

































































One of Grant Oly’s seven tigers walked along an enclosure. A

caretaker was injured by four of them Wednesday. This is the sec-

ond time in a year that Oly has faced charges over the animals.

TIGERS from B1
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Injured woman expected
to recover from wounds

As of Thursday night, the
tigers remained caged on Oly's
property.

Albers, meanwhile, said in-
vestigators have not been able
to talk at length with Asher, who
is expected to survive.

“She was lucky,” the sheriff
said. “Her injuries were pretty
severe, and she lost a lot of
blood.”

Cuts and gashes
According to Albers and de-
tails outlined in the criminal
complaint:
The attack occurred shortly
before 5 p.m. Wednesday as

A~hnv vrhn rarcanthlr had heen

caring for the animals while
Oly was jailed, tried to clean
a 50-by 20-foot pen. One tiger
apparently attacked her, and in
the excitement of the moment,
three others moved in.

Oly called 911, and when of-
ficers arrived, Asher was on the
ground with a “very large tear”
in her left leg and a “massive
amount” of blood around her,
the complaint said. A friend
who had been nearby and

Tom‘Sweeney/ Star Tribune

didn't see the attack also was .

applying pressure to a “silver-
dollar-sized gash” on her neck,

- the complaint said.

Asher was airlifted to St.
Marvs Hospital in Rochester.

By Richard Meryhew
Star Tribune Staff Writer

Grant Oly thought Allison
Asher was well clear of the ti-
gers she helps care for at his
home near Frontenac, Minn.

Then came the screams.

By the time Oly got to the ti-
ger pen Wednesday afternoon,
Asher was thrashing about on
thebloody ground, surrounded
by four of the big-cats,
~ “The tigers just grabbed
her,” Oly told police, according
to court records,

Oly, who keeps Siberian
tigers on his rural Goodhue
County property, backed them
off long enough to drag Asher,

Assistant Goodhue County
Attorney Carol Lee said Asher’s
leg was “mangled” in the attack
and “she lost a lot of blood.”

Tiger ‘compound’

Leesaid Olyhaskepttigers on
his property for about 10 years.
She described the series of pens
near hishouse as “a compound”
ofsorts, with some connected to
the house so young tigers can go
in or out.

Initially, the pens were open
for public viewing, but Lee said
the court later ordered the prop-
erty closed because of concerns
for public safety. '

She said several people have

37, of Minne- B
apolis, to safe-
ty. She was in
serious condi-
tion Thursday
in a Rochester
hospital with
a gash in her #
neck, a man-
gled leg and Grant Oly
cuts and bites.

Oly, meanwhile, was sitting
in a Goodhue County jail cell,
facing misdemeanor charges
that he violated a county zon-
ing ordinance and two state
laws in keeping the exotic ani-
mals, He is scheduled to appear
in court this morning. %

It’s the second time 1n a year

reported being scratched or
bitten over the years, “but not
to this extent.”

In 2003, a tiger was destroyed
after biting a pregnant woman
on the wrist, Albers said.

In February 2004, Oly was
convicted of violating the
county’s ordinance, and was
sentenced to pay a fine of more
than $300 for having too many
tigers. He also was ordered to
apply for a conditional use per-
mit and comply with zoning re-
strictions. :

Earlier this year he served
45 days in jail after violating his
probation.

Now he faces charges of vio-

Tig. s attack womann ar
Frontenac; their owner is jailed

that Oly, 48, has faced charges
in connection with keeping
tigers on his land, in the Mis-
sissippi River valley about 65
miles south of the Twin Cities.

In 2004, a Goodhue County
jury found Oly guilty of violat-
ing the county’s zoning ordi-
nance by having eight tigers
~— five more than allowed. He
recently served 45 days in jail
for violating terms of his pro-
bation,

Goodhue County Sheriff

‘Dean Albers said Thursday

that seven tigers were still on
the property when deputies
arrived late Wednesday,

TIGERS continues on BS

lating the zoning ordinance, not
registering the animals and cre-
ating a public nuisance.

“This has been a huge drain
on county resources trying to
deal with this guy,” Lee said,

She said that Oly, as required
by the U.S. Department of Ag-
riculture, which regulates the
keeping of exotic animals, has
a permit to house and exhibit
the tigers, ,

“But what are you going to
glq when people start getting
injured?” she said. “We've done

just about everything humanly
posgible to get control of this
guy.”

Richard Meryhew is at
richm@startribune.com.



Minnesota’s Otter ™ il County has had more than its sk~ 2 of troubles with
exotic animals — and officials are still keeping a wary eye on one big cat.

TIGER CREATES TENSION

BY JIM RAGSDALE
Pioneer Press

PELICAN RAPIDS, Minn. —
'he last of the troubled big cats
f Otter Tail County locked its
yes on the man who wants her
ut of town.

“She’s a beautiful animal —
n absolutely beautiful animal”
'as all Wayne Johnson, chair-
tan of the township that is home

to 332 homo sapiens and one
super-sized Bengal tiger, could
say as he stared back in awe.

The tiger, named Lilly, glared
at Johnson from a corn-crib-like
enclosure obscured by wild
weeds and roofed with weath-
ered plywood. No signs warned
the visitors, who were standing
on neighboring property, about 20
feet from the animal and a short
walk from a busy county read,

EXOTIC ANIMALS LAW

A low rumble, like the purr of
an idling outboard, came from
somewhere within the tiger’s
wild essence. Her ears flicked,
her tail danced, but her eyes
saw only Johnson. Lilly’s teeth
showed as he moved. The sec-
ondary fence had worn-down
openings and Johnson held a 9
mm pistol at his side. '

‘Welcome to Otter Tail County.

Lilly is a privately owned

tiger whose native range is in
the forests and swamplands of
Nepal and India. She was raised
in a land of lush cornfields and
quiet lake homes, a symbol of
the exotic-animal anxiety that
has spread across Minnesota.
As the state suffered through
a spate of maulings by such big
cats — including three incidents

TIGER TENSION, 9A"

Lilly, a
Bengal tiger,
peers out from
her enclosure
near Pelican
Rapids, Minn.
Lilly's owner,
Roy Cordy,
pleaded guilty
last year to
animal =
mistreatment

" and agreed to

try to get rid
of Lilly and his
other exotic
animals. But
Lilly remains
on Cordy's
property.
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-in tuw. months earlier this year
— Otter Tail County became
.ground zero for big-cat hysteria.

As many as 14 tigers and one

lion, along with camels, lemurs,
.a Burmese python and an Asian
leopard, were caged at various
times on two private menageries
~within a 30-minute drive of each
_other. Three people were bitten
~or clawed. A lion ran loose and
-had to be shot. Tigers were
found dead, half-eaten and
frozen in the snow of Lilly’s
.cage. Criminal charges were
brought against both owners.

And neighbors who prized
-their rural isolation got used to
J1iving with stress.

“I packed a gun all day long,”
said Edward Law, who lives
near the second menagerie in
the Underwood area and who
once considered shooting the
animals himself.

All of the animals were sup-
posed to have been removed.
Lilly’s continued presence —
nearly nine months after its
owner’s guilty plea — came as a
shock to township officials and
prosecutors.

Said a disgusted Johnson: “If it
was an exotic plant, the (Depart-
ment of Natural Resources)
would be all over it ... But I
haven’t seen milfoil go and climb
a fence and attack a child yet.”

OWNING EXOTICS

In Otter Tail County, as in
other rural parts of the state
and the nation, ownership of
“exotic animals” outside the
walls of zoos has achieved a
kind of cult following. A state
law that took effect Jan. 1 is
expected to limit future private
ownership.

Lilly’s owner, Roy Cordy, a
44-year-old physician, accumu-
lated a collection worthy of
‘Noah at his property along
County Road 9 north of Pelican
Rapids, about 200 miles west of
the Twin Cities.

