan, dated June 6, 2015.

Redacted Report of Interview of Officer Michae! Dattilio by Investigator
Sean P. Brennan, dated June 8, 2015.

Report of Interview of Debra French by Investigator Sean P. Brennan,
dated June 8, 2015,

Redacted Report of Interview of Officer Timothy Piotrowski by
Investigator Sean P. Brennan, dated June 10, 2015.

Report of Interview of Corporal Jeffrey Johnston by Investigator Sean
P. Brennan, dated June 10, 2015.

Report of Interview of Officer Domenic Feagnago by Investigator Sean
P. Brennan, dated June 11, 2015.

Report of Interview of Corporal Matt Andree by Investigator Sean
Brennan, dated June 11, 2015.

Report of Interview of Karen Palazzo, Esquire by Investigator Sean P.
Brennan, dated June 16, 2015.

Report of Investigation by Investigator Sean P. Brennan, dated June
19, 2015, regarding calls and texts from staff.

Report of Investigation by Investigator Sean P. Brennan, dated June
23, 2015, regarding transfer of Brenda Anthony.

Redacted Report of Interview of Amber Butz by Investlgator Sean P.
Brennan, dated July 2, 2015.
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151,

152,

153.

154.

155.

156.

157.

158.

159,

160.

161.

162.

163.

164.

Supplemental Log entries by' Cassandra Bettler, received July 15,
2015,

Redacted Report of Interview of Lisa Levan by Investigator Sean P.
Brennan, dated July 16, 2015.

October 27, 2015 letter to Robert A. Graci from Craig Simpson,
Esquire, entering his appearance on behalf of MDJ David W. Tidd.

January 4, 2016 letter to Robert A. Graci from Craig Simpson, Esquire
reiterating MDJ Tidd’s desire to cooperate.

Report of Investigation by Investigator Sean P. Brennan dated
February 8, 2016, regarding texts from Cassandra Bettler.

January 15, 2016 letter to Debra French, Deputy Court Administrator
from MDJ David Tidd, regarding his complaints against Brenda
Anthony.

Redacted, content of February 10, 2016 text Sean Brennan received
from Cassandra Bettler regarding MDJ Tidd called AOPC regarding
benefits.

Redacted Report of Interview of Tracie Drayton by Investigator Sean
P. Brennan, dated February 12, 2016,

February 12, 2016 letter to Elizabeth A. Flaherty, Deputy Counsel,
from Craig Simpson, Esquire, MDJ] Tidd resignation effective March 1,
2016.

February 18, 2016 facsimile to David Kutz, Human Resources
Manager, from David W. Tidd, Esquire, rescinding his notice of
resignation.

Bernie O’Hare’s Blog post, “Judge Tidd Reverses Himself, to Remain on
the Bench.”

February 19, 2016 Notice of Fuli Investigation issued to Honorable
David W. Tidd, c/o Craig Simpson, Esquire.

Report of Investigation by Investigator Sean P. Brennan, dated
February 19, 2016.

February 22, 2016 email from Toni Schreffler, Légal Assistant to
Cassandra Bettler, cc Sean Brennan and Elizabeth Flaherty regarding
Information.
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165.

166.

167.

168.
169.

170.

171.

172.

173.

174.

175.
176.

177.

Audio/video files for February 19, 2016 on enclosed USB drive.

February 23, 2016 letter to Elizabeth A. Flaherty, Deputy Counsel,
from Samuel C. Stretton, entering his appearance on behalf of MDJ
David Tidd and requesting an extension of time to respond to the
Notice of Full Investigation.

Supplemental log entry contained in February 29, 2016 email to Toni
Schreffler, Legal Assistant from Cassandra Bettler, regarding February
19, 2016 incident with Judge Tidd. ‘

March 17, 2016 Response to Notice of Full Investigation by Samuei C.
Stretton, Esquire, on behalf of MD] David Tidd.

March 23, 2016 letter to Elizabeth A. Flaherty, Deputy Counsel, from
Samuel C. Stretton, Esquire, regarding Judge Tidd.

March 28-April 6, 2016 email thread between Toni Schreffler, Legal
Assistant and Cassandra Bettler regarding use of Constables Seeds
and Schonenberger to collect outstanding warrants.

April 6-7, 2016 email between Toni Schreffler, Legal Assistant and
Cassandra Bettler regarding answers to questions posed regarding the
constables.

April 5, 2015 Letter to Elizabeth A. Flaherty, Esquire from Samuel C.
Stretton, Esquire regarding two constables and two empoyees of Judge
Tidd’s under criminai investigation.

April 12, 2016 letter to Elizabeth A. Flaherty, Esquire from Samue! C,
Stretton, Esquire expressing concern regarding audio system.

April 13, 2016 Subpoena duces tecum issued to the Honorable David
W. Tidd, c/o Samuel C. Stretton, Esquire for Hearing Book Calendars
for 2014, 2015, and 2016 to date.

April 14, 2016 letter to Elizabeth A. Flaherty, Deputy Counsel, from
Samuel C. Stretton, Esquire regarding letter from Judge Baratta.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Timothy Bryan Snydér, MJ-03204-TR-
0001906-2014.

Case file, Commonwealth v. Timothy Snyder, MJ- 03204—TR-0001906-
2014.
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178.
179.
180.

181.
182.

183.
184,
185.
186.
187.

188.
189.

190.

191.
192.

193.

Redacted Deposition transcript of Diane Kale, taken by Elizabeth A
Flaherty on April 19, 2016.

Redacted Deposition transcript of Brenda Anthony, taken by Elizabeth
A. Flaherty on April 19, 2016.

Redacted Deposition transcript of Cassandra Bettler, taken by
Elizabeth A. Flaherty on April 20, 2016.

Brenda Anthony’s January 9, 2015 Employee Evaluation by Judge Tidd.

Deposition transcript of MDJ] David W. Tidd, taken by Elizabeth A.
Flaherty on April 21, 2016.

September 25, 2011 advisory opinion issued by the Special Courts
Judges Association Ethics and Professionalism Committee.

April .21, 2016 letter to Elizabeth Flaherty, Esquire from Samuel C
Stretton, Esquire regarding letter from Judge Baratta.

April 25, 2016 Memo with attachments from Tom Darr; Court
Administrator of Pennsylvania regarding Possible Violation of PA
Wiretapping Act. ‘

Docket, Commonwealth v. James Burke, M]-03204-TR-0002538-2015.

Case file, Commonwealth v. James Burke, MJ-03204-TR-0002538-
2015,

Docket, Commonweaith v. James Burke, MJ-03204-TR-0000099-2016.

Case file, Commonwealth v. James Burke, MJ]-03204-TR-0000099-
2014,

April 25, 2016 Email thread between Toni Schreffler, Legal Assistant
and Mark Rothermel, AOPC Information Technology, regarding oniine
manual.

Redacted copies of checks issued to David and Vera Tidd in repayment
of $750.00 loan from Brenda Anthony.

May 3, 2016 letter to Elizabeth A. Flaherty, Esquire from Samuel C.
Stretton, Esquire regarding unavailability for deposition.

Blank Waiver of Counsel form.
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194,
195.

196.

197.

198.

199.

200.

201.

202.

203.

204.

205.

206.

Blank Waiver of Preliminary Hearing form.

Docket, Commonweaith v. Jacob Tyler Loman, MJ-03204-CR-0000094-
2015.

Case file, Commonwealth v. Jacob Tyler Loman, MJ]-03204-CR-
0000094-2015.

May 9, 2016 Supplemental Notice of Full Investigation issued to the
Honorable David W. Tidd, c/o Samuel C. Stretton, Esquire, by Robert
A. Graci, Chief Counsel.

Deposition transcript of Debra C. French, taken by Elizabeth A.
Flaherty, Deputy Counsel, on May 10, 2016. During her deposition,
District Court Administrator French provided Board counsel with the
documents enumerated at Paragraphs 191-277.

August 11, 2011 Memo to files from Debra C. French, Deputy
Court Administrator, regarding Meeting with MDJ David Tidd.

January 24, 2012 Memo to F.P. Kimberly McFadden, P.]J. and James
Onembo, Court Administrator from Debra C. French, Deputy Court
Administrator, regarding PA Rules of Court,

Cover letter dated January 20, 2012 with typed paperwork from staff
(LeVan, Kale, Anthony) meeting with Debra French.

Example of case where MDJ Tidd handled the disposition prior to the
officer arriving for the hearing; MDJ Tidd reduced to 3111A, officer
wanted dismissed; MDJ Tidd then changed disposition to dismissed
and refunded defendant money. Commonwealth v. Anthony D.
Fiorino, MJ-03204-TR-3184-2011.

Notes by MDJ Tidd’s clerks dated January 31, 2012 to February 17,

2012, received by Debra French on February 21, 2012.

Notes by MDJ Tidd's clerks dated January 23, 2012 to January 31,
2012, received by Debra French.

January 6, 2014 email from Ronald C. Hulsizer, Deputy Director for
911 Operation to Debra French, regarding MDJ Tidd not responding to
a night duty call and police went to his home.

January 6, 2014 email (with attachments) from Lt. Frank Longenbach,
Intake Supervisor, Northampton County Department of Corrections to
Debra French, regarding Commitment for Britney Torres.
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207.

208.

209.
210.

211.

212,

213.
214.
215.
216.

217.

218.
219,

220.

November 17, 2014 facsimile to MDJ] Tidd from Debra French
regarding change of venue for Commonwealth v. Justin Rey Ramirez,
MJ-03204-TR-1958-2014,

January 7, 2015 executed page by MDJ Tidd that he received,
reviewed and understands the Code of Conduct as it relates to his
employment.

March 6, 2015 memo to MDJ Tidd from Debra French regarding Night
Duty.

August 11, 2011 Memo to Files from Debra French regarding Meeting
with MDJ David Tidd (with attachments).

May 23, 2016 email from Debra French to PJ Stephen Baratta, cc Toni
Schreffler, regarding change of venue for Peter Norvick v. Jeff Lawson,
MJ-03204-CV-0000029-2016.

August 9, 2011 letter to MDJ David Tidd from F.P. Kimberly McFadden
regarding his “continued disability” that prevents him from performing
his judicial duties.

August 18, 2014 typewritten page by Debra French memorializing her
conversation with MDJ Tidd regarding his lung procedure.

March 21, 2013 letter from MDJ] David W. Tidd, Esquire to Debra
French, regarding unruly defendant.

October 9, 2015 probation Employee Evaluation of Brenda Anthony by
MDJ Hawke.

May 6, 2016 facsimile (with attachments) to Judge Baratta from debra
French, regarding MDJ Tidd’s rescheduled court days.

Notes by Debra French dated September 19 2014 regarding meeting
with Cassandra Bettler and September 23, 2014 meeting with
Cassandra Bettler and MDJ] Tidd regarding her performance
evaluations.

May 10, 2014 Probation Empioyee Evaluation of Cassandra Bettler.

September 11, 2014 Probationary Employee Evaluation of Cassandra
Bettler.

May 28, 2015 facsimile from Brenda Anthony to Debra French,
regarding Court Order Request for Emergency Coverage.
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221.
222,

223,

224,
225.
226.
227.
228.
229.
230.

231.

232,

233.
234,

June 18, 2015 email from David Tidd to Debra French, regarding
Confidential.

June 18, 2015 letter from Brenda Anthony to Debra French, regarding
Acceptance of Transfer to District Court 03-3-01.

December 3, 2014 letter from Brenda Anthony to Debra French,
requesting transfer to District Court 03-3-01 as soon as position
available.

June 25, 2015 letter from Brenda Anthony to Debra French, regardmg
donation of personal property to District Court 03-2-04.

June 24-25, 2015 email thread between Brenda Anthony and Debra
French regarding Personal Items.

June 26, 2015 email thread between David Tidd and Debra French,
regarding petty cash shortage.

November 30, 2015 email thread between David Tidd and Debra
French regarding Confidential.

January 15, 2016 letter to Debra French from MDJ] David W. Tidd
regarding his complaints against Brenda Anthony.

January 20, 2016 Internal Correspondence from Debra French to PJ
Stephen Baratta regarding letter from MDJ David Tidd.

January 21, 2016 email thread between Debra French, Stephen G.
Baratta, Jill Cicero, and Jermaine Greene, regarding Brenda Anthony.

January 21, 2016 email from Jermaine Green to Debra French, cc Jill
Cicero, regarding setting up meeting with Judge Tidd for week of
February 1, 2016.

February 2, 2016 email (with attachment) from Debra French to
Stephen G. Baratta, cc Jill Cicero, Jermaine Greene, regarding Meeting
with MDJ Tidd.

Notes by Debra French on February 23-24, 2016.

February 24-25, 2016 email thread between Cassandra Bettler to
Debra French and then From Debra French to Stephen Baratta, Jill
Cicero, Jermaine Greene.
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235,

236.

237.

238.

239,

240,

241.

242,

243.

244,

245,

246.

247.

248,

249,

February 26-March 4, 2016 email thread between Judge Baratta,
Cassandra Bettler and Debra French, regarding Meeting with Cassie
Bettler.

Notes by Debra French regarding March 9, 2016 meeting with Judge
Baratta, Cassandra Bettler and Debra French.

February 24, 2016 email from Cassandra Bettier to Debra French,
regarding events of February 19, 2016.

February 26, 2016 email from Stephen G. Baratta to Cassandra
Bettler, cc to Debra French (Baratta in Philadelphia for conference).

April 6, 2016 facsimile to Debbie French from Cassie, regarding
Warrant requests.

April 1, 2016 facsimile to District Court 03-2-04 requesting comp!ete
warrants for 17 defendants (attached to April 6, 2016 email).

March 31, 2016 facsimile to District Court 03-2-04 requesting
complete warrants for 10 defendants (attached to April 6, 2016 email).

April 13, 2016 email thréad from Cassandra Bettler to Debra French,
regarding warrants; forwarded to Judge Baratta by Debra French.

April 19, 2016 email from Debra French to Stephen Baratta, regarding
Diane Kaie and Brenda Anthony’s work history details.

April 19, 2016 email from Debra French to Stephen Baratta, regarding
Amber Butz’s work history details.

April 19, 2016 email from Debra French to Stephen Baratta, regarding
“Confidential”. .

May 8, 2016 email from David Tidd to Debra French, cc Samuel
Stretton, regarding Bettler, Drayton transfer request; forwarded to
Stephen Baratta, Jill Cicero.

April 5 2016 letter from Samuel Stretton, Esquire to the Honorable
Stephen G. Baratta, regarding “My Client - Judge David Tidd.”

April 11, 2016 Internal Correspondence to Stephen Baratta, PJ, from
Debra French, DCA, regrding Audio Recording in MDJ] Tidd's Court.

May 7, 2013 Memo to Magisterial District Judges and Staff from Debra
French, DCA, regarding Security Assessment Survey.
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250.
251.

252,

253.

254,
255.

256.

257,

258.

259,

260.

261.

262.

263.

Magisterial District Court Security Assessment Survey.

June 4, 2013 facsimile from David W. Tidd, Esquire/bsa to Debra
French, DCA regarding Security Assessment Survey

May 30, 2013 email ‘from Kyle R. Ramberger to Debra French, cc to
Mary Beth Marschik, Rebecca J. Brandt, regarding “Northampton
County MDJ Security Enhancements.”

.June 13, 2013 Memo to Magisterial District Judges and Staff from

Debra French, DCA regarding Security Enhancements.
June 28, 2013 SimplexGrinnell Quotation for District Court 03-2-04.

July 26, 2013 Purchase Order P31271 from SlmplexGrmne!I to District
Court 03-2-04.

April 11, 2016 email from Debra French to Stephen G. Baratta,
regardmg “Sign in DC 03-2-04".

April 18, 2016 Memo to Debra French, DCA, from Stephen G. Baratta,
P.J., regarding MDJ Tidd’s Video/Audio Equipment.

April *15, 2016 letter to the Honorable Stephen G. Baratta, PJ, from
Thomas B. Darr, Court Administrator of PA, cc to Samuel Stretton,
Esquire.

April 18, 2016 email from Debra French to Stephen G. Baratta,
regarding “Audio Equipment in MDJ Tidd’s Court.”

April 12 2016 email from Debra French to Stephen G. Baratta,
regarding “Letter to Atty. Stretton.”

April 14, 2016 letter to Honorable Stephen G. Baratta, PJ, from
Samuel! C. Stretton, regarding receipt of Judge Baratta’s April 14, 2016
letter.

April 18, 2016 letter to Samue! C. Stretton, Esquire from Stephen G.
Baratta, cc to John Morganelli, District Attorney, Thomas Darr, Court
Administrator of PA, Judges of Northampton County, regarding Judge
David Tidd ~ Your letter of April 14, 2016.

Typewritten note from Debra French with the judges’ names, court
addresses and phone numbers for thos courts which are getting the
access controi devices and CCTVs.
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264.

265.

266,
267.
268.

269.

270.

271.

272.

273.

274,

275.

276.

277.

April 11, 2016 letter to Samuel C. Stretton, Esquire from Stephen G.
Baratta, cc to John Morganelli, District Attorney, Thomas Darr, Court
Administrator of PA, Judges of Northampton County, regarding Judge
David Tidd - Your letter of April 5, 2016.

April 11, 2016 Memo to Stephen Baratfa, PJ, from Debra C. French,
DCA, regarding Audio Recording in MDJ Tidd’s Court.

April 11, 2016 email from Debra French to Stephen G. Baratta.
Log excerpt from February 13, 2012

April 18, 2016 letter to John Morganelli, District Attorney from Stephen
G. Baratta, PJ.

April 22, 2016 email from Debra French to Stephen G. Baratta,
regarding “Letter to DA.”

March 31, 2016 complaint by Constable Seeds and Schoenenberger,
regarding Interference, obstruction, hindering, conspiracy and theft at
District Court 03-2-04.

April 5, 2016 typed notes by Debra French.

April 13, 2016 email from Cassandra Bettler to Debra French regarding
Warrants.

April 15, 2016 Internal Correspondence from Debra French, DCA to
President Judge Stephen Baratta, regarding Constable Costs Sheets for
Seeds & Shoenenberger. .

May 2, 2016 letter to Honorabie Stephen G. Baratta from Samuel C.
Stretton, Esquire.

May 9, 2016 letter to Samuel Stretton, Esquire from Stephen G..
Baratta.

February 16, 2016 letter to David W. Tidd, Esquire from Stephen G.
Baratta, cc Jill Cicero, Court Administrator, Debra French, DCA.

February 12, 2016 facsimile from David W. Tidd, Esquire to David
Kutz, Director of Human Resources, AOPC, cc Craig E. Simpson,
Esquire, Chief Robert W. Shupp, Chief Guy L. Lesser, Richard H. Yetter
ITI, Hon. Stephen G. Baratta, P.]., regarding Notice of Resignation
effective March 1, 2016.
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278.

279.

280.

281.

282.
283,

284.

285.

286.

287.

288.

289.

290.

291.

February 23, 2016 email from David Kutz to Debra French, regarding
MDJ Tidd Letters.

February 18, 2016 letter to David Kutz, Director of Human Resources
from David W. Tidd, Esquire, regarding Rescission of Notice of
Resignation.

February 18, 2016 letter to Honorable David W. Tidd, Esquire from
David W. Kutz, Director of Human Resources, cc Gregory E. Dunlap,
Esquire, Michelle A. Davis, acknowledging receipt of letter rescinding
his resignation.

March 2, 2016 email from Debra French to Stephen G. Baratta,
regarding Fax From MDJ Tidd.

February 29, 2016 facsimile from David W. Tidd, Esquire to D. French.

March 2, 2016 email from Debra French to Stephen G. Baratta
regarding MDJ Tidd’s List of Cases.

March 3, 2016 letter to Samuel Stretton, Esquire from Stephen G.
Baratta, regarding Magisterial District Judge David W. Tidd.

May 10, 2016 letter to Elizabeth A. Flaherty, Esquire from Samuel C.
Stretton, Esquire acknowledging receipt of Supplemental Notice of
Investigation.

May 11, 2016 email (with attachments) from Debra French to Toni
Schrefffler, regarding Emaiis Regarding MDJ Tidd.

May 12, 2016 letter to Elizabeth A. Flaherty from Samuel C. Stretton,
Esquire with Judge Baratta’s May 9, 2016 letter attached.

May 12, 2016 email from Debra French to Toni Schreffler with
attached March 6, 2015 memo to Magisterial District Judge Tidd,
regarding Night duty.

May 11-12, 2016 email exchanges between MDJ Tidd, Debra French,
and Judge Baratta regarding the transfer of Cassandra Bettler and
Tracie Drayton, forwarded to Toni Schreffler on May 12, 2016.

Minor Judiciary Education Board (MJEB) Curricuium for the
Supplemental Practicum Program, January 10-14, 2011.

Minor Judiciary Education Board (MJEB) Program 2010-2011.
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292.
293.
294,
295,
296.
297.

298.

299.

300.

301.

302.

303.

304.

305.

306.

