
                               
                

PAMELA PRICE 
District Attorney Candidate Questionnaire 

June 7th, 2022 Election 
 
 
 
About the Campaign  

a. Campaign website: www.pamelaprice4da.com 

b. Campaign email address: info@pamelaprice4da.com 

c. Campaign phone number: 415-271-1724 

 

Ending the Use of Money Bail 
 

1. Will your office take a default position of release on own recognizance for all defendants, 
unless there is a clearly articulated substantial risk of harm to the community or high 
likelihood of flight?  Please describe any additional steps you will take to reduce pretrial 
detention.  
  
YES. I will eliminate money bail in Alameda County. Money bail is unconstitutional. It also 
criminalizes poverty by keeping people in custody not because they are guilty of a crime or 
are a threat to public safety, but simply because they don’t have enough money to post their 
bail. Meanwhile, rich people can simply post bail and leave custody even if they pose a 
threat to public safety. Money bail is also used by prosecutors to coerce plea bargains 
resulting in greater criminalization of Black, Brown and immigrant communities. Since 
2017, my platform has included a plan to adopt and share with our justice partners a 
comprehensive race-neutral, evidence-based pretrial assessment tool and establish a network 
of community-based release options to replace our unfair money bail system. Over the 
course of two years, experts estimate that Alameda County spent $14.8 million dollars to 
incarcerate people whom the prosecutor ultimately did not charge or whose charges were 
dismissed. I will propose that these funds be reallocated to prevent crime by supporting 
reentry efforts, including job placement and housing assistance. 
 

2. If release on own recognizance is insufficient to protect against willful flight or a specific 
and an identifiable safety risk, will you require that deputy district attorneys only seek the 
least restrictive conditions necessary to keep the community safe and ensure presence within 
the jurisdiction? Please explain.  



        
 

 
YES. Since 2017, my platform has included a plan to adopt and share with our justice 
partners a comprehensive race-neutral, evidence-based pretrial assessment tool and establish 
a network of community-based release options to replace our unfair money bail system. 
Over the course of two years, experts estimate that Alameda County spent $14.8 million 
dollars to incarcerate people whom the prosecutor ultimately did not charge or whose 
charges were dismissed. I will propose that these funds be reallocated to prevent crime by 
supporting reentry efforts, including job placement and housing assistance. 

 
3. Will you implement rules that the impositions of any conditions must be narrowly tailored to 

the individual and should not interfere with the person’s role of primary caregiver or 
household supporter? Please explain 
 
YES. The District Attorney's reliance on money bail and an elevated bail schedule has been 
a source of economic de-stabilization of Black and Brown and poor communities. Imposing 
unnecessary and onerous conditions of release will also have a negative impact on families 
and children and create unnecessary barriers to accountability and redemption. 
Since 2017, my platform has included a plan to adopt and share with our justice partners a 
comprehensive race-neutral, evidence-based pretrial assessment tool and establish a network 
of community-based release options to replace our unfair money bail system. Over the 
course of two years, experts estimate that Alameda County spent $14.8 million dollars to 
incarcerate people whom the prosecutor ultimately did not charge or whose charges were 
dismissed. I will propose that these funds be reallocated to prevent crime by supporting 
reentry efforts, including job placement and housing assistance. 

 
 

Ending Over-criminalization and Mass incarceration 
 

4. Do you agree that prosecutors’ practices have contributed significantly to mass 
incarceration? Please select “Yes” or “No” and provide an explanation. 
 
YES. Prosecutors have been at the heart of mass incarceration -they drove the bus from the 
community to the prisons. When California began to expand its prison system, prosecutors 
were an essential partner in expanding the reach of law enforcement and a narrative of 
punishment vs. rehabilitation. I decided to run because for too long, District Attorneys have 
forgotten that their mission is to protect public safety by advancing justice. Prosecutors have 
used every unfair leverage and tool to coerce plea bargains and win convictions at any costs. 
Prosecutorial immunity has allowed prosecutors to engage in the most egregious forms of 
misconduct without accountability. Their conduct has led to wrongful convictions, conflicts 
of interest and a lack of public trust in the criminal justice system. 
 

