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PRDJECl' BACKGROUND 

. 
AS a result of the merger of the two DepaL~~ents, several evaluations 

were made as to the utilization of manpower. one of the decisions made 
As has been previously stated in quarterly reports, the extent of 

was to join the two narcotic uruts into one, so their efforts might be 
narcotic traffi9king in the County of Clark had been seriously under-

directed more toward the same goal and to elfminate duplication of effort. 
estfmated. 

Not much was Y.llown about aircraft smuggling, even though we had 

had several aircraft crash in the desert surrounding Las Vegas, some 

carrying large quantities of marijuana. 

very little was known of narcotics sellers capable of selling pounds 

of heroin and cocaine. 

On July 1, 1973, LP.~ funding for t,he Clark County Narcotics Enforcement 

Task FOrce was approved and the unit, comprised solely of Sheriff's personnel, 

became operational. 

'Three events took place on July 1st, and each event changed drastically 

the shape of the Task Force. First, the Sheriff's Department and the Las 

Vegas Police Department, by mandate of the state legislature, were consoli-

dated into one unit, the Las Vegas .Metropolitan Police Department. Secondly, 

with the consolidation, the former Police Department's narcotic squad had 

to be integrated into 'the former Sheriff's Department narcotic squad. This 

merging of personnel resulted in two narcotic squads with each squad containing 

men from both Departments. One squad became the Federally-funded Narcotics 

Task Force and the other to be known as the "street" Narcotics Squad. Lastly, 

the Sheriff's personnel left th~ County Court House, the Police abandoned the 

Police Department, and both Departments took new offices in the recently 

completed Las Vegas City Hall at 400 E. Stewart Avenue. The records systems 

of both Departments were moved from the old facilities into the new City Hall 

and have created numerous problems in obtaining information about persons, 

arrests, etc. 
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PROJECT OBJECTIVES 
individuals range from small quantities to a kilo of cocaine, 

from small quantities to ounces of heroin, LSD up to 15,000 hits, 

Project objectives are: amphetamines into the tens of thousands, hashish up to 800 pounds, 

1. Reduce the trafficking and availability of illegal narcotics and anc1 marijuana into the hundreds of kilos. 

restric'ced dangerous drugs. The large majority of these suspects, which we investigated 

A. As has been stated in the quarterly reports, the original problem in conjunction with the Dnlg Enforcement Administration, have, as 

of drug abuse, trafficking, and the availability of va~ious forms of this writing, been taken to Federal Court and convicted, many 

of narcotics was grossly underestimated. of whom are currently serving time in Federal prison. 

Since July, 1973, with the availability of qualified personnel, The only exception to a 100 per cent conviction rate in 

LEAA funds for purchase of equipment and evidence, together with a Federal Court ,'laS the aircraft smuggling case made in October, 1973. 

tremendous amount of assistance received from the Drug Enforcement This case included four persons, two of whom were convicted and two 

Administration, both financial and personnel wise, our eyes have were released without trial. 

been opened to the vastness of the narcotics problem in southern The 218 persons who were arrested by this unit on state charges 

Nevada. of Sale of Controlled Substances, for the large part, are still 

Intelligence coming to this unit indicates a growing paranoia awaiting trial, and we do not expect complete results on the final 

on the part of traffickers in narcotics and dangerous drugs, hope- outcome of these trials for at least two to three years. 

fully due to the efforts of this section. It might be noted, however, that on the sale cases that we are 

During the fiscal year, July, 1973 through June, 1974, 1,715 currently trying in District Court, our conviction rate is running 

persons were arrested for Possession of Controlled Substances by in excess of 90 per cent, once we get the suspects to District Court. 

the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department. During this same 

time period, 218 persons were arrested for Sale of Controlled Sub-
2. Develop an operational Narcotics Intelligence Network in conjunction 

stances by the Metro-Narcotics Section. These figures do not reflect 
with OOALE or a similar type operation as selected by LEAA. 

the cases which ''lere made on 18 separate groups of individuals which 
A. This objective has completely been met in that the Metro-Narcotics 

were investigated by the Metro-Narcotics Section in conjunction with 
section was the first agency outside the state of California to be 

the local office of the Drug Enforcement Administration. The people 
accepted into the California Information Network. 

