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SUMMARY:
 Establishes a pilot program within the Department of Justice (DOJ) that would grant certain tribal law enforcement officers of the Blue Lake Rancheria, the Coyote Valley Band of Pomo Indians, and the Yurok Tribe of the Yurok Reservation state peace officer authority on Indian land and elsewhere in the state under specified circumstances. Specifically, this bill:

1. Establishes the Tribal Police Pilot Program to operate from January 1, 2025, until January 1, 2028, under the direction of the DOJ. 

1. Provides that, any “qualified entity” may notify DOJ that they wish to enroll in the program, and upon verification by the DOJ that the qualified entity has complied with specified requirements, any “qualifying member” of that qualified entity shall be deemed a peace officer, as specified. 

1. Defines “qualified entity” as the Blue Lake Rancheria, the Coyote Valley Band of Pomo Indians, and the Yurok Tribe of the Yurok Reservation.

1. Defines “qualified member” as a person who is regularly employed by a qualified entity as a law enforcement, police, or public safety officer or investigator, who meets all of the specified requirements and qualifications, and who has been designated by the qualified entity to be a peace officer pursuant to the program.

1. Requires DOJ to provide ongoing monitoring, evaluation, and support for the program and provides that the DOJ may suspend or terminate a qualified entity’s participation in the program for gross misconduct or for willful or persistent failure to comply with requirements.

1. States that the provisions in this bill shall not be construed to infringe upon the sovereignty of any Indian tribe nor their inherent authority to self-govern, including the authority to enact laws that govern their lands and provides that a qualified entity may terminate their participating in the program at will, as specified. 

1. Provides that the authority of a tribal officer designated as a peace officer pursuant to the program extends to any place within the territorial boundaries of the Indian country of the officer’s employing tribe.

1. Provides that the authority of a tribal officer designated as a peace officer pursuant to this program also extends to any place in the state, under any of the following circumstances:

7. At the request of a state or local law enforcement agency;

7. Under exigent circumstances involving an immediate danger to persons or property, or of the escape of a perpetrator;

7. For the purposes of making an arrest when there is probable cause to believe a public offense has occurred within the Indian country of the tribe and with the prior consent of the chief of police or the sheriff, as specified;

7. When the officer is in hot pursuit or close pursuit of an individual that the officer has reasonable suspicion has violated or attempted to violate state law and the violation occurred within the Indian country of the tribe that employs the officer; and, 

7. When delivering an apprehended person to the custody of a law enforcement authority or magistrate in the city or county in which the offense occurred.

1. Provides that, when a tribal officer designated as a peace officer pursuant to the program issues a citation for a violation of state law, the citation shall require the person cited to appear in the superior court of the county in which the offense was committed, and shall be submitted to the district attorney of that county.

1. Provides that any criminal charge resulting from a custodial arrest or citation issued by a person designated as peace officer designated pursuant to the program, while exercising the authority as a peace officer, shall be within the jurisdiction of the courts of the State of California.

1. Requires any official action taken by a person designated as a peace officer pursuant to this program, while exercising the authority as a peace officer, including, without limitation, any detention, arrest, use of force, citation, release, search, or application for, or service of, any warrant, shall be taken in accordance with all applicable state laws.

1. States that a person shall not be designated as a peace officer unless the person completes and maintains all requirements for the appointment, training, education, hiring, eligibility, and certification required for peace officers under state law. The tribe employing the peace officer must document the officer’s compliance with this provision and submit documentation to the DOJ. 