5. Will you commit to implementing practices that will reduce the jail population in your 
county and reduce state prison commitments by 25% by the end of your first term?  Please 
select "Yes" or "No" and provide explanation.  If "Yes", please identify your goal and what 
specific changes you will make to DA policies and practices in order to achieve this goal. 
 



        
 

YES. Reducing the Santa Rita County jail population by 25% is a reasonable goal given that 
at least 22% of the jail population suffer from severe mental illness. Some estimates put the 
number of incarcerated people in Santa Rita suffering from mental illness as high as 50% 
Additionally, as we stop criminalizing homelessness and drug addiction, it will reduce the 
jail population. To reduce state prison commitments by 25% within the next 6 years also 
seems reasonable as we work to stop the overcriminalization of Black and Brown youth and 
adults. Since 2017, I have included the initiative to bring a neighborhood courts program to 
Alameda County in my criminal justice reform platform. This type of program has been 
successful in reducing crime and recidivism in San Francisco, Seattle, New York, Los 
Angeles and Philadelphia. I have also supported the development and expansion of the non-
profit Restorative Justice for Oakland Youth (RJOY) since its inception. RJOY has been 
successful in providing young people with the tools to resolve conflicts without resorting to 
violence. Supporting RJOY in the public schools and other partners such as Community 
Works West and Civicore to support young people impacted by the criminal justice system 
will be critical to reducing incarceration in Alameda County. 

 
6. Will you presumptively decline to prosecute misdemeanor offenses, such as sex-work 

related offenses, and others including sit-sleep-lie laws, public urination violations, and 
other quality-of-life offenses that are often a byproduct of a person experiencing poverty or 
homelessness? 
YES. Currently, our justice system and prosecutions over-criminalize young people, poor 
people, folks struggling with mental illness and/or unhoused residents. We need to stop 
criminalizing being unhoused. I hear time and time again that someone was arrested for 
starting a fire to keep warm, or for having a tent in an area that was restricted. These cases 
are low-level misdemeanors and should not be clogging the system. People in housing 
transition should be getting support not handcuffs – and certainly not being charged and 
sitting in jail for just trying to survive on the streets. I will expand our investment in each of 
the alternative courts that impact our most vulnerable residents and ensure that our 
investment is focused on positive life-changing outcomes instead of incarceration and 
punishment. I would also look for ways to partner with the Built for Zero movement to 
eliminate homelessness in our County. 

 
7. Will you grant admission to diversion programs pre-plea (before plea bargaining in all 

cases), rather than making participation contingent on first entering a guilty plea?   
 
YES. I am aware that pre-plea diversion has been successfully adopted and used in other 
places and I am very interested in adapting such programs for use across the County. We 
will need to develop the infrastructure to support this type of approach. 

 
 

8. Will you implement a policy to support mental health diversion for all or most individuals 
diagnosed with a mental health issue? What will your policy be on this issue? 
 
YES. The mental healthcare system and the jails are intertwined in Alameda County in the 
worst way. I was proud to host a forum with members of FASMI (Families Advocating for 
the Seriously Mentally Ill) who discussed the dire shortage we have of hospital beds and 



        
 

long-term care facilities for their loved ones. They discussed at length how easy it is to fall 
through the cracks and not receive a continuum of care, which is critical to rehabilitation. 
They also shared with me how each of their loved ones had been impacted by the criminal 
justice system and how too many people do not have access to mental health services when 
they need it, and they end up being criminalized for it and having to go through the judicial 
system to receive it. Or they end up in a fatal encounter with law enforcement. In my role as 
District Attorney, my policy will be to use and expand the existing behavioral health courts 
for mental health diversion and use any opportunity I can create to streamline services, 
provide more beds, and hire mental health workers. We will work to swiftly identify any 
pretrial detainees with a mental disability to assess whether there are appropriate diversion 
programs and diversion services depending on the seriousness of the crime. If we determine 
that a serious crime has been committed by a mentally disabled person, we will consider the 
impact of the disability on the person’s conduct in determining the appropriate charge and 
disposition. I am unconvinced that therapeutic mental health services can be provided in an 
environment of incarceration. Our efforts to do so up to now have failed and we need to 
develop and implement alternatives. 
 