involved in these 18 investigations are considered by us and the 
As of this writing, we have accumulated in excess of 4,000 

local office of the Drug Enforcement Administration to be major 
files on local as well as out of state narcotic SUSP0CtS. 

violators for this area. Quantities of drugs seized from these 
During the reporting period, we have organized an Intelligence 

Detail which, by the first of January, 1975, will contain a sergeant, 
- 3 -
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six detectives, and a full time stenographer. It might be noted with regard to Sale of Controlled Substances cases, initiated 

that prior to the LEAA grantr there was no narcotic Intelligence by this, the Metro-Narcotics section, we are faced with se\"eral 

Unit operational anywhere in Clark County. different situations. In every instance that we have gone to 

It might further be noted here that the salaries for the Federal Court with a Sale of Controlled Substance case, we hava 

above described eight people are in excess of $100,000.00 per year. received a conviction. In practically every instance that a Sale 

This does not include the supplies, vehicles, radios, and other of Controlled Substance case has reached District Court, we have 

materials necessary to maintain them as an operational unit. received convictions. Our problem lies in that prior to OQr sale 

It is obvious that we have observed the definite need for cases reaching the District Court level of the state judicial system, 

narcotic intelligence and it is believed that we have far exceeded they must first go through the District Attorney's office, Justice 

the original objective of developing an operational narcotic intel- Court for prelimina~y hearing and then to District Court. 

ligence net''lOrk. As in the case of other crimes, plea bargaining, as of this 

writing, exists in our state court and this has a drastic effect on 
3. Increase the quality of arrests and improve the ratio of convictions to 

the ratio of convictions to arrests. It is felt that more is needed, 
arrests for illegal narcotic and restricted dangerous drug offenses. 

than to improve the quality, of arrests to obtain an objective of 
A. In an effort to comply with tilis third objective of the narcotic 

increasing the ratio of convictions to arrests. 
grant, we have extended from eight (8) to sixteen (16) hours our 

We are currently delivering excellent cases to the District 
involvement in the Clark County Law Enforcement Training Academy. 

Attorney's office for prosecution. From there, the final disposition 
We have put heavy emphasis on search and seizure practices in a hope 

is in the hands of the remainder of the judicial syst~n. 
that the quality of the arrests for Possession of Controlled Substances 

by the Uniform Patrol might be irr,lproved. 4. Increase coordination and cooperation to exchange information within 

However, it should be duly noted that in most instances, it is each individual agency and among local, state, and federal agencies in 

utterly impossible for the uniform patrolman to comply entirely l'll.th the reduction of illegal narcotic and restricted drug offenses. 

current court rulings ''lith regard to search and seizure. It is our A. Since the inception of this grant period, there has been almost 

firm belief that it is far more preferable to arrest the violator daily cooperation and communication among all agencies in this area 

while seizing and depriving him of his narcotic contraband than to with frequent communication with other M.E.G. units in the south-

comply fully with search and seizure practices while leaving the violator west United States, as well as other police agencies throughout the 

free to transport the contraband. It is for this reason that the united states. 

conviction ratio for Po,ssession of Controlled Substances cases is low The greatest improvements in this communication has been our 

and will remain low. communication with the California Narcotics Information Net''I.Ork on 
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a regular basis, the almost daily communication with the local 

Drug Enforcement Administration office, as well as a greater 

rapport which has developed between this unit and narcotics units 

in Utah and Arizona. 

During the month of September, 1974, Det. Howard Avery of the 

Henderson Police Department worked temporary d~ty for two weeks, 

assigned to our Metro-Narcotics section for training purposes. 

During this two weeks, he conducted surveillances, participated in 

undercover operations and made arrests with the members of this unit. 

The new rapport between our section and the Henderson Police Department 

is demonstrated in the fre~aent contacts and the flow of information 

which has developed between us and the Henderson Police Department. 

During this reporting period, we have made sale cases in conjunc·· 

tion with the California Bureau of Narcotic Enforcement, the San 

Francisco Police Department, the San Francisco Drug Enforcement 

Administration, an,~l the Los Angeles Drug Enforcement Administration. 

In some instances, we have held our part of the investigation, in­

cluding pending sale cases, in abeyance, turning both the suspects 

and occasionally an informant over to the agency in whose jurisdiction 

the violator ''laS operating, in the hope that they could continue to 

climb the ladder with the ultimate goal of eliminating the head. 