1. Requires a qualified entity enrolled in the program to do all of the following: 

12. Enact and maintain in continuous force a law or resolution expressing their intent that their tribal officers be California peace officers and adopting any requirements prescribed by this bill;  

12. Adopt and maintain in continuous force for a period of no less than two years after the conclusion of the program, an ordinance or other enforceable policy that provides procedures comparable to the California Public Records Act (CPRA); 

12. Maintain and make available for public inspection, pursuant to ordinance or policy, any record related to misconduct by a person designated as a peace officer pursuant to the program, as specified, including any administrative record of the tribe specifically related to such conduct, for a period of no less than two years after the conclusion of the program; 

12. Adopt and maintain in continuous force an ordinance or other enforceable policy that provides procedures comparable to the Government Claims Act for any claim arising from any actions or omissions of a tribal police officer acting as a California peace officer pursuant to the program; 

12. Adopt a limited waiver of sovereign immunity against suit, liability, and judgment, as specified. 

12. Adopt an ordinance or policy with a requirement that the tribe shall cooperate with any inspections, audits, and investigations by the DOJ for improper acts or omissions by tribal officers, including any sanction or discipline imposed by the department, up to and including removal of the tribe from the program;

12. Comply with specified state laws relating to peace officer decertification; 

12. Carry sufficient insurance coverage for the liability of the tribe arising from acts or omissions of tribal officers, which shall be determined by the DOJ in consultation with the tribe; 

12. Submit all required documentation of compliance with these provisions to the DOJ;  and, 

12. Submit any data, statistics, reports, or other information requested by the DOJ for the monitoring and evaluation of the pilot program to the DOJ. 

1. Requires, no later than January 1, 2027, DOJ to prepare and submit an interim report to the Legislature, the Assembly Select Committee on Native American Affairs, and the Assembly and Senate Public Safety Committees.

1. Requires, no later than June 1, 2028, DOJ to prepare and submit a final report to the Legislature, the Assembly Select Committee on Native American Affairs, and the Assembly and Senate Public Safety Committees.	

1. States that these reports shall include, without limitation, the program’s impact on case clearance rates, including, without limitation, homicide and missing persons cases, crime rates on Indian lands and surrounding communities, recruitment and retention of tribal police, a discussion of feasibility and implementation difficulties, and recommendations to the Legislature.	

1. Includes a sunset date January 1, 2030, and provides that as of that date, the above-described provisions are repealed.

1. Provides that the peace officer authority granted to any person pursuant to the program shall be automatically revoked on January 1, 2029, unless extended by a later enacted statute.

1. Makes legislative findings and declarations. 

EXISTING FEDERAL LAW:

1. Provides that Indian tribes are domestic independent nations that exercise inherent sovereign authority which can be modified only through Congressional action. (E.g., Michigan v. Bay Mills Indian Community (2014) 572 U.S. 782, 788-789.)

1. States that any Indian tribe shall have the right to organize for its common welfare. (25 U.S.C. § 476.) 

1. States that California has jurisdiction over offenses committed by or against Indians in Indian Country to the same extent that the State has jurisdiction over offenses committed elsewhere in the State. (18 U.S.C. § 1162.)  

1. Provides that the criminal laws of California shall have the same force and effect within Indian country as they have elsewhere within the State. (18 U.S.C. § 1162.)  

1. Defines “Indian country” as all land within the limits of any Indian reservation under the jurisdiction of the United States Government. (18 U.S.C. § 1151.) 

1. Establishes the BIA, which is responsible management of all Indian affairs and of all matters arising out of Indian relations. (25 U.S.C. §§ 1 through 68.) 

1. States that the BIA is responsible for assisting in the provision of federal law enforcement services in Indian County and authorizes the BIA to issue SLECs to tribal law enforcement officers. (25 U.S.C. §§ 2802 & 2803.) 

1. Limits the penalty that a tribal court may impose on a criminal defendant for a conviction to a term of imprisonment not to exceed 1 year or a fine of $5,000. A tribal court may impose a term of imprisonment of 3 years or a fine not to exceed $15,000 or both, as specified, if the person has previously been convicted of the same or comparable offense by any jurisdiction in the United States. Under no circumstance can the term of the sentence exceed 9 years. (25 U.S.C. § 1302.)