Neither he nor his la
could be reached for comr
He told police during a search of
his property last year that he

had been collecting animals

since the early 1990s and intend-
ed to raise them for sale to other

-collectors.
About 30 miles to the west, on

_a scenic hilltop near the Otter Tail

‘River, a local resident, Wendy
Mears, 40, collected nine Siberian
_tigers and several other animals.
-She told police who seized her
.animals that her boyfriend, David
Piccirillo, who used big cats in
“Jocal magic shows, owned the
tigers and left her with them
.when he left the state.

Both menageries existed
before Minnesota’s new law, and
.seem to have fallen through the
regulatory cracks. “I've lost all
respect  for  public sgfety
~because they allowed this to
happen,” says Law, who lives

near the Phelps Mill operation.
“Where’s the common sense?”

COMING APART

cting on a neighbor’s neg-
A.lect complaint in February
2004, authorities raided Cordy’§
property. They found some ani-
mals that appeared to be
healthy and well cared for. Oth-
ers were not.

The tigers were in the latter
category.

In a series of circular cages
connected by “guillotine gates”
that can be lowered or raised, a

—sheriff’s deputy found a dead
tiger partially covered with
snow. He found a live tiger —
Lilly — sitting near a tiger head
and other body parts. “It was
obvious that this live tiger ha}d
eaten the tiger that was I
pieces,” he said.

Cordy confirmed this. “Dr.
Cordy stated that Lilly has a bad
disposition and is a very mean
tiger,” the deputy, Marv Robin-
son, wrote. He said he found
more tiger body parts in Cordy’s
vehicle.

The final tally: four tigers
dead, and one — Lilly — alive.

charged with six misdemeanor
animal mistreatment counts, In
November 2004, he pleaded
guilty to one count and agreed
not to possess exotic animals in
the state and to “make all rea-
sonable efforts” to transfer
ownership of his current ani-
mals.

The public records show no
reports of attacks on humans at
the Cordy farm. But at the
Mears’ property, the story was
different.

Three injuries were reported
— bites sustained by workers in

March and July of 2004, and an
injury to a child who was
scratched and bitten while visit-
ing this spring. Diane Thorson,
the county’s public health direc-
tor, said the last injury con-
vinced her to declare the prop-
erty a public nuisance.

But in June, before the ani-
mals could be seized, a neighbor
reported finding a lion, a goat
and other animals in her yard,
not far from a bar and restau-
rant. Officers, unable to find a
tranquilizing gun, shot and
killed the lion.

“We can'’t really have a wild

lion roaming the countryside,”
said Otter Tail County Attorney
David Hauser.

Nine Siberian tigers from the
Mears property were eventually
dispersed to sanctuaries around
the country. Piccirillo is believed
to have taken a tiger cub and
cougar cub with him to Florida,
where he was arrested in a
motel for possessing animals
without the proper permits.

Mears was charged with 12
counts, including mistreatment
of animals and failure to regis-
ter them under Minnesota’s
new exotic animal law. Exotic
animal expert Pete Bergerson of
Plymouth, who is advising
Mears, said she feels Piccirillo
left her with the animals, the
problems and the liability. Pic-
cirillo, reached by telephone in
Connecticut, said he transferred
ownership to Mears, and the
fate of the animals was her
responsihilitv.

THE LAST TIGER

ack at the Cordy farm last
week, Wayne Johnson, the

township chairman, led a
reporter and photographer
across the main road, through
an adjacent property and to a
back corner of Cordy’s perime-
ter fence.

There was no sign of Lilly in
her circular enclosure, but the
man on a mission to get her per-
manently out of tiny Scrambler
Township hardly seemed pleased.

An Otter Tail County judge
has given Cordy a month or two
to move Lilly to a new home. In
the meantime, she was sup-
posed to remain caged.

Riotous weeds, the carcasses
of what appeared to be store-
bought chickens, and three dog-
house-like cinderblock enclo-
sures were visible. But no tiger.

“Tt makes me more nervous
not seeing it, than seeing it,”
Johnson said.

Concerned the animal may
have escaped, Johnson dialed
the sheriff’s department. He
said he was initially told that
the tiger had been removed.
Later, the officers said they
spoke to Cordy, who said Lilly
was still in her cage.

Johnson shot out a piercing
whistle, and Lilly finally
emerged from one of the enclo-
sures, big-cat motor running,
drawing a visual bead on all
three visitors in succession.

In a county where images of
otters decorate the county court-
house, Lilly is a majestic outsider.
Johnson, eyeing the weathered
sheathing over her enclosure,
hopes the boards hold until she is
moved to a new home,

“See how that roof is caved
in,” Johnson said. “What is it
going to take for her to get
through that?”

Jim Ragsdale can be contacted
at jragsdale@pioneerpress.com
or 651-228-5529.
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This corn-crib-like enclosure holds Lilly, Roy Cordy's Bengal tiger, on his property near Pelican Rapids, Minn.

e Johnson, chairman of Scrambler Township.
7" he asked, referring to the weathered

The condition of the pen holding Lilly concerns Wayn
“What is it going to take for her to get through that
sheathing on the structure’s roof.




‘Wild African cat
given ahomein
‘Chisago County

An African wild cat captured in a Coon
Rapids garage last week has been placed in a
Chisago County wildlife sanctuary after gomg
- unclaimed for five days.

The serval was not registered under the

requirements of a new Minnesota law, so

- claiming it would have been admitting having
possessed it illegally.

" - Thefemale serval, a spotted cat about 2 feet

tall and weighing 25 pounds, was placed with

the Wildcat Sanctuary, a nonprofit operation

that shelters exotic cats that have been seized

- or.set free, or whose owners have given them
up. It tries to find other permanent homes for

the animals, or works to return them to previ-

ous owners under court settlements. It does
not breed or put animals on public display,
said executive director Tammy Quist.

The sanctuary has received more than 300
wild cats of all kinds since its inception 1999,

and 22 this year. Most come from Minnesota

and Iowa, and many from the metro area.

" Quist, who said private ownership of exotic
cats is “epidemic” in Minnesota, is currently.
seeking permission to expand the sanctuary.
“Long-term; we hope to put ourselves out of-

business,” she said.

The serval, now one of several at the sanc-,
tuary, needed stitches for a leg wound and-
treatment for ear mites, and will be spayed,

Quist said.

To raise awareness of the issues involving

the illegal trade in wild animals; Quist is spon-

soring a contest to name the serval. The winner
.will become an honorary sponsor, and all par-.

ticipants will get a picture of the animal.
Entries should explain the name and be sent

by May 13 to cat@wildcatsanctuary.org, or the

Wildcat Sanctuary, Naming Contest, PO. Box 202,

Cedar, MN 55011. For more information: www. -

wildcatsanctuary.org, A
Bill McAuliffe

An African serval
Animal Humane Society

star 1) hune - 1) />5/05

- captured Thursday in‘a'gar agein Coon Rapids,

:matter mentioned she had lost a “wild dome

_ vertical leaping ability.

_ .COON RAPIDS | ANIMAL CONTROL

Provided by the Ammal Hurmane Society: -
This African serval was found ina garage.

Here, kltty, kltty
Exotic cat caught ‘
Ilkely anillegal pet{

* " “An African cat known as a serval ——hkely
" anillegal pet under state andlocal laws — was.

. after it had apparently escaped from an apart~
ment several blocks away. .
"Police answered a call from the ¢ garage own-
er at about 7 a.m., thinking they were looking
~-for alarge feral domesnc cat, but did notfind
the animal. -
Afterawoman in police custody on another-

“tic cat” she had been catsitting in her apart-
ment, officers returned to the garage and found =
 the serval in the rafters, accordingto Capt. Paul =
' Johnson. They capiured the cat with a nettlng
device and took it to the Animal, Humane S‘ .
ciety in Golden Valley. - .

The large-eared, spotted serval WhIC
stands 1% to 2 feet ta]l at the shoulder; is com
mon across Africa. The animals thrive near w
ter and are known for their acute heanng and.

The seized animal, a female, welghs abou

25pounds, said Keith Streff, director of i mves—

. tigations for the Humane Soclety .

