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California State Prohibitor Page 

 

Firearms Listed With Purpose Codes 03, 07 or 11: 

 

State Prohibitors do apply. rhd 8/22/13 

 

State Prohibitor: 

 

 

Outstanding Warrants 

CA Penal Code § 29800(a)(3). Any person who has an outstanding warrant for any offense listed 

in this subdivision and who has knowledge of the outstanding warrant, and who owns, purchases, 

receives, or has in possession or under custody or control any firearm is guilty of a felony. 

NOTE: (Prior to 1/1/2012 see 12021(a) PC)   

 

CA Penal Code § 29805. (a) (2) Any person who has an outstanding warrant for any 

misdemeanor offense described in this subdivision, and who has knowledge of the outstanding 

warrant, and who owns, purchases, receives, or has in possession or under custody or control any 

firearm is guilty of a public offense, punishable by imprisonment in a county jail not exceeding 

one year or in the state prison, by a fine not exceeding one thousand dollars ($1,000), or by both 

that imprisonment and fine.  

 

CA Penal Code § 29851 (formerly § 29581 PC). Persons not having knowledge of outstanding 

warrant. Sections 29800 and 29805 do not apply to or affect a person who otherwise violates 

those sections if the person did not have knowledge of the outstanding warrant. cmc 01/09/2017 

 

Narcotics Addiction 

CA Penal Code § 29800(a)(1).  Any person who is addicted to the use of any narcotic drug, and 

who owns, purchases, receives, or has in his or her possession or under custody or control any 

firearm is guilty of a felony. NOTE: (Prior to 1/1/2012 see 12021(a) PC)   

 

Specified Convictions of Enumerated Offenses 

CA Penal Code § 29800(a)(1).  Any person who has been convicted of, a felony under the laws of 

the United States, the State of California, or any other state, government, or country, or of an 

offense enumerated in subdivision (a), (b), or (d) of Section 23515 PC (see chart below), and who 

owns, purchases, receives, or has in possession or under custody or control any firearm is guilty 

of a felony. 

 

(a)(2) Any person who has two or more convictions for violating paragraph (2) of subdivision (a) 

of Section 417* and who owns, purchases, receives or has in possession or under  custody or 

control any firearm is guilty of a felony. 

*Cal. Penal Code 417(a)(2): Every person who, except in self-defense, in the presence of any 

other person, draws or exhibits any firearm, whether loaded or unloaded, in a rude, angry, or 

threatening manner, or who in any manner, unlawfully uses a firearm in any fight or quarrel 
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Intimidation of witness 136.1 PC 

Intimidation of witnesses and victims with deadly weapon  136.5 PC 

Person or corporation who sells any concealable firearm to any minor.  
(Prior to 01/01/1995) 

12100(a) PC 

Petty Theft if property taken was a firearm 490.2 PC 

Possess a firearm in school zone (Gun-Free School Zone Act) 626.9 PC 

Possessing a deadly weapon with intent to commit an assault 17500 PC 

Possession of ammunition designed to penetrate metal or armor 30315 PC 

Providing a firearm or deadly weapon to a person described in WIC 8100/8103 8101 WIC 

             Purchase, possession, or receipt of a firearm or deadly weapon by a person who has 

been adjudicated to be a mentally disordered sex offender or found to be mentally 
incompetent to stand trial, or not guilty by reason of insanity, and individuals placed 
under a conservatorship 

8103 WIC 

Purchase, possession, or receipt of a firearm or deadly weapon by a person receiving 
in-patient treatment for a mental disorder, or by a person who has communicated to a 

licensed psychotherapist a serious threat or physical violence against an identifiable 
victim 

8100 WIC 

Remove/take a firearm from person, or immediate presence of a peace officer 148(d) PC 

Sale, supply, delivery, or giving possession of firearm by licensed person to 
individual under 21 years of age 

27510 PC 

Sexual Battery 243.4 PC 

Shooting at an inhabited or occupied dwelling house, building, vehicle, aircraft, house 
car or camper (effective 1/1/04, a conviction under this section constitutes a 
LIFETIME firearm prohibition-do not apply the ten-year rule). 

246 PC 

Shooting at an unoccupied aircraft, motor vehicle, or uninhabited building or dwelling 

house 

247 PC 

Stalking 646.9 PC 

Supplying, selling, or giving possession of a firearm to a person for participation in 
criminal street gangs 

186.28 PC 

Taking into or possessing loaded firearms within the Governor's Mansion or residence 
of other constitutional officers, etc. 

171d PC 

Terroristic Threats 422 PC 

Threatening witnesses, victims, or informants 140 PC 

Threatening public officers, employees and school officials 71 PC 

Threatening certain public officials, appointees, judges, staff or their families with the 
intent and apparent ability to carry out the threat 

76 PC 

Unauthorized possession of a weapon in a courtroom, courthouse or court building, or 
at a public meeting 

171b PC 

Unauthorized possession/transportation of a machine gun 32625 PC 

Various violations involving sales and transfers of firearms 27590(c) PC 

Wearing a peace officer uniform, while picketing 830.95 PC 

 

 

Probation condition restricting possession of firearm 

CA Penal Code § 29815(a). Any person who, as an express condition of probation, is prohibited 

or restricted from owning, possessing, controlling, receiving, or purchasing a firearm and who 

owns, purchases, receives, or has in possession or under custody or control, any firearm but who 

is not subject to Section 29805 or subdivision (a) of Section 29800 is guilty of a public offense, 

which shall be punishable by imprisonment in a county jail not exceeding one year or in the state 
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*Carjacking while armed with dangerous or deadly weapon 215 PC 

*Continuous sexual abuse of a child 288.5 PC 

  Crimes against person 60 years of age or older, blind persons, paraplegics 1203.09 PC 

  Discharge firearm  from motor vehicle at another person, willfully and 
maliciously 

26100 PC 

  Discharge of firearm into an inhabited or occupied building 246 PC 

  Escape, by use of force or violence 871(b) WIC 

*Extortion-Participation in criminal street gang 186.22(b)(4)(C) 

PC 

  Felony offense in which minor used a prohibited weapon described 16590 PC 

*Forcible acts of sexual penetration 289(a) or (j)PC 

*Human Trafficking 236.1(b) or (c) PC 

*Igniting or exploding destructive device or explosive with intent to commit 
murder 

18745 PC 

  Influencing testimony or information given to law enforcement official 
(felony only) 

137 PC 

*Intimidation of witnesses and victims (felony only) 136.1 PC  

*Kidnapping 209.5 PC 

  Kidnapping for purposes of robbery 209(b) PC 

  Kidnapping for purposes of sexual assault 209(b) PC 

  Kidnapping for ransom 209(a) PC 

  Kidnapping with bodily harm 209(a) PC 

*Lewd or lascivious acts 288(a) or (b) PC 

  Manufacturing, compounding, or selling one-half ounce or more a salt or  
solution of a controlled substance 

11055(e) HSC 

*Mayhem 203 PC 

*Murder 189 or 190 PC 

*Oral copulation by force, violence, duress, menace, or threat of great bodily 
harm 

287(c) or (d) PC 
Former 288a PC 

*Participation in criminal street gang (felony only) 186.22 PC 

*Rape with force, violence, or threat of great bodily harm 261(a)(2), (6) PC 
262(a)(1), (4) PC 
264.1 PC 

*Robbery 213 PC 

*Sodomy by force violence, duress, menace, or threat of great bodily harm 286(c) or (d) PC 

Torture 206/206.1 PC 

*Use of firearm, assault weapon, machinegun, or .50 BMG rifle in 
commission of felony 

12022.5 PC 
12022.53 PC 

  Violent felony (* as defined) 667.5(c) PC 

*Voluntary manslaughter 192(a) PC 

*Weapons of mass destruction 11418(b), (c) PC 

*Willfully and maliciously exploding or igniting destructive device or 
explosive and causing bodily injury 

18750 PC 

*Willfully and maliciously exploding or igniting destructive device or 
explosive causing death, mayhem, or great bodily injury 

18755 PC 

Offense with “*” are violent felonies as defined in 667.5(c) PC 
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Adjudicated Mental Disorder or Mental Illness or Mental Disordered Sex Offender 

CA WEL & INST § 8103(a)(1). A person who after October 1, 1955, has been adjudicated by a 

court of any state to be a danger to others as a result of a mental disorder or mental illness, or 

who has been adjudicated to be a mentally disordered sex offender, shall not purchase or receive, 

or attempt to purchase or receive, or have in his or her possession, custody, or control a firearm 

or any other deadly weapon unless there has been issued to the person a certificate by the court 

of adjudication upon release from treatment or at a later date stating that the person may possess 

a firearm or any other deadly weapon without endangering others, and the person has not, 

subsequent to the issuance of the certificate, again been adjudicated by a court to be a danger to 

others as a result of a mental disorder or mental illness. 

 

5350 Conservatorship 

CA WEL & INST § 8103(e)(1).  A person who has been placed under conservatorship by a 

court, pursuant to Section 5350 or the law of any other state or the United States, because the 

person is gravely disabled as a result of a mental disorder or impairment by chronic alcoholism, 

shall not purchase or receive, or attempt to purchase or receive, or have in his or her possession, 

custody, or control, any firearm or any other deadly weapon while under the conservatorship if, 

at the time the conservatorship was ordered or thereafter, the court that imposed the 

conservatorship found that possession of a firearm or any other deadly weapon by the person 

would present a danger to the safety of the person or to others. Upon placing a person under 

conservatorship, and prohibiting firearm or any other deadly weapon possession by the person, 

the court shall notify the person of this prohibition. 

 

5150 Hold 

CA WEL & INST § 8103(f)(1)(A).  A person who has been (i) taken into custody as provided in 

Section 5150 because that person is a danger to himself, herself, or to others, (ii) assessed within 

the meaning of Section 5151, and (iii) admitted to a designated facility within the meaning of 

Sections 5151 and 5152 because that person is a danger to himself, herself, or others, shall not 

own, possess, control, receive, or purchase, or attempt to own, possess, control, receive, or 

purchase, any firearm for a period of five years after the person is released from the facility.  

 

(B) A person who has been taken into custody, assessed, and admitted as specified in 

subparagraph (A), and who was previously taken into custody, assessed, and admitted as 

specified in subparagraph (A) one or more times within a period of one year preceding the most 

recent admittance, shall not own, possess, control, receive, or purchase, or attempt to own, 

possess, control, receive, or purchase, any firearm for the remainder of his or her life.   

 

(C) A person described in this paragraph, however, may own, possess, control, receive, or 

purchase, or attempt to own, possess, control, receive, or purchase any firearm if the superior 

court has, pursuant to paragraph (5), found that the people of the State of California have not met 

their burden pursuant to paragraph (6). 
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5250, 5260, 5270 – Intensive Treatment for Mental Disorder or Impairment by Chronic 

Alcoholism 

CA WEL & INST § 8103(g)(1)(i). A person who has been certified for intensive treatment under 

Section 5250, 5260, or 5270.15 shall not own, possess, control, receive, or purchase, or attempt 

to own, possess, control, receive, or purchase, any firearm for a period of five years. 

(ii) Any person who meets the criteria contained in subdivision (e) or (f) who is released from 

intensive treatment shall nevertheless, if applicable, remain subject to the prohibition contained 

in subdivision (e) or (f). 

 

NOTE:  Even after the five years have passed, those individuals committed under 5250, 5260 

and 5270.15 are still FEDERALLY PROHIBITED. 
 

Protection and Restraining Orders 
 

CA Penal Code § 29825. Persons restricted from purchasing, receiving, owning, or possessing 

firearm by temporary restraining order, injunction, or protective order. 

 

(a) A person who purchases or receives, or attempts to purchase or receive, a firearm knowing 

that the person is prohibited from doing so in any jurisdiction by a temporary restraining order or 

injunction issued pursuant to Section 527.6, 527.8, or 527.85 of the Code of Civil Procedure, a 

protective order as defined in Section 6218 of the Family Code, a protective order issued 

pursuant to Section 136.2 or 646.91 of this code, a protective order issued pursuant to Section 

15657.03 of the Welfare and Institutions Code, or by a valid order issued by an out-of-state 

jurisdiction that is similar or equivalent to a temporary restraining order, injunction, or protective 

order specified in this subdivision, that includes a prohibition from owning or possessing a 

firearm, is guilty of a public offense. 