1. Authorizes tribal courts to exercise special tribal criminal jurisdiction over all people, concurrent with the criminal jurisdiction of the federal government and the state, for specified crimes, including, assault of tribal justice personnel, child violence, dating violence, domestic violence, obstruction of justice, sexual violence, sex trafficking, stalking, and a violation of a protective order. A Tribe may not exercise this special jurisdiction if neither the defendant nor the victim is Indian. (25 U.S.C § 1304.) 

1. Guarantees that the writ of habeas corpus shall be available to any person, in a court of the United States, to test the legality of his detention by order of an Indian tribe. (25 U.S.C. § 1303.) 

EXISTING STATE LAW:

1. Provides that the Attorney General (AG) is the chief law enforcement officer of the State. The AG shall have direct supervision over every law enforcement officers as may be designated by law. (Cal. Const. art. V, § 13.) 

1. States that a county or city may make and enforce within its limits all local, police, sanitary, and other ordinances and regulations not in conflict with general laws. (Cal. Const. art. XI, § 7.) 

1. Establishes the “Feather Alert,” which is a notification system designed to issue and coordinate alerts with respect to endangered indigenous people, specifically indigenous women or indigenous people, who are reported missing under unexplained or suspicious circumstances. (Gov. Code § 8594.13.) 

1. Provides that, to improve upon the implementation of concurrent criminal jurisdiction on California Indian lands, the DOJ shall provide technical assistance to local law enforcement agencies that have Indian lands within or abutting their jurisdictions, and to tribal governments with Indian lands, including those with and without tribal law enforcement agencies, as specified. (Pen. Code, § 110151.) 

1. Authorizes law enforcement agency or court of a tribe may apply to the Attorney General for access to the California Law Enforcement Telecommunications System (CLETS). (Pen. Code, § 15168.) 

1. Allows cities and counties to enter into a contract with an Indian tribe to provide police or sheriff protection services for the Indian tribe either solely on Indian lands, or on the Indian lands and territory adjacent to those Indian lands. (Gov. Code, § 54981.7)

1. Designates specified persons who meet all standards imposed by law on a peace officer, as a peace officer. (Pen. Code, § 830-832.18.) 

1. Provides that the authority of peace officers, as specified, extends to any place in the state as follows: 

7. As to a public offense committed or for which there is probable cause to believe has been committed within the political subdivision that employs the peace officer or in which the peace officer serves;

7. If the peace officer has the prior consent of the chief of police or chief, director, or chief executive officer of a consolidated municipal public safety agency, or person authorized by that chief, director, or officer to give consent, if the place is within a city, or of the sheriff, or person authorized by the sheriff to give consent, if the place is within a county; and,
7. As to a public offense committed or for which there is probable cause to believe has been committed in the peace officer’s presence, and with respect to which there is immediate danger to person or property, or of the escape of the perpetrator of the offense.

1. States that any person designated by a tribe, who is deputized or appointed by the county sheriff, is a peace officer, if the person and the person has completed the basic Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training (POST) course. The authority of a peace officer pursuant to this subdivision includes the full powers and duties of a peace officer, as follows:

8. As to a public offense committed or for which there is probable cause to believe has been committed within the political subdivision that employs the peace officer or in which the peace officer serves;

8. If the peace officer has the prior consent of the chief of police, if the place is within a city, or of the sheriff, if the place is within a county; and, 

8. As to a public offense committed or for which there is probable cause to believe has been committed in the peace officer’s presence, and with respect to which there is immediate danger to person or property, or of the escape of the perpetrator of the offense.  (Pen. Code, § 830.6, subd. (b).)

FISCAL EFFECT:
 Unknown

COMMENTS:


1. Author's Statement: According to the author, “The devastating issue of MMIP has caused untold tragedy that often becomes long lingering ripples of grief and further tragedy. We can reduce the number of cases through greater collaboration by law enforcement, tribal communities, mental health and other service providers to ensure that victims and their loved ones receive the support and attention they need to overcome these acts of violence. Providing California Peace officer status to Tribal police will strengthen public safety in our communities, and allow us to start making progress to finding our missing loved ones and preventing tragedy.”