:  Streff said he is “relatively confident no one’

is going to claim this animal,” so the:human

- society will keep it for five days, then try. tor

. place it in a shelter for exotic species. ,

_ Underthe newstatelaw, people who owned

- exotic animals in Minnesota had until April

“to have them licensed. Servals aré among the:«-

animals listed in the new restrictions, but are.
" virtually absent from the hst of propeﬂy 1

censed ammals : !

. Bill McA;';liffe

Sar 77 ~12 - Ylzs/o5




Star Tribune — June 29, 2005

After attack, warnings on safety of exotic cats as
pets

Emily Jones, Associated Press

For the last two years, Kendra Hirsch lived across the street from lions, tigers
and a bear.

Hirsch, 13, held some of the animals in her arms when they were cubs, and says
she never considered them a threat during her frequent visits to the Little Falls
home of their owner, Chuck Mock.

"They're awesome," Hirsch said. "It's not every day you get to go touch a lion or a
tiger."

But when two of the animals attacked a 10-year-old boy last week, the latest in a
string of attacks by exotic animals kept as pets by Minnesotans, it raised new
questions about the danger they pose. The boy, 10-year-old Russell Lala of
Royalton, suffered a severed spinal cord and will be a quadriplegic the rest of his
life, his parents announced Tuesday.

A new state law this year banned certain exotic pets in the state, but allowed
current owners to keep their pets as long as they register them with local animal-
control authorities.

Determining exactly how many big cats are in Minnesota is difficult, however,
with data dispersed among lots of different agencies. And experts say they
believe many people haven't registered their animals.

Tammy Quist, who runs a sanctuary for big cats in Cedar and is often summoned
by authorities to find homes for exotic cats, estimates the state has hundreds of
tigers and lions. She says she gets 30 calls per month from private pet owners
looking for help after they find the animals are more than they bargained for.

National numbers are similarly difficult to track, but Quist estimates there are
some 10,000 pet tigers in the U.S. — far more than the nhumber left in the wild.

With plenty of cats available, they don't cost much. Crawford Allan, deputy
director of TRAFFIC, a World Wildlife Fund program that specializes in wildlife
trade issues, says tigers can easily be found on the Internet.

On one site, GotPetsOnline.com, a breeder in Faribault recently was offering
black-maned African lion cubs for $1,500 each. Quist said both tiger and lion
cubs can be found for as little as $500.




"Breeders up the price for pet owners because those people haven't done the
research, they don't know the industry,"” Quist said.

Quist said many owners buy exotic cats and expect them to act domesticated.

"People are looking for a little bit of novelty and they think if you love something
enough it will love you back," Quist said..

But cute, cuddly cubs can quickly overwhelm owners as they grow. An adult tiger
eats anywhere from 15 to 20 pounds of meat a day, she said.

"I don't consider (the attacks) lashing out,"” Quist said. "A tiger lives to be 20
years old and you're going to expect a tiger never to act like a tiger? It's not
aggressive behavior, it's tiger behavior."

The difficulty of caring for exotic animals in captivity worries animal activists. The
Minnesota registration law is an essential step in tracking the animals, Allan said.
Making sure they're properly maintained is another step to take.

Some of the animals taken in by Quist's sanctuary were neglected. One 25-year-
old tiger named Meme was brought to the sanctuary after being kept in a 10-foot
by 10-foot cage filled with her own feces and the remains of her food — roadkill.

Mock, who had 12 exotic animals at the time of the attack, didn't respond to
phone calls to his home or office for this story. Hirscht's mother, Michelle Lickteig,
said his animals were treated well and kept in good cages. He was devastated
when the two animals in last week's attack were euthanized, she said.

Rachael Ratzlaff of Grand Rapids has owned a lynx for more than a year.

She and her husband became interested in the animal after seeing someone in
Montana with one and being attracted to its uniqueness.

"They're just beautiful animals," she said.
Before buying the cat, Ratzlaff and her husband did a lot of research on how to
feed the animal and keep it tame. Safety was a big concern for them, and they

realized it could be dangerous if they decide to have children.

The Ratzlaffs declawed the animal and built him a 12-foot by 12-foot kennel.
Ratzlaff loves her pet, despite the work.

"But it's not a pet for everybody,” she said.




washingtonpost.com
Woman Brings lllegal Lynx to Veterinarian

The Associated Press
Wednesday, August 17, 2005; 10:01 PM

OGDEN, Utah -- The cat Karen Goeckect brought to a veterinarian to be spayed
and declawed was actually a lynx _ a threatened species that wildlife officials say
is illegal to own in Utah.

Veterinarian Greg Johnston said 16-week-old Sasa was the size of a large house
cat, but had black-tufted ears, thick, lanky legs and oversized feet tipped with half-
inch claws.

"After working for Fish and Game and spending 40 years as a veterinarian, | knew
what | was dealing with" _ a lynx, Johnston said.

Johnston said Goeckect, who listed a Garden City address, told a receptionist
Sasa was a domestic cat when she left the animal Monday to be spayed and
declawed at the Johnston Animal Hospital.

Goeckect said Tuesday that she bought Sasa for $2,000 from a breeder in
Minnesota. She said she planned to raise the animal at her home in Idaho, where
lynx can be kept as pets if owners have a health certificate and an Idaho import
license.

In Utah, lyinx can be kept only by zoos or pelt farms, Division of Wildlife Resources
Conservation Officer Kip King said.

Sasa is good-natured, people-friendly, and has never seriously bitten or scratched
anyone, Goeckect said.

"She's not afraid of humans," Goeckect said. "She'll come right up and sit on your
lap. If she was declawed, she'd be no different from a house cat.”

Johnston said Goeckect may be able to control Sasa now, but when she reaches
her full size of 30 to 40 pounds she will pose a danger to people and pets.

"This cat would have always been in charge," Johnston said. "The family would
have been pretty much hostages to it."

The Division of Wildlife Resources allowed Goeckect to take Sasa home
temporarily, but said the lynx eventually will have to be placed in a zoo or a rescue
facility.

Sasa bit and scratched Johnston, so she will have to be quarantined at Goeckect's
house for at least 10 days to check for rabies.

King said Goeckect could be subject to wildlife charges.

Information from: Standard-Examiner, http://www.standard.net
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Cordy still trying to get rid of one tiger
By Brandon Stahl

A tiger was granted a stay of execution thanks indirectly to a court ruling Monday.

When he agreed to a plea deal last November, Dr. Roy Alexander Cordy agreed that
he would no longer be able to possess any exotic animals and would make all
reasonable efforts to transfer those in his possession.

But after a tiger was spotted on his property in rural Pelican Rapids, the Otter Tail
County Attorney's office charged him with violating his probation. Because he didn't
find a home for the tiger, prosecutor Cherie Clark argued, the 90 days of jail time
hanging over Cordy's head as part of the plea bargain should be executed.

But if that happened, Cordy testified on Tuesday, instead of going to jail, "l would
have to euthanize the cat.”

Cordy, 43, pleaded guilty last year to depriving an animal on his farm of necessary
food, water and shelter. He testified that six to eight months before the plea
agreement, he was able to find new homes for nearly all of his exotic animals,
including a leopard, two camels, a tortoise and a llama.

But he said he has been unsuccessful in finding a home for a Bengal tiger, despite
having contacted more than six shelters. »

"Minnesota and federal regulations make it difficult to transfer a tiger,” said Cordy's
attorney, Dave Phillipe. "A cat of this nature is hard to place. You can't just take it to.
the pond and drop it off.”

Judge Waldemar Senyk said that it appeared Cordy was making progress, after he
testified that he may have found a home for the tiger in Kellier, Mo.

"I really want to go her out of there," said Cordy, who also testified that he visits the
tiger daily when he's in the area, otherwise he has someone else feed and water the
tiger.

Cordy said he would be able to transfer the tiger in 30 to 60 days.

He said he did not want to consider euthanization because he had "some emotional
attachment to the animal."

"I wanted to give her every opportunity to find a home for her that was safe," he said.