307.

Minor Judiciary Education Board (MJEB) Program 2011-2012.
Minor Judiciary Education Board (MJEB) Program 2012-2013.
Minor Judiciary Education Board (MJEB) Program 2013-2014.
Minor Judiciary Education Board (MJEB) Program 2014-2015.
Minor Judiciary Education Board (MJEB) Program 2015-2016.

May 13, 2016 letter to Elizabeth A. Flaherty from Samuel C. Stretton,
Esquire, asking if Judge Tidds resigns, will the Board stop its
investigation.

May 13, 2016 emaii from Debra French to Toni Schreffler with
attached documents that were. requested at her Deposition on May 10,
2016.

May 13, 2016 email from Debra French to Toni Schreffler with
attached staff evaluations.

May 18, 2016 letter to Samuel C. Stretton, Esquire from Elizabeth A.
Flaherty, Deputy Counsel, attempting to scheduie another deposition
of MDJ] Tidd.

June 13, 2016 Response to Supplemental Notice of Full Investigation.

Deposition transcript of MDJ] David W. Tidd, taken by Elizabeth A.
Flaherty on June 14, 2016.

August 19, 2014 facsimile from District Judge Lorinda L. Hinch to MDJ
Tidd, regarding Ethics Inquiry with attached June 26, 2014 Response
to Ethical Inquiry #2014-13,

Report of Interview of Officer Michael Dattilio by Investigator Paul
Fontanes, dated July 5, 2016.

Report of Interview of Sergeant Jeffrey Johnston by Investigator Paui
Fontanes, dated July 7, 2016. '

July 7, 2016 letter to Elizabeth Flaherty, Esquire from Samuel C.
Stretton, Esquire, Judge Tidd wants another opportunity to appear.

July 8, 2016 email from Debra French to Toni Schreffler regarding
rumors that MDJ Tidd made agreement with JCB to resign.
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308.

309.

310.

311.

312.

313.

314.

315.

316.

317.

318.

319.
320.

321.
322.
323.

Report of Interview of Officer Daniel Bencsics by Investigator Jack
Harlacker, dated July 6, 2016.

Report of Interview of Officer Matt Messinger by Investigator Jack
Harlacker, dated July 8, 2016,

July 15, 2016 email thread beginning with Debra French to Toni
Schreffler and Jack Harlacker, regarding MDJ] Tidd calling French
saying the JCB suspended him as of Tuesday, July 19, 2016;
forwarded to Sam Stretton by Elizabeth Flaherty.

July 23, 2016 letter to the Honorable Tom Wolf from MDJ David W.
Tidd, Esquire, resigning as of July 25, 2016.

Report of Interview of Chief Robert Shupp by Investigator Paul
Fontanes, dated July 19, 2016.

July 25, 2016 email from Elizabeth A. Fiaherty to Debra French
regarding Judicial Personnel Change

July 26, 2016 letter to Elizabeth A. Flaherty, Esquire from Samuel C.
Stretton, Esquire, with enclosed resignation letter of Judge Tidd to
bring to Board’s attention.

July 2, 2013 Order issued by P.]. Stephen Baratta transferring Cavairy -
SPY I, LLC v. Deborah Repash, CV 84-2013 to District Court 03-2-01.

Report of Interview of Judge Kimberly McFadden by Investigator Jack
Harlacker, dated July 15, 2016.

Jose E. Nieves and Maria de! Pilar Nieves, 06-20168-REF, Chapter 13
Standing Trustee’s Final Report and Account.

Michael John Ziegler, Sr. and Leslie Ann Ziegler, 12-10338-ref,
Chapter 7 Schedules A-J.

Frankiin E. Craig, 13-10958-ref, Chapter 13 Schedules A-J.

Tyrone Anthony Deschler and Lonna Lee Deschler, 13-17187-ref
Chapter 7 Schedules A-J.

Gilberto Cruz and Diane Cruz, 13-16686-ref Chapter 7 Schedules A-J.
Docket, DeWire Dental v. Gilberto Cruz, C-0048-CV-2013-11220,

Deborah Ann Repash, 13-16669-ref, Chapter 13 Schedules A-J.
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324,

325.
326.
327.
328.
329.
330.

331.

332.

333.

334.

335.
336.
337.
338.

339.

340.

341,

Deborah Ann Repash, 13-bk-16669, Chapter 13 Standing Trustee's
Final Report and Account.

Joseph Francis Killo, 14-19140-ref, Chapter 7 Schedules A-J.
Jennifer Frey, 14-15734-ref, Chapter 7 Schedules A-J.

Paul Edward Getz, Jr., 15-11144-ref, Chapter 7 Schedules A-J.
Ian Rea Salva Cortez, 13-9031-ref, Chapter 7 Schedules A-J.
Kathleen Marije Pagel, 13-11036-mdc, Chapter 7 Schedules A-J.

Docket, Society Hill at Saucon Valley v. Maria Nieves, M3-03204-CV-
0000134-2010.

Case file, Society Hill at Saucon Valley v. Maria Nieves,‘ MJ-03204-CV-
0000134-2010.

Docket, Society Hill at Saucon Valley v. Maria Nieves, C-0048-CV-
2011-03782.

Docket, Society Hill @ Saucon Valley v. David li Nieves, Maria Nieves,
M3-03204-CV-0000053-2011.

Transfer of Society Hill at Saucon Valley v. David Nieves II and Maria
Nieves, MJ-03204-CV-0000053-2011.

Board Transcription of August 28, 2014 audio.
Board Transcription of May 19, 2015 audio.
Board Transcription of February 19, 2016 audio.

Docket and case file, Commonwealth v. Christina Ann Ridner, M3-
03204-CR-0000081-2015.

Docket and case file, Commonwealth v. Frank Dennis Hazeltine, Jr.,
MJ-03204-CR-0000088-2015.

Docket and case file, Commonwealth v. Spencer Logan Beaver, Mj-
03204-CR-0000083-2015,

Docket, Commonwealth v. Terah A. Richardson, M3-03204-TR-
0003997-2011.
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342,

343.

344,

345,

346.

347.

348.

349.

350.

351.

352.

353.

354.

355,

356.
357.

Case file, Commonwealth v. Terah A. Richardson, MJ]-03204-TR-
0003997-2011.

August 17, 2016 email thread between Toni Schreffler to Debra French
regarding Brenda Anthony.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Doniyor Vahabjanovich Hodjimetov, M-
03204-CR-0000137-2014.

Case file, Commonwealth v. Doniyor Vahabjanovich Hodjimetov, MJ-
03204-CR-0000137-2014,

Redacted Incident Report by Officer Tim Piotrowski, Incident No.
20140523M1919, Reference No. 141767.

Report of Interview of Kyle Ramberger (with attachments) by
Investigator Jack Harlacker, dated September 22, 2016.

Report of Interview of Tracie Drayton by Investigator Paul Fontanes,
dated September 26, 2016.

Report of Interview of Krystal Allman by Paul Fontanes, dated
September 26, 2016.

Docket, Commonwealth v. Patrick Sean Butler, MJ-03204-CR-
0000198-2014.

September 28, 2016 email from Mary Beth Marschik to Elizabeth
Flaherty regarding clarifying point.

September 26, 2014 Note Report by Toni Schreffler regarding
telephone call from unidentified female caller.

May 19, 2015 Note Report by Toni Schreffler regardmg telephone call
from Brenda Anthony.

May 28, 2015 Note Report by Toni Schreffler regarding telephone call
with Brenda Anthony.

June 2, 2015 Note Report by Toni Schreffler regarding telephone call
from Brenda Anthony.

November 2011 Calendar Daily List

December 2011 Calendar Daily List.
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358. January 2012 Calendar Daily List.
359, March 2012 Calendar Daily List.
360. April 2012 Calendar Daily List.

361. October 2012 Caiendar Daily List.
362. December 2012 Calendar Daily List.
363. November 2012 Calendar Daily List.
364. February 2013 Hearing Book.

365. June 2013 Calendar Daily List.

366. October 2013 Calendar Daily List.
367. November 2013 Calendar Daily List.
368. March 2014 Hearing Book.

369. July 2014 Hearing Book.

370. August 2014 Hearing Book.

371. October 2014 Hearing Book.

372. May 2015 Hearing Book.

373. Report of Interview of Matthew D. Bergey by Investigator Paul
Fontanes, dated October 6, 2016.



Samuel C. Stretton, Esqu:re
Page 26 of 26
October 7, 2016

Additionally, I am formally requesting that you provide reciprocal discovery
as per the parameters of Court of Judicial Discipline Rule 401, including any and all
reports, notes, memoranda, or the like, pertaining to witness interviews relevant to
the matter before the Court conducted by any investigator(s) retained by the
Respondent. This discovery request includes the identification and address of any
investigator(s) utilized and witness(es) interviewed.

Very truly yours,

GGy

Elizabeth A. Flaherty
Deputy Counsel

ﬂfwzzf'%\/ﬁ%

Melissa L. Norton
Assistant Counsel

EAF/MLN/tis
Enclosures

Hand Delivery on Qctober 7, 2016



COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
JUDICIAL CONDUCT BOARD

PENNSYLYANIA JUDICIAL CENTER
601 COMMONWEALTH AVERUE, SUITE 3500
P.O. Box 6252%
HARRISBURG, PA 17106-2525
WWW.JCBPA.ORG

HONORABLE ROBERT A. GRACI September 21, 2016
CHIEF COUNSEL ‘ 717-234-7911

Samuel C. Stretton, Esquire
301 W. High Street
P.O. Box 3231
West Chester, PA 19381
Re: Inre: In Re: Former MDJ David W. Tidd, 3 JD 2016
bear Mr. Stretton:

Pursuant to C.J.D.R.P. No. 401(E), please find enclosed copies of the following
which may be exculpatory to your client:

1. Report of Interview of Officer John Bowlby by Investigator Sean P.
Brennan, dated May 29, 2015.

2, Report of Interview of Officer David Roxberry by Investigator Sean P.
Brennan, dated May 30, 2015.

3. Report of Interview of Corporal Timothy Connell by Investigator Sean
P. Brennan, dated May 31, 2015.

4, Report of Interview of Officer James Connell by Investigator Sean P.
Brennan, dated June 6, 2015.

5. Report of Interview of Officer Domenic Feagnago by Investigator Sean
P. Brennan, dated June 11, 2015.

6. - Report of Interview of Mark Minotti, Esquire by Invest;gator Sean P.
Brennan, dated June 11, 2015.

7. Report of Interview of Joseph Melhem III by Investigator Sean P.
Brennan, dated June 15, 2015.

8. Report of Interview of Karen Palazzo, Esquire by Investigator Sean P.
Brennan, dated June 16, 2015.
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Samuel C. Stretton, Esquire

Page 2 of 2

September 21, 2016

S, Redacted Report of Interview of Tracie Drayton by Investigator Sean P.
Brennan, dated February 12, 2016.
10.  Letter from Samuel C. Stretton to Elizabeth A. Flaherty dated April 27,
2016, with attached August 10, 2011 letter to F.P. Kimberly McFadden
from Eric D. Becker, M.D.
11. Report of Interview of Sergeant Jeffrey Johnston by Investigator Paui
Fontanes, dated July 7, 2016.
12. September 10, 2016 Morning Call online article, “Hellertown council
fires police officer charged in DUI crash.”
13. May 3, 2016 Saucon Source online article, “Hellertown Police Officer
Terminated for DUI Back on the Job.”
14, Report of Interview of Officer Timothy Piotrowski by Investigator Paul
Fontanes, dated August 18, 2016.
Very truly yours,
g:zabeth A. Fiahertyw
Deputy Counsel
— : ~ # i .
4 Lo fot 4 % 77;%/\4\
Melissa L. Norton
- Assistant Counsel '
EAF/MLN/tis
Enclosures
UPS Delivery

Tracking No. 1Z Y4X 745 019896 1380



SAMUEL C. STRETTON
ATTORNEY AT 1AW
301 South High Street
P.O. Box 3231
West Chester, PA 19381-3231

610-696~-4243
FAX 610-696-2918

March 17, 2016

Elizabeth A. Flaherty, Esquire
Deputy Counsel

Judicial Conduct Board
Pennsylvania Judicial Center

601 Commonwealth Ave., Suite 3500
P.O. Box 62525

Harrisburg, PA 17106

Re: District Judge David W. Tidd
Magisterial District Court No. 03-2-04
Judicial Conduct Board File Nos. 2014-510, 2015-227,
2015-237, 2015-285, 2015-286 and 2015-421

Dear Ms. Flaherty:

Confirming my earlier letter and telephone conversations,
please be advised I represent the Respondent, Judge David Tidd.
I will respond initially to your numbered paragraphs on Judge
Tidd"s behalf. Judge Tidd will fully cooperate. Once you have
had a chance to review this, he and I would like to meet with
you and he is certainly willing to come up for a deposition or
an informal meeting. You will have his full and complete
cooperation.

I believe once you read this response, you will see that
the allegations are not accurate. Also, as I pointed out to you
before, it is somewhat upsetting that whoever was keeping
records on him waited for almost four or five years before
sending them to you. It is very difficult to respond to
matters, particularly on specific cases that occurred in 2011,
2012 and 2013 when it is now 2016. Many of these files are in
storage and are not readily available.

Also, as you know, I raised the statute of limitations and
the doctrine of laches for many of these complaints. I am by
this letter re-raising these issues also.

Skt C
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1. Admitted.

z. Admitted.

3. Admitted.

IMPROPER ATTIRE

4. Denied as stated. All hearings where there was
evidence taken, were. conducted in the Respondent’s Courtroom.
The Respondent always wears his judicial robe in the Courtroom.
If 2 matter isn’t going to a hearing, but is going to result in
a plea or a withdrawal, then the Respondent often handles it at
his counter. The reason he does that is because of the layout
of his District Court. He has one of the smallest District
Courts of any District Judge. He has no security. The county
refuses to even give him a telephone when he is on the bench and
there is no 911 button. Some police officers have told the
Respondent that his Courthouse security is dangerous and
nonexistent. To get to his Courtroom, he has to walk into the
public area. Similarly his staff would have to do so.
Therefore, unless there is an actual hearing where evidence is
going to be taken, Judge Tidd usually sits at a desk behind the
counter in the area where his staff also sits. When people come
in, he usually asks if there has been a resolution and if there
is, he will accept it and fill out the paperwork at the counter,
standing there without putting his judicial robe on. He finds
this to be an efficient and effective way and also a good
procedure because of the lack of security in his office.

3. Admitted the judge did have a meeting with President
Judge McFadden. There were two meetings in either 2011 or 2012.
Both times she met with him and with the Court Administrator.
When the Respondent met with the President Judge, she told him
to wear the robe and not to curse. The Respondent asked for
specifics and some guidance and she would not give him any and
then told the Respondent to leave. He was never given any
specific warnings at either meeting. He was never told not to
work at the counter or anything of that nature. The present
writer of this response on behalf of the Respondent has tried
hundreds of District Court cases of all types (civil, traffic,
summary trials and preliminary hearings). Many District Judges
stand at their counter to resolve things if the case is not
going to a hearing. Most of the judges who stand at the counter
do not wear their robes. Therefore, the Respondent’s practice
is not uncommon. I have attached a memo from Attorney George



Heitczman about his experience with another judge and the use of
his counter (see Exhibit “B”). :

6. Denied as stated. As noted in the answer to number 4,
Judge Tidd always wore his robe when he was in the Courtroom.
It is agreed that the Respondent at the time did not wear his
robe when he was standing at the counter helping to do the
paperwork and/or accepting pleas to reduce sentences that were
agreed upon. He did occasionally wear his robe at the counter.
He thought he didn’t wear his robe at the counter. No one told
him he had to wear his robe at the counter to his recollection.
Further, as noted, there were security concerns and at times he
did not want to stand out, which he would have, if he had been
standing at the counter with his judicial robe on. In any
event, this has been corrected now. From now on I have told the
Respondent to wear his judicial robe for all matters, whether it
is a hearing or accepting a reduced plea. I told him everything
of that nature is to be done in the Courtroom. I told him to
have a staff member stand beside the bench, as other judges do,
and then he can hand the paperwork over. Therefore, this issue
has now been resolved. This was the first time it has been
brought to the Respondent’s attention and he has resolved the
matter by now doing everything in the Courtroom.

7. Denied as stated. Police Officer Matt Messinger was
the son of one of the secretaries (Diane Kale) of Judge Tidd.
Officer Messinger had a bad habit of never appearing or always
appearing late for hearings. His mother/secretary would often
cover for him. But, Judge Tidd never had a hearing in the
Courtroom where he didn’t have the robe on. He never had a
hearing that wasn’t in the Courtroom. But Judge Tidd admits he
did not wear his robe at the counter for the reasons expressed
above.

HEARINGS AND WATVERS HELD AT COUNTER, NOT IN COURTROOM

8. Admitted the Respondent sits at a desk normally in the
reception area because of the security issues in his very small
District Court. See answers to 4, 5, 6 and 7.

9. Because the area is so small when people walk in, it
is the judge’s practice to greet them or ask what case they are
appearing for.

10. Admitted that the Respondent does not conduct
hearings, but resolves cases at the hearing if there are deals
that were presented. As noted in the answers above, the



Respondent does so primarily because of security, but this has
been the practice in his county. He did have a small conference
room where a restrained defendant could be kept. But, there was
a problem if there were multiple restrained defendants. They
would have to be put in either the Courtroom or the public area.
As a lawyer, Judge Tidd has practiced in the past in other
District Courts and many of the District Judges have done the
same at the counter. It is easier to handle certain matters at
the counter, particularly with defendants who are in custody
because there is no place in his Courtroom for security.

11. Denied as stated. 'The Respondent conducts hearings
and has always been willing to conduct hearings. In fact, he
has conducted hearings regularly over the years. He never
encourages defendants to waive their preliminary hearings.
Criminal defendants have their lawyers and it is their decision.
The Respondent does tell criminal defendants if they are a first
offender with charges that are not violent, such as driving
under the influence, he reminds all people that in his county,
one cannot apply for A.R.D. if they do not waive their
preliminary hearing and submit their application at the time.

If someone is eligible for A.R.D., but goes through the
preliminary hearing, then the District Attorney’s practice is to
deny them A.R.D. even though they would otherwise be eligible.

12. Denied as stated. As noted, Judge Tidd was called in
to meet with the President Judge. When he went in, he was told
essentially two things. First, he was to wear his judicial robe
and second, not to curse. The Respondent asked for specifics
and asked to discuss this further, but he was dismissed and the
President Judge did not answer his questions nor did the
President Judge give any specifics. Therefore, the Respondent
was never told to wear his robe at the counter. In fact, many
other judges in his county do not wear their robes at the
counter and many judges in many other counties do not. (See the
aforementioned letter of George Heitczman, Exhibit “B”).

13. Denied. Judge Tidd did not routinely conduct hearings
at his counter. Any hearings were conducted in his Courtroom.
But, he did accept reduced pleas or agreed upon pleas or
preliminary hearing waivers at his counter for the reasons
discussed above, including the security reasons.

14. Denied. It is emphatically denied. The only traffic
matters that Judge Tidd would handle at the counter were if the
police officer and the defendant had reached an agreement. The



Respondent would then accept the plea and £ill out the paperwork
at the counter.

15. Denied. Judge Tidd does not know if Officer Bencsics
has ever had a hearing in his Courtroom or not, but it is denied
that he conducts hearings at the counter. He does receive
reduced pleas at the counter, as do many of the other judges.

As noted above, I have reviewed these matters with Judge
Tidd and from now on, he will conduct all matters involving the
Court, including pleas, waivers, etc., from the bench despite
the security concern and other reasons. He would have done that
before if someone had given him specific instructions.

EX PARTE COMMUNICATIONS AT CCOCUNTER BEFORE
OTHER PARTY ARRIVES AT COURT

16. Denied. As noted, Judge Tidd is an industrious and
diligent judge. He gets to work normally at 7:00 a.m. or 7:30
a.m. every day. As discussed above, he sits at a desk or table
in the area where the staff sits because of concerns with
security. Because the District Court is so small, when people
come in, the Respondent normally greets them. He never
discusses the cases outside the presence of the other party.
The only thing he does is to advise criminal defendants who are
first offenders of the fact that if they are interested in
A.R.D., they have to apply that time and waive the preliminary
hearing. He gives no advice.

17. Denied. The Respondent does not work out deals. On
the contrary, he has accepted deals at the counter if the police
officer and the defendant have reached an agreement. If not,
that hearing is then heard in his Courtroom that day.

18. Emphatically denied. The Respondent does not rule on
matters before the other party has arrived. He can think of no
such case and none was specifically given. But, many times
police officers are running late or don’t appear, but will call
in. If a police officer doesn’t appear, a case can be dismissed
or continued. Many times, to save court time, the Respondent
will have the police officer and the defendant speak by
telephone and work something out. If the police officer says
that he is willing to do something and the defendant, who is
present, agrees, then the Respondent will accept the plea and
move forward.