9. Will you commit to oppose efforts in your county to construct new jails or reopen previously 
closed jails? Please select "Yes" or "No" and provide explanation.  
 
YES. Over the course of two years, experts estimate that Alameda County spent $14.8 
million dollars to incarcerate people whom the prosecutor ultimately did not charge or 
whose charges were dismissed. I will propose that these funds be reallocated to prevent 
crime by supporting reentry efforts, including job placement and housing assistance. We 
have over-invested for decades in incarceration and punishment and expanded our jails and 
prisons, requiring a never-increasing amount of investment. Santa Rita County Jail is 
already the 5th largest county jail in the country, and the 3rd largest county jail in California. 
We have enough jail. I am unconvinced that therapeutic mental health services can be 
provided in an environment of incarceration. Our efforts to do so up to now have failed and 
we need to develop and implement alternatives. 

 
10. Will you install a complete open file policy that provides defense counsel with access to all 

non-privileged information from the moment the charges are filed?  
 
YES. The Brady violations under the current leadership in the DA's office are legendary. 
Too many people have been prosecuted in an unfair and unconstitutional manner, sometimes 
resulting in overturned convictions, or worse, wrongful convictions. 

 
11. Criminal legal system involvement often drives people without access to means further into 

poverty. Will you instruct DAs that they should not (1) oppose requests for waiver/reduction 
of fines or fees on the basis of indigency; (2) should not agree with probation/parole that 
failure to pay is a violation; and (3) should not deny access to diversion on basis of ability to 
pay fines or fees. Please explain.  
 
YES. Alameda County has been a leader in using fines and fees to incarcerate poor people, 
with a special unit that would frequently seek to revoke parole and/or probation based on a 



        
 

person's inability to pay fines or fees. The Alameda County District Attorney's office even 
trained other District Attorneys' offices how to collect fines and fees. This policy and these 
types of predatory practices have been devastating to Black and Brown communities and 
caused economic havoc for families over generations. My deputies will not be allowed to 
continue these kinds of immoral and unconstitutional practices. Fortunately, the State 
Legislature has outlawed many of these practices and removed fines or fees, however, we 
still have a lot of work to do to remove past judgments and negative credit reporting for 
people who were subjected to these unconscionable practices. 

 
 

Ending Excessive Sentences and Promoting Second Chances 
 

12. AB 2942 and AB 1540 give District Attorneys broad power to seek resentencing for 
individuals.  Will you commit to working with reentry experts and advocates to develop 
public criteria and policies for reviewing and reevaluating sentences, including for elderly 
incarcerated people, people serving life sentences, people sentenced under the Three Strikes 
Law, and people disproportionately impacted on account of their race? Please explain.  
 
YES. Part of my vision of the role of the District Attorney is to help repair the harm caused 
by mass incarceration and the over-criminalization of Black, Brown and poor people. It is a 
part of my 10-point platform that we will "look back" to evaluate unfair prosecutions and 
excessive sentencing practices with a special focus on racially-biased prosecutions and take 
remedial steps as soon as they are found warranted. 
 

13. Gang enhancements are not an effective method of deterring crime or violence, and have 
been applied inconsistently and disproportionately against people of color: 92% of people 
who receive gang enhancements in California are people of color. Will you pledge to never 
seek gang enhancement?  In light of AB 333, a recently passed law intended to limit the use 
of the racist gang enhancement scheme, how will you approach so-called gang-related cases, 
including gang enhancements and charges? 
 
YES. We will apply AB333 and insist that every deputy follow the spirit of the law and not 
try to circumvent the law by stacking charges and seeking longer sentences to compensate 
for their inability to use gang enhancements. 

 
14. Will you adopt a policy eliminating or limiting the application of Three Strikes sentencing in 

your office, and require line prosecutors to obtain written approval from a supervising 
prosecutor before seeking enhanced sentences under the Three Strikes Law? 
 
YES. In 2012, 78% of Alameda County voters voted overwhelmingly in favor of modifying 
the 3-strikes law to reduce harsh penalties. The District Attorney of Alameda County must 
represent, reflect and follow the will and spirit of the people she represents. We will follow 
the law, and insist that every deputy respect the rule and the spirit of the law and not try to 
circumvent the law by stacking charges and seeking longer sentences to compensate for their 
inability to use 3-strikes. 

