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Federal immigration agents arrested at least two allegedly undocumented men at the Sonoma 

County Superior Court courthouse in Santa Rosa on Tuesday in defiance of a state law meant to 

stop such detentions. Sonoma County District Attorney Jill Ravitch, Public Defender Kathleen 

Pozzi and County Counsel Bruce Goldstein issued a statement condemning the arrests by the 

U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement agents, saying “they have the effect of scaring 

away witnesses and victims. While the county officials said three people were detained 

Tuesday, one in a courthouse hallway and two more in the parking lot, an ICE spokesman said 

only two men, both Mexican nationals with prior convictions and past deportations, were 

arrested. 

For three years, Chief Justice Tani Cantil-Sakauye has pleaded with federal officials to stay away 

from state courthouses. The arrests this week highlight the difficulties judges and court officials 

face as they grapple with conflicting federal and state laws governing immigrants in California 

courthouses. Gov. Gavin Newsom signed legislation last year that gives judicial officers the 

authority “to prohibit activities that threaten access to state courthouses and court 

proceedings, and to prohibit interruption of judicial administration, including protecting the 

privilege from civil arrest at courthouses and court proceedings.” 

But it’s unclear what practical power, if any, judges have to stop federal agents from making 

arrests in courthouses. 

Before the law’s enactment, Attorney General Xavier Becerra issued model policies for courts 

interacting with ICE that recommended limiting disclosure of litigants’ immigration statuses and 

using pseudonyms for immigrants “where feasible.” 

“In those model policies, the attorney general states that the state of California ‘has a 

responsibility to provide safe and secure access to court facilities to all residents regardless of 

immigration status,’” B. Tam Nomoto Schumann, president of the California Judges Association, 

said in an email. “Courts have relied and will continue to rely on these model policies to ensure 

http://sonomacounty.ca.gov/DA/Press-Releases/Ice-Arrest-at-Sonoma-County-Court-House/
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https://oag.ca.gov/sites/all/files/agweb/pdfs/immigration/court.pdf


access to justice for all in California.” Courts aren’t required to adopt policies about ICE 

activities, however, and the judicial branch does not track whether they have done so. Sonoma 

County Presiding Judge Bradford DeMeo did not return a message left at the courthouse 

Wednesday. Federal immigration authorities say they’re not bound by California’s law in any 

case. 
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