After the hearing, Cordy declined comment.

http://www .fergusfallsjournal.com/articles/2005/07/20/news/news05 txt
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Blaine Woman Devastated By Pet Monkey Confiscation

His owner says he's a pet, but the City of Minneapolis says he's a pest.

Tracy Quinn of Blaine, Minn. left the family's pet Capuchin monkey, Muki, with a
pet-sitter in Minneapolis while her family went on vacation.

Muki is properly registered with federal and state authorities, Quinn said, but she
didn't realize she needed a special permit in order to bring him within Minneapolis
city limits.

Quinn just learned that the hard way.

The pet-sitter brought Muki to a park on Friday, where he interacted with some
kids and gave one a Kkiss.

Someone reported the incident to Minneapolis Animal Control, and Muki was
confiscated and taken to a shelter in North Minneapolis.

"l don't know why they took him," Quinn said tearfully Saturday. "l take him

everywhere | go. He goes in stores, anywhere, as long as he's leashed and
contained."

o

However, it's unlawful to bring an exotic animal into Minneapolis without first
clearing it with Animal Control.

"You have to apply for a permit," Minneapolis Animal Control Assistant Manager
Tom Doty said. "When an exotic (animal) appears in our city, then we essentially
have to make sure the public's safety is being cared for.”

Muki will stay with animal control until it can be determined whether he posed
any public health hazards. In these cases, officials say exotic animals often have
to be quarantined for a while.

"(Animal Control) went down there and confiscated him with the officers," Quinn
said, "and wouldn't let us come down (to the shelter) and bring his things down

and change his diapers or take his leash off or anything until now, which is 24
hours later.”

Quinn said Muki seemed distraught when she went to visit him.

"He was screaming and hugging me and he wouldn't let me go,” Quinn said. "He
even tried to bite me because | had to put him back in the kennel."




Many monkey owners believe their pets should be treated differently than other
exotic animals.

"Not one sweeping bill for all animals," said Bryan Mintz, owner of a monkey
named Rudy. "It doesn't work. We're caught in the middle of this."

Mintz said he wasn't aware of the Minneapolis law, even though he regularly
travels with Rudy around the metro.

"He's a wonderful little animal," Mintz said.

Quinn said she just wanted to get her pet back, but that won't happen until
authorities are sure both the animal and the public are safe.

"Primates are of concern," Doty said. "We want to make sure the people that
know there's not going to be a public health risk are guiding us through the
quarantine procedure."

Animal Control officials say they make sure exotic animals are properly cared for
at their facility, even if they have to bring in outside experts.

The Board of Animal Health will likely take a look at Muki's case, and then it can
be determined when he can go home and how long he may have to be
quarantined.

[

hitp://wcco.com/video/?id=7948@wcco.dayport.com
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Problem:

Thousands of small monkeys are bred, bought, sold and traded in the U.S. as part of a growing
primate pet trade. While the large canine teeth and shear strength of chimpanzees, gorillas and other
Great Apes may be obvious, smaller monkeys also pose a serious threat to public health and safety.

Small monkeys common in the pet trade include: capuchin, squirrel, patas, and spider monkeys,
vervets, macaques, tamarins, marmosets and bush babies. Most of these monkeys can carry diseases

that are highly contagious to humans. They can also inflict serious injury to their caretakers and members of the public, especially as they

become increasingly aggressive with maturity.

Facis:

» Whether large or small, primates can potentially transmit to humans

dangerous viral diseases such as yellow fever, monkey pox, Ebola
and Marburg virus, Herpes simiae (herpes B), and Simian
Immunodeficency Virus, (SIV) the primate form of HIV, viral
hepatitis and measles.

« In humans, Herpes-B can be fatal. As many as 25% of macaques,
both imported and domestically bred, have antibodies to herpes-B
virus. All macaques should be considered potential carriers.

« Bacterial Zoonotic Diseases are easily transmitted when monkeys
are kept as a pet-children are especially at risk. Some of these
bacteria include Mycobacteria, responsible for Tuberculosis; and
Salmonella and Shigella which may result in severe diarrhea,
dehydration and can even be fatal in some cases. There is a
documented case of a child contracting Shigella after licking an ice
cream cone touched by a monkey in a pet shop.

» Campylobacter is one of the leading causes of diarrhea in humans; it

is a bacteria found often in primates. The disease causes severe
enterocolitis and can cause death in infants, children or
immunocompromised adults.

* Environmental contamination from pet primates is of great concern.

Poor hygiene and improper disposal of contaminated feces pose a
serious problem. Many disease organisms can persist in the
environment for long periods of time and may pose a serious threat
to humans. Environmental contamination may be a significant
danger to the communities where pet primates are kept.

* Primates are highly intelligent and social animals. Most captive
environments cannot meet their complex social and psychological
needs, and pet primates are typically kept chained or confined in
small, sterile enclosures.

« A recent review of primate ads listed dozens of pet monkeys
for sale in more than 20 states. All the species listed above are
available and ages range from newborns to breeding adult
pairs. Prices range from "free to a good home," to $8,500 for a
breeding age female capuchin.

» More than 60% of the recorded primate incidents in the past 10
years involved pet primates. More than 90 children and adults
were injured in incidents occurring in 49 different states.

« There are no federal laws in the U.S. banning primate
ownership or exotic animal ownership in general. Fourteen
states ban private possession of exotic animals, seven states
have a partial ban, and fifteen require a license or permit.

* Never buy a monkey for a pet.

* Do not patronize substandard unaccredited
facilities that exhibit monkeys.

* Report suspected dangerous housing or abuse of
monkeys to local humane societies or animal
control officers.

* Support H.R. 1329 and S. 1509, the Captive
Primate Safety Act, and other legislation to
regulate the ownership of wild animals as pets.

To learn more about CWAPC
piease contacl: info@cwapc.org
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S.F. No. 3005 - Crime of Unlawful Conduct Relating to

Telephone Abuse
Author: Senator Steve Kelley _
Prepared by: Chris Turner, Senate Research (651/296-4350) C,[/
Date: March 21, 2006

Section 1, Subdivision 1, defines terms for the purposes of the bill.

Subdivision 2 creates a felony for knowingly procuring, selling, or receiving the telephone
records of another without that person’s authorization or by fraudulent, deceptive, or false
means. Graduated penalties are as follow:

¢ for one telephone record: 5 years / $10,000 fine;
¢ for two to ten telephone records: 10 years / $20,000 fine; or -
¢ for more than ten telephone records: 20 years / $100,000 fine.

Subdivision 3 makes the following persons exempt from this section:

¢ peace officers or law enforcement agents in the course of their duties;
¢ individuals acting pursuant to a valid court order, warrant, or subpoena;
¢ employees of telephone companies acting: 1) as otherwise authorized by law; 2) with

the consent of the individual; 3) as may be necessarily incident to the rendition of the
service; 4) in cooperation with a governmental entity in the case of an emergency;
5) in cooperation with the National Center for Missing and Exploited Children; or
6) in connection with the sale or transfer of all or part of the company’s business
or the migration of a customer from one company to another.

R;Sub{division 4 provides that violations of this section are enforceable by the attorney general.
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Senators Kelley and Neuville introduced-

- A bill for an act
relating to public safety; establishing the crime of unlawful conduct relating to
telephone records; imposing criminal penalties; proposing coding for new law in
Minnesota Statutes, chapter 609.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA:

Section 1. [609.8935] UNLAWFUL CONDUCT RELATING TO TELEPHONE
RECORDS. |

Subdivision 1. Definitions. (a) As used in this section, the following terms have

the meanings given.

(b) "Customer" means a person or other entity that subscribes to telephone service

from a telephone company.

(c) "Procure"” means to obtain by any means, whether electronically, in writing, or in

oral form, with or without consideration.

(d) "Telephone company" means any person or other entity that provides commercial

telephone service to a customer, irrespective of the communications technology used to

provide the service, including, but not limited to, traditional wireline or cable telephone

service; cellular, broadband PCS, or other wireless telephone service; microwave, satellite,

or other terrestrial telephone service; and voice over Internet telephone service.