In several cases, on thE~ local level, dealing with what we 

consider to be major violators in this area, i.e., capable of pounds 

of cocaine or heroin, our agents have jointly purchased contraband 

with members of the local Drug Enforcement Administration office. 

We are firmly convinced that cooperation of this nature is of the 

utmost necessity if we are ever to make an impact on those persons 

responsible for the importation of 'all forms of controlled substances 

into the United States of America, which, of course, is our ultimate 

goal. 
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50 Cooperate witJll health cal:e delivery services in the area of drug 

abuse prevent:ion and treatment resources. 

A. During thiS! reporting period, our rapport with the Clark County 

Methadone Clinic suffered considerably after the Nevad.& state 

Division Icf Investigations and Narcotics, with our agents, made 

several arl:-ests at the aforementioned Hethadone Clinic for Sales 

of Controlled Substances, Le., heroin and methadone. 

HoweV'er, we hs.ve established and continue to maintain a 

rather close rapport with the Southern Nevada Drug Abuse Council. 

This relationship is allowing us to openly discuss our mutual 

problems. We have recently been in contact with the Director and 

his assistants at itoperation Bridge", which is a drug counseling 

organization, and have developed a fairly good working relationship 

as well as a clarity of each others' functions. It is hoped that 

more improvement can be reached in this area. 

6. Participate at all levels in a comprehensive uniform narcotic enforcement 

training program, i.e., burglary, theft. 

A. During the reporting period, members of the Metro-Narcotics section 

have periodically attended Uniform Patrol briefing sessions and have 

furnished that division with bulletins relative to our current narcotics 

activities, in their area of responsibility. As previously mentioned, 

we have had narcotic training at the Clark County Law Enforcement 

Academy, the training agency for all local law enforcement, as well 

as the Park Service and some other southern Nevada regulatory agencies, 

which has been increased from eight (8) hours per academy to sixteen 

(16) hours per academy. 

During the 16 hour training session, which we realize is short, 

the Uniform Patrol Division became acquainted with the Nevada ·Revised 
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were taken into consideration,' especially in the case of non 
statutes relating to controlled substances, as well as a briefing 

local violators, these percentages would, of course go up higher. 
on the activities of this section, the identification of controlled 

Supplement #2 reflects the past arrest record of 1,715 persons 
substances, and search and seizure with regard to narcotic violations. 

which were arrested by the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department 
Training programs, which involve other portions of the detective 

on charges of Possession of Controlled Substance. Seventy-four per 
function, have been impossible due to the heavy work load in all 

cent of these individuals had o. prior local arrest record. Of 
other portions of the Investigative Division. This has been supple-

these, nine per cent had previously been arrested locally for Sale 
mented, however, by a renewing of personal relationships and a better 

of Controlled Substance and 39 per cent had previously been arrested 
flow of information, cooperation, fmd assistance between the Metro-

locally for Possession of Controlled Substance. They had further 
Narcotics section and other sections of the Investigative services 

previously been arrested for Larceny - 33 per cent, Robbery - 10 
Division. 

per cent, Assault crimes - 24 per cent, Homicide - two per cent. 

7. Impact on those crimes related to the sale and use of narcotics and An additional 57 per cent of them had been arrested for other crimes 

restricted dangerous drugs. not included in the above which include Disorderly Conduct, Prostitution, 

A. with regard to the stati-stics contained in this portion of the and assorted other crimes. Of these 1,715 persons, four per cent had 

report, please refer to Supplements #1, #2, and #3. previous felony convictions for narcotic related crimes and a total 

In Supplement #1, you will find that 218 persons were arrested of 12 per cent of them were ex-felons at the time of their arrests. 

by us for Sale of Controlled Substance. Of these, 80 per cent had Supplement #3 shm'1s local narcotic activity on the part of persons 

previous local arrest records, 35 per cent had previously been arrested who were arrested by the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department for 

locally for S~le of Controlled Substance, 47 per cent had previously charges of Robbery, Larceny, and Burglary. It is outlined on a month 

been arrested locally for Possession of Controlled Substance. They by month basis and reflects the percentage of persons arrested in the 

had further previously been arrested for Larceny - 33 per cent, aforementioned three categories who had been previously arrested 

