
 
2018 Questionnaire for Candidates of Seeking Endorsement for 

District Attorney 
 

Thank you for seeking the endorsement of East Bay Young Democrats. 
The following is a set of questions of interest to our membership. Once 
completed, it will be available to members at our endorsement meeting. 

 
Please return completed questionnaires to Amy Randel, 

aerandel@gmail.com and info@ebyd.org no later than Thursday, March 
22, 2018 for consideration. 

 
For each of the following, your answers would be deeply appreciated. Please 
keep each answer at no more than one paragraph. 
 
Candidate Name:   Nancy E. O’Malley 
 
       

1. California spends an exorbitant amount of money on corrections at both 
the state and county level. In developing policies for charging and plea 
bargaining, would you consider the impact these choices have on both 
your county’s and the state’s corrections budget?  
Answer:  Yes, My Office created Mentor Diversion Court for young adult 
offenders.  Instead of incarceration, the individuals are able to get into a 
track for employment and/or school.  Cases are dismissed at the 
conclusion of the program.  For several years, the individuals were linked 
with a mentor, however, it is difficult to find volunteer mentors.  
Nevertheless, the recidivism rate for those going through Mentor Diversion 
has hovered around 5%.   I have been part of the leadership that has 
created and implemented several collaborative courts that get individuals 
out of custody and into specialized courts to address root causes of 
criminal conduct.  My Office created the Early Intervention Court, which 
gets individuals out of custody and provides opportunities for participating 
in programs that fit the needs and goals of the individual.  In collaborative 
courts, depending on the crime, cases are often dismissed at the 
conclusion of the program.   My Office is the only prosecutor office in the 
country to receive social impact bond funding for a new style of 
programming “Pay-For-Success.”  We have created “Alameda County 
Justice Restoration Program.”  ACJRP has “Investors” who will be paid 



 
back on their investment once we meet our milestones and show the 
success of our innovative program.  ACJRP focuses on young adults who 
are on felony probation or who have been convicted of a felony crime and 
commits a new felony crime.  ACJRP focuses on what the individual needs 
to succeed.  Successful completion means cases are dismissed. 
 
At the misdemeanor level, we are sending individuals who commit low level 
crimes to class, rather than file charges.    

 
2. There are racial disparities in drug law enforcement, despite the fact that 

white people and people of color use and sell drugs at the same rate. What 
would you do or have you done to minimize these disparities?  
Answer:  Mentor Diversion Program discussed above, focuses on young 
men and some women who are involved in the narcotics industry.  African 
American young men represented a disproportionately high percentage of 
individuals arrested and charged with narcotics sales.  As stated above, 
Mentor Diversion has been very successful in creating successful 
pathways for those individuals.  Drug sales now represent a small 
percentage of cases brought to the DA’s Office and/or are charged.  We 
have several programs that are funded by Realignment funding.  A 
community member once said to me “nothing stops a bullet faster than a 
job” and I am part of the decision making body to allocate $5 million into 
job training and another $3 million plus in mental health and substance 
abuse programs.  Recognizing that in Alameda County, particularly in the 
northern part of the county, there has been a disproportionate percentage 
of people of color in the criminal justice system. Since I became DA, we 
have been building programs to reduce those disparities.   

 
3. Do you support creating an option to charge low-level drug possession as 

a misdemeanor rather than a felony? Yes/No 
Answer: YES 

4. What strategies have you or would you implement to address child sex 
trafficking? Who would you target and what would that targeting look like? 
Answer:  I am recognized as a national leader in combating human 
trafficking.  In the late 90s, I wrote a grant to focus on adults, mostly men,  
sexually exploiting teenage girls and some boys being exploited by 
women.  That led me to see commercial sexual exploitation.  In 2002, 2003, 
2004, I head statewide conference “All things Teen” and we were the first to 
address human trafficking.  In 2005, I created a specialized prosecution 
Unit to focus on prosecuting traffickers.  In 2006, California finally passed a 



