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Abstract 

 Purpose 

The purpose of this paper is to explore interdiction programs for law enforcement agencies. It 

will review current interdiction programs available to law enforcement and consider some ideas on how 

to implement training into each law enforcement agency.   

Methods 

 The method being used is a literature review. It will focus on legal cases which shaped 

interdiction today and also on the success of current programs and training which could be 

implemented today into an agency.  

 Key Findings 

 The key findings show Texas Highway Patrol has a strong model which should be reviewed by 

all agencies. Agencies should create and maintain an in house training program. The lead interdiction 

officer needs to create and maintain a program which is encouraged by command staff. Interdiction 

efforts keeps the community safe and helps control the ever growing national drug pandemic. There is 

no reason for an agency not to create and maintain an in house program in order to keep the drug 

problem controlled and to help keep their communities safe.  
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Section I: Introduction Statement of the Problem 

 Highway Criminal Interdiction (HCI) has yielded many arrests. Timothy McVeigh was caught 

from a traffic stop due to a registration violation. Traffic officers are the first line of contact in many 

situations. It is their skills that pick up on bigger issues. In 2003 about 9 in 10 local police departments 

regularly performed drug enforcement functions. More than 90% of the departments in each population 

category of 2,500 or more had drug enforcement responsibilities, including all of those serving 250,000 

or more residents (Hickamn & Reaves, 2006). It can be hard for agencies, especially smaller ones, to 

keep up with all the training demands needed for officers to do their jobs. As such, many departments 

are looking for cost beneficial ways to keep up with training standards.  

 While there are many areas that officers could benefit from as it relates to additional training, 

the focus of this paper will be primarily om providing ways for all officers, regardless of the size of the 

agency they work for, to receive some training in drug interdiction. There are free or low-cost options 

available for agencies to utilize, including train the trainer classes which can be taken back and utilized 

within the department and ARIDE.  

 This research will provide law enforcement agencies some options to explore to help them 

deliver drug interdiction training programs to their officers. This will be especially helpful for agencies 

that are smaller in size- half of law enforcement departments have fewer than 10 officers and 

approximately 70 percent of them serve communities of fewer than 10,000 (Bureau of Justice Statistics, 

2015).  These small, usually rural, communities have the same problems that their counterparts in 

metropolitan areas have, but small towns have small tax bases, which results in less funding for 

personnel, training, equipment, technology and other resources that local, state, and tribal law 

enforcement need to prevent crime and maintain public safety. 

 During spring and summer of 2019, South Dakota, Oklahoma, Utah, Iowa, and Montana had 
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sessions among command staff to discuss some of the problems facing these small departments. These 

sessions also served as opportunities to provide information about existing resources that could support 

rural law enforcement, including federal grant funding opportunities, online resources, and ongoing 

DOJ technical assistance programs (Concerns of Police Survivors, 2019). Departments in attendance 

were able to take pieces of these sessions and implement what they learned in their departments. They 

could also align with larger area counterparts in order to get the training which is needed to stay current 

with evolving trends.  

 Purpose of the Study 

 The purpose of this research will be to address the issues and problems departments have 

implementing training programs and keeping up with growing trends. It will address the lack of 

training which exists and the need for interdiction programs. It will also explore the history of 

programs and their success and failures. Departments often learn from failures.  

 The main focus will be the need to implement interdiction training programs within 

departments. This research will cover the success of other departments when they implemented an 

interdiction program. The review will cover programs available at lower costs or ways to fund the 

training program. There are often grants or federal funding which can get secured. NH has shown 

success with getting equipment at a discount. There are also multiple sessions held by administration 

officials to go over ways to secure funding or implement such training. 

 Significance of the Study 

 The significance of this research will be to provide a way for agencies to implement drug 

interdiction training for their officers.   The strategies used to implement drug interdiction training 

could also be applied to other critical training needs.  
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 Method of Approach 

 The method of approach for this paper will be to review research related to drug interdiction 

programs.  It will review current practices in some select academies, like the Texas Highway Patrol, to 

highlight best practices and what seems to be working. It will also review POST standards as it relates 

to drug interdiction training.  Further, the paper will review funding sources available and cost-

effective ways to deliver the training. 

 Contribution to the Field 

 The contribution to the field is to give recommendations on how to implement an interdiction 

programs in a department. It will give ideas and best practices for finding training programs or cost 

sharing grants which may be available. For example, New Hampshire Department of Justice has found 

multiple ways to keep training accessible to all officers, so it is not just large departments such as 

Texas Highway Patrol.     
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Section II: Literature Review 

The following review is divided into multiple sections. The first section provides a review of the 

political landscape of interdiction. The paper will then explore the early efforts of the Drug 

Enforcement Administration (DEA) which started the road to national interdiction efforts. This is 

followed by a review of the legal landscape of interdiction and the use of canines. Next, noteworthy 

movements such as legalizing marijuana and other drug trends will be discussed. Finally, this paper 

will review how agencies can fund interdiction programs.  