(e) "Telephone records” include information retained by a telephone company that

relates to the telephone number dialed from a customer’s telephone, or the incoming call

directed to a customer’s telephone, or other data related to calls typically contained on

a customer’s telephone bill, including, but not limited to, the time the call started and

ended, the duration of the call, the time of day the call was made, and any charges applied.

However, for the purposes of this section, any information collected ax;d retained by

Section 1. 1
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customers utilizing caller ID, or other similar technology, does not constitute a telephone

record.

Subd. 2. Crime defined; penalty. (a) A person commits the crime of unlawful

conduct relating to telephone records if the person:

(1) knowingly procures a telephone record of another without that person’s

authorization or by fraudulent, deceptive, or false means;

(2) knowingly sells a telephone record of another without that person’s authorization;

(3) receives a telephone record of another knowing that the record has been obtained

without that person’s authorization or by fraudulent, deceptive,' or false means.

(b) A person who violates this subdivision may be sentenced to:

(1) imprisonment for not more than five years or to payment of a fine of not more

than $10.000, or both, if the Viqlation involves a single telephone record:;

(2) imprisonment for not more than ten years or to payment of a fine of not more

than $20,000, or both, if the violation involves at least two and no more than ten telephone

records; or

(3) imprisonment for not more than 20 years or to payment of a fine of not more than

$100,000, or both, if the violation involves more than ten telephone records.

Subd. 3. Exceptions. The penalties in this section do not apply to:

(1) peace officers or emplovees or agents of law enforcement agencies acting in

the official course of their duties;

(2) individuals acting pursuant to a valid court order, warrant, or subpoena;

(3) employees or agents of telephone companies acting:

(1) as otherwise authorized by law;

(11) with the lawful consent of the customer;

(ii1) as may be necessarily incident to the rendition of the service or to the protection

of the rights or property of the provider of that service, or to protect users of those services

and other companies from fraudulent, abusive, or unlawful use of, or subscription to,

these services;

-(iv) in cooperation with a governmental entity, if the telephone company reasonably

believes that an emergency involving immediate danger of death or serious physical injury

to any person justifies disclosure of the information;

(v) in cooperation with the National Center for Missing and Exploited Children,

in connection with a report submitted to it under United States Code, title 42, section

13032; or

Section 1. ‘ » 2
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(vi) in connection with the sale or transfer of all or part of the company’s business,

or the purchase or acquisition of a portion or all of a business, or the migration of a

customer from one company to another.

Subd. 4. Enforcement. Violations of this section are enforceable by the attorney

general under section 8.31.

EFFECTIVE DATE. This section is effective August 1, 2006, and applies to crimes

committed on or after that date.

Section 1. 3
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S.F. No. 3140 - Substance Abuse Treatment
Recommendations '

Author: Senator Jane B. Ranum
Prepared by: Chris Turner, Senate Research (651/296-4350) T
Date: March 21, 2006

Section 1 requires Department of Corrections recidivism studies to include statistics on the
percentage of offenders who have been assessed as chemically dependent and maintain separate
recidivism rates for persons completing and persons not completing treatment. '

Section 2 requires the commissioner, upon release of an offender, to provide the corrections agency
that will supervise the offender all records on the offender’s prison-based substance abuse
assessments, treatments, and other related services.

Section 3 requires the commissioner, by January 15, 2007, and at least once every three years
thereafter, to contract for an independent review of the Department’s prison-based substance abuse
assessment activities.

Section 4 requires the commissioner to cooperate with community-based corrections agencies to

determine the substance abuse treatment needs of offenders transitioning from prison to the.

community.

Section 5 requires the commissioner to keep adequate records regarding inmate participation in
substance abuse treatment programs, including noncompliance with assessment recommendations.

Section @;,Er‘equire's the commissioner, by January 15, 2007, to report recommendations to the
Legislature on how to improve the availability and effectiveness of prison-based and community-




‘13
14
1.5
1.6

1.7

1.8
1.9
1.10
1.11
112

rad

1.18
1.19
120
1.21

122

1.24

1.25

03/06/06 | ‘ ' REVISOR RPK/MK 06-6635

Senators Ranum, Skoglund, Betzold, McGinn and Limmer introduced—

S.F. No. 3140: Referred to the Committee on Crime Prevention and Public Safety.

A bill for an act
relating to public safety; implementing certain recommendations of the
legislative auditor concerning substance abuse treatment; amending Minnesota
Statutes 2004, section 241.016, subdivision 1; Minnesota Statutes 2005
Supplement, section 241.06, by adding a subdivision; proposing coding for new
law in Minnesota Statutes, chapter 241.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA:

Section l.v Minnesota Statﬁtes 2004, section 241 .016, subdivision 1, is amended to read:

Subdivision 1. Biennial report. (a) The Department of Corrections shall submit a
performance report to the chairs and ranking minority members of the senate and house
committees and divisions having jurisdiction over criminal justice funding by January
15, 2005, and every other year thereafter. The issuance and content of the report must
include the following:

(1) department strategic mission, goals, and objectives;

(2) the department-wide per diem, adult facility-specific per diems, and an average
per diem, reported in a standard calculated method as outlined in the departmental policies
and procedures; and _ |

| (3) department annual statistics as outlined in the departmental policies and
procedures.

(b) The department shall maintain recidivism rates for adult facilities on an annual
basis. In addition, each year the department shall, on an alternating basis, complete a
recidivism analysis of adult facilities, juvenile services, and the commimity services
divisions and include a three-year recidivism analysis in the report described in paragraph
(a). When appropriate, the recidivism analysis must include education programs,

vocational programs, treatment programs, industry, and employment. In addition, when

Section 1. 1
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reporting recidivism for the department’s adult and juvenile facilities, the department shall

report on the extent to which offenders it has assessed as chémically dependent commit

new offenses, with separate recidivism rates reported for persons completing and not

completing the department’s treatment programs.

EFFECTIVE DATE. This section is effective July 1, 2006.

Sec. 2. Minnesota Statutes 2005 Supplement, section 241.06, is amended by adding a
subdivision to read:

Subd. 3. Substance abuse information provided to supervising corrections

agency. When an offender is being released from prison, the commissioner shall provide

to the corrections agency that will supervise the offender prison records relating to that

offender’s prison-based substance abuse assessments, treatment, and any other substance

abuse-related services provided to the offender. If the offender did not participate in

the prison-based substance abuse program to which the offender was directed, the

commissioner shall provide the supervising agency with an explanation of the reasons.

EFFECTIVE DATE. This section is effective July 1, 2006.

Sec. 3. [241.40] PERIODIC REVIEWS OF SUBSTANCE ABUSE ASSESSMENT
PROCESS.

By January 15, 2007, and at least once every three years thereafter, the commissioner

shall ensure that an outside entity conducts an independent review of the department’s

prison-based substance abuse assessment activities. -

EFFECTIVE DATE. This section is effective July 1, 2006.

Sec. 4. [241.415] RELEASE PLANS; SUBSTANCE ABUSE.

The commissioner shall cooperate with community-based corrections agencies to

determine how best to address the substance abuse treatment needs of offenders who are

being released from prison. The commissioner shall ensure that an offender’s prison

release plan adequately addresses the offender’s needs for substance abuse assessment,

treatment, or other services following release, within the limits of available resources.

EFFECTIVE DATE. This section is effective July 1, 2006.

Sec. 5. [241.416] SUBSTANCE ABUSE PROGRAMS; RECORD KEEPING.

Sec. 5. 2
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The commissioner shall keep adequate records regarding inmate participation in

substance abuse treatment programs. For inmates who did not comply with directives to

participate in substance abuse treatment programs, these records must include the reasons

why the inmate did not do so.

EFFECTIVE DATE. This section is effective July 1, 2006.

Sec. 6. SUBSTANCE ABUSE TREATMENT; RECOMMENDATIONS,
REPORT.

