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Assembly
Record of Committee Proceedings

Committee on Corrections and the Courts

Assembly Bill 40

Relating to: forfeiture of money derived from a drug crime.

By Representatives Bies, Albers, Fields, Gronemus, Gunderson, Gundrum, Hahn,
Hines, Jeskewitz, Krawczyk, LeMahieu, Musser, Ott, Owens, Van Roy and Vos;
cosponsored by Senators A. Lasee and Kedzie.

January 25, 2005 Referred to Committee on Corrections and the Courts.
February 9, 2005 PUBLIC HEARING HELD

Present: (10) Representatives Bies, Gundrum, Underheim,
Owens, Suder, LeMahieu, Pope-Roberts,
Wasserman, Seidel, Parisi.

Absent:  (0) None.

Appearances For
e Richard Woldt — Rick Management Learning Center

Rick Leach — WI Narcotics Officers Association — L ‘i(‘ = '7—9?1 - (a (1L
Mark Winkel — Door County Sheriffs Dept. Now e SP ech bl
Tom Molitor — Brown County Drug Task Force

Brad Dunlap — Lake Winnebago Area MEG Unit

Appearances Against
¢ Bob Smiley — WEMA
e Valerie Edwards — WEMA

Appearances for Information Only
¢ None.

Registrations For
¢ Michelle Mettner — Association of State Prosecutors

Registrations Against

e John Forester — School Administrators Alliance
e Sheri Krause — WASB

e Jennifer Kammerud — WI DPI

February 16,2005 EXECUTIVE SESSION HELD
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Present: (9) Representatives Bies, Gundrum, Owens, Suder,
LeMabhieu, Pope-Roberts, Wasserman, Seidel
and Parisi.

Absent: (1) Representative Underheim.

Moved by Representative LeMahieu, seconded by Representative
Suder that Assembly Bill 40 be recommended for passage.

Ayes: (6) Representatives Bies, Gundrum, Owens,
Suder, LeMahieu and Wasserman.

Noes: (3) Representatives Pope-Roberts, Seidel and
Parisi.

Absent: (1) Representative Underheim.

PASSAGE RECOMMENDED, Ayes 6, Noes 3
Andrew Nowlan
Committee Clerk




Assembly Committee on Corrections and the Courts
DATE

Moved by LC /\/] Seconded by gcc "éC’ i
aB_ 40 SB Clearinghouse Rule
AJR SJR
A SR Other
A/S Amdt
A/S Amdt to A/S Amdt
A/S Sub Amdt
A/S Amdt to A/S Sub Amdt
A/S Amdt to A/S Amdt to A/S Sub Amdt
Be recommended for: D Indefinite Postponement
Passage D Tabling
E] Introduction D Concurrence
D Adoption D Nonconcurrence
D Rejection
Committee Member Aye No Absent Not
voting
1. | Rep. Garey Bies, chair I
2. | Rep. Mark Gundrum, vice-chair 2
3. | Rep. Greg Underheim
4. | Rep. Carol Owens ‘5
5. | Rep. Scott Suder ‘7
6. | Rep. Daniel LeMahieu 5
7. | Rep. Sondy Pope-Roberts '
8. | Rep. Sheldon Wasserman 6
9. | Rep. Donna Seidel 2
10. | Rep. Joe Parisi 2
Totals 6 3
MOTION CARRIEDQ MOTION FAILED []
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Wisconsin Narcotics Officers
Association, Inc.

P.O. Box 471, Grafton, Wl 53024-0471
Dedicated to Training and Intelligence

February 8, 2005

On behalf of the Wisconsin Narcotics Officers Association (WNOA), I would like to
express our strong support for Assembly Bill 40 (AB-40). The WNOA represents over
250 Federal, State and Local Law Enorcement Officers in Wisconsin who are dedicated
to the enforcement of state and federal narcotics laws. AB-40 would have a positive and
important impact on Wisconsin Law Enforcement if enacted.

Currently, if a Law Enforcement Agency (LEA) arrests an individual for a drug-related
offense and the individual is in possession of an amount of US Currency (USC) that is
greater than $2,000 and it is believed to be either the proceeds or used to facilitate the
sale or use of a controlled substance, the currency is seized. The LEA then requests a
federal LEA to adopt the seizure and forfeit the currency to the LEA. The federal LEA
(most commonly the US Department of Justice-Drug Enforcement Administration)
removes 20% from the total value of the seizure for administrative and legal costs. If the
amount seized is less than $2,000, the federal LEA will not file for forfeiture of the asset
because it is below their threshold.