 
law defining and prohibiting human trafficking.  By 2009, I had created and 
introduced a comprehensive community Plan “H.E.A.T. Watch” (Human 
Exploitation And Trafficking), which has 5 focus areas:  training law 
enforcement (including the changing role of law enforcement as it pertains 
to minor victims of human trafficking); prosecution (my Office has 
prosecuted more than 575 human trafficking of minors cases); ensuring 
non-government and non-profit victim advocacy and support (I have 
supported and worked with MISSSEY since its inception, as well as Love 
Never Fails and many other agencies in Alameda County and across the 
State and Country); changing laws and policies (I have written several laws, 
I helped pass Proposition 35 which strengthened CA laws protecting minor 
victims of sex trafficking, I have advocating in Washington DC, meeting 
with President Obama’s White House Council on Women and Girls and 
introduced to them the reality of human trafficking of American girls and 
boys, and not just international trafficking, worked with national 
organizations, such as Polaris Project, I have spoken on this topic 
hundreds of times, in CA, in other States and DC and recently went to Israel 
to assist them in combating sex trafficking of children); Community 
Engagement and Youth Support (H.E.A.T. Watch materials are distributed 
widely, I have a yearly billboard campaign, the first of which was “There is 
No Such Thing As A Child Prostitute” we work with schools and 
communities to educate about human trafficking of children. I have been 
part of several documentaries as an expert in the field.  We created a 
“Graphic Novel” called “Audrey” for schools to introduce and discuss the 
subject of human trafficking/ sex trafficking with school youth.  See 
“HEATWatch.org.”  I have created H.E.A.T. Institute, a CA research based 
institute to focus on human trafficking, gaps and failures and strategies for 
prevention.  My Commission is made up of statewide leaders and we have 
heard from over 500 individuals across CA.  I created Alameda County 
United Against Human Trafficking (AC United) which is an Advisory Board 
that has 35 members from our community.  I have received several national 
and statewide awards for my work in combatting human trafficking. 
 
I have legislation pending right now to focus on purchasers.  As long as 
there are purchasers, there will be human  trafficking.  If purchasers are 
specifically targeting minors to purchase, then they are on the spectrum of 
“sex offender” and should be treated as such.  There should be 
participation in a sex offender treatment program ordered.   
 



 
Through the H.E.A.T. Institute, I am funding a diversion program for adult 
women who have been arrested for commercial sex.  They have the option 
to participate in a research program to understand and gain more 
information about sex trafficking of youth and women who engage in 
commercial sex as adults.  This will assist us in creating more engaged and 
involved action with minors who are vulnerable to human traffickers. 
 
I am endorsed by several abolitionists and in January, was awarded the 
Abolitionist of the Year award from San Francisco Anti-trafficking Coalition.   

 
5. What has been or would be your policy regarding charging children in adult 

court? When would you use your authority to file charges in adult court 
and when would you pursue a case in juvenile court? 
Answer:  I believe that if a juvenile is transferred to adult court, it should be 
done rarely and only in the most egregious cases where there is a finding 
that the minor is not fit for the Juvenile Justice.  If the minor has engaged 
in the most serious crime, such as murder or serial sexual assaults, s/he 
should be referred for the “Fitness Report.”  That begins with a Petition 
from the prosecution.  We only request that Petition in the most serious of 
cases.  Once the work up and report are completed, the DA staff meets with 
the Judge and the minor’s counsel.  In 2017, we moved two 17 year old 
minors into adult court and both had committed horrific crimes.  Before the 
change in the law, the DA Office could charge a juvenile as an adult.  
However, we have discretion in what happens with the case in adult court, 
not juvenile court.  In one case involving 14 armed robberies on two 
separate occasions, we were able to have the now adult plead to one count 
of robbery and counts of assault and place him in a job training program, 
where he is doing well.  However, we also have a case involving a 17 year 
old who tortured, shot and the lit on fire two men, both of whom died, and a 
third man got away with severe injuries and burns.  Juvenile court is not 
equipped to deal with the juvenile and he is not fit for the juvenile justice 
system 
 