(a) The commissioner of corrections shall make recommendations to:

(1) improve the availability of prison-based substance abuse treatment programming

and related services; and

(2) better ensure that offenders released from prison receive appropriate

community-based substance abuse treatment and services.

These recommendations must include an estimate of the financial costs associated with

implementing them.

(b) The commissioner shall recommend changes in prison-based programs or release

plans to improve the postprison release outcomes of:

(1) inmates who are directed to complete prison-based short-term substance abuse

programs; and

(2) inmates who fail the prison-based substance abuse programs they start.

(c) By January 15, 2007, the commissioner shall report to the chairs and ranking

minority members of the senate and house committees and divisions having jurisdiction

over criminal justice policy and funding on the commissioner’s recommendations under

paragraphs (a) and (b).

EFFECTIVE DATE. This sectidn is effective the day following final enactment.

Sec. 6. 3
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S.F. No. 3139 - Department of Corrections Mental Health
Program Reporting

Author: Senator Jane B. Ranum
Prepared by: Chris Turner, Senate Research (651/296-4350) 0//(
Date: March 21, 2006

The bill requires the Department of Corrections to include information about prison-based
mental health programs in its biennial performance report.
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Senators Ranum, Betzold, McGinn and Limmer introduced-

S.F. No. 3139: Rgferred to the Committee on Crime Prevention and Public Safety.

; A bill for an act :
relating to public safety; requiring the Department of Corrections to report
information on mental health programs to the legislature; amending Minnesota -
Statutes 2004, section 241.016, subdivision 1.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA:

Section 1. Minnesota Statutes 2004, section 241 .b16, subdivision 1, is amended to read:

Subdivision 1. Biennial report. (a) The Department of Corrections shall submit a
performance report to the chairs aqd ranking minority members of the senate and house
committees and divisions having jurisdiction over criminal justice funding by January
15, 2005, and every other year thereafter. The issuance and content of the report must
include the following:

(1) department strategic mission, goals, and objectives;

(2) the department-wide per diem, adult facility-specific per diems, and an average
per diem, reported in a standard calculated method as outlined iﬁ the departmental policies
and procedures; and

(3) department annual statistics as outlined in the departmental policies and
procedures; and

(4) information about prison-based mental health programs, including, but not

limited to, the availability of these programs, participation rates, and completion rates.

~ (b) The department shall maintain recidivism rates for adult facilities on an annual
basis. In addition, each year the department shall, on an alternating basis, complete a
recidivism analysis of adult facilities, juvenile services, and the community services
divisions and include a three-year recidivism analysis in the report described in paragraph

(a). When appropriate, the recidivism analysis must include education programs,

Section 1. 1
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2.1 vocational programs, treatment programs, including mental health programs, industry, and
22 employment.
23 EFFECTIVE DATE. This section is effective July 1, 2006.

Section 1. © 2



MINNESOTA

National Alliance for the Mentally 1l

March 21, 2006
Dear Members of the Crime Prevention and Public Safety Committee:

The National Alliance on Mental Illness of Minnesota (NAMI-MN) is writing to
support S.F. 3139. This bill would require the Department of Corrections to include
information about prison-based mental health programs in their biennial report to the
legislature and mental health treatment in recidivism analysis.

In Minnesota, approximately 25% of prison inmates have a mental illness. For
many, their untreated or undertreated mental illness led to their committing a crime
and ultimately becoming incarcerated. Unfortunately, there is very little accessible
information on how treatment programs are implemented, which inmates receive
these services, or the effectiveness of these treatment programs.

As policy makers, it is important that you receive information about the provision of
mental health services in the prison system. In studying recidivism rates, it will be
helpful for you to know the number of inmates receiving treatment and the impact of
this treatment. NAMI-MN knows that offenders with mental illness who are
untreated or receive inappropriate treatment, as well as offenders who discharge
without a plan for continued access to treatment, often return to prison.

NAMI-MN launched the Building Bridges Project this past fall. This project will aid
correctional facilities in recognizing and responding to mental illness and promote
discharge planning for offenders with mental illness. S.F. 3139 would make vital
information about prison mental health treatment more accessible and support
NAMI-MN's efforts to ensure offenders receive appropriate mental health services.

NAMI Minnesota urges support for S.F. 3139.
Sincerely,

Sue Abderholden
Executive Director

Member

EE == NAMI-MN National Alliance for the Mentally Ill of Minnesota

Community
Solutions Fund 800 Transfer Road, Suite 7A, St. Paul, MIN 55114 Tel: 651-645-2948 or 1-888-473-0237 Fax 651-645-7379
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S.F. No. 2642 - Imposing Double Fine For Moving
Violations While Operating Mobile Telephone

Author: Senator D. Scott Dibble

Prepared by: Kirista Boyd, Fiscal Analyst (651/296-7681)
Bonnie Berezovsky, Senate Counsel (651/296-9191)

Date: March 21, 2006

This bill amends the statute on traffic-related penalties, requiring an additional surcharge for
amoving violation conviction ifthe violation is committed while operating a mobile telephone. This
fine shall equal the amount of the moving violation fine, but must be at least $25.

Exceptions to the fine may be made if the telephone was being used to contact emergency
services.
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Senators Dibble, Ranum, McGinn, Jungbauer and Chaudhary introduced—
S.F. No. 2642: Referred to the Committee on Transportation.

A bill for an act
relating to traffic regulations; doubling fine for moving violation committed
while operating mobile phone; providing affirmative defense to doubled fine;
amending Minnesota Statutes 2004, section 169.89, by adding a subdivision.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA:

Section 1. Minnesota Statutes 2004, section 169.89, is amended by adding a
subdivision to read:

Subd. 6. Violation committed while operating mobile phone. (a) A person

convicted of a moving violation, which does not include a parking violation, a vehicle

equipment violation, or a warning citation, who, during the commission of the violation,

was operating a cellular or wireless telephone, is assessed an additional surcharge equal to

the amount of the fine imposed for the moving violation, but not less than $25.

(b) It is an affirmative defense against a charge of violating paragraph (a) that the

mobile telephone was used for the purpose of contacting the following in response to

an emeorgency.

(1) a first responder by use of a 911 or other emergency telephone number;

-(2) a hospital, clinic, or doctor’s office;

(3) an ambulance service provider;

(4) a fire department or law enforcement agency; or

(5) a first aid squad.

Section 1. 1
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Senator ...coooevevveeeeenns moves to amend S.F. No. 2642 as follows:

Page 1, delete section 1 and insert:

"Section 1. Minnesota Statutes 2004, section 169.89, is amended by adding a

subdivision to read:

Subd. 6. Violation committed While»engaging in distracted driving. (a) As used

in this subdivision, "distracted driving" includes, but is not limited to, driving while

reading a newspaper, mép, or book; while operating a cellular or wireless telephone; while

applying makeup; or while watchihg a television or a video or DVD recording.

(b) A person convicted of a moving violation, which does not include a parking

violation, a Vehicle equipment violation, or a warning citation, who, during the commission

of the v1olat10n was engaged in distracted driving, is assessed an additional surcharge

equal to the amount of the ﬁne imposed for the moving violation, but not less than $25.

(c) It is an affirmative defense against a charge of violating paragraph (b) involving

" the use of a cellular or wireless telephone that the mobile telephone was used for the

purpose of contacting the following in response to an emergency:

(1) a first respondér by use of a 911 or other emergency telephone number;

(2) a hospital, clinic, or doctor’s office;

(3) an ambulance service provider;

(4) a fire department or law enforcement agency; or

(5) a first aid squad.

EFFECTIVE DATE. This section is effective August 1, 2006, and apphes to acts

cormmtted on or after that date."

