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FOREWORD

On behalf of the State of Missouri and the Depantnoé Public Safety, Office of the Director, itisy pleasure to present the
FY13 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance G(aAG) and Recovery-JAG Program Annual Report. &ih@87, the
Byrne/JAG Program has been an essential resoumér icontinuing effort to meet the public safetgde of our state criminal
justice community. The Missouri Department of Palfiafety remains committed to assisting criminatige agencies in
making Missouri a safer place. The JAG and Recoy&@ Programs make it possible for Missouri to aggively address
the many public safety issues associated withtillimigs and violent crime.

The FY13 JAG and Recovery-JAG Program Annual Rejzoa comprehensive evaluation of state- and Ioadl projects
that have received financial assistance througld &t and/or Recovery-JAG Program. During this répg period of July 1,
2012 through June 30, 2013, the Missouri DepartroéRublic Safety - Criminal Justice/Law EnforcemPnogram provided
grant awards to the following: 32 projects under 2012 JAG Solicitation, 105 projects under th&@2DLEBG Solicitation,
27 projects under the 2012 Recovery-JAG Solicitati® projects under the 2011 State Recovery-JAGcigdion, and 15
projects under the 2012 Recovery-MJCCG Solicitation

Financial assistance was provided to projects stipgoLaw Enforcement, Prosecution and Court, Pnége and Education,
Drug Treatment, and Planning, Evaluation, and Teldgy Improvement. By supporting the award of A& and Recovery-
JAG Program money for projects within these purpoeas, we best serve the citizens of Missouri.

The Missouri Department of Public Safety remainsootted to our vision, “By embracing the challengdéghe future, the
Department of Public Safety and the law enforcensemtmunity working together will provide the pratea and service to
create a quality of life in which all people feelfs and secure.” The JAG and Recovery-JAG Progtaatrs us realize this
vision.

Jerry Lee, Director
Missouri Department of Public Safety
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Executive Summary

In 1987, the Missouri Department of Public Safetyiated an administrative section within the Odfiof the Director, whose
primary responsibility was to oversee and coordirtiie dissemination of federal funding awards miad#lissouri. This

administrative section was implemented and titledtee Narcotics Assistance Control Program (NCAPjeisponse to the
establishment of the federal Edward Byrne Memdf@aimula Grant (Byrne) and Local Law Enforcementigtssmice Grant
(LLEBG) Programs authorized by Title | of the OnmunébCrime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968, 42.C. 3711 et seq.
Additionally, the furtherance of the overall migsiof the Missouri Department of Public Safety, afirted in Chapter 650 of
the Missouri Revised Statutes, became and contitiubge the directive for the Criminal Justice/Lawf@cement Program.
That mission is to provide a safe and secure enwiemt for all individuals, through efficient andesftive law enforcement.

Since the initial implementation, the NCAP has bearamed the Criminal Justice/Law Enforcement (EjfRrogram and the
Byrne and LLEBG Programs have been consolidateddane program titled the Edward Byrne Memorial idbg@sAssistance
Grant (JAG) Program.

Throughout the years, the Missouri Department dflie Bafety (DPS), through the CJ/LE Program, heenhinvolved in an
on-going effort to identify the criminal justice eds of state and local units of government. Assalt®f this process, the
CJ/LE Program has provided the financial and tezdirdssistance required to initiate state and lles@l responses to crime
and drug related issues. This response, whicHliglarthe established objectives of the JAG Progaaroutlined by the U.S.
Department of Justice, Office of Justice PrograBuseau of Justice Assistance, is the foundatiorpfoject initiatives within
Missouri. It remains the priority of the CJ/LE gram to identify state and local initiatives whig$sist the state of Missouri
in the enforcement of drug control or controlledstance laws, initiatives which emphasize the préoa and control of
violent crime and serious offenders, and initiativéhich improve the effectiveness of the statelaodl criminal justice
system.

In compliance with section 522(a) of the Omnibug@r Control and Safe Streets Act, the FY13 StatauahReport (SAR),
will outline the impact of JAG and Recovery-JAG §m@am funding on the criminal justice system witktie jurisdictions of
state and local government. During the reportiagqal covered in this annual report, July 1, 2di@ugh June 30, 2013, the
Criminal Justice/Law Enforcement Program providedding assistance in five (5) authorized purpossasr The total
monetary award for this reporting period was $16,608.89 for which the CJ/LE Program was able tovigie financial
assistance to 182 state and local level projects.

For FY14, the level of JAG (and LLEBG) funding awead, as of the date of this report, by the CJ/Lé&gRam is providing
financial assistance in the amount of $3,702,568008315 state and local level projects.

The DPS - CJ/LE Program continues to be an essentiaponent of the statewide effort to addressevibtrime and drugs.
Through the JAG and Recovery-JAG Programs, Misgmasithe financial capability to maintain essemgrajects that provide
needed services for the criminal justice communily. addition to the initiatives previously desaih the CJ/LE Program
places an equally high priority on the developreemd continuation of projects and partnerships ¢éimtance a state or local
unit of government’s ability to implement aggressiesponses to the public safety needs of thgientive service areas. The
CJ/LE Program strives to implement progressive deimeduction, community, multi-jurisdictional, jwifl, correctional,
analytical and informational-based response stiegeg the public safety threats of crime and drugs



|. INTRODUCTION
PROGRAM OVERVIEW

The Missouri Department of Public Safety, Officetbé Director, Criminal Justice/Law Enforcement gteon manages the
distribution of federal funds provided to the Stayethe U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ), Office)astice Programs (OJP),
Bureau of Justice Assistance (BJA), Edward Byrnamideal Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) Program. diie responsible
for the management of these funds is the Criminatide/Law Enforcement (CJ/LE) Program. Since 198&,JAG Program
(formerly known as the Edward Byrne Memorial Foren@rant and Local Law Enforcement Block Grant Paogg) provided
criminal justice agencies with financial resourt@sonfront drugs and violence. The Missouri Deparit of Public Safety,
Office of the Director is committed to assistingtstand local efforts to make Missouri a safer@l&@ealing with illicit drugs
and violent crime head-on is critical to this effand Federal grant monies make this possible.

The Missouri Department of Public Safety has uradem a comprehensive approach to utilizing the 3#& Recovery-JAG

dollars. Enforcement/interdiction, prevention/egtimn, treatment, criminal litigation, improvingiminal history records, and
improving statewide illicit drug and violent cringlata are the focus areas for the 2012/2013 fungiiag. By addressing these
issues, we believe we can receive the most bebetite citizens of Missouri.

Since the beginning of Byrne/JAG funding in 1987e Missouri Department of Public Safety (DPS), GJRrogram, has
developed a comprehensive strategic approach tdrtkge and violent crime problems facing MissouteTcurrent strategy
has been designed as a strategic “road map” foyahes of 2012 through 2013. The strategy develdpethe DPS — CJ/LE
Program, in conjunction with the Statistical Anasy€enter (SAC) of the Missouri State Highway Platvall provide the
State of Missouri with a directional foundation fbe next century.

The State of Missouri has, and will continue toldbwin past years’ successes by supporting effegregects, which are
committed to the overall objective of a safer MigsoDPS will continue to evaluate the effectivenes$ each state and local
project receiving federal money, to ensure thatgbals and objectives of each project are addmgshim needs of Missouri
citizens.

FY13 SUMMARY

Implementation of the 2012 JAG funding year begith the review of project applications on May 712y a grant review
committee consisting of the DPS - CJ/LE Progranff stad individuals from the criminal justice andiyate sector. Forty-
seven (47) requests for funding were reviewed withe approved project categories as describedvb@lbe grant evaluation
process was competitive in nature, and only theaatgpplications determined to coordinate withgbals and objectives of
the statewide strategy were considered for fundifilgirty-two (32) grant awards were made to staig lacal recipients in the
amount of $4,383,294.05 for the 12-month contracérigd of July 1, 2012 to June 30, 2013.

In addition, twenty-nine (29) requests for fundiwgre received through the 2012 Recovery-JAG Progrdimese project
applications were reviewed internally by the DPGJALE Program staff and were intended to supplertiendAG funding for
multi-jurisdictional drug task forces. Twenty-sev@7) grant awards were made to the multi-jurisoi@l drug task forces in
the amount of $1,225,479.14 for the 8-month comnfaciod of July 1, 2012 to February 28, 2013.

Fifteen (15) requests for funding were receivedtigh the 2012 Recovery-MJCCG Program. These pragaications were
reviewed on May 9, 2012 by a grant review committeesisting of the DPS — CJ/LE Program staff amtividuals from the

criminal justice and private sector. Fifteen (§Bant awards were made to multi-jurisdictional aybeme task forces in the
amount of $999,813.17 for the 8-month contractqeeaf July 1, 2012 to February 28, 2013.

Although awarded during the FY12 fiscal year, th(8egrant awards were continued through the 20thleSRecovery-JAG
Program to units of state government. The grardrdsvtotaled $4,143,723.71 and were for the 20-moantract period of
July 1, 2011 to February 28, 2013.

Finally, two hundred eight (208) requests for fumdiwere received through the 2013 LLEBG Progranmesg project
applications were reviewed on October 24-25, 2042 frant review committee consisting of the DPGJAE Program staff
and individuals from criminal justice agencies. eTgrant evaluation process was competitive in eatand only those grant
applications determined to coordinate with the g@ald objectives of the statewide strategy witlkemphasis on officer safety

6



were considered for funding. One hundred five jigFant awards were made to local recipients iratimeunt of $644,238.10
for the 6-month contract period of January 1, 2tl3une 30, 2013.

The FY13 program planning approach of the DPS -LEEJrogram used statistical information obtainednfrvarious
reporting entities throughout the State. This infation not only aided in the identification of dragd crime related trends,
but also assisted in the evaluation of projectpertpd by the DPS — CJ/LE Program. Quarterly repretjuired of Multi-
Jurisdictional Drug Task Forces collected valuabfermation on their activities and workload as Mad information on drug
prevalence, enforcement, and distribution of dndystries in the state. Programs funded under giimpose areas provided
information in semi-annual and annual progress nepihat described their activities and successBetailed reports of
success are provided in Section Il of this report.

Following is a brief summary on each category fuhtteough the DPS - CJ/LE Program during the 20023%unding cycle.

Law Enforcement Programs

Funding for Law Enforcement projects was the lardesding category for the DPS — CJ/LE Program myriunding year
2012/2013.

Under the 2012 JAG funding opportunity, the CJ/liagPam awarded $3,943,503.07 to twenty-seven (2ithi4urisdictional
drug task forces and $161,694.35 to one (1) mgkiray law enforcement group for a total of $4,10%3,42. Of the 114
counties in the state of Missouri, 100 were agbagicipants/members of these multi-jurisdictioeaforcement efforts.

Under the 2012 Recovery-JAG funding opportunitg @J/LE Program awarded $1,225,479%d4wenty-seven (27) multi-
jurisdictional drug task forces as a supplemerih&r JAG award. Of the 114 counties in the stdit®issouri, the same 100
counties were active participants/members of thesii-jurisdictional enforcement efforts.

Federal funding was awarded for the above-mentigmefcts as multi-jurisdictional, multi-agency cter-drug enforcement
efforts. During 2012/2013, the illicit drug methphetamine continued to be a priority for an aggvestaw enforcement

strategy, designed to slow or halt the spreadisfdifug. As the scope of the methamphetamine prolextends beyond the
capabilities of a single entity, many partnershipse been forged in response to this threat toipshfety, public health and
the sovereignty of our State's environment. The BRSJ/LE Program has placed great emphasis onsthblishment of a

comprehensive Memorandum of Understanding/Agreerenteen all partners of the multi-jurisdictionaf@cement group

so that a more comprehensive understanding of nsfipbties and expectations exist. Through locthte and federal
collaborations and a continued aggressive respamsegnticipate the rise in methamphetamine relatility to peak and

eventually decline.

