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The 62-B District Court will strive to earn the public’s trust and confidence by serving 
the community with the highest standards of justice. The court will do this by:

• providing a fair and just forum for the resolution of civil and criminal disputes;
• providing these services in a professional, timely, and efficient manner with 

respect and courtesy;
• educating and providing these services in an understandable and  

user-friendly fashion;
• being accountable for the resources invested in the court; and
• recognizing the changing needs of the judicial system and the people it serves.

62-B district court Mission 
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Dear Mayor Kepley, City Commissioners and residents of Kentwood,

I am proud to present to you the 2017 62-B District Court Annual Report. For 
the Court, 2017 was a memorable year as we made strides with outreach 
with our community, improved processes, improved online presence, and 
continued stellar customer service to everyone who enters the Kentwood 
Justice Center.
 
Courts are an integral part of our government system, and our role in 
Kentwood is no exception. Every citizen is affected directly or indirectly by 
courts and the decisions they make. Our Court settles disputes, processes 
criminal charges and manages legal appeals. In addition, to upholding the 
rule of law, the Court also solemnizes marriages, maintains legal records and 
provides resources for members in the community. Our staff works diligently 
throughout the year to ensure that we are upholding the rule of law with 
integrity and objectivity.
 
Last year was a very busy year for the 62-B District Court. The following are 
highlights from 2017:

 
• Thanks to Matterhorn by Court Innovations Inc., the City is able to offer 

court services to the public online, reducing the need to appear in 
Court. The public can now dispute and negotiate Driving While License 
Suspended (DWLS) cases. While still in the early stages, Matterhorn 
saves time and money for our customers and for our staff. 

• We continued to see growth of the 62-B District Court Sobriety Court. To 
date, 72 participants have successfully graduated from the program. Of 
the graduates, at least 13 have had full licensing privileges reinstated.

• In 2017, we also changed drug testing labs and increased turnaround 
results from 72 hours to 24 hours. This allows for greater and swifter 
action and discussion to be had with the team and clients if there are 
issues regarding substance use.

• We used Language Line for 196 calls to help communicate with people 
with Limited English Proficiency. 

• All Court staff attended an active shooter training on April 21 at the 
Kentwood Justice Center. Kentwood Police and Dennis MacDonnell, 
trial court security specialist with the Michigan Supreme Court, led the 
training.  The training resulted in the development of a Court Security 
Committee to address areas of security improvements and needs.    

Message 
froM the 
Judge 
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• The state government terminated the Driver Responsibility Fee.  I 
have been a leading advocate to terminate this fee.   As a result of the 
termination, we anticipate there will be fewer Driving While License 
Suspended (DWLS) cases after October 1, 2018.

We have some ambitious initiatives planned for 2018. We continue to 
improve efficiencies by working with the State of Michigan to migrate 
information to its document management system and electronic filing 
system. In an effort to increase customer service and satisfaction within the 
Court, we are requesting a mobile text and email reminder system.  The 
mobile text and email reminder system will reduce the number of failures to 
appear, bench warrants issued, and prosecution time.

In addition to these highlights, our 2017 Annual Report provides a statistical 
overview of the Court’s activities throughout the year.

It is an honor to serve as Judge for the 62-B District Court. The Court staff and 
I look forward to 2018 as we continue to serve our community. 

Very truly yours,

William G. Kelly, District Judge

Message 
froM the 
Judge 
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62-B 
district 
court state 
coMparison 

In 2017, the 62-B District remained busy with varying types of cases that 
required different types of judicial involvement. For this reason, the State 
assigns weights to various cases. The Court’s weighted caseload was 36.1 
percent higher than the state average for a judge without taking into account 
the Sobriety Court. 

In addition to Judge Kelly, Attorney Magistrate Sharon Brinks and Non-
Attorney Magistrate Michele White preside over informal hearings, conduct 
arraignments, set bonds, signs arrest warrants and search warrants. As an 
attorney, Magistrate Brinks also conducts small claims trials.     