15. Emphatically denied. The Respondent has never
negotiated pleas. The only time pleas are presented is if the
officer agrees. When an officer is not there, but the officer
calls in and indicates a willingness to work out a deal with the
client, then the plea is accepted.

20. Denied as stated. What the Respondent does i1s what
has been the practice in his county for years. If the officer
calls and is not going to be present, a negotiated deal can be
worked out if the officer is willing to do so. The Respondent
has done that at times, as have other District Judges in his
county.

21. Denied. The Respondent doesn’t negotiate pleas with -
defendants. The negotiations are done by the officer. The
Respondent will not negotiate and has not negotiated.

22. Denied as stated. The Respondent does not negotiate
pleas with defendants to a lesser charge. The Respondent will
only accept that if the officer proposes it and advises the
Court that is acceptable.

23. Denied as stated. When a police officer is present
with the defendant, the Respondent often asks before a hearing
whether or not a plea has been worked out. If the cfficer says
yes, then it is taken. If the officer says no, then the case
goes to a hearing in the Courtroom.

24. Denied as stated. It is admitted that many times
charges are reduced to lesser offenses sometimes with lesser
fines. But that is not what the Respondent does. The
Respondent does not negotiate pleas. He would only accept the
reduced plea if the officer proposed it and the defendant
agrees. »

25. Emphatically denied. No specifics have been provided.
Police officers at times would be arriving late or not able to
get to Court on a timely basis. If the officer made an offer
over the telephone to the court staff -or the defendant and the
defendant accepted the offer, the Respondent would then accept
it with the officer’s consent. Denied that the judge worked out
deals without the officer. The Respondent does not work out
deals. '

26. Denied as stated. If an officer is running late for
court, the judge has several options. The case can be continued
or the case can be dismissed since the cfficer hasn’t appeared



timely. Many times, the officer will advise the judge’s staff
or the judge that he is willing to reduce the charges so there
doesn’t have to be another hearing. If the officer states that
and the defendant accepts it, then the judge will accept it.
Otherwise, a new date will be given.

27. Denied as stated because the judge has no recollection
a year and three-quarters later of what happened in this case.
The judge handles approximately 5,000 cases/hearings a year.
Unless there is something specific provided, he is not in a
position to recall. If timely complaints were made, then these
matters could be addressed appropriately. But the Respondent
has no recollection of anything about the Clark case and would
need more information. Therefore, these allegations are denied.

IMPROPER DEMEANCR

28. Denied. It is denied that the Respondent treats his
court staff in a discourteocus fashion. In fact, the Respondent
does out of his way to try to help his staff. He actually has
lent his staff money. On one occasion, the Respondent lent
Brenda Anthony $750.00 since she needed the money for some
personal issue and she has never to this day paid him back. To
the Respondent’s knowledge, he got along with his staff.

29. Denied. The Respondent does not curse, belittle or
vell frequently at staff. Sometimes if the staff doesn’t do
something right, the Respondent will express his irritation.

30. Denied as stated. Specific incidents have to be
given. But, the following should be pointed out. When the
judge was just with his staff, at times he felt he could talk
freely with them. He thought they were supportive of him. At
times, perhaps talking informally with staff, he would use the
“f” word or things like that. But he considered those
discussions among acquaintances and friends. No one ever told
him they were upset. But, the Respondent does not routinely use
curse words and rarely does so. The Respondent will never do so
again.

31. Denied. The Respondent has no recollection of hovering
over staff on computer entries. There perhaps were busy times
where the Respondent was impatient and wanted to get computer
entries, but he has no recollection of yelling at staff for
taking too long with the computers.



32. Denied. Denied that the Respondent created a
difficult and hostile work environment. To his knowledge, no
one has ever complained to EEOC or to the affirmative action
officer and no lawsuit or complaint was ever filed to his
knowledge. The Respondent though he had a good working
relationship with his staff and, as noted, personally helped
them on some personal matters.

33. Denied. The Respondent was absolutely and totally
unaware that the staff had complained to the court
administration about his conduct. ©No one ever told the
Respondent and he was not aware.

34. Admitted once in 2011 and once in 2012, the Respondent
was called in to meet with the President Judge, Judge McFadden
and Court Administrators. The Respondent denies it was three
times and contends it was only two times. There were no
specifics given and no one ever mentioned any judicial
misconduct. As noted, the only thing he was told was to wear
his robe and not to curse. The Respondent asked for specifics
and none were given.

35. Denied. There were only two meetings and the last one
was in 2012. Denied there was an improved demeanor toward the
staff. On the contrary, the Respondent always acted
appropriately toward his staff.

36. Denied there were two to three meetings. There were
only two meetings. Denied that the Respondent treated his staff
in an inpatient, rude and discourteous fashion.

37. The February 13, 2012 meeting was the last time that
that the Respondent ever met with President Judge McFadden on
any of these issues. Denied that he was questioned as noted.
He was told about his robe and he was told not to curse. He
said he didn’t and asked for specifics and none were given. As
to not scheduling hearings in the afternoon and the Respondent
not being available, the Respondent does not remember that being
discussed. But the Respondent was always available. The
Respondent stays until his hearings are done. He then leaves,
goes home and then to his private law office around 3:00 p.m.
The Respondent will immediately return to the Courthouse if
needed. The Respondent puts his judicial office first.

38. Denied. Judge Tidd has no recollection of Judge
McFadden telling him that his judicial office has to take
priority over his law practice. As noted, that is not his



recollection of the meeting. The meeting referred to occurred
four years ago. There is absolutely no reason why these matters
should sit around until February of 2016 when recollections fade
and specifics are not recalled. But the Respondent always gave
his judicial office priority over his law practice. He has a
very limited law practice. His law practice is limited to
bankruptcy law. The Respondent is always present in his
Courthouse. He usually the first to arrive at his District
Court at 7:30 a.m. See answer to number 13. When he leaves, it
is usually to go to his private practice. If there are hearings
that go longer than 3:00 p.m., the Respondent stays.

39. Denled as stated. As noted, the Respondent recalls
only two meetings when he met with Judge McFadden and the last
was February 13, 2012. Again, as noted, what the Respondent
recalls being told was to wear his robe and not to curse. When
he asked for specifics, none were given and the Respondent was
told to leave.

40. Judge McFadden mentioned that she was considering
filing with the Judicial Conduct Board. But the Respondent
asked for specifics and none were given. He heard nothing more.
It is now four years later. ' \

41. Denied. It is denied that the Respondent routinely
engaged in misconduct. Second, it i1s denied that he received
repeated warnings from the President Judge and Court
Administrators. As noted, the last meeting was in February of
2012. He never received any memos, letters or anything from
Judge McFadden or anyone else on these issues.

42. Absolutely and emphatically denied. The Respondent
never, to his knowledge, made any crude statements or improper
comments about. defendants, detectives or police officers.
Specific examples would have to be provided, but the Respondent
has no recollection of doing that. The Respondent got along
with most of these people.

43. Denied as stated. This example involved something on
January 23, 2012 (four years and one month ago). If this
occurred, it should have been raised and complained about then,
when the Respondent would have a recollection of this. The
Respondent never said, to his knowledge, about anyone that,.
“She’'s as dumb as a fucking pile of dirt.” The Respondent does
not recall saying that at all. The Respondent may have
expressed some irritation, but he does not recall saying that



and it is very unfair years and years later to ask him to recall
that. He does not recall.

44. Denied as stated. The Respondent doesn’t have much
recollection. He does remember a defendant who was wearing
pants very low and he told the Defendant to pull up his or her
pants into the proper position. The Respondent does not
remember saying, “I really don’t need to see his fucking ass
crack while I'm eating lunch.” The Respondent has no
recollection of saying that. Again, that was almost four years
ago. If he did say it, someone should have made a complaint on
a timely basis.

45. The Respondent does recall at one time having a _
conversation with one of his staff members telling them that in
essence he was the boss and they had to follow his instructions.
He did use the term “don’t let the tail wag the dog.” He didn’t
say the word “fucking.” He recalls apologizing to the staff
member for addressing her that away. It was a bad day for him.
The Respondent had just had lung removal surgery a few weeks
before. He was in great pain. The Court Administrator would
not give him coverage. '

- 46. The Respondent does not remember this particular
incident. But there was one staff member during that time
period who would always answer with a grunt or a huh or
something like that. The Respondent never knew what she was
saying, whether it was yes or no. The Respondent does recall
one time when he got a huh from her, saying words to the effect
that you have to say yes or no, not huh to me, so I can
understand what you are saying. I am going to have a fit if you
continue saying huh without using yes or no. As to the rest of
the allegation, the Respondent does not recall. But he did
reprimand one staff member for not using the King’s English and
mumbling in essence, so he couldn’t understand her.

47. The Respondent does remember this, but doesn’t
remember the language as stated. Essentially, the defendant was
with his attorney at the counter and was going to do an A.R.D.
waiver. The Respondent was talking to the defendant, who was
standing right beside his attorney. The defendant just stood
there staring blankly at the Respondent and never responded.
The Respondent later spoke to the lawyer and suggested that the
lawyer talk to the client and tell the client that kind of
conduct would not be acceptable in the Court of Common Pleas.
The Respondent did tell the lawyer to talk to the
client/defendant because the defendant was not acknowledging he

10



even understood what a waiver was despite the Respondent trying

to explain it to him. The Respondent essentially said to either
tell him or else we will do a hearing, but I am trying to do him
a favor so he understands it is a waiver and gets the benefit of
the A.R.D. program. This is done with the lawyer being present.
There is nothing wrong with a judge stating the above.

48. Denied as stated. This was during the election year.
The Respondent had been told by a police officer that his
campaign opponent was speaking about the Respondent and stating
he had been talking to the Respondent’s staff and that
complaints were being filed against the Respondent with the
Judicial Conduct Board. The Respondent was upset his opponent
was saying he was speaking to the Respondent’s staff and they
were telling him about the inter-workings of the Court.
Obviously, no staff should do that. Staff should be loyal to
their judicial officer. When the Respondent came in the office
that morning, no one else was present except he and the staff.
He locked the front door because he wanted to talk to the staff
privately without the public being there. As noted earlier in
this letter, the Courtroom is very small and there is no
privacy. The Respondent essentially told the staff that they
should not be talking to his judicial opponent, but more
importantly, that everything that goes on in his Courtroom is
confidential and they should not be talking to third parties
about it. The Respondent did not rant and rave, but he was very
firm and suggested that was a breach of their duties and
responsibilities by talking to his opponent about the court
operations. This was perfectly permissible and the right thing
for the Respondent to do.

43. Denied as stated. Election Day was May 19, 2015 and
this was a very hard-fought election. The Respondent had told
his staff not to schedule any cases for Election Day since he
wanted to be at the polls all day because he was not certain he
was going to win the election. The staff had been told two
months ahead of time. When the Respondent received a call
Election Day that there were cases scheduled, he was shocked
because he was standing at a polling place and a lot of people
were coming and this was a very important polling place for him.
As a result, the Respondent came in right away to try to deal
with this. He did express his anger at the staff. He later
found out that Brenda Anthony, the person who made that
schedule, was supporting his election opponent. Apparently this
was her way of trying to create problems for the Respondent’s
election. There is other evidence of Brenda Anthony’s support
of this opponent, which can be provided if needed. When the

11



Respondent came in, he was upset. The Respondent did say to his
staff, words to the effect that he was upset and are you fucking
kidding me, this is fucking unbelievable. Frankly, the
Respondent had a right to be angry. This was Election Day and
the staff knew it. They had been instructed not to schedule any
cases. They apparently did that intentionally to hurt the
Respondent and the Respondent had every right to be angry and
tell them. .

There was one attorney who came, Attorney Minotti. Since
he was there, the Respondent was told that the attorney and the
police officer had worked out a deal to reduce the charges. The
Respondent agreed to accept it and then left to go back to his
election duties. Other than remembering there was a deal, which
the Respondent accepted, the Respondent does not remember the
specifics.

50. The Respondent has no recollection whether that
officer was present or not on Election Day. The Respondent was
very upset when he came in because it was clearly misconduct by
his staff in not following his specific orders not to schedule
cases that day. ‘

51. As noted above, when the Respondent was leaving,
Attorney Minotti appeared. The Respondent was advised by
Attorney Minotti that there was a deal. Attorney Minotti had
apparently spoken to the officer and the judge then agreed to
accept the deal. '

52. Admitted to this extent. The Judicial Conduct Board
began their investigation and talked to a lot of people. These
investigations were supposed to be confidential. But, there was
nothing confidential about the investigation since everyone was
talking about it and all of the information was coming back to
the Respondent that people were being spoken to by the Judicial
Conduct Board’s investigator. The Respondent was not aware of
any complaints or investigation against him until he started
hearing it from the various people. He then spoke to staff
members, attorneys and police officers who had been contacted
and asked them about the investigation. In essence, he asked
what was going on, which would be a normal response.

53. Admitted the Respondent did speak to his staff and
officers when he heard there the JCB was investigating him to
try to find out specifics. He was surprised that there was an
investigation since he had no forewarning of it. He did inguire

12



with the staff if they knew about it and what they said and
asked if they had any specifics.

54. Admitted. The Respondent was shocked when he found
out that he was being investigated and started to ask people.
That would certainly be a normal reaction.

55. Admitted. The Respondent was very upset with Ms.
Anthony. The Respondent found that she had been supporting his
opponent and she was the architect of the Election Day
scheduling mess. He just felt uncomfortable around her and
wanted someone else he could feel comfortable with.

56. Admitted she was transferred. The Respondent did not
tell staff not to communicate with Ms. Anthony. He didn’t say
they couldn’t communicate, but he asked them not to communicate
with her about how to do things in his Court. He was not
satisfied with how Ms. Anthony performed her duties and he
didn’t want the new staff to learn bad habits.

57. Admitted the Respondent did tell a staff member not to
call a former staff member, Diane Kale. He did not want them to
call former staff for advice because he did not think she had
done a good job. Ms. Kale was the mother of Police Officer
Messinger. She had covered up for her son many times. Her son
was often late or didn’t appear since he apparently had family
and child custody matters. The Respondent did not want people
to learn her bad habits. She was very, very close to the former
judge. If the Respondent didn’t do it the ways of the former
judge, then in her mind, he was wrong.

58. Denied as stated. The Respondent didn’t yell and
scream at his staff on many occasions. There were times when he
told them when they did things wrong, but it wasn’t that often.
Further, Police Officer Messenger was almost never present.
Many times he would call in and work deals with the defendants
by phone or have his mother cover for him.

59. Denied. The Respondent does not recall saying, “Why
are you acting like a bitch?” on many occasions.

60. Denied. It is denied that the Respondent talked about
his personal life when he was sitting at the desk in the staff
area while the Court days were scheduled. The Respondent did
not talk about his personal life. But, there were times when he
would receive a telephone call from his wife and the Respondent
would speak to her. For the longest time, he had no phone since
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the County would not provide it. At his own expense, he had to
move the phone from the conference room to his.office.

ASSIGNING PERSONAL ERRANDS TO COURT STAFF

61. Denied as stated. The Respondent did not have his
court staff perform personal errands. But, if they were going
out to lunch or going to the store to get something to eat,
sometimes he would ask if they would mind buying something for
him and then he would give them money for a soda or lunch. He
denies that his staff was asked to install a baby seat or return
video equipment. There were times when they were going to the
local store for a sandwich where he would ask them to pick up
some food for him since he was working. But that was only
because they were going in the first place. There is nothing
wrong with that and judges do it all the time. He once asked
Officer Johnston to help him with a car seat for his child since
he was the Child Safety Officer.

IRREGULAR ATTENDANCE AT WORK AND NON-CREDIBLE
EXCUSES FOR ABSENCES

62. Emphatically denied. Specifics would have to be
provided.

63. Admitted.

64. Denied. The staff did not have to spend the rest of
the day adjusting the schedule.

65. Admitted the Respondent took the day off because his
wife had a doctor’s appointment and he wanted to be with her.
The appointment involved her pregnancy.

66. Admitted, but the following must be said. The
Respondent and his wife went to the doctor’s office that very
morning. He received good news that his wife was pregnant and
the pregnancy seemed to be going fine. The Respondent had taken
off that morning to go with his wife. His.wife was so happy, as
was he, about the news of the pregnancy. As a result, they
decided to go to the shore in the afternocon. The Respondent
hadn’t intended to go to the shore. He took the day off because
of his wife’s doctor’s appointment. But after they got the good
news and felt so good about it, they did a natural human
thing...they went to the shore. There was nothing wrong with
"that and there was no misrepresentation. As you can see, there
are some staff members who apparently do not like the judge and

14



will try to twist anything. Keep in mind, this was four years
ago and there is no reason that suddenly it should appear as a
complaint now.

APPEARED TO BE UNDER THE INFLUENCE OF PRESCRIPTION MEDICATION

67. Denied. To the Respondent’s knowledge, he was not
affected adversely by prescription medications. No staff ever
said anything to him and there is no reason they should be
tracking these incidents. The Respondent had been ill. He had
lung surgery in 2014. He was on a painkiller for a period of
time. He also has serious Crohn’s disease and has to take
medication for that regularly. Neither of these medications
affected his cognitive ability.

68. Denied. The Respondent mentioned he was taking only
Robaxin. He was not taking three painkillers. He does not
recall specific medications.

69. Denied. . The Respondent never slept in his chair in
the Courtroom. At times the Respondent would go to his private
office and, if he was not having hearings, he would sleep for
brief periods of time when he was tired. But he never slept in
the public area in his office.

70. The Respondent has no recollection of what happened
four years and one month ago. The Respondent has no
recollection of this.

71. Denied. To the Respondent’s knowledge, that never
occurred, he has no recollection of it, and that was four years
and one or two months ago. If there were concerns, someone
should have brought these matters to the attention of the
Respondent or the Judicial Conduct Board in 2012, not in 2016.

72. Denied. The Respondent has no recollection of that
and it never happened to his knowledge. That alleged incident
occurred about three years ago and, again, there is no reason
why this should suddenly be brought up in February of 2016.

DISPARAGING REMARKS ABOUT INDIVIDUALS
BASED ON ETHNICITY AND RACE

73. Absolutely and emphatically denied. Specifics would
have to be provided.
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74. Denied. This alleged incident occurred about three
years ago and the Respondent does not have any clear
recollection. But the Respondent never said words to the effect
that this idiot doesn’t understand English. The Respondent
never made such a comment in front of the staff or anyone else.
He has no recollection of this and, if he did, why did it take
three years to bring this to anyone’s attention?

75. Denied. The Respondent is not prejudiced and not a
racist. To his knowledge, he never made any such statements.
If examples are provided, the Respondent will review those, but
the Respondent has no recollection of making such statements.

76. Denied. The Respondent once stated only to his staff
that he didn’t particularly think much of body piercing and
tattoos. But that was only in conversation with his staff
privately.

77. Denied as stated. What actually happened was as
follows. There was a District Judge in Bethlehem who was
Spanish speaking. She apparently stopped doing marriages for
Hispanic couples in her district. As a result, many of the
Hispanic couples would come to Judge Tidd or some of the other
District Court Judges. Someone would call his staff who spoke
English and set the wedding ceremony up. When the Hispanic
couples arrived, no one spoke English and it created a problem
getting the wedding done properly and it was slowing down the
Courtroom schedule. Finally, the Respondent had enough of it
and decided not to do any weddings. He did not want to appear
to be discriminating against Hispanic people, so he just told
his staff that he was not going to perform any weddings. There
was no discriminatory motive. It had everything to do with the
failure of the court system to provide interpreters and/or
sending people over who could not speak English.

HANDLING TRAFFIC CITATIONS WITHOUT DEFENSE
COUNSEL OR POLICE OFFICERS PRESENT

78. Admitted there was a hearing. The Respondent has ‘a
vague recollection of this case, although it happened over four
years ago. Attorney Joachim was not present and was running
very late for Court. The Respondent’s recollection is that the
attorney called in and the Respondent agreed to wait for him.
The Respondent asked if he had talked to the officer about
working a deal. The Respondent’s recollection at this late date
is the officer, who was present, spoke to Attorney Joachim and
worked a deal to reduce the charges. Once the charges were
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reduced and everything was agreed upon, the Respondent then
accepted the agreement. The Respondent does not have a full
recollection of the above other than what was stated. As to
specific languages, he has no recollection. It is interesting
the reference to quoted language. It seems as if someone was
recording what the Respondent said and, of course, that would be
illegal.

79. Denied. The Respondent has no knowledge or
recollection of that. 1In fact, if one looked at the
Respondent’s hearings, 99% of the time people are found guilty
because the evidence would support such a finding. There was no
indication that the Respondent was finding people not guilty on
a regular basis. ‘

80. Denied. The Respondent has no recollection of that.
The Respondent would never accept a plea to a lesser charge
unless the officer had agreed and worked it out with the
defendant. The Respondent has no recollection of ever doing
that.