Along a similar line, if a LEA seizes a vehicle that was used to facilitate a drug
transaction, that vehicle is subject to forfeiture. If the vehicle has an equity value of at
least $5,000, the vehicle can be forfeited through a federal LEA. Again, the federal LEA
removes 20% of the value of the asset for processing.

Under current state law, if any currency is seized and forfeited, it must be placed in the
“School Fund”. Similarly, when a vehicle is forfeited, the LEA may retain up to 50% of
the proceeds in order to pay for “expenses” relating to the investigation, storing or
maintenance of the seized vehicle, but the remaining 50% must go to the School Fund.

In numerous instances, LEA’s arrest individuals in possession of currency that falls
below the federal threshold, e.g. $1,875 in USC. In addition, LEA’s frequently come into
contact with vehicles that are valued at less than the $5,000 federal threshold and may be
too expensive for the LEA to seize due to repairs that would be needed to make the
vehicle part of a LEA fleet. In either instance, the LEA traditionally does not like to
return the currency to the defendant or return the defendants vehicle to them, only to be
used to commit another felony at a later time. The best way, in addition to incarceration,
to disrupt a drug trafficker is to remove the “tools” they use to commit their unlawful and




dangerous acts. The best way to remove their tools is through court authorized forfeiture
actions.

The current procedure for filing for an asset, e.g. currency valued at $988 would be to
complete the necessary agency reports, file additional report with the District Attorney’s
Office, complete the School Fund paper work and then until recently, pay a $119 filing
fee. The LEA does all of this, just to give the money to the school fund. They actually
lost money because of the filing fee. That has since changed, now there is no filing fee.
But there is still a substantial amount of the officer’s time taken up completing
miscellaneous paperwork without the agency receiving any compensation other that the
fact that the LEA is taking away the drug traffickers “tools”.

It is evident that the current system is not advantageous to either the LEA or the School
Fund. This can be shown by the total amount of monies deposited into the School Fund.
For CY 2002, $3,413 was deposited and for CY 2003, $2,635 was deposited. Our LEAs
do not feel it is cost effective for their agency to have an officer complete numerous
reports and file for an asset, only to have the entire asset turned over to the School Fund.

Under AB-40, the potential is far reaching for both the School Fund and for LEA’s in
Wisconsin. If AB-40 is enacted as proposed, the WNOA feels that the number of assets
filed for forfeiture under the authority of AB-40 would soar. Currently, the Milwaukee
Police Department seizes well over $50,000 a year ($2,000 and under) from individuals
that are arrested for drug related offenses. Currently, the majority of the money is ordered
by the court to be directed to a court designated “Crime Prevention Fund”. In polling our
members, the vast majority (I would state 95%) do not have the opportunity within their
jurisdiction for the asset to be directed to a Crime Prevention Fund or similar program. In
those instances, the asset is almost always returned to the drug trafficker. In my 23 years
in law enforcement, 16 of which have been in narcotics enforcement, I have never seized
currency that was turned over to the School Fund. I each instance, and there have been
too many to recall, I was forced to return the currency or vehicle back to the defendant.

With the overwhelming increase in forfeiture actions if permitted under AB-40, I feel the
School Fund would benefit as much as the LEA’s. With the ever-deceasing LE budgets,
any assistance to law enforcement is greatly appreciated. To have to return a drug dealers
“tools”, the tools that they obtained by selling drugs to our youth, our underprivileged,
our addicted and other members of our great state is nothing less than demoralizing.

If you just look at the potential for the School Fund there would be no reason not to enact
AB-40. If a mere $100,000 is forfeited by state LEA’s that would mean the School Fund
would receive $30,000 and state and local LEA’s would receive $70,000. That may be as
little as 50-75 seizures to obtain that amount (The Milwaukee Police Department seizes
over $50,000 a year alone). It is a win-win-lose situation. The School Fund receives a
greater amount of funding, the local LEA receives much needed assistance in these tight
financial times and the drug trafficker loses their “tools” to continue their despicable
trade. Now include in the forfeiture potential for the School Fund and the LEA if you




include the proceeds from the sale of vehicles and other property that were used to
facilitate illegal drug activity. The potential is great.

