
MESSAGE FROM CIRCUIT COURT REGARDING BOND REVIEWS AND RELATED MATTERS 

 

   The Circuit Court processes numerous motions daily which request review of bonds in criminal cases, 
as well as motions for reconsideration, petitions for writ of habeas corpus, and related matters.  We 
continue to review them promptly.  An impediment to our review occurs, however, when defense 
counsel fails to inform the court of the state’s position on the particular motion.  Frequently, when there 
is consent from the state, these motions can be granted on the papers, without the necessity of a 
hearing.  Even where defense counsel is unable to reach the appropriate Assistant State’s Attorney, it is 
helpful to the court to know of such efforts.   

A further issue has arisen with respect to repetitive filing of motions for bond review.  Under the terms 
of Judge Barbera’s Second Administrative Order Expanding and Extending Statewide Judiciary Restricted 
Operations Due to the COVID-19 Emergency, the Circuit Court is required to hear bail reviews and bench 
warrants.  Since this process began on March 16, the court has endeavored to review bonds of persons 
incarcerated as speedily as possible.  With the combined efforts of the District Court, the population of 
detained persons in the Montgomery County Department of Correction has been reduced by nearly a 
third.  Many of the persons detained on Circuit Court cases have had bond reviews before the 
emergency began and afterwards, and have now filed third requests for review of bond since the 
issuance of Judge Barbera’s Administrative Order Guiding the Response of the Trial Courts of Maryland 
to the COVID-19 Emergency As It Relates to Those Persons Who Are Incarcerated or Imprisoned, on April 
14.   

While the court will continue to review subsequent bond review requests, they should be denominated 
as such in the caption and will not automatically be set for hearing.  Counsel filing the subsequent 
request should be sure to set forth in the body of the motion what factors enumerated in Judge 
Barbera’s April 14 order were not previously considered by the court, or what change of circumstance 
necessitates a reexamination of the court’s original denial.  Defense counsel’s compliance with the 
procedures set forth herein is appreciated. 

Robert A. Greenberg, Administrative Judge 

Circuit Court for Montgomery County 

 