Felony Felony 
Plea

Non-Traffic 
Misdemeanor

Non-Traffic 
Civil 
Infraction

Traffic 
Misdemeanor

Traffic Civil 
Infractions

OWI 
Misdemeanor

OWI 
Felony

Sobriety 
Court

General 
Civil

Small 
Claims

Summary 
Proceedings

Total

Weights 46.0 9.0 30.4 4.01 910.4 1.31 47.5 34.1 70.0 9.0 12.0 60.0

62-B 13,524 23,621 593 1,431,149 6,474 5,130 273 11,898 3,780 11,280 1,507,722

State Average 
Judge 

Caseload 2017

13,202 21,706 1,059 1,042,408 6,600 5,336 486 9,756 2,244 4,734 1,107,530

% 102.4% 108.8% 56.1% 137.3% 98.1% 96.1% 56.1% 122.0% 168.4% 238.3% 136.1%

average statewide Judicial state coMparison

*Statewide totals divided by 245
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five Year 
trends 

In 2017, the 62-B District Court had 388 fewer new non-parking case filings 
than in 2016, a decrease of 3 percent. Compared to the Court’s record 
volume year in 2014, this is a decrease of 3,674 cases, or 24 percent. 
As you can see from the chart below, the decrease is attributed to starting 42 
percent fewer traffic civil infractions compared to 2014, a record-setting year. 
Though traffic civil infractions and parking tickets take little judicial time, both 
are the primary sources of revenue for the Court. The rest of the caseload 
decreased by 0.04 percent, or 28 cases, from 2016.

Our caseload for new filings excluding traffic tickets and parking tickets has 
been consistent over the past 10 years. The Court has been consistently 
seeing between 6,300 and 6,600 new cases annually.  
In 2017, we concluded 1,761 cases in the courtroom either through a plea, a 
trial, a bench warrant or a dismissal.

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
Felonies 250 278 299 320 294

OUIL Felonies 10 14 21 4 8

OUIL Misdemeanors 98 114 131 94 108
Non-Traffic Civil  
Infractions 159 175 129 142 148

Criminal Misdemeanors 781 970 950 911 777

Traffic Misdemeanors 1,270 1,437 1,507 1,518 1,572

Traffic Civil Infractions 6,762 8,455 6,441 5,302 4,942

General Civil 1,401 1,234 1,211 1,302 1,322

Small Claims 479 424 342 360 315

Summary Proceedings 1,853 1,939 1,709 1,801 1,880

Parking 1,749 1,860 1,649 1,891 1,828

Totals including Parking 14,812 16,900 14,389 13,645 13,194

Total minus Parking 13,063 15,040 12,740 11,754 11,366
Total minus Parking and 
Traffic Civil Infractions 6,301 6,585 6,299 6,452 6,424
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A felony is a serious crime punishable by more than one year in prison. 
Felonies begin their way through the justice system in the District Court 
with the signing of a complaint, an arraignment, a probable cause 
conference and a preliminary examination. The preliminary examination 
establishes probable cause that a felony was committed and that the 
defendant committed the offense. Oftentimes, defendants will waive the 
preliminary examination because the defendant and prosecution agree on 
a plea offer. 
    
If a defendant waives his or her right to a preliminary examination, the 
62-B District Court prepares a copy of any plea offer that is signed by the   
defendant and the attorneys. 

Probable Cause Conferences were established by the State of Michigan 
in 2014. The main purpose of probable cause conferences is to reduce 
the number of witnesses who are subpoenaed to Court to testify at a 
preliminary examination.  

criMinal 
cases 
2013 to 2017
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Drunk driving is driving a vehicle with a blood alcohol content (BAC) more 
than 0.08 percent or more or while under the influence of alcohol or drugs. 
 
Most of the people convicted of drunk driving in the 62-B District Court are 
placed on probation, with a requirement to obtain counseling and to abstain 
from alcohol and drugs.

Our Regional Sobriety Court supervises participants who have been 
convicted of drunk driving twice and are alcohol dependent. Participants 
come from the 62-B District Court and 17th Circuit Court. They also come 
from the district courts in Grandville, Walker, Wyoming and Kent County. 
We supervise people who live in Kent County and were convicted outside 
of the County. 

Sobriety Court has been proven to reduce repeat offenses significantly, 
which means safer roads for our community. Currently, about 55 people are 
participating in the Sobriety Court.

drunK driving 

2013 2014 2015 2016 20170

30

60

90

120

150

Misdemeanor

Felony

98

114

131

94
108

10 14
21

4
8



10

A misdemeanor is a crime punishable with less than one year in jail. 
 