We in law enforcement must always remind the public that the goal of having the
government have the authority to seize and forfeit the personal property of the public
when it is used to facilitate illegal activity is to punish the violator by taking away their
“tools of the trade”, not for padding the budgets of a LEA. I am extremely confident that
Wisconsin’s professional LEA’s will not target individuals or groups just for the asset
forfeiture potential. The LEA will target an individual or organization in an attempt to
make their city, town or village a much safer place for everyone. We are all too aware of
the damage that drugs do to the social fabric of every citizen of the state of Wisconsin.
The horrible and senseless violence associated with the drug trade, the millions of dollars
that are lost in drug related property crimes, the lost productivity in the workplace, the
shattered lives because of the devastating effects that drugs have on relationships and

on and on and on. That is why we need the passage of AB-40, not so we can pad the
coffers of a governmental agency, so law enforcement can have another “tool” to fight
the never-ending knot of illegal drugs and associated violence that is tied to our state. A
lot of the drug dealers that are arrested are not the type of people that are often portrayed
in the movies. A good majority are trafficking in controlled substances because they do
not have to work too hard, they need to fund their own addiction or they see the “easy
money” that can be made through drug dealing. These are the people that we need to
stop, these are the people that are selling the bag of marijuana to our children in the high
school, these are the people that are making the half-ounce of methamphetamine in their
trailer and selling it to their friends, these are the people that are selling the hundreds of
pills of Ecstasy at the dance club on Friday and Saturday nights just so everyone can have
a “good time rollin”. These are not the largest drug dealers, but these are the people we in
narcotics enforcement come into contact on a daily basis. We need more “tools” to
combat the ever-increasing number of drug traffickers operating within our jurisdictions.
AB-40 is just one of those tools that will help us continue to be the front line defenders
for society against the deadly evils of drug use and abuse.

The WNOA strongly supports and urges the enactment of AB-40. If there is anything else
our association can do to support this legislation please do not hesitate to contact me at
your earliest conveyance at (414) 406-0349. Thank you for authoring this legislation and
working together, we can and will make Wisconsin a safer place for all of us.

Sincerely,

@ anrell \'f %W/ﬂgcr
David L. Spakowicz
President

Wisconsin Narcotics Officers Association
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Nowlan, Andrew

From: Dunlap, Brad E.

Sent:  Wednesday, February 09, 2005 10:33 PM
To: Rep.Bies

Subject: notes for testimony

Garey,

Thank you very much for inviting me to testify on behalf of AB40. | hope our testimony helped the bill in
your committee. Please keep me appraised of the results and when the next hearing date is for the bill. | had a
discussion out in the hall with Bob Smiley, the guy who spoke against the bill at the hearing. | think after the
discussion he and the lobbyist (I did not catch his name) have a slightly different attitude about it. | gave them my
business card and offered to answer any additional questions they might have of me concerning the testimony |
provided. | also suggested they contact you again to clarify any misconceptions they might have about the
ramifications of the bill. | sincerely believe that they might be misinterpreting what the change in the law would
mean for the School Fund. | hope | did not speak out of turn in offering additional information. If they contact me,
would you like me to refer them to your office? | would be more than happy to do what | can to ensure this bill gets
passed. | have attached a separate document with my notes. If you cannot open it let me know and | will re-
submit it as an email. Thank you again for the opportunity to participate in this process.

Sincerely,

Brad Dunlap
920-720-3626

Eour
%Lb*?&”k«é%‘

02/10/2005
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Nowlan, Andrew

From: RiskMgmt007@aol.com

Sent:  Wednesday, February 09, 2005 9:20 PM

To: Rep.Bies

Cc: tvogel@co.door.wi.us; mwinkel@co.door.wi.us

Subject: Thank you State Representative Gary Bies -- From Rich Woldt

TO: State Representative Gary Bies

FROM: Richard Woldt - CEO
The Risk Management Learning Center

cc: Terry Vogel - Door County Sheriff
Mark Winkel - Chief Detective Door County Sheriff Department
State Representative Pat Strachota