Do you support diversion and mentorship programs for first-time offenders 
ages 18-25? If so, what would you or have you done as District Attorney to 
promote such programs? 
Answer:  Yes,  as discussed above, we have established an Education 
Program where individuals are sent to a class, rather than charges being 
filed.  We have several diversion programs where cases are dismissed on 
conclusion of the successful participation.  We have created collaborative 



 
and specialized courts that are available for first time, and some repeat 
offenders between 18-25 years old that addresses individualized root 
causes of criminal conduct, such as Behavioral Health Court, Drug Court, 
Mentor Diversion Court, Veterans Court, Early Intervention Court and more. 
Successful participation can mean dismissal of the case or reduced 
charges.  This County has more collaborative courts than any other DA 
office in the State. 

 
6. As District Attorney, how have you or would you handle a fatal use of force 

incident involving local police? 
Answer:  The DA’s Office has a protocol for Officer Involved or In-Custody 
deaths.  The question for the District Attorney’s Office is whether the facts 
and the law warrant filing criminal charges against the officer.  We have 12 
teams that consists of an experience attorney and investigator who 
respond to officer involved shootings that result in death.  The 
investigation by the DA’s Office involves review of the evidence and 
witness interviews, law enforcement interviews including the officer(s) who 
discharged a weapon.  If the death occurs while the individual is in 
custody, a referral is made to the DA’s Office.  The same process occurs 
though the Team does not necessarily respond to the jail.   
 
In all cases, the DA’s Office prepares a report that is a public record.  

 
7. Do you support the elimination of the cash bail system? Yes/No 

Answer:  Yes 
 

8. Do you support civilian oversight of law enforcement? How would you 
encourage community participation in law enforcement oversight? 
Answer:  Yes.  There are Citizen Police Review Commissions that are very 
productive and bring a unique and different perspective to situations that 
are brought to them.  For instance, when a citizen complaint is made 
against an officer in Berkeley, in certain situations the Citizen Police 
Review Commission may offer restorative justice to the citizen and the 
officer in a way they can both grow and learn from the encounter that 
resulted in the complaint.   

 
9. Do you support creating an option to charge low-level drug possession as 

a misdemeanor rather than a felony? Yes/No 
Answer:  In the Alameda County DA’s Office, we have been filing low level 
drug possession cases as misdemeanors for a number of years.  We have 



 
had a robust Drug Court for a number of years that has been successful.  
Proposition 47 reduced all possession of drugs cases as misdemeanor 
crimes only.  Drug Court participation reduced but we are now working to 
rebuild our court.  We also have committed resources to those programs 
that provide drug treatment to expand the number of individuals who want 
to participate in programs or individualized treatment   



 
2018 Questionnaire for Candidates of Seeking Endorsement for 

District Attorney 
 

Thank you for seeking the endorsement of East Bay Young Democrats. 
The following is a set of questions of interest to our membership. Once 
completed, it will be available to members at our endorsement meeting. 

 
Please return completed questionnaires to Amy Randel, 

aerandel@gmail.com and info@ebyd.org no later than Thursday, March 
22, 2018 for consideration. 

 
For each of the following, your answers would be deeply appreciated. Please 
keep each answer at no more than one paragraph. 
 
Candidate Name: Pamela Y. Price 
 

 
1. California spends an exorbitant amount of money on corrections at both 

the state and county level. In developing policies for charging and plea 
bargaining, would you consider the impact these choices have on both 
your county’s and the state’s corrections budget? 

Absolutely. Our core mission in reforming the criminal justice system is to “give 
everyone a second chance at a first class life.” I believe in smart interventions that focus 
on the strengths of the people who come into contact with the criminal justice system. I 
will significantly expand pre-arrest and post-arrest diversion and restorative justice 
programs for youth as well as for adults, people with substance use disorders, and first 
time offenders. I will seek out alternative dispositions for people with disabilities (mental 
or physical), and establish or expand veteran courts, drug courts, neighborhood courts, 
and homeless courts.  My office will support community alternatives to incarceration and 
other punitive measures. I will establish strong partnerships with community 
organizations, faith based groups, labor unions, local businesses, and other 
stakeholders to make sure we collectively create sustainable support systems for 
people to get back on their feet and live productive, dignified lives. I believe in investing 
heavily in prevention programs, strong public schools, afterschool programs, mentorship 
programs, quality healthcare, affordable housing, and full employment for all.  
 