Robbery - 10 per cent, Assault crimes - 21 per cent, Homicide - 2 locally for violations of controlled substances laws. Of the 331 

per cent, and 49 per cent of them had been arrested for other crimes persons arrested for Robbery, 41 per cent of them show previous 

not included in the above which include Disorderly Conduct, Prostitution, arrests locally for narcotic involvements. Of the 1,105 persons 

and assorted other crimes. Twelve per cent of t~em had been previously arrested for Larceny, which include housewife petty larceny in 

convicted of narcotic related crimes and 20 per cent of those arrested grocery stores, 29 per cent reflec·ted a previous local narcotic 

for Sale of Controlled Substance were ex-felons at the time of their arrest. Of the 553 persons arrested for Burglary t 45 per cent 

arrests. It must be emphasized here that these figures' strictly rep- demonstrated ~ previous arrest record for narcotic involvement. 

x'esent local arrests and that if prior arrests in other jur~sdictions 
- 10 -
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Again, as with the other supplements, it is only fair to reiterate 

that only local previous arrests were taken into account and that 

if narcotic violations in other jurisdictions were included, the 

percentages of involvements would reflect higher. 

8. Determine the precipitating causes (probable causes) leading to the 

initial contact and subsequent arrest of the individual(s). 

A. As was reported in the quarterly report, we have, as yet, been 

unable to meet this goal. We have been in contact with knowledgeable 

persons in the Drug Rehabilitation programs, as well as responsible 

persons at the University of Nevada Las Vegas in an attempt to gather 

meaningful data with regard to the precipitating causes leading to 

our initial contact and subsequent arrest of the individual. 

We would welcome any suggestions or ideas from anyone with 

regard to the development of a means whereby we can accomplish this 

task. 

- 11 -

CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION 

(SECURITY OF FACILITY) 

Since the inception of the narcotics grant period, an electric 

buzzer_operated Folger Adams locking device has been installed on the 

th k The rear entrance to the Metro-Narcotics entry door to e wor area. 

section is equipped with a self locking unit, which automatically locks 

when the door is closed. Access through this door is by key only. Only 

commissioned personnel are allowed in the security area. An intercom 

has been installed to converse with visitors, be they citizens or suspects. 

Further, we have acquired a visitors' room outside of the security 

area. However, as of this date, it has not been furnished. 

since FGbruary, 1974, we have been utilizing an undercover apartment 

for reasons of security as well as its adding credibility to our undercover 

operations. Some of the benefits of the apartment buy programs are: 

(A) Purchases of narcotics are made in a controlled environment; (B) Under­

cover agents avoid exposure in public places1 (C) Safety of the undercover 

, h d (D) The suspect comes to the agent; thus, avoiding an agents ~s en ance 1 

entrapment defense~ (E) Corroborative evidence, such as video tape and 

recordings of transactions, are more easily obtained. 

An equipment room has been established within the security area and 

fitted with a key of which only two are available. This key cannot be 

duplicated within Clark County as we have tried without success. 

this equipment room, all of our surveillance and agent protection equipment 

is stored. It is also utilized as a storage facility for confidential in­

formant information. One detective has been assigned to this room and is 

'bl f th ~ssu~ng, maintenance, and location of all personally respons~ e or e. ~. 

equipment contained therein. 
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Additional bar locks have been purchased for all filing cabinets 

containing sensitive materials and are being utilized on all file cabinets 

containing information relative to current buy programs as well as intel­

ligence information. 

Narcotic imprest funds, as well as small items relative to agent 

protection, are kept in a "Major" safe within the security area. 

- 13 -



EQUIPMENT uTILIZATION 

All of the equipment described in the original grant, as well as 

the additional equipment described in the qu~rterly reports relative to 

the grant reporting period, which was purchased by this section, is being 

utilized to its fullest. 

The binoculars, tape recorders, radios, and vehicles have all been 

checked out to individual detectives and are in daily use. The only 

equipment that is maintained in the office and checked out on a need 

basis is the portomobile Repeater Station, the Fargo Transmitter and Re­

ceiver equipment, the 35 rom camera, and the video equipment. 

It is our policy to have as much equipment as is possible in the 

field so that it may be utilized as the occasion arises. 