 

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billTextClient.xhtml?bill_id=201720180AB2942
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202120220AB1540
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202120220AB333


        
 

15. Will you establish an office-wide presumption that the least severe applicable charges apply, 
and that the lowest sentencing outcome is the correct recommendation? What will your 
policy be on selecting what charges to file and what will your policy be on sentencing 
recommendations?   
 
YES. In Point No. 8 of our 10-point platform, I commit to establish and enforce progressive 
metrics for evaluating prosecutor’s job performance that are not just conviction rates, 
evaluate diversion and positive intervention rates, and develop systemic tracking of 
individual prosecutors' outcomes that will be considered in their performance reviews. 
Our policy will be to select charges and make sentencing recommendations in the context of 
our overall goals to support greater investment in public health strategies, foster economic 
opportunities and better educational outcomes and support social service interventions that 
reduce harmful behavior without law enforcement involvement. 

 
16. Will you require prosecutors to justify upward departures to their supervisors, and require 

that a senior prosecutor approve all maximum sentences sought?   
 
YES. Our policy will be to select charges and make sentencing recommendations in the 
context of our overall goals to support greater investment in public health strategies, foster 
economic opportunities and better educational outcomes and support social service 
interventions that reduce harmful behavior without law enforcement involvement. We will 
establish and enforce progressive metrics for evaluating prosecutor’s job performance that 
are not just conviction rates, evaluate diversion and positive intervention rates, and develop 
systemic tracking of individual prosecutors’ outcomes that will be considered as part of their 
performance review. 

 
17. In 2020, the California Board of Parole Hearings (BPH) granted release to only 16 percent 

of people who were eligible for parole.  Those serving life sentences who were granted 
parole have a dramatically lower recidivism rate than those who are not reviewed by the 
parole board prior to release.  Over the last twenty years, less than 1 percent of paroled lifers 
have been arrested or convicted of new felonies.  Will you commit to keeping the District 
Attorney’s office out of the parole hearing process except to support the release of an 
individual? Please explain.  
 
YES. District Attorneys have a sordid history of tipping the scales of justice post-conviction 
to further criminalize and excessively punish people. The Alameda County District 
Attorney’s office has a terrible history of opposing parole with no reason. This practice will 
not be allowed to continue in my administration of justice. 

 
18. One in five Californians – roughly 8 million people – are living with a past criminal 

record.  California laws and policies place over 4,800 prohibitions on people with past 
convictions, even long after they have completed their sentence, including prohibitions that 
restrict access to jobs, housing, family stability, education, and more.  California voters 
recently showed strong support for removing barriers to civic engagement by passing 
Proposition 17, which restored voting rights to people currently on parole.  As District 
Attorney, will you publicly support efforts to expand record clearing, including for people 

https://safeandjust.org/interactivereport/repairing-the-road-to-redemption-in-california/
https://safeandjust.org/interactivereport/repairing-the-road-to-redemption-in-california/


        
 

convicted of violent offenses who have completed their sentence and gone some length of 
time without violating the law? 
 
YES. In 2018, Governor Brown signed AB 2138 which modified the restrictions imposed by 
42 licensing boards in California on the basis of a criminal conviction. The bill did not go 
into effect until July 2020. Up this law went into effect, even some people who had arrests 
but no convictions, and those with convictions alike (both misdemeanors and felonies) were 
barred from entering a broad range of professions, including approximately 1,773 different 
occupations ranging from auto mechanics, hair stylists to nurses, doctors and engineers. 
Consequently, Black people who have been disproportionately prosecuted, convicted and/or 
incarcerated, have often been limited to low-wage jobs with limited opportunity for upward 
mobility or economic advancement. Only 14% of Black families in California earn higher 
incomes compared to 32% of White families. On the reverse end, 27% Black families in 
California earn the lowest wages, compared to only 12 of White families. Blacks are about 
two times more likely to be earning at low-income levels than at high income levels. 
The criminal justice system has perpetuated income inequality and often driven people to 
participate in criminal activity to survive. I will work to end our complicity in this way. 