The number of misdemeanor cases decreased last year. Many traffic offenses carry a Driver 
Responsibility Fee for which defendants must pay $500 or $1,000 to the state. The collection of 
Driver Responsibility Fees is ending in 2018. The state imposes a $75 victim fee and $50 judgment 
fee on all misdemeanors. Part of the victim fee pays for emergency trauma programs. These fees 
must be paid before any Court costs for the City can be collected. 

MisdeMeanors 

Judge Kelly and the Michigan District Judge Association worked to eliminate the Driver Responsibility 
Fee. The fee will be phased out and no longer be collected after Oct. 1, 2018. The Senate and House 
passed bills to eliminate the assessment of the Driver Responsibility Fees.  Governor Rick Snyder and 
legislative leaders have agreed to forgive all $637. 1 million in outstanding driver responsibility fees 
affecting about 300,000 drivers. The legislation will also waive license reinstatement fees for drivers 
whose license is suspended because they could not pay their fees.  We anticipate that because of 
this change, that fewer people will be charged with DWLS and people will be able to drive to and 
from work legally. 

driver responsiBilitY fees
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civil 
infractions

2013 to 2017

Non-traffic civil infractions are violations of State laws or City ordinances. 
Some common non-traffic civil infractions are building code violations and 
zoning violations.   

Most of the non-traffic civil infractions written by the City inspectors are paid 
in the Treasurer’s Office.  The City of Kentwood has stepped up enforcement 
of the code violations the last few years.

The advantage of using a civil infraction is that the burden of proof at the 
hearing is by a preponderance of the evidence and there is no right to a trial 
by jury, because the defendant cannot be sentenced to jail.

non-traffic civil infractions
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Traffic tickets are primarily to enforce traffic laws to keep the community safe.  
Traffic civil infractions have been decreasing over the past few years due to 
greater community policing. In 2017, the magistrates conducted 454 informal 
hearings and answered many letters of explanation. 

The Court utilizes an e-citation system from IyeTek that saves time and 
reduces errors. The system improves service by promptly loading new traffic 
related cases. 

People can pay their tickets on our website, over the phone using the Court’s 
Point N Pay system, by mail, by drop box, or by contacting the Court directly.   
The Judicial Management Systems (JMS) electronically communicates with 
the Secretary of State to report traffic civil infraction adjudications. 

traffic civil infractions
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Police officers and volunteers for the Kentwood Police Department write 
parking tickets for many types of violations, such as handicapped parking, 
fire lane and snow parking violations. 

The City has established a bureau of volunteers to patrol the City for 
handicapped parking violations.  The trained volunteers have authority to 
issue tickets to anyone parked illegally.  All parking ticket violations are 
manually entered into the Court’s case management system.

Many people who receive a parking ticket may write a letter of explanation 
to the magistrate or request a hearing. Therefore, these tickets require some 
judicial involvement as well as work by the Court staff to collect the fines.

parKing violations
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civil  
cases  
2013 to 2017

In 2017, we started 1,322 general civil cases, an increase of 20 cases from 
2016. The Court has jurisdiction for general civil cases for amounts up to 
$25,000 in damages. Many of the Court’s cases involved unpaid credit-card 
debt. 

Michigan Supreme Court’s standards state that 98 percent of general civil 
cases are to be disposed of within 18 months. As of Jan. 31, 2018, we only had 
one case that had been pending more than nine months. In 2017, none of 
these cases took more than 18 months. 

In 2017, we held 131 pretrial conferences. If the case is not settled at the 
pretrial conference then the matter is scheduled for trial, about three months 
after the pretrial date. We email the pretrial summary and notices to the 
attorneys who appear by telephone. 

general civil cases 
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On most days that small claims cases are scheduled, the Dispute Resolution 
Center is available to mediate with the parties, and many cases have been 
successfully mediated. 

In 2017, we started 315 small claims cases. The Court tried 34 small claims 
trials in 2017. Attorney Magistrate Brinks hears the small claims trials. The 
parties can appeal her decision and have a new trial in front of the judge. 