During the past three fiscal years, the followitafistics were collected for the Multi-JurisdictadrDrug Task Forces funded
by the DPS — CJ/LE Program in the State of Missdure following statistics are an example of theadallected through the
Quarterly Progress Reports. More detailed informmatan be reviewed in Section IV of this report

FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013
Arrested with one or more drug charges 7,141 7,792 6,315
Search warrants served 1,134 1,188 1,220
Consent searches performed 2,903 3,480 3,700
Methamphetamine labs seized/destroyed: 1,593 1,709 1,395
OUNCES OF DRUGS SEIZED FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013
Marijuana 232,006 190,604 152,434
Methamphetamine 2,089 37,294 3,266
Cocaine 4,318 4,566 1,522
Crack 121 54 115
Heroin 467 255 204
LSD 0.85 27 8
PCP 3 494 126
Ecstasy 7 18 10
Pseudoephedrine 1,955 49 81
Anhydrous Ammonia (gallons) 0 5,648 1,637
Other Drugs 779 6,614 3,575
Total value of all drugs seized: $41,450,744 $54,643,359 $47,719,856
Doses of Drugs Seized
Ecstasy: 1,670 2,461 1,861



Pseudoephedrine / Ephedrine:

Gallons of Drug Precursors Seized
Anhydrous Ammonia:

Top Five Drug Arrest Charge Codes

4,744

298

FY 2011
Sale/Methamphetamine

Poss/Methamphetamine

Poss/Methamphetamine

Sale/Marijuana
Poss/Paraphernalia

4,474 3,226

15 154

FY 2012
Sale/Methamphetamine
Poss/Marijuana

Poss/Methamphetamine
Poss/Pheanalia
/Sdjuana

FY 2013
Salb&vtgthetamine
Poss/Marijuana

/MP§sana
Sale/Marijuana
Poss/Other

*The above statistical data is obtained from the Qarterly Reports submitted by the multi-jurisdiction al enforcement groups receiving JAG
Program funding between July 1, 2012 and June 30023.

Under the 2012 Recovery-MJCCG funding opportunttye CJ/LE Program awarded $999,813.17 to fiftee®d) (hulti-
jurisdictional cyber crime task forces. The MJC®@®&gram continues funding to a previously fundeatesprogram. In
December 2006, the State of Missouri appropriatat snonies for the purpose of establishing therit Cyber Crime Grant
(ICCG) program, which allowed for the funding oflasées of detectives and forensic personnel anghitrg for those
individuals whom worked directly with internet cr® relating to child pornography, enticement, #aliion, and other sex-
related offenses. State funding was re-approptiateFY09 but was not re-appropriated for FY10, EYEY12, or FY13.
Therefore, in FY13, the State of Missouri, Depanitn&f Public Safety, allocated monies from the Recg-JAG Program in
order to retain the previously funded positions tmdontinue the enforcement and public trainingvjated by the cyber crime
units within the state. Of the 114 counties in si@te of Missouri, 102 counties were active pgdéiots/members of these
multi-jurisdictional enforcement efforts during tB812 funding opportunity.

Under the 2011 State Recovery-JAG funding oppatyutiie CJ/LE Program awarded $4,143,723.71 to(Bystate projects
for the purpose of purchasing equipment and com@atiral crimes within the state.

Under the 2013 LLEBG funding opportunity, the CJ/IBEEogram awarded $644,238.10 to one hundred fig5)(law
enforcement agencies. The LLEBG Program is a ¥itatling mechanism for law enforcement. Short-teontracts are
awarded from the less than $10,000 portion of & JProgram for purchase of basic law enforcemert affficer safety
equipment that will enable Missouri law enforceminineet their local needs. Such items include abeitnot limited to light
bars, sirens, mobile and portable radios, flaskdighandcuffs, protective clothing, ballistic vestar cages, in-car cameras,
locks, and trauma kits.

Prosecution and Court Programs

Under the 2012 JAG funding opportunity, the CJ/LiegPam awarded one (1) project for an award of §29.92. This
program is designed to improve the criminal justigstem’s response to domestic and family violemmuding spouse abuse
and child abuse.

Prevention and Education Programs

Under the 2012 JAG funding opportunity, the CJ/LiBdPam awarded one (1) project for an award of J@E568. This
program is designed to provide the proper suppied reference materials to law enforcement offiard emergency
personnel to help safely respond to clandestindanephetamine lab incidents and not harm the enwieor.

Corrections and Community Corrections Programs

No funding assistance was provided to this pur@rsa during the 2012/2013 funding cycle. Corresti®rograms aim to

supervise offenders and prepare them for returthéd communities. Correctional agencies give it@aapportunities to

develop life and work skills that will help theeturn be successful and are using treatment, woication, and mental health
programs to build these skills. Community-basedemions are a criminal corrections option thaivjies an offender with

sanctions, supervision, and treatment in a commueitting instead of in prison.

Drug Treatment Programs

Under the 2012 JAG funding opportunity, the CJ/Ligsam awarded one (1) project for an award of @28,14. Drug-
treatment-programs identify and meet the treatnrergds of adult and juvenile drug dependent andhaledependent
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offenders. Such programs can include behaviorataghy (such as counseling, cognitive therapy, orchstherapy),
medications, or a combination of both and are imeihto provide intensive assistance to those iddals that are battling a
substance abuse addiction.

Planning, Evaluation, and Technology Improvement Pograms

Under the 2012 JAG funding opportunity, the CJ/LiedPam awarded two (1) project for an award 68%44.89 This
program enhances the State’s ability to collecueate criminal history record information, in a &lym manner, and provide
the appropriate storage mechanism within the Miggoriminal Records Repository. The project willntmue to enhance the
State’s ability to collect accurate criminal histaecord information, in a timely manner. This goanains a top priority for
the State of Missouri and this approved purposa grevides the financial mechanism that enablesSthgée to collect the
required criminal records data from all criminabtjee entities and provide the appropriate stonagehanism within the
Missouri Criminal Records Repository. In addititogal criminal justice agencies are assisted wittomated criminal justice
reporting to the state central repository to enseperts are timely, accurate and complete.

Crime Victim and Witness Programs

No funding assistance was provided to this purpmea during the 2012/2013 funding cycle. Crimdiwicand victim-
witness-programs are designed to provide victinigjesses to crimes, and jurors with services wihVelved in the criminal
justice system. As a victim, such programs areegbto help deal with feelings of confusion, frasion, fear, and anger and
explain your rights as a victim or witness. Othetivities include advocacy for victims who encandifficulty accessing
services or who believe their statutory or congtinal rights have been denied and notification asdistance to victims
whose offender has the potential for parole.

FY13 COORDINATING PROGRAM SUMMARY

It is recognized illicit drug use and distributiare linked to other types of criminal behavior ciimtting to social problems
facing the State of Missouri. These only can bdressed through coordination of efforts and resssuat all levels. The
Department of Defense (DOD) 1033 Excess Propertgm@m, Missouri Crime Lab Upgrade Program (MCLURNd
Residential Substance Abuse Treatment (RSAT) Pragji@re administered and coordinated by the DPSLECBrogram to
prevent duplication of efforts and to build a copfpnsive enforcement strategy.

Department of Defense (DOD) 1033 Excess Property &gram

During July 1, 2012 and June 30, 2013, there caatinto be an increase in the number of agencigeshthe registered to
participate in the DOD 1033 Excess Property ProgrEine Missouri Department of Public Safety (DPShtouues to see an
increase in the number of agencies that are pringessgquests compared to FY12. With the ever irsirgpbudget restraints
and manpower shortages, the number of agenciézingithe electronic screening process over theringt-based website for
the Defense Logistics Agency’s (DLA) Dispositionriees Agency (DSA) is increasing as well. The cobtshipping
equipment directly to their agency is by far cheapan the agency traveling to the Disposition #&w Location (DSL) to
pick the item(s) up. This in turn increases thaltdbllar amount of property the agencies are végieach fiscal year.

As an approved Transitional Distribution Centerr{teg), DPS staff continued to screen and tag md$tlyquipment, such as
desktop and laptop computers. Staff can bring thesgs back to the Center and refurbish them paassuing them out to the
requesting local agencies. This IT equipment igstisg law enforcement agencies in capturing cristetistics data and
managing records as well as inter-agency networkiaghe Internet.

Types of property these local agencies are taggirigde, but are not limited to: watercraft, foetagencies located along one
of the many rivers or lakes in the State of Misgogenerators, to assist during power losses dustdoms; off-road 4x4
vehicles, to assist with drug eradication; and ipigcgear, such as night vision goggles, spotsiogpes, red dot rifle scopes,
and load-bearing tactical vests, used by tactieains for high risk entry. In addition, during FYI3PS staff has seen a
significant increase in the number of agencies @sting weapons for high-risk search warrant entrgt active shooter
incident response along with an increase in reguesthe off road HMMWYV (Hummer).



Missouri Crime Lab Upgrade Program (MCLUP)

Although not funded from the Edward Byrne Memotdaktice Assistance Grant (JAG) program, Missoumeraboratories

are included in this report because analysis adenge is a key to the successful prosecution af dffenders. In addition,
data collected from crime laboratories can be amluable resource for analyzing Missouri's illicitug problem. Several
crime laboratories receive funding from the statedied Missouri Crime Lab Upgrade Program (MCLURngradministered
by the DPS - CJ/LE Program. The MCLUP Program waated pursuant to 650.105 RSMo and funds areatetleoursuant
to 488.029 RSMo and deposited into the “State Laflooy Forensic Account”. These grants provide estdtthe-art

equipment, supplies, and manpower to regional ctahe throughout the state to reduce backlogs mer@gase turnaround in
the analysis of evidence.

During the FY13 reporting period, the DPS — CJ/liBgPam made six (6) MCLUP awards to state and loaeipients in the
amount of $606,681.81. The following crime laboras received 2013 MCLUP monies for the 12 momthti@act period of
June 1, 2012 to May 31, 2013:

Independence Police Department Crime Laboratory
Kansas City Police Department Crime Laboratory
Missouri State Highway Patrol Crime Laboratory

St. Charles County Sheriff’'s Office Crime Laborgtor
St. Louis County Sheriff's Office Crime Laboratory
St. Louis Metro Police Department Crime Laboratory

ogkrwnE

NOTE: A full statistical summary of Crime Laboratory accomplishments from FY13 is provided in attachment B of
this report.

Residential Substance Abuse Treatment (RSAT) Progra

The Residential Substance Abuse Treatment (RSA®YrBm was authorized under the federal Violent @ri@ontrol and
Law Enforcement Act of 1994, as amended and reauttb [Public Law 103-322, 42 U.S.C. 3796ff-1(3)The U.S.
Department of Justice (DOJ), Office of Justice Paats (OJP), Bureau of Justice Assistance (BJA)asatvarding agency of
these federal funds.

The goal of the RSAT Program is to break the cgéldrugs and violence by reducing the demand fee, and trafficking of
illegal drugs.

The objectives of the RSAT Program are to: 1) Ecbatihe capability of states and units of local goieent to provide
residential substance abuse treatment for incaszbmamates; 2) Prepare offenders for their reitégn into the communities
from which they came by incorporating re-entry pleug activities into treatment programs; and 3)igtskoth the offenders
and their communities through the reentry process

During the FY13 reporting period, the DPS — CJ/L&detwo (2) RSAT awards to state and local rectpiéor the 12-month
contract period of June 1, 2012 to May 31, 2018e Total award amount for this period was $415431.Contracts were
awarded to the Missouri Department of CorrectiomsBowling Green, MO and the St. Louis County Jsstfeervices
Department in Clayton, MO.

The Missouri Department of Corrections project acordd the provision of residential substance alitessment services to
mobility impaired and other special needs offenden® received programming services at NortheastaCtonal Center.
These clinical services included assessment aratniemt planning, group education, group counselindividual case
management, employability skills, individual coulivsg and referral to community continuing care liie tommunity.