 Political Landscape of Interdiction 

 Interdiction can be both international and domestic. Federal agencies focus on international 

interdiction efforts. While these programs and training are important, this paper will not detail their 

efforts. Local agencies are primarily the agencies who have daily direct contact with the public. Traffic 

stops are a great way to interdict criminal behaviors which may go unnoticed. Traffic and “beat 

officers” often are credited for giving information which leads to big cases. Training and experience 

plays a big part in officers discovering new information while they have routine contact with the 

public.   

 Interdiction programs are not new concepts. They have gained traction over the last 30 years 

since President Ronald Reagan declared the war on drugs on October 14, 1982 as part of the 

Comprehensive Drug Abuse Prevention and Control Act of 1970. This began the anti-drug message by 

first lady Nancy Reagan of “Just say NO.” (Glass, 2010). The model has evolved over the years to what 

it is today. Before his declaration, the past political involvement was very dated. The past declaration 

was made by Woodrow Wilson called the Harrison Narcotics Tax Act of 1914. This act accelerated the 

war on drugs but also led to many unintentional consequences such as increased illegal drug use due to 

the taxes. Around the same time, the United States started seeing problems with over prescribed 
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medications this exacerbated the criminal justice system (Redford & Powell, 2016). These failures 

encouraged the creation of the Federal Bureau of Narcotics in 1930.  

 Asset forfeiture is a typical outcome of interdiction efforts. The start of asset forfeiture was to 

literally show crime does not pay to the public. Law enforcement agencies are able to petition the court 

to seize assets related to the crime. This prevents criminals profiting off of the crimes they commit. It 

often goes into the police budget and helps taxpayers paying for equipment or overtime due to the 

criminal interdiction efforts.  

 There are two types of forfeiture laws. Criminal forfeiture requires the person charged with the 

crime to give up the property either used in the commission of the crime such as a vehicle or items 

which were obtained in the commission of the crime. The second is civil forfeiture which is giving up 

items which are not directly tied to the crime. It is harder to prove civil forfeiture in court (Rothschild 

& Block, 2016).  

 In order to curb the profit on drug crimes, the Comprehensive Drug Abuse Prevention Act of 

1970 was passed. The seized funds from drug and criminal activity were deposited in the Treasury's 

general fund. This money would go to the federal government and then divided up to different 

programs. Forfeitures changed when the Comprehensive Crime Control of 1984 passed (Bruno & 

Editor, 2017). This allowed local government to seize assets for illegal activity. This allowed local 

police agencies to use to money as they saw fit instead of the federal government deciding, but this is 

not without challenges and critics. State laws can also dictate what is allowed with seized funds. It is a 

way to allow local agencies to add resources to the police budget. 

 Asset forfeiture funds are being used heavily to help fund fighting the opioid addiction. One 

example is in New Hampshire who has achieved the distinction of being the number one state in the 

country for per capita drug fatalities, recording 4.92 deaths per 10,000 population in 2016 (Caldwell, 
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2017). Belmont NH Police have had issues arresting and combating the problem. There has been 

documented cases of officers being dosed with drugs unintentionally on traffic stops. “I caught a person 

in the process of shooting up, but I couldn’t arrest him at the time because we couldn’t identify what 

the drug was,” said Belmont Police Lt. Richard Mann (Caldwell, 2017). Belmont, NH is now using 

equipment bought with drug seizure money to help identify the drug to produce probable cause for an 

arrest. They are using the money to train officers on how to use the equipment and to also see the signs 

and safe handling of the drugs.    

 Early Efforts of the DEA 

 Since DEA was established in 1973, they have coordinated with other federal, state, local, and 

even foreign law enforcement organizations. This cooperative effort between the DEA and local law 

enforcement agencies actually began in 1970, before the establishment of the DEA, with a pilot task 

force created in New York City by the former Bureau of Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs (BNDD). The 

first task force was comprised of investigators from major state and local regional agencies, primarily 

the New York City Police Department and the New York State, along with BNDD personnel. Due to 

the complexity of drug problems in the region and the varied levels of drug trafficking, the New York 

City metropolitan area was ideal for federal, state, and local initiatives (USDOJ, 2021). The DEA 

recognized the need to work together. Local agencies know the area and have intelligence of the area 

more than the DEA. They are able to increase the intelligence and work a saturated area in a collective 

manner to yield higher results. 