Amend the title accordingly
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Cell Phones and Driving
THE TOPIC

JANUARY 2006 )

In the United States over 200 million people used cell phones as of December 2005, compared with
- approximately 4.3 million in 1990, according to the Cellular Telecommunications & Internet

Assomatlon :

Increased reliance on cell phones has led to a rise in the number of people who use the devices
‘while driving. There are two dangers associated with driving and cell phone use. First, drivers must
take their eyes off the road while dialing. Second, people can become so absorbed in their
conversations that their ability to concentrate on the act of driving is severely impaired, jeopardizing
the safety of vehiclé occupants and pedestrians. Since the first law was passed in New York in 2001
banning hand-held cell phone use while driving, there has been debate as to the exact nature and
degree of hazard. At first safety experts focused on the problem as part of the larger one of driver
distractions in general. These can include anything that reduces driver concentration on road
.hazards from drinking coffee to talking with another passenger. Now there is increasing evidence

‘ that the dangers associated with cell-phone use outweigh those of other distractions. Safety experts
ar 50 acknowledge that the hazard posed by cell phone conversations i is not eliminated, and may
even be increased, by the use of hands-free sets.

RECENT DEVELOPMENTS

m Studies: In December 2005 the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) and
- the National Center for Statistics and Analysis released the results of their National Occupant
Protection Use Survey. (NOPUS), which found that in 2005, 6 percent of drivers used
handheld cell phones, up from 5 percent in 2004. The survey also found that the jump was .

- most noticeable among women (up to 8 percent from 6 percent in 2004) and young drivers
ages 16 to 24 (up to 10 percent from 8 percent in 2004). The percentage of men using cell
phones rose from 4 to 5 percent over the same period. Flnally, the survey found that the
number of drivers using headsets rose from 0.4 percent in 2004 to 0.8 percent in 2005. The
NOPUS is a probability—based observational survey. Data on driver cell phone use were

- collected at random stop S|gns or stopllghts only while vehlcles were stopped and only dunng
. daylight hours.

enough to injure themselves, according to a study of drivers in Perth, Australia, conducted by
the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety. The results, published in July, 2005, suggest that
banning hand-held phone use won't necessarily improve safety if drivers S|mply switch to
hands-free phones. The study found that lnjury crash risk didn't vary with type of phone.

* " Metorists who use cell phones while driving are four times as likely to get into crashes serious.

B A govemment study released in June 2005 mdlcates that the distraction of cell phones and
. other wireless devices was far more likely to lead to crashes than other distractions faced by
. drivers. Researchers for the Virginia Tech Transportation Institute and the National Highway
- Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) tracked 100 cars and their drivers for a year and
concluded that talking on cell phones caused far more crashes near-crashes and other
mc;dents than other dlstractlons

m These ‘r" ndmgs seem fo contradlct an August 2003 report from the AAA Foundatlon for Traffic
Safety that concluded that drivers are far less distracted by their cell phones than other
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common activities, such as réaching for items on the seat or glove compartment or talking to
passengers. The study was based on the analysis of three hour videotapes from cameras
installed in the vehicles of 70 drivers in North Carolina and Pennsylvania.

m Many studies have shown that using hand-held cell phones while driving can constitute a
hazardous distraction. However, the theory that hands-free sets are safer has been
challenged by the findings of several studies. A September 2004 study from the NHTSA found
that drivers using hand-free cell phones had to redial calls 40 percent of the time, compared
with 18 percent for drivers using hand held sets, suggesting that hands free sets may provide
drivers with a false sense of ease.

- a A study from the University of Utah published in the winter 2004/2005 issue of Human
Factors, the quarterly journal of the Human Factors and Ergonomics Society, found that
motorists who talked on hands-free cell phones were 18 percent slower in braking and took 17
percent longer to regain the speed they lost when they braked. An earlier University of Utah
study by the same researchers found that drivers talking on hands-free cell phones were less
likely to recall seeing pedestrians, billboards or other roadside features.

m A study published in the March 2003 issue of The Journal of Experimental Psychology:
Applied, found that the distraction risk is as high for drivers who use hands-free cell phones,
as for drivers who use hand-held devices.

_m State and Federal Initiatives: The number of state legislatures debating measures that
. address the problem of cell-phone use while driving and other driver distractions continuesto .
rise. According to the National Conference of State Legislatures, over two-thirds of states
" looked at bills that would restrict the use of cell phones while driving in the first part of 2005.
Four states -~ Colorado, Delaware, Maryland and Tennessee -- banned their use by young
drivers in 2005. In May, the city of Chicago banned the use of hand held cell phones while
driving, imposing penalties of $50 or $200 (the latter if the driver is involved in an accident).

m In October 2005 a Connecticut law banning the use of hand-held cell phones while driving

- went into effect. The measure goes further than some similar laws in other states and
municipalities. Drivers in Connecticut can be fined $100 not only for using a cell phone, but
those pulled over for speeding or other moving violations can be fined for other driving
distractions such as putting on makeup or turning to discipline children in the back seat. In
January 2004 New Jersey passed a bill prohibiting the use of cell phones while driving and in

_ April of that year the District of Columbia (DC) followed suit. In New Jersey fines range
between $100 and $250; in DC fines are $100. New York was the first state to enact such
legislation in 2001. Drivers there face fines of $1OO for the first violation, $200 for the second

~and $500 thereafter.

m In June 2003 federal and state highway safety agencies issued new guidelines for reporting
crashes caused by distracted drivers. The authorities are asking police across the nation to
note whether a driver was distracted and the source of the distraction, such as cell phone
radlo passenger or another vehicle.

" Busmesses. Busnnesses are increasingly prohibiting workers from using cell phones while
driving to conduct business. In July 2004, the California Association of Employers
recommended that employers develop a cell phone policy that requires employees to pull off
the road before conducting business by cell phone.

m Court Decisions: In December 2004 a civil case involving a car crash caused by a drlver
~.using a cell phone for business reasons was dismissed when the driver's employer, Beers
Skanska Inc., agreed to pay the plaintiff $5 million. The plaintiff in the case being heard in
Georgia’s Fulton County Superior Court was severely injured in the crash. The suit is among
"the most recent of several cases where an employer has:been held liable for an accident
Caused by a driver using a cell phone. See background sectlon on Employer and
Manufacturer Liability. :
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= [n mid-October 2004 in the case of Yoon v. Wagner a Virginia jury awarded $2 million in
damages to the family of a young girl who was killed by a driver using a cell phone at the time
of the accident. The plaintiff also filed a suit against the driver’s employer after it became clear
through an examination of phone records that the driver had been talking to a client when she

hit the girl.

BACKGROUND

Cell phones play an integral role in our society. However, the convenience they offer must be judged
against the hazards they pose. Inattentive driving accounted for 6.4 percent of crash fatalities in
2003 — the latést data available — according to the U.S. Department of Transportation. Inattentive
driving includes talking, eating, putting on make up and attending to children. Using cell phones and
other wireless or electronic units are also considered distractions. '

As many as 40 countries may restrict or prohibit the use of cell phones while driving. Countries
reported to have laws related to cell phone use include Australia, Austria, Belgium, Brazil, Botswana,
Chile, the Czech Republic, Denmark, Egypt, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, India,
Ireland, Israel, ltaly, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Malaysia, the Netherlands, Norway, the Philippines,
Poland, Portugal, Romania, Russia, Singapore, the Slovak Republic, Slovenia, South Africa, South
Korea, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Taiwan, Turkey, Turkmenistan, the United Kingdom and .
Zimbabwe. Most countries prohibit the use of hand-held phones while driving. Drivers in the Czech
Republic, France, the Netherlands-and the United Kingdom may.use cell phones but can be fined if
they are involved in crashes while using the phone. Drivers in the United Kingdom and Germany

~ also can lose insurance coverage if they are involved in a crash while talking on the phone.

Supporters of restnctlons on driving while using a cell phone say that the distractions associated
with cell phone use while driving are far greater than other distractions. Conversations using a cell
phone demand greater continuous concentration, which diverts the driver’s eyes from the road and
his mind from driving. Opponents of cell phone 'restrictions say drivers should be educated about the
effects of all driver distractions. They also say that existing laws that regulate driving should be more

strictly enforced.