1. Effect of this Bill: This bill would establish the Tribal Police Pilot Program pilot program within the DOJ that would allow select Indian tribes to elect to participate in the program. The program requires the DOJ to submit a report to the legislature detailing the status of the program. The program also places significant requirements on both the participating tribe and the law enforcement officer to be designated by the tribe as a California peace officer. The pilot program would last for three years, commencing January 1, 2025. As currently drafted, this bill provides that any peace officer status designated pursuant to the program will be revoked on June 1, 2028 and that the pilot program will sunset on January 1, 2030.  

The proposed committee amendments would extend the date that peace officer authority would be revoked to January 1, 2029 closer to the sunset date in this bill. In so doing, the Legislature would have sufficient time to review the reports required by this bill and enact legislation extending the sunset before the date peace officer authority would be revoked. 

1. Requirements That Must Be Met By the Tribe: This bill provides that, to designate a tribal law enforcement officer as peace officer, the tribe participating in the program meet certain requirements. The tribe must enact a law or resolution expressing their intent that tribal officers be California peace officers; providing public access to tribal records relating to any exercise of authority granted by this bill, in a manner equivalent to the CPRA and personnel records related to misconduct by a person designated as a California peace officer by the tribe; compliance with specified provisions of state law regarding peace officers, including officer decertification; and, maintain liability and property damage insurance in an amount to be determined by the DOJ. The tribe must also adopt a limited waiver of tribal sovereign immunity for claims against a tribal officer arising from any actions or omission of a tribal police officer acting as a California peace officer. 

1. Requirements that the Tribal Officer Must Meet This bill would require a tribal law enforcement officer participating in the program to meet the same requirements required of any other person under state law to be designated as a California peace officer. Notably, the officer must meet POST training standards for peace officers pursuant to specified provisions of state law. POST was created by the legislature in 1959 to set minimum selection and training standards for California law enforcement. Their mandate includes establishing minimum standards for training of peace officers in California.  (Pen. Code § 13510, subd. (a).)  As of 1989, all peace officers in California are required to complete an introductory course of training prescribed by POST, and demonstrate completion of that course by passing an examination.  (Pen. Code, § 832, subd. (a).)  

1. The Powers Granted to Tribal Law Enforcement Officers by This Bill: This bill would allow a tribal law enforcement officer designated as a California peace officer to exercise full authority as a peace officer both within the Indian country of the tribe and anywhere in the state.

4. Within Indian Country of the Tribe:  A person designated as a peace officer pursuant to this bill would have the full authority of a California peace officer to enforce state law against both Indians and non-Indians within Indian county of their employing Tribe. 

4. Anywhere in this State: A person designated as a peace officer pursuant to this bill would have the full authority of a California peace officer to enforce state law, against Indians and non-Indians anywhere in this state, under the following circumstances: 

1. At the request of a state or local law enforcement agency;

1. Under exigent circumstances, as specified;

1. To make an arrest where there is probable cause to believe a  public offense occurred within Indian county of the tribe and with prior consent of the sheriff or police, as specified; 

1. When the officer is in hot pursuit, as specified; and, 

1. When delivering an apprehended person to the custody of a local law enforcement official. 

There are serious concerns with regard to (iii). This would give tribal law enforcement officers participating in the program broader arrest authority than all other California peace officers. Under existing law, Penal Code section 836 authorizes an officer to make an arrest if they have “probable cause that the person has committed a public offense in the officer’s presence.” 

This bill would not require the person to have committed the offense in the tribal law enforcement officer’s presence in order to make an arrest anywhere within this state. For example, an officer could have cause to believe a person no longer located with Indian country of the tribe committed an offense while within Indian country. The officer could search and arrest that person anywhere in this state, without a warrant, even if that offense was not committed in their presence. This raises serious Fourth Amendment concerns. (U.S. Cont., 4th Amend [guarantees the right against unreasonable searches and seizures without a warrant].) 