Judge Kelly teaches small claims courses at the National Judicial College 
both in person and distance-learning classes.

sMall claiMs  
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Summary proceedings are mostly landlord-tenant matters. The Court sets a 
hearing approximately seven to 10 days after the case is filed. The tenant is 
allowed 10 days to pay the rent or move. 

In order to prevent judgments against tenants and reduce homelessness, 
the Court runs an Eviction Diversion Program.  On the days we hear the 
majority of our landlord-tenant cases, representatives from the Department 
of Health and Human Services (DHHS) and the Salvation Army are at the 
Court to screen individuals for eligibility for assistance.  As a result of our 
eviction diversion program, Kentwood tenants and landlords receive more 
emergency aid than they would if they worked with their case manager(s) at 
DHHS.  This program helps to stabilize our community. 

suMMarY proceedings 
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case 
flow 
ManageMent

In 2014, the Michigan Supreme Court provided time standards for case 
processing as goals for administration of Court caseloads. The time 
standards for District Courts are:

Civil Proceedings 
The time standards provide that 90 percent of general civil cases should 
be adjudicated within 455 days from the date of case filing if there is no jury 
demand. The 62-B District Court is meeting and exceeding the time standard 
set by the Michigan Supreme Court.                          

froM filing 
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Small Claims and Landlord Tenant Case Flow 
The time standards provide that 95 percent of small claims, landlord-tenant, 
and land contract cases should be adjudicated within 63 days from the date 
of case filing if there is no jury demand. The other 0.40 percent were delayed 
due to a lack of service or adjourned to allow the defendant time to pay.
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criMinal case flow 
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The time standards provide that 95 percent of criminal 
cases should be adjudicated within 126 days from the date 
of arraignment. The other 3 percent that were delayed due 
to waiting for lab results, adjournments, attorney schedule, 
and time to clear driver’s license.
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Last year, the Probation Department started 841 new cases. Approximately, 18.6 percent 
(157 cases) of the probationers were convicted of retail fraud, and 25.4 percent (214 cases) 
were convicted of driving while license suspended, or DWLS. The Court has ordered 
these defendants to clear up their licenses. We find that many people convicted of DWLS 
have other serious problems, such as substance abuse and lack of employment. 

The Probation Department conducted 357 breath tests and 2,553 drug tests to enforce 
the Court’s orders for probationers to abstain from alcohol and drugs. The drug test room 
that was built in the Probation Department has facilitated the drug tests immensely. There 
were 84 positive tests for opiates, 38 positive tests for methamphetamine, and 87 positive 
tests for alcohol. Overall, 209 tests were positive for drugs or alcohol, about 8.2 percent of 
all the tests. 

proBation
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proBation cases BY tYpe

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

DWLS 204 263 235 187 214

Drug Related 112 185 226 191 168

Retail Fraud 238 292 301 262 157

Assault & 
Battery

119 122 123 136 114

Misc. 90 136 125 113 113

Drunk Driving 63 86 66 78 69

Alcohol related 13 17 16 8 6
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proBation success stories 

Probation is a measure the Court offers to individuals to help transform lives. The Court believes 
that individuals should not be defined by their mistakes and would like to acknowledge those who 
have succeeded in the program. 

The following stories are people who have worked hard to get back on track, and we were there to 
help.  We are proud of the dedication these individuals have shown to not only improve their own 
lives, but improving the community as well. 
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Courtney was admitted into the Sobriety Court program after being charged 
with two drinking and driving offenses within three months. At 49-years-old, 
she entered the program realizing she was an alcoholic. Her motivation to 
get sober was for her two grandchildren, as well as herself. Upon program 
entrance, she was enrolled in intensive outpatient counseling, required to 
submit to breath tests four times daily, attend a 12-step program a minimum 
of five times per week, and submit to random testing for alcohol and drugs.
 
Courtney shared that an important part of her long-term sobriety is ongoing 
attendance at 12-step meetings. Going into 2018, she is positive about her 
success and has made many sober friends through the program. 

Just before graduation, Courtney began the process of opening her own 
business while continuing to work her part-time job. At her graduation from 
Sobriety Court, Courtney’s children and loved ones voiced how proud they 
were for her finishing the program and embracing a sober life. 

courtneY 

Struggling with an opioid addiction for 10 years, Tera’s life turned around 
when she was placed on probation for retail fraud. She was living in all-too-
familiar cycle of jail, brief time periods of sobriety and relapse. 