 
 

Standing Up to Police Misconduct 
 

19. Will you swiftly, thoroughly and transparently investigate officer-involved shootings and 
police brutality and make your findings (both your summary and investigative reports) 
publicly available? Please select “Yes” or “No” and provide an explanation.  
YES. 
 

20. Will you support the creation of an independent office -- outside of the DA, Sheriff, and 
other police departments-- to investigate and hold law enforcement officers accountable for 
illegal conduct?   
YES. 
 

21. As a critical police accountability tool, will you commit to keeping a thorough Brady 
database that includes all incidents of officer misconduct fully available to defense and the 
public? Please select “Yes” or “No” and provide an explanation.   
 
YES. Prosecutors, as agents of the State, and representatives of the people of Alameda 
County, must honor the obligations that the Due Process Clause affords to criminal 
defendants. As a civil rights lawyer who has 30+ years enforcing the Constitution, I will 
require all lawyers to comply with our constitutional obligations and provide that 
information to the defense and the public. Our discretion and judgment in every case must 
lean toward justice, not conviction. I will require all prosecutors to comply with the mandate 
and spirit of the Brady and the Humphrey decisions. 

 
22. Will you create a “Do Not Call” list of officers with a history of misconduct, dishonesty, 

racism or bias and issue an office-wide policy instructing DAs to reject anyone on the “Do 
Not Call” list as a potential witness and to reject new cases involving these officers? 



        
 

YES. 
 

23. Will you create a committee that is responsive to families who have encountered police 
misconduct, brutality, and killing, including connecting them with services and 
compensation? 
YES. 

 
24. To prevent potential conflicts of interest in police misconduct investigations, will you refuse 

to accept financial support from law enforcement unions, including police, sheriff, and 
correctional officer unions?  
 
YES. Prosecutors are in a unique position of having to work closely with law enforcement 
officers and evaluate whether some of those same officers have committed crimes. When 
prosecutors initiate an investigation or prosecution of an officer, law enforcement unions 
often finance their members’ legal representation. Receiving an endorsement and campaign 
contributions from an entity that finances opposing counsel creates, at a minimum, the 
appearance of a conflict of interest for elected prosecutors. District Attorneys will 
undoubtedly review use of force incidents involving their 
members. When they do, the financial and political support of these unions should not be 
allowed to influence that decision making. 
 

Combatting Racial and Other Disparities 
 

25. Will you commit to implement policies and practices to combat bias in decision-making 
within your Office, including in charging decisions, bail recommendations, diversion 
program placements, and plea bargains – as well as in internal Office practices (i.e. regularly 
bringing in experts to train staff and prosecutors on implicit and explicit bias, prioritizing 
inclusive hiring and promotion, and ensuring the office not only has racial and ethnic 
diversity, but also diversity in gender, ability, health)? Please select “Yes” or “No” and 
provide an explanation.  
 
YES. I have been an advocate for racial, gender and social justice for more than 40 years. 
For several years in the 1990s, I participated as a diversity trainer in a private consulting 
business. Several clients were law enforcement agencies. I also served as the Court-
appointed monitor for the equal opportunity employment Consent Decree for Contra Costa 
County for 10 years. I am very familiar with the need and opportunity to create diverse 
workforces. I personally have a diversity and decades of management experience. I have 
successfully created and managed Executive Teams to run my office and achieve major 
legal victories. I have trained and managed legal teams to represent victims against some of 
the major law firms in this country, including the Dept. of Justice for the State of California, 
Amtrak, and the United States Postal Service. I wrote my first personnel manual and hired 
my first employee in 1991. Since then, I have hired hundreds of employees and helped 
dozens of other companies become successful. 
 

26. Will you pledge to collect and post online quarterly statistical information disaggregated by 
race, age, zip code of residence (including if houseless), and gender on felony and 



        
 

misdemeanor charging decisions, convictions, declinations (to charge), and diversion 
program placements? Please select “Yes” or “No” and provide an explanation.  
 
YES. Transparency is part of our platform, as is community engagement and accountability. 