Operation Pipeline was created by the Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA) to combat the 

war on drugs. Operation Pipeline provided specialized training in criminal interdiction on the 

highways. These programs saw success with narcotics, human trafficking, and terrorism. By the 1990s, 

highway interdiction in the form of traffic stops was producing tangible criminal arrests that enhanced 
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the nation’s security and addressed public safety concerns against drug trafficking organizations 

(Simmons, 2011). The DEA reported that 3,232 seizures were conducted on the highways in 1994 

resulting in “85 tons of marijuana, 23 tons of cocaine, 226 pounds of crack, 26 pounds of heroin, and 

$42 million in cash.” (Janofsky, 1995). This was the first organized interdiction efforts. It was a big 

change from the free love stance of the 60s and 70s. 

 Creation of National Interdiction Efforts     

 By 2006, the Office of National Drug Control Policy (ONDCP) established the Domestic 

Highway Enforcement (DHE) initiative which created a coordinated partnership throughout the nation. 

The goal was to establish a partnership for “collaborative, intelligence-led policing to enhance 

coordinated, multi-jurisdictional operational law enforcement efforts on interstate highways 

specifically identified as drug trafficking corridors.” Participating organizations reported that drug 

trafficking organizations actively use our nation’s highways to transport all sorts of contraband 

including drugs, weapons, currency, and so on. In 2011, the DHE initiative reported statistical 

information to Congress asserting that $377 million worth of contraband and other valued assets had 

been seized from the highways of the United States associated with the initiative (Executive Office of 

the President, 2011).  

 According to Navy Admiral Karl Schultz (2015) during a House Committee on Transportation 

and Infrastructure, Subcommittee on Coast Guard and Maritime Transportation hearing on western 

hemisphere drug interdiction efforts, he believes maritime efforts are unique. The interdiction efforts 

can have large seizures however without the right partnerships and tools, it is near impossible to get the 

large shipments which are going through the ports at alarming numbers. Only around 20 percent of the 

cocaine which is brought to the United States is interdicted. They have not achieved their cocaine 

interdiction goals even once. High goals are not able to be met without financial backing. The 
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unfortunate truth is drug programs and prevention are often the first to go. It is hard to justify budgets 

to prevent a drug trade which is often not discovered and hidden in the background.   

 Interdiction is not only done in the ports. Domestic interdiction is rising and many state 

agencies are looking at creating programs for their departments. The Texas Department of Public 

Safety (2000) released traffic stop numbers for 1999. It focused on Troopers throughout the state. 

There was a total of 779,961 traffic stops which yielded 26,737 vehicle searches. They tracked 

interdiction rates from January to June and logged 664 interdiction stops. During 1986, DPS instructors 

began to train department officers in a drug interdiction program designed specifically for Texas. The 

Texas training techniques were quite effective, in leading to the discovery of illegal drugs. In 1999, a 

drug interdiction case was made on 1,592 drug traffickers. These drug traffickers possessed drugs 

beyond a user quantity, or possessed currency or property that had an affirmative link to drug 

trafficking. Generally, the drugs that were seized were en route to a point of distribution to be sold in 

smaller quantities. Texas was one of the first states to take a stance on drug traffickers. The interstate 

which runs through Texas is often used to move drugs from Mexico and California.  

 Legal Landscape of Interdiction 

 There have been several significant court cases that directly impact the work of drug 

interdiction. Below highlights the case and is applicability to drug interdiction.    

 In New York v. Belton (1981), the U.S. Supreme Court established a “bright-line” rule that when 

an officer lawfully arrests a vehicle’s occupant, “he may, as a contemporaneous incident of that arrest, 

search the [vehicle’s] passenger compartment.”  Belton was stopped for a speed violation. The officer 

detected the odor of marijuana inside the vehicle. During the search, cocaine was found in a jacket 

pocket inside the vehicle. Belton's defense was it violated his Fourth and Fourteenth Amendment. The 

New York Court of Appeals upheld the conviction stating the passenger compartment is open for any 

http://supreme.justia.com/us/453/454/case.html
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containers which could have contraband. This case is important for interdiction because it shapes what 

is allowed and not allowed for search the inside of the passenger compartment. The search was 

conducted due to the odor of marijuana however the officer found cocaine which would not have 

caused the odor. This case showed the search as being permissible in the court and the search was 

upheld.    

 In Arizona v. Gant (2009) the Arizona Supreme Court more clearly defined the 

situations where the Fourth Amendment permits police officers to conduct a warrantless automobile 

search incident to arrest (Daly & Vernon, 2021). This is significant because officers need to be able to 

search the offender after the arrest including the inside of the vehicle. There are safety concerns as well 

as potential evidence of the crime that was committed.   The Fourth Amendment allows for “the right 

of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, against unreasonable searches 

and seizures, shall not be violated, and no Warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported by 

Oath or affirmation, and particularly describing the place to be searched, and the person or things to be 

seized.” In 1999, two uniformed officers responded to a house for complaints of drug activity. Rodney 

Gant told officers the owner of the home was not there and they left. Later, they ran a records check of 

Mr. Gant and discovered a warrant for a traffic offense. They went back to the house and Mr. Gant 

pulled into the driveway while they were there. He was taken into custody and his vehicle was 

searched. The search turned up cocaine and a weapon. Gant appealed his conviction and it was 

overturned. After going back and forth, the Arizona Supreme Court affirmed the decision by the Court 

of Appeals which was Mr. Gant was not in direct contact with his vehicle during the arrest. The courts 

did not agree with the search of the vehicle after he was taken into custody. There was no standing.   