Tera had a history of theft-related convictions. For these convictions, she 
served jail time and received probation, which was revoked due to her 
continued drug use. When Tera was placed on probation with the 62-B 
District Court in March 2017, she expected the same sentence. Instead, she 
was sentenced to probation. 

The 62-B District Court assigned a probation officer who would work with 
her during her relapse on probation, increasing her reporting and monitoring 
instead of immediate violation. Tera felt hopeful and began to go to 12-step 
meetings five times a week. She participated in intensive outpatient therapy 
and started reading “The Big Book.” 

We are happy to report that Tera has been sober since September 2017, 
her longest sobriety period in six years. She has a new lease on life and 
continues to make progress. Tera plans to successfully complete probation 
in March 2018.

tera 
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Jonathan was placed on probation for 12 months following his arrest for 
operating while visually impaired, or OWVI, for consuming alcohol and 
driving.  He completed the Alcohol Highway Safety Education Program, the 
Victim Impact Panel and paid his fines in full at sentencing.  

Although he stopped drinking alcohol, a drug test revealed that Jonathan 
continued to use marijuana.  He was given the choice to have his case 
returned to Court and possibly serve jail time or to complete additional 
counseling.  Jonathan chose to complete a substance abuse counseling 
program and to date has maintained sobriety.  

Jonathan shared that he used drugs and alcohol as a way to punish 
himself for things he did not like about himself and as an escape. Jonathan 
successfully completed his probation and is living his best life without drugs 
and alcohol. 

Jonathan

John was arrested for operating while intoxicated with an occupant in October 
2016 for driving with his young children in the car. He blew 0.19 blood alcohol 
content, or BAC. He later pled guilty and was sentenced to 15 months probation 
and five days of jail.

As part of his probation, he was ordered to abstain from alcohol, attend 12-
step support group meetings and participate in counseling. Immediately after 
starting probation in January, he was directed to submit to two breath tests per 
week. He had no issues until June, when he used alcohol and tested positive 
for it at a 0.027 BAC.

John’s alcohol tests increased to two times a week because of his probation 
violation. Since his violation, he has remained sober with no missed or positive 
tests. He also became very active in Alcoholics Anonymous and completed a 
10-session alcohol education program. 

In late January, John earned an early discharge because he had no further 
positive or missed tests and had paid all fines in full. He also completed the 
required counseling and continues to be active in AA. 

John reports that he’s feeling the best he’s felt in years and has noticed a 
significant improvement in the relationship with his children.

John
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other 
activities 

The Judge and magistrates signed 108 search warrants, in addition to 49 for 
blood tests in drunk-driving cases.  The Judge and magistrates are on-call 
24/7 for drunk-driving blood tests. 

Kentwood is a diverse community.  People with limited English proficiency 
need access to justice and the State’s court rules require someone with 
limited English proficiency have a certified or qualified interpreter at all 
proceedings.  We made 196 calls to Language Line Services for interpreters 
in 20 different languages, plus having certified and qualified interpreters 
present in Court, as required.  Certified or qualified interpreters were available 
for Limited English Proficiency for trials, probable cause conferences, and 
preliminary examinations. 

The Court uses an over-the-telephone service with more than 200 
languages available. In 2017, we made total calls to Language Line in:

• Spanish   72
• Nepali  34
• Kinyarwanda       12
• Chin  11
• Vietnamese  9
• Bosnian   7
• Arabic   7
• Swahili   6
• Burmese   5
• Karen   5
• Korean   4
• Tigrinya   4 
• Amharic   4
• Sudanese Arabic  2
• Rundi   2
• French   2
• Oromo   2
• Somali   1
• Mandarin   1
• Serbian   1 
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garnishMents 
In 2015, the law was changed to make wage garnishments last until the 
judgment is paid in full or until the Court orders otherwise. This resulted in a 
decrease of garnishments.

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

4,598 5,103 3,646 3,558 3,312

weddings
In 2017, the Judge solemnized 95 weddings 
and the magistrates solemnized 47 
weddings. Couples are required to attend a 
four-hour premarital class. 