The St. Louis County Justice Services project ometil the provision of jail-based substance abusstrtrent services to
inmates sentenced to the Department of JusticeicenChoices Program. In addition, the inmatesywab as released
inmates, were given the opportunity to attend weekitercare groups and individual sessions to emdheir continued
sobriety and success within the community.
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State Cyber Crime Grant (SCCG) Program

Following the project period end of the Recoveryalmmonies, the State of Missouri continued fundihgtigh the state-
funded SCCG Program for the salaries, training, apdrational expenses of detectives and forensisopael working
directly with internet crimes relating to child pagraphy, enticement, solicitation, and other ssated offenses.

During the FY13 reporting period, the DPS — CJ/LfegPam made twelve (12) SCCG awards to state acal kecipients.
The total award for this period was $239,859.9se Tollowing multi-jurisdictional cyber task forcesceived 2013 SCCG
monies for the 3 month contract period of Marc2d13 to May 31, 2013:

Boone County Sheriff's Department Cyber Crimes Trasice

Clayton City - Regional Computer Crimes Educatiod &nforcement Group (RCCEEG)
Dent County - South Central Missouri Computer Csrifask Force

Independence - Northeastern Jackson County Cyhere€iWorking Group Against Internet Crimes
Joplin City - Southwestern Missouri (SWMO) Cybeirfiz Task Force

Kirksville City - Regional Computer Crimes Unit

Missouri Department of Social Services - STAT OfieraCyber-Safe

Platte County - Western Missouri Cyber Crime TagkcE (WMCCTF)

Poplar Bluff City - Southeast Missouri (SEMO) Cylignimes Task Force

10 St. Charles County Internet Crimes Against Children

11. St. Louis County Special Investigations Unit

12. Stone County - Tri-Lake Regional Internet Crimesk Borce

CoNoUAWNE

Of the 114 counties in the state of Missouri, 1@2inties were active participants/members of theséi-urisdictional
enforcement efforts during the 2013 funding oppaitiu

NOTE: A full statistical summary of Multi-Jurisdic tional Cyber Crime Task Force accomplishments fromFY13 is
provided in attachment C of this report. The TaskForces were funded with federal Recovery-MJCCG
monies from July 1, 2012 to February 28, 2013 (Qugers 1 — 3) and from state SCCG monies from March,1
2013 to May 31, 2013 (Quarter 4).

FY14 SUMMARY

Implementation of the 2013/2014 funding year begith the review of the 2013 JAG funding opportunéitgplications on
May 9, 2013 by a review committee consisting of IS - CJ/LE Program staff and individuals from thieinal justice and
private sector. Forty-nine (49) requests for fugdivere reviewed within the approved project categoas described below.
The grant evaluation process was competitive imneatand only those grant applications determimedobrdinate with the
goals and objectives of the statewide strategy wensidered for funding. Thirty-one (31) grant adgawere made to state
and local recipients in the amount of $3,702,469.46

In addition, one hundred ninety-five (195) requdstsfunding were received through the Local Lawfdtcement Block Grant
(LLEBG) Program, which is money set aside from ldmes than $10,000 portion of the JAG Program. VAewg committee
consisting of DPS — CJ/LE Program staff and indiaid from the criminal justice sector met on Octob@-30, 2013. Grant
awards were made to one hundred fourteen (114) decipients in the amount of $717,174.81.

Following is a brief summary on each category fuhtteough the DPS — CJ/LE Program during the 20113/Xunding cycle.
Evaluation plans for these programs are provideskiction 11 of this report.

Law Enforcement Programs

Funding for Law Enforcement projects was once agl@nlargest funding category for the DPS — CJ/ltBgRam during
funding year 2013/2014.

Under the 2013 JAG funding opportunity, the CJ/LiedgPam awarded $3,250,284.10 to twenty-six (26)tiRulisdictional
drug task forces, $161,694.35 to one (1) multi-agelaw enforcement group, for a total of $3,411,24%8 Of the 114
counties in the state of Missouri, 97 counties wactve participants/members of these multi-judidnal enforcement
efforts.
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Under the 2014 LLEBG funding opportunity, the CJREgram has tentatively awarded $717,174.81 tchandred fourteen
(114) local law enforcement agencies. The LLEBG@gPam is a vital funding mechanism for law enfore@tm Short-term
contracts are awarded from the less than $10,000opoof the JAG Program for purchase of basic kwiorcement and
officer safety equipment that will enable Missolariv enforcement to meet their local needs. Suahstanclude, but are not
limited to light bars, sirens, mobile and portatadios, flashlights, handcuffs, protective clothibgllistic vests, car cages, in-
car cameras, locks, and trauma kits.

Prosecution and Court Programs

Under the 2013 JAG funding opportunity, the CJ/LiedPam awarded $30,399.14. This approved purpez will provide

financial assistance to one (1) project to impleh@amd enhance the response of criminal justice @gerno criminal activity.
Training of law enforcement, prosecution, judicahd medical staff may also be provided on proerdhing/processing of
these cases as well as establishment of commuorichities between involved criminal justice agendesds to effective
resolution of this problem.

Prevention and Education Programs

Under the 2013 JAG funding opportunity, the CJ/llBdPam awarded $164,522.18. This approved purpres will provide

financial assistance to one (1) project. The mtojeill continue to provide the proper supplies aefierence material to
Missouri law enforcement, fire service and otheresgency response officials to help them safely ordp to

methamphetamine laboratory incidents and perforair flobs with reduced risk of injury to themselvéise public, and the
environment.

Corrections and Community Corrections Programs

No funding assistance provided to this approveg@se area during the 2013/2014 funding cycle.

Drug Treatment Programs

Under the 2013 JAG funding opportunity, the CJ/LiedPam awarded $23,741.74. This approved purpoe will provide
financial assistance to one (1) project. Drug-treatt-programs identify and meet the treatment neédslult and juvenile
drug dependent and alcohol-dependent offenderd @ugrams can include behavioral therapy (suatoasseling, cognitive
therapy, or psychotherapy), medications, or a caatiin of both and are intended to provide intemsigsistance to those
individuals that are battling a substance abuséectdd.

Panning, Evaluation, and Technology Improvement Prgrams

Under the 2013 JAG funding opportunity, the CJ/LiedPam awarded $71,827.95. This approved purprese will provide
financial assistance to one (1) project. The ptoyel continue to enhance the State’s ability wllect accurate criminal
history record information, in a timely manner. Jlgoal remains a top priority for the State of Mig$ and this approved
purpose area provides the financial mechanismeéhables the State to collect the required crimirabrds data from all
criminal justice entities and provide the approgristorage mechanism within the Missouri Criminat®&ds Repository. In
addition, local criminal justice agencies are dedisvith automated criminal justice reporting te gtate central repository to
ensure reports are timely, accurate and complete.
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lI. FY13 SUMMARY OF PROGRAMS,
PERFORMANCE MEASURES, EVALUATION
METHODS, AND EVALUATION RESULTS

State Fiscal | Awarded to Expended by Admin Expended
Year Sub-Recipients | Sub-Recipients | by SAA
2012-2013 $15,696,508.89 $9,584,099.30 $472,596.43

PURPOSE AREA: LAW ENFORCEMENT
Number of Sub-grants: 175

Federal Funds Awarded: $11,118,451.54

Federal Funds Expended: $8,079,212.84

PROBLEM STATEMENT

lllicit drugs cause major problems for law enfor@erhagencies in the State of Missouri. The uses, s#ibtribution, and
transportation of illegal narcotics must be addrdss

A significant amount of crime both in the StateMisouri, and nation as a whole can largely bebatted to drug violations.
Drug violations can act as a springboard to othémeas such as homicides, robberies, assaults, ni@se burglaries,
vandalism, and violence in public housing, and helpreate a fear of crime in neighborhoods.

Because of the sparse population in the rural acdathe State, drug traffickers for clandestine olatories, where
amphetamine/methamphetamine is manufactured, offenthese areas. Many of the rural areas are prdtdy local law
enforcement agencies that have limited resourcésaea unable to provide 24 hour staffing to protectitizens, much less
operate specialized drug units without financiakistance. The hazardous material generated by theufacture of
methamphetamine and left behind by clandestiner#ébry operators compounds this problem.

In addition, use of the Internet has become widesrin the United States and is accepted by margnijles as a way to
communicate with their peers by posting personabsites or joining social networks. Unfortunatelg tanonymity of the
Internet can lead to misuse by sex offenders amdasepredators and cyber bullies. In a Youth Int¢rBafety Survey
conducted by the Crimes Against Children Researeht&® in 1999, one in five U.S. teenagers who m@atjulog on to the
Internet say they have received an unwamsixlal solicitation such as sexual talk or releEggersonal sexual information,
and 1 in 25 youth were solicited to make offlinentaat. Of those solicited for offline contact, fgaercent of youth in the
CCRC survey were solicited to meet via telephona),ror in person. Of the surveyed children, 77%haf targetgor online
predators were age 14 or older and another 22% aggre 10 to 13.

Another common misuse of the Internet is consumaud or other white collar crimes. According to Bereau of Justice
Assistance, in 2011 the Internet Crime Complainht€e (IC3) received 314,246 complaint submissioftsis is a 3.4%
increase when compared to 2010. These complaiptssent a loss of $485.3 million to Internet fraodmedian dollar loss of
$636.00 per complaint. The IC3 received 71 compddirom Missouri in 2011.

PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

The overall drug and crime problem reveals an eirggly adverse effect upon our community and $pdregeneral. The

Multi-Jurisdictional Task Force Program is a sigraht tool in combating the plague of drug and cydyéme activity that is

present in our society. Agencies join together emaibine resources in a team approach to provideresthent in their target
areas. As a result of the Multi-Jurisdictional Taskce programs, communications are improved betviaw enforcement
agencies. These lines of communication are es$émtgharing information and thereby coordinating@anbined effort to

combat the drug and crime problem, as well as addrg the hazards associated with the residuaiteftd methamphetamine
manufacturing.

13



Through in service training, cyber crime task fopggsonnel will keep current on evolving trendsniternet solicitations and
learn new techniques and best practices utilizedtiimg operations aimed at identifying and appreien online sexual
predators. Awareness of cyber crimes will be inseglathrough computer crime prevention programspmadentations given
to local businesses, schools, law enforcement a&ggnas well as to the general public. The qualitg quantity of collected
evidence for prosecution of Internet sexual predatdll be enhanced by increasing the number facelaboratory and cell
phone examinations conducted by cyber crime tasiefo

GOALS, OBJECTIVES, ACTIVITIES & PERFORMANCE MEASURE S (PM)
Goal 1. To organize a Multi-Jurisdictional Task Force.

Objective 1. Agencies participating in a Multi-Jurisdictionaask Force Program funded under the JAG (or Reyel&6)
Program must be involved early in planning for ittn@lementation of this program. Program needsyelsas problems that
may be encountered should be discussed.

PM: 1 - Cooperation of participating agencies tigical for an effective Multi-Jurisdictional Progm. An
agreement must be developed and signed by the tdegrdrheads of the participating agencies pledging
cooperative support.

Objective 2: Identify and arrest for successful prosecutionvittlials or groups involved in illicit drug traffiakg.

PM: 1 - Gather intelligence / information
2 - Cultivate informants
3 - Identify previously unknown drug organizatiarsd develop investigations on those groups
4 - Gather evidence for arrest and prosecution
5 - Seize illegal assets derived from drug relatedstigations

Objective 3: Develop a cost-effective system for the safe digpad hazardous materials generated as by-produicts
clandestine drug laboratories.

PM: 1 - Develop a cross-discipline communicatio @ooperation model (task force, fire, EMS, envinental
agencies, etc.)
2 - Train task force members in the proper coltectand disposal methods associated with clandestine
laboratories

Goal 2 Improve the response of Missouri law enforcenterhternet cyber crimes involving sexual solidatof children.