 
27. Will you decline to file charges where an arrest provides evidence that the officer engaged in 

racial profiling or other racial bias?  Please answer “Yes” or “No” and provide an 
explanation.  
 
YES. As District Attorney, I will aggressively address the systemic racism and its 
consequences for Black and Brown communities by working with local police agencies to 
Identify cases brought to us by law enforcement agencies that are racially motivated or 
infected with racial bias in the initiation of the arrest. I will not participate in 
unconstitutional policing by police agencies. I will, however, insist that other investigatory 
tools and options be utilized to identify perpetrators of criminal activity to ensure public 
safety. 

 
28. When individuals bring legal challenges under the California Racial Justice Act of 2020, 

will you be proactive about providing access to relevant evidence, carefully consider the 
allegations raised, and take corrective action when the challenges have merit?  
YES. 

 
29. Will you support retroactive application of the California Racial Justice Act, through AB 

256 (Kalra)?  
YES. 

 
 

Ensuring Accessibility, Transparency, Integrity and Accountability 
 

30. Will you commit to developing and implementing a plan to personally, regularly and 
meaningfully engage and communicate with all constituencies in your county, especially 
communities of color, the immigrant community, community-based organizations and 
criminal justice reform advocates, and to involve them in determining the priorities of your 
office within the first 100 days of your term? Please select “Yes” or “No” and provide an 
explanation. 
 
YES. My plan is to develop Commissions upon my election in June 2022 to determine our 
priorities and the best approaches for Alameda County on every significant issue, including 
mental health, homelessness and housing justice, youth justice, victim services, re-entry 
pathways, gender-based violence, human and sex trafficking, and reducing gun violence, to 
name the major issues. These Commissions will be composed of representatives from all of 
the constituencies in Alameda County, including communities of color, the immigrant 
community, the AAPI community, the LGBTQI+ community, system-impacted residents, 
the families of severely mentally ill (FASMI), foster youth, educators, academicians, law 

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202120220AB256
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202120220AB256


        
 

enforcement representatives, state legislators, community-based organizations and criminal 
justice reform advocates. 

 
31. Will you pledge to publish on the Office website all policies, protocols, and MOUs 

regarding prosecution guidelines, police-involved incidents, bail recommendations, fines 
and fees, diversion programs, plea bargains, civil asset forfeiture, immigration 
considerations, and indigency determinations? Please select “Yes” or “No” and provide an 
explanation.  
 
YES. Transparency, equity and accountability are at the heart of our 10-point platform. 
When elected to be the District Attorney of Alameda County, I commit to take aggressive 
steps to restore public trust in our criminal justice system, ensure public safety, end mass 
incarceration and root out racial, socioeconomic and gender disparities within Alameda 
County’s criminal justice system. 

 
32. Will you support the mandatory tracking and publishing of key prosecutorial data, through 

AB 2418 (Kalra), the Prosecutorial Transparency Act? Please provide an explanation.  
 
YES. Transparency, equity and accountability are at the heart of our 10-point platform. This 
type of tracking and publication of data is key to achieving our goals. When elected to be the 
District Attorney of Alameda County, I commit to take aggressive steps to restore public 
trust in our criminal justice system, ensure public safety, end mass incarceration and root out 
racial, socioeconomic and gender disparities within Alameda County’s criminal justice 
system. 

 
33. Will you support the establishment of a fully staffed and functioning Conviction Integrity 

Unit, independent of the appellate/habeas office, with its own budget and written policies 
and procedures that examines post-conviction cases to identify and correct wrongful 
prosecutions? 
YES. 

 
34. Will you develop clear guidelines regarding the use of informant testimony and eliminate 

the use of “Perkins Agents” (undercover officers posing as people who are incarcerated)?  
YES. 

 
Protecting Immigrant Communities 

 
35. Will you pledge to adopt a written policy and training that instructs prosecutors to consider 

the immigration-related consequences of prosecutorial decisions at all stages of a case and to 
use their discretion to reach immigration-safe dispositions for noncitizens whenever it is 
possible and appropriate? Please select “Yes” or “No” and provide an explanation.  
 