We have found that the most useful piece of equipment obtained by 

this unit to date has been the pick. up truck with overhead camper. Even 

t~ough it has only been in use for a little over a month, we have found 

that suspects, as well as the citizenry, pay it little or no attention 

whether it be moving down the highway or parked in the vicinity of sus­

pe(;!ted violators. It has become our portable command post on practically 

all field operations. It has surpassed its expectations in the area of 

agent, as well as equipment, concealment nnd protection. 
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CONFIDENTIAL FUNDS 

During the fiscal year of July 1, 1973 to June 30, 1974, this 

unit expended $27,008.00 for the purchase of controlled substances 

which resulted in 467 cases of Sales of Controlled Substances, which 

resulted in an average cost per purchase of $57.83. As the grant period 

had been extended during the period of July 1, 1974 to October 31, 1974, 

an addi-l:ional $7,325.00 was expended for the purchases of controlled sub­

stances, which resulted in 125 cases of Sales of Controlled Substances, 

which is an average cost per purchase of $58.60. 

Therefore, during the entire grant period, $34,333.00 was expended 

for the purchases of controlled substances, resulting in 592 cases of 

Sales of Controlled Substances, which averages to $57.99 per sale case. 

We further expended during the fiscal year of July 1, 1973 through 

June 30, 1974, $13,852.83 on agent expenses. During the extended period 

of July 1, 1974 to October 31, 1974~ an additional $5,031.70 was expended, 

bringing the total expended to $18,884.53. These funds were expended by the 

case agent as well as the surveilling agents involved in sales as well as 

possession cases. 

Funds were also expended conducting surveillances and gathering 

intelligence on major violators. This figure for agent expenses also 

includes all undercover apartment expenses. 

Further, during the fiscal year of July 1, 1973 to June 30, 1974, 

$4,745.67 was paid to informants and during the extended grand period of 

July 1,,1974 through October 31, 1974, an additional $2,260.72 was paid 

to infonnants, bringing the total'paid to informa,nts to $7,006.39. The 

informant funds were utilized in the following manner: (1) Informants 

were paid for the introduction of a narcotic agent to a suspect for the 

purpose of purchasing a controlled substance, (2) Informants were paid for 

- 15 -
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making buys which resulted in a searah warrant: (3) Reliable informants 

were paid for information which led to the large seizures which reSUlted 

in prosecutable cases; (4) On a select basis, some informants were paid 

for intelligence information. 

For the entire grant period, July 1, 1973 through October 31, 1974, 

funds were spent in the following manner: 

Funds paid for narcotics 
Funds paid for agent expenses 
Funds paid to informants 

CASES MADE: 

TOTAL 

Sale of Controlled Substance 
Possession of Controlled Substance 
other cases (Smuggling and conspiracy) 

$ 34,333.00 
18,884.53 

7,006.39 

$ 60,223.92 

592 
489 

49 

TOTAL CASES 1,l30 

Therefore, a total of $60,223.92 was spent during the acquisition 

of 1,130 cases involving narcotic violators. $60,223.92 divided by 1,130 

shows that we expended an average of $53.30 per investigation. It should 

be noted at this point that the cost per case has continued to rise for 

each quarter of the funding period. The increase in the cost per case is 

the result of two factors: (1) The unit within this section is attacking 

violators of greater stature; (2) The prices of the illegal controlled 

substances are going up (hopefully due to shortages, not inflation). 

It should further be noted that these figures do not reflect funds 

recovered in buy-bust situations where the suspect, the controlled substance, 

and the money were all recovered. During these situations, an excess of 

$750,000.00 was spent and recovered on the spot. The cases also do not 

reflect funds furnished by the Drug Enforcement Administration for buys 

on major violators (On several of these sale cases, this unit split the 

cost with the Drug Enforcement Administration on a percentage basis). 
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, should also be noted that $34,791.67 was budgeted In this report, ~t 

for in this LEAA • grant, wh~le the amount actually spent was $60,2.23.92, 

Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department contributed showing that the 

b th' unit to purchase evidence, $25,432.25 to the irnprest fund used y ~s 

involved in undercover pay informants, and to cover agent expenses 

operations. 