DATE: February 9, 2005
SUBJECT: Speaking In favor of AB40
Representative Bies:

Thank you for the opportunity to speak in favor of AB40 today. AB40 is a win-win-win for law
enforcement, schools and our community. The 70/30 split provides law enforcement with an incentive to
pursue small asset forfeitures which in turn provides them with funding for additional crime

fighting efforts. Schools will benefit from the added law enforcement focus on crimes that put their students at
risk. They'll also benefit from reduced crime in other areas. We know that discouraging one type of crime reduces
other types of criminal activity in the process. For example, juveniles who sell drugs are often involved in

school vandalism and gang tagging. I'll not repeat my comments on character disorders other than to say, we all
have them and they came from not seeing the consequences of our behavior. AB40 creates negative
consequences for inappropriate behavior at an age and time when it can make a difference and change
bad behavior to good. If we can change a juvenile's behavior today, we'll not have to prosecute, convict,
sentence and house a criminal tomorrow.

AB40 aiso helps foster a partnership between law enforcement, school administrators and the
community. Money collected through small asset forfeitures is earmarked for libraries, right? That 30% should be
earmarked to purchase books that build character and encourage honesty and good behavior. Once the books
are on the shelves, community leaders could sponsor programs that reward those who read them and promote
their message. Take an example for the VFW. They sponsor essay contests on patriotism at local high schools
which in turn reinforces our patriotism. The business community could sponsor scholarship based on essays
about growing good character and promoting community values. Judges could require offenders to present their
essays to students; and the circle of benefits keeps growing.

Representative Bies, this might seam like a bit of a reach but it's not. Our young people will live up to or down
to our expectations. AB40 helps define those expectations. it also helps plant a seed by funding programs
that enforce our community standards and provides our young people with an opportunity to excel. Thank you for
AB40 and thank you for your focus on supporting law enforcement, our schools and our community.

Rich Woldt CPP, CFE
ACFEI - Level lll Certified Homeland Security Instructor
Department of Emergency Government - Certified NICS Instructor
Private Detective
CEO: The Risk Management Learning Center

Hot links to:
RMLearningCenter.com

02/10/2005







Remarks of Investigator Mark Winkel
Door County Sheriff's Office
In support of Bill amending State Statute 961.55

¢ | wish to bring to your attention to a problem often faced by local Law Enforcement,
in particular to Drug Units throughout the State of Wisconsin. This problem exists
with the State of Wisconsin's Asset Forfeiture Law specifically Statute 961.55(5)(b).

o The law states: “If property forfeited is money, all money shall be deposited in the
State School Fund.”

e To circumvent the States unreasonable position, and to ensure that a portion of the
lawfully seized cash assets are returned to the local Drug Units, it is common
practice for agencies to forfeit said assets Federally through the Drug Enforcement
Administration under the provisions of Title 21, United States code 881.

¢ By Federally forfeiting lawfully seized cash assets, such as those derived from illicit
drug sales, the Federal Government through its Equitable Sharing Program in turn
makes the responsible local Law Enforcement Agency eligible to receive 80% of the
net forfeited cash assets, after costs, and awards associated with the action are
deducted.

¢ Last year (2004) the Door County Sheriff's Department was involved in the lawful
seizures of approximately $12,000 in cash assets seized pursuant to drug
investigations. Almost all of these monies were in turn forfeited through the Federal
Governments Equitable Sharing Program.

¢ Monies retumed to local Drug Units by the Federal Government are used to
purchase equipment, as buy funds, pay for additional personnel and fund continuing
drug investigations.

e We ask that you support this bill which asks for a modification to State Statute
961.55.

¢ This modification would allow the Law Enforcement Agency to retain 70% of any
lawfully seized cash asset that does not exceed $2,000 and 50% of any amount in
excess of $2,000.

¢ Such a modification to the States current law would not only increase vital monies
returning to local Law Enforcement but also increase revenues submitted to the
State due to what is sure to be an increased number of State Asset Forfeiture cases.

¢ In the wake of shrinking budgets, and the anticipated loss of State shared revenue
and Federal Grant monies such as the Byrne Memorial Grant, this bill, if passed,
would help provide local Law Enforcement with needed monies to continue vital
programs designed to keep our local communities safe.
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I have been employed by the Department of Justice for 12 years, the previous 2 of which
I have been assigned as the Project Director of the Lake Winnebago Area Multi-
Jurisdictional Drug Task Force.