In September 2017, 
Judge Kelly conducted 
the 4000th wedding of 
his 39-year career
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Our 2017 revenues decreased slightly from the prior year due to decrease 
in Traffic Civil Infractions.  The amount of revenues depends on the 
number of traffic tickets issued.  Our expenses have also decreased 
slightly from FY 2016.

revenue 
and

expenses

Fines, Costs, and Fees $1,284,969.71

Judicial Salary Reimbursement $45,724.00

State Reimbursements $7,967.52

Total District Court Revenue $1,338,661.23

Total District Court Expenses ($1,600.945.02)

Difference ($262,283.79)

Revenue- Sobriety Court Grant  
FY 10/1/16 – 9/30/17

Program Fees $24,188.71

Total Sobriety Court Grants $105,000.00

Total Sobriety Court Revenue to City $129,188.71

Total Expenses Sobriety Court ($142,385.90)

Difference ($13,197.19)

revenue and expenses

Sentencing is to punish, deter, rehabilitate and/or incapacitate an 
offender.  The amount of fines and costs is determined by the severity 
of the offense and the defendant’s ability to pay. Revenue to the City 
is a byproduct of the punishment imposed by the Court. The Court 
is concerned that its orders are complied with and that convicted 
offenders are held accountable. We exert considerable energy in 
collecting fines and costs due. For 2017, the Court collected 76 
percent of the total assessed in fines, costs, and fees. 
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National Task Force on Fines, Fees, and Bail Practices of  the Conference of 
Chief Justices and the Conference of State Court Administrators developed 
recommendations and tools to promote the fair and efficient enforcement 
of the law; to ensure that no person is denied access to the justice system 
based on lack of economic resources; and to develop policies relating to 
the handling of court-imposed legal financial obligations in order to promote 
access, fairness, and transparency. Their report states as follows: 

court 
iMposed 
financial 
oBligations 

National Center for State Courts (NCSC) policies

Read the full document at http://ccj.ncsc.org/~/media/Microsites/Files/CCJ/

Resolutions/02012017-Encouraging-Education-Use-Bench-Card-Lawful-Collection.ashx. 

Courts are designed to be a forum for the fair and just resolution of 
disputes and, in doing so, to preserve the rule of law and protect 
individual rights and liberties. States and political subdivisions should 
establish courts as part of the judiciary and the judicial branch shall be an 
impartial, independent, and coequal branch of government.  It should be 
made explicit in authority providing for courts at all levels that, while they 
have authority to impose legal financial obligations and collect revenues 
derived from them, they are not established to be a revenue-generating 
arm of either the executive or legislative branch of government.  

Courts should be entirely and sufficiently funded from general 
government revenue sources to enable them to fulfill their mandate.  
Core court functions should generally not be supported by revenues 
generated from court-ordered fines, fees, or surcharges.  Under 
no circumstances should judicial performance be measured by, or 
judicial compensation be related to, a judge’s or a court’s performance 
in generating revenue.  A judge’s decision to impose legal financial 
obligation should be unrelated to the use of revenue generated from the 
imposition of such obligations. Revenue generated from the imposition 
of a legal financial obligation should not be used for salaries or benefits 
of judicial officials or operations, including judges, prosecutors, defense 
attorneys, or court staff, nor should such funds be used to evaluate the 
performance of judges or other court officials. 
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MeasureMent 
and 
perforMance

The Michigan Supreme Court has asked courts to survey people who come to 
Court about how they were treated. The Court is required to survery every two 
years. 

In 2016, when asked if they were treated with and courtesy and respect by the 
Court staff, 85 percent of the people strongly agreed or agreed. Eighty percent 
strongly agreed or agreed that they were treated with courtesy and respect by the 
Judge or magistrate. When asked if their case was handled was fairly, 73 percent 

2015 - 2016 satisfaction surveY results
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This Court requires jurors to attend Court only one day or for one trial. We 
summon about 19 people every other week. They call the night before their 
date of service to find out if they need to appear. In 2017, 77 jurors were 
excused. Only 299 jurors appeared in Court, and 54 were selected to hear the 
nine jury trials held.

JurY utilization

The Court cleared slightly fewer cases than were started in 2017.

case disposition

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
1,159 1,456 1,342 1,401 1,413

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
104.89 92.23 100.75 99.6 99.3

Cases pending at the end of the year

Case disposition rates

Appeared but not called for Vor Dire

Excused by Court

Selected

Excused for Voir Dire

Failed to Appear

44%

10%
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15%

12%
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iMproved 
custoMer 
service 

The 62-B District Court aims to provide superior service to everyone who 
enters the Court. We take the feedback and measurements of performance 
seriously and look for ways to improve our services. 