81l. Denied. The Respondent had no problem conducting
hearings and has conducted many hearings. Like every District
Judge, he is willing to accept negotiated pleas. Negotiated
pleas are really the only way to efficiently run a Courtroom.
Police officers and defendants often work out negotiated pleas.

82. Denied. As noted above, anytime the Respondent is in
his Courtroom, he wears his robe. He wears his robe whether the
person is represented or unrepresented. But, when he is
standing at the counter, the Respondent does not normally wear
his robe.  That was discussed in the beginning paragraphs.

83. Denied as stated. The Respondent has no recollection
and does not have the files. He would have to look at the files
before he could respond. May of 2012 was three years and ten
months ago. If there was a complaint, it should have been made
timely. The Respondent did have a practice when there were
multiple defendants. He often did this if there were arrests
from an underage drinking party. He tried to list them all for
the same day for the purpose of making sure they were all
treated the same. As to the allegations here, the Respondent
has absolutely no recollection of this or any disparate
treatment.

84. Denied as stated. The Respondent has no recollection
what the officer is talking about. As stated, the Respondent’s
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practice was never to dismiss the case unless the officer didn’t
appear timely. There were times when cases were called and the
officer didn’t appear or call in, then the case would be
dismissed. Every District Judge does that. If the officer

- doesn”t appear, the case is often dismissed after a period of
waiting for the office to appear. But the Respondent has no
idea when, where and how he cannot respond to this without
specifics and files.

85. Denied. Officer Messinger was the son of one of the
Respondent’s former secretaries, who almost never appeared or
was always late. When the officer would appear, the Respondent
always asked, as he asked all officers, whether the case was
going to trial or whether there was any resolution. If the
officer reported a resolution, then the plea was accepted. If
not, .a hearing would be held.

86. Denied as stated. The Respondent needs specifics.
His practice was to always let the officer work out the deal.
It is possible that Officer Messinger was late as he normally
was. It is possible the defendant could have volunteered or
said something. But the Respondent would not accept deals
unless the officer worked it out with the client. The
Respondent at times would ask defendants if they want a hearing
or were concerned with -points. He would then refer them to the
office.

87. Denied. The Respondent would not call the officer
about a case. The only time the Respondent would speak to
Officer Messinger was if the officer didn’t show up on time.
That was his normal practice. At times Officer Messinger would
- then call into the Court or the Respondent would ask that
Officer Messinger be contacted. Sometimes if he was late, the
Respondent would have him speak to the defendant and work out a
plea. But if the officer didn’t agree, then the case would be
listed for trial or dismissed if the officer was not going to
arrive timely.

88. Denied as stated. The Respondent has no recollection
of this. This was almost a year ago and the Respondent handles
thousands of cases. Without specifics, the Respondent cannot
recall. But his practice would not have been to do that. The
Respondent would never deny a hearing if the officer wanted a
hearing.

89. Denied. The Respondent has no recollection. The
Respondent, as noted, would not do any pleas or anything without

18



lawyers being present. At times, defendants would waive their
right to counsel. The Respondent would need specifics to be
able to respond to this. The Respondent would not take a plea
without an attorney being present unless there was a full and
complete waiver, and he would not take the plea unless the
police officer agreed to it. But pro se defendants waive all
the time and sign a waiver of counsel. Like most judges, if
there is a signed waiver, he does not wait for the officer.

80. Denied. The Respondent did not take pleas by
defendants by telephone. He has no recollection of this and
would have to see the records.

FATLURE TO CONDUCT HEARINGS IN PROPER MANNER

' 91. Denied. The Respondent was always ready and willing
to have hearings, although he always asked if there has been any
resolution.

92. Denied as stated. At times, the Respondent would
conduct preliminary arraignments at the counter if no one else
was present in the area. Therefore, 1f other members of the
public were present, then the Respondent would do the
arraignment in the Courtroom.

93. Denied as stated. If a defendant decided to waive a
preliminary hearing, the Respondent would then accept the
waiver. The Respondent would have the defendant sign the waiver
form and, of course, the Respondent’s staff would then prepare
the paperwork. That is how every District Judge handles
preliminary hearing waivers. :

94. Once the Respondent accepted the waiver, the staff
would £ill the paperwork out and then present the paperwork for
the defendant to sign. But that is what every judge Mr.
Stretton has ever been before does. Mr. Stretton would talk to
the judge with the client. A waiver would occur. The client
then goes with Mr. Stretton to the Court’s window. The staff,
five to twenty minutes later, provides the paperwork. The
paperwork is signed and then the defendant leaves. The judge
does not come out for the signing of the paperwork. Almost
every District Justice in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania that
Mr. Stretton has been before has done it that way for the last
43 years.

95. Denied. The Respondent never said that and has no
problem doing hearings. But, like every Court, if every case
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went to a hearing, the Courts would become incredibly
backlogged.

96. Denied. The Respondent doesn’t attempt to convince pro
se defendants to waive hearings. But he does tell them if they
are eligible for A.R.D., that they might consider waiving their
hearing and apply for A.R.D. He routinely continued cases when
the Defendant did not understand. '

97. Admitted that when a person is there and a case is
scheduled for trial, the Respondent asks them what they want to
do, i.e., if they want a hearing or want a waiver. He also asks
if they want an attorney. If they want an attorney, the
Respondent will usually continue the hearing for an attorney.
There are sometimes when a case has been continued several times
and then it must go forward and the defendant has to make a
decision. If they waive their right to an attorney or decided
not to get one, then they have to make their decision. Every
Jjudge does that.

98. Denied as stated. There was a time when the polycom
was not working, so the respondent would then do some of the
arraignments by telephone. Court Administration: then called the
Respondent and told him not to do it that way and the judge
stopped. A rule was then passed that arraignments could not be
done by telephone. The Respondent always did the arraignments
as instructed. This case occurred four years ago and there have
been no complaints about that since.

99. Denied. The Respondent always explained the complaint
to the defendant and asked the defendant if they had an
attorney, and if not, advised them to get an attorney. He
routinely asks if they know what they are charged with.

100. Denied. The Respondent would never do this without an
officer being present. The Respondent has no recollection of
this particular event. But, in his county, it is common
practice on night duty to do the arraignment if the officer was
available, but the defendant had a copy of the criminal charges.

101. Denied as stated. The Respondent really does not
recall this case, so he cannot answer this. But there were some
times in the past when the Respondent would sign and fax it back
to the Court.

102. The Respondent has no recollection one way or other
and doesn’t have the file.
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103. The Respondent has no recollection of the case or that
conversation.

104. Denied. The Respondent conducts preliminary hearings
in his Courtroom. He does not hold preliminary hearings at the
counter.

105. Denied. The Respondent does not conduct hearings at
the counter. The Respondent has never heard the term “the
drive~-through judge.”

106. Denied. The Respondent emphatically denies that
allegation and always informs defendants of their right to an
attorney and the criminal charges.

107. Denied. Specifics have to be provided. The
Respondent never tries to do it the quickest way. He wants to
make sure everything is done right, and then he routinely sends
the paperwork out.

108. Denied. The Respondent conducts the arraignments the
appropriate way with the proper advice, telling them to get an
attorney, etc. These allegations are denied. Specific dates
and times should be provided.

109. Denied. Specifics have to be given. Further, Mr.
Stretton has sat through many arraignments with District Judges
over the years and an arraignment normally takes about two to
three minutes unless there are extraordinarily serious charges.
There is a form that has to be filled out with information. The
judges usually receive the bail recommendation from the bond
agency. The criminal complaint is always given to a defendant
and is summarized. It does not take long at all.

110. Admitted. It is admitted that the Respondent accepts
agreed upon pleas on traffic matters at the counter. See
answers 1-5 and the issues with security in the Courtroom.

111. Denied. The Respondent has absolutely no recollection
of that incident. Specifics would have to be provided with
names, date, etc.

ABUSE OF OFFICE/POWER/DISCRETION
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112. Admitted. The Respondent had seen his doctor and had
an extremely high PSI reading and was concerned that he might
have cancer.

113. Admitted with the following qualifications. It must
be kept in mind this was November of 2011. The Respondent had
been in office for about a year and % at that point. He had
this cancer scare as a result of that test. What he did was
tell the staff that if there were agreements for pleas and
waivers, to accept the paperwork so the people wouldn’t have to
come back. He told the staff obviously to reschedule for anyone
who wanted a hearing. He did that because the issue involving
his health had arisen shortly before. It later turned out he
did not have cancer, but at the time, he didn’t know. Having
said that, it must be pointed out that the Respondent did what
he has seen many other judges do over the years. In fact, some
judges still do this to his knowledge. The Respondent no longer
does this. He understands that if there are going to be waivers
or pleas, the judge has to be present. But this was back in
2011. Obviously, someone should have said something to him back
in 2011 when it occurred or a timely complaint should have been
made. This and many of these other complaints are far beyond the
statute of limitations and doctrine of laches.

114. Denied. This matter occurred four years and one month
ago. Obviously, the statute of limitations and laches should
apply. But, more importantly, the Respondent, Judge Tidd, has
no recollection. He has not recollection of this and no
recollection of saying and acting annoyed because someone asked
to have a hearing, and no recollection of saying no one was
going to get a fair hearing or words to that effect. This is
absolutely and emphatically denied by him. The real question
is, 1if he really did something like this, why didn’t people
complain? The staff was there for years and they never said a
word to him. Apparently they were complaining to the Court
Administrator or to the President Judge, but no one said
anything to the Respondent. He did have two meetings with the
President Judge, who refused to give any specifics.

115. Denied. The Respondent has no recollection of that.
As noted, sometimes the Respondent would sleep in his office
between hearings if he was tired or wasn’'t feeling well. But he
has no recollection of something that occurred four years and
one month ago.

116. Denied. The Respondent has no recollection of this,
which occurred four years and one or two months ago. The
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Respondent admits sometimes he would go into his private office
and sleep for a period of time, but not normally when there were
ongoing hearings. But the Respondent has no recollection and no
cne complained to him about it.

117. Denied. The Respondent has no recollection of that.

118. Denied. The Respondent has no recollection of that.
This allegedly occurred four years and one month ago. If there
was such a problem, a complaint should have been made at the
time.

119. Denied as stated. Attorney Andres is a good friend of
the Respondent. The Respondent has no recollection of this, but
it is very possible he may have said something in teasing to
him, complaining about the hearing, but it was a tease. Again,
this occurred four years and one month ago. Why was this not
raised before? As you can see, someone was keeping book but no
one was telling the Respondent. If someone had asked the
Respondent, this could have been easily explained if, in fact,
he said that.

120. Denied since the Respondent has no recollection of
this. This was over four years ago. The Respondent has
absolutely no recollection. It is interesting that specific
times are noted. Someone was obvicusly keeping book, but why
didn’t anyone say anything to the judge if there were concerns?

121. The Respondent has no recollection of this, but the
police station was a block from his office.

122. Again, this was four years ago and the Respondent has
no real recollection. But the Respondent does not fill out
search warrants. The blank areas are to be filled out by the
police officers and presented.

123. Denied. The Respondent has a vague recollection abcut
a landlord in his office building. This was disclosed to the
officer. It was so long ago the Respondent has no idea what the
cutcome was and whether the case was dismissed, but everyone was
advised of the conflict. This was about three years ago. He
recalls telling the office if there was a deal, he would take
it. If no deal had been worked out, he would then transfer the
case.

124. Denied as stated. The Respondent does not have any
recollection of this particular incident.
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125. Denied as stated. The Respondent never said that.
When someone requests a hearing, the Respondent gives it to
them. It is possible the Respondent might have said something
to the effect that he was surprised that someone would want a
hearing for driving under the influence.

126. Admitted. That is the way the Respondent was taught
to handle the landlord/tenant folders. No one told him to the
contrary.

127. Denied as stated. The Respondent would have to see the
specifics. He does not recall changing dispositions. It is
possible there could have been a time where someone showed up
later and had an excuse and things were changed. But that would
have only been done after a consultation with the police.
Sometimes a change was made without the police officer, but the
police officer was properly informed of the new date.

128. Denied. To the Respondent’s knowledge and
recollection, he always told the defendants about waivers,
whether it was at the counter or in his Courtroom.

POLITICAL CAMPAIGN CONDUCT

129. Admitted.

130. Admitted.

131. Admitted.

132. Denied. The Respondent knew Leslie Repyneck. She had
been a former client. His recollection was he asked her why she
was doing this to him, and told her to have a good day. '

133. See answer to number 132.

134. Denied. The Respondent did not argue with Leslie
Repyneck. He made the one statement and left. His statement is
perfectly permissible in a campaign. This is a clear First
Amendment right to talk that way.

135. Denied.

136. Admitted.

137. Admitted.
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138. The Respondent did see Ms. Repyneck there and had a
brief conversation with her.

139. Denied. The Respondent does not remember exactly what
she said, but he denies that he confronted her.

140. Admitted that the Respondent denied what she suggested
to him.

141. Denied. The Respondent does not remember saying that.

142. Admitted the Respondent did not agree with Ms.
Repyneck’s summary of the incident because it was not true.

143. Denied. Judicial Counsel has to be very careful about
complaints of contact between candidates during a campaign.
There are First Amendment rights in campaigns.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST: BANKRUPTCY AND CREDIT CASES

144. Denied.

145. Denied. The Respondent never used his Court position
to get clients in his bankruptcy practice. The Respondent
emphasized bankruptcy law and it was well known in the community
that he was a bankruptcy lawyer. At times, potential clients
came to the Respondent for representation and if the Respondent
learned there was a civil case pending in his Courtroom, he then
had the case transferred to another judge.

146. Denied as stated. To the Respondent’s knowledge,
there was no bankruptcy case that he handled where he had a
hearing and entered judgment against the person who later became
his bankruptcy client, except one case. That case was Ian
Cortez, where the Respondent had a hearing according to the
Opinion (Exhibit “A”). But, there were some cases where his
office entered a default judgment. Let me explain. When a
civil suit in Small Claims Court is filed against someone, they
are served and asked by the notice to advise whether they intend
to defend or contest the case. If they intend to contest, they
have to file a notice that they will appear and contest. If
that occurs, then there is a hearing. But, if the person does
not send the notice in, then two things happen on the date of
the hearing. If the person still appears at the hearing to
contest, the Court would reschedule and set another date. The
reason is because the Plaintiff’s lawyer would not have appeared
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because he was not given notice of intent to defend. If no
notice of intent to defend is filed and the person does not
appear on the date of the hearing, then the Respondent never
sees the file. Default judgments are entered by his staff.
There are no court hearings because the person didn’t appear and
the Plaintiff’s lawyer wasn’t there. A faxed signature stamp of
the Respondent is then placed on the default judgment. As a
result, there were several cases where a person came to the
Respondent for a bankruptcy matter and there had been a default
judgment entered by his court. The Respondent was not aware of
the default judgment when he took on the bankruptcy case. The
situation I described where a default judgment was entered
through the Respondent’s District Court and later the person
came to the Respondent for representation was very, very rare.
It must be emphasized that in almest every default judgment, the
Respondent was not aware that his office had entered it when the
persons came to him seeking his advice because he was a local
attorney specializing in bankruptcy law.

147. Admitted, but some more explanation is needed.
Although it is true that the Respondent did enter judgment in
" favor of the plaintiff, Dewire Dental, there was no hearing.
What happened was that the case was listed for trial and the
defendant, Mr. Cruz, had filed a Notice of Intent to Contest.
It is possible that Mr. Cruz did not then appear, and so a
judgment was entered in favor of the plaintiff. Unfortunately,
because of the passage of time (this case apparently was in his
Court somewhere around 2010-2011), the Respondent had no
recollection and he no longer has the file. Therefore, he
cannot answer with any specificity. Under Local District Judge
Rule 318, if the defendant does not appear, then a judgment can
be entered. 1In any event, Mr. Cruz did not come to the
Respondent to represent him on a bankruptcy until November 8,
2012, which apparently was some time long after the judgment as
far as I can determine from the material you provided. The
Respondent, on his calendar in his law office, notes the source
of the referral of the client. On Mr. Cruz, the Respondent’s
calendar for November 9, 2012 notes that Mr. Cruz came to his
office pursuant to the Clipper magazine and Easy Pages, which is
a telephone directory. In other words, Mr. Cruz came to the
Respondent totally independent of him being the judge and the
Respondent would have had no knowledge that a default judgment
had been entered a year or two before. There certainly was no
solicitation in Court. ‘

148. Admitted the Respondent represented Ms. Nieves in
bankruptcy. Unfortunately, because of the extreme passage of
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time, the Respondent cannot find the bankruptcy file. Also,
because of the passage of time, the Respondent does not have the
District Court file, which occurred apparently in 2010. The
Respondent vaguely remembers Ms. Nieves, but does not recall
this particular circumstance. Further, normally a bankruptcy
order to discharge the matters would not take 5 or 6 years.
Further, normally post-petition debt, i.e. debt that occurred
after 2006, would not be included as part of the bankruptcy.
Therefore, the facts do not seem right, but the Respondent,
without the file, is not in a position to give any further
information.

149. Admitted the Respondent met with Judge McFadden and
Deputy Court Administrator French in August of 2011. As noted
from the earlier responses in this letter, the Respondent
recalls two meetings. At one meeting, there was very little
said other than, wear your robe and don’t curse. When specifics
were requested, none were given. There was a second meeting or
perhaps this was the first meeting, depending on the timing of
the two meetings, where the Nieves case was set forth. Because
the Respondent cannot locate the file, he is not sure of the
facts in the Nieves matter. Assuming that paragraph 148 is
correct, that the Respondent filed a bankruptcy petition in
2006, there must have been a second bankruptcy petition in 2010
or 2011. What the Respondent remembers is that he met with Ms.
Nieves and she handed him a pink piece of paper, which was the
form appeal from a default judgment to the Court of Common
Pleas. That piece of paper does not list what Court in which
the judgment was entered. Subsequently, the Respondent had
spoken to the civil attorney for Ms. Nieves, an attorney named
Laura Tobey. Ms. Tobey explained to the Respondent that the
default judgment was out of his Court. That was the first that
the Respondent became aware of that fact. The Respondent then
transferred the case to another District Judge. He then did
proceed with the bankruptcy. Judge McFadden, to his
recollection, was satisfied with his explanation at the time.
The Respondent also obtained a letter from the District Judge’s
Ethics Committee, which is attached and marked as Exhibit “A” to
this answer. Please note that the Respondent was told there
were two times he had to recuse in that letter. First, if he
represented a bankruptcy client who then appeared as a party
before him. To his knowledge, he has always recused under those
circumstances. The second situation would be if he had a
proceeding as a judge where the party whom the Respondent later
came to represent on a bankruptcy situation. = In that situation
the letter said he had to be aware of Rule 10 and make full
disclosures. The old Rule 10, as you are aware, forbids
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information acquired by the District Judge from being used or
disclosed for any other purpose. There was no preclusion for
him taking the case, particularly when he transferred the matter
out of Court. Unfortunately, without the files, I cannot be any
more specific at this point in time and that is one of the
problems when people wait 4-6 years before they file complaints.

150 and 151. Admitted that Capital One filed a civil
complaint. The Respondent does not have the underlying file
because it is no longer in his judicial office since those files
have been removed because of the passage of time. The
Respondent did meet with Ms. Ziegler on December 13, 2012. His
appointment book reflects the meeting was at 6:00 p.m. It
reflects that she was from a referral, which apparently the
referral was from her civil lawyer. On the Respondent’s
calendar, he has in parentheses, “could be a conflict.” The
Respondent did meet with her. He then, because of the conflict,
asked that the President Judge assign another District Judge to
handle the case. That was done. He did that pursuant to the
letter of advice, which is attached and marked as Exhibit “A”,
which he was following. Once the case was out of his Court, he
then pursued the bankruptcy petition. There does not appear to
be any wrongdoing here. The case was transferred out of his
Court and he didn’t use any personal information and the case
was not solicited because he was the District Judge. The file is
now with the office it was transferred to.

152. It is difficult to answer these allegations due to the
passage of time and files not being available. Apparently Mr.
Cortez had three separate cases filed against him over a period
from 2010 to 2012. During this time period, there was some
dispute among District Judges in Northampton County whether or
not a judgment could be entered for a defendant if the plaintiff
failed to appear. At some point, the Respondent started to
enter judgments for the defendant when the plaintiffs actually
failed to appear. An appeal was taken by the lawyer to the Court
of Common Pleas. A year later, on May 22, 2013, Mr. Cortez came
in to meet with the Respondent about a bankruptcy proceeding.
Unfortunately on that day, the Respondent might have had a
temporary secretary because there is no listing on his calendar
as to the source of any of the clients that came in that day.