The Lake Winnebago Area MEG (here-after LWAM) services the Counties of
Outagamie, Winnebago, Fond du Lac, and Calumet — roughly 500,000 people. By
population served, it is the 2" largest MEG unit in the State, behind Milwaukee. By
number of investigators assigned, it is the 3™ largest behind Milwaukee and Dane
County. There are currently 33 federally funded drug task forces in the State of
Wisconsin.

These drug task forces are funded (completely or in part) by the Edward Byrne Memorial
Grant, a federal grant that is administered by the Wisconsin Office of Justice Assistance.
The LWAM subsidizes this grant funding through two other sources — asset forfeiture
and County contributions. In 2005, the LWAM has been awarded a grant of
approximately $300,000, and will have an estimated operating budget of approximately
$425,000. Over the past several years, this grant award has been cut a total of
approximately $80,000, and is in peril of being cut another 60% ($180,000) for calendar
year 2006. Therefore, any shortfalls experienced by the LWAM will be passed along to
the four Counties, who will need to supplement the LWAM operations with their own
budgets.

The U.S. government currently maintains a $2,000 threshold on forfeiture actions, when
accompanied by a felony drug arrest. That is, they will not “adopt” seizures of less than
$2,000 for forfeiture. In 2004, the threshold was $1,000. This increase in the seizure
threshold will result in a significant decrease in forfeiture actions by the LWAM.

In 2004, the LWAM conducted 76 seizures of cash from suspects in drug cases, totaling
$102,047. 18 of these seizures (roughly 20%) were submitted to the federal government
for forfeiture proceedings. These seizures totaled $87,525. Of special note is that 8 of the
18 seizures would no longer be accepted by the federal government due to the increase in
the seizure threshold. The remaining 58 seizures (roughly 80%) did not rise to the level of
federal forfeiture. These totaled $14,522.

The LWAM maintains a policy of not filing forfeiture requests through the district
attorney’s offices. This policy is the result of two intimately related factors - neither the
district attorney’s offices nor the LWAM have the staff, resources, or time to conduct
additional investigation into seized currency, since the current statute states that 100% of
said funds, if successfully forfeited, shall be deposited in the School Fund. It therefore is
not cost effective to pursue state forfeiture actions.

If the current proposed amendment to Chapter 961 had been law in 2004, the LWAM
would have received $10,165 in forfeited currency, while the School Fund would have
received $4,356. The fate of the currency seized now rests in the hands of the circuit
court judges, and this money is frequently returned to the defendant upon request of the
defense attorney, or applied to fines, court costs, probation & parole fees, and other




surcharges at the adjudication of the criminal case. In these cases neither the drug task
force nor the School Fund receives any money.

If this bill is passed into law, it would be a win-win-win situation.

First, it is the intention of the asset forfeiture laws to deprive drug traffickers of proceeds
obtained through illegal sales of controlled substances. Currently, many defendants are
reclaiming their “profits” as no equitable mechanism exists for the forfeiture of those
proceeds by State and local law enforcement agencies. This bill would provide the
necessary incentive for law enforcement to pursue forfeiture of any and all drug proceeds,
regardless of the amount.

Second, funding for drug task forces continues to decline, while the problem posed by
drug trafficking at best remains the same. While it is not the intention of the LWAM to
use asset forfeiture as a primary funding source, it is a vital component of our
organization, and many other drug enforcement agencies. Asset forfeiture money is
traditionally spent on things such as equipment, training, and overtime expenses, all vital
areas of drug enforcement.

And third, the School Fund is currently losing a significant funding source by failing to
provide an incentive for law enforcement agencies to seize and forfeit drug proceeds
through State court. While hard data cannot be provided on the number of seizures that
were not pursued by law enforcement, it is important to remember that any police officer
from any department within this state has the ability to seize drug proceeds given
probable cause. If law enforcement agencies throughout the state had the ability to realize
a tangible benefit for seizing drug proceeds, the School Fund would receive a
significantly greater amount of funding from law enforcement than it currently enjoys.