 

(b) A person who owns or possesses a firearm knowing that the person is prohibited from doing 

so in any jurisdiction by a temporary restraining order or injunction issued pursuant to Section 

527.6, 527.8, or 527.85 of the Code of Civil Procedure, a protective order as defined in Section 

6218 of the Family Code, a protective order issued pursuant to Section 136.2 or 646.91 

of this code, a protective order issued pursuant to Section 15657.03 of the Welfare and 

Institutions Code, or by a valid order issued by an out-of-state jurisdiction that is similar or 

equivalent to a temporary restraining order, injunction, or protective order specified in this 

subdivision, that includes a prohibition from owning or possessing a firearm, is guilty of a public 

offense, punishable by imprisonment in a county jail not exceeding one year, by a fine not 

exceeding one thousand dollars ($1,000),or by both that imprisonment and fine. 

 

 

• CA Code of Civil Procedure § 527.6(u). Harassment restraining order; 

• CA Code of Civil Procedure § 527.8(s). Employees subject to unlawful violence or 

threat of violence at the workplace restraining order; 

• CA Code of Civil Procedure § 527.85(s). Officers authorized to maintain order on 

school campus or facility restraining order; 

• CA Penal Code § 136.2(d). Protective orders; 

• CA Welfare & Institutions Code 15657.03(u). Protective orders; 



 

                                                                                                                                Updated 12/15/2020  shn 

   

10 

A person subject to a protective order issued pursuant to this section shall not own, 

possess, purchase, receive, or attempt to purchase or receive a firearm or ammunition 

while the protective order is in effect.  The court shall order a person subject to a 

protective order issued pursuant to this section to relinquish any firearms the person owns 

or possesses pursuant to Section 527.9 of the Code of Civil Procedure.  Every person who 

owns, possesses, purchases, or receives, or attempts to purchase or receive, a firearm or 

ammunition while the protective order is in effect is punishable pursuant to Section 

29825 of the Penal Code. 

• CA Penal Code § 646.91(m). Stalking; emergency protective orders.  A person 

subject to an emergency protective order under this section shall not own, possess, 

purchase, or receive a firearm while the order is in effect. 

• CA Family Code § 6389(a). Firearm or ammunition ownership, possession, 

purchase or receipt. A person subject to a protective order, as defined in Section 6218 

(see definition below), shall not own, possess, purchase, or receive a firearm or 

ammunition while that protective order is in effect. A person who owns, possesses, 

purchases or receives, or attempts to purchase or receive a firearm or ammunition while 

the protective order is in effect is punishable pursuant to Section 29825 of the Penal 

Code. 

 

 

Protective order definition: 

Family Code § 6218: “Protective order” means an order that includes any of the following 

restraining orders, whether issued ex parte, after notice and hearing, or in a judgment:   

(a) An order described in Section 6320 enjoining specific acts of abuse. 

(b) An order described in Section 6321 excluding a person from a dwelling. 

(c) An order described in Section 6322 enjoining other specified behavior. 

 

NOTE: A subject that has an active protection order as defined in Section 6218 is state 

prohibited.   
 

California Gun Violence Restraining Order 

A gun violence restraining order is an order, in writing, signed by the court, prohibiting and 

enjoining a named person from having in his or her custody or control, owning, purchasing, 

possessing, or receiving any firearms or ammunition, CA PC § 18100.  

 

Pursuant to CA PC § 18175 - If the court finds that there is clear and convincing evidence to 

issue a gun violence restraining order, the court shall issue a gun violence restraining order that 

prohibits the subject of the petition from having in his or her custody or control, owning, 

purchasing, possessing, or receiving, or attempting to purchase or receive, a firearm or 

ammunition. A gun violence restraining order issued under this chapter has a duration of one to 

five years, subject to termination by further order of the court at a hearing held pursuant to 

Section 18185 and renewal by further order of the court pursuant to Section 18190.   

 

Pursuant to CA PC § 18190, any of the following people may request a renewal of a gun 

violence restraining order at any time within the three months before the expiration of a gun 

violence restraining order:  an immediate family member of the subject of the petition; an 

employer of the subject of the petition; a coworker of the subject of the petition; an employee or 
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teacher of a secondary or postsecondary school that subject has attended in the last six months; 

or a law enforcement officer.  The renewal of a gun violence restraining order issued pursuant to 

Section 18190 shall have the duration of one to five years, subject to termination of the court by 

further order. Temporary gun violence restraining order – issued pursuant to CA PC § 18125 – a 

temporary gun violence restraining order shall prohibit the subject of the petition from having in 

his or her custody or control, owning, purchasing, possessing, or receiving, or attempting to 

purchase or receive, a firearm or ammunition, and shall expire 21 days from the date the order is 

issued. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The Legal Analysis Team (LAT) does not provide legal advice or guidance regarding an 

individual’s firearms eligibility; the contents of this page should not be relied upon as a 

substitute for obtaining your own legal counsel. 
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To: 

l!ject: 
Date: 

Attachments: 

Importance: 

Hello All, 

Par ons 

Monday, November 22, 2021 8:43:00 AM 
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Effective immediately, all transactions involving a pardon must be reviewed by the DAG before a 

determination can be made. If an analyst comes across a pardon, they will need to forward it to their 

supervisor/manager along with all relevant court documentation and pardon paperwork. 

While the DAGs will be reviewing all of the pardons from now on, I still wanted to clarify how 

California Pardons work with regards to restoration of firearm rights. If the conviction that was 

pardoned involved the use of a dangerous weapon (not just a firearm), the pardon would not 

restore firearm rights. Penal Code section 4852.17 states: 

Whenever a person is granted a full and unconditional pardon by the Governor, based upon a 

certificate of rehabilitation, the pardon shall entitle the person to exercise thereafter all civil and 

political rights of citizenship, including, but not limited to: (1) the right to vote; (2) the right to own, 

possess, and keep any type of firearm that may lawfully be owned and possessed by other citizens; 

except that this right shall not be restored, and Sections 17800 and 23510 and Chapter 2 

(commencing with Section 29800) of Division 9 of Title 4 of Part 6 shall apply, if the person was eve� 

convicted of a felony involving the use of a dangerous weapon. 

See below for an example of a pardon that would not be valid. 

If you are unsure if the conviction involved a deadly weapon, you will need to reach out to the court 

or pardon office for any documentation. 

The comprehensive training has also been updated to reflect the correct information. Please let me 

know if you have any questions. 



From: Kamran Ali
To: Kamran Ali
Subject: RE: Hunting License Requirement
Date: Friday, July 16, 2021 8:21:05 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Gloria,
 
Please see my comments below .  A valid exception is needed when a
nonimmigrant alien is admitted in the United States under a nonimmigrant
visa.  The immigrant alien query (IAQ) will state “the subject admitted under a
nonimmigrant visa.”  A valid, and most common, exception is a hunting license.
 
 
Please do not hesitate to reach out if you ever have questions on aliens.
 
Thank you,

Liaison Specialist
NICS Business Relations Team
Mobile:  

 
I am currently working remotely.  Please continue to email me and I will respond as
soon as possible.
 
Confidentiality Statement:
This message has been transmitted to you by the FBI Criminal Justice Information Services Division’s National Instant Criminal Background Check
System Section.  The message, along with any attachments, is to be considered confidential and legally privileged.  No part of it is to be disseminated or
reproduced without written consent of the sender.  If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please destroy it promptly without any
retention, dissemination, or reproduction (unless required by law), and please notify the sender of the error immediately by separate e-mail.

 

From: Gloria Cisneros <Gloria.Cisneros@doj.ca.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, July 15, 2021 6:59 PM
To: NICS_LegalResearch <NICS_LegalResearch@FBI.GOV>
Subject: [EXTERNAL EMAIL] - Hunting License Requirement
 
Good afternoon,
 
Could you please clarify for me under what circumstances a hunting license (or other
exception) would be required for a non-immigrant? When a nonimmigrant alien is admitted



into the Unites States under a nonimmigrant visa.  Is a valid hunting license required for all
non-immigrants, regardless of whether or not they have a Visa for firearm purposes? Only
required for those admitted into the U.S. under the nonimmigrant visa, i.e. Russia, china,
Mexico, Japan, etc., with the exception of most Canadians and Micronesians.  Most Canadians
and Micronesians are not admitted under a nonimmigrant visa, therefore the visa statement
will not be part of the IAQ, and they are not required to have a valid exception.  Or is a valid
hunting license (or other exception) only required for a non-immigrant with a Visa?  Yes
exception is required, with the exception of some Canadians and Micronesians.  If the
individual’s country of citizenship is something other than Canada and Micronesia, i.e. Russia,
China, Mexico, Japan, etc., then the individual must have a valid exception.
 
Thank you,
 
Gloria L. Cisneros
Crime Analyst Supervisor
Department of Justice - Division of Law Enforcement
Bureau of Firearms - Quality Assurance and Firearm Record Review Teams
Phone: 916-210-2622
Fax: 916-731-3312
Gloria.Cisneros@doj.ca.gov
 

 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain confidential and/or
legally privileged information. It is solely for the use of the intended recipient(s). Unauthorized
interception, review, use or disclosure is prohibited and may violate applicable laws including the
Electronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the
sender and destroy all copies of the communication.



From: Gloria Cisneros
To:

Subject: RE: Prosecution Prefilling Deferral
Date: Tuesday, October 12, 2021 9:30:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Hi Team,
 
In addition to the process below, when it comes to Prosecution Prefilling Deferral’s we are to
chase all Felony and DV related arrest charges  If we don’t get a final status on
whether or not it has been successfully completed, it is to go undetermined.
 
I have confirmed this information with BCU. This is still under review with the DAG and upper
management, if anything changes I will let you know.
 
Thank you,
Gloria
 

From: Gloria Cisneros 
Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 7:34 AM
To: Ronell Blackwell <Ronell.Blackwell@doj.ca.gov>; Russell Yee <Russell.Yee@doj.ca.gov>; Michael
Esquivel <Michael.Esquivel@doj.ca.gov>; Eustolia Quezada <Eustolia.Quezada@doj.ca.gov>; Brian
Duong <Brian.Duong@doj.ca.gov>; Spencer Quam <Spencer.Quam@doj.ca.gov>; Lisa Gallegos
<Lisa.Gallegos@doj.ca.gov>
Cc: Kamran Ali <Kamran.Ali@doj.ca.gov>
Subject: Prosecution Prefilling Deferral
 
Good morning,
 
When coming across Prosecution Prefilling Deferral, if it has been over 3 years it’s ok to
proceed. If the Prosecution Prefilling Deferral is within 3 years, this would require additional
research.
 
This process is currently under review with the DAG and upper management but until we hear
otherwise we will continue as we previously had.
 
Thank you,
 
Gloria L. Cisneros
Crime Analyst Supervisor
Department of Justice - Division of Law Enforcement
Bureau of Firearms - Quality Assurance and Firearm Record Review Teams









From: Jill Tobia
To: Terrence Bell; Gilbert Mac; Tanya Dominguez; Ariam Griffin; Rachel Lin; Elizabeth Anguiano; Praneel Singh
Cc: Maricela Leyva; Erica Brown; Henry Ng; Adam Lovan; Gloria Cisneros; Patrick Plant; Shanon Thompson; Elene

McGee; Brandon Brazil-Cruz; Charles Sarosy; Raquel Perez; Mayra G. Morales; Blake Graham
Subject: Attention: Change in Out of Country Felony Convictions
Date: Wednesday, July 6, 2022 11:45:00 AM

Hello all,
 
Please share the following with your teams.
 

 an out of country felony conviction is a lifetime
prohibition under PC 29800(a)(1) (see the full text below). We must not disregard the out of
country conviction as has been the “word of mouth procedure”.
 
Analysts must conduct research to see if there is additional information available from outside
the U.S. Because it may be difficult to determine what is considered a felony in another
country’s legal system,  we send them transactions, with
any supporting documentation, when we come upon an out of country conviction. 

 
PC 29800(a)(1): "Any person who has been convicted of a felony under the laws of the United
States, the State of California, or any other state, government, or country, or of an offense
enumerated in subdivision (a), (b), or (d) of Section 23515, or who is addicted to the use of any
narcotic drug, and who owns, purchases, receives, or has in possession or under custody or
control any firearm is guilty of a felony."