At that point in time, there were no cases pending. The
Respondent then proceeded with the bankruptcy petition. The
Respondent believed he complied. He is not sure even though the
case was closed before him as a judge, whether or not he had it
transferred to anyone else because he doesn’t have the file.
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153. The Respondent met with Ms. Pagel a year later on
December 6, 2013. She arrived in the late afternocon. The
Respondent’s calendar reflects that it was a local referral. He
does remember when she came in, she told him that she drove by
his office all the time, looked him up and nocted he did
bankruptcy cases, so she came to him. The judgment that was
entered in his Courtroom, was a default judgment, so he was not
aware when he took on the case, that the default judgment had
been entered by his Court. To his knowledge, she didn’t come to
him because he had been the judge because she probably didn’t
know who he was. As noted, default judgments are done when the
defendant does not appear, and then a default judgment is
entered. The underlying case was not transferred because the
case was long over. The Respondent has no recollection, but he
assumes he either transferred it or nothing else was done
because the case was a dead file at that point. But without the
ability to look at the file, the Respondent cannot say for sure.

s

154. On November 30, 2012, Ms. Craig met with the.
Respondent in his law office about a bankruptcy. His calendar
reflects she came in at 10:00 a.m. The source of the referral
reflected on his calendar was the Yellow Pages from the phone
book. Therefore, she came to him because of his listing as a
bankruptcy lawyer in the Yellow Pages. The Respondent was not
aware that he had entered a default judgment against Ms. Craig.
Again, this is by recollection and it must be kept in mind this
occurred three to three and a half years ago. There is no good
excuse for delaying raising these issues for such a period of
time. He doesn’t have the Court file, but he is assuming that
there was a default judgment entered against Ms. Craig in his
Court because she didn’t appear and had given no Noticé of
Intent. Therefore, the Respondent’s District Court would have
entered the default judgment. As a result, he would not have
been aware that the default judgment was out of his Court. If
he had been aware, he would have asked the Court to have
transferred the judgment to another District Court.

155. Apparently default judgments were entered on the two

- cases against Deschler by the Respondent’s office. Again, as
noted from the above descriptions, the Respondent would not have
known. If there was no intent to defend filed, then a default
judgment would be entered through his office. The Respondent
would not even know or recall the name of the person. According
to the Respondent’s calendar, on August 13, 2013, he met with
Ms. Deschler at 4:00 p.m. His calendar doesn’t reflect the
source of the referral. The Respondent will have to call her to
find out. But he had no knowledge or recollection his office

29



had entered a default judgment. If he had known that, he would
have transferred the default as he had done on the other cases.
Again, it is very difficult to piece together what happened on a
few cases three or four years before. That is why it is so
unfair to wait all these years and then drop these kinds of
complaints. The Respondent, as an attorney, was handling 100 to
200 bankruptcy petitions a year, if not more. As a judge, he
was handling approximately 4,000 to 5,000 cases a year. Unless
he has an absolute photographic memory, no one is going to
remember these matters unless something stands out.

156. This case was referenced and answered in the answer
to paragraph 147. The Respondent is assuming there was only one
bankruptcy case, but he does not have a clear recollection.
Admitted the Respondent filed a bankruptcy petition in July of
2013 and an Amended Petition was filed apparently in October of
2013. The Respondent does not have the file that was referenced
in his judicial office where it is noted there was a ruling in
favor of the dental company. Without having the file on an
event that occurred two and a half years ago, the Respondent
does not have any recollection of entering judgment against Mr.
Cruz at that time. Perhaps it was a default judgment and he
wasn’t even aware of it. Further, it would be very difficult to
conceive that the Respondent would have entered a judgment
against Mr. Cruz with a pending bankruptcy because that is
prohibited. Unfortunately, without the advantage of his file,
which is not readily available through his judicial office, the
Respondent cannot be more specific. During this time period,
the Respondent was trying to follow through with the advice
given in the letter, which is attached and marked as Exhibit “A”
in terms of ethics. If he had been aware that this case was in
his Court, he would have transferred it out immediately.

Without the file, he cannot say what happened. If he didn’t.
transfer it out, it was apparently because he didn’t realize it
was the same person and it was a mistake. It should also be
noted, the Respondent has gone back to get the records of his
requests on all the cases that should be transferred to another
District Judge. The Respondent saved every one of those.
Shortly after Brenda Anthony, his former court staff person
left, none of these transfer letters can be found. Other things
also went missing shortly after she left. The Respondent
reported missing files and documents to the Court Administration
and also raised the concern that Ms. Anthony had taken records
or destroyed records. Unfortunately, the Court Administration

~ did nothing.
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157. Admitted that Deborah Repash was sued in the
Respondent’s District Court. On August 31, 2012, she came to
the Respondent’s law office to represent her in a bankruptcy
proceeding. She obtained the Respondent’s name from the Clipper
magazine. As noted, the bankruptcy complaint was not filed
until June of 2013. As soon as the complaint was filed, the
Respondent complied with the opinion letter, which is attached
and marked as Exhibit “A”, and asked the Court to transfer the
civil case to another District Judge. Admitted that the
Respondent filed the bankruptcy petition in 2013. But, it was
his understanding he was able to do so because of the opinion
letter. It must be kept in mind that the Respondent at all
times was trying to follow the rules. He was notifying Courts of
the conflicts, etc. Obviously, he wasn’t trying to hide
anything.

158. Mr. Kilo came to the Respondent through the internet.

158. On February 19, 2015, Heidi Trexler met with the
Respondent in his law office in reference to retaining him on a
bankruptcy matter. His calendar references that she met him
around 4:00 p.m. The source of the referral noted on his
calendar was word of mouth. The Respondent noted also he quoted
her a fee of $1,250.00 on his calendar. The judgment that was
entered against Ms. Trexler by the judge was done in March of
2014, almost a year before she sought his services. The
Respondent, without the file, has no recollection whether it was
a default judgment or a judgment after a hearing. But when she
came to him, he. was not aware or had no recollection that he had
- entered a judgment against her and, therefore, took on the
bankruptcy petition. If he had been aware, he would have asked
to have the matter transferred. Since the records are not
availlable, the Respondent has no recollection and his unable to
find whether he made the request or not because now the records
are all missing.

160. In reference to Jennifer Frey, she met with the
Respondent in his law office on March 7, 2014. His calendar
reflects she went to the Respondent because she was a friend of
his wife for 15 years. The Respondent took on her bankruptcy,
then the suit was filed in his Court. The Respondent, complying
with Exhibit “A”, asked that the case be transferred out of his
Court to another District Judge, and the case was transferred.
The Respondent then proceeded with the bankruptcy, as he
believed he was entitled to do based on the aforementioned
opinion letter.
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161. On February 10, 2014, the Respondent met with Paul
Getz at 5:00 p.m. His calendar reflects that Mr. Getz came to
him through phone book advertisements. The Respondent, when the
lawsuit was filed in 2015, notified the Court Administrator that
he was representing the person in the bankruptcy proceeding, and
the case was transferred to another District Judge. That was
done consistent with the letter of advice from the District
Judges Ethics Committee, which is attached and marked as Exhibit
“A”. On all of these bankruptcy matters, it appears the
Respondent acted appropriately and properly and consistent with
the advice provided. It appears that all of the complaints
should be dismissed since there are no violations.

VIOLATIONS OF THE RULES

The Respondent emphatically denies violating the charged
Rules of Judicial Conduct.

162 (a.) See answers above. But the specific date would be
unknown, particularly with the passage of time.

{(b.) See above answers. Alsc, attached and marked as
Exhibit “C” are copies of the calendar entries that reflect when
the person came to the Respondent’s law office and the source of
the referral. There are other names included in the entries and
the attorney/client privilege must be respected. Also included
in Exhibit “C” are the transfer requests on cases to show that
the Respondent routinely transferred matters to other District
Courts. There are also other documents of other relevance, many
involving transfers in conflicts of interest, requests to the
Court Administrator for more supplies, complaints about office
staff working for his opponent, etc. All of that is part of
Exhibit “C”. Also included in Exhibit “C” is the average case
load.

(c.) See answers to the specific bankruptcy clients and
see the calendars. Each includes the source of the referral as

referenced in the answers in the above paragraphs.

(d.) See the calendars that are attached as Exhibit “C”
and the answers, which note the specific dates and times.

(e.) The Respondent would have informed each client he
was a District Judge if they told him of any pending case.

' (f.) The Respondent does not know the answer to that
because of the passage of time. But when he became aware of the
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matters, he would have discussed and told them about pertinent
issues.

{g.) The Respondent at this late time, does not know.
He is not sure if pleas were given at the time of the
consultation or when they were received.

(h.) Based on the advisory opinion, it appears that
would not be applicable. The Respondent followed the advisory
opinion, which is attached and marked as Exhibit “A”.

(i.) Due to the passage of time, it is hard to answer,
but 90% of the time, the Respondent was retained at the time of
consultation. Sometimes a person does not become a client until
scmetime after. The Respondent would have to go through the
files to be more specific.

163. Denied. The Respondent never used his Court listings
to solicit clients for his law practice. As noted from the
answers from 147 to 162, the Respondent’s office, for almost
every case, kept a record of the source of the client’s
referral. All of them were from people that he knew, his wife
knew, or the Yellow Pages or the Clipper magazine, etc. He
never solicited clients from the Court listings ever.

164. Denied. The Respondent did not utilize his Court or
anyone on his Court staff to solicit clients. It is possible
that someone who knew the Respondent or worked for the
Respondent could have, on their own, told a client that the
Respondent did bankruptcy law, but he is not aware of that. The
Respondent never solicited and tried to keep a strict dividing
wall between his judicial office and his bankruptcy law
practice. The Respondent would almost never go to his law
practice until the afternoon and he was always on call. That
is, subject to come back if there was a need for a hearing or
something of that nature. If there was a call for a warrant or
an arraignment, the Respondent would return. His law office was
only about two miles away from his judicial office.

165. As to most of the individuals listed in paragraphs 147
to 162, the Respondent did not know them. But he did know Ms.
Frey. He knew her personally and she was a longtime friend of
his wife.

166. Denied as stated. The Respondent was very diligent in
seeking an opinion as to what to do if a case was in his Court
and he was representing the person. As seen, he was given
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advice and as part of that advice, he could continue as long as
he had the case transferred to another judge (See Exhibit “A”).
He diligently and religiously complied with this advice. That
is why he sent all the letters (which are now missing)
requesting the transfers. Therefore, he had a valid basis and
belief.

167. Denied as stated. First, the Respondent sought an
Opinion (Exhibit “A”), which has been discussed. In those
cases, when he saw the conflict, he immediately moved to
transfer the cases if the case fit within one of the two
categories in Exhibit ™A”. 1In any case where a criminal
defendant appeared before the Respondent, who then had a
bankruptcy issue, the Respondent refused to take their
bankruptcy case. He refused if the criminal case was pending.
The Respondent only took bankruptcy cases with pending civil
cases when he transferred the civil case from his Court
consistent with the Opinion, which is attached and marked as
Exhibit “A”. The respondent did recognize the potential
conflict and that is why he asked for advice. He also had
discussed the matter with the President Judge and apparently
they all agreed because they would then transfer the cases.

168. Denied. The Respondent clearly represents conflicts.
But, this has been fully explained in the answers to paragraphs
147 and 156.

169. The Respondent in his law practice has a computer
system. But, he did not have in his law office the names of
every person who appeared in his District Court because that
would be almost impossible. The Respondent was very hesitant to
ask his staff at the Court to look up information for his
private practice. Essentially, he relied on his clients. The
Respondent asks his clients if they have any suit pending or
judgments entered and relies on his clients’ answers. He now
also checks website listings and District Justice filings.

- 170. The Opinion of the Special Court is attached and
marked as Exhibit “A”. The Opinion is a little broader than
just one case, but the Respondent has religiously followed that
Opinion, as noted above.

171. The Respondent does not have that letter. After Ms.
Anthony left, all of the transfer letters that would apply to
the cases listed in this letter are missing. There are other
transfer letters that are still there. The Respondent
complained to the Court Administrator and they didn’t have
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copies either. But the Respondent cannot provide a copy because
the letters are missing and presumably taken by Ms. Anthony, who
again, is presumed to be the source of many of these complaints
that apparently she was collecting for years and years and
finally decided to send over to the Judicial Conduct Board.

Finally, there is no reason to have stated in bold print
that the Respondent should not retaliate. The Respondent has
not retaliated against anyone. But, some of these people
clearly should not be working for him because they have
absolutely no loyalty to him and apparently have undermined him
and/or kept undermining him wrongly and kept records on him
without ever giving him an opportunity to explain or respond on
a timely basis. It is a very unhealthy situation.

Having responded to the numbered paragraphs, the Respondent
would ask for a dismissal of these charges since they are not
accurate and there was no vicolation. First, as noted, the
Respondent specifically raises doctrine of laches as well as
statute of limitations. Many of the allegations are very old.

The Respondent is a very hardworking and diligent judge.
He is well respected by many lawyers and police officers in the
area, Many lawyers and police officers will be witnesses on his
behalf at any trial if it goes that far. The Respondent also
has a part time bankruptcy practice. The Respondent was
admitted to practice law in 2001. He has never been disciplined
as an attorney and has never been disciplined before as a judge.
He was elected as a District Judge in 2009 and started serving
in 2010. He was recently re-elected. The Respondent also
continues with his part time law practice.

These above allegations are very unfair since it is clear
people were keeping records, but no one told the Respondent or
warned the Respondent. The suggestion that he was told in 2011
and 2012 during two short meetings by the President Judge is
just not accurate. Since then, no one has said anything to him.
Yet, there is page after page with quotations and specific
dates. It is very clear what is happening. There is not any
judge alive who could withstand that kind of scrutiny. If I
wanted to get a judge and sat in their Courtroom or had other
people sit in their Courtroom for years and took detailed notes,
there is not any judge in the world who doesn’t have a bad day,
doesn’t raise their voice, at times, doesn’t get irritated with
their staff, or at times comes in late, etc. That is what is
happening here. The Respondent emphatically denied the
allegations. He conducted a good Court. His cases are handled
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timely. There is no backlog. His office has been recently
‘audited and given good results with all funds accounted for.

The investigation demonstrates that many of the allegations
that are made are not supported by the officers. In fact,
witnesses will testify to the contrary. All of this will
developed at trial.

The Respondent will fully cooperate, but these allegations
and charges should be dismissed as unwarranted, as not supported
by sufficient evidence and not timely made pursuant to the
doctrine of laches and the statute of limitations.

\‘Qery truly yours,

;fSamuel C. Stretton

SCS:jac
Enc.
Cc: Honorable David W. Tidd

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS, OVERNIGHT DELIVERY
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'LANCASTER COUNTY MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT COURT 02-3-08 -

JAYNE F. DUNCAN, Esquirs
Distrt dusiioe 717-367-4530
. or853-198e

920 South Spruca Streat

PO Box 511
Ellzabethtown, PA 17022-0511
David W. Tidd, Esquire September 25, 2011
516 Main Street . :
- Hellertown, PA 18055
RE Response to Ethical Inquiry #2011-11
Inguiry date September 2, 2011
" Dear Judge Tidd:

) « fam 1ni raceipt of your letier of September 2, 2011, As | understand your inguiry; you currently
serve as a Magistorial District Judge, in addition you malntain a private law practice. A portion of your
law practica is devoted to work in the US Bankruptcy Court, The specific purpose of your letter is to
clarify your ethical responsibifities shauld bankruptcy issues relate to civil matters filed before you or

other Magisterial District Judges.

An analysis of the issues raised in your Inqulry requires a review of three of the Rules Governing
the Standards of Conduct of Magisterial District Judges. First, | would direct your attention to Rule 14:

" “Prohibited Practices of Attorney Magisterial District Judges”. This Rule states what purportsto be an
exclusive fist of prohibited practices, see alss the Nate follawing Rule 14; "This rufe contains all of the
prohibitlons on the practice of law by attorney maglsterial distﬁctjud@sﬁtatwemmoughtnecssaw'
According to the language of Ruie 14, the practice of bankruptcy law is not prohibited. ’

Although not raised lnyuur Inquiry, | would urge 2 review of Rule 10: “Information Acquired in
Judicial Capacity”. You should be cautious to not allow any perception that prospective clients were

_ Influenced by a previous appearance in your court. .
Finally, | would suggest a neview of the language of Rule 8: “Disqualification”, which Identifies

the circumstances under which you are required to recuse yourself from hearing any matter. in
particutar, Rule 8A ({2}, requires disqualification if the attorney magistm‘lald!strlctjudge hvas served as an

attorney in any matter coming before him.
' !nsum,ihdteveﬁ:atthemammﬁnéﬂbnsmbewnﬁdemdihmﬁrst,wummma
bankruptcy dient-who, at a fater date, ks party to an MDJ proceeding, in that case you would be required

to recuse yourself from the MDJ procaeding. iy the second situation, you have a proceeding as an MDJ
. witha partvthat!ater-camesto you-for representation In & bankruptey matter. In that situation you

Eaibit A

Talaphons . -


http:malIer.ln

should be highly aware of the prohibitions dentified in Rule 10, not oniy as an actual violation, but aiso
mindful that the mere appearance of impropsiaty Is prohibited. bsalmﬁﬂ&dmtoaﬂ
mnwmdpmﬂakmegenem{mlehmﬁmm’ﬁﬁsm .

Pbambeﬁvﬁedﬂﬁﬁ;koﬁnbnwﬂhdmhﬁdmmgﬁmmmbemofﬁw%and
Professionailsm Committes. In the event that a majority of members disagree with the advice given | will
notify you within twenty (20) days. .

Plaase note also that the Ethics and Professionallsm Committee of the Special Court judges
Association Is designated as the approved body to render advisory opinfons regarding ethical concems
of Magistarial Cnmtjudgesanﬁ other Special Court Judges. .

Mﬁmughmdmpmimamnatpese,bmmgupmﬁwhdlddmnﬁmmmmenh
rellanca thereon and pursuant thereto, shafl be taken into mnuhdetamhlﬂgwheﬁmdkdpﬁne
should be-recommended or imposed.

Jayne F, Duncan, Exqulre
Ethics and Professionalism Commiftiea
Ufﬁle_Spadd Court Judges Assoctation

Ce: Ethics Comm



Gmail - MDJ practice Page 1 of 1

Samuel Stretton <strettonlaw.samstretton@gmail.com>

BTl

MDJ practice

1 message

George A Heitczman <heitczmanlaw@gmail.com> Fri, Mar 11, 2016 at 6:39 AM
To: SAMUEL C STRETTON <strettonlaw.samstretton@gmail.com>, DAVID W TIDD JD <dwtidd@gmail.com>

Sam
Yesterday | appeared before MDJ Hawke

I had a client in prison who was being brought out in order to have bail set and waive his preliminary
hearing.

When | arrived, the MDJ was in the secretarial area behind the counter. He was not wearing his robe.

The MDJ told me he was getting the paperwork ready and we waited a bit for my client to be brought in by
a constable.

When my client arrived he and | stood on one side of the counter, MDJ Hawke on the other, and all the
paperwork was signed. It was done in an efficient and pleasant manner.

| never saw a robe, and | was never in the court room.

George A Heitczman

Sent from my iPhone

=N

https://mail. google.com/mail/w/0/2ui=2&1k=41¥53a racaocview=pt&search=inbox&th=153... 3/11/2016
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§7/25/2814 14:53 E1B5596782 NC COURT ADMIN PAGE @1/81

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS'GF'EDRTHAM?TéN COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

)

CIVIL
PHYLLIS RBIRK ]
)
VS )
j LT 30-14
WILLI2M H BIRX }
)

ORDER OF COURT

AND NOW, this 28" day of July 2014, the above-captioned
case is transferred from Magisterial District Court 03-2-04 to
Magisterial District Court 03~2-01 due to a possible conflict of

interest.
BY THE é:oxmw,

Stephen G. Barattz, P.dJ.

District Judge Manwaring
District Judge Tidd
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF NORTHAMPTON COUN ['Y, PENNSYLVANIA

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA )
)

.o ) TR 2872:2014
. )
ROBERT E. LINNEY ) |

RD URT

AND NOW, tis 9th day of December 2014, the sbove captionod case is
transferred from District Court 03-2-04 to District Court 03-2-11 «fue to a possible

conflict.of interest.
BY THE COURT,
H
STEPHEN BARATTA, P. 1.
Magisterial District Court 03-2-04

Magisteial District Court 03-2-11 |
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF NORTHEMPTDN COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
!

CRIMINATL i
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA ) TEMP&RARY ASSIGNMENT
) 2
vS. b E
b '
WILLIAM H BIRK 3 NT 74-14

QRDER OF COURT

AND NOW, this 9" day of April 2014, the above-captioned
case is transferred from Maglsterial District Court 03-2-04 to
Magisterial District Court 03-2-10 due to a possible conflict of

interest.

BY TEE COURT,

Stepheﬁ G. Baratta, B.J.