 Arizona v. Gant plays a major role in the Fourth Amendment. Searches which are incident to 

arrest need to be justified by officer safety. This case demonstrates the scope of exception to the Fourth 



 

15 

 

Amendment. Gant was a recent occupant of the vehicle causing officers to search the vehicle. 

Unfortunately, the decision to side with Gant is requiring officers to fear their safety until the subject is 

arrested and be able to search the vehicle incident to arrest. 

 Missouri v McNeely (2013) is another case that on October 3, 2010, Missouri State Police 

Officer Mark Winder stopped Tyler McNeely for a speed violation. He also crossed the center line 

multiple times. During his approach, he noticed McNeely had blood shot and glassy eyes. He also 

smelled the odor of intoxicants. McNeely performed standardized field sobriety tests however refused a 

portable breath test. Officer Winder placed McNeely under arrest for driving while intoxicated. He was 

transported to the local hospital for a blood draw. Missouri much like Wisconsin has an Implied 

Consent law. This law states you are consenting to give blood in certain circumstances such as crashes 

and driving while intoxicated when you drive. The signature provided when a driver's license is 

obtained gives the implied consent. McNeely refused to cooperate with the blood draw. Officer Winder 

had the hospital draw the blood anyways. The results were well above the legal limit. McNeely moved 

to suppress the evidence due to a warantless blood draw. The trial court granted the motion. It went to 

the Missouri Supreme Court who affirmed the trial court's decision.  

 Many times in interdiction cases, it can be alcohol or drugs which can impair driving abilities 

and cause further criminal issues. Interdiction officers need to be able to see the signs of impairment to 

make a complete accurate stop. Officers need to be knowledgeable on the laws about blood draws as 

well.  

  Based off of McNeely, officers need to obtain a warrant whenever the suspect person refuses 

blood. In the past, it was marked as a refusal and still taken from the accused. Unconscious suspects 

due to crash or intoxication were read the proper paperwork. The suspect not answering was taken as 

they did not refuse and blood was drawn under Implied Consent. Wisconsin now encourages officers to 
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obtain a warrant in either case of an unconscious individual or a verbal refusal. In rare cases, a 

warrantless blood draw can be taken if the evidence will dissipate before the warrant would be 

obtained.  

 Destruction of evidence is a top concern for law enforcement. In Cupp v. Murphy (1973) the 

Supreme Court held that if there is a probable risk of evidence being destroyed, a warrant does not need 

to be obtained to search a person. Murphy was being spoken to about his wife's murder. She was 

strangled. During the interrogation, the officer saw a dark spot on his finger. They believed it could 

have been dried blood which would be present in a strangulation case. They asked for consent for 

fingernail scrapings. Murphy refused. The officers still collected the scrapings. They discovered skin 

cells, blood cells, and fabric particles from her nightgown present. Murphy was tried and convicted. 

The upper court held the conviction (Sabino, 2015). Although this is not a typical interdiction stop, the 

same principles exist. Drug evidence is easily destroyed in the blink of an eye.  

 This case is also prevalent in interdiction. Evidence in drug cases can dissipate very easily. 

Suspects can dump small amounts of narcotics and destroy them before a search warrant could be 

taken. This is also true with their blood as previously discussed in McNeely. This case allows a 

warrantless blood draw if the evidence would dissipate before being able to obtain a search warrant 

from a judge.     

 Training can help officer's gain convictions in cases. In the State of North Carolina vs Downey 

in 2011, a deputy stopped Glenwood Earl Downey for a traffic violation. Deputy Brian Clifton noticed 

many indicators of potential criminal behavior. Mr. Downey was nervous and shaking while giving 

paperwork to Deputy Clifton. It was also noted the defendant had black ice air fresheners hanging from  

the rear view mirror, pre-paid cell phones, and the offender vehicle was not registered to the offender. 

Deputy Clifton asked Mr. Downey to accompany him to his patrol car while he completed paperwork 
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and asked further questions which he received vague answers. This is a common practice in other states 

but not in Wisconsin. Deputy Clifton asked for a K-9 which performed an exterior sniff within 14 

minutes. The sniff yielded 3.2 grams of crack cocaine, a digital scale, and several cell phones. Mr. 

Downey was arrested for possession with intent to sell and deliver cocaine, maintaining a place to keep 

controlled substances, possession of drug paraphernalia, and habitual offender enhancer (Bruno, 2017). 