 
Sincerely,
 

Jill Tobia
Staff Services Manager II
Division of Law Enforcement
Bureau of Firearms
916-210-2677
Jill.tobia@doj.ca.gov
 



From: Jill Tobia
To: Terrence Bell; Gilbert Mac; Tanya Dominguez; Elizabeth Anguiano; Rachel Lin; Ariam Griffin; Maricela Leyva;

Henry Ng; Adam Lovan; Praneel Singh; Erica Brown
Cc: Shanon Thompson; Elene McGee; Patrick Plant; Blake Graham; Mayra G. Morales; Raquel Perez
Subject: FW: Updated California Terminology Pages
Date: Thursday, August 11, 2022 7:19:00 AM
Attachments: CA Terminology Page.pdf

Hello,
 
Please see below and attached and distribute to your teams as appropriate.
 
Jill
 
From: Gloria Cisneros <Gloria.Cisneros@doj.ca.gov> 
Sent: Monday, August 8, 2022 11:34 AM
To: Eustolia Quezada <Eustolia.Quezada@doj.ca.gov>; Michael Esquivel
<Michael.Esquivel@doj.ca.gov>; Ronell Blackwell <Ronell.Blackwell@doj.ca.gov>; Tong Vang
<Tong.Vang@doj.ca.gov>; Hazel Davenport <Hazel.Davenport@doj.ca.gov>; Spencer Quam
<Spencer.Quam@doj.ca.gov>; Brian Duong <Brian.Duong@doj.ca.gov>; Lisa Gallegos
<Lisa.Gallegos@doj.ca.gov>; Raymond Sullentrup <Raymond.Sullentrup@doj.ca.gov>; Emily Dzubak
<Emily.Dzubak@doj.ca.gov>
Cc: Jill Tobia <Jill.Tobia@doj.ca.gov>; Elizabeth Anguiano <Elizabeth.Anguiano@doj.ca.gov>; Rachel
Lin <Rachel.Lin@doj.ca.gov>; Angela Chavez <Angela.Chavez@doj.ca.gov>; Chia VueVang
<Chia.VueVang@doj.ca.gov>
Subject: Updated California Terminology Pages
 
Hi Team,
 
Attached you will find the most updated CA Terminology Pages. Please note that anything in
red are updates. Also, there is information regarding 1203.425 & 851.93, please feel free to
share this information as we’ve been getting a lot of questions about these.
 
I have also updated this information in our NICS folder on the I:/ drive.
 
Thank you,
 
Gloria L. Cisneros
Crime Analyst Supervisor
Department of Justice - Division of Law Enforcement
Bureau of Firearms - Quality Assurance and Firearm Record Review Teams
Phone: 916-210-2622
Fax: 916-731-3312



















From: Jill Tobia
To: Ronell Blackwell; Eustolia Quezada; Michael Haroldsen; Russell Yee; Tong Vang; Hazel Davenport; Victoria

Nunez; Raymond Sullentrup; Gloria Cisneros; Brian Duong; Lisa Gallegos; Spencer Quam
Cc: Patrick Plant; Elene McGee; Shanon Thompson; Mayra G. Morales; Raquel Perez
Subject: DACA Status and Firearms Eligibility
Date: Friday, February 18, 2022 11:51:00 AM

Hello All,
 
I was advised that recently BOF received questions regarding individuals with
DACA status. Specifically, if they are eligible to purchase firearms. Also asked
was if an individual with DACA status who is enlisted in the military, can
purchase firearms. Below are the responses to the questions. Some of you may
already know this but for the sake of ensuring everyone has the same
information, I’m sharing with all of you. Please forward to others as
appropriate.
 
Deferred Action for early Childhood Arrivals (DACA)—On June 15, 2012, the secretary of
Homeland Security announced that certain people who came to the United States as children
and meet several guidelines may request consideration of deferred action for a period of two
years, subject to renewal. They are also eligible for work authorization. Deferred action is a
use of prosecutorial discretion to defer removal action against an individual for a certain
period of time. Deferred action does not provide lawful status.
 
Those under DACA are individuals who came to the U.S. as children.  They are NOT legally in
the U.S. and are prohibited under 922(g)(5) for firearm purposes.  The immigration alien query
(IAQ) response from ICE will be returned as “not legal” if they still are actively under the DACA
status.  As long as an individual is in the DACA program, regardless of military status, they are
prohibited from possessing, purchasing, and transferring firearms.  But again, the IAQ would
advise their current immigration status.
 
I do not have the U.S. code, but DACA information is available on https://www.uscis.gov/DACA
and https://www.dhs.gov/deferred-action-childhood-arrivals-daca, also there is a Presidential
memorandum available.
 
For NICS purposes per the IAQ:  Not legal = Not legal.
 

Liaison Specialist
NICS Business Relations Team

 



Sincerely,

Jill Tobia
Staff Services Manager II
Division of Law Enforcement
Bureau of Firearms
916-210-2677
Jill.tobia@doj.ca.gov
 









 003:
 30605(A) PC-ILL POSSESS ANY ASSAULT WEAPON      TOC:M
DISPO:CONVICTED-PROB/JAIL

 CONV STATUS:MISDEMEANOR                TOS:4
 SEN: 024 MONTHS PROBATION; 180 DAYS JAIL; 180 DAYS JAIL SS;

 IMP SEN SS
 04

 DISPO:CONVICTION CERT BY CLERK OF THE COURT
 DISPO:FOR CERT INFO SEE AUTOMATED ARCHIVE SYS

Thank you all!

Rachel Lin
Staff Services Manager I
California Department of Justice
Bureau of Firearms
Office:  916-210-2644
Cell:  916-202-3407





From: Jill Tobia
To: Ronell Blackwell; Eustolia Quezada; Michael Haroldsen; Russell Yee; Tong Vang; Hazel Davenport; Victoria

Nunez; Raymond Sullentrup; Gloria Cisneros; Brian Duong; Lisa Gallegos; Spencer Quam
Cc: Patrick Plant; Elene McGee; Shanon Thompson; Mayra G. Morales; Raquel Perez
Subject: DACA Status and Firearms Eligibility
Date: Friday, February 18, 2022 11:51:20 AM

Hello All,
 
I was advised that recently BOF received questions regarding individuals with
DACA status. Specifically, if they are eligible to purchase firearms. Also asked
was if an individual with DACA status who is enlisted in the military, can
purchase firearms. Below are the responses to the questions. Some of you may
already know this but for the sake of ensuring everyone has the same
information, I’m sharing with all of you. Please forward to others as
appropriate.
 
Deferred Action for early Childhood Arrivals (DACA)—On June 15, 2012, the secretary of
Homeland Security announced that certain people who came to the United States as children
and meet several guidelines may request consideration of deferred action for a period of two
years, subject to renewal. They are also eligible for work authorization. Deferred action is a
use of prosecutorial discretion to defer removal action against an individual for a certain
period of time. Deferred action does not provide lawful status.
 
Those under DACA are individuals who came to the U.S. as children.  They are NOT legally in
the U.S. and are prohibited under 922(g)(5) for firearm purposes.  The immigration alien query
(IAQ) response from ICE will be returned as “not legal” if they still are actively under the DACA
status.  As long as an individual is in the DACA program, regardless of military status, they are
prohibited from possessing, purchasing, and transferring firearms.  But again, the IAQ would
advise their current immigration status.
 
I do not have the U.S. code, but DACA information is available on https://www.uscis.gov/DACA
and https://www.dhs.gov/deferred-action-childhood-arrivals-daca, also there is a Presidential
memorandum available.
 
For NICS purposes per the IAQ:  Not legal = Not legal.
 

Liaison Specialist
NICS Business Relations Team

 



From: Rachel Lin
To: Carolyn Kumar; Cheryl Waddle; Comfort Ashong; Edgar Rodriguez; Hoan Do; Juan Romo; Kelly Tang; Kimberly

Dich; Mai Truong; Mamta Devi; Michelle Nguyen; Nicole Saucedo; Rosalind Eison; Teresa Weng; Will Ragster;
Danny La; Dylan Bradley; Edward Grant; Emily Dzubak; Gloria Charles; Jasdeep Cheema; Maria Vue; Michael
Lee; Pamela ColemanWatts; Rene Truscott; Andrew Davies; Clover McMillan; Dustin Dunbar; Ernest Macatuno;
Israel Sotelo; Jennoria James; Kelci Craig; Mary Romeo; Samira Nassar; Vincent Naicker

Cc: Gloria Cisneros; Kamran Ali; Chia VueVang; Angela Chavez; Cheri Flesher; Elizabeth Anguiano
Subject: FW: 17 pc after 1203.4 PC wobbler felony
Date: Friday, June 4, 2021 4:26:29 PM

Hello,

I have information to share so we all can be on the same page in regards to whether a reduction to misdemeanor per
17 pc AFTER 1203.4 PC on a WOBBLER felony offense is valid.

 they CAN obtained a 17 pc after
1203.4 PC.  This was brought up from some staff, so hopefully this will help to clarify it. Please let me know if you
need further clarification.

FYI: there are certain things the court can do AND cannot do after a 1203.4 PC......  17 PC reduction is one they
CAN do.

Sample below:

COURT:
 20090323  CASCSANTA CLARA            NAM:002 PRO:4                  04
       001:
           460(B) PC-BURGLARY:SECOND DEGREE                TOC:F
           DISPO:CONVICTED-PROB/JAIL
           CONV STATUS:FELONY                     TOS:1
       002:
           460(B) PC-BURGLARY:SECOND DEGREE                TOC:F
           DISPO:CONVICTED-PROB/JAIL
           CONV STATUS:FELONY                     TOS:1
       003:
           484E(B) PC-GRAND THEFT OF ACCESS CARDS          TOC:F
           DISPO:CONVICTED-PROB/JAIL
           CONV STATUS:FELONY                     TOS:1
           SEN: 003 YEARS PROBATION; 005 MONTHS JAIL; FINE; IMP SEN SS;
                CONCURRENT
 20120705                                                            05
           DISPO:CONV SET ASIDE & DISM PER 1203.4 PC
 20130117                                                            06
           DISPO:REDUCED TO MISD & DISM PER 1203.4 PC



From: Gloria Cisneros
To: Victor Martinez
Subject: FW: 851.91 PC
Date: Wednesday, August 10, 2022 9:32:00 AM
Importance: High

 
 

From: Chia VueVang <Chia.VueVang@doj.ca.gov> 
Sent: Monday, April 29, 2019 9:55 AM
To: Russell Yee <Russell.Yee@doj.ca.gov>; Gloria Cisneros <Gloria.Cisneros@doj.ca.gov>; Ronell
Blackwell <Ronell.Blackwell@doj.ca.gov>; Allison Law <Allison.Law@doj.ca.gov>; Amanda Thomas
<Amanda.Thomas@doj.ca.gov>; Anil Kumar <Anil.Kumar@doj.ca.gov>; Cheryl Waddle
<Cheryl.Waddle@doj.ca.gov>; Edgar Rodriguez <Edgar.Rodriguez@doj.ca.gov>; Eustolia Quezada
<Eustolia.Quezada@doj.ca.gov>; Faye Louie <Faye.Louie@doj.ca.gov>; Jennoria James
<Jennoria.James@doj.ca.gov>; Jose Martin <Jose.Martin@doj.ca.gov>; Juan Romo
<Juan.Romo@doj.ca.gov>; Kelly Tang <Kelly.Tang@doj.ca.gov>; Kimberly Dich
<Kimberly.Dich@doj.ca.gov>; Mai Truong <Mai.Truong@doj.ca.gov>; Marisa Senteney
<Marisa.Senteney@doj.ca.gov>; Mary Romeo <Mary.Romeo@doj.ca.gov>; Michael Esquivel
<Michael.Esquivel@doj.ca.gov>; Michelle Nguyen <Michelle.Nguyen@doj.ca.gov>; Nadine Langston
<Nadine.Langston@doj.ca.gov>; Nicole Saucedo <Nicole.Saucedo@doj.ca.gov>; Rene Truscott
<Rene.Truscott@doj.ca.gov>; Rosalind Eison <Rosalind.Eison@doj.ca.gov>; Samira Nassar
<Samira.Nassar@doj.ca.gov>; Susan Morisseau <Susan.Morisseau@doj.ca.gov>; Teresa Weng
<Teresa.Weng@doj.ca.gov>; Vincent Naicker <Vincent.Naicker@doj.ca.gov>
Cc: Rachel Lin <Rachel.Lin@doj.ca.gov>; Ariam Griffin <Ariam.Griffin@doj.ca.gov>; Mitch Matsumoto
<Mitch.Matsumoto@doj.ca.gov>; Guadalupe Sanchez <Guadalupe.Sanchez@doj.ca.gov>
Subject: 851.91 PC
 
Hi Staff,
 
I came across dispo shown below and just wanted to share with all of you.  Per penal code
book,  851.91 PC which is “Sealing of arrest records where arrest does not result in
conviction”.  Based on this verbiage, it does not required further research.  If you have any
questions, please see your supervisor.
 