District Judge Tidd
District Judge Matos Gongzalez



85/28/2814 89117 5185536782 MC COURT ADMIN | OPAGE

H
H

IN THE COURT OF COMMON FLEAS OF ‘NOR’IIIAMT&))N COUNTY, PENNEYLVANIA

%

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA ) j
v. j))O‘l‘N Tzsggezm..cs

TODD ROBERT DESMOND % _ é

ORDER OF COURT

AND NOW, this 20th day-of May 2014, the above captioned case is

transferred from District Court 03-2-04 to District Court-03-2-11 due to a possible

conflict of interest. :
BY THE COURT,
STEPHEN G. BARATTA, P. 7.
g{

Magisterial District Court 03-2-04
Magisterisl District Couzt 03-2-11

g1/81



‘BR/38/28B14 ©8:vE8 185586742 NC COURT ADMIN PAGE @1/81
. i

IN THE COURT OF COMMCN PLEAS OF NORTHRMP?ON COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

RECEIVED |

LA T
Wty 4

v
PR A
(A 4

~§
! £
!
i .%

CRIMINAL !

i e S g, 4 G W P, S e S, .
i e RN S

H

i

COMMONWEALTH OF EENNSYLVANIA TEMBORARY ASSIGNMENT

VS-

TR 1701-14
 WILLIAM B BIRK ;

CRDER OF CQURT

AND NOW, this 30™,day of June 2014, the above-captioned case is
transfexred from Magisterial District Court 03-2-04 to Magisterial

District Court 03-2-01 due to a conflict of interest.

BY THE COURT,

District Justice Tidd %
District Justice Manwaring !


http:03-2-.01

- : PAGE  BL/82
§7/14/7014 13:13 6185536782 MC COURT ADMIN

|
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF NORTHAMPTON COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

i

|

!

CRIMINAL |

H

;
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
vs'i

CARA MAIATICO

Tt Nl S ottt

3 ORDER OF COURT

AND NOW, this 14%,day of July 2014, the above-captioned case is
transferred from Magisterial District Court 03-2-84 to Magistexrial

District Court 03-2-10 due to a ccnflictAcf interest.

BY THE COURT,

Stephen %.‘Baratta, P.Jdw

: District Justice Tidd
District Justice Romig—Gainer



| ' ] PAGE B2/82
@7/14/2814 13:13 5185595782 NC GOURT ADMIN

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS DF.NORTHAH§TON COUNTY, FEMNSYLVANIA
|

|

CRIMINAL

|

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA TEMPORERY ASSIGNMENT
a
1

‘v.s'

St Ve i M

WILLIAM BIRK

WT 151-14 RECEIVED

ORDER OF COURT

END NOW, this 14™ day of July 2014, the above-captioned
case is transferred from Magisterial District Court 03-2-04 to

Magisterial District Court 03-2-01 due to a possible conflict of

interest.
BY TEE.COURT,
Stephen C. Baratta, P.J.
|
f
,
Distxict Judge Tidd E
District Judge Manwaring %
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IN THE COURT QF COMMON PLEAS OF NO’P;THAMPT ON COUNTY,

PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL
COMMONWEALTH FCU )
)
Vs, )} CV58-2014
)
JENNIFER L FREY )
ORDER OF COURT

AND NOW, this 22™ day of duly, 2014, the above-captioned case is fransferred
from Magisterial District Gourt 03-2-11 to Magisterial District Court 03-2-04 due to a

possible conflict of interest.

BY THE COURT

%?A-—

Stephen G Baratta, P.J.

District Judge Tidd
District Judge Romig-Passaro |

| RECEIVED |
,.__“‘:: j:n%( g

" o o - o S o AP s,
ey
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF NORTHAW COUNTY, PENNEYLVANIA

CRIMINAL

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA )

)
v, ) TT 2880-15
)
KATIE ANN KUDERA ) :
ORDER OF COURT

AND NOW, this 4th day of December 2015, the above captioned case is
transferred from District Court 03-2-04 to District Conrt 03-2-11 due to a possible
conflict of interest,

STEPHEN BARATTA,P. L

Magisterial District Court 03-2-04
Magisterial District Court §3-2-11

PAGE

gi/a1




11_6.5/_2—71/'215 15-@9 6185536782 NC COURT ADMIN © PAGE 91/B1
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF NOR"I’HAI\ETC;TN {COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA ) : EBE] VE
) :
v. g : MAY 27 205 H
RICHARD CODY FLUCK ) | By |
ORDER OF COURT

AND NOW, this 27th day of May 2015, the above captioned case (prior to criminal
complaint being signed) is transferred from District Court 03-2-04 to District Court 03-2-

11 due to a possible coniflict of interest.

STEPHEN BAR ATTA, P. J.

Magisterial District Coust 03-2-04
Magisterial District Court 03-2-11




COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA POLICE CRIMINAL COMPLAINT
COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON ! , COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
B V5.
Magisterial District Number: §3-2-04 DEFENDANT: , »fMAME\and‘ADmRE‘S}
MDJ Non, DAVID TIDD _RICHARD: -CODY FLUCK
’ 5 Flest: %me - ﬂfddfe Nam: ~East Name Gen.
Add : 1404 WALTER STREET o - e
TR DETHLEMEM, PA 18015 B30 DETWEILER AVE. ~
HELLERTOWN, PA 18055
Telephone: {(G1B)R65-4010
- NCIC Extradition Gade Type . .
[ % - Felony Full 14 - Felony No Ext. [ &~ Misdemeanor Lmited - [ € - Misdemeanar Rending
Ll 2 - Felony b, {715 - Felony Pend. 1:1 € - Misdemeanor Suraunding States {]Distance:
z- Fetony Surrounding States  T7] A - Misdemeanor Full U - Misdemeanar No Extratiltion
DEFENDANT IDENTIFECATION INFORMATION .
Dotkst Number Date Fiied OTNfUveSean Number | Complami/incident Rumber TEID Request Lab Service?
5-19-15 20150513M4292 41828978 | ¥ ves [ Ne
| GENDER | poR 0970371987 } FOB Addil. DOB Co-Defendants? [
XmMale. [ Fiest Noma Hiddn Narme Lastame Ean.
| CFemale | A4 ‘ '
RACE X White [ asian [ Black [J Mative American L unkriown
ETHNICITY [ dispankc ¥ Non-Hispanic O Unknown ‘ -
HAIR CULOR ] -Gry (Gray) T] Red (Red/aubr) [ BDY (Sandy] L BLU:(Biue) [IPLE (Purple)  'IXI BRO (Browrs) |
] [ Bik {Black) [.Ong {Orange) L3 wHE [White} [0 oo (nk./Bald)  [Jean(Green} [ PRI (PInK)
[T Bin {Blonde./ Strawbsrmy) _ ]
|'BYE COLOR 7 Blk {Black) [ Bl (Blue) {71 8RO {Brown} GRN (Green) 0 GRY {Gray)
: LI 8AZ azel) [ Map rmamnm 7 PHK (Pink) £ mut (mutticotored ] J00¢ {Unknowr
Driver License | State  PA Ucerise Number ‘Expires WEIGHT {Ibs.) .
DNA ., - I ¥ES B NG .DNA Location - 160
|FBINumber - | 826362AES | My Number | | Fe HETGHT. in.
| Defendant Fingerprinted | [JYES [ WO 15 7 |, . 08
{Fingerprint Classification: : '
LT .. DEFENDANT VEMICLE INFORMATION  ~~ . .~ . oL
State | Hazmat Istratio Commmy] Yeh Schoof OB, NCIC Veh. Code Reg.
Flate # = s:skc?’c;n(mﬁw; 1 md O Ven. O] Same
- Year Make' Model |Skyle TCelpr ' =
Office of the attorney for the Commonwealth  [] Approved [J Disappimaed because:
[Thie attorney for-the Commonweaith may reguire TREE Wi affidnui, or bolh, be app by the ¥ tor :uv: [: eaith prior . filing, See:fA. R, Cdm. P5073
{ame of T stiamey To the Commamwealth ~ Please Frintor Trpe] ignatore of trs akomey for e Commonwealihg (o)
I, _INV MICHAEL DATTILIO 208A/35182
arme-of the-Afflant] PSRIMPOETC. - Assigned Athant. 1D Number & Badge #
of HELLERTOWN POLICE BEPARTMENT PAQ4S0500
{idereify Departnent o Agency and Polltical’s {Peifee Agency ORENUIEET) e
» : e
do hereby statar ﬁ E @ E B W i
X I accuse the above named defendant who lives at the address set ?orth above ﬁn }
{1 I accuse the defendant whose name is unknown:te me:but who is ﬁesmbed as m WMAY 19 2015 i
: 1 |
£ I accuse the defendant whose name and popular designation are unkngwn to me md whom T have
therefore designated as John.Doe ar Jane Doe By,

with violating the penal laws of the Commonwealth of Pemsvtvama at[_407 1 HELLERTOWN
830 DETWEILER AVE HELLERTOWN :

LSublivision. ﬁcdlg {Plate-Political Subdivision

{County Cods)

in NORTHAMPTON County [ 48 ] onorabout 315 MAY 2915 AT 1552 HRS.

ACPC 412A - Rev 09/12

Page 1 of 3


http:of:penns~lvania.at

L 2% POLICE CRIMINAL COMPLAINT

Docket Number Date Filed OTN/LiveScan Number Cmmplamtﬁncident Number
20158518M4292

R ..+ First B Middie I E - -1

Defendant Namie. | RICHARD copY | FLUCK

The acts.committed by the accused are described below with each Act of Assembly or statute aliegedly violated, if appropriste. When
there is more than cpe offense, each offense should be numbered chronologically. |

(Set forth a brief summiary.of the facts sufficient tn advise the defendant of the nature of the dffensels) charged. A citation to the statute(s) allegedly viokied, without more,

is notsuffidient. In a summary case, you must cite the specific-saclion($) and subsection(s) of the stetute(s) or oidimance(s) allegedly violated. Tha ageof thevicim at the

time of the offense may be inphuded ifknown, In additien, social securlty numbers and financial information (e.g. Pl Ns) shauld not be fisted. i the idenflly of an.account must

be established, listbniyitze Inst four digifs 204 PA §5 213, - 2137))

Inchna_te [ Attempt [ solicitation ‘ [ conspiracy
- Offense 189014 18802 A : 18 803
K| 1 | 780-113 | A16 |ofthe 35 1 ™ 3550 | 35A
Teme? Seton Subsscion P St (T78) CouE Grge NG Offenss Code UGRINIGRG Gode
PennDOT Data | Accident ,
(if applicable) |’ Nunbar ] safety Zone 7 work zene

Statute Description (Include the name of statule or omiinance):
PROHIBITED ACTS ; PENALTIES

Ats of the accused associated with this Offensa:
POSSESSION OF CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, DRUGS, DEVICE OR COSMETIC M)

The Actor, RICHARD £, FLUCK (D.0.B. 09/03/1987), on or abouf, 15 MAY 2015, in the County of Northampton, krowingly or
{intentionally possessed & controlled or counferfeit substance, namely, HEROIN, the said actor not then and thers being
registered under the Controlled Substance, Drug, Device and Cosmetic Act, Act of April 14, 1972, or a pracfitioner registerad
or licensed by the appropriate State Board, in Vidlation of Section 780-113{a)(16) of the Controlled Substance, Drug, Device
and Cosmetic Act, Actof April 14, 1972, as amended, 35 P.S. ?80—11»3(&)(1@_

s———————————
se—

Inchoate | [T Attempt [ soficitation {7} Censpiracy
Offense I8 801 A 18902 A 18 903
',gﬂ? Lﬂ:ﬁ 780~-113 AlB Qf»ﬁa'e': 35 1 M 3550 358
e # Section Subsection PA Steiute (Title) Counts Grage NCIC Offense Code  UCR/NIBRS Code
PennDOT Data | Accident . )
(if applicabley | Number: [] safety Zone [ work Zone

Statute Description (Include the name of statute or ordinance):
PROHIBITED ACTS ; PENALTIES

Acts.of the accused assoociated with this Offense:

JPOSSESSION OF DRUG PARAPHERNALIA )

The Actor, RICHARD C. FLUCK (D.O.B. 09/03/1987), an or about, 15 MAY 2015, in the County of NORTHAMPTON, not
being registered under the Controlled Substance, Drug, Device and Cosmetic Act, Act of April 14, 1972, nor a pracitioner
registered or licensed by the appropriate State Board, used or possassad with:intent fo use drug paraphemalia, namely, A
HYPODERMIC NEEDLE TIPPED SYRINGE, for the purpuse of packaging, prepering, storing, containing, concealing and
ingesting or otherwise introducing into the human body, a controlled substance, namely, HEROIN, in violation of Section 13{a)
(32} of the Controlied Substance, Drug, Device and Cosmetic Act, Act of April 14, 1872, as amended, 35 P.S. 780-113(d)(32)

POVRP S 5 v i ot o e A i S

AQPC 412A - Rev 09/12 Page 2 of 3



: - 8% POLICE CRIMINAL COMPLAINT

Docket Number Date Filed QTN/LiveScan Number Complain/incident Number
5-19-15 : 20150518M4252

o | First Middie T lest

| Defendant Name - RICHARD coDY . FLUCK

2. I ask that 2 warrant of arrest or a summons be issued and that the defendant be required to answer the charges I have

made.

3, I verify that the Tacts set forth in this compiaint are true and corract to the best of my knowledge or information and
belief. This verification is made subject to the penalties of section 4804 of the Crimes Code (18 PA C.C. 48084) relating
to unsworn falsification to authorities.

4., This complaint is comprised of the preceding page{s) numbered 1 through 2 .

The acts committed by the accused, as listed and heresfter, were against the peace and dignity of the
Commonweaith of Pennsylvania and were contrary to the Act{s) of Assembly, or in violation of the statites cited.
{Before a warrant of arrest can be issued, an affidavit of probable rause must be completed, swom to

before the issuing authority, and attached.)

& May , DA

(Dats) o " {Signature of Affiant)

AND NOW, on this date May 18, 2015 1 certify that the complaint has been properly completed aaduiggfied.
An affidavit of probable cause must be completed before a warrant can be issued. ] o

W

.‘
; \@3
G

%

4,

it

83-2-b4
{Magisterial District-Court Bumber) {Issuing Authority}

4819y

i

i

A
&,
Wy

%
%,
“,

AQOPC 412A - Rev089/12 Page 3 of 3



CONFIDENTIAL

Confidential Information Form

Criminal Complaint

Complete the defendan’t SSN informaiion If knows. IF this form is submitted as part of a-Pofice Criminal Comptaint,
}fhe NCIC Cautions/Medical Conditions and Scars/Marks/Tatoos sections should aiso be compieted if knows

Docket Number ‘Date Filed ‘OTN/LiveScan Number Complaint/Incident Nuriber
- 20150518M4252
. - First Mickdle Last ‘
Defendant Name RICHARD CODY FLUCK
NCIC Cautions and Medical Conditions (check up 1o 9)
J oo 0 20 1 s [ 7c 3 o1 - other
[ wes ' M = [ ss J so ‘
J 10 : 0O =0 {1 so [Jss
145 M 4o ] ss ] s
© {NCICCodes)
Name _RICHARD CODY FLUCK Soctal Security Numbrer 194-70-1928
ﬂ Defendant Financial Information:
{J other

AQPC 412A - Rev 09/12

Page 1of 1




COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA )

) S
v . )TRE5I2015
RICHARD CODY FLUCK 3

QRDER OF COURT

AND NOW, fis 8th day 5f May 2015, the above caytioned dase is
transferred from Distdot Court 03-2-04 to Distrist Court 05-2-11 due to a possible
-~ - condlict of interest -

BY TuE COURT,

o

STEVEFN BARATTA B.J.

Magisteria] District Court 03-2-64
Magisterial District Court 03-2-11
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PACEE @i/m

IN THE -COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF NORTHAMFTON-COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

CRIMINAL

. )
v. ) TR 6512018
| ) :
RICHARD CODY FLUCK )
ORDER OF COURT

AND NOW, this 8th day of May 2015, the above capbomd case is
transferred from District Court 03-2-04 to District Court 03-2-11 due toa possible

. conffict of imrerest.
BY THE COURT,
STEPHEN EARATTA P.1.
Magisterial District Court 032494

Magisterial District Cogge 03-2-11
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IN THE-COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF NORTHAMPTON COUNTY, PINNSYLVANIA

CIvViL
DISCOVER BANK, } TEMPORARY ASHIGNMENT
)
¥z y CV 52013
‘ )
PAUL B. GETZ,JR. b
ORDER OF COURT

AND NOUW, this 13th day of February 20185, the sbove capticned cass is

transferred from District Court 03-2-04 to District Court 03-2-01 du.x to 2 possible

conflict of interest.
BY THE COURT.
STEFHEN G. BARATTA, P.L
Magisterial District Court 03-2-04

Magisterial District Court (3-2-01
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FEB-17-2016 WED (P:40 P CHRISTOPHER SPADQN] ESO FAX NO. 610 625 4788 . Ot

Christopher T. Spadoni
Aftorney at Law PQ, Bex 522
' 1413 Enston Avenue
Bethlehem, PA 18018
February 17, 2016 Phone; (610) 867-3938

: - {610} B25-~4788
Via Fax 610-863-436] Fax: {610} 625
and Regular Mai]
Honorable Dayvid W, Tidd -

District Judge

1401 Waltey Strest

Befhichem, Pa 18013

Dear Judge Tidd:

T was saddened to hear of your tenure a5 Distriet Judge comingo an end.

The Borough of Hellertown and the Towaship of T.ower Saucon have benefitted from your
service as you have been noting less than competent, fair, professional, and judicious.

1 speak for myself and my clients and all have indicated their favorable impression of your
courisoom, Their cases were heard promptly, you are always well prepared, and all matters were
considered and adjudicated in a fair and equilable matier,

fﬂxy best regards and best wishes to you and vour family.
ALL THE BEST?

CTS ks

o P B -

-




COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON

HELLERTOWN BOROUGH DAVID W. TIDD, ESQ. OFFICE:
LOWER SAUCON TOWNSHIP : . . « . s ' TEL 610-855-3010
Maglsterlal District Judge FAX- 510-865-4361

Magisterial District 83-2-64
1404 Walter Street
Bethiehem, PA 18015-53440

January 6, 2014
Vi4 FAX ONLY: 616-559-6702
Jill Cicera, Acting Court Administrator
Northampton Coonty Government Center
669 Washington Street
Easton. PA 18042

RE: Rescission of 4* Staff Position
Dear Ms. Cicero:

Debra French informs me that the approval for the 4% staff member for this office has been
“placed on hold™ and that no reason was given to her for this decision.

1 have been patiently waiting for both council and the budget committee to approve the much
needed help of additional staff. This decision will most certainly affect the performance and morale of
my current staff that have been doing added work in excess of the 3 vears | have been asking for
additional belp. .

While 1 reafize this was not your decision, [ respectfully request of you as acting Court
Administrator that both the reason:and the names of those responsible for same be forwarded to me so
that I may request the decision be reversed and, if not, why the additional staff persons for Judges
Taschuer and Grifo will remain.

Your help in this matter is greatly appreciated,

David W. Tidd, Esquire
Magisterial District Judge

DWT/bsa



COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON
HELLERTOWN BORDUGH DAVID W’ TIDD’ ESQUIRE QEFICE:
LOWER SAUCON TOWNSHIP MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT JUDGE TEL 610-865-4D10

FAX 610-865-4361
Magisterial District §3-2-04
1404 Walter Street
Bethiehem, PA 18015-5340

TO:  Jill Cicero - Acting Court Administrator

FROM: David W. Tidd, Esquire/bsa

FAX # 610-335-6702

DATE: January 6, 2014

RE: Rescission of 4th Staff Position

NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS COVER SHEET: 2
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WEAI HOF PE; .
cO # 41\24
COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON
HELKEKT?“'N BOROUGH D ‘AVID W‘ TIDD? ESQ‘ QFFICE:
LOWER SAUCON TOWNSHIP Magisterial District Judge TEL 6108654010
Magisterial District 03.2-04
1304 Walter Street

Bethiehem, PA 18615-5340

June 10, 2014
VIA FACSIMILE ONLY: 610-559-6702
Dehbra French, Deputy Court Administrator
Court Administration
Northampton County Government Center
669 Washington Strest
Easton, PA 18042

RE: 2014 Budget Requests
Dear Ms. French:

This letter is in r@onse to your June 3, 2014 Memorandum regarding 2014 budget
reguests.

T'would like to request the following items be provided fo this Court, i the 2014 bodget
allows:

1. Eight (8) new file cabinets.

At this time 1 would also request the ability {0 hire-a 4™ full-time person due to this
Court’s increased workload/caseload. It is my understandmg that this position is still with Judge
Baratta for his.consideration.

Thask you.

Davld W. Tidd, Esquire

DWT/bsa
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COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON - COURT OF COMMON PLEAS ’
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT B
INTERNAL CORRESPONDENCE
TO: Al Magisterial District Judges
FROM: Debra €., Franch, Deputy Court Administrator a%l

DATE: june3, 2014

RE: 2015 Budget Reguests

We are approaching the period of buddget preparation for the fiscsl year 2015.
Please send any-reguests for office equipment or furniture in writing to me by lune 17, 2014,

Should you not need any new office equipment, please complete the section below and return
this memo tome.