Also, as drafted a local police officer or circumvent existing state law by requesting a tribal law enforcement officer effectuate an arrest that they did not observe—an arrest that would otherwise be impermissible. Accordingly, author of this bill should consider an amendment to that would require the offense be committed in the presence of the tribal officer, consistent with existing law. 

1. Criminal Jurisdiction in Indian Country under Public Law 280:  Tribes are under the exclusive and plenary jurisdiction of the federal Congress, which may restrict or abolish jurisdiction and sovereignty. The federal government has exercised this power a number of times to limit tribal jurisdiction, assume federal jurisdiction over a number of areas: Congress has granted limited jurisdictional authority to the federal government [under the General Crimes Act, 18 U.S.C. § 1153 and the Major Crimes Act, 18 U.S.C. § 1152] and to the States [under PL 280] and has imposed limits on tribal courts through the Indian Civil Rights Act [ICRA, 25 U.S.C. § 1301–1303).
 
Further, in 1953 the United States Congress passed Public Law 280, which significantly altered the criminal jurisdictional framework governing tribal lands. Specifically, it provided six states, including California, with civil and criminal jurisdiction over crimes occurring on tribal land, and gave other states the option to adopt such jurisdiction. As a result, California and Tribes have concurrent jurisdiction over criminal offenses committed by or against Indians in the areas of Indian country. 

For example, if the offender is non-Indian, and the victim is non-Indian or Indian or it is a victimless crime the state generally has exclusive jurisdiction. (Draper v. United States (1896) 164 U.S. 240). Alternatively, if the offender is Indian, and the victim is Indian or non-Indian, there is concurrent state and tribal jurisdiction, exclusive of the federal government. (Indian Civil Rights Act, 25 U.S.C. § 1301.) Lastly, if the offender is Indian, and there is a victimless crime, there is concurrent state and tribal jurisdiction, exclusive of the federal government. (Ibid.)

Most crimes committed in California Indian Country are criminally prosecuted in state court, although Tribes can also prosecute the same crime in tribal court under tribal law, if the defendant is Indian. Notably, tribal courts may exercise special tribal criminal jurisdiction over all people, concurrent with the criminal jurisdiction of the federal government and the state, for the crime of assault of tribal justice personnel, even if neither the defendant nor the alleged victim is an Indian. (25 U.S.C § 1304, subds. (a)(1), (a)(5)(A), & (b)(4)(A).) This means that both state and tribal courts may prosecute persons who assault or attempt to murder tribal judges, even where the defendant is not Indian. 

The history of law enforcement action under PL 280 has been heavily criticized. PL 280 has created a number of legal complexities which may help explain why state law enforcement responses to criminal activity on Indian land have been inconsistent and at times, inadequate.[footnoteRef:1] 
 [1:  (Judicial Council, PUBLIC LAW 280 JURISDICTION. Available at: <https://www.courts.ca.gov/documents/PL280-jurisdiction.pdf>. ] 

1. Cross-Deputization Agreements: Federal law authorizes tribes to enter into cross-deputization agreements with state and local governments. (United States v. Fowler (9th Cir. 2022) 48 F.4th 1022, 1026.) Likewise, state law allows cities and counties to enter into contracts with Indian tribes to provide police or sheriff protection services for the Indian tribe either solely on Indian lands, or on the Indian lands and territory adjacent to those Indian lands. (Gov. Code, § 54981.7) State law also allows local law enforcement agency heads to deputized or appoint a tribal law enforcement officer as peace officer, if the officer has completed the basic POST course. (Pen. Code, § 830.6.) 