YES. In March 2021, the ACLU of Northern California and Urban Peace Movement 
reported that up until March 2020 when the pandemic arrived, the DA’s Office had internal 
guidelines instructing its prosecutors to leverage a person’s immigration status during plea 



        
 

negotiations to seek longer probation terms or jail time. This use of immigration status in 
this way is unconstitutional and can no longer be allowed to continue. 
Regardless of someone’s immigration status, a District Attorney’s Office should be steadfast 
in protecting their safety and rights. This is a priority in our platform. There are many areas 
where I will create a justice system that protects our vulnerable immigrant and/or Latinx 
community: Members of our immigrant communities often find themselves as victims of 
theft, and fraud preying on their need of seeking residency, citizenship or legal services. 
These individuals offer assistance in exchange for large sums of money or personal 
identifying information, sometimes without providing promised services at all. Also, 
undocumented immigrants are sometimes hesitant to cooperate with law enforcement due to 
their immigration status become more vulnerable to exploitation related to their 
employment, wages, and housing. Having a DA’s office that the community trusts is 
paramount in building true criminal justice reform. It is key that the DA’s office enforce and 
follow the mandates and spirit of the sanctuary City resolutions adopted throughout 
Alameda County. In addition to working to assure that defendants are not offered plea deals 
that have unintended consequences on their immigration status, deportation will never be 
used a tactic to scare people into plea deals. 
 

36. Will you affirmatively support post-conviction motions to mitigate or erase the immigration 
consequences of old convictions on behalf of non-citizens who pled guilty or went to trial 
without being aware of the immigration consequences of a plea?   
YES. 
 

37. To protect immigrant crime victims, will you pledge to adopt and promote a written U Visa 
policy within your Office that includes a rebuttable presumption of helpfulness and the 
direction that U Visa certifications be completed regardless of whether charges were 
brought, a conviction was achieved, or the case has concluded? Please select “Yes” or “No” 
and provide an explanation. 
 
YES. Having a DA’s office that the community trusts is paramount in building true criminal 
justice reform. It is key that the DA’s office enforce and follow the mandates and spirit of 
the sanctuary City resolutions adopted throughout Alameda County. In addition to working 
to assure that defendants are not offered plea deals that have unintended consequences on 
their immigration status, we will promote a U Visa policy that helps people remain rooted in 
our community. According to Homeland Security, many immigrants are fearful of admitting 
that they have been a victim of a crime in part because they believe they will be removed 
(deported) from the United States if they report the crime. I will also establish the first 
Office of Immigrant Assistance within the DA to bridge the gap between the immigrant 
community and law enforcement. The office will help immigrant survivors of crime 
navigate through our judicial system and connect them with local services that can provide 
them with advocacy, healing, and immigration security. 
 

38. Will you support state and local policies that prohibit local law enforcement from notifying 
ICE about release dates of people in local law enforcement custody, from transferring 
people to ICE, and from holding people for ICE? Please select “Yes” or “No” and provide 
an explanation. 



        
 

YES. As your future DA, I will continue to support a sanctuary state and the policy across 
Alameda County. I oppose cooperation with ICE and will not allow it in the DA’s office. 
Too often, the fear of deportation causes crimes to continue and witnesses to be silent. We 
need to rebuild public trust in the DA’s office. NOT cooperating with ICE is one step 
towards rebuilding that trust. 

 
39. Will you affirmatively work with advocates from the immigrant community to advance local 

and state policies that protect and advance the rights of all immigrants?  
 
YES. I will also establish the first Office of Immigrant Assistance within the DA to bridge 
the gap between the immigrant community that we serve, community-based organizations 
and law enforcement. The office will help immigrant survivors of crime navigate through 
our judicial system and connect them with local services that can provide them with 
advocacy, healing, and immigration security. 
 

40. Will you consider the possible effect on non-citizens of allowing them to challenge 
deportation orders in making recommendations for resentencing under AB 2491? Please 
select “Yes” or “No” and provide an explanation. 
 
YES. Regardless of someone’s immigration status, a District Attorney’s Office should be 
steadfast in seeking justice. This is a priority in my platform in my race to be Alameda 
County’s next District Attorney. 