3

| do not believe mv office will nead new office equipment for the fiscal year 2015.

Magisterial District Judge
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COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON

HELLERTOWN BOROUGH DAVID W. TIDD, ESQ. . ’ OFFICE:
LOWER SAUCGM TOWNSHIP v . . . ; TEL 610-865-4010
Magisterial District Judge - FAX 610-865-4361
Magisterial Distriet.03-2-04
1404 Wailter Strest

Bethichem, PA 18015-5340

July 1, 2014

VI4 FACSIMILE ONLY: {6108) 559-6702
Ms. Jill Smith
Court Administrator
Northampton County Government Certter
- 669 Washington Street
Easton, PA 18042

RE: Commonwealth vs. Cara Maiatico
Docket No.: TR-2688-2013
Citation No.: C0846329-1
Change of Vemrue Request

Dear Ms. Smith:

1 am writing in regard to the above-capfioned traffic citation. The Defendant and
her Mother were in the Court on June 30, 2014 fo address the above-citation and service
of a warrant on'same. As the Defendant and her Mother were leaving, Mother called me
an “asshole™ as she was unhappy with my answer regarding the serving of the warrant.
Due to the above, 1 am respectfully requesting a change of venue.

Should you have any questions or need anything further, please do not hesitate
1o contact me. Thank you

Magisterial District. Judge

DWTlbsa
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COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON
HELLERTOWN BOROUGH DAVID W. TIDD, ESQ. OFFICE:
LOWER SAUCON TOVZNSHIP .. L . R ,
Magisterial District Jadge s e
Magisteriat District 03-2-04
1404 Walter Street

Bethichem, PA 18015-5340

Jane 27,2014

Vid4 FACSIMILE ONLY: (610) 559-6702
Ms. Jill Smith

Court Administrator

Northampton County Government Center
669 Washington Street

Easton, PA 18042

RE: Commonwealth vs. William H. Birk
Docket No.: TR-1701-2014
Citation No.: B9705962-0
Change of Venue Request

Dear Ms. Smith:

I am writing in regard to the above-captioned traffic citation. The Defendant has
requested that his case be transferred due to a conflict of interest. Therefore, . am
respectfully requesting a change of venue.

Should you have any questions or need anything further, please do not hesitate
to contact me. Thank you.

David W. Tidd, Esquire
Magisterial District Judge

DWT/bsa
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COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON

HELLERTOWN BOROLGH D AVID w' TIBD’ ESQ' OFFICE:
LOWER SAUCON TOWNSHIP . R N o . TEL ¢10-885-4010
Magisterial District Judge - FAX 610-8654361
Magisterial District 63-2-04
1484 Walter Street

Bethichem, PA 18015-5344

September 3,2014
VI4 FACSIMILE ONLY: 610-559-6702
Debra French, Deputy Court Administrater
Court Administration
Narthampton County Government Center
669 Washington Strest
Easton, PA 18042

RE: Commonwealth vs. Joseph M. Herceg
Citation No.: C1639788-3
Docket No.: TR-1658-14

Dear Ms. French:

[ am writing in response 1o your September 2, 2014 request for an explanation as to why
the above-referenced defendant’s hearing was held, disposition entered then vacated, and request
made for change of venue.

On or about June 23, 2014, Defendant appeared in person to plead not guilty to Citation
No. C1639788-3, a copy of which is attached for your review. Defendant refused to post
collateral, claiming I previousty represented him and allegedly owed him money. My staff
mformed me of Defendant’s appearance and L, in the presence of staff, contacted my private
office for a conflicts check as 1 had no recollection of Defendant. My private office secretary
infarmed me that there was no record whatsoever of Defendant as a private client. [ personally
contacted Defendant by telephone to discuss these matters. During the conversation, Defendant
and [ resolved the collateral issne —collateral was waived — and the conflict issue was never
reached. A hearing was thern scheduled for July 28, 2014 and rescheduled to Aungust 26,2014,

Defendant received a full hearing on the matter and was found guilty. Defendant did not
raise the conflict issue until after the hearing had concluded. Defendant raised the matter
indirestly by wanting to discuss a refund of his alleged deposit with my firm. [ replied that |
wauld research the matter in.an effort to-dispatch him more readily as the hearing was quite
contentious, all the while confident that there was no conflict.

Shartly thereafter, T contacted my private office to assure myself that there was no
cenflict; | was made uneasy that Defendant memtioned a financial relationship. |spoke with my
associate and not the secretary 1 originally checked with. My associate immediately recalled



Debra French

Deputy Court Administrator
September 3, 2014

Page 2.

Defendant’s name and recognized him as an inactive client from sometime in.2013.

Recognizing the appearance of a conflict of nterest, | immediately instructed my staff to
vacate the disposition pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S. §5505, a copy:of which is also attached for your
review.. Then | dictated a request for a change of venue. This course of action was retroactively
approved by Magisterial District Judges David Barton (412-885-2111) and Magisterial District
Judge Lorinda Hinch (724-662-5230). both of the Minor Judijciary Efrics Commrittee.

Should you need any further information, please do not hesitate to contact this office.
Thank you, ﬁ

David W. Tidd, Esquire

DWTrsa
Attachments
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, COUNTYOF NOKTHAMP?ON
HELLERTOWN BOROUGH DAVID W. TIDD, ESQUIRE FRICE:

LOWER SAUCON TOWNSHIP TEL 610-865-4010

MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT JUDGE

Magisterial District (3-2-04
1404 Walter Street
Bethichem, PA 18015-8340

TO: ww&mﬁkﬁw

FROML: i W Tidd : Sa.

FAX 610-863-4361

FAX# [0 -559- €702
DATE ]3] ae14
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COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON

HELLERTOWN BORDUGH DAVID W. TIDD, ESQ. GFFICE:
LOWER SAUCON TOWNSHIP .. . P i
Magisterial District Judge %imﬁ
Magisterial District 03-2-04 :
1404 Walter Street

Bethlechem, PA 18015-534D

December 16, 2012
VIA FACSIMILE GNLY: 618-559-6702
Debra French, Deputy Court Administrator
Court Administration
Northamptos County Government Center
669 Washington Street
Easton, PA 18042

RE: Reqguest for Office Telephone

This letter is to request a new telephone and installation for my office within the District
Court. My office currently does not have a phone installed. Our current elephone model] is
Lucent Partner ACS 103G7.

Should you need any further information, please do not hesitate to contact this office.
Thank you.

David W. Tidd, Esquire

DWT/bsa



COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON

HELLERTOWN BOROUGH DAVID W. TIDD, ESQUIRE OFFICE:

LOWER SAUCON TOWNRSHIP . ) _— TEL 610-863-4010
MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT JUDGE PAX 6108654361

‘Magisterial District 03-2-04
1404 Walter Street
‘Bethichem, PA 18015.5340

10 _Debra F;'wc%,_ Degudy (ke Al it sty
FROM: _Dauid MJ’?’ZAAEE%_&;M !Esﬁ»

FAX# [0 ~ 8§59 L7062

DATE: __JA [t (30w
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COUNTY -OF NORTHAMPTON
HELLERTOWN BOROUGH DAVID W. TIDD, ESQ. QFFICE:
LOWER SATUICON TOWNKSHIP . . » *
Magisterial District Judge ey
Magisterial District 63-2:04
1404 Walter Sireet

Bethiehem, PA 18015-5340

Angust 12,2015
VIA FACSIMILE ONLY: 610-559-6702
Jill Cicere, Court Administrator
Northampton County Government Center

669 Washington Street
Easton, PA 18042

RE: Reguest for Court Order Letters
Dear Ms. Cicero:

T am writing to request copies of all letters to Court Administration where in I requested
2 change of venue and the resulting Court-Orders for the years 2010 through 2013.

Thank you.

David W. Tidd, Esquire
M ag’sgeﬁal District Judge

DWT/ch
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COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON

HELLERTOWN BOROUGH DAVID W. TIDD, ESQ. OFFICE:
LOWER SAUCON TOWNSHIP . . - . -B10-865-4010
Magisterial District Judge FAX 510265-4361
Magisterial District 03-2-04
1404 Walter Street
Bethlchem, PA 18015-5340

June 18,2015
VI4 FACSIMILE ONLY: 618-559-6702
Debra French, Deputy Court Administrator
Court Administration
Northampton Comrty Government Center
669 Washington Street
Easton, PA 18042

RE:  2016.Budget Reguest for Office Supplies

Dear Ms. French:

This Tetter is to request a new telephone and installation for my cowrtroom within the
District Court. My courtroom currently does not bave a phone instalied. Our current telephone
model is Lucent Parmer ACS 103G7. 1 would alsc request the addition of 4 new ﬁlmg cabinets,

Should you need any further information, please do not hesitate to contact ﬂ'ns office.
- Thank you.

DWT/bsa
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COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON

LOWER SAUCON TOWNSHIP . . . - 3 TEL §10-865-4010
Magisterial District Judge FAX 610-865-4361
Magisterial District 03-2-04
1404 Walter Street

Bethichem, PA 18015-5340

Nowember 4, 2015

Y14 FACSIMILE ONLY: (610} 559-6702
Debra French, Deputy Court Administrator
Northampton County Government Center
669 Washington Street

Easton, PA 18642

RE: Heintzelman Funeral Home vs. Robert Rudalph Sr., Kristin Lakics-
Seidler, Louis J. Lakics, Bonnie Lakics ¢/o Kristin Lakics-Seidler
Docket Namber: MJ-03204-CV. -91-201::

Change of Venne Request

1 am writing to request a change of venue for the above-referenced case due to the
possible appearance of impropriety. The Plaintiff is my campaign commiitee chanman.

David W. Tidd, Esquire
Magisterial District Judge

DWTllb
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COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON

s o scmoves DAVID W. TIDD, ESQ. RE—
LOWER SAUCON T SHIP
Magisterial District Judge FAK 100654361

‘Magisterial District 63-2-04
1404 Walter Strest
Bethichem, PA 18015-5330

November 2, 2015

VI4 FACSIMILE ONLY: (618} 559-6782
Debra French, Deputy Court Administrator
Northampton County Government Center
669 Washington Street

Easton, PA 18042

RE: Maxi Motors Vs. Kevin L. Smith
Docket Number: MJ-03204-CV-99-2015
Change of Venune Request

Dear Ms. French:

1 am writing to request a change of venue for the above-referenced case as the
Plaintiff is a potential witness in 2 case involving myself pending before the Judicial
Conduct Board. I wish to avoid any appearance that my decision in the matter could be
constried as an attempt to infleence his testimony before the Board.

David W. Tidd, Esquire
Magisterial District Judge

DWT/clb
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COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON

HELLERTOWN BOROUGH DAVID W. TIDD, ESQ. OFFICE:
LOWER SAUGON TOWRSHIP . . . . . TEL 610-365-4010
Magisterial District Judge FAX 610-865-4361
Magisterial District 03-2-84
1404 Walter Street

Bethichem, PA 18015-3340

October 26, 2015

V14 FACSIMILE ONLY: (610) 559-6702
Debra French, Deputy Court Administrator
Northampton County Government Center
669 Washington Street

Easion, PA 18042

RE: Commonwealth vs. Ryan Michael Hollander
Docket Nomber - CR-259-15
OTN Number- L 976837-1
Change of Venne Request

Dear Ms. French:
1 am writing to request a change of venue for the above- referenced case. T have a
conflict doe to the possible appearance of impropriety. On Satmurday October 24, 2015,1

was contacted by a mutual aoquamtance of the defendant and mysel in an attempt to
influence my decision in the upcoming preliminary hearing.

Thank you,

David W. Tidd, Esquire
Magisterial District Judge

DWTiclb
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-COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON
LOWER. SAUCON TOWNSHIP . . . . 0-865~40.
Magisterial District Judge Pk S0-8u5-4081
Magisterial District 03-2-04
1404 Walter Street

Bethiehem, PA 18015-5340

September 23, 2015

Y14 FACSIMILE ONLY: {610) 559-6702
Debra French, Deputy Court Administrator
Nerthampton County Gevernment Center
669 Washimgton Street

Easton, PA 18042

RE: Commonwealth vs. Elizabeth Ann Weber
Complaint/OTN No.: T 7024894
Change of Venue Request
Dear Ms. French:

1 have a conflict with the above-referenced case due to the fact that the victim is
my dentist and the defendant is my dentist’s assistant who has worked with me in the
past.

Thank you.

DWTkIb
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District Court 03-2-04
1404 Walter Street
gethiehem, PA 18015

Thank you.
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My name is Anthony 1ibis and | appeared in frent of MDJ David Tidd on'Feb 17, 2015 for a landiord Tennant hearing
where |'was counter daiming unsafie conditions in the dwelling under Pugh v Holmes. My counter claim was generous
being | legally was entitied 10 8x one.months rerit but | subtracted the fictional-amount the Landiond was claiming off of
my daim being nice.

Once we were in the courtroom | thought it was weird that none of us were sworn in. Than | heard Judge Tidd call my
iandiprd by his Mick name which was never mentionad before and leads me to befieue they know each other outside of
the.cours

The last thing that really threw me for a loop was that none of my evidence was even heard, | had documents proving
Landiord retsliation, photos of deficiencies, and case law but none wes allowed 1 be heard. This doesn't surprise me
beirg he also is in violation of Landlord Terant act by saying the same day possession s filed is the same day the
constable comes to Kick us-out. | have done. hundreds of these cases as a property manager and it has:alwaws been 10
days after possession is filed the locks get changed.

Being that Judge Tidd is resigning and there are numerous ethics complaints agdinst him alongwith suits against his
bankruptey firm, [ am really not surprised this happened. All | weant at this point is best cass scenarip | want an appealin
front of a different Judge, or at the very least my legally entitled extra 10 days 1o vacate my apartment and then Fwill
Justfite civilly against my landiord at a iater time.

Thank yau for your time and consideration,

Anthony Libis

1416 = university ave unit 2
Bethichem PA 18015

{570) 880-2757

Alibis1 9840l com

Sent from my MetroPC5-2G LTE Android device
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COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON

HELLERTOWN BORQUGH D'Avm W’ mD b4 ESQ' ' "OFF!CE:
LOWER. SAUCON TOWMSHIP . - - . :
Magisterial District Judge e el
Magisterial District 03-2-04
1404 Walter Street

Bethiehem, PA 18015-5340

January 13, 2016

Ms. Debra French

Minor Judiciary Administrator
Northampton County Govt Center
669 Washington Street

Easton, PA 18042

RE: CR4-2016 Commonweaith of Pennsylvania v. David Bermudez
Dear Ms. French:
This letter is to request a change of venue for the above-referenced case.

learned today that I represent the victims in said case in an unrefated civil
matier. ,

Sincerely,

Dot T |
David W. Tidd, Esq. :
Magisterial District Judge

DWT/tjd



TRANSHMISSION VERIFICATION REFORT

TINE
NAME
FaX

TEL =
SER.#

: 811’13/22}16 1.3.55
DIST GOURT 03 2
: 8138854381

BROE2J376642

04

DATE, TIHE
FaR NO. /NAME
DURATION

PAGE(S)
RESLLT
MODE

ﬁii’lB 13:55
DEBBIE

aa, BBz 14

DK

STANDARD
ECH




BL714/201% 12:05 5188538702 NC COURT ADMIN Page ai/mi

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF NORTHAMPTON COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA ).

)
v } OTN T741576-5
, ) '
DAVID BERMUDEZ 3
ORDER OF COURT ;

AND NOW, this 14th day of January 2016, the above capticned case is
transferred Hom District Court 03-2-04 to District Court 03-2-11 ¢ue w0 2 possible

conflict of interest.

BY THE COURT,

Magisterial District Court 13-2-04
Magisterial District Conrt 03-2-11
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COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON
HELLERTOWN BORODGE _ DAVID W. TIDD, ESQ. OFFICE:
SAUCON TOWKS; .
Magisterial District Judge Pk G108t
Magisterial District §3-2-04
1404 Walter Street
Bethiebem, PA 1805-5340
Jarmary 15, 2016
VIA FIRST CLASS MATL
Ms. Debra French
Minor Judiciary Court Administrator
Northampton County Government Center
669 Washington Street
Easton PA 18042
Dear Ms. French:

Per your instruction, I am outlining in letter form the complaints against Brenda
Axnthony I have been forwarding to you via email over the last several months.

As stated previously, during my primary campaign, Ms. Anthomy forwarded
iformation 1o my then campaign opponent, David Repyneck, that was of a confidential
nature as defined in the Code of Conduct for Employees of the Unified Judicial System
forwarded by Presidem Judpe Baratta Additionally, Ms. Anthony engaged in prohibited
political activity. Ms. Anthony attempted to aid Mr. Repyneck by scheduling me for
hearings on Prmary Flection Day after my explicit instraction months earlier to keep that

_day on my calendar clear. Lastly, shortly after Ms. Anthony’s departure from this office, I
discovered all of my records of correspondence with Court Administration prier to 2014
are missing.

Please forward this to President Judge Baratia at your earliest convenience. I
await your response and respectfully insist on a meeting with Jodge Baratta to discuss.

Very Truly Yours,

David W. Tidd, Esquire
Magisterial District Jodge

DWT#jd
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COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON - COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT
INTERNAL CORRESPONDENCE
TO: Magisterial District Fudpes & Staff
FROM:  Debra C. French, Deputy Court Administrator J A~
DATE: March 7, 2016
RE: 2015 Case Filing Statistics

PaEE 81/%4

Attached are the case fling siatistics for 2013,
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2015 Case Filing Statistics
Not-certified by AOPC

MDBJ . | TRAFFIC | SUMMARY | CIVIL | CRIMINAL | TOTAL
Narlesky 6o 297 409 47 5642
Manwaring 3875 314 249 | 204 4702
Barner 4301 37 443 674 5797
Tidd 3048 207 17 331 | 3787
Grifo 1433 526 353 467 2779
Corpara 1258 154 311 171 1894
Capobianen 2558 399 375 201 3533
Taschmer 2597 238 339 342 3516
 Miitos Gonz 1775 945 447 583 3751
Vacant 1969 578 392 398 3337
Yetter 1276 573 441 357 2647
Havwke* 2418 605 430 354 3857
Schlegel | 3071 438 276 285 4070
Vacant 923 443 454 183 I 2003
35,191 65097 5140 4357 51,285

*includes cases filed in DC 03-2-07 through June 2015. .
3/3/16
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CASE FILINGS PER SECRETARY (2015)
HARIM 5642 5.75 981
MANWARING 4702 | 400 1176
BARNER . 5797 4.00 | 1449
TIDD 3757 3.00 1252
GRIFO 2779 b0 o9
CORPORA 1894 3.00 631
CAPOBIANCO 3533 : 3.00 , 1178
TASCHNER 3516 4.00 379
MATOS GONZAL 3751 - 4,00 938
VACANT 3337 4.00 854
YETTER 2647 - 3.00 | s52
HAWKE* 3857 300 - 1286
SCHLEGEL 4970 3.50%* 1163
VACANT 2003 3.00 663
| 51,285 51.25 ' 3001

*inclndes cases filed in DC 03-2-07 through June 2015.
**inclndes part time floater

3/3116
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2013 ~ 2015 AVERAGE CASELOAD

Tz | 20w 205 ToTAL AVERAGE
NARLESKY 5753 5764 5642 12,155 603
. MANWARING 5354 4814 4702 14,778 4823
BARNER 6703 6382 797 13,382 o294
THD 4857 4095 3757 12,209 4070
GRIFO 6649 2893 2778 12,321 4107
CORPORA 3024 2251 1894 7168 Z3sn
CAPOBIARCD 3223 3287 3533 10,053 3351
TASCHNER 4375 3724 35816 11,618 2873
MATOS GONZ 4162 35038 3751 11,816 3805
VACANT 3601 386 3337 2374 3325
YETTER 3341 3260 4 2647 348 3116
HAWKE 2307 2443 ' 3857 8607 2869
SCHLEGEL 4757 2943 4070 12,770 4257
VACANT 2740 2279 2003 782 2331

*Includes cases far §3-2-07 through June 2015,
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COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON - COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT
INTERNAL CORRESPONDENCE

TO: AJl Magisterial District Jodges
FROM: Stephen G. Baratts, P.J.

DATE:  March 3, 2016

RE: Pmmag:Smncfs Imposed by Magisterial District Judges

1 was made aware by Court Administration that over the recent past, seweral sentences
were imposed for summery offenses {(and at least in one case of 8 Misdemeanor 3 offender) in
which the MDJ imposed probation with the expectation, that the Northampton, County Adult
Probation Department would pick np the case for supervision.

Clearty, an MIDT does have the ability to impose probationary seniences. However, the
Imposition of 2 probatiopary senience does not:mean that the case will be picked up and
supervised by our Adult Probation Department. Historically, our Adult Probation Department
has mot provided active supervision of MDJ cases without the approval of the President Judge.