This case was appealed and upheld due to Deputy Clifton's education record. He had extensive training 

in interdiction and was able to explain every indicator and why he knew it could be related to drug 

trafficking.  

 The Use of Canines 

 The use of K9 partners are common in drug interdiction. It is a way for officers to gain probable 

cause and entry in the vehicle if they do not have through plain view or consent. Near Philadelphia, 

Bedminster Township Police Officer James Zuckow, stopped a car late on January 29, 2021 due to it 

being driven in a reckless manner. One occupant resided in Texas and one in California. Officer 

Zuckow noticed candles with the likeness of Jesus Malverde who is often referred to as the patron saint 

of “narcos”. This led to a K9 sniff and discovery of several kilos of narcotics. Due to information 

gained during the stop, Officer Zuckow learned the driver was a commercial truck driver. His trailer 

was located at a local truck stop. A K9 alerted to the vehicle. The search yielded more candles, heroin, 

fentanyl, and hundreds of pills of Xanax and Percocet (Vella, 2021). This stop shows Officer Zuckow's 

knowledge of interdiction. He could have stopped the vehicle, made sure the driver was not impaired, 

and sent him on his way. He used his training and past experiences to get two large drug busts from one 

stop. 

Rodriguez v US (2015) states in March of 2012, K9 Officer Morgan Struble stopped a vehicle in 

Nebraska for driving on the shoulder for approximately two seconds which is illegal under Nebraska 
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law. Two men occupied the vehicle. Dennys Rodriguez was driving and his passenger was identified as 

Scott Pollman. When asked, Rodriguez stated he was avoiding a pothole causing him to drive on the 

shoulder. After he completed a warning and gave paperwork to the occupants, he asked to walk his dog 

around the vehicle. Rodriguez denied the request. Officer Struble called for an additional unit and then 

deployed his partner. The dog alerted within seven or eight minutes of the paperwork being handed 

back. A large bag of methamphetamine was located. The courts ultimately stated that holding the 

occupants for seven or eight minutes was intrusive on their Fourth Amendment right. This has changed 

the way traffic stops have been conducted. An officer needs to be focusing on the mission of the traffic 

stop and nothing else. They can call for a K9 however they cannot extend the traffic stop. This is with 

no probable cause present or reasonable suspicion. If the officer can articulate clues which create 

reasonable suspicion, previous Attorney General Perlman has given 42 minutes as a guideline to wait 

for a K9. Anything beyond would be hard to justify.  

Noteworthy Movements 

 Legalizing Marijuana  

 On August 14, 1970, Dr. Roger O. Egeberg wrote a statement recommending marijuana be 

classified as a Schedule I substance. He wrote, “ Since there is still a considerable void in our 

knowledge of the plant and effects of the active drug contained in it, our recommendation is that 

marijuana be retained within Schedule I at least until the completion of certain studies now underway 

to resolve the issue. “ Marijuana classification by the Controlled Substance Act places it in the category 

of those substances that do not show any accepted medical use. In spite of centuries of prescription, it 

fails to rate on par with the likes of other highly abused substances that have shown some medical 

benefit, such as opioids, which are derived from the opium poppy; cocaine, which is derived from the 

coca plant; close methamphetamine analogs, such as dextroamphetamine and methylphenidate; or even 
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barbiturates and benzodiazepines. All of these substances are currently listed in Schedule II. Schedule 

II drugs are those with “high potential for abuse, less abuse potential than Schedule I drugs, with use 

potentially leading to severe psychological or physical dependence.” (Baker, 2017). Schedule I drugs 

are a higher risk than Schedule II.  

 Research now shows medicinal uses for marijuana however it is still listed as a Schedule I in the 

Controlled Substance Act. This is misleading to many people. States have passed laws allowing 

medicinal marijuana and other states still have it classified as a Schedule I substance (Baker, 2017).  

There are only 6 states which view marijuana as fully illegal. These are Idaho, Wyoming, Kansas, 

Tennessee, Alabama, and South Carolina. The rest either have decriminalized, made medicinal legal, or 

fully legalized marijuana.   

 Legalizing marijuana changes the way officers gain probable cause to search a vehicle. They no 

longer can search based off of odor alone. However, there are limits for how much marijuana can be 

legally possessed. These numbers vary by state. The drug needs to be legally obtained and not bought 

off the “black market”. They also have limited access to drug canines. Many states are spending money 

to retrain canines due to the changes. Officers in these states have a whole set of laws which they need 

to stay current on in order to hone their interdiction skills.  

 Other Drug Trends 

 Often interdiction has to evolve with new fads and trends with contraband and drug use. 