Employer and Manufacturer Liability: Although only a handful of high-profile cases have gone to
court, employers are still concerned that they might be held liable for accidents caused by their
employees while driving and conducting work-related conversations on cell phones. Under the
doctrine of vicarious responsibility, employers may be held legally accountable for the negligent acts
of employees committed in the course of employment. Employers may also be found negligent if
they fail to put in place a policy for the safe use of cell phones. In response, many companies have
established cell phone usage policies. Some allow employees to conduct business over the phone
as long as they pull over to the side of the road or into a parking lot. Others have completely banned
the use of all wireless devices.

In an article published in the June 2003 edition of the North Dakota Law Review, attorney Jordan
Michael proposed a theory of cell phone manufacturer liability for auto accidents if they fail to warn

“users of the dangers of driving and talking on the phone at the same time. The theory holds that
maker liability would be similar to the liability of employers who encourage or demand cell phone use
on the road. Holding manufacturers liable would cover all persons who drive and use cell phones for
personal calls. Michael notes that some car rental agencies have already placed warnings on
embedded cell phones in their cars.
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Section 1 modifies the career offender sentencing law by providing that the court need not make a
finding that a sixth felony was committed as part of a pattern of criminal conduct in order for it to
presume an aggravated durational sentencing departure.

Section 2, Subdivision 1, makes counterfeiting United States Postal money orders, United States
currency, or Federal Reserve notes a 20-year felony under state law.

Subdivision 2 makes use, possession, or transfer of counterfeiting equipment a 20-year
felony under state law.

Subdivision 3 makes uttering (offering) or possessing with the intent to utter counterfeit
currency a felony under state law.

Subdivision 4 provides penalty provisions. Violations of subdivisions 1 and 2 are 20-year
felonies. Violations of subdivision 3 have the following graduated penalties: ’

counterfeit item more than $35,000 aggregate: 20 years / $100,000 fine
counterfeit item more than $2,500 aggregate: 10 years / $20,000 fine
counterfeit item more than $250 aggregate: 5 years / $10,000 fine
counterfeit item under $250 aggregate with prior offense: 5 years/ $10,000
~ counterfeit item under $250 aggregate with no prior offense: gross misdemeanor
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Senators Chaudhary, Neuville, Skoglund, Limmer and Foley introduced—
S.F. No. 2963: Referred to the Committee on Crime Prevention and Public Safety.

A bill for an act
relating to public safety; modifying the career offender sentencing law;
establishing the crime of counterfeiting federal currency; updating the definition
of federal law enforcement officer; imposing criminal penalties; amending
Minnesota Statutes 2004, section 626.77, subdivision 3; Minnesota Statutes
2005 Supplement, section 609.1095, subdivision 4; proposing coding for new
law in Minnesota Statutes, chapter 609.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA:

Section 1. Minnesdta Statutes 2005 Supplement, section 609.1095, subdivision 4, -
is amended to read:
Subd. 4. Increased sentence for offender who commits a sixth felony. Whenever
a person is convicted of a felony, and the judge is imposing an executed sentence based
on a Sentencing Guidelines presumptive imprisonment sentence, the judge may impose
an aggravated durational deparcufe from the presumptive sentence up to the statutory

maximum sentence if the factfinder determines that the offender has five or more prior

felony convictions atd-tha

EFFECTIVE DATE. This section is effective August 1, 2006, and applies to crimes

committed on or after that date.

Sec. 2. [609.632] COUNTERFEITING OF CURRENCY.

Subdivision 1. Manufacturing; printing. Whoever, with the intent to defraud,

falsely makes, alters, prints, scans, images, or copies any United States Postal money

order, United States currency, Federal Reserve note, or other obligation or security of the

United States so that it purports to be genuine or has different terms or provisions than that

Sec. 2. A 1
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of the United States Postal Service or United States Treasury i1s guilty of counterfeiting

and may be sentenced as provided in subdivision 4.

Subd. 2. Means for false reproduction. Whoever, with intent to defraud, makes,

€ngraves, possesses, or transfers a plafe or instrument, computer, printer, camera, sof 'tware,

paper, cloth, fabric, ink, or other material for the false reproduction of any United States

Postal money order, United States currency, Federal Reserve note, or other obligation or

security of the United States is guilty of counterfeiting and may be sentenced as provided

1n subdivision 4.

Subd. 3. Uttering or possessing. Whoever, with intent to defraud, utters or

possesses with intent to utter any counterfeit United States Postal money order, United

States currency, Federal Reserve note, or other obligation or security of the United States,

having reason to know that the money order, currency, note, or obligation or security is

forged, counterfeited, falsely made, altered, or printed, is guilty of offering counterfeited

currency and may be sentenced as provided in subdivision 4.

Subd. 4. Penalty. (a) A person who is convicted of violating subdivision 1 or 2

may be sentenced to imprisonment for not more than 20 years or to payment of a fine of

not more than $100,000, or both.

(b) A person who is convicted of violating subdivision 3 may be sentenced as

follows:

(1) to imprisonment for not more than 20 years or to payment of a fine of not more

than $100,000, or both, if the counterfeited item is used to obtain or in an attempt to obtain

property or services having a value of more than $35,000, or the agoregate face value of

the counterfeited item is more than $35,000;

(2) to imprisonment for not more than ten years or to payment of a fine of not more

than $20.000, or both, if the counterfeited item 1s used to obtain or in an attempt to obtain

property or services having a value of more than $2.500, or the aggregate face value of the

counterfeited item is more than $2.500;

(3) to imprisonment for not more than five years or to payment of a fine of not

more than $10,000, or both, if:

(1) the counterfeited item is used to obtain or in an attempt to obtain property or

services having a value of more than $250, or the aggregate face value of the counterfeited

item is more than $250; or

(i1) the counterfeited item is used to obtain or in an attempt to obtain property

or services having a value of no more than $250, or the aggregate face value of the

counterfeited item is no more than $250, and the person has been convicted within the

preceding five years for an offense under this section, section 609.24; 609.245; 609.52;

Sec. 2. 2
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609.53; 609.582, subdivision 1, 2, or 3; 609.625; 609.63; or 609.821, or a statute from

another state or the United States in conformity with any of those sections, and the person

received a felony or gross misdemeanor sentence for the offense, or a sentence that was

stayed under section 609.135 if the offense to which a plea was entered would allow the

imposition of a felony or gross misdemeanor sentence; or

(4) to imprisonment for not more than one vear or to payment of a fine of not more

than $3.000, or both, if the counterfeited item is used to obtain or in an attempt to obtain

property or services having a value of no more than $250, or the aggregate face value of

the counterfeited item is no more than $250.

Subd. 5. Aggregation; venue. In any prosecution under this section, the value of the

counterfeited United States Postal money orders, United States currency, Federal Reserve

notes, or other obligations or securities of the United States, offered by the defendant in

violation of this section within any six-month period may be aggregated and the defendant

charged accordingly in applying the provisions of this section. When two or more offenses

are committed by the same person in two or more counties, the accused may be prosecuted

in any county in which one of the counterfeited items was forged, offered, or possessed,

for all of the offenses aggregated under this subdivision.

EFFECTIVE DATE. This section is effective August 1, 2006, and applies to crimes

committed on or after that date.

Sec. 3. Minnesota Statutes 2004, section 626.77, subdivision 3, is amended to read:
"Subd. 3. Definition. As used in this section, "federal law enforcement officer"
means an officer or employee whether employed inside or outside the state of the Federal
Bureau of Investigation, the Drug Enforcement Administration, the United States Marshal

Service, the Secret Service, the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms, or-the

fmmigrationandNaturalizatiomServiee;_ the Department of Homeland Security, or the

United States Postal Inspection Service, or their successor agencies, who is responsible for

the prevention or detection of crimes or for the enforcement of the United States Code and
who is authorized to arrest, with or without a warrant, any individual for a violation of

the United States Code.

EFFECTIVE DATE. This section is effective August 1, 2006,

Sec. 3. ‘ 3
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U.8. Postal money orders are among the most
secure financial instruments in the world.
Genuing postal money orders contain. design
features to maximize their security.
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