 
   DATE                                                          CYC SEQ
 
ARR/DET/CITE:                                   DOB:
19940316  IOCH                NAM:002                     002 01
       001
           (1) PC-FORCE/ADW NOT FIREARM:GBI LIKELY   TOC:F
20190111                                                            02
           DISPO:ARREST RELIEF GRANTED PER 851.91 PC
 
 
Chia Vue-Vang
Background Clearance Unit
Division of Law Enforcement/Bureau of Firearms



From: Kamran Ali
To: Rachel Lin; Elizabeth Anguiano; Cheri Flesher; Angela Chavez
Cc: Gloria Cisneros; Chia VueVang
Subject: FW: 922 (g)(6)
Date: Thursday, July 29, 2021 2:41:40 PM
Attachments: image001.png

922(g)(6) Presentation with Talking Points.pdf

Hi All,
 
Please see Gloria’s email below. She went to a training today and NICS stated that “Dismissal” on a
military record means the same thing as a dishonorable discharge. This was a surprise to myself and
Gloria. I do not think this is something that is widely known amongst staff. None of the trainers or
FRR staff were aware of it either. It does state in the attached that dismissal or dishonorable
discharge counts as a separation from the military. I don’t think this situation comes up very often,
but I was thinking of sending an email to all managers to disseminate to their staff. However, I
wanted to get all of yours perspective on this first. I did talk to Chia about this briefly as well.
 
-Kamran
 

From: > 
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 1:07 PM
To: Gloria Cisneros <Gloria.Cisneros@doj.ca.gov>
Cc: 

Subject: RE: 922 (g)(6)
 
 
 
The Legal Analysis Team (LAT) does not provide legal advice or guidance on an individual’s
firearms eligibility; the contents of this e-mail or any attachments thereto should not be relied
upon as a substitute for obtaining your own legal counsel.   The following reflects the NICS
Section’s view if it were processing this scenario on an internal background check. 
 
Gloria,
 
I am glad it was helpful!
 
I did have a few questions/clarification regarding a disposition of “Dismissal”.
 
            * A “Dismissal” is used for commissioned officers vs. Dishonorable Discharge is for
enlisted military?
Correct, a Dismissal is used for commissioned officers and Dishonorable Discharge is for
enlisted or non-commissioned officers.  They both have they same impact and same
meaning just different terminology based on rank structure.
 
            * ”Dismissal” can be denied under 922 (g)(6)?





From: Gloria Cisneros <Gloria.Cisneros@doj.ca.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2021 3:11 PM
To: 
Subject: [EXTERNAL EMAIL] - 922 (g)(6)

Good afternoon 

I just attended the NICS presentation you did regarding Military dispositions, thank you, it was
very informative.

I did have a few questions/clarification regarding a disposition of “Dismissal”.
* A “Dismissal” is used for commissioned officers vs. Dishonorable Discharge is for

enlisted military?
* ”Dismissal” can be denied under 922 (g)(6)?
* Will a “Dismissal” only be given through a GCM?
* Additional research needs to be done on a “Dismissal” to make sure sentence was

imposed?
* A “Dismissal” can be changed to a different type of discharge if certain conditions

were met?

I just want to make sure my notes are clear before disseminating this information.

Thank you,

Gloria L. Cisneros
Crime Analyst Supervisor
Department of Justice - Division of Law Enforcement
Bureau of Firearms - Quality Assurance and Firearm Record Review Teams
Phone: 916-210-2622
Fax: 916-731-3312
Gloria.Cisneros@doj.ca.gov

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain confidential and/or





 
Correction to question (a) below.  The correct answer should be “NO”.  1203.4 PC does not restore
firearm rights (both long and hand guns). 
 
Should you need further clarification, please contact your supervisor.  Thanks!
 
Rachel
 
From: Chia VueVang <Chia.VueVang@doj.ca.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2021 11:53 AM
To: Rachel Lin <Rachel.Lin@doj.ca.gov>
Subject: FW: 1203.4 PC Clarification
 
 

From: Chia VueVang <Chia.VueVang@doj.ca.gov> 
Sent: Monday, December 16, 2019 2:47 PM
To: Allison Law <Allison.Law@doj.ca.gov>; Anil Kumar <Anil.Kumar@doj.ca.gov>; Cheryl Waddle
<Cheryl.Waddle@doj.ca.gov>; Edgar Rodriguez <Edgar.Rodriguez@doj.ca.gov>; Faye Louie
<Faye.Louie@doj.ca.gov>; Jennoria James <Jennoria.James@doj.ca.gov>; Jose Martin
<Jose.Martin@doj.ca.gov>; Juan Romo <Juan.Romo@doj.ca.gov>; Kelly Tang
<Kelly.Tang@doj.ca.gov>; Kimberly Dich <Kimberly.Dich@doj.ca.gov>; Mai Truong
<Mai.Truong@doj.ca.gov>; Marisa Senteney <Marisa.Senteney@doj.ca.gov>; Mary Romero
<Mary.Romero@doj.ca.gov>; Michael Esquivel <Michael.Esquivel@doj.ca.gov>; Michelle Nguyen
<Michelle.Nguyen@doj.ca.gov>; Nadine Langston <Nadine.Langston@doj.ca.gov>; Nicole Saucedo
<Nicole.Saucedo@doj.ca.gov>; Rene Truscott <Rene.Truscott@doj.ca.gov>; Rosalind Eison
<Rosalind.Eison@doj.ca.gov>; Samira Nassar <Samira.Nassar@doj.ca.gov>; Susan Morisseau
<Susan.Morisseau@doj.ca.gov>; Teresa Weng <Teresa.Weng@doj.ca.gov>; Vincent Naicker
<Vincent.Naicker@doj.ca.gov>
Cc: Nancy Saelee <Nancy.Saelee@doj.ca.gov>; Guadalupe Sanchez
<Guadalupe.Sanchez@doj.ca.gov>; Jill Tobia <Jill.Tobia@doj.ca.gov>; Russell Yee
<Russell.Yee@doj.ca.gov>; Gloria Cisneros <Gloria.Cisneros@doj.ca.gov>; Mitch Matsumoto
<Mitch.Matsumoto@doj.ca.gov>; Ronell Blackwell <Ronell.Blackwell@doj.ca.gov>
Subject: RE: 1203.4 PC Clarification
 
Clarification……….
 
Below answers (a – c) are for only wobbler charges. 
 
Chia…
 

From: Chia VueVang 
Sent: Monday, April 8, 2019 9:35 AM
To: Allison Law <Allison.Law@doj.ca.gov>; Amanda Thomas <Amanda.Thomas@doj.ca.gov>; Anil
Kumar <Anil.Kumar@doj.ca.gov>; Cheryl Waddle <Cheryl.Waddle@doj.ca.gov>; Edgar Rodriguez
<Edgar.Rodriguez@doj.ca.gov>; Eustolia Quezada <Eustolia.Quezada@doj.ca.gov>; Faye Louie
<Faye.Louie@doj.ca.gov>; Jennoria James <Jennoria.James@doj.ca.gov>; Jose Martin



<Jose.Martin@doj.ca.gov>; Juan Romo <Juan.Romo@doj.ca.gov>; Kelly Tang
<Kelly.Tang@doj.ca.gov>; Kimberly Dich <Kimberly.Dich@doj.ca.gov>; Mai Truong
<Mai.Truong@doj.ca.gov>; Marisa Senteney <Marisa.Senteney@doj.ca.gov>; Mary Romero
<Mary.Romero@doj.ca.gov>; Michael Esquivel <Michael.Esquivel@doj.ca.gov>; Michelle Nguyen
<Michelle.Nguyen@doj.ca.gov>; Nadine Langston <Nadine.Langston@doj.ca.gov>; Nicole Saucedo
<Nicole.Saucedo@doj.ca.gov>; Rene Truscott <Rene.Truscott@doj.ca.gov>; Rosalind Eison
<Rosalind.Eison@doj.ca.gov>; Samira Nassar <Samira.Nassar@doj.ca.gov>; Susan Morisseau
<Susan.Morisseau@doj.ca.gov>; Teresa Weng <Teresa.Weng@doj.ca.gov>; Vincent Naicker
<Vincent.Naicker@doj.ca.gov>
Cc: Ariam Griffin <Ariam.Griffin@doj.ca.gov>; Nancy Saelee <Nancy.Saelee@doj.ca.gov>; Guadalupe
Sanchez <Guadalupe.Sanchez@doj.ca.gov>; Jill Tobia <Jill.Tobia@doj.ca.gov>; Russell Yee
<Russell.Yee@doj.ca.gov>; Gloria Cisneros <Gloria.Cisneros@doj.ca.gov>; Mitch Matsumoto
<Mitch.Matsumoto@doj.ca.gov>; Ronell Blackwell <Ronell.Blackwell@doj.ca.gov>
Subject: 1203.4 PC Clarification
 
Staff,
 

 1203.4 PC.  Please review the questions and
answers and apply to your background clearance processes whenever necessary.  See your
supervisor if you have any questions.
 

a)       If a subject has a PC 1203.4 dismissal but remains a felony conviction prior to 2004,
he/she is able to purchase or possess long guns only.  Yes   NO

b)      If a subject has a PC 1203.4 dismissal with a 17(b) reduction, then regardless of the
conviction date he/she can purchase or possess hand guns or long guns as long as the
conviction isn’t reduced to a prohibiting misdemeanor.   Yes, as long as it was a wobbler.

c)       If a subject has a PC 1203.4 dismissal after 2004, he/she is NOT able to purchase or
possess handguns and/or long guns.   Yes

 
Have a nice Monday!
 
Chia Vue-Vang
Background Clearance Unit
Division of Law Enforcement/Bureau of Firearms
California Department of Justice
(916) 227-0514

 



From: Ronell Blackwell
To: Gloria Cisneros
Subject: FW: 1203.4 PC Clarification Update
Date: Thursday, June 23, 2022 12:57:20 PM

 
 

From: Gloria Cisneros <Gloria.Cisneros@doj.ca.gov> 
Sent: Monday, February 22, 2021 7:48 AM
To: Ronell Blackwell <Ronell.Blackwell@doj.ca.gov>; Russell Yee <Russell.Yee@doj.ca.gov>; Michael
Esquivel <Michael.Esquivel@doj.ca.gov>; Eustolia Quezada <Eustolia.Quezada@doj.ca.gov>; Spencer
Quam <Spencer.Quam@doj.ca.gov>; Brian Duong <Brian.Duong@doj.ca.gov>; Tong Vang
<Tong.Vang@doj.ca.gov>; Hazel Davenport <Hazel.Davenport@doj.ca.gov>; Lisa Gallegos
<Lisa.Gallegos@doj.ca.gov>
Cc: Kamran Ali <Kamran.Ali@doj.ca.gov>
Subject: FW: 1203.4 PC Clarification Update
 
Good morning team,
 
Please see below for an update on 1203.4 PC dismissals.
 
Thank you,
Gloria
 

From: Jill Tobia <Jill.Tobia@doj.ca.gov> 
Sent: Monday, February 22, 2021 7:31 AM
To: Rachel Lin <Rachel.Lin@doj.ca.gov>; Kamran Ali <Kamran.Ali@doj.ca.gov>; Elizabeth Anguiano
<Elizabeth.Anguiano@doj.ca.gov>; Ariam Griffin <Ariam.Griffin@doj.ca.gov>; Chia VueVang
<Chia.VueVang@doj.ca.gov>; Cheri Flesher <Cheri.Flesher@doj.ca.gov>
Cc: Shanon Thompson <Shanon.Thompson@doj.ca.gov>; Gloria Cisneros
<Gloria.Cisneros@doj.ca.gov>
Subject: Re: 1203.4 PC Clarification Update
 
Thank you, Rachel.
 
Kamran and Gloria, this is something you should include in the all BOF background refresher
training.
 
Jill

From: Rachel Lin
Sent: Sunday, February 21, 2021 1:07:17 PM
To: Kamran Ali; Elizabeth Anguiano; Ariam Griffin; Chia VueVang; Cheri Flesher
Cc: Shanon Thompson; Jill Tobia



Subject: FW: 1203.4 PC Clarification Update
 
Hello,
 
FYI:  1203.4 PC Clarification Update:  Please share with your team and teams that may benefit
from this information.
 
Staff asked a question in regards to the conviction set aside and dismissal per 1203.4 PC.
 

 there’s a correction to question (a) below.  The
correct answer should be “NO”.  1203.4 PC does not restore firearm rights (both long and hand
guns). 
 