 
2. There are racial disparities in drug law enforcement, despite the fact that 

white people and people of color use and sell drugs at the same rate. What 
would you do or have you done to minimize these disparities? 

A recent study by the Center On Juvenile and Criminal Justice, the Burns Institute, and 
the National Center for Youth Law found that between 2010-2016 in Alameda County, 
Black youth were 65 times more likely and Latino youth were 27 times more likely to be 
prosecuted as adults than White youth. Only systemic racism in the current DA’s 
decision-making process can explain those disturbing disparities. I will address the 
issues of systemic racism in the DA’s office in the following manner: 

 
a. Examine all the current data and identify data gaps that can reveal to us 

where exactly the racial disparities are originating and how they can be 
stopped. I will work with experts like the Vera Institute who have done this 
type of assessment with DAs in other counties throughout the nation. 

 
b. All the ADAs will receive continual training on systemic racism and implicit 

bias as part of their professional development. 
 

c. I’ll implement fair and just charging policies that are designed to reduce 
incarceration. For instance, to address the above mentioned disparities 
with regard to youth of color being prosecuted as adults, I will institute a 
policy to never charge any youth as adults under any circumstances. That 
would totally eliminate the racial disparities in the prosecution of youth as 
adults. 

 
D. Finally, I will end the practice of charging cases that arise from 

unconstitutional policing, particularly cases based on racial profiling. The 
statistics from the Stanford Law School study of policing in Oakland (the 
Eberhardt study) showed glaring racial disparities in everything from 
demeanor and language to handcuffing and arrests. I will also initiate and 
pursue a review of all cases charged in the past 7 years to  identify any 
prosecutions by my office where racially-biased decision-making impacted 
the disposition of the case and seek to provide appropriate remedies to 
ameliorate the harm caused. 

 
 

3. Do you support creating an option to charge low-level drug possession as 
a misdemeanor rather than a felony? Yes.  

 
4. What strategies have you or would you implement to address child sex 

trafficking? Who would you target and what would that targeting look like? 
 



 
My strategies would be based on the numerous studies of experiences of youth 

in the sex trade in the Bay Area. In a 2016 study, the Center for Court Innovation found 
that the lives of youth are often characterized by instability and vulnerability, and that 
working to strengthen the safety net for youth engaged in sex work by increasing 
access to safe shelters, food and other material resources are likely to be more effective 
than counseling, and certainly criminalization. Housing is at the heart of the solution to 
this problem for both youth and adults, and this is a solution that has only received 
minimal attention from the current DA in the past 20 years.  
 

Police harassment and sexual exploitation of vulnerable youth has also created a 
dynamic of avoiding law enforcement that needs to be addressed by confronting police 
misconduct directly and holding police officials accountable for their role in the sex 
trade. My administration would publicly denounce the sexual exploitation of youth by 
police officers, and widely circulate throughout our neighborhoods the information to 
contact my new Police Accountability Unit (PAU) to report misconduct and provide 
meaningful opportunities to access the resources of the unit.  

 
Studies have also shown that a large percentage of youth engaged in the sex 

trade are male or transgender individuals. My strategies would both diversify and 
expand the resources to provide options for this population as well as women and girls. 
Limiting the focus on resources for girls has created the environment for the explosion 
of trafficking across Alameda County as well as widened the path for homelessness. 

 
My efforts would be targeted at the people (predominantly men) who create a 

financial incentive by trading money or other economic benefits for sex. I would work 
toward completely decriminalizing commercially sexually exploited youth and adults 
engaged in the sex trade, similar to the approach taken in Sweden. I would, however, 
develop disincentives to those who are engaged in the sex trade themselves and exploit 
others for economic advantage. Where appropriate, the buyers would generally be 
referred to neighborhood courts to respond to the local residents about the conditions 
that their conduct is creating in the neighborhood.  