Objective 1: Develop comprehensive law enforcement serviceitrgiprograms to expand knowledge of Internet crianes
best practices and techniques to enforce cyberedams.

PM: 1 - Representatives from cyber crime task feredll develop training plans and share techniqased
practices with other task forces.
2 - Training plans and curriculums of developedhning programs.
3 - Number of sites where training and assistampeovided.

Objective 2: Provide training to law enforcement personnel inogmizing child victimizations of Internet crime dcan
procedures for effective reporting and procesdiegé crimes.

PM: 1 - Attendance of law enforcement personnélaaing.

Objective 3: Increase and improve use of law enforcement tamisffectively respond to cyber crimes involvingldiren
and enhance prosecution of offenders of these stime

PM: 1 - Number of forensic and cell phone examoratirequested and conducted for child cyber criases.
2 - Number of warrants requested, authorized egskrarrests, and warrant seizures by law enforceoydxer
crime task forces.
3 - Number of received tips and knock & talks t@sg in cyber crime investigations.
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Goal 3 Improve public awareness of Internet cyber crim&slving sexual solicitation of children.

Objective 1: Develop comprehensive public awareness programgeesgntations to expand knowledge of Internet €sim
and best practices and techniques to enforce cylyee laws.

PM: 1 - Representatives from cyber crime task foredl develop awareness programs and presentatiotishare
techniques and practices with other task forces.
2 - Provide comprehensive program plans and ptaens to community businesses, schools, and other
public audiences.
3 - Number of sites where programs and presentatoe provided.
4 - Attendance to public awareness programs a@septations.

PROGRAM ACTIVITIES/ICOMPONENTS
All projects funded through this program must:

Submit a copy of the Multi-Jurisdictional Task Ferformal agreement

Follow policies and guidelines for management offotential expenditures (drug task forces)

Report quarterly arrest, types and amounts of dpugshased, and seizure statistics and anecddtlbgawhich to
analyze the effectiveness of the task force (dasy forces)

Report quarterly arrest, case activity, types amahlmer of investigations, and training statisticd anecdotal data by
which to analyze the effectiveness of the taskddoyber crime task forces)

All projects funded from this program will receiaeleast one (1) monitoring contact

Submit monthly reports of expenditures

Submit quarterly progress reports

EVALUATION METHODS

Quarterly reports and the automated informatiotesyswill be utilized for evaluation reporting.

EVALUATION RESULTS (ER)
The following is the list of Multi-Jurisdictional Dug Task Forces funded by the JAG and Recovery-JRgram:

Adair County - North Missouri (NOMO) Drug Task Ferc

Audrain County - East Central Drug Task Force (EEDT

Bates County - Community Narcotics Enforcement T¢EGMET)

Board of Police Commissioners - Kansas City Multiisdictional Task Force
Bridgeton City - Municipal Enforcement Group Agdiltyug Abuse (MEGADA)
Buchanan County Drug Strike Force

Camden County - Lake Area Narcotics Enforcemenu@i@ANEG)

Clay County - Clay County Drug Task Force

Cole County - Mid-Missouri Unified Strike Team Andhrcotics Unit (MUSTANG)
10. Farmington City - Mineral Area Drug Task Force (MAB)

11. Franklin County Narcotics Enforcement Unit

12. Greene County - Combined Ozarks Multi-Jurisdictidiiaforcement Team (COMET)
13. Grundy County -Northwest Missouri Interagency Team Response OiparéilI TRO)
14. Jackson County Multi-Jurisdictional Task Force

15. Jasper County Drug Task Force (JCDTF)

16. Jefferson County Municipal Enforcement Group (JCMEG

17. Lafayette County Narcotics Unit Task Force

18. McDonald County - Southwest Missouri (SWMO) Drugskdorce

19. Monroe City - Northeast Missouri (NEMO) Narcoticask Force

20. Morgan County - Mid-Missouri (Mid-MO) Multi-Jurisdtional Drug Task Force
21. Pemiscot County - Bootheel Drug Task Force

22. Platte County Multi-Jurisdictional Enforcement Gpo°CMEG)

23. Poplar Bluff City - Southeast Missouri (SEMO) Drligsk Force

24. St. Charles County Regional Drug Task Force (SCCRDT

CoNoR~WNE
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25.
26.
27.

NOTE:

St. Louis City Metro Multi-Jurisdictional UndercavBrug Program
St. Louis County Multi-Jurisdictional Drug Task Eer
West Plains City - South Central Drug Task Force

A full statistical summary of Multi-Jurisdic tional Drug Task Force accomplishments from FY13 iprovided in
Attachment A of this report.

The following evaluation results are a summaryhgf tlata collected from the quarterly reports sulechiby all the Multi-
Jurisdictional Drug Task Forces.

Organization of Multi-Jurisdiction Drug Task Forces

1.

2.
3.

Organization and planning efich Multi-Jurisdictional Task Force is the resjiuifis/ of the primary governing body
as outlined in the Memorandunf Understanding (MOU)

297 law enforcement agencies were involved withtMutisdictional Drug Task Forces

272 full time and 77 part time law enforcementadfis were involved with Multi-jurisdictional Druga$k Forces

Arrest and prosecution of individuals/groups ingltrafficking

1.
2.

N AW

©

10.

11.

12.

13.

Total arrests during fiscal year 2013 were 6,315

The five most frequent drug charges were: 1) sathamphetamine; 2) possession methamphetamin@s3ggsion
marijuana; 4) possession paraphernalia; and &)rsatijuana

1,660 arrest charges for sale of methamphetamine

1,513 arrest charges for possession of methamphetam

1,185 arrest charges for possession of marijuana

889 arrest charges for possession of paraphernalia

696 arrest charges for sale of marijuana

During the four quarters reported for fiscal ye@d 2, 1,220 search warrants were served and 1,k8¢rsearrants
resulted in arrests.

The 27 Multi-Jurisdictional Drug Task Forces of Bbsiri located and destroyed 1,395 methamphetananeestine
laboratories.

The statewide street value of all drugs seizedetdt&47,719,856. This amount includes the seizafe52,434.82
ounces of marijuana, 1,522.86 ounces aofcaine, 3,266.38 ounces of methamphetamine, 8bi&es of
pseudoephedrine, 1,522.68 ounces of crack coc2ddel0 ounces of heroin, and 10.34 ounces of gcstas
Multi-jurisdictional Drug Task Forces seized a taif 3,226 doses of pseudoephedrine, 1,861 dosesstasy, and
154 gallons of anhydrous ammonia.

Multi-Jurisdictional Drug Task Forces reported sat®f $117,197 of informant expenditures utilized 623active
informants.

During this reporting period, a total of 8,998 neages were filed, with 8,437 cases still activenftbe previous year.
A total of 17,435 activeourt cases awaited trial in 2013 and 7,919 wespatied.

The following is the list of Multi-Jurisdictional @ber Crime Task Forces funded by the MJCCG Program:

13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.

Boone County Sheriff's Department Cyber Crimes Trasice

Clayton City - Regional Computer Crimes Educatiod &nforcement Group (RCCEEG)
Dent County - South Central Missouri Computer Csriask Force

Independence - Northeastern Jackson County Cyhere€MWorking Group Against Internet Crimes
Joplin City - Southwestern Missouri (SWMO) Cybeirfie Task Force

Kirksville City - Regional Computer Crimes Unit

Missouri Department of Social Services - STAT OfieraCyber-Safe

Platte County - Western Missouri Cyber Crime TagkcE (WMCCTF)

Poplar Bluff City - Southeast Missouri (SEMO) Cylignimes Task Force

St. Charles County Internet Crimes Against Children

St. Louis County Special Investigations Unit

Stone County - Tri-Lake Regional Internet Crimesk Borce

A full statistical summary of Multi-JurisdictionaCyber Crime Task Force accomplishments from FY13rizvided in
Attachment C of this report. The following evaloat results are a summary of the data collecteoh fitwe quarterly reports
submitted by all the Cyber Crime Task Forces.
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Organization Cyber Crime Task Forces

1.
2.

58 law enforcement agencies were involved with €¥réme Task Forces full time.
45 law enforcement agencies were involved with €ylxéme Task Forces part time.

Arrest and prosecution of individuals/groups in EyBrime

1.
2.

N AW

During this period there were 410 arrest offensi¢ls 854 arrest made.

The five most frequent offenses were: 1) Possegsfigbhild Porn, 2) Statutory Rape/Sodomy, 3) FabRter Sex
Offender, 4) Dist/Receipt Child Porn, and 5) SexAfalise.

There are 6,296 carry in cases, 3,345 new casg@318ctive cases, 2,993 disposed cases, and érdBout cases.
There is a total 105 participating agencies aeti of FY13.

During the reporting period there were 2,986 wagan

There were a total of 284 computer crime prevenpi@gram & presentations attended in FY13.

In the reporting period there were a total of 1,28Bpoenas.

In addition there were 3,053 cases that involvedrfsic lab and 1,585 cases that involved cell plexaens.

The following is the list of other law enforcemeptojects funded by the JAG or State Recovery-JAGdram:

Jackson County Drug Abatement Response Team (DART)This project continued support to the DART, a multi

jurisdictional initiative to identify and shut dowtrug houses and street level narcotics operatiorthirteen municipal
jurisdictions in Jackson County. The goal of thibgram was to eliminate illegal drug activity inetdackson County
community by coordinating and utilizing several sms. Through these efforts, the quality of lifetive target area was
restored and protected. Suspected drug activityydcdie anonymously reported to DART team members \tien
communicated the information to law enforcementifimestigation. DART also coordinated street lewekestigations, buy /
bust and reverse sting operations, property ficklusing code inspections of suspected drug hpasdsotification of drug
activity and its consequences to property ownerspéty owner seminars, community presentationsd, @tizen training
given on recognition of drug activities were praddoy DART team members.

Report of SuccessDART was instrumental in 97 criminal cases fileghinst individuals for possessing precursor
chemicals, solvents, or solutions with intent to nofacture methamphetamine. DART closed down 36
methamphetamine labs. Owners were sent 159 rletiess that their property was being used for metfphetamine
production and 16 evictions were completed. Anotkkrevictions were pending. Following 46 fires amalising
inspections made in the DART posted properties,opgrties were vacated. In the DART area, 14 p@tentisance
cases were filed. Over 5,106 residents had comidbtthe DART Coordinator, Methamphetamine ProsegGuand
Community Prosecutors. DART with other law enfonemt agencies successfully served 66 search waraanlt 46
arrests were made. In addition, law enforcementeniadbuy/busts that resulted in 22 arrests.

The DART team members recognized the importancéhefservice being provided to the community and how
teamwork fostered their efforts to efficiently rideir neighborhoods of drug activity. When patréfioers shared
information with the DART team, there was a broadiew of the drug problems in the city. DART'’s dhhase
collected from police reports and their contactextremely helpful and attorneys used this databasassist in
tracking witnesses and victims for various tridfreover, these data were used by community greagiow what
houses were posted by DART and what impact DARThiaakin their community.

The DART Coordinator required several property osni® schedule a meeting with the DART Coordinatfier
their numerous weekly inspections. When the DAR&@nm arrived at a property for an inspection, theRDA
investigator and the DART coordinator were therppred to discuss the issues with those preseheatrbperty at
the time of the inspection. The DART Coordinatod amvestigator attended numerous neighborhood kacigvities,
meetings, and speaking engagements. This vigiltdithese neighborhoods where crime has beenrowedi with
drug activity was critical. The continued succeOART is greatly attributed to the wide range ebources that
make up the DART team.

The continued success of DART is greatly attributedommunity residents who are increasingly grawimtolerant
of drug activity in their neighborhood. Increaggtbne calls from community members regarding tresipg issues
in posted DART properties are strong evidence eif throwing intolerance to this illegal activity.