- 17 -

COOPERATION'- LIAISON 

As has been mentioned in the Project Objectives section, a high 

degree of cooperat,ion and liaison has been established between this 

unit and practically all other law enforcement agencies, be they local, 

state, or Federal. As of this writing, we have extreme~y good working 

relationships on a continuing basis with the below listed agencies, with 

Whom we are in contact with at least weekly, if not daily: 

Drug Enforcement Administration, Las Vegas region 
Nevada State Narcotics and Investigation 
Internal Revenue Service 
Nevada Parole and Probation 
U. S. Postal Authority 
Arizona State Narcotics 
California Narcutic Information Network 
Henderson Police Department 

Vice, Burglar.y~ Larceny, Forgery, Robbery, Homicide, and Intelligence Bureaus 

'We have also established a good working relationship, even though the 

contact is less frequent, with the following agencies: 

California Bureau of Narcotic Enforcement 
San Francisco Police Department 
san Francisco Drug Enforcement Administration 
Los Angeles Police Department _ 
Los Angeles Drug Enforcement A~inistration 
Phoenix, Arizona Police Department 
Utah State Narcotics 
Maricopa County, California Sheriff's Department 
Lincoln, Nebraska Police Department 
Miami, Florida Police Department 
Reno, Nevada Police Department 
Sparks, Nevada Police Department 
All other M.E.G. groups 

We have made extensive efforts to establish and maintain favorable 

relationships with any and all agencies of any organization which we contact 

or which contact us. 
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PROGNOSIS FUR THE FUTURE 

At the present time, it is generally recognized that we had grossly 

underestimated the a.mount of illicit use, abuse, and trafficking in con-

trolled substances within the confines of Clark County. We have now been 

able to better identify our problem and in knowing the problem, methods 

of solution can be more easily instituted. 

We are currently involved in 1inkana1ysis studies which enable us 

to identify meaningful targets for the future. We have extremely high 

hopes in the development and utilization of our intelligence system 

which is still in its infc.ncy, yet producing information of a relevant 

nature. 

We axe becoming increasingly more involved with individuals and 

groups which are responsible for importation of controlled substances, 

not only into the state of Nevada, 'C1ark County, but who are involved 

in the importation of substantial quantities of controlled substances 

into the confines of the United States from foreign nations. 

It is felt that through a cooperative effort with all other agencies, 

along with an increasing input of intelligence information, some of these 

criminal organizations might be seriously hampered in the future, if not 

put entirely out of business. 

- 19 -
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PROBLEMS 

Ratio of Convictions to Arrests. As stated in item three under project 

Objectives, we are still experiencing difficulties with the local courts 

due partially to the overloaded court calendar which results in continuances 

and delays. Our normal expectancy for a District Court trial on an offense 

of Sale of Controlled Substance is from one and one half to three years. 

We are also still experiencing the plea bargaining situations with 

some dispositions of felony cases being reduced to misdemeanors which 

sometimes result in a small fine for the violator. 

Search Warrants. During the past several years, as well as the five quarters 

we have been operating under this grant, we have experienced a tremendous 

amount of difficulty in court acceptance of search warrants, particularly 

at the Justice of the Peace level. 

In September, 1974, a meeting was held with the Las Vegas Metropolitan 

Police Department officials, Justice of the Peace Mahlon Brown III, and rep-

resentatives of the District Attorney's office. This resulted in a new 

policy whereby search warrant affidavits and the search warrants, themselves, 

will be drawn up by either the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department's 

Legal Advisor or the assigned personnel of the District Attorney's office. 

This has become a Department wide policy and, again, we have high hopes for 

the success of this new program. 

Money. Due to the delays in the acquisition of equipment ordered in the 

first quarters of this grant, we experienced difficulty in closing ou'e the 

first year's funding and, therefore, we were required to request extentions 

in the first year grant which expired November 1, 1974. 

- .-



In addition, prior to July 1, 1974, we had totally expended the 

impr.est funds and during the four months of July 1, 1974 to November 1, 

1974, we operated solely on Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department funds. 

An additional problem arose when, during the first six months of the 

grant period, the overtime allowance of $11,959.20 was entirely expended 

and it was learned that the Department, as a whole, was having severe 

budgeting problems. Therefore, overtime was critically limited during 

the remainder of the grant period. 