Should you need further clarification, please give me a call.  Thanks!
 
Rachel
 
From: Chia VueVang <Chia.VueVang@doj.ca.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2021 11:53 AM
To: Rachel Lin <Rachel.Lin@doj.ca.gov>
Subject: FW: 1203.4 PC Clarification
 
 

From: Chia VueVang <Chia.VueVang@doj.ca.gov> 
Sent: Monday, December 16, 2019 2:47 PM
To: Allison Law <Allison.Law@doj.ca.gov>; Anil Kumar <Anil.Kumar@doj.ca.gov>; Cheryl Waddle
<Cheryl.Waddle@doj.ca.gov>; Edgar Rodriguez <Edgar.Rodriguez@doj.ca.gov>; Faye Louie
<Faye.Louie@doj.ca.gov>; Jennoria James <Jennoria.James@doj.ca.gov>; Jose Martin
<Jose.Martin@doj.ca.gov>; Juan Romo <Juan.Romo@doj.ca.gov>; Kelly Tang
<Kelly.Tang@doj.ca.gov>; Kimberly Dich <Kimberly.Dich@doj.ca.gov>; Mai Truong
<Mai.Truong@doj.ca.gov>; Marisa Senteney <Marisa.Senteney@doj.ca.gov>; Mary Romero
<Mary.Romero@doj.ca.gov>; Michael Esquivel <Michael.Esquivel@doj.ca.gov>; Michelle Nguyen
<Michelle.Nguyen@doj.ca.gov>; Nadine Langston <Nadine.Langston@doj.ca.gov>; Nicole Saucedo
<Nicole.Saucedo@doj.ca.gov>; Rene Truscott <Rene.Truscott@doj.ca.gov>; Rosalind Eison
<Rosalind.Eison@doj.ca.gov>; Samira Nassar <Samira.Nassar@doj.ca.gov>; Susan Morisseau
<Susan.Morisseau@doj.ca.gov>; Teresa Weng <Teresa.Weng@doj.ca.gov>; Vincent Naicker
<Vincent.Naicker@doj.ca.gov>
Cc: Nancy Saelee <Nancy.Saelee@doj.ca.gov>; Guadalupe Sanchez
<Guadalupe.Sanchez@doj.ca.gov>; Jill Tobia <Jill.Tobia@doj.ca.gov>; Russell Yee
<Russell.Yee@doj.ca.gov>; Gloria Cisneros <Gloria.Cisneros@doj.ca.gov>; Mitch Matsumoto
<Mitch.Matsumoto@doj.ca.gov>; Ronell Blackwell <Ronell.Blackwell@doj.ca.gov>
Subject: RE: 1203.4 PC Clarification
 
Clarification……….
 
Below answers (a – c) are for only wobbler charges. 
 



Chia…
 

From: Chia VueVang 
Sent: Monday, April 8, 2019 9:35 AM
To: Allison Law <Allison.Law@doj.ca.gov>; Amanda Thomas <Amanda.Thomas@doj.ca.gov>; Anil
Kumar <Anil.Kumar@doj.ca.gov>; Cheryl Waddle <Cheryl.Waddle@doj.ca.gov>; Edgar Rodriguez
<Edgar.Rodriguez@doj.ca.gov>; Eustolia Quezada <Eustolia.Quezada@doj.ca.gov>; Faye Louie
<Faye.Louie@doj.ca.gov>; Jennoria James <Jennoria.James@doj.ca.gov>; Jose Martin
<Jose.Martin@doj.ca.gov>; Juan Romo <Juan.Romo@doj.ca.gov>; Kelly Tang
<Kelly.Tang@doj.ca.gov>; Kimberly Dich <Kimberly.Dich@doj.ca.gov>; Mai Truong
<Mai.Truong@doj.ca.gov>; Marisa Senteney <Marisa.Senteney@doj.ca.gov>; Mary Romero
<Mary.Romero@doj.ca.gov>; Michael Esquivel <Michael.Esquivel@doj.ca.gov>; Michelle Nguyen
<Michelle.Nguyen@doj.ca.gov>; Nadine Langston <Nadine.Langston@doj.ca.gov>; Nicole Saucedo
<Nicole.Saucedo@doj.ca.gov>; Rene Truscott <Rene.Truscott@doj.ca.gov>; Rosalind Eison
<Rosalind.Eison@doj.ca.gov>; Samira Nassar <Samira.Nassar@doj.ca.gov>; Susan Morisseau
<Susan.Morisseau@doj.ca.gov>; Teresa Weng <Teresa.Weng@doj.ca.gov>; Vincent Naicker
<Vincent.Naicker@doj.ca.gov>
Cc: Ariam Griffin <Ariam.Griffin@doj.ca.gov>; Nancy Saelee <Nancy.Saelee@doj.ca.gov>; Guadalupe
Sanchez <Guadalupe.Sanchez@doj.ca.gov>; Jill Tobia <Jill.Tobia@doj.ca.gov>; Russell Yee
<Russell.Yee@doj.ca.gov>; Gloria Cisneros <Gloria.Cisneros@doj.ca.gov>; Mitch Matsumoto
<Mitch.Matsumoto@doj.ca.gov>; Ronell Blackwell <Ronell.Blackwell@doj.ca.gov>
Subject: 1203.4 PC Clarification
 
Staff,
 

 1203.4 PC.  Please review the questions and
answers and apply to your background clearance processes whenever necessary.  See your
supervisor if you have any questions.
 

a)       If a subject has a PC 1203.4 dismissal but remains a felony conviction prior to 2004,
he/she is able to purchase or possess long guns only.  Yes   NO

b)      If a subject has a PC 1203.4 dismissal with a 17(b) reduction, then regardless of the
conviction date he/she can purchase or possess hand guns or long guns as long as the
conviction isn’t reduced to a prohibiting misdemeanor.   Yes, as long as it was a wobbler.

c)       If a subject has a PC 1203.4 dismissal after 2004, he/she is NOT able to purchase or
possess handguns and/or long guns.   Yes

 
Have a nice Monday!
 
Chia Vue-Vang
Background Clearance Unit
Division of Law Enforcement/Bureau of Firearms
California Department of Justice
(916) 227-0514







From: Rachel Lin
To: Hazel Davenport; Angela Chavez; Naomi Mascarinas; Patricia Valentine; Susan Morisseau; Marisol Lopez; Tong

Vang; Eustolia Quezada; Ronell Blackwell; Russell Yee; Gloria Cisneros; Michael Esquivel; Andrew Davies; Anil
Kumar; Clover McMillan; Dustin Dunbar; Ernest Macatuno; Israel Sotelo; Jennoria James; Kelci Craig; Mai
Truong; Mary Romeo; Nadine Langston; Nicole Saucedo; Samira Nassar; Teresa Weng; Vincent Naicker; Carolyn
Kumar; Cheryl Waddle; Comfort Ashong; Edgar Rodriguez; Hoan Do; Juan Romo; Kelly Tang; Kimberly Dich;
Mamta Devi; Michelle Nguyen; Rosalind Eison; Will Ragster; Danny La; Dylan Bradley; Edward Grant; Emily
Dzubak; Gloria Charles; Jasdeep Cheema; Maria Vue; Michael Lee; Pamela ColemanWatts; Rene Truscott

Cc: Ariam Griffin; Elizabeth Anguiano; Kamran Ali; Chia VueVang; Cheri Flesher
Subject: FW: ICE/US citizen
Date: Monday, December 7, 2020 1:11:28 PM

Good Afternoon,
FYI: Please see response from  regarding Deportation Proceedings.
Thanks,
Rachel
From:  
Sent: Monday, December 7, 2020 1:05 PM
To: Rachel Lin 
Subject: Re: ICE/US citizen

Deportation Proceedings is an Administrative charge and not criminal.
This entry is not prohibiting.
NOTE: I am currently teleworking, please continue to email me and I will respond as
soon as I can.
Thank you,

Liaison Specialist
Business Relations Team
NICS Section
FBI CJIS Division
PH: 
PH: 
Email: 
Confidentiality Statement:
This message has been transmitted to you by the FBI Criminal Justice Information Services Division’s National Instant Criminal
Background Check System Section. The message, along with any attachments, is to be considered confidential and legally privileged. No
part of it is to be disseminated or reproduced without written consent of the sender. If you are not the intended recipient of this
message, please destroy it promptly without any retention, dissemination, or reproduction (unless required by law), and please notify the
sender of the error immediately by separate e-mail or by calling 304-672-0491.

From: Rachel Lin <Rachel.Lin@doj.ca.gov>
Sent: Monday, December 7, 2020 4:02 PM
To: 
Subject: [EXTERNAL EMAIL] - ICE/US citizen
Good Afternoon ,
Subject below is attempting to purchase a firearm in California. He claimed US citizen on his
firearm purchase paperwork. He has an arrest in 1972 for Dep Proc. Please advise if further research
is required regarding his immigration status? Thank you for your assistance!









Cc: Praneel Singh <Praneel.Singh@doj.ca.gov>; Naomi Mascarinas <Naomi.Mascarinas@doj.ca.gov>
Subject: RE: Military Protection Order:
 
Hi! 
 
Please see response.
 
Ø  Military Protection Orders do not meet federally because they are issued by the subject’s

Commanding Officer not a Court Order.
 
Ø  I don’t know how this would affect your state prohibitor?  Does there need to be a court order for this

to be state disqualifying or are all protection orders disqualifying regardless?
 
Hope this helps.
 

Liaison Specialist
  Office
  Cell

 
Thanks,
 

Avelina San Juan
Crime Analyst Supervisor
Bureau of Firearms
Armed and Prohibited Persons Section
Ph: 916-210-2335
 

 
 

From: NICS_LegalResearch <NICS_LegalResearch@FBI.GOV> 
Sent: Tuesday, August 25, 2020 1:04 PM
To: Avelina SanJuan <Avelina.SanJuan@doj.ca.gov>
Subject: RE: Military Protection Order:
 
No there is only one NICS section. The Legal Analysis Team (LAT) does not provide legal advice or guidance on
an individual’s firearms eligibility; the contents of this e-mail or any attachments thereto should not be
relied upon as a substitute for obtaining your own legal counsel.   The following reflects the NICS Section’s
view if it were processing this scenario on an internal background check.
 
Thank you,
 

Legal Administrative Specialist









From: Ronell Blackwell
To: Gloria Cisneros
Subject: FW: New Disposition Chasing Procedures
Date: Wednesday, November 17, 2021 1:37:03 PM
Importance: High

 
 

From: Chia VueVang <Chia.VueVang@doj.ca.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, March 5, 2020 2:42 PM
To: Lori D'Agostini <Lori.DAgostini@doj.ca.gov>; Ronell Blackwell <Ronell.Blackwell@doj.ca.gov>;
Eustolia Quezada <Eustolia.Quezada@doj.ca.gov>; Avelina SanJuan <Avelina.SanJuan@doj.ca.gov>
Subject: FW: New Disposition Chasing Procedures
Importance: High
 
Hi Ladies,
 
Below is the email in regards to new dispo chasing and NDIA.  We mirror our process in DROS with
PRU as indicated below.
 
This email was sent to DROS, PRU, and ESNU managers, and I’m not sure if this would apply to all
sections.  Please check with your manager before implanting in your process.
 
Chia…

From: Kathey Norton <Kathey.Norton@doj.ca.gov> 
Sent: Friday, July 19, 2019 11:20 AM
To: Guadalupe Sanchez <Guadalupe.Sanchez@doj.ca.gov>
Subject: FW: New Disposition Chasing Procedures
Importance: High
 
Hi, Lupe:
 
I wanted to include you on this email that I sent out to Victor and Naomi last night about new dispo
chasing procedures that Allison sent out last night. This is the project that Shanon has been working
on for some time to reduce the number of contacts that we have to make when chasing dispos and
narrow the focus for what the RAs will chase.
 
If you or your team has questions, please feel free to compile them for Shanon and we can discuss
with her.  I went ahead excerpted Allison’s larger email to just narrow the focus for the teams view.
 
I have a list of questions from PRU that I need to run by Shanon, too.
 
The procedures are effective today, however, so staff need to start following them today.
 
Thanks so much,
Kathey



 
 
 
 
Effective immediately, the below procedure will be followed for chasing missing dispositions.  The
new procedure should increase productivity, align us with the way other sections in the department
chase dispositions (consistency), as well as prevent frustration on the part of our allied
agencies/courts by reducing the repetitive reach out that was required in past practice.
 