Synthetic cathinones, often referred to as bath salts, may also be called Cloud 9, Bliss, Ivory Wave, and 

White Lightning. Often times these are not viewed as harshly as illegal drugs since they have not been 

banned. Users buy the products without legal consequences. They are also unaware of the side effects 

or chemical make up. 
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  The products are sold in powder form in small plastic or foil packages of 200 and 500 

milligrams. According to the American Association of Poison Control Centers, 306 cases of bath salt 

exposures were reported in 2010 compared to 6,137 and 2,691 cases in 2011 and 2012, respectively. 

"Mephedrone and MDPV (3--4 methylene-dioxypyrovalerone) are two of the designer cathinones most 

commonly found in these 'bath salt' products" The chemicals "prevent reuptake of and stimulate release 

of norepinephrine, serotonin, and dopamine" causing the person to have amphetamine-like effects 

(Randolph, 2014). Bath salts have made headlines in recent years based off the behavior exhibited after 

use. Cases have been reported of bath salt users who have attacked and bit people often eating flesh 

from the person. 

 Another drug which became popular around the same time was synthetic marijuana. Spice 

refers to mixtures of herbal and plant material or spices, often sprayed with a synthetic chemical with 

properties similar to the THC found in marijuana. Other names include K2, Fake Weed, Black Mamba, 

and Incense. Spice is sold in small colorful plastic bags that look like teas or incense (Randolph, 2014). 

The packaging will appear to be tea or incense. It is often not recognized as contraband by officers. It is 

important to look at each package thoroughly. 

 Both synthetic marijuana and synthetic cathinones start out legal. It isn't until problems occur 

that it is discovered by law enforcement. Then law makers start the process to ban the substance. The 

problem with creating the laws is the specific make up of the drug is banned. Creators of the substance 

change the chemical make up slightly thus creating a new substance which has to go through the 

process. It is a continuous circle. 

 Funding Department Programs 

 Many times departments have a hard time funding interdiction training. The department knows 

the need to train officers to see the signs of drug use, however the budget just does not allow it. There 
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are options for them to consider. The National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) 

created three programs. They include the Drug Evaluation and Classification Program (DECP), 

Advanced Roadside Impaired Driving Enforcement (ARIDE), and Drug Recognition Expert (DRE). 

The most basic training is ARIDE. ARIDE is taught by a certified DRE. They teach officers how to 

expand the standardized field sobriety tests they do roadside. The training includes videos, lectures, and 

hands on training in order to familiarize officers in drug trends. This is a free training. 

 NHTSA awards over $500 million in grants every year. NHTSA awards grants for occupant 

protection, State traffic safety information systems, impaired driving countermeasures, distracted 

driving, motorcyclist safety, State graduated driver licensing laws, and non-motorized safety (NHTSA, 

2021). NHTSA's grants are all competitive programs which can be used to fund interdiction efforts. It 

can be for further training or to help pay officers who make a good arrest and need the overtime funds. 

Grants are often hard to write and obtain especially for small departments. There are companies who 

will assist in grant writing and there are training courses offered to try and assist departments. NHTSA 

also has regional offices with associates who are there to help officers through the process. 

 In 1988, Congress created the High Intensity Drug Trafficking Areas (HIDTA) Program to 

assist in problem drug areas. It is separated into 33 regions which span into all 50 states, Puerto Rico, 

the United States Virgin Islands, and Washington D.C. It is estimated that HIDTA areas cover up to 

2/3rds of the population. Wisconsin is in the North Central Region with Minnesota. The regional office 

is in Milwaukee, WI (National HIDTA Assistance Center, 2021). 

 HIDTA has intel centers which collect data and helps out agencies. They have analysts who will 

help with connecting cases together. HIDTA houses a national database with names, phone numbers, 

and other identifying information which can be searched. Agents are available to help with money and 

asset forfeitures. They understand small agencies do not have the knowledge or past experience with 
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forfeitures. It is a way to help agencies get familiarized with procedures to use in future interdiction 

efforts. 

 Other options for training are programs such as Desert Snow. In 1989, Joe David, a retired 

California Patrol Officer, saw the need for a national based interdiction training. The class doesn't focus 

on a particular form of crime or contraband. It is inclusive. Courses have taken place in more than 30 

states and trained more than 60,000 officers. Classes are hands on and allows students to get a real life 

training experience. Classes often have a hefty price tag attached. This can be a deal breaker for some 

departments. The Criminal Interdiction Workshop spans over three days for a cost of $599. This is the 

basic Desert Snow course with higher phase training available afterwards. They are also in 

development stages of Street Level Interdiction classroom along with other courses (Desert Snow, 

2021). After training, there is a community available to stay connected with other interdiction officers 

throughout the United States. 

 One way to keep Desert Snow's cost manageable, is to apply to be a host agency. Host agencies 

are able to have two free spots in the course if 32 people sign up. They need to open up their facility to 

have the instruction and also the hands on learning. Departments are able to utilize the training for a 

fraction of the cost while assisting other local departments to bring a training to a smaller area which 

might not typically be explored. 