Personnel. During the initial quarters of the grant period, we experienced 

some difficulty due to personnel adjustments as a result of the Cla~k County 

Sheriff's Department and the Las Vegas Police Department's personnel merging 

into one unit as the Las Vegas Metropolitan police Department. These initial 

difficulties extended throughout the Police Department and created minor 

problems. The large majority of these problems have been ironed out and 

this section, as well as the entire Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department, 

appears to be operating in a more efficient manner. 

statistics. Due to the fact that the grant ending date was extended from 

July 1, 1974 until October 31, 1974, difficulty has arisen in reporting 

factual data with regard to numbers of arrests, funds expended, etc., as 

all of our statistics are reported on a quarterly, semi-annual, and annual 

basis, which is based on a fiscal year of July to July, and rather than 

receiving four quarterly reports for the first year's funding, (five were, 

in fact, sent in) larger statistics would be reported if we utilized the 

entire grant period. Therefore, for the purposes of this yearly report, 

statistical data on arrests, etc., will be reported on the basis of fiscal 

year July 1, 1973 through June 30, 1974 and these statistics will be upda'ted 

for a second year with the completion of the third quarter of the current year's 

grant, which will be sent shortly after July 1, 1975. 
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SCIiJOLS 

As of this writing, all officers in the Met,;:o-Narcotics Section, 

with the exception of one, have attended a two week Drug Enforcement 

Administration school. Five officers attended the two week M.E.G. school 

in Pamona, California. One sergeant and one detective have completed the 

Intelligence Gathering school (two weeks), and the Intelligence Analysts 

School (two weeks). The Lieutenant and two sergeants have attended the 

ten week Drug Enforcement Administration Police Officers School in Washington, 

D. C. Several officers have also attended narcotic conferences in Utah, 

California, and Nevada. 

It is felt that this training has greatly enhanced the ability of 

this section to perform up to its expectations. 
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SUPPLEMENI' i 1 

FISCAL YEAR - JULY, 1973 - JUNE, 1974 

218 persons arrested for sale of controlled substances 

~ 
I ,- ' .. • " 

I I I I I 
PERSONS ARRESTED FOR SALE ~ 

I 
I 

NO PREVIOUS ARREST RECORD 143 I~~ 
J I I I 
I I I ,_.,." 

PREVIOUS ARREST RECORD il'r.;. tOI4: 
I I I 

1 -j -r I I i I 
PREVIOUS ARREST FOR SALE 77 1.3S~ ~ I I I I I -r -, I 

~f 
-, 1 

PREVIOUS ARREST FOR POSSe 1\02 ~~ I t 
I 1 , I '. , PREVIOUS ARREST LARCENY '12 ~ CRIMES I I 

PREVIOUS ARREST ROBBERY ~ , 
22 lO'11 

PREVIOUS ARREST ASSAULT T 
CRIMES ~' 2J~ 

PREVIOUS ARREST HOMICIDE • 5 ~~ 

PREVIOUS AR.'REST OTHER rp ~ - ltl? ~~~ 

EX-FELON NARCOTICS - 2.? 112~ ~O 

EX-FELON OTHER CRIMES -~ t 

l~ i~p I 
.. I 

~ I 
r~ TOTAL EX-FELONS 43 12rI~ 

c..r- 0.( _t= 
~~- -8=100OJo S 10 \5 20 12S 3tJ I~'E; 14<J Ids ~ !~ 1(00 iloS III !)S' L~() %s" ~o ~ ~. 

80% of all persons arrested for sale cont. subs. had previously been arrested. 
20% of all persons,arrested for sale cont. subs. were convicted felons. 
49% of all persons arrested for sale cont. subs. had previously been arrested 
for other crimes (i.e. prostitution, prowling, d.o. conduct, etc.) 
21% of all persons arrested for sale cont. subs. had previously been arrested 
for assault crimes (use of weapons, AWDW, resisting arrest, etc.) 
33% of all persons arrested for sal~ cont. subs. had previously been arrested 
for larceny crimes (burglary, larceny, etc.) 

i r 
~,:, 

,§UPPLEMENl' # 2 

FISCAL YEAR _. JULY,1973 - JUNE,1974 

1715 per 
sons arrested for possession of controll d --------------____________ ~_. e substances 

~;n~~~;;~~;?--_i:J::t:E:I:~=t~=+_+~~--L_L_J-JL_1_~~3;% 
l.iV} r.33r,Jo I 
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EX-FELON OTHER CRIMES l I 

f t~~ eo~ol 
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1~ 15"::: 1 D~ '?o 't S' 10 1S 20 I J f--j 