BOF will no longer be mandated to conduct 3 attempts, per agency.  The new process will be 2
attempts, and Direct Access can serve as the first attempt.
 
Counties with Direct Access – (to be utilized by staff that have Direct Access capabilities)

1.       Access all applicable direct access options available.  This will serve as the first attempt for
those agencies you research through this process.   
 

2.       If no disposition information is obtained, ONE additional contact will be made to EACH of
the following agencies:  law enforcement, prosecutorial, and/or judicial agencies by
telephone.   If the agency does not accept phone calls, a fax request will be necessary.   
 

3.       Staff must wait 7 days for a response.   If a response is received, a PRDI will be created and
sent to CJIS for update.   If not, the arrest can be deemed as No Disposition Information
Available (NDIA).

Note:  Direct Access and Call = 2 Attempts
 

Counties with No Direct Access or if your staff does not have access to Direct Access
1.       Staff will make first attempt to each agency (LEA/DA/Court) via fax or email. 

 
2.       Staff will wait 7 days for a response.   If a disposition is obtained, a PRDI will be created and

sent to CJIS for update.   If not, staff will be required to make an additional contact to EACH
applicable agency (LEA/DA/Court) by phone.   If the agency does not accept phone calls, a
fax request will be necessary.   
 

3.       Staff must wait 7 days for a response.   If a response is received, a PRDI will be created and
sent to CJIS for update.   If not, the arrest can be deemed as NDIA.
 

Arrest with NDIA Status
Currently BOF staff are required to do additional research on all arrests with a NDIA status on the
RAP sheet if the NDIA entry was made by another bureau other than BOF.  Now, staff will no longer
be required to perform the additional research and can assume that a diligent search was conducted
by the department. 
 
All NDIAs that can be sent to a BOF Retired Annuitant for chasing (see below criteria for RA NDIA
Research) still applies.  The RAs have been fairly successful in obtaining missing dispositions for
arrests that fall into the designated criteria.  This would apply only after you have made your first 2
attempts and still did not receive disposition information.
 
 
Retired Annuitant Disposition Chasing Criteria:



All Domestic Violence and felony charges that are within 15 years that we are unable
to retrieve disposition information for.
All misdemeanor charges that are within 10 years.
No out-of-state charges.
No military charges.

 
 
Shanon’s team will be updating the desk procedures related to Dispo Chasing, which I believe most if
not all are using.  In the meantime, please use this email as the new procedure. 
 
 



From: Rachel Lin
To: Patricia Valentine; Joy Pal; Brian Duong; Brieanna Rembert; Paul Carbajal; Benjamin Bernstein; Christopher

Louie; Susan Morisseau; Marisol Lopez; Rachel Pyara; Doris Maysonet; Sharrell McGee; Kathy Jensen; Carolyn
Kumar; Cheryl Waddle; Comfort Ashong; Edgar Rodriguez; Hoan Do; Juan Romo; Kelly Tang; Kimberly Dich; Mai
Truong; Michelle Nguyen; Nicole Saucedo; Paul Madsen; Rosalind Eison; Teresa Weng; Will Ragster; Danny La;
Dustin Dunbar; Emily Dzubak; Gloria Charles; Jasdeep Cheema; Jasmine AlonsoCampos; Kiet Tran; Maria Vue;
Michael Lee; Pamela ColemanWatts; Rene Truscott; Andrew Davies; Camryn Davis; Clover McMillan; Kelci Craig;
Nancy Bacon; Samira Nassar; Tyler Puckett; Vincent Naicker

Cc: Chia VueVang; Cheri Flesher; Angela Chavez; Elizabeth Anguiano; Gloria Cisneros
Subject: FW: NTN
Date: Wednesday, July 13, 2022 10:10:31 AM
Importance: High

Good Morning Team,
 
FYI: We have been receiving inquiries from dealers requesting for NTNs. Please see information
below for guidance and see your supervisor if you have any questions. Thank you.
 
From: Rachel Lin 
Sent: Tuesday, October 20, 2020 12:20 PM
To: Nancy Saelee <Nancy.Saelee@doj.ca.gov>; Hazel Davenport <Hazel.Davenport@doj.ca.gov>; Joy
Pal <Joy.Pal@doj.ca.gov>; Patricia Valentine <Patricia.Valentine@doj.ca.gov>; Florence Nucal
<Florence.Nucal@doj.ca.gov>; Angela Chavez <Angela.Chavez@doj.ca.gov>; Naomi Mascarinas
<Naomi.Mascarinas@doj.ca.gov>; Susan Morisseau <Susan.Morisseau@doj.ca.gov>; Marisol Lopez
<Marisol.Lopez@doj.ca.gov>; Timothy Mulligan <Timothy.Mulligan@doj.ca.gov>; Doris Maysonet
<Doris.Maysonet@doj.ca.gov>; Andrew Cruz <Andrew.Cruz@doj.ca.gov>; Tong Vang
<Tong.Vang@doj.ca.gov>; Eustolia Quezada <Eustolia.Quezada@doj.ca.gov>; Spencer Quam
<Spencer.Quam@doj.ca.gov>; Felipe Munoz <Felipe.Munoz@doj.ca.gov>; Victor Martinez
<Victor.Martinez@doj.ca.gov>; Andrew Davies <Andrew.Davies@doj.ca.gov>; Anil Kumar
<Anil.Kumar@doj.ca.gov>; Clover McMillan <Clover.McMillan@doj.ca.gov>; Dustin Dunbar
<Dustin.Dunbar@doj.ca.gov>; Ernest Macatuno <Ernest.Macatuno@doj.ca.gov>; Israel Sotelo
<Israel.Sotelo@doj.ca.gov>; Jennoria James <Jennoria.James@doj.ca.gov>; Mai Truong
<Mai.Truong@doj.ca.gov>; Mary Romeo <Mary.Romeo@doj.ca.gov>; Nadine Langston
<Nadine.Langston@doj.ca.gov>; Nicole Saucedo <Nicole.Saucedo@doj.ca.gov>; Samira Nassar
<Samira.Nassar@doj.ca.gov>; Teresa Weng <Teresa.Weng@doj.ca.gov>; Vincent Naicker
<Vincent.Naicker@doj.ca.gov>; Carolyn Kumar <Carolyn.Kumar@doj.ca.gov>; Cheryl Waddle
<Cheryl.Waddle@doj.ca.gov>; Comfort Ashong <Comfort.Ashong@doj.ca.gov>; Edgar Rodriguez
<Edgar.Rodriguez@doj.ca.gov>; Hoan Do <Hoan.Do@doj.ca.gov>; Juan Romo
<Juan.Romo@doj.ca.gov>; Kelly Tang <Kelly.Tang@doj.ca.gov>; Kimberly Dich
<Kimberly.Dich@doj.ca.gov>; Michelle Nguyen <Michelle.Nguyen@doj.ca.gov>; Rosalind Eison
<Rosalind.Eison@doj.ca.gov>; Will Ragster <Will.Ragster@doj.ca.gov>; Danny La
<Danny.La@doj.ca.gov>; Dylan Bradley <Dylan.Bradley@doj.ca.gov>; Edward Grant
<Edward.Grant@doj.ca.gov>; Gloria Charles <Gloria.Charles@doj.ca.gov>; Jasdeep Cheema
<Jasdeep.Cheema@doj.ca.gov>; Maria Vue <Maria.Vue@doj.ca.gov>; Michael Lee
<Michael.Lee@doj.ca.gov>; Pamela ColemanWatts <Pamela.ColemanWatts@doj.ca.gov>; Rene
Truscott <Rene.Truscott@doj.ca.gov>
Cc: Ronell Blackwell <Ronell.Blackwell@doj.ca.gov>; Russell Yee <Russell.Yee@doj.ca.gov>; Gloria
Cisneros <Gloria.Cisneros@doj.ca.gov>; Michael Esquivel <Michael.Esquivel@doj.ca.gov>; Chia
VueVang <Chia.VueVang@doj.ca.gov>; Cheri Flesher <Cheri.Flesher@doj.ca.gov>; Ariam Griffin



<Ariam.Griffin@doj.ca.gov>; Kamran Ali <Kamran.Ali@doj.ca.gov>; Shanon Thompson
<Shanon.Thompson@doj.ca.gov>; Jill Tobia <Jill.Tobia@doj.ca.gov>
Subject: NTN 
Importance: High
 
Hello,
 
Effective today and moving forward on DROS processing, please ensure to write the new NTN on
all “Approval after Delay”, Approval after Denial”, and “Undetermined” letters.  This new NTN
needs to be notated on the DROS comment also. 
 
Private Party Transfers, when the purchaser has been denied, we must run a multiple query with
NICS on seller and provide the status and NTN to dealer.  The seller’s status and NTN needs to be
notated on the DROS comment as well.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Thank you!
 
Rachel Lin
Crime Analyst Supervisor
California Department of Justice
Bureau of Firearms
916-210-2644
 



From: Kamran Ali
To: Ariam Griffin; Elizabeth Anguiano; Gilbert Mac; Maricela Leyva; Praneel Singh; Rachel Lin; Tanya Dominguez;

Terrence Bell; Yvette Glover; Victor Martinez; Chia VueVang; Angela Chavez; Gloria Cisneros; Nataliya Pasemnyk;
Naomi Mascarinas; Cheri Flesher

Cc: Allison Mendoza; Blake Graham; Mayra G. Morales; Jill Tobia; Patrick Plant; Shanon Thompson; Elene McGee
Subject: Mental Health Notes: Contrary Information
Date: Tuesday, August 10, 2021 11:08:49 AM
Importance: High

Hello Everyone,

Effective immediately, when making a firearms or ammunition eligibility
determination, do not rely on Mental Health Notes that offer direction contrary
to what you see in the individual’s criminal history information/RAP sheet. An
example of this would be:

Subject has an Idaho record and Disqualification For Firearms flag. This is a
prohibition from firearm purchase/ownership.
DOA 10/30/1993 Felony Aggravated Battery reduced to a misdemeanor
conviction of Battery in 1994  

But in 2005 a Mental Health Note was entered by an analyst to “ignore this
disqualification for firearms flag per BS (Bob Saito)”  

If your research leads you to determine that the Disqualification For Firearms
Flag is incorrect, contact the appropriate agency to see removal of the flag. Do
not simply ignore the flag per a MHN.

Additionally, do not rely on Mental Health Notes without sufficient back up
documentation. An example of this would be:

“Deny per MM” or “Approve per BS”.

Always conduct the necessary research to support your determination and cite
your sources as appropriate. If a situation is complex, or you are uncertain what
next steps to take, speak with your supervisor to obtain direction or elevate as
appropriate.

Managers and supervisors attending the Bureau Consistency Committee



meeting this afternoon will discuss this matter further and provide additional
information if necessary.

Best,
Kamran Ali
Staff Services Manager I
Department of Justice - Division of Law Enforcement
Bureau of Firearms
Quality Assurance Unit



From: Kamran Ali
To: Ariam Griffin; Elizabeth Anguiano; Gilbert Mac; Gloria Cisneros; Maricela Leyva; Praneel Singh; Rachel Lin;

Salvador Gonzalez; Tanya Dominguez; Terrence Bell; Yvette Glover
Cc: Elene McGee; Jill Tobia; Patrick Plant; Shanon Thompson
Subject: Pardons
Date: Monday, November 22, 2021 8:43:30 AM
Attachments: image001.png
Importance: High

Hello All,
 
Effective immediately, all transactions involving a pardon must be reviewed by the DAG before a
determination can be made. If an analyst comes across a pardon, they will need to forward it to their
supervisor/manager along with all relevant court documentation and pardon paperwork.
 
While the DAGs will be reviewing all of the pardons from now on, I still wanted to clarify how
California Pardons work with regards to restoration of firearm rights. If the conviction that was
pardoned involved the use of a dangerous weapon (not just a firearm), the pardon would not
restore firearm rights. Penal Code section 4852.17 states:
 
Whenever a person is granted a full and unconditional pardon by the Governor, based upon a
certificate of rehabilitation, the pardon shall entitle the person to exercise thereafter all civil and
political rights of citizenship, including, but not limited to: (1) the right to vote; (2) the right to own,
possess, and keep any type of firearm that may lawfully be owned and possessed by other citizens;
except that this right shall not be restored, and Sections 17800 and 23510 and Chapter 2
(commencing with Section 29800) of Division 9 of Title 4 of Part 6 shall apply, if the person was ever
convicted of a felony involving the use of a dangerous weapon.
 