Missouri State Highway Patrol - Rural Crimes Investgative Unit: This project supports Missouri State Highway Patrol

with the employment of ten criminal investigator&lawo civilian criminal intelligence analysts. Tgeal of this program is to
maximize statewide coverage by dispersing crimimadstigators in six regional geographic areas@rally locating unit's
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crime analysts in Jefferson City. This projectasirivestigate rural crime incidents and to provadsistance to other law
enforcement agencies with their investigationshafse crimes. This goal will be achieved by comptgtiwo objectives 1)

Increase personnel assigned to the rural crimesstigation unit by five percent; and 2) Increasethmber investigations in
fiscal year 12 as compared to prior fiscal year.

Report of SuccessThe MSHP RCIU has recovered $170,550 in stolapgnty, investigated 101 incidents, and
arrested 14 individuals. Since the RCIU was forrme@009 it has recovered $5,849,399.57 in stolapgrty and
investigated 1270 incidents.

Missouri State Highway Patrol - State Helicopter Poject: This project supports Missouri State Highway Parplurchase
of a new helicopter and helicopter flight simulatortrain pilots for normal and emergency situasionhis helicopter will be
deployed to situations throughout the state andlitjet simulator will provide training services the MSHP and other law
enforcement agencies. The goal of this progranoitrease the Missouri State Highway Patrol's biipato provide
dedicated airborne assets to public safety incalémit threaten life, welfare, and property in Mig$. This goal will be
achieved by completing three objectives 1) Progigl@rch and rescue missions upon request withie thanths of acquisition
of helicopter; 2) Enhance citizens and officeresaby providing helicopter pilots' use of live g downlinks and moving
maps; 3) Provide helicopter training to law enfoneait agencies to ensure pilot safety.

Report of SuccessThe MSHP Aircraft Division purchased a Bell 40&libopter with the guidance through the
Office of Administration. Three pilots were trainerluse the aircraft. There were two goals MSHPteio achieve
with the purchase of the helicopter. Goal one witthiree months of a helicopter acquisition, sudodigsprovide
search and rescue missions upon request. Thisaggaimet by training three pilots to use the helieppafely along
with the correct equipment being installed to caniy their missions. Goal two enhance the capghufipilots in the
state, with minimal risk to operational equipmethrough helicopter simulation training in normalda@mergency
procedures in helicopter operation. This goal was oy the purchase of the helicopter simulator. N@S¥lots have
trained for 25 hours with the helicopter simulator.

The following is a summary of equipment funded thetLLEG program:

Vehicles = 16

Light Bars = 182

Sirens/Siren Boxes/Speakers = 30

Flashlights = 179

Ballistic Vests = 148

Protective Clothing (Gloves, Safety Vests, Jacke&sncoats) = 290
In-Car Cameras = 2

Radio/Repeaters = 109

Cages/Partitions = 52

Trauma Kits = 19

Other (e.g. Handcuffs, Leg irons, Surveillance 8yst, Gun Racks etc.) = 453
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PURPOSE AREA: PROSECUTION AND COURT
Number of Sub-grants: 1

Federal Funds Awarded: $29,850.92

Federal Funds Expended: $28,059.53

PROBLEM STATEMENT

The U.S. Department of Human Services reported9190@ children were victimized in 2006. Of thesetimized children,
66.3 percent experienced neglect (including medieglect), 16.0 percent were physically abusedp@r8ent were sexually
abused, 6.6 percent were emotionally or psychoddlgianaltreated, and 16.3 percent were victimizgdahother means or
unknown. A recent survey conducted by the Crimesidg Children Research Center (CCRC) indicatesuahngreater
proportion of children are physically assaulted.céwling to CCRC researchers just more than halfyaith (53%)
experienced a physical assault. The highest raphydical assault victimization occurred duringvietn ages six and 12. In
addition, the CCRC survey indicated 8.2% of expergel sexual victimization, including sexual asséi2%) and attempted
or completed rape (2.2%).

In 2008, 50,565 reports of child abuse or negleeteweceived by the Missouri Department of Socelviges, Children’s
Division. Homicide was listed as the death cemifiic manner of death for 59 Missouri children in 2@ Department of
Social Services.

Citing Crime in Missourj in 2011, a total of 40,613 domestic violence decits were reported by Missouri law enforcement
agencies. Of these incidents, the majority involgpduses (19.3%), persons not married but resigiggther (25.5%), or
blood relatives (17.9%). In 2011, a total of 71 lcides were reported in Missouri that were relatedomestic violence. Of
these homicides, 42.2% involved a female family menincluding wives, mothers, daughters, ex-wivesnmon-law wives

or girl friends. Another 15.5% involved husbandsyfiends, and sons. Husband/wife relationship@anted for 18.3% of all
2011 domestic violence related homicides.

The consequences of domestic violence are far-iegctot only for families but for society as a wdolhe U.S. Department
of Justice has estimated that during their lifetimae out of every six American women will expegderviolence by an
intimate partner. Adults in abusive homes have @atgr chance of developing alcohol, drugs, gambplorgrelational
problems. It has been suggested that children gigpwp in abusive households may develop problertis alcohol and drugs.
These children also may become violators to thieiideen when they become parents. The 2006 Ndtidimence Against
Women Survey found that more than 300,000 womareatienated to be victims of sexual abuse every yredne United
States.

PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Programs were sought that addressed the resportise bfissouri criminal justice system to domestiarhily violence in the
State. These programs included law enforcemetetviantion, and prosecution for domestic violerssies as they interfaced
with the criminal justice system, regardless of kghie or external to the system the program is daSephasis was placed on
programs for victims of child sexual abuse and esmgainst the elderly. Prosecution and courtrarog will be sought that
demonstrate new and different approaches to theresrhent, prosecution, and adjudication of violefine offenses. By
encouraging applicants to develop new strategielsmaethodologies for dealing with violent crime, destic violence and
child abuse crime problems, it is hoped that gaygBaa redundancy in coverage areas will be minichiaeeliminated and the
effectiveness of available resources will be mazedi The program will also encourage applicantdeteelop a strategic view
that encompasses more than one aspect of the waiommce and addresses elements such as suparvesigployment,
community service, mental and medical treatmerd, rastitution.

GOALS, OBJECTIVES, ACTIVITIES & PERFORMANCE MEASURE S (PM)

Goal 1 Improve effectiveness of criminal justice agesciresponse to violent crime through targeted eafoent,
investigation, prevention, prosecution, and adjatiin of specific criminal offenders.

Objective 1: Law enforcement agencies and prosecution offiolalmratively focus on high crime rate geograpdneas.

PM: 1 - Identify high crime rate areas at localgmment level.
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2 - Initiate, plan, and deploy criminal justicetes to enforce, prosecute, and share informatigardéng
problem properties and offenders in identified higime rate areas.

3 - Develop community involvement programs to infoand educate residents of high crime rate areas o
crime prevention.

4 - Implement advocacy groups to encourage sugpoirime prevention, offender treatment, and ests
programs.

Goal 2: Improving the criminal and juvenile justice systemesponse to domestic and family violence, indgidspouse
abuse, child abuse, and abuse of the elderly

Objective 1 Increase the awareness and skill levels of psadeals involved in the identification, investigati and
prosecution of domestic/family violence

PM: 1 - Number of training sessions / seminars .held
2 - Number of persons attending training.

Objective 2: Provide for additional trained, specialized invgators and prosecutors.
PM: 1 — An increase in the number of trained doimméamily violence investigators.
2 — An increase in the number of prosecutors deelicto domestic/family violence cases.
3 — An increase in the number of specialized wetsling with domestic/family violence
Objective 3: Enhance the investigative abilities of domesticifawiolence investigators.
PM: 1 — An increase in availability of evidencelgaing equipment.
2 — Increased availability of tools to assistriterviewing domestic/family violence victims
3 — Availability of equipment for the presentatioihevidence to prosecutors and courts.
Objective 4: Develop judicially accepted alternative domestitflst violence victim interview techniques.
PM: 1 — Victim’s exposure to repeated questionigglifferent investigators is minimized.
2 — Investigators from different jurisdictions cdimate efforts.
3 — Stronger court cases are realized.
4 —Number of offenders that completed domestidlfaniolence education and/or treatment programs.

Goal 3. To develop and implement programs that enhaneeeg$ponse to crimes involving child abuse andewgincluding
child sexual abuse.

Objective 1: Increase the awareness and skill levels of prajests involved in the identification, investigatioand
prosecution of child abuse and neglect cases.

PM: 1 — Number of training sessions/seminars held
2 — Number of persons attending training.

Objective 2: Provide for additional trained, specialized invgstors and prosecutors.
PM: 1 — An increase in the number of trained chlbtdise/neglect investigators.
2 — An increase in the number of prosecutors @gelitto child abuse and neglect cases.
3 — An increase in the number of specialized wtetsling with child abuse and neglect.
Objective 3: Enhance the investigative abilities of child aboeglect investigators.
PM: 1 — An increase in availability of evidencelgaing equipment.
2 — Increased availability of tools to assistriterviewing child victims

3 — Availability of equipment for the presentatioihevidence to prosecutors and courts.

Objective 4: Develop judicially accepted alternative child umstinterview techniques.
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PM: 1 — Victim’s exposure to repeated questionigglifferent investigators is minimized.
2 — Investigators from different jurisdictions cdmate efforts.
3 — Stronger court cases are realized.

PROGRAM ACTIVITIES/ICOMPONENTS
All projects funded through this program must:

Maintain a time and activity sheet for personnedipader the contract
Submit monthly expenditure reports
-~ Submit quarterly progress reports
Be required to submit evaluation data for measup@gormance
Submit a copy of the formal agreements for intacighlinary investigation teams.
All projects funded from this program will receiaeleast one (1) monitoring contact

EVALUATION METHODS

Evaluations are based on quarterly reports subarigtyegrant recipients.

EVALUATION RESULTS (ER)

The following evaluation results were obtained frqoarterly reports submitted by the program fundader this program
area:

St. Louis City Circuit Attorney’s Office Domestic Violence Investigator This project continued support of a misdemeanor
domestic violence investigator to work with the Bouis Attorney’s Office domestic violence attorneyrhe goal of this
project was to increase community safety and redoeeestic violence in the City of St. Louis. Thisal was to be achieved
by two objectives: 1) Focus on misdemeanor domestilence incidents through cooperative effortstltod Misdemeanor
Domestic Violence (DV) Investigator and the Circéittorney Office Violent Unit; and 2) Focus effortn enhancing
misdemeanor domestic violence investigation, evddesollection, and trial preparation for proseauitio

Report of SuccessThe Misdemeanor Domestic Violence Investigatorked 250 cases and the Misdemeanor DV unit
issued 163 new cases. The investigator actingliassan between the St. Louis Metropolitan Polixepartment and the
Circuit Attorney’s Office interviewed police officg in preparation for trial on misdemeanor domegititence cases. In
addition, the investigator requested follow-up pelilab tests, investigations included photograph%2 cases, crime
scene reviews, withess interviews, medical releasge obtained, and additional evidence was catbct

Potential witnesses were located, served subpoamasjnterviewed for 222 pending misdemeanor damegblence
cases. The investigator served subpoenas for sgéiseand victims in approximately four to five Hemgals and ten to
fifteen jury trials per week. The Misdemeanor DMtokney currently has 120 cases pending trial datdshe
Misdemeanor DV Investigator personally served sebps to 200 victims. An agreement is in place withjudges of
the misdemeanor divisions that cases will be nmitessed by the Circuit Attorney’s Office ratherrnhze dismissed. The
Misdemeanor DV Attorney prepared 250 cases duhieggtant period. Trial preparation assistance wasgided for 250
cases. Of the prepared cases: 126 pleas, 11 b@ilsh6 jury trial, and 46 dismissed for failuteprosecute.
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PURPOSE AREA: PREVENTION AND EDUCATION
Number of Sub-grants: 1

Federal Funds Awarded: $155,902.68

Federal Funds Expended: $155,902.68

PROBLEM STATEMENT

Clandestine production of methamphetamine is venmygdrous because of the volatile, hazardous arid etwemicals and
processes involved. It not only poses risks tes¢himvolved in this illegal drug industry but alkplaw enforcement, fire
service, and other emergency response officials dismover, collect evidence, and dispose of clantesaboratory sites. In
addition, environment and public exposed to these megatively affected. The instability of chemgcalised in

methamphetamine can cause fires and explosionsgluts production as well during cleanup of dumgssitOutdoor

clandestine laboratories are typically located iwens, fields, and forests causing extensive dantagthe environment.
Because of methamphetamine production doesn’t reglaborate equipment; indoor clandestine labdest@are commonly
found in private residences, hotels/motels, garaged abandoned buildings. This can expose famiynbers as well as
unassociated public to toxic chemicals.