 There are many other places to find grants for funding for departments. Both local, state, and 

federal programs will be available to apply. Private groups also allows grants to departments. The 

Office of Community Oriented Policing Services (COPS) is part of the Department of Justice. They 

will continuously update their site with grant opportunities (Community Policing Dispatch, 2021). This 

is a great area for departments to start. They will find information from where to apply to how to apply. 

There are documents which will assist the officer in the actual grant writing process without having to 
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hire a third party company to aid them. The website only provides a small sampling of places to start 

looking for grants. 

 Departments can also lean on each other in order to help with training. Many times Sheriff's 

Offices will help small municipalities with their training. They will assist with in service which consists 

of 24 hours a year of on going training for officers to keep their certification in Wisconsin. Teaming up 

for training is beneficial for all. Officers who might be backing each other up gets to practice with each 

other and the costs are spread out.  

 

 

   

  

            

 



 

24 

 

III. Current Interdiction Programs 

 There are options for interdiction programs. This section will go over the Pre and post academy 

standards followed by Texas Highway Patrols model, HIDTA, and online based training.   

 Pre and Post Academy Standards 

 Wisconsin’s Department of Justice academy programs do not focus very much on interdiction 

efforts. The certification for officers used to be a program which required 520 hours in various areas of 

focus. Starting January 1, 2016, the DOJ changed it to 720 hours. This allowed academies to be able to 

focus more in depth on areas. The program changed to three phases to help ease students into areas and 

not overwhelm them by focusing on hours into one topic. 

 In Phase Three, the focus is on investigations. There is an eight-hour block on crimes. The focus 

is on drugs and drug paraphernalia. Students identify types, classifications, and characteristics of 

controlled substances. There are a total of four scenarios during the eight-hour session.  The only ones 

related to interdiction are two of them, which equates to four hours of training on drugs.  

 The next session is 36 hours on impaired driving. Students learn about standardized field 

sobriety tests and how to perform them. They are focused on drinking and just touch on drug use. There 

is very little information on drug usage during the first 36-hour block. This is followed by four hours of 

OWI paperwork and then an option for the instructor. There are two different offerings. They are both 

taught in an eight-hour blocks. The first option is “Introduction to Drugged Driving” which is only four 

hours, but also includes a four hour block of drug identification and the second is “Drugs that Impair 

Driving.” The instructor documents which option they taught to be included in the student's training 

records (Training and Standards Bureau, 2019).  
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 These classes do not certify the officer to be a DRE or ARIDE but it is a good basic 

understanding for impaired driving including drugged driving. Hopefully, it gives a basis for student's 

to build on and to want to expand their knowledge. 

 Certain training needs to be re-certified annually or biannual. Drug training and OWI are not 

included in this list. It is up to the department and/or officer to keep current on the knowledge of drug 

and OWI laws.  Local district attorney offices update officers yearly.  This update is typically done in a 

classroom, however over the past year it has migrated to email or online form. A local Assistant 

District Attorney or the District Attorney are available for questions when they arise. This training has 

local case law in order to show where the law changes came from and how officers should proceed in 

the future for similar cases. 

 Texas Highway Patrol 

   Texas Department of Public Safety has been constantly evolving. They saw the need to help 

missing and exploited children. In 2006, they started training front-line officers to help recognize if a 

child is a victim, at-risk of victimization, or missing. They created the Interdiction for the Protection of 

Children ( IPC) program. This program was ground breaking. This was one of the first at a state level 

law enforcement agency. Typically, these programs are from an investigative only agency or federal 

level. This program brought the program to traffic officers who potentially see missing and exploited 

children daily but are unable to recognize it due to training deficiencies.  Now make the connection to 

the drug interdiction  

 Other states could learn from the training programs within Texas. The front-line patrol officers 

have spotted and discovered many interdiction cases. They range from drugs to weapons to crimes 

against children. These cases get picked up by their Department of Criminal Investigations. They work 

hand in hand. Other states do not work as cohesively. They are different entities and do not work 
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together as often as they should. If their case load is low, they might reach out to partner agencies but 

they do not actively train and work together.  

 High Intensity Drug Trafficking Areas (HIDTA) 

 HIDTA was previously mentioned. They have a lot of resources for interdiction officers. In the 

1980s, HIDTA integrated in Milwaukee with the Weed and Seed program. Overall, HIDTA was 

created through the Anti-Abuse Drug Act of 1988. Drugs were running rampage prior to 1988 but 

legislation wanted to create a program to assist Federal, state, local, and tribal law enforcement entities. 

 Wisconsin HIDTA came to Milwaukee with the goal of reducing drug related violent crimes 

through a targeted approach. They also had a foundation of community building and proactive 

engagement of youths and other activities. They primary taught drug, gang, gun, and crime resistance 

to youth.  

