














K-9 or no K-9

In progress calls can rapidly change from a situation where the K9 could not be
used to a situation where they could.

It is very important to put out all of the factors leading up to the incident and
during, no matter how small you think they are. It is a totality of factors that
would help determine if a K9 can be utilized.

Examples:

* Foot bail for a misdemeanor 10851/2800.1vc (Not within K9 policy). Foot bail
from a 10851/2800.1, wearing bulky clothing, possibly a weapon in hand,
informative movements towards waist line (Yes on K9).

* Violent ,dnm_os< wanted subjects.

* 3056pc/3455pc wants (etc)



"BUILDING SEARCHES

During a building search the handler will take point for the completion of the K9
announcement

After the announcement the handler will fall back in the stack, while still
maintaining a visual on the K9.

The K9 will be sent in to clear a room and when the K9 exits the room he will be placed
into a down position. This will allow patrol to slow search the room before proceeding
past it.

The handler will fall into the room behind the officers and take cover in the doorway,
while maintaining a visual of the K9.

During a building search if a suspect is located, the handler will give the suspects verbal
commands. DO NOT start yelling at the suspect. Most suspects that we locate inside the
building are hiding and passive. If you begin yelling and become more animated than the
suspect the K9 will lock on you, which will make it almost impossible to deploy the K9 at
the suspect.



Suspect apprehensions

The suspect was given ample opportunities to surrender prior to the K9
being deployed so do not rush in just because the canine has made suspect
contact (i.e passing un cleared areas)
The K9 will not be secured/ removed from the suspect until the suspect stops
fighting the K9 and officers are able to determine that the suspect does not
have any weapons.
If the K9 is deployed the handler will make all the notifications to dispatch.
Stay behind or with the Handler on approach.
Do not get between the handler and the suspect.

Do not go hands on until instructed to do so by the handler.

After a suspect apprehension the K9’s drive will be elevated, so don’t walk up
to or near the K9’s.



VEHICLE NARCOTICS SEARCHES

When you make a determination that you will be searching a
vehicle (i.e probation or the presence of an odor) this is the time to make your
decision if you want the help from a K9.

Do not wait until you have searched the vehicle and then request
A K9 to assist.

When you start moving items around inside the vehicle you will ultimately
disturb the scent of any existing narcotics that might be concealed inside the
vehicle. This makes it difficult for the K9 to pin point the source of odor.

A person's nose possesses "solely" 5 million scent receptors, while a
dog has a minimum of 220 million. |

If a K9 is used on a search and narcotics are located I will photograph, collect,
Test, book and write you a supplemental report.



Probable Cause Searches
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Date of Training Length of Training Time of Training Location

1-8-2020 HRS: MiN: 10 START: 2100 enp: 2110 X Main Station [_] Other:

Type of Tralning
[Jvideo [Xtecture []Practical Demonstration  [X] Discussion  [_] Other:

ATTACH TRAINING MATERIALS. PowerPoint, case law, etc. Exclude department policies.
TRAINING TOPIC(S): General Description of Training
EXAMPLE e+ Use of Force: PPD Policy 300 — Discussion / Handouts
* Search & Selzure: Vehicle searches, Arizona v Gant — Discussion / PowerPoint

Reviewed Petaluma Policy Section 326 and discussed how to approach different types of elder abuse. The
dicussion included fudiciary abuse, physical abuse, and neglect. Discussion included reporting
requirements and non-law enforcement services.
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THE TEAM REVIEWED AND DISCUSSED POLICY 900 AND 902 — TEMPORARY CUSTODY OF ADULTS AND
CUSTODIAL SEARCHES - Discussion

THE TEAM ALSO REVIEWED AND DISCUSSED SEARCH AND SEIZURE — FOURTH AMENDMENT, SOLDAL VS.
COOK COUNTY, US VS. MACIAS, US VS. ENSLIN, COLLINS VS. VIRGINIA AND SMITH VS. US. - Discussion
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Search and Seizure

-Fourth Amendment: The right of the people to be secure in their person, houses,
papers, and effects against unreasonable searches and seizures by the
government.

-Whenever you conduct a search and seizure you need ONE of the following...
1) Consent
2) Recognized exception...

-Exigency, community caretaking, probable cause arrest in public place,
hot/fresh pursuit, emergency searches, automobile exceptions.

3) Warrant

-Careful wording when asking for consent to search vehicles. I.E. can I look, mind
if 1, etc.

CASE LAW EXAMPLES:

- Civil Standbys: Police were called to “keep the peate” while a trailer park
manéger removed a mobile home for non-payment. The trailer was
removed and the homeowner was told by police to not interfere and create
a disturbance with the park manager. The court said the police
transformed the situation into a government seizure by simply giving the
homeowner verbal instructions. Soldal vs. Cook County

- Holding passenger’s I.D. while asking the driver for consent to search
vehicle is an unlawful detention. US vs. Macias




Ordering a person to remove their hands from their pockets during a
consensual encounter may not convert to a investigative detention if... You
articulate that ordering the person to remove their hands was a minimal
intrusion of their freedom AND you had a legitimate safety reason. US vs.
Enslin ‘

Search incident to arrest. Booked vs. Cited. Terry pat

Automobile exception doesn’t apply when parked on curtilage (carport next
to home) Collins vs. Virginia

Trash seizure. Police seized trash for 12 days straight and deemed not
unlawful. Smith Vs. US