Evolving chemical processes to produce methamphetaimas possibly increased the hazards to all apimircontact with
them. According to the National Drug and Inteltige Center (NDIC), five common production methoos ased to make
methamphetamine. Four of these involve chemicalucton ephedrine/pseudoephedrine but use diffepratursor
chemicals. Common precursor chemicals includenbttimited to, hydriodic acid, red phosphorougpd-phosphorous acid,
anhydrous ammonia, and mercuric acid. All of thergetoxic and afford many health risks to thoseantact.

In FY 2012, multi-jurisdictional drug task forceggdroyed 1,709 clandestine methamphetamine lab@atdAlthough the
number of seized clandestine laboratories sugdkstsllicit drug industry has decreased in recesars, it continues to be
very problematic in Missouri.

PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Programs were sought that addressed the respongeulbic safety and emergency service officials tandestine
methamphetamine laboratories. Applications wereoeraged that addressed crime scene processinggclea@up, and
disposal of chemicals and equipment associated thike labs. Provision of supplies, training, agfgérence materials was
available to Missouri law enforcement, fire seryiaad other emergency response officials to effeltiequip them to safety
process methamphetamine laboratories and constliettion stations for chemical disposal.

GOALS, OBJECTIVES, ACTIVITIES, AND PERFORMANCE MEAS URES (PM)

Goal 1. Improve effectiveness of public safety and ereany service officials’ response to processing lafndestine
methamphetamine laboratories.

Objective 1. Law enforcement, fire service, state agenciedalootatively and appropriately respond to removél o
methamphetamine laboratories.

PM: 1 - Develop communication plans and jurisdietl procedures to address methods for respondisgrvice
calls involving methamphetamine laboratories.
2 - Acquire proper supplies and equipment to eiffett and safety clean methamphetamine laboratories
3 - Establish and maintain hazardous material ctitla/control sites within a reasonable distanceath
task force's area of operations

Objective 2: Ensure first responders are adequately traineiditially process, collect criminal evidence, agdarantine
discovered methamphetamine laboratories.

PM: 1 - Develop and provide training materialslaa enforcement, fire service, and other emergesayice
personnel.
2 - Identify providers in service area
3 - Attendance of personnel in training
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PROGRAM ACTIVITIES/COMPONENTS

All projects funded through this program must:

Maintain a time and activity sheet for personnedipader the contract
Submit monthly expenditure reports

Submit quarterly progress reports

Be monitored at least one (1) time to ensure canpk with guidelines
Be required to submit evaluation data for measupEigormance

EVALUATION METHODS

Evaluation reports were based on quarterly reuthsnitted by the sub-recipient.

EVALUATION RESULTS (ER)

The following evaluation results were obtained frqoarterly reports submitted by all programs fundeder this program
area:

Missouri Department of Natural Resources Clandestia Drug Laboratory Collection Station: This continuing project
supported the Department of Natural Resources, remviental Emergency Response Section, EnvironmeBgavices

Program to expand and enhance an existing progctelsponding to methamphetamine clandestine lédmyralean up

requests. The goal of this project was to increadety and reduce risk of injury to the staff, fheblic, and the environment
exposed to clandestine laboratories. This goal acseved by three objectives: 1) Provide propempbep and reference
material to Missouri law enforcement, fire serviaed other emergency response officials; 2) Prosig#lies for processing
and disposal of clandestine drug lab materials lt&mdestine drug laboratory collection stations; &)dProvide on-site
responses to clandestine methamphetamine laboretcigents, when requested by law enforcement, dietion, and other
emergency officials.

Report of Success The Missouri Department of Natural ResourcesviEmmental Emergency Response (EER) was
afforded the purchases of proper supplies and erefer materials to Missouri law enforcement, firevise and other
emergency response officials to help them safedgard to clandestine methamphetamine lab inciderdsperform their
jobs with reduced risk of injury to themselves, thablic, and the environment, supplies to process dispose of
clandestine drug lab materials from the clandedingy laboratory collection stations (CDLCSSs), amdsite response to
clandestine methamphetamine lab incidents, if #ssie was requested by law enforcement.

Part of the funding from this grant was used tochase necessary personal protective equipmentuppdiess for safety,
cleanup and air monitoring to help law enforcememi others respond safely and properly managedselaadestine
drug lab materials. The Department provided iteoeh as sample bottles, vials, buckets with ligdspuarifying respirator
and cartridge, chemical protective coveralls, leitdloves, boot covers, trash bags, disposablettpipesafety glasses,
absorbent, duct tape, PH paper, Drager pumps dondroetric tubes, and over-pack drums to law erdament agencies.
By providing these supplies, the Department helmgture that these agencies could respond to clameles
methamphetamine lab incidents with reduced riskjofy to themselves, the public and the environtmen

The Department established seventeen (17) CDLC®sighout the State. These CDLCSs accepted drugnkierial
from various law enforcement and drug task foroenages. The Department provided supplies, operaltioversight, and
assistance to collection stations. The Departmisat provided assistance to the CDLCS personnelhafged with the
processing of waste materials accepted at theatiolie stations, ensuring the completing of all ieegh documentation.
The Department used a tracking system to accoumlrém lab materials accepted at the collectiotista. The following
were processed: reused/recycled material (245 $odid waste (2,040 Ibs.), hazardous waste (8%4,lland hazardous
substances (66 Ibs.). The EER has staff availabledpond on-site to clandestine drug labs andtassy enforcement,
drug task forces, fire department, and other agsngithin the State of Missouri with the proper ag@&ment, cleanup
and disposal of clandestine drug lab chemicalsmFealendar year 2012, the Department estimatedhbet were 1,399
methamphetamine lab incidents.
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PURPOSE AREA: DRUG TREATMENT
Number of Sub-grants: 1

Federal Funds Awarded: $23,698.14
Federal Funds Expended: $23,698.14

PROBLEM STATEMENT

There is ample documentation of the connection betwsubstance abuse and crime. The impact substhosiang offenders
have on society, the criminal justice system, dmhtselves are significant. Most notably, the drugsived offender typically
commits many more crimes than the non-involvedrafées. They are likely to commit hundreds of crinmetuding robberies
and burglaries each year. We know that large nusnbiecriminal offenders are active abusers ofitlirtugs and alcohol and
that a relatively small number of drug involvederfflers are responsible for a grossly disproportégoamount of crime. The
need to focus on the development of effective efjias for addressing drug and alcohol abuse amaovenile and adult
offenders is evident. The growing understandinghef relationship of substance abuse and crime Ungsosted the need for
comprehensive and coordinated substance abuseesatiall points of the criminal justice system.

PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

A variety of effective programs, such as substaimese counselors, drug treatment and interverdioghjntensive supervision
of juveniles have been implemented throughout thtes This is a comprehensive focus on substanaseabervices at all
levels and includes the following key componentgpfopriate assessment and intervention, substdmaseaeducation, a
range of treatment modalities to meet offender reeels, after-care services, an emphasis on agttiof care, and an on-
going concern for quality assurances. The primagu$ of the Intensive Supervision Probation/Papstegram will be to
provide additional public corrections resources immgkove the corrections systems.

GOALS, OBJECTIVES, ACTIVITIES & PERFORMANCE MEASURE S (PM)

Goal I To address defendant’s needs through effectise n@nagement, reduce drug use and recidivisrayegfiressures on
non-drug caseloads and concentrate drug case epierbne courtroom.

Objective 1: Court officials are provided training in alternaisentencing and drug court procedures.
PM: 1 - Attendance of personnel at training
Objective 2: Implementation of alternative sentencing and drugricprocedures.

PM: 1 - Develop standard operating procedures dotigipant eligibility
2 - Develop methodology for participant tracking

Objective 3: Provide offender based education; job and lifelskihining that will help them become productivedadrug-
free citizens.

PM: 1 - Identify providers in service area
2 - Develop working relationship and implement noeamdum of understanding with appropriate service
providers

3 - Assemble baseline data on participants taalto quantifiable success measurement

Goal 2 To develop, implement and provide prioritized stalnce abuse treatment services to include assessthesation,
treatment, interventions, modalities, after cangl support groups.

Objective 1: A research design component and implementation iglaxecessary to provide an assessment of thegmmasbl
and steps to be taken to address these problems.

PM: 1 - Provide steps taken to assess problems@nglop implementation plan

Objective 2: To develop, as determined appropriate, treatmethtir@rvention plans, drug education services, sgitthelp
groups.
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PM: 1 - A copy of the policies and procedures télprovided
2 - Specialists will be hired to support treatmeak,ication and group therapy programs
3 - Specialized training will be provided to supptreatment, education, aftercare and group therapy
programs

PROGRAM ACTIVITIES/ICOMPONENTS
All projects funded through this program must:

Provide a need assessment

Provide assessment instrument

Provide a detailed action plan for the proposed@nm

Provide reports to include recidivism rates of thoempleting program
Provide reports including employment rates of thom@pleting program
Provide semi-annual and annual project progressiep

Be site monitored to ensure compliance with guidi

Be required to submit evaluation data for measup@gormance

EVALUATION METHODS

Evaluation methodology utilizes semi-annual anduahneports submitted by the sub-recipient.

EVALUATION RESULTS (ER)

The following evaluation results were obtained frqomarterly reports submitted by the program fundader this program
area:

Stone County Prosecuting Attorney's Office This new project supports the Stone County Progeguittorney's office
response to offenders and multiple offenders ofj@malcohol related charges. The goal of thiggmtds to address the gap in
the current prosecution/treatment model for alcfimag offenders. This goal will be achieved by ctetipg three objectives:
1) Provide a drug court to process serious drugnaférs; 2) Enhance disposed drug offenders' pmbdtirough a
combination of probation and parole; and 3) Providmitoring and supervision through the prosecsitifice.

Report of Success MOJO has met its goals by drug testing deferelant treatment requirements are being monitored
along with helping defendants obtain drivers lieeasid attend GED programs. The program has helptbd7® cases.
More intense monitoring has taken place such ag dourt as alternatives to revocation. The sucoé#isis program has
been met by changing the life of the youth by hdghem with their addiction to drug and alcohol.
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PURPOSE AREA: PLANNING, EVALUATION, AND TECHNOLOGY
IMPROVEMENT

Number of Sub-grants: 2

Federal Funds Awarded: $4,368,605.61

Federal Funds Expended: $1,297,226.11

PROBLEM STATEMENT

In today's society, criminal history records aredming increasingly relied upon by the criminaltjos system to make
charge, release, and sentencing decisions. Reeoedalso used as a tool when making decisions aggpiicensing and
employment purposes, including foster care, schaoliers and bus drivers, hospital, nursing home,h@me health care
employees, and in transactions relating to the e of firearms. Local criminal justice agencies @equired to report
criminal history to the Missouri State Highway Rés Central Criminal History Records System (CHR&)ository. The
paper system of reporting is quickly becoming obthlnd does not allow timely, accurate, and commmgminal histories.
Local criminal justice agencies are unable to refmoran adequate manner when they have to strétein budgets and
personnel to the limits just to get their core dsitaccomplished. In order to achieve complete,rateuand timely criminal
history records, cooperative efforts of all the pmments of the criminal justice system must be @npnted.