Generally, these agreements include provisions related to the roles and responsibilities of the respective agencies in regards to matters such as search warrants, booking and dispatch, detention and jailing, citizen complaints, emergency vehicles, field training, ongoing and continued POST training, cultural and diversity training, police reporting, police records, lines of communications, insurance and indemnification clauses, provisions for access to criminal information systems, waivers to sovereign immunity, dispute resolution and more.[footnoteRef:2] 

These agreements “can do a great deal of good in Indian country.”[footnoteRef:3] However, some observers criticize cooperative agreements as “too dependent on political goodwill, too likely to increase state jurisdictional encroachments, and too temporary to provide long-term clarity in Indian country.”[footnoteRef:4] For example, the Humboldt County Sheriff unilaterally suspended a cooperative agreement with the Hoopa Valley Tribal Police and the “degraded trust between the parties makes a [renewed] agreement unlikely.”[footnoteRef:5] [2:  See, e.g., Resolution of the Yurok Tribal Council (March 13, 2006). Available at: <https://www.courts.ca.gov/documents/Tribal-Resources-YurokResolution.pdf>.]  [3:  Developments in the Law –Indian Law: Chapter Two: Fresh Pursuit from Indian Country: Tribal Authority to Pursue Suspects onto State Land (April 2016) 129 Harv. L. Rev. 1685.]  [4:  Ibid.]  [5:  Ibid.] 


As stated in background material provided by the author, “While some tribal police agencies have developed agreements with county law enforcement agencies to allow for cooperation in enforcement of California laws on tribal lands, these agreements are subject to the discretion of individual officer holders, are not guaranteed in statute, and can change at any time. Many Tribes do not have positive relationships with county law enforcement, given historical trauma and even recent events Development of an MOU with local law enforcement is not an option for many Tribes. State recognition would bring parity and equity to Tribal police, communities, families, and victims of crime. It would also strengthen Tribal Police, who are trusted members of the community who utilize a “community policing” model.”[footnoteRef:6] 
 [6:  Ibid.] 

1. MMIP Crisis: For Native Americans and Alaska Natives, rates of murder, rape, and violent crime are all higher than the national averages. When looking at missing and murdered cases, data shows that Native American and Alaska Native women make up a significant portion of missing and murdered individuals.[footnoteRef:7] According to advocates of this bill, “These statics are a result of existing ‘policies and actions’ that ‘create or exacerbate barriers to full and equal participation’ by Tribes and Rancherias in public safety efforts. Without the power to enforce California criminal laws, tribal police and tribal communities are exposed to consequences of relying on local law enforcement to respond to exigent emergencies or violent crime.”
 [7:  U.S. Department of the Interior, Indian Affairs, Missing and Murdered Indigenous People Crisis <https://www.bia.gov/service/mmu/missing-and-murdered-indigenous-people-crisis>.] 

1. Potential for Longer Sentences: Pursuant to the Indian Civil Rights Act, federal law imposes sentencing limits. Subject to some exceptions, generally tribes cannot impose for conviction of an offense any penalty or punishment greater than imprisonment for a term of one year or a fine of $5,000, and cannot impose a total punishment greater than nine years imprisonment. (25 U.S.C. § 1302.) 

Under this bill, tribal officers who are designated by tribes that participate in the program would be able police violations of state law by both Indians and non-Indians, without reliance on state or local law enforcement. Practically, this means that more individuals will be charged with offenses in state court under state statutes that call for increased penalties, and longer terms of imprisonment under state law and will serve such terms imprisonment in local and state correctional facilities. 

1. Argument in Support: According to the Yurok Tribe, a sponsor of this bill, “AB 2138 will reform California law, which currently denies California tribal police officers the recognition of peace officer status if certain requirements are met. Thirteen states and the federal government provide a mechanism for tribal police to have peace officer status, as long as certain requirements are met. However, California does not, which leaves Tribal Police officers, especially those in rural areas, unable to pursue many issues on and off the reservation. As a result, Tribal communities, families, and victims also go unprotected, contributing to the MMIP crisis. State recognition would bring parity and equity to Tribal police, communities, families, and victims of crime. It would also strengthen Tribal Police, who are trusted members of the community who utilize a “community policing” model. And studies have shown that public safety improves when Tribal Nations have the resources to enforce their own laws and to protect their people.”