See below for an example of a pardon that would not be valid.
 
 

If you are unsure if the conviction involved a deadly weapon, you will need to reach out to the court
or pardon office for any documentation.
 
The comprehensive training has also been updated to reflect the correct information. Please let me
know if you have any questions.



From: Kamran Ali
To: Ariam Griffin; Elizabeth Anguiano; Gilbert Mac; Maricela Leyva; Praneel Singh; Rachel Lin; Tanya Dominguez;

Terrence Bell; Angela Chavez; Cheri Flesher; Chia VueVang; Gloria Cisneros; Naomi Mascarinas; Nataliya
Pasemnyk; Victor Martinez

Cc: Elene McGee; Jill Tobia; Patrick Plant; Shanon Thompson
Subject: Prop 64 Updates
Date: Monday, September 27, 2021 12:34:23 PM
Importance: High

Hi All,
 
I

 I am going to be updating the Prop 64
procedures, but I wanted to get this information out to everyone first. Please disseminate this
information to your staff.
 
Under the current process, if someone has a conviction that qualifies for relief under Prop 64 and
does not have the relief listed on the RAP sheet (as either a Prop 64 dismissal/reduction or 11361.8
H&S), they would be denied. However, because Prop 64  provides automatic relief, the applicant
does not need to have it show up on their RAP sheet to have their firearm/ammunition rights
restored.
 
Under the new process, if there is a qualifying conviction that does not have the dismissal/reduction
listed on the RAP sheet, the analyst will need to contact the DA in charge of the prosecution and see
if they opposed the reduction (a right they are granted under Prop 64).  If they do not (which will be
the case the vast majority of the time), the applicant can be approved and a mental health note
should be entered stating the DA does not oppose the relief. If they do oppose, the applicant would
be denied and a mental health note would be entered.
 
If a response is not received in a timely manner from the DA, the applicant would be delayed and
undetermined. If an undetermined response cannot be used, they would be denied.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Kamran Ali
Staff Services Manager I
Department of Justice - Division of Law Enforcement
Bureau of Firearms
Quality Assurance Unit
 













From: Kamran Ali
To: Ariam Griffin; Elizabeth Anguiano; Gilbert Mac; Gloria Cisneros; Maricela Leyva; Praneel Singh; Rachel Lin;

Salvador Gonzalez; Tanya Dominguez; Terrence Bell; Yvette Glover
Cc: Elene McGee; Jill Tobia; Patrick Plant; Shanon Thompson
Subject: RE: 12021(a)(1)
Date: Friday, November 5, 2021 1:58:11 PM
Attachments: 12021 (a)(1) - 2010.pdf

I wanted to add a clarification to this. The reason this is a straight felony (in 2010) is because the
court does not have any discretion in the sentencing and the conviction must be a felony. Because of
that, it is a non-reducible offense and relief cannot be granted under 17(b).

-Kamran

From: Kamran Ali 
Sent: Thursday, November 4, 2021 1:47 PM
To: Ariam Griffin <Ariam.Griffin@doj.ca.gov>; Elizabeth Anguiano <Elizabeth.Anguiano@doj.ca.gov>;
Gilbert Mac <Gilbert.Mac@doj.ca.gov>; Gloria Cisneros <Gloria.Cisneros@doj.ca.gov>; Maricela
Leyva <Maricela.Leyva@doj.ca.gov>; Praneel Singh <Praneel.Singh@doj.ca.gov>; Rachel Lin
<Rachel.Lin@doj.ca.gov>; Salvador Gonzalez <Salvador.Gonzalez@doj.ca.gov>; Tanya Dominguez
<Tanya.Dominguez@doj.ca.gov>; Terrence Bell <Terrence.Bell@doj.ca.gov>; Yvette Glover
<Yvette.Glover@doj.ca.gov>
Cc: Elene McGee <Elene.McGee@doj.ca.gov>; Jill Tobia <Jill.Tobia@doj.ca.gov>; Patrick Plant
<Patrick.Plant@doj.ca.gov>; Shanon Thompson <Shanon.Thompson@doj.ca.gov>
Subject: 12021(a)(1)

Hello Everyone,

There was a question regarding if Penal Code section 12021(a)(1) was a straight felony in 2010. 
 it is a straight felony and not a wobbler. Please inform your

staff and let them know that if they come across this conviction they will need to do research and
refer to the appropriate Penal Code book depending on the year of the conviction.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Kamran Ali
Staff Services Manager I
Department of Justice - Division of Law Enforcement
Bureau of Firearms
Quality Assurance Unit



From: Gloria Cisneros
To: Ronell Blackwell; Russell Yee; Michael Esquivel; Eustolia Quezada; Brian Duong; Spencer Quam; Lisa Gallegos
Cc: Kamran Ali
Subject: RE: Prosecution Prefilling Deferral
Date: Tuesday, October 12, 2021 9:30:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Hi Team,

In addition to the process below, when it comes to Prosecution Prefilling Deferral’s we are to
chase all Felony and DV related arrest charges . If we don’t get a final status on
whether or not it has been successfully completed, it is to go undetermined.

I have confirmed this information with BCU. This is still under review with the DAG and upper
management, if anything changes I will let you know.

Thank you,
Gloria

From: Gloria Cisneros 
Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 7:34 AM
To: Ronell Blackwell <Ronell.Blackwell@doj.ca.gov>; Russell Yee <Russell.Yee@doj.ca.gov>; Michael
Esquivel <Michael.Esquivel@doj.ca.gov>; Eustolia Quezada <Eustolia.Quezada@doj.ca.gov>; Brian
Duong <Brian.Duong@doj.ca.gov>; Spencer Quam <Spencer.Quam@doj.ca.gov>; Lisa Gallegos
<Lisa.Gallegos@doj.ca.gov>
Cc: Kamran Ali <Kamran.Ali@doj.ca.gov>
Subject: Prosecution Prefilling Deferral

Good morning,

When coming across Prosecution Prefilling Deferral, if it has been over 3 years it’s ok to
proceed. If the Prosecution Prefilling Deferral is within 3 years, this would require additional
research.

This process is currently under review with the DAG and upper management but until we hear
otherwise we will continue as we previously had.

Thank you,

Gloria L. Cisneros
Crime Analyst Supervisor
Department of Justice - Division of Law Enforcement
Bureau of Firearms - Quality Assurance and Firearm Record Review Teams



From: Rachel Lin
To: Carolyn Kumar; Cheryl Waddle; Comfort Ashong; Edgar Rodriguez; Hoan Do; Juan Romo; Kelly Tang; Kimberly

Dich; Mai Truong; Mamta Devi; Michelle Nguyen; Nicole Saucedo; Paul Madsen; Rosalind Eison; Teresa Weng;
Will Ragster; Dustin Dunbar; Dylan Bradley; Edward Grant; Emily Dzubak; Gloria Charles; Jasdeep Cheema;
Jasmine AlonsoCampos; Kiet Tran; Maria Vue; Michael Lee; Pamela ColemanWatts; Rene Truscott; Sohee Moon;
Andrew Davies; Camryn Davis; Clover McMillan; Kelci Craig; Nancy Bacon; Samira Nassar; Vincent Naicker

Cc: Gloria Cisneros; Jill Tobia; Shanon Thompson; Elizabeth Anguiano; Cheri Flesher; Angela Chavez; Chia VueVang;
Victor Martinez; Ariam Griffin

Subject: Stealth Wobblers
Date: Thursday, March 24, 2022 1:49:43 PM
Importance: High

Hello Team,
 
I have information to share on an offense that appeared to be straight felony but it’s actually a
wobbler, a “Stealth Wobbler”.
 

:
 
18(b) PC states that "[e]very offense which is prescribed by any law of the state to be a felony
punishable by imprisonment or by a fine, but without an alternate sentence to the county jail
for a period not exceeding one year, may be punishable by imprisonment in the county jail not
exceeding one year or by a fine, or by both."
 
We will use 33410 PC as an example .
33410.  Any person, firm, or corporation who within this state possesses a silencer is guilty of
a felony and upon conviction thereof shall be punished by imprisonment pursuant to
subdivision (h) of Section 1170 or by a fine not to exceed ten thousand dollars ($10,000), or
by both that fine and imprisonment
In other words, when a statute like PC 33410 states that punishment is by imprisonment or by
fine, but doesn't provide for a county jail sentence, the statute is deemed to also be
punishable by a county jail sentence at the court's discretion. "Offenses punishable by a
fine as an alternative to a term of imprisonment in state prison, but do not expressly provide
for sentencing to county jail, can also be punished as misdemeanors. . . . Such offenses have
been called “ ‘stealth wobblers’ ”, and can be reduced to misdemeanors pursuant to section
17 in the same way as wobblers."
 
I want to remind everyone to look up the offense if you are unfamiliar. Please see your
supervisor for any questions.
 
Here’s the court step of the conviction for 33410 PC:
 
COURT:
20210629  CASCFRESNO CENTRAL         NAM:001 PRO:4                  03
       001:
           25400(A)(1) PC-CCW IN VEHICLE                   TOC:M
           DISPO:CONVICTED-PROB/JAIL
           CONV STATUS:MISDEMEANOR                TOS:4
       002:
           MISCELLANEOUS OFFENSE                           TOC:M
           DISPO:CONVICTED-PROB/JAIL
           CONV STATUS:MISDEMEANOR                TOS:4
           COM:CHRG 33410PC
 



       003:
           30605(A) PC-ILL POSSESS ANY ASSAULT WEAPON      TOC:M
           DISPO:CONVICTED-PROB/JAIL
           CONV STATUS:MISDEMEANOR                TOS:4
           SEN: 024 MONTHS PROBATION; 180 DAYS JAIL; 180 DAYS JAIL SS;
                IMP SEN SS
                                                                     04
           DISPO:CONVICTION CERT BY CLERK OF THE COURT
           DISPO:FOR CERT INFO SEE AUTOMATED ARCHIVE SYS
 
 
Thank you all!
 
Rachel Lin
Staff Services Manager I
California Department of Justice
Bureau of Firearms
Office:  916-210-2644
Cell:  916-202-3407
 



From: Kamran Ali
To: Ariam Griffin; Elizabeth Anguiano; Gilbert Mac; Gloria Cisneros; Maricela Leyva; Praneel Singh; Rachel Lin;

Salvador Gonzalez; Tanya Dominguez; Terrence Bell; Yvette Glover
Cc: Elene McGee; Jill Tobia; Patrick Plant; Shanon Thompson
Subject: Straight Felonies
Date: Thursday, December 9, 2021 3:54:10 PM
Attachments: 12021 (a)(1) Straight Felony.pdf
Importance: High

Hello All,
 

. Please share with all of your staff.
 
I wanted to clarify two things regarding straight felonies:
 

1. If a state conviction states that the punishment is a felony, you do not need to contact NICS to
see what the maximum punishment is. All convictions that only state the punishment as a
felony (and do not give a length of the prison term) are straight felonies. The reason for this is
that Penal Code section 18 states:

 
(a)  Except in cases where a different punishment is prescribed by any law of

this state, every offense declared to be a felony is punishable by
imprisonment for 16 months, or two or three years in the state prison
unless the offense is punishable pursuant to subdivision (h) of Section
1170.
 
Additionally, Penal Code section 17(b) only applies to crimes that are punishable at the
discretion of the court (meaning wobblers). Regardless of the length of the prison term,
someone who has been convicted of a crime that could only be sentenced as a felony cannot
get their firearm rights restored under 17(b).
 

2. If Penal Code section 17 (or 17(b)) is cited in the cross reference section for a felony
conviction that does not state the length of the prison sentence (meaning it states the
punishment only as a felony), it does not mean that the conviction is a wobbler. Wobblers are
convictions that can be punished as either a felony or a misdemeanor. In the case where
there is a conviction for a felony without a prison term length specified, it is not possible for
the conviction to be a misdemeanor. Therefore, it would be a straight felony. See example
attached.

 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Kamran Ali
Staff Services Manager I
Department of Justice - Division of Law Enforcement
Bureau of Firearms
Quality Assurance Unit
 



From: Jill Tobia
To: Gilbert Mac; Terrence Bell; Tanya Dominguez; Praneel Singh; Ariam Griffin; Elizabeth Anguiano; Rachel Lin; Erica

Brown; Maricela Leyva; Adam Lovan; Henry Ng
Cc: Shanon Thompson; Patrick Plant; Elene McGee; Blake Graham; Raquel Perez; Mayra G. Morales; Gloria Cisneros
Subject: Update to NICS MCDV Qualified Relationships
Date: Thursday, August 11, 2022 7:24:05 AM

Good morning,
 
See the information below, summarized by Gloria Cisneros. Please distribute to your teams as
appropriate.
 