In 2017, we added some features, such as enhancing online features and 
changes to the Court’s payment plan options, requiring less for down 
payments ($125 average dropped to $50 average) to start a plan, and offering 
easier options to make down payment for those who may have financial 
difficulties. This allows our customers more flexibility and time to make their 
payments while reducing non-compliance of court orders.  

Matterhorn online resolution

First-time offenders of driving with a suspended license now have the 
opportunity to use a free online program to restore their licenses and connect 
virtually with the City attorney to negotiate details of their cases. 

Thanks to this online program, provided by Matterhorn by Court Innovations, 
the 62-B District Court is able to provide this online Driving While License 
Suspended (DWLS) service without multiple Court appearances.

Those eligible are informed about the program at their arraignments. They 
will have a certain amount of time to get their suspensions lifted and their 
licenses restored. Throughout the process, individuals receive emails and text 
messages to provide reminders and updates on the status of their cases. After 
that, the prosecutor will review their cases and records online and will consider 
offering a plea deal. 

Individuals can accept the deal online without ever appearing in Court. By 
resolving these matters online, prosecutors and citizens are able to reduce or 
eliminate in-person pre-trial conferences, saving citizens multiple trips to Court.

Motorists charged with driving with a suspended license in Kentwood can visit 
www.courtinnovations.com/MID62B to resolve the matter online.

“This program streamlines the process of communicating with the Court and the City 
attorney as much as possible by taking it online, and providing ample educational 
material and guidance on what needs to be done,” Judge Kelly explained. “We are 
committed to providing stellar customer service to those in our community, and this is 
another way to do that.” 



aBout 62-B district court 
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court 
staff

Judge Kelly has served as the 62-B District 
Judge since January 1979. He is a graduate of 
the University of Detroit, now University of Detroit 
Mercy and the Univeristy of Detroit School of Law. 
He served as a Peace Corps volunteer in Ghana 
from 1970-72. He is a member of the faculty of 
the Michigan Judicial Institute and of the National 
Judicial College. He served as faculty for a number 
of other programs. He is a past chair of the National 
Conference of the Special Court Judges of the American Bar Association, 
a past chair of the Judicial Conference of the State Bar of Michigan, and a 
past president of the Michigan District Judges Association. He served as a 
member of the board of directors of the National Center for State Courts  
from 1994-2000. He served as a member of the board of trustees of the 
Grand Rapids Bar Association. He is now serving in his seventh and final  
six-year term as the 62-B District Court Judge. He has five children and  
three grandchildren.

Judge williaM KellY

Michele is the Court Administrator, Non-Attorney 
Magistrate, Language Access Coordinator, ADA 
Coordinator, LEIN Terminal Agency Coordinator and 
trainer with the Court. She is a summa cum laude 
graduate of Cornerstone University with a bachelor’s 
degree in business management and an associate 
degree in business. She is a member of the National 
Association for Court Management, the Michigan 
State Association for Court Management, and the 
Michigan State Association for Magistrates, and a graduate of the  
Davenport Career Center in Healthcare. She has worked for the Court  
since December 1998.

court adMinistrator/ 
Magistrate Michele white
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Lynn is the Director of Probation Services. She has 
a bachelor’s degree in criminal justice from Grand 
Valley State University.  Lynn started working with the 
62-B District Court in July 1991.

c. lYnn sMith, director of proBaBtion services

Sharon is a part-time Attorney Magistrate for the 
Court. She is a longtime resident of Kentwood and 
left her City Commission seat in 2015 to join the Court 
staff. Sharon grew up in West Michigan, attending 
South Christian High and Calvin College. She 
graduated from Wayne State Law School and has 
been in private practice for more than three decades, 
representing small businesses and individuals from 
her office in Kentwood near the Court. Sharon is 
active in her church, Forest Hills Presbyterian. She is 
the North American coordinator for CCDH Nicaragua, 
a partnership of attorneys in pursuit of justice, and 
travels extensively.

Magistrate sharon BrinKs
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