 
I would also work to establish a new court designed for women with repeat 

prostitution offenses, or offenses arising out of active engagement in the sex trade, 
modeled after the Dawn Court in Philadelphia. Our presumptive policy will be that 
anyone with 3 or more prostitution arrests, or offenses arising out of their active 
engagement in the sex trade, would be referred to the new “Dawn Court.” Eligibility 



 
might also be adjusted after, not as a condition of their starting, their transition from the 
sex trade to a productive life free of criminal activity. 

 
Ultimately, Alameda County needs a separate centralized receiving center for 

sexually exploited youth and adults that would recognize them as survivors with trained 
staff to respond to the dangers they face, who can assist in creating a safety plan as 
well as transition and long-term plans. We would also divert them from the criminal 
justice system as much as possible to provide them the opportunity to build a new life 
for themselves.  
 

5. What has been or would be your policy regarding charging children in adult 
court? When would you use your authority to file charges in adult court 
and when would you pursue a case in juvenile court? 

There are no circumstances under which I believe a juvenile should be prosecuted as 
an adult. The development science 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 communities safer.  

 
I believe the best way for the justice system to serve youth is through investments in 
education, after school programs, targeted employment, and age appropriate 
interventions when they individuals do commit crimes. My efforts will be dedicated to 
establishing neighborhood courts, community service alternatives, and restorative 
justice programs for youth. 
 

6. Do you support diversion and mentorship programs for first-time offenders 
ages 18-25? If so, what would you or have you done as District Attorney to 
promote such programs? 

Yes I do. I intend to do two things to support young people under the age of 25: 
a. I will establish a young adult court, similar to the one the San Francisco DA has 

established, to divert and support young adults who are facing felony charges.  
b. I will not seek life without parole sentences for young people under the age of 25.  

 
7. As District Attorney, how have you or would you handle a fatal use of force 

incident involving local police? 
The greatest danger to public safety with respect to police is the unjustified use of force, 
which creates an understandable lack of public trust. As your next District Attorney, I will 
establish a “Police Accountability Unit” that will vigorously investigate, provide a prompt 
public report and prosecute all allegations of unlawful conduct by law enforcement 
officers. I also commit to requesting, whenever appropriate, that the Attorney General of 



 
the State of California assist in directing, investigating, managing and prosecuting both 
fatal and serious incidents pursuant to Section 13 of Article V of the California 
Constitution, to avoid the appearance of impropriety if not an actual conflict of interest.  
 
I will not tolerate the unlawful killing of unarmed civilians by police officers who abuse 
the power they are given by the public to protect and serve our communities.  
 

8. Do you support the elimination of the cash bail system? Yes. 
I am strongly in favor of eliminating money bail. Money bail creates a tiered justice 
system, one for poor people and one for rich people. It criminalizes poverty by keeping 
people locked up not because they have been guilty of any crimes 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 doesn’t advance public safety and it perpetuates 
inequality. 

  
Furthermore, the racial disparities in who is currently incarcerated for inability to post 
bail are outrageous. People of color are disproportionately held in custody due to their 
inability to post bail, which forces people to plead guilty just to get out of jail. Money bail 
is also wasteful. Over the course of two years, experts estimate that Alameda County 
spent $14.8 million dollars to incarcerate people who the prosecutor ultimately did not 
charge or whose charges were dismissed. These funds can be reallocated to prevent 
crime by supporting re-entry efforts, including job placement and housing assistance.  
 

9. Do you support civilian oversight of law enforcement? How would you 
encourage community participation in law enforcement oversight? 

Yes. Oakland’s police commission is an example of a civilian oversight of law 
enforcement that I would encourage community participation in. Once we are able to 
examine its effectiveness in holding the police accountable, I would support similar 
efforts in other cities as well.  
 

10.Do you support creating an option to charge low-level drug possession as 
a misdemeanor rather than a felony? Yes. 

https://www.hrw.org/report/2017/04/11/not-it-justice/how-californias-pretrial-detention-and-bail-system-unfairly
https://www.hrw.org/report/2017/04/11/not-it-justice/how-californias-pretrial-detention-and-bail-system-unfairly