Illicit drugs impact on society is manifested inmgavays. The criminal justice system is negativelpacted by the resources
and efforts expended to control both illicit drugeuand industries. These drugs also negativelgtatfie health of Missouri

citizens, economic infrastructure, social fabrindanvironment. No single data source or inforrmatigstem can directly

measure fillicit drugs adverse impact on these. fidtere, extent, and temporal and geographic treadsonly be accessed
through analysis of many disparate data systemis asichose of criminal laboratories, law enforceinpivenile and adult

courts, hospitals, treatment centers, and cormestio

PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Given that each component of the criminal justigstesm is responsible to a different authority (sastthe circuit courts to the
Office of State Courts Administrator, prosecutans gheriffs to their constituencies and policel#® mayor or city manager),
no one agency can effectively support all elemehtbe criminal history system. This program isideed around a support
structure to address each component. Through catiyerefforts, law enforcement, prosecutors, angrtsowill provide an
integrated solution to improve the completenessu@cy and timeliness of Missouri's criminal higteecords. The local
criminal justice agencies will be provided with gguent, software and training for the automatiod artegration of systems
for the improvement of the criminal history repogicapabilities. The implementation of law enforesincase management,
prosecutor case management and courts case mamagamsems will provide statewide access for usenee local agencies
are automated and linked to the state criminalriecepository, the federal criminal files, stataldaderal wanted files and
other databases become a substantial tool in fightfime and protecting our citizens. A totally @uaated system is being
developed where each agency with reporting respiitisis interacts directly with the criminal histosystem to provide the
required information for the record event underirtherisdiction. The CHRS repository would then besponsible for
coordinating this effort and controlling the qualénd dissemination of the records. They would als@vailable to assist any
element of the system that encounter problems amédponsible for training on an as needed basis.

The purpose of the Justice Assistance Grant Programassist states and units of local governrreithplementing specific
programs that offer a high probability of enhancangd improving the efficiency and effectivenessth criminal justice
system. Special emphasis is placed on controlliotent and drug-related crime and serious offendansl fostering multi-
jurisdictional and multi-state efforts to suppodtional drug-control priorities. This is achievémlough analysis of the illicit
drug problem in Missouri and maintaining severahanal justice data systems.

GOALS, OBJECTIVES, ACTIVITIES & PERFORMANCE MEASURE S (PM)

Goal 1 Promote the timely collection of criminal histamcord information from all criminal justice agégsin Missouri and
store these records at Missouri CHRS repository.

Objective 1. Develop a comprehensive information and traininggpsm to assist agencies in complying with mangator
criminal history records reporting requirements.
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PM: 1 - Representatives from the courts, law emforent and prosecution will meet monthly to devetop

automation plan.
2 - Training plans and curriculums of developedhing programs.
3 - Number of sites where training and assistasmpeovided.

Objective 2: Provide equipment and software systems for automgatiminal justice agencies.

PM: 1 - Counties throughout the state will be scited for implementation of systems.
2 - Teams will install hardware and software amdint criminal justice personnel based upon the
implementation schedule.
3 - Number of counties automated.

Goal 2 Establish a series of policies, procedures, systand reporting recommendations to enable the $faMissouri to
effectively manage the JAG Program by analyzinggdrnd violent crime environment in the State; asagseffectiveness of
existing programs; and offering data and interpgestinalysis support for development of new programs

Objective 1: Ensure administration requirements of Edward Byeenorial Justice Assistance Grant are adequatety me

PM: 1 - Develop a drug and violent crime strategyraquired under the Edward Byrne Memorial Justice
Assistance Grant.
2 - Provide research services to Missouri DPS,ioafhjustice authorities, and other public offigal
3 - Develop and publish evaluation criteria anainfation systems for funded programs
4 - Provide statistical assistance in maintenamé¢$GR summary based information system

Goal 3: Provide training and support to criminal justiageacies with Missouri required crime reporting,
including the Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) Systamd Criminal History Records System (CHRS).

Objective 1: Operate and maintain statewide UCR System

PM: 1 - Train Missouri law enforcement agencieshwéporting requirements
2 - Conduct quality assurance reviews and audits
3 - Assist Missouri law enforcement agencies wéghorting procedures

Objective 2: Support CHRS fingerprint and case disposition negments

PM: 1 - Train Missouri law enforcement, prosecutand court agencies on correct record processimy an

procedures.
2 - Conduct seminars and attend conferences teosuppG
3 -Employ CHRS quality control procedures and paats to monitor CHRS fingerprint and case dispositi

reporting compliance

PROGRAM ACTIVITIES/ICOMPONENTS
All projects funded through this program must:

Identify the various criminal justice agencies pdivg input to the CHRS
Provide a list of counties that are automated

Provide a list of counties where training and danise is provided
Provide bid specifications on equipment

Provide reports showing increase of criminal resdrding reported
Submit monthly report of expenditures

Conduct required crime and drug analyses and guldisorts

Submit quarterly progress reports

Be monitored at least one (1) time during the @mwitperiod

EVALUATION METHODS

Evaluations are based on quarterly reports subnityesub-recipients.
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EVALUATION RESULTS (ER)

The following evaluation results were obtained frqomarterly reports submitted by the program fundader this program
area:

Missouri Department of Corrections - Enhancing Safty in DAI: This project is intended for the acquisition of UldRd
VHF base stations, hand-held radios, and desktapates for 14 institutions to replace and improuédated radio systems.
The goals of this project include: 1) to improvstitutional security, 2) ensure compliance with F@&@rowband regulations,
and 3) improve public safety by allowing radio maggerability with outside law enforcement agencidhese goals will be
achieved by the following objectives: 1) ensurithg department institutions have radio systems ¢antpwith FCC
mandates, 2) decreasing incidents of equipmentr&il3) decreasing dead spots in identified instihg, and 4) ensuring staff
have the ability to communicate with other instdns and other law enforcement agencies.

Report of SuccessThe radio equipment was delivered to the sitesrbgire towers as of 2012. The radio towers have
been received by the vendor and will be delivetethé site at the time of the final installatiorhelradio installation was
complete at KCCRC. The tower foundation has beenpteted at WERDCC and NECC. A&W crews are in thecpss

of going to the facilities that have received theidios to complete the radio programming. It isicamated the radio
systems at the facilities requiring towers willihstalled and operational by late October. Newaagistems have allowed
them to meet another goal of becoming compliar wie 2013 FCC Narrowband Requirements.

Missouri_State Highway Patrol - Administrative Data Analysis And Problem lIdentification: This continuing project
involves establishing a series of policies, procedusystems, and reporting recommendations. Téee $f Missouri will
effectively manage the JAG and Recovery-JAG Program analyzing drug and violent crime environmentshe State;
assessing effectiveness of existing programs; dfetimg data and interpretive analysis support dewvelopment of new
programs. The MSHP, coordinating their activitigthvibPS’s CJ/LE Program staff, will complete théldaing project goals:
1) Provide base-line information to properly asddsssouri’s illicit drug and violent crime problem2) Support successful
administration of Missouri’s JAG and Recovery-JA@dtams by providing needed research, evaluatioth,data processing
services; 3) Develop and implement Missouri’s UGRadcollection application and output report amgilan; and 4) Enhance
capabilities of Missouri’s criminal justice inforii@n systems in supporting statewide illicit drugdaviolent crime problems
and grant administration.

Report of Success:Two reports, Missouri Statewide Drugand Violent Crime Strategyand Analysis of Multi-
Jurisdictional Drug Task Forcewere developed during this grant period. The paltilim Missouri Statewide Drug and
Violent Crime Strategwas completed and provided to DPS CJ/LE stafféto@er, 2012. Analyses were completed from
data gathered from Missouri state agencies sudepartment of Health and Senior Services and Deteantt of Mental
Health. Data analyses included treatment and tadspdmissions, juvenile referrals, prison incaatiens, criminal
arrests, intravenous AIDS/HIV cases, multi-jurigidinal drug task force seizures, crime laboratoages, and MJTF
survey responses and placed in Missouri Statewide Drug and Violent Crime Strategfn Internet based survey
instrument was designed and implemented to capdung task force officials’ perceptions of the driglustry in
Missouri. The survey was distributed to the poiatscontacts of twenty-seven multi-jurisdictionalud task forces.
Analyses of survey responses were completed andtgesere incorporated into the 2013 edition of fhlication
entitledMissouri Statewide Drug and Violent Crime Strategy

The publication entitledustice Assistance Grant and Recovery Act - JAGutian Plan 2012-2018/as published and
provided to DPS CJ/LE in September 2012. In thiklipation, designs for programs funded in fivemse areas were
constructed including prosecution/court programsgfants), prevention/education programs (1 graht)g treatment
programs (1 grant), planning, evaluation and tetdgywimprovement programs (2 grant), law enforcenpgngrams (28
grants), and crime laboratories (13 grants). Hadgram design included a set of criteria that DB&d to determine
success of JAG funded programs.

The FY 2012 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice AssistancenGProgram Annual Repoxtas completed and provided to
DPS CJ/LE staff in November 2012. Final reportsufcess were published in thanual Reporfor FY12 funded multi-
jurisdictional drug tasks forces and programs asking law enforcement and drug task forces, prdgecand court,
prevention and education, crime laboratories, mgercyber crime, and planning/evaluation/technololgy addition,
summaries were published of quarterly reports stibchby multi-jurisdictional drug task forces anthte laboratories.
A strategic plan for implementing FY13 JAG fundedgrams was included in tiennual Reportvith evaluation designs
and performance measures.
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Progress reports and quality control analysis weceived and completed for FY12 fourth quarter BWd3 first through
third quarter multi-jurisdictional drug task for¢ésy'14 first through fourth quarter Crime Laboragésrand Internet Cyber
Crime Grant (ICCG). Progress reports were proceaselddata entered to their respective databasdgeanlts of these
analyzes were provided to DPS CJ/LE program staff.

The Microsoft Office Access drug task force andnerilaboratory automated information system databhsee been

converted to Sequel database. Work is currentlgrogress to rewrite all drug task force and criie EAS statistical
reports to Webfocus to improve the efficiency of(Sé\statistical reports required for the ADAP grant
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lll.  FY14 EVALUATION & ACTIVITIES

EVALUATION DESIGN

The JAG program provides criminal justice authestivith substantial support in their endeavorsdidre@ss Missouri's illicit
drug and violent crime problems. Program evalmai®an essential CJ/LE Program responsibility ireguby its enabling
legislation. To meet this responsibility, BJA hasyided states with guidelines, technical trainiagd support for assessing
these projects. In Missouri, the DPS has contdaetgh the Missouri State Highway Patrol (MSHP)at&tical Analysis
Center (SAC) to administer the evaluation componétiie JAG Program.

The following is a description of the 2013/2014 JAfagram evaluation designs developed by SAC ampdoapd by DPS.
These evaluations are mostly administrative or ggedén nature.

Law Enforcement Programs

The following programs are funded from the JAG Pang funding opportunity for the 2013/2014 fiscahayge

Jackson County - Drug Abatement Response Team (DART This project continues support to DART, a multi-
jurisdictional initiative to identify and shut dowerug houses and street level narcotics operatiorthirteen municipal
jurisdictions in Jackson County. DART provides aefagency mechanism through which residents ifksgec County,
Missouri, can report illegal narcotics activity fiit their respective communities. The goal of thisgram is to eliminate
illegal drug activity in the Jackson County comniyitdy coordinating and utilizing several sourc@firough these efforts, the
quality of life in the target area is restored gmdtected. Suspected drug activity can be anongiyaeported to DART
members who then communicate the information to daforcement for investigation. DART also coordésastreet level
investigations, buy / bust and reverse sting opmrat property fire and housing code inspectionsuspected drug houses,
and notification of drug activity and its conseqoesnto property owners. Property owner seminarsneunity presentations,
and citizen training given on recognition of drugjities are provided by DART members.