Thank you.
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2005 Task Force Rank

Total Score
Rank Task Force (Lowest is Best)
1 Milwaukee 24
2 Kenosha SEADOG 28
3 Winnebago 30
4 Dane 32
5 Brown 44
5 Waukesha 44
6 Eau Claire West Central 45
7 La Crosse 48
8  Stevens Point (Wood) 53
9 Rock 54
10  Oneida 58
11 Douglas 59
12 St Croix 61
13  Marathon 65
14 Sheboygan 74
15 Washington 78
16  Platteville-Richland-lowa 86
17  Barron-Rusk 88
18  Sauk 94
19  Manitowoc 99
19  Marinette 99
20  Columbia 104
21 Ozaukee 106
22  Shawano-Menominee 108
23 Green Lafayette 116
24  Door Kewaunee 119

Total Rank based on Population, Violent Crime Offenses, Property Offenses, Adult Cocaine Arrests, and
Methamphetamine Incidents




2005 Task Force All Scores and Rank

o . Total

| 04 04 Adult Score
‘ 04 Violent  Property Cocaine 04 Meth  (Lowest is

Rank  Task Force Pop. Offenses  Offenses Arrests Incidents Best)
17 Bamon-Rusk 21 17 22 26 2 88
5 Brown 8 4 6 6 20 44
20 Columbia 23 %) 20 3 18 104
4 Dane 4 2 3 4 19 EY)
11 Douglas 13 8 11 14 13 59
6 Eau Claire 7 9 8 10 11 45
23 Green Lafayette 24 24 26 25 17 116
2 Kenosha SEADOG 2 3 2 2 19 28
24 Door Kewaunee 25 26 25 24 19 119
7 La Crosse 9 7 10 8 14 48
19 Manitowoc 20 21 . 18 20 20 99
13 Marathon 14 13 15 11 12 65
19 Marinette 18 19 © 19 23 20 99
1 Milwaukee 1 1 1 1 20 24
10 Oneida 11 12 12 13 10 58
21 Ozaukee 19 25 24 18 20 106
16 Platteville 17 14 21 16 18 86
8 Stevens Point 6 11 7 15 14 53
9 Rock 12 6 9 7 20 54
18 Sauk 22 20 17 19 16 94
22 Shawano-Menominee 26 23 23 17 19 108
14 Sheboygan 16 16 14 12 16 74
12 St Croix 10 15 13 2 1 61
15 Washington 15 18 16 9 20 78
Waukesha 5 10 5 5 19 44
Winnebago 3 5 4 3 15 30




Estimated 2005 Population Rank,
2004 Violent Crime Offenses Rank and

2004 Property Crime Offenses Rank
2004
Estimated 2004 Violent Property
2005 % Crime || Crime
Task Force Population Tagk Force Offenses Task Force Offenses
Milwaukee 938995 | | Milwaukee 5264 Mitwaukee 43759
SEADOG 617890 Dane 1145 SEADOG 16286
Winnebago 479272 SEADOG 896 Dane 13206
Dane 458297 Brown 605 Winnebago 10362
Waukesha 377348 || Winnebago 536 | | Waukesha 5775
Stevens Point 306671 | | Rock 345 Brown 5741
Eau Claire 255343 La Crosse 318 | | Stevens Point 5608
Brown 240404 Douglas 317 || Eau Claire 5359
La Crosse 230189 || Eau Claire 277 || Rock 5316
St. Croix 159628 || Waukesha 267 | | La Crosse 4384
Oneida 158187 || Stevens Point 265 | Douglas 3922
Rock 156994 | Oneida 201§ | Oneida 3710
Douglas 134051 Marathon 186 || St. Croix 3038
Marathon 131377 Platteville 130 | | Sheboygan 2875
Washington 125940 St. Croix 124 & | Marathon 2482
Sheboygan 116075 Sheboygan 122 = Washington 2310
Platteville 92517 | | Barron Rusk 107 | Sauk 2126
Marinette 87927 || Washington 82 || Manitowoc 1897
Ozaukee 85787 Marinette 81 | Marinette 1791
Manitowoc 84480 = | Sauk 72 " Columbia 1350
Barron Rusk 62264 | | Manitowoc 71 | Platteville 1259
Sauk 59226 Columbia 59 | | Barron Rusk 1185
Columbia 54940 Shawano Menominee 47 ‘ Shawano Menominee 1176
Green Lafayette 51890 | | Green Lafayette 31 K i Ozaukee 1009
Kewaunee Door 50381 Ozaukee 29 Kewaunee 841
Shawano Menominee 46646 Kewaunee Door 25 Green 568