I understand that certain MDT’s sre unhappy with this practice.

Currently our Adnit Probation Departmoent is supervising approximately 2,500 (pon-DUT)
cases in which the Probation Department is providing supervision {bot parole znd probation) for
sentences imposed in Criminal Couwrt We have 11 Probation Officers I - our line staff. ‘We also
have 7 Probation Officers II providing specialized supervision such as GPS, community service,
BRD, parole services and other cases requiting intensive community supervision. Asyou can
tell by the mumbers, onr Probation Department already has very high caseloads. They are
overworked and mnderstaffed. Wedono&havemonghs&ﬁ%pmmsshmﬁmmoﬂ’mdmﬁm
the MDIs.

While zuy MDJ may place any of itssumm&ryoﬂ'anders on probation, supervision of
your defendants will have to be monitared by your office. Further, if there are violations of
supervisory conditions ioposed by an MDY, these violations will have to be prosecuted in your
offics. émmm%mmmgmmmgmnVMWmmlm
Thus, 1f you are requiring your offender to attend drug and alcohol counssling, mental health
counseling, anger mamagesnent or any other type of probationary services, you cannot expect
Adult Probation te enforce and monitor the texms of your sentence, you will have o do so
yourself ~


http:ProbationDepw:tment.is
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With regard to Misdemmesanar 3 defendants, we continme to suppott and encourage law
enforcement and our MDJ’s to exercise seasonahble discretion to sccept guilty pleas for minor
matters, especially where a defendant doeg not have a significant criminal history. In most cases,
the expectafion for a sertence shoudd be fines and costs, o such cases in which you belfeve it is
necessary to place one of your defendarits under probationary supervision, you shouid consider
binding the case-over for Criminal Conrt. For those cases where you prefer to keep the a case
under your jurisdiction, with the intention to sentence the defendant to probationary supervision,
you mzy contact the Office of Adult Probation to obtain a list of appropdate treatment providers
generally used by our Adult Probation Department. However, monitoring complisnce with your
sentence will be your responsibility. ,

Please know that our Common Pleas Tudges have been moving toward imposing fines
with no supervision in most M-3 cases, because of the unreasonable burden that short term
periods of incarceration andfor supervision place on both the prison and Probation Departroent.

Thank you for your sttention to-this matier,

SGB/mb
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Debra French Z/7

From: Xerox Service Request

Sent: Tuesday, Fébruary 23, 2016 12:40 PM

“Ta: Debrg French

Subject: Assignment of IssueTrak Issue #122982: Phone Problem in DC 03-2-04 As Enterer,
Submitter }

*===% Ploase reply to this email with any correspondence related to this issue. Doing
so will automatically update your Issue and ensure that all correspondence is properly
documented. Piease do not change the subject line of the email message.

The following Issue was assigned to you in IssueTrak:
To view this Issue in detsit, click HERE.

Issue #: 122982

Subject: Phone Probiem in DC 03-2-04
Status: QOpan Assigned to Technician
Class: Service Catalogue

Issue Type: Xerox Services for Northampton County:
Subtype 1:  Report a problem with my Telephone/Headset:

Priority: Normal
Severity: Normal 10hr Resp 14dy Res
Project:

Drganization: Northampton County

‘Submitted By: French, Debra on 23-Feb-2016 +1 {610) 559-5704
Assigned To: Dickson, Michael on 23-Feb-2016 +1 (610) 828-6121
Mext Action: *Unassigned*

Issue Description:

Submitted by direct email to xeroxsdexchange.
Two of the secretarial phones hawve problems. They cut in and out during phone calls.
DC 03-2-04

1404 Walter Street
Bethlahem, PA 18015
£10-865-4010.
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-

Notes:

**Note by Wieder, Heidy, 23-Feb~2016:

Time gty 1.00 recorded for Ling Ttem: Heidy Wieder.

I callad in and spoke to Kathy Bettler she tells me that the phones are 3 Lines/Lucent
phones, Kathy tells me that when they are using the phones, at times the phone will
*cut out” causing them to lose calls, She talls me that at least 1 of the phone sets has
been replaced befare.

**Note by Wieder, Heidy, 23-Feb-2016:

Time gty 0.08 recorded for Line Item; Heidy Wicder.
District 03-2-04

MDJ: David W. Tidd, ESQ

1404 Walter St
Bethlehem, PA 18015
Phone: (610)-865-4010
- FAX: (610)-865-4361



COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

JUDICIAL CONDUCT BOARD

PENNSYLVANIA JUDICIAL CENI'ER 6501 COMMONWEALTH AVENUE, SUITE 3500 » P.O. Box 62525 » HARRISBURG, PA 17106-0901 » 717-234-7911
WWW.JCBPA.ORG

September 30, 2016

Samuel C, Stretton, Esquire
301 W, High Street

P.O. Box 3231

Woest Chester, PA 19381

Re: Inre: In Re: Former MDI David W. Tidd, 3 JD 2016

Dear Mr, Stretton:

Pursuant to C.J.D.R.P. No. 401(E), please find enclosed a copy of the following
which may be exculpatory to your client:

1. September 4, 2014 memo to PJ Stephen Baratta from Debra C. French,
regarding Change of Venue, Commonweaith v. Joseph Herceg, MJ-
03204-TR-1658-2014,

Very truly yours,

G@"’W ket
izabeth A. Flaherty -

Deputy Counsal

/ﬁ/uw/w//)f\

Mehssa L. Norton
Assistant Counsel

.’J.‘

EAF/MLN/tis
Enclosures

UPS Delivery
Tracking No. 1Z Y4X 745 01 9237 4712

Compiainis filed with the Board are not public information. All information and procesdings reiating to a complaint and records of the Board's deliberations siall be comfidential.
See Pa. Const. Art. ¥, § 18, JC.B.R.P, 17 and J.C.B.R.P. 18

- @(me
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COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON - COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT

INTERNAL CORRESPONDENCE

+ TO: President Judge Stephen Baratta

FROM: Debra C. French, Deputy Court Administrator DC/L
DATE: September 4, 2014

RE: Change of Venue

MDJ Tidd requested a change of vente for a case involving a former client. You sent the case to
MD]J Romig-Passaro. When she got the case information from MDJ Tidd’s office, there was a
note indicating that MDJ Tidd had heard the case and then afier he made disposition, requested
his staff to remove the disposition and request a change of venue.

This is something that is highly unusuval and once MDJ Romig-Passaro brought the matter to my
attention, I asked MDJ Tidd to provide a written explanation for his actions. His letter and
documentation pertaiming to the case are enclosed for your review.

Please advise if MDJ Romig-Passaro should schedule the hearing and enter a new dxsposmon,

/0/ / - Wgﬁﬁ%WW

”Z WW@LWW
Lo

Ww
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COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON
HELLERTOWN BOROUGH DAVID W- TIDD’ ESQ" ) OFFICIL
LOWER SAUCDN TOWNSHIP . N R . S-4
‘ Magisterial District Judge e
Mugisterial District 43-2-04
1404 Walter Strest

Bethlehem, PA 13015-5340

September 3, 2014
VIA FACSIMILE ONLY: 610-539-6702 )
Debra French, Deputy Court Administrator
Court Administration
Northampton County Governmemt Center
669 Washington Street
Easton, PA 18042

RE: Commoowealth vs. Joseph M. Her}:eg
Citation No.: C1639788-3
Docicet No.: TR-1658-14

Dear Ms, French:

I am writing in response to your September 2, 2014 request for an explanation as to why
the above-referenced defendamt’s hearing was held, disposition entered then vacated. and reégquest
made for change of venue,

On or about June 23, 2014, Defendant appeared in person to plead not guilty to Citation
No. C1639788-3, 2 copy of which is attached for your review. Defendant refused to post
collateral, claiming | previously represenied him and allegedly owed him money. My staff
informed me of Defendant’s appearance and I, in the presence of staff, contacted ny private
office for 2 conflicts cheek as 1 had no recollection of Defendant. My private office secretary
informed me that there was no record whatsoever of Defendant as a privats cfient. | personally
contacted Defendant by telephone to discuss these matters. During the conversation, Defendant
and ! resolved the collateral issue ~ collateral was waived — and the conflict issue was never
reached. A hearing was then scheduled for July 28, 2014 and rescheduled to Augnst 26, 2014,

Defendant received a full hearing on the matter and was found guilty. Defendant did not
raise the conflict issue unti after the hearing had concluded. Defendant raised the matier
mdirectly by wanting to discuss a refund of his alleged deposit with my firm. | replied that 1 .
would resgarch the matter in an effort to dispatch him more readily as the hearing was quitc
contentions, all the while confident that there was no conflict,

Shortly thereatter, I contacted my pﬁvate office to assure myself that there was no
conflict; I was made nneasy that Defendant mentioned a financial rclationship. [ spoke with my
associate and not the secretary | originally checked with. My associate immediately recalled
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Debra French
Deputy Court Administrator
September 3, 2014

Page 2,
Defendant's name and recognized him as an inactive client from sometime in 2013.

Recognizing the appearance of a conflict of interest, 1 immediataly instructed my staff to
vacate the disposition pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S. §5503, a copy of which is also attached for your
review. Theun [ dictated a request for a change of venue. This course of action was retraactively
approved by Magisterial District Judges David Barton (412-835-2111) and Magisterial District
Judge Lorinda Hinch (724-662-5230), both of the Minor Judiciary Ethics Committee.

Shouid you need any further information, please do not hesitate to contact this office.
Thank you.

Very urs,

David W. Tidd, Esquire

DWT/bsa
Attachments
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42 Pa.C.8.A. §5505

dinary

the wrongfil or negligmzt act of eourt
officiel resuiting in infury to that party,
court msy allow enlergeenent of time for
appeal or appol nune pro nme.  Com.
v. Lipisk, 573 A.2d 558, 392 PaSuper.
468, Supor1990, Criminal Law &
1063(6).

Aﬂegdmmprmenmﬁmofpohmcf-
finer, who issuerd driver citatien for driv-
ing with suspénded Hcenss, comcerming
ﬁ:e lack of collateral cemsequences to
driver from emitxy of guilty plea did pot
amonnt to fraogd crawmngﬁ:l o negli-
gent act of a “court officisl” so =3 i
pcrmi:dnver::ﬂzrgcmsm‘.ofﬁmeforap—
or appeal nuos pro nme. Com. V.
sztak. 8§73 A2d 559, 392 Pa.Buper. 468,
Su;:er 1990, Criminal Law & 1069(6)

Whenaaafssmbiyﬁmtnmwmhm
whcbanapp&lmzybetskemmuﬂsm

without power fo extend the peticd or
allow an mene pro hme absent
frand or B3 cqud or some -

operstion,  Com. v. Eng-
lert, 457 AZ2d 121, 311 PaSwper 78,
Super,1983. Criminal Law & 1069(1)

-ndn’cetc &mparﬁssmaymedﬁyorrescmdanyardervmhmw days
%I‘ﬁ:s eniry, notwithstanding the

ﬁnoappealfmmsncho:dsrhasbmtaksncraﬂowei
.}'Iuiy9 P.L. 586, No. 142, § 2, effective June 27, 1578

prior termination of any ferm of

1959, Jone 1, P.L. 342, No, 70, § 1 (12
P8 § 1032),

1938, Jume 19, PL. 448, No, 250, § 1
(17P78.§ 283)
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF NORTHAMPTON COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
CRIMINAL

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA)

: : )
v. ) OTN TR 1658-14
‘ )
JOSEPH M. HERCEG )
ORDER OF COURT

AND NOW, this 26th day of Augnst 2014, the above captioned case is
transfezfed from District Court 03-2-04 to District Court 03-2-11 dueto a possible

couflict of interest.

BY THE COURT,

STEPHEN G. BARATTA, P.J.

Magisterial District Court 03-2-(4
Magisterial District Court 03-2-11
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COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON
HELLERTOWN BORDUGH D A\m W’ Tmn’ ES Q‘ OMFICE:
LOWER SALUCON TOWNSHIP - . . . .
Magisterial Distriet Jndge Srtrevent

Magisterial District 03-2-04
1404 Walter Street
Bethichem, PA 18015-5340

August 26,2014

 VIA FACSIMILE ONLY: (510} 559-6702
Debra French, Deputy Court Administrator

Northarnpton County Government Center
669 Washington Street '
Easton, PA 18042

RE: Commonweslth vs. Joseph M. Hereeg
Docket No.: TR-~1658-2014
Citation No.: C1629788-3
Change of Venuc Reguest
Dear Ms. French:

I am writing in regard to the above-captioned citation. I am respectfully
requesting & change of venue due: to the Defendant being a current private client.

Should you have any questions or need anything further, piease‘do not besitate
to comntact me, Thank you '

Sine

David W. Tidd, Esquire
Magisterial District Judge

DWT/bsa

?L‘ﬁﬂ‘e— J= > mpT Tzdﬂﬁd*pqﬂa‘/%



COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA Order Imposing Sentencs

COUNTY OF NORTHAMPT! QN
Mag. Dist Noo  MBJ.03-2-04 ' Cammonweaitﬁcf Pennsylvania
MDJ Nams:  Honosable David W. Tidd RS :

Address; 1404 Wailter Strazt Joseph Maréc Herceg

. Bethlehem, PA 18045

Telephone: 810-885-4010

Fiie Copy ‘ Dockei N MJ-03204-TR-G001658-2014
Case Filed  6/18/2014
OTN:
Ghardels)
75 § 3362 §§ A3-5 (Lead)  Exgeed Max Speed Lim Esth By 5 MPH
THIS IS TO NOTIFY YOU THAT:

On August 26, 2014, you were convicted, of or pled guilty {o viclating the above charge(s) and | sentenced you fo the
following:
s Sentenced to Fines, Cost, and Restitution

Collateral Amount 30,00
Finas: $35.00
Costs: ’ $110.50
Restiution: , $0.00
Total $145.50 1
Paid fo date: 30.00
Cazse Balance $145.50

You have the right iv appesl o the Court of Common Pleas within 30 days for a trial de nova. If you choose o file an
appeal, you must appear for the frial de novo in the Court of Common Fleas or your appes| may be dismissed. f you are
found not guilly, any meney prev:c«usty paid in this ¢ase will be retumed fo you, if you have any questions, piease call this

office zmmedxateiy ‘
August 26, 2014 /é 5

Date Magistaral Disfnd: Judge David W. Tidd

$eau-E 10k MDD ZV“"L 5'5

g G

You can maks case #aymems onfine through Pennsylvaniz's Unified Judictal System web portal, Visitthe portal at
mttp:f ufsportal. peeouris.es o meks a peyment,

MDJS 581

-1 Printed: 08/26/2014 241:41AM


http:lujsporlal.pilct:mrts.ustomeke

File Copy Recipient List

Addressed Te:  Juseph Mares Hetosg (Defendant)
_ 1932 Mary St Apt #6510
Bethishem, PA 18017

MEMS 581 1 Printed; 08/26/2014 G:41:41AM
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Faund Guilty,,.... . -

Found Mot Guilty : 3
' Pled Guilty (Prior ta Hearing)............ : e

Discharged cememmes ceme s sen e eremsanmet st

Pled Guilty (at Heanng) 8

Proseqution Withdrawn..... SRR |

4 Faund Guzlty of Spﬂeding :
MPH ina M.P.H. Zone
SENTENGE

FITU. e aveereees v skt e 3644 bateEE RS8R e e § S5

EMuSeroreecosmsens wormtsoresssetsssesseemeeees oo see e 3 ___{;;E__

General Fund,__ : 5 —

Costs o - SN

JGP/A .J R . 10.80

Other cev et e reteesusons e sbessesnassmssnees ennnnes s i

CERT"IFICATION OF DISPOSITION

ADJUDIGARCN
(Circle Appropriste Code)
Ncn-appearance Paid Fine and CO8tS ...

Date of acijudmaﬁon '
Cammitted 1o
Number of Days

$ Paid in Full
instailment Payments Allowed (Subject ta
Modiification by the Magxsteriai District Judge)
3 Per instalimert

: 20 Datz Final Payment Must be Made

Bgrue and correc't and | have affixed the

&fatine of Vagsienal Disiict Judge

O3-A-n/

Magisterial District f}lutﬁber
3

e e
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA Reschedu ling Notice

COUNTY OF NORTHAMFTON
Vag. Diel No: MDJ-G3-2%8 ' Commuanwealih of Pennaylvania
MDJName:  Honorable David W, Tidd V.

Address: 1404 Walter Strest Joseph Marco Hergeg

Bethiham, PA 18015 | /é/d >LXZ (%;2‘ B g,m

Telephone:  §10-865-4010

File Copy ‘ Docket No:  MJ-(3204- TR-0001656-2014
Case Flledt  618/2014
ComplCité: C 1635788-3

It

NRIme(s
7883362 §§ AS-§ (Lead) Excsed Max Spead Lim Estb By § MPH
;’\ ?:mnrgahw Trial was previously scheduled on July 28, 2014 / 10:00 AM in the sbove-captioned cass. It has been rescheduled o be
eld o

e e — e m—
Date: Tupsday, August 28, 2014 Place:  Courtroont MDJ-03-2-04
1404 Walter Stroat
i Bethishem, PA 18Q15

Time: 2:30 Al 61 0_335_40'1 0
Continuance requested by The Honorable David W. Tidd T T T
Resson: Judge Unavailahle
Commeants; bsa

This court has recaived your ples of NOT GUILTY to the above summary violztion(s). The surn of $0.00 has heen accepied as
eollateral for your appearance at al .

You have the right fo be represented by an attomey. You have the right fo have any winesses present. It is your responsibilily
noiify your attarney andior winesses of this trial detefime,

Failure to appear for your trial shall constitute conser 1o trial In your absence and T you are found guilty, the coilateral deposited shadl
be forfeited and applied toward the fines and costs. You shall have the right to appeal within 30 days for 2 trial de nova.

It you have any guestions, please cail the above office Immedistely,
Shuuid you fall o appear for your summary irial, 2 wamant may be lsglied for your amest.

Date

WMag|sterizi Distriet Judge David W. Tidd

-

if you are disabled and requite 3 reasonabls accommodation to gain zcoess fo the Magisterial District Court and its servicas, piease contact
the Magisterfal District Sourt atthe above address or telephons number, Wa ars uniable to provide ransportation. You ¢an make cass

payments andlne thraugh Pennsylvaniz's Unified Judiclal System web portal. Visit the porial &t htgfujsportalpacourts us o make &

payrent.
MOJS 308 4 . Printed: 07/21/2014 300:26PM
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA Surnmary Trial Notice

COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON
Wag. Dist. No:  MDJ-08-2-04 Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
MDJ Nzme:  Honorabls David W. Tidd v

Address: 1404 Walter Street Joseph Marco Herceg

Bethishem, FA 18013

Yelephone:  810-865-4010

File Copy Dockat No:  MJ-03204-TR-0001658-2014
: Case Filed  &/18/2014
ComplCli# C 1639788-3

T ST
75§ 4362 8§ AS-5 (Lead) Excesod Max Speed Lim Esth By 5 MPH ,
A Surmmary Trial has been schaduled for the above captioned case fo be held on/st o .
Date: Monday, July 28, 2044 | Place: Magistenial District Gourt 03-2-04, Bethiehem
1404 Walter Strast
Bethlchem, PA 18015

o

" This court has recsived your plea of NOT GUILTY o the above summary inclaﬁon(s}. The sum of $0.00 has been accepted as
collateral for your appearance at kisl

You have the right o be represented by an attomney. You have the right to heve any witnesses present. It is your responsibilty to
nadify your afforney andier witnesses of this irial datefime,

Failure io appear for your frial shell constifute consent 1o frial in your absenoe and ¥ you are found guilty, the collateral deposited shall
be forfeted and spplied ward the fines and costs, You shall have the right to appeal within 30 days for 3 frial de novi

if you have any questions, pleass call the above office immediately.
Shouid you fail o appear for your summary trial, a warrant may be issued for your amest.

June 28,‘ 2014 ﬁ

Date Magistarial District Judge David W, Tidd

ol

i#you are disabled and require & reasonable accommodsation o gain aceans to the Maglstarial n_ish-fct Court an_d its garvices, please sontact
the Mapisterfal District Court at the above address ortelephene number. We are urable o provids transporiation. You can make ¢ass
payments onifing through Pennsyivania’s Unified Judicial System wab portal Vist the porial at ipfujsportalpasourts.us 1o make a

payment.
MDJS 308 1 Printsdt 06872672014 9.58.2\5}\1\5'
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Docket No.. MJ-03204-TR-0001658-2014 . Summary Trial Notice

File Copy Recipient List

Addressed To:  Joseph Marco Herceg (Defendant)
. 1832 Mary St Apt #b10
Bethishem, FA 18017

Wiille Wilsots Shelly Jr. (Amesting Officer)
Lower Saticon Pojice Dept

3700 Oid Philadslphia Pk

Bethishem, PA 18013

MD.JS 308 ) 1 Primed: 06/26/2014 $:S8:28AM
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