.-~-~:.....!..:~---....L:!~~EE.. 2S' 30 !3S otto 4.s ~ Isr (gO ~ 10 ?is" 'to liS. <30 i9.r 100, 
74% of all persons t d 
12% of all arres e for pOSSe cont. subs. had 
57 

persons arrested for poss co t b previously 
% of all persons arrested f . n. su s. were convicted 

for other crimes(i.e. prostit~~i~~ss;o~o~t. subs. has previously 

been arrested. 
felons. 
been arrested 

24% of all persons arrested f ,p llng,d.o. conduct etc.) 
for assault crimes. (use of we~r pOSSe cont .. su~s. had previously been arrested 
33% of all persons arrested fopons,AWDw,reslstlng arrest, etc. 
for larceny crimes. (bUrglary'l~r~~~~: ~~~:) subs. had previously been arrested 
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SUPPLEHEN'l' -# 3 1973 197<1 

JULY AUG. SEPT. OCT. NOV. DEC. JAN. FEB. BAR. APR. HAY JUNE TOTAL 

PERSONS ARRESTED 
FOR ROBBERY 19 18 35 34 24 36 45 19 31 19 23 28 331 

HAD PREVIOUS 
NARCOTICS ARREST 5 8 14 14 12 11 21 9 14 4 11 13 135 

HAD NO PREVIOUS 
NARCOTICS ARREST 14 10 21 20 12 25 25 10 17 15 12 15 196 

PERCENT WHICH 
HAD PREVIOUS 26% 44% 40% 41% 50% 31% 44% 47% 45% 21% 48% 46% 41% 
NARCOTICS ARRESTS . 

PERSONS ARRESTED 
FOR LARCENY 42 97 88 118 112 117 81 92 90 68 105 95 1105 

HAD PREVIOUS 
NARCOTICS ARRES'I' 7 23 23 35 24 42 21 25 19 19 32 26 296 

HAD NO PREVIOUS 
NARCOTICS ARREST 35 74 65 83 88 75 60 67 71 49 73' 69 809 

PERCENT WHICH 
HAD PREVIOUS 17% 24% 26% 30% 21% 36% 26% 27% 21% 28% 30% 27% 29% 
NARCOTIcS ARRESTS 

PERSONS ARRESTED 
FOR BU.RGLARY 38 44 47 26 33 35 35 43 74 55 62 61 553 

HAD PREVIOUS 
NARCOTICS ARREST 20 25 16 8 10 15 16 16 34 19 36 36 251 

HAD NO PREVIOUS 
, ~NARCOTICS ARREST 18 19 31 18 23 20 19 27 40 36 26 25 302 

I 

PERCENT NHICH . , 
HAD ,PREVIOUS 53% 57% 34% 31% 30% 43% 46% 37% 46% 35% 58% 59% 45% 
NA~COTICS ARRESTS 

~ 
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~ 

GRANTEE QUARTERLY PROGRESS REPORT 

State of Nevada 
Department of La.v Enforcement 11ssistance 

State Capitol 
1209 c7ohnson 

Ci12-S0J~ Ci ty, Ne',"cd<1 89701 
Cl<1J.:'i-: C0naty ::i3.rcotics '.;:::l.:Eorcc!:1ent Tas): Forc2 _._c __ ..... ___ . __ .. ____ ':"_. _______ ~ ____ .. __ . _________ _ 

lh:OT':t: (HG.l:lc al,d Address of Gr2.ntce, 
phone UU120Cl' & zip code) 

Las Vegas l~tropolitan 
Agency ))r) lice D0'")a:::->C;"l81l t 

-"- .. _-----------

Las Veoas, Nevada 89101 

Phone No. 38G~·3111 H;xt. 3511 

Grant No. Date: of Report 

Covering Period: 
To: 

111.1121-__ . ____ _ 

l-/l~e.g. Q tly C} 3 no. (-/6 r_lO. (-! 9 !:i,:'l. 

/-/Snccial Re.qucs t 
. - . 
l:iX/final RepOL!:~~ (12 months) 

Attached l.S the Gnmtce' s Progress Report for the period Sl'lOH\i :lbove. 

l~:tndly i-';:lh{~ your repor.t brief ~lnd c(ll\cise, yct infon.'.-J-t:i.v~. SUI~VCll:t: j'OU1." 

report 'vJitll ::1I~)' drltn th.:;.t you c\.11.-rently lW\1(~ on yom" project. 

m:v. SPll-8 
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Depa::::-t!:lcnt 

Clark County 
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