2004 Adult 2004 Meth

Task Force Cocaine Arrests _ Task Force Incidents
Milwaukee 2135 ° St Croix 157
SEADOG 529 | Barron Rusk 123
Winnebago 222 . Oneida 19
Dane 206 _ Eau Claire 12
Waukesha 185 L Marathon 10
Brown 181 = Douglas 9
Rock 138 ' Stevens Point 8
La Crosse 131 = LaCrosse 8
Eau Claire 96 = Winnebago 5
Washington 9% Sauk 4
Marathon 52 . Sheboygan 4
Sheboygan 47 | Green Lafayette 3
Oneida 43 = Platteville 2
Douglas 40 . Columbia 2
Steven's Point 38 I Waukesha 1
Platteville 24 ~ " Shawano Menominee 1
Shawano 22 1 Kewaunee Door 1
Ozaukee 21 SEADOG 1
Columbia 200 Dane 1
Manitowoc 20 L Washington 0
Sauk 20 " Rock 0
St. Croix 18 [ Ozaukee 0
Marinette 15 . Milwaukee 0
Kewaunee Door 12 B " Marinette 0
Green Lafayette 6 "~ Manitowoc 0
Barron Rusk 20 Brown 0




Drug Task Force Federal Awards (CY2002 - CY2005) and Requests for CY2006

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Task Force Federal Federal Federal Federal Request
Barron $42,209 $53,543 $35,459 $21,375 $31,713~
Brown $150,823 $135,586 $137,740 $162,755 $142,3303%,
Columbia $38,553 $39,719 $38,399 $33,149 $33,149—
Crawford $13,927 $8,331 $7,709 Not Funded
Dane $304,431 - $276,004 $285,259 $287,360 $210,750%
Douglas $82,159 $73,721 $80,634 $80,634 $98,810 ¢
Eau Claire $161,412 $134,666 $138,645 $138,645 $554,4082
Green $50,459 $50,459 $38,792 $33,982 $33,982 =~
Kenosha $123,557 $93,750 $101,696 $337,606
Dodge $43,624 Zl
Jefferson $48,872 $53,243 $50,816 $450,141 ’
Racine $170,606 $131,160 $139,361
Walworth $72,652 $60,113 $66,645
Kewaunee $70,918 $35,459 $35,459 $37,599 $37,599 -
La Crosse $133,340 $124,238 $132,566 $115,898 $62,500
Manitowoc $56,537 $44,807 $47,980 $65,999 $59,969 2,
Marathon $73,670 $66,714 $87,211 $87,211 $152,838 2,
Marinette $41,966 $40,842 $39,528 $39,528 $77577 7
Milwaukee $1,123,919 $950,520 $1,035,787 $1,035,787 $1,031,296 !
Oneida $111,348 $101,551 $98,600 $100,600 $101,2492
Ozaukee $37,803 $33,740 $35,459 $18,000 $18,000 —
Platteville $56,821 $83,567 $38,632 $51,132 $36,398|2
Richland $10,395 $8,558 $9,788 Not Funded *
Stevens Point $156,229 $135,946 $147,011 $179,198 $179,198(2
Green Lake $15,677 $16,659 $15,965 i
Rock $124,063 $105,948 $117,658 $125,607 $129,250 —
Sauk $45,910 $44,990 $43,927 $42,701 $56,935—
Shawano $35,459 $35,459 $35,459 $35,459 $35,459 —
Sheboygan $69,720 $62,313 $64,769 $64,769 $66,900 %
St. Croix $89,463 $111,420 $115,718 $110,819 $99,741~
Washington $69,561 $70,517 $81,180 $63,180 $156,094 %
Waukesha $200,322 $168,543 $175,533 $175,533 $175,633%,
Winnebago $299,996 $262,395 $261,477 $261,477 $278,180 2
RMS $118,926
Total $4,082,877 $3,614,481 $3,784,486 $3,937,464 $4,197 464