1. Argument in Opposition: None Submitted. 

1. Related Legislation:

11. ACR 133 (Ramos) would designate the month of May 2024 as Missing and Murdered Indigenous People Awareness Month in California. ACR 133 is pending in Assembly Rules Committee. 

11. AB 1863 (Ramos) would revise the conditions under which a law enforcement agency may request the California Highway Patrol to activate a Feather Alert. AB 1863 is pending in this Committee.  

11. AB 2265 (Ramos) would require law enforcement to disaggregate data reported to the DOJ based on whether domestic violence incidents took place in Indian country, as defined, and would require a domestic violence incident report form to include a notation of whether the incident took place in Indian country. AB 2265 is pending in this Committee. 

11. AB 2279 (Cervantes) would express the intent of the Legislature to enact legislation to create a Bureau of Missing and Murdered Indigenous Women within the Department of Justice. AB 2279 is pending in this Committee. 

11. AB 2281 (Soria) would make it a crime for a person to assault a judge or former judge of a Tribal court in retaliation for or to prevent the performance of their official duties. AB 2281 is pending in Assembly Transportation Committee. 

11. AB 2944 (Waldron) would authorize the Governor to appoint a Red Ribbon Panel to address the murdered or missing indigenous persons crisis. AB 2944 is pending in Assembly Appropriations Committee.  

11. AB 2974 (Dahle) would include a deputy sheriff employed by the County of Modoc within that definition of peace officer. AB 2974 is pending on the Assembly floor.

1. Prior Legislation:

1. AB 44 (Ramos), Chapter 638, Statues of 2023, requires the DOJ to grant tribal courts and tribal law enforcement access to CLETS. 

1. AB 1314 (Ramos), Chapter 476, Statutes of 2022, authorizes law enforcement agencies to request CHP to activate a Feather Alert if specified criteria are satisfied with respect to an indigenous person who has been reported missing.

1. AB 3099 (Ramos), Chapter 170, Statutes of 2020, requires the DOJ to provide technical assistance to local law enforcement agencies and tribal governments relating to guidance for law enforcement education and training on policing and criminal investigations on Indian lands, providing guidance on improving crime reporting, crime statistics, criminal procedures, and investigative tools, and facilitating and supporting improved communication between local law enforcement agencies and tribal governments. 

1. AB 1854 (Frazier), of the 2019-2020 Legislative Session, would have created the Missing or Murdered Native American Women Task Force in the DOJ. AB 1854 was never heard in this Committee.

1. AB 1507 (Hernández), of the 2015-2016 Legislative Session, would have required each police chief and county sheriff to assess their jurisdiction to determine if any Indian tribal lands lie within the jurisdiction, and to ensure that those peace officers employed by the agency who work in, or adjacent to, Indian tribal lands, or who may be responsible for responding to calls for service on, or adjacent to, Indian tribal lands, complete a course that includes, but is not limited to, a review of Public Law 280. AB 1507 failed passage by the Senate.

1. SB 911 (Alarcon), of the 2001-2002 Legislative Session, would have among other things, authorized Tribal officers to exercise the powers of California peace officers and to enforce California law. SB 911 was heard for testimony only in Senate Public Safety Committee.

REGISTERED SUPPORT / OPPOSITION:


Support


California Tribal Business Alliance
Habematolel Pomo of Upper Lake
Initiate Justice
Picayune Rancheria of The Chukchansi Indians
Strong Hearted Native Women's Coalition, INC.
Tejon Indian Tribe
Yurok Tribe

1 Private Individual 

Opposition


None submitted. 
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