 
 

Advancing Youth Justice 
 

41. Will you commit to keeping all children out of adult court by pledging not to prosecute any 
minors as adults? 
 
YES. Our approach to young people engaged in the system is deeply flawed. There are no 
circumstances under which I believe a juvenile should be prosecuted as an adult. The 
neuroscience is clear that brain development is not complete until a person is in their mid-
twenties. Numerous studies have shown the devastating harms of prosecuting children as 
adults. Prosecuting youth as adults not only destroys their lives, it does nothing to make our 
community safer. I will Immediately direct all deputies to identify cases where the office has 
charged or incarcerated a youth under the age of 18 as an adult and review them for 
alternative dispositions and impose a prohibition on charging youths as adults on all future 
cases subject to prosecution in our office. 
 

42. Recognizing that children and youth are categorically less culpable than adults, have less 
impulse control and possess profound capacity for transformation, will you decline to seek 
life without the possibility of parole for any person under 26 at the time of offense? Please 
select “Yes” or “No” and provide an explanation. 
 
YES. I will establish a young adult court, similar to the one in San Francisco, to divert and 
support young adults under the age of 25 who are facing felony charges. I will not seek life 



        
 

without the possibility of parole sentences for young people under the age of 26. I will work 
with local school systems and educators across the County to improve our outreach to young 
people to help them make better life decisions, reduce gun violence and avoid entanglement 
with the criminal justice system. We need a DA that understands that “none of us want to be 
judged by the worst thing we’ve ever done in our lives.” Bryan Stevenson, Just Mercy 

 
43. Will you prohibit the use of juvenile adjudications as strikes and allow resentencing?  

YES. 
 

44. When juveniles are being prosecuted (for both misdemeanors and felonies), do you support 
advocating for restorative justice practices instead of time spent in juvenile hall? If so, what 
practices would you support? 
 
YES. I have supported the development and expansion of the non-profit Restorative Justice 
for Oakland Youth (RJOY)since its inception. RJOY has been successful in providing young 
people with the tools to resolve conflicts without resorting to violence. I will work with 
educators to expand services provided by RJOY in the educational arena, along with 
expanding partnerships with organizations such as Community Works West, the Center for 
Young Women’s Development, CURJY, the Urban Peace Movement, BOSS, Genesis, 
Youth Alive and other community-based youth advocates. Since 2017, I have included the 
initiative to bring a neighborhood courts program to Alameda County in my criminal justice 
reform platform. This type of program has been successful in reducing crime and recidivism 
in San Francisco, Seattle, New York, Los Angeles and Philadelphia. 

 
Protecting Workers and Consumers 

 
45. Will you create or expand a Consumer Protection Unit in the Office to address labor 

violations – whether related to occupational safety and health or violations of basic laws, 
regulations or policies related to wages, hours or conditions of employment? 
YES. 

 
Death Penalty 

 
46. Will you pledge to never seek the death penalty, including in any cases sent back to your 

office after a court has reversed a death sentence in light of Governor Newsom’s 
moratorium on executions? 
YES. 
 

47.  Will you publicly support efforts to abolish the death penalty? Please select “Yes” or “No” 
and provide an explanation. 
 
YES. Upon taking office, I will immediately direct all deputies to identify cases where the 
office has been seeking the death penalty and review them for alternative dispositions and 
impose a prohibition on the death penalty on all future cases subject to prosecution in our 
office. This will save us millions of dollars on each case and allow us to invest the funds that 
could go toward other more effective programs. My platform, Point #5, includes a 



        
 

commitment that I will not charge the death penalty in any case, in alignment with the voters 
of Alameda County who voted twice to abolish the death penalty. 
 
 

48. Will you reexamine previously-imposed death sentences within your county, particularly 
when there is substantial evidence that the individual suffers from an intellectual disability 
or serious mental illness, was under the age of 25 at the time of the offense, or experienced 
extensive childhood trauma? 
 
YES. Upon taking office, I will immediately direct all deputies to identify cases where the 
office has been seeking the death penalty and review them for alternative dispositions. 
   

49. Will you pledge to never seek Life Without the Possibility of Parole (otherwise known as 
death by incarceration) sentences?  
YES. 