The “Bipartisan Safer Communities Act of 2022, Public Law 117-159” (herein after “the Act”)
was signed into law on June 25, 2022. The Act expands the type of relationships under the
misdemeanor crime of domestic violence (MCDV) federal firearm prohibition under 922 (g)(9)
to include a person who has a current or recent former dating relationship with the victim. 
 
NICS is currently evaluating the provisions of the Act to clarify the process for implementation.
Because the provisions of the Act became effective immediately upon being signed into law,
the NICS Section will begin denying transactions meeting the new criteria beginning Monday,
August 8, 2022.
 
The following is provided to assist POC states and other NICS users:
 

A “dating relationship” is between “individuals who have or have recently had a
continuing serious relationship of a romantic or intimate nature.” Further consideration
of whether a relationship qualifies as a dating relationship includes “(i) the length of the
relationship; (ii) the nature of the relationship; and (iii) the frequency and type of
interaction between the individuals involved in the relationship.
A casual acquaintanceship or ordinary fraternization in a business or social context does
not constitute a dating relationship.
The new dating relationship would include descriptions such as boyfriend, girlfriend,
fiancé, etc. to include same-sex relationships.
This new relationship is not retroactive; therefore, only convictions occurring on or after
June 25, 2022, will apply.
As with any MCDV relationship, information establishing a dating relationship may be
established through incident report narratives, convicting documents, etc.  
All criteria needed to establish the MCDV prohibition still applies:

o   misdemeanor conviction
o   conviction for an offense containing, as an element, the use or attempted

use of physical force, or the threatened use of a deadly weapon
o   qualified relationship

 



For individuals who only have one MCDV conviction or are not otherwise prohibited, the Act
establishes an MCDV conviction involving a dating relationship as a temporary prohibition—
with the convicted individual prohibited from possessing firearms for five years from the date
of conviction or completion of sentence (whichever is later).  However, the temporary five-
year prohibition is voided if a subsequent firearms-prohibiting conviction occurs.  The NICS
Section will provide additional information regarding the application of this portion – and
other portions - of the Act in future communications to our NICS user community.
 
Enhancements to the NICS Indices to include dating relationship as a RTV option when making
NICS Indices entries is currently underway.  Until the dating relationship RTV option is
available for NICS Indices entries, we encourage NICS POCs and other NICS users to maintain
information on individuals prohibited under the MCDV dating relationship criteria, for entry
when the NICS Indices can receive the information. 
 
If you have any questions regarding the new relationship criteria, you may reach out to the
NICS Business Relations Team @ NICSLiasion@fbi.gov or at 844-265-6716.
 
Thank you,
 
Gloria L. Cisneros
Crime Analyst Supervisor
Department of Justice - Division of Law Enforcement
Bureau of Firearms - Quality Assurance and Firearm Record Review Teams
Phone: 916-210-2622
Fax: 916-731-3312
Gloria.Cisneros@doj.ca.gov
 
 
 



From: Chia VueVang
To: Doris Maysonet; Joy Pal; Susan Morisseau; Spencer Quam; Kathy Jensen; Patricia Valentine; Sharrell McGee;

Holly Clark; Danny La; Brieanna Rembert; Andrew Davies; Carolyn Kumar; Cheryl Waddle; Clover McMillan;
Comfort Ashong; Dylan Bradley; Edgar Rodriguez; Edward Grant; Emily Dzubak; Ernest Macatuno; Gloria
Charles; Hoan Do; Jasdeep Cheema; Jennoria James; Juan Romo; Kelci Craig; Kelly Tang; Kimberly Dich; Mai
Truong; Mamta Devi; Maria Vue; Michael Lee; Michelle Nguyen; Nicole Saucedo; Pamela ColemanWatts; Rene
Truscott; Rosalind Eison; Samira Nassar; Teresa Weng; Vincent Naicker; Will Ragster

Cc: Angela Chavez; Cheri Flesher; Elizabeth Anguiano; Rachel Lin; Christelle Farley; Kamran Ali; Gloria Cisneros
Subject: Writ of Cooram Nobis
Date: Friday, December 17, 2021 1:56:09 PM
Importance: High

Good Afternoon Staff,
 
Effective immediately, all transactions involving a granted Writ of Coram Nobis must be
reviewed by the DAG before a determination can be made. If you come across a Writ of
Coram Nobis, please forward it to  supervisor/manager along with all relevant court
documentation. An example is provided below for your reference.
 
Please see your immediate supervisor if you have any questions.
 
 
 
ARR/DET/CITE:
19961006  C IA                NAM:001                    003 01
       001:
           T RECEIVED                              TOC:N
       002:
           273.5 PC-INFLICT CORPORAL INJ ON SPOUSE/COHAB   TOC:F
COURT:
19961211  C IA                NAM:001 PRO:5                  02
       001:
           242 PC-BATTERY                                  TOC:M
           DISPO:CONVICTED-PROBATION
           CONV STATUS:MISDEMEANOR                TOS:4
           SEN: 024 MONTHS PROBATION; IMP SEN SS
20081007                                                            03
           DISPO:CONV SET ASIDE & DISM PER 1203.4 PC
                                                                     04
           COM:3-13-15 - VACATE JUDGEMENT PER WRIT OF ERROR CORAM NOBIS
 
COURT:
20150313  C                  NAM:001 PRO:5                  05
       001:
           SEE COMMENT FOR CHARGE                          TOC:N
           DISPO:CONVICTED-FINE
           CONV STATUS:INFRACTION                 TOS:6
           SEN: FINE
           COM:CHRG 415 PC
 
                                                                     06
           DISPO:FOR CERT INFO SEE AUTOMATED ARCHIVE SYS
           COM:CONVICTION CERTIFIED BY KRYSTAL BALDWIN,DEPUTY
               CLERK,CASCTULARE
 
                                                                      07
           DCN:
 
* * * *
 
 
Chia Vue-Vang
Background Clearance Unit
Division of Law Enforcement/Bureau of Firearms



Sincerely,

Jill Tobia
Staff Services Manager II
Division of Law Enforcement
Bureau of Firearms
916-210-2677
Jill.tobia@doj.ca.gov
 







Cc: Praneel Singh <Praneel.Singh@doj.ca.gov>; Naomi Mascarinas <Naomi.Mascarinas@doj.ca.gov>
Subject: RE: Military Protection Order:
 
Hi! 
 
Please see response.
 
Ø  Military Protection Orders do not meet federally because they are issued by the subject’s

Commanding Officer not a Court Order.
 
Ø  I don’t know how this would affect your state prohibitor?  Does there need to be a court order for this

to be state disqualifying or are all protection orders disqualifying regardless?
 
Hope this helps.
 

Liaison Specialist
  Office
  Cell

 
Thanks,
 

Avelina San Juan
Crime Analyst Supervisor
Bureau of Firearms
Armed and Prohibited Persons Section
Ph: 916-210-2335
 

 
 

From: NICS_LegalResearch <NICS_LegalResearch@FBI.GOV> 
Sent: Tuesday, August 25, 2020 1:04 PM
To: Avelina SanJuan <Avelina.SanJuan@doj.ca.gov>
Subject: RE: Military Protection Order:
 
No there is only one NICS section. The Legal Analysis Team (LAT) does not provide legal advice or guidance on
an individual’s firearms eligibility; the contents of this e-mail or any attachments thereto should not be
relied upon as a substitute for obtaining your own legal counsel.   The following reflects the NICS Section’s
view if it were processing this scenario on an internal background check.
 
Thank you,
 

Legal Administrative Specialist









CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain confidential
and/or legally privileged information. It is solely for the use of the intended recipient(s). Unauthorized
interception, review, use or disclosure is prohibited and may violate applicable laws including the
Electronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the
sender and destroy all copies of the communication.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain confidential
and/or legally privileged information. It is solely for the use of the intended recipient(s). Unauthorized
interception, review, use or disclosure is prohibited and may violate applicable laws including the
Electronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the
sender and destroy all copies of the communication.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain confidential
and/or legally privileged information. It is solely for the use of the intended recipient(s). Unauthorized
interception, review, use or disclosure is prohibited and may violate applicable laws including the
Electronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the
sender and destroy all copies of the communication.





<Florence.Nucal@doj.ca.gov>; Patricia Valentine <Patricia.Valentine@doj.ca.gov>; Eustolia Quezada
<Eustolia.Quezada@doj.ca.gov>; Angela Chavez <Angela.Chavez@doj.ca.gov>; Timothy Mulligan
<Timothy.Mulligan@doj.ca.gov>; Andrew Cruz <Andrew.Cruz@doj.ca.gov>; Doris Maysonet
<Doris.Maysonet@doj.ca.gov>; Marisol Lopez <Marisol.Lopez@doj.ca.gov>; Israel Sotelo
<Israel.Sotelo@doj.ca.gov>; Anil Kumar <Anil.Kumar@doj.ca.gov>; Clover McMillan
<Clover.McMillan@doj.ca.gov>; Dustin Dunbar <Dustin.Dunbar@doj.ca.gov>; Ernest Macatuno
<Ernest.Macatuno@doj.ca.gov>; Jennoria James <Jennoria.James@doj.ca.gov>; Mai Truong
<Mai.Truong@doj.ca.gov>; Mary Romeo <Mary.Romeo@doj.ca.gov>; Nadine Langston
<Nadine.Langston@doj.ca.gov>; Nicole Saucedo <Nicole.Saucedo@doj.ca.gov>; Samira Nassar
<Samira.Nassar@doj.ca.gov>; Teresa Weng <Teresa.Weng@doj.ca.gov>; Vincent Naicker
<Vincent.Naicker@doj.ca.gov>; Carolyn Kumar <Carolyn.Kumar@doj.ca.gov>; Cheryl Waddle
<Cheryl.Waddle@doj.ca.gov>; Comfort Ashong <Comfort.Ashong@doj.ca.gov>; Edgar Rodriguez
<Edgar.Rodriguez@doj.ca.gov>; Faye Louie <Faye.Louie@doj.ca.gov>; Hoan Do <Hoan.Do@doj.ca.gov>; Juan
Romo <Juan.Romo@doj.ca.gov>; Kelly Tang <Kelly.Tang@doj.ca.gov>; Kimberly Dich
<Kimberly.Dich@doj.ca.gov>; Michelle Nguyen <Michelle.Nguyen@doj.ca.gov>; Rosalind Eison
<Rosalind.Eison@doj.ca.gov>; Will Ragster <Will.Ragster@doj.ca.gov>; Danny La <Danny.La@doj.ca.gov>;
Dylan Bradley <Dylan.Bradley@doj.ca.gov>; Edward Grant <Edward.Grant@doj.ca.gov>; Gloria Charles
<Gloria.Charles@doj.ca.gov>; Maria Vue <Maria.Vue@doj.ca.gov>; Michael Lee <Michael.Lee@doj.ca.gov>;
Pamela ColemanWatts <Pamela.ColemanWatts@doj.ca.gov>; Rene Truscott <Rene.Truscott@doj.ca.gov>
Cc: Cheri Flesher <Cheri.Flesher@doj.ca.gov>; Chia VueVang <Chia.VueVang@doj.ca.gov>; Guadalupe
Sanchez <Guadalupe.Sanchez@doj.ca.gov>
Subject: Military Protection Order research required

Hello,

If you come across a Military Protection Order, (an example is shown below) you’ll need to request for a
copy of the order to see if it prohibits the possession of a firearm. 

If it does, it may be a prohibition under state law: 

29825  
(a) A person who purchases or receives, or attempts to purchase or receive, a firearm knowing that

the person is prohibited from doing so in any jurisdiction by a temporary restraining order or
injunction issued pursuant to Section 527.6, 527.8, or 527.85 of the Code of Civil Procedure, a
protective order as defined in Section 6218 of the Family Code, a protective order issued
pursuant to Section 136.2 or 646.91 of this code, a protective order issued pursuant to Section
15657.03 of the Welfare and Institutions Code, or by a valid order issued by an out-of-state
jurisdiction that is similar or equivalent to a temporary restraining order, injunction, or
protective order specified in this subdivision, that includes a prohibition from owning or
possessing a firearm, is guilty of a public offense, punishable by imprisonment in a county jail
not exceeding one year or in the state prison, by a fine not exceeding one thousand dollars
($1,000), or by both that imprisonment and fine.