EVALUATION DESIGN: The grantee will be evaluated the following criteria:

Overall project management and support servicesoym@g to implement the project

Number of citizen reports of drug activity receiviegd DART

Number of drug houses and drug distribution openaticlosed

Number of property owners trained on drug activ@gognition

Number of buy / bust / reverse sting operationsrdinated with Patrol officers, community
police, and prosecutors

Number of property fire hazard and building codspections completed, and number of
notifications of drug activity made to property ceva

Number of community organizations given drug aweassrpresentations or training

Other major work efforts and activities performettiar auspices of this project

The grantee is required to submit quarterly Nareafbtatus Reports on this project. Status reprtaild
describe work completed and work in progress, dsageany impediments preventing the project frozing
successfully completed at the end of the contradog.

Multi-Jurisdictional Drug Task Forces:

Audrain County - East Central Drug Task Force (EEDT

Bates County - Community Narcotics Enforcement TEGMET)

Board of Police Commissioners - Kansas City Muliisdictional Task Force
Bridgeton City - Municipal Enforcement Group Agdiltyug Abuse (MEGADA)
Brookfield City - North Missouri (NOMO) Drug TaskoFce

Buchanan County Drug Strike Force

Camden County - Lake Area Narcotics Enforcemenu@ii@ANEG)

Cole County - Mid-Missouri Unified Strike Team aNarcotics Group (MUSTANG)

NGO A WNE
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10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24,
25.
26.

Farmington City - Mineral Area Drug Task Force (MAB)

Franklin County Narcotics Enforcement Unit

Gladstone City - Clay County Drug Task Force

Greene County - Combined Ozarks Multi-Jurisdictidiaforcement Team (COMET)
Grundy County - NITRO Task Force

Jackson County Multi-Jurisdictional Task Force

Jasper County Drug Task Force (JCDTF)

Jefferson County Municipal Enforcement Group (JCMEG

Lafayette County Narcotics Unit

Marion City - Northeast Missouri (NEMO) Narcoticedk Force

McDonald County - Southwest Missouri (SWMO) Drugskd-orce

Morgan County - Mid-Missouri (Mid-MQO) Multi-Jurisdtional Drug Task Force
Platte County Multi-Jurisdictional Enforcement Gpal°CMEG)

Poplar Bluff City - Southeast Missouri (SEMO) Driigsk Force

St. Charles County Regional Drug Task Force (SCCRDT

St. Louis City - Multi-Jurisdictional Undercover g Program

St. Louis County - Multi-Jurisdictional Drug Tashkree

West Plains City - South Central Drug Task Force

The above grantees are required to submit quarithg Task Force Status Reports on these projethe

report format is as follows:
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Drug Task Force (DTF) Quarterly Status Report:

Organization
The following question pertains to the current reporting period.

Mumber of agencies within the task
force's direct service area during
the reporting period City County State Federal

The following question pertains to the current reporting period andfor continuously from previous reporting periods of the current grant.

Mumber of agencies signing a MOU
with the task force

City County State Federal
The following guestion pertains to the current reporting period andfor continuously from previous reporting periods of the current grant.

Number of agencies providing
resources (personnel, currency,
and/or direct Eqmpmi:?kt:o::: City County State Federal

The following question pertains to the current reporting period andfor continuously from previous reporting periods of the current grant.

MNumber of agencies not providing
resources (personnel, currency,
and/or direct equipment) to the

Ci Coun State Federal
task force ~'" &

Employees
Identify the number of employees directly assigned to the task force during the reporting period. Count each individual only once.

And then of the identified employees, identify the number of employees detached to a federal task force.
Row Full-Time Sworn  Full-Time Non-Sworn  Part-Time Sworn  Part-Time Non-Sworn ~ Detached to Federal Task Force

Assigned from Mational Guard
Funded by COPS

Funded by DPS Marcotic Grants
Funded by HIDTA

Loanedto Task Force

Funded by Other Source

Employee Breakdown - Funded by Other Source
If you identified 'Tunded by other source”in the above section, describe the source of funding relative to each identified position.

-

Case Activity
A case is initiated when a suspect is identified resulting in an investigative case file. An investigation may include more than one suspect, and in this event, each identified suspect
shall constitute a case.

Do not count tips and intelligence information for which follow-up law enforcement action was not initiated.

MNumber of new cases initiated
during the reporting period

Number of assists in cases initiated
by other law enforcement agencies
during the reporting period

Arrest Activity
An arrest is considered drug-related if the case was initiated as a result of a drug investigation.

Mon-drug related arrests can be provided in the "Warrative " section at the bottom of the report.

Number of individuals arrested for
drug-related charges during
reporting period

Of the number of drug-related
arrests, how many were for federal
indictment?

Of the number of drug-related
arrests, how many were for state
charges?

Of the number of drug-related
arrests, how many were for
ordinance violations?
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Prosecution and Court Programs

The following programs are funded from the JAG Paog funding opportunity for the 2013/2014 fiscahaye

St. Louis City - Domestic and Sexual Abuse Investigion Project: This project continues support of a domestic andial
abuse investigator to work with the St. Louis Attey's Office. The investigator will continue to wowith two primary
Domestic Violence Attorneys and Victim Advocate @aserkers. This project focuses on 1) personalisemf victims by the
investigator who will assure the sharing of reseuirtformation and available support thus encouragiarticipation and
subsequently reducing the number of cases dismfsséddilure to prosecute, and 2) enhanced invatitig, evidence, and trial
preparation for prosecution.

EVALUATION DESIGN: The grantee will be evaluated the following criteria:

Overall project management, training, and servasaployed to support the project

Number of domestic violence cases investigatedhieySt. Louis City Domestic and Sexual Abuse
Investigator and prosecuted by the Circuit Attor@dfice’s Domestic Violence/Sex Crimes Unit
Rate of change in domestic violence cases prostaampared to a like period prior to the grant
project

Number of non-domestic violence cases investigatetiprosecuted by the domestic violence team
Number of domestic violence victims provided infation of support services

Hours expended on domestic violence investigageidence collection, and trial preparation

Other major work effort and activities performedianauspices of the project

The grantee is required to submit quarterly Nareatbtatus Reports on this project. Status reprtaild

describe work completed and work in progress, dsageany impediments preventing the project frogimb
successfully completed at the end of the contrabg.
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Prevention and Education Programs

The following programs are funded from the JAG Paog funding opportunity for the 2013/2014 fiscaaye

Missouri Department of Natural Resources - Clandeste Drug Laboratory Collection Station: This continuing project
supports the Department of Natural Resources, Bnmiental Services Program in responding to methatapfine
clandestine laboratory clean-up requests. Théafdhis project is to increase safety and redusle of injury to the staff, the
public, and the environment exposed to clandeiiberatories. This goal will be achieved by cortipgthree objectives: 1)
Provide proper supplies and reference material tesdiri law enforcement, fire service, and othermyancy response
officials; 2) Provide supplies for processing andpdsal of clandestine drug lab materials to clatide drug laboratory
collection stations; and 3) Provide on-site resperis clandestine methamphetamine laboratory intsdevhen requested by
law enforcement, fire station, and other emergeifigials.

EVALUATION DESIGN: The grantee will be evaluated the following criteria:

Overall project management, training, and servasaployed to support the project

Amount and type of supplies purchased specificilyeduce methamphetamine laboratory related
injuries of emergency responders

Number of injury and non-injury related laboratémgidents responded to

Amount and type of supplies purchased specificlliyprocessing and disposal of clandestine drug
laboratory materials from clandestine drug labasatmllection stations

Number of requests for on-site assistance to cktitde methamphetamine laboratory incidents by
type of requestor (law enforcement, fire servicel ather emergency response officials)

Number of on-site responses to requests for aesisti clandestine methamphetamine laboratory
incidents, by type of requestor (law enforcemeine fervice, and other emergency response
officials)

Other major work effort and activities performedianauspices of the project

The grantee is required to submit quarterly Nareatbtatus Reports on this project. Status reprtaild

describe work completed and work in progress, dsageany impediments preventing the project frogimb
successfully completed at the end of the contrabg.
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Corrections and Community Corrections Programs

No projects are being funding under this purposa auring the 2013/2014 funding period.
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Drug Treatment Programs

The following program is funded from the JAG Pragriunding opportunity for the 2013/2014 fiscal year

Stone County Prosecuting Attorney - Drug/Alcohol Ofender Program: This new project supports the Stone County
Prosecuting Attorney's office response to offended multiple offenders of drug or alcohol relatd@rges. The goal of this
project is to address the gap in the current prdsavtreatment model for alcohol/drug offenderkisTgoal will be achieved
by completing three objectives: 1) Provide a dragrtto process serious drug offenders; 2) Enhdigmosed drug offenders'
probation through a combination of probation anfga and 3) Provide monitoring and supervisiorotiyh the prosecutor's
office.

EVALUATION DESIGN: The grantee will be evaluated the following criteria:

Overall project management, training, and servazaployed to support the project
Timely implementation of Stone County drug court

Number of drug / alcohol offenders participatingliug court

Number of offenders successfully completing drugrto

Number of drug test given and percent of positaést tesults

Number of cases monitored by prosecutor's officgassof this program

Other major work efforts and activities performettiar auspices of project

The grantee is required to submit quarterly Nareatbtatus Reports on this project. Status resirtsild

describe work completed and work in progress, dsageany impediments preventing the project frozing
successfully completed at the end of the contradog.
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Planning, Evaluation, and Technology Improvement Pograms

The following programs are funded from the JAG Paog funding opportunity for the 2013/2014 fiscaaye

Missouri State Highway Patrol (MSHP) - Administrative Data Analysis & Problem Identification Program: This
continuing project involves establishing a seriepdlicies, procedures, systems, and reportingmeendations. The State of
Missouri will effectively manage the JAG Program dayalyzing drug and violent crime environmentshia State; assessing
effectiveness of existing programs; and offerintadand interpretive analysis support for developgneémew programs. The
MSHP, coordinating their activities with DPS’s CH/IProgram staff, will complete the following projegoals: 1) Provide
base-line information to properly assess Missouiilgit drug and violent crime problems; 2) Supposuccessful
administration of Missouri’'s JAG Program by providineeded research, evaluation, and data processiniges; 3) Develop
and implement Missouri's UCR data collection apgticn and output report application; and 4) Enhacapabilities of
Missouri’s criminal justice information systems smpporting statewide illicit drug and violent crinpeoblems and grant
administration.

EVALUATION DESIGN: The grantee will be evaluated the following criteria:

Overall project management, training, and suppantises employed to implement the project.
Assistance provided in successful development andadification of Missouri’'s drug and violent
crime strategy required under the JAG Program dinly, but not limited to, conducting a statewide
illicit drug and violent crime problem analysis athelveloping an annual grant report

Number of research services provided to DPS, Misswiminal justice authorities, and other public
officials

Assistance provided in development and implemematf evaluation criteria and information
systems for programs supported under the JAG Pmogr&ublication of a report describing all
approved evaluation designs

Technical assistance provided in maintenance of Y@Rmary-based information system input, file
maintenance, and output software

Technical assistance provided for UCR training amgbort requirements, quality assurance
reviews/audits, and assistance to local agenciespiorting procedures

Number of seminars and conferences attended irosuppthe JAG Program

Other major work effort and activities performedienauspices of this project

The grantee is required to submit quarterly Nareattatus Reports on this project. Status repsirtsild

describe work completed and work in progress, dsageany impediments preventing the project frozing
successfully completed at the end of the contradog.
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Crime Victim and Witness Programs

No projects are being funding under this purposa auring the 2013/2014 funding period.
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Attachment A

Multi-Jurisdictional Drug Task Forces
FY13 Summary Report
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Attachment B

Criminal Laboratories
State-Funded MCLUP Projects
FY13 Summary Report
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Attachment C

Multi-Jurisdictional Cyber Crime Task Forces
FY13 Summary Report
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