 Other area HIDTA programs such as Houston HIDTA, focused on a collaborative drug 

prevention and awareness effort in the community. They partnered with the Houston Mayor's Office to 

create Crackdown Coalition. This coalition had a mix of professionals involved ranging from treatment 

health professionals, law enforcement, and community pillars. Their main goal was to increase the 

awareness of the drug trafficking going on around them, substance abuse, and current drug trends. They 

tried to reach other further than the community and assisted with creating other outreach events. One 

partnership was with the Bay Area Youth Alliance Coalition which is located in the greater Galveston 

area.     

 In August 2015, the Office of National Drug Control Policy announced an unprecedented 

partnership with the HIDTA programs to address the heroin threat facing those communities through 
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public health-public safety partnerships. This showed the evolving response given to the areas that 

HIDTA assists.   

 Finally, HIDTA has been responsible for many national programs. These domestic projects 

include the Domestic Highway Enforcement (DHE) program; the National Emerging Threat Initiative 

(NETI); and the National Marijuana Initiative (NMI). These operated by the National HIDTA 

Assistance Center (NHAC) and overseen by the HIDTA Directors Committee. There is assistance on 

the local level to all agencies who would like to partake in the benefits of the programs.  

 Online Based Training 

 We live in a technological world. It is easy to search the internet and find videos from anything 

on how to change your oil to how to replace a toilet in your house. Interdiction efforts are no different. 

The tricky part of using free online videos is you need to make sure they follow the correct laws and 

policies for your agency. Videos should be from a creditable source and should always be verified for 

accuracy.  

 There are sites such as VirtualAcademy.com (2021) which has training videos available for 

officers. The cost varies depending on department size, but an individual can get a year access to the 

site for $69. They are able to view video based on many different topics related to policing not just 

interdiction. This program could help assist in many different needs of an agency including mental 

health needs. They also provide state specific courses as well. Unfortunately, Wisconsin is not included 

in the courses as of yet.  

 Online communities are available for help and support through Desert Storm and other in 

person training. These discussion boards and communities help officers keep up to date on new hiding 

spots or stories given during stops. Criminals are constantly changing the ways they hide contraband 
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and try to hide it from officers. Officers can learn a lot from each other and what they see on the 

roadside.  

 Groups such as International Narcotics Interdiction Association (INIA, 2021) provides lost cost 

online classes. Their highway interdiction class is three days long and they also do single day classes 

for subjects such as asset forfeiture. To become a member, it is a $30 fee. This is a low-cost option to 

be a part of a community to assist with interdiction efforts in an agency.  

 There are many different groups available online for officers. Not all officers need to join. An 

agency could have a appointed interdiction officer who keeps up on the training and brings it back to 

the department. This is sometimes referred to as train the trainer type classes. The officer attending the 

training takes the information back to the department and conducts a mini training.
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IV. Recommendations to Improve Department Interdiction Training 

Analysis of Current Programs 

     Current programs have come a long way. They started around the time drugs were socially 

accepted during the free love movement and evolved into what they are today. ARIDE is the most 

common and practical course for officers to attend. Most of the training is free and spans over just a 

few days. It builds off of the basic concepts the officer has already learned in recruit academies and 

adds additional field sobriety tests for drug impairment.  

 The downfall to ARIDE is typically the students are new officers. They have not had time to get 

road experience with alcohol impairment. These students might not have seen a drug impaired driving 

arrest firsthand. It is difficult to grasp a concept which has not presented itself. It does help gain self-

confidence but without experience it is difficult to gasp all the concepts taught in the class. This will 

slowly change with more and more arrests. This problem can be solved by having an officer go through 

ARIDE after a few years on the job. This should not be immediately done with an officer who is newly 

off of field training.  

 Desert Storm is the next big step in drug interdiction training. The training is for more 

experienced officers. They should have a basic knowledge of interdiction but want to gain more 

knowledge. They learn about trap doors and hidden compartments often used by drug traffickers. The 

basic understanding of asset forfeiture is often times all an officers needs to start looking at basic 

interdiction stops in a different way. Being sent to a training such as Desert Snow, will show the officer 

their department is behind their efforts to remove criminal activity from the streets from a patrol duty 

assignment.  
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 Unfortunately, Desert Snow is very costly to send officers to. It is often hard for them to share 

their training knowledge to the department. Desert Snow is very hands on and the learning happens 

from see the compartments and finding them yourself. Overall, there is not a whole lot officers are able 

to bring back to their departments, but it is a very beneficial training for that individual officers and can 

really jump start their interdiction efforts. 

 HIDTA is a team to help out interdiction officers. They have many different areas of help and 

programs to assist the officer. Their intelligence agents are helping link people and places together. 

This can be the missing link in order to prosecute a case. HIDTA agents are experts in their fields and 

could be used on the stand in a case to testify. This can be very helpful for officers who previously tried 

to work a case on their own. 

 HIDTA can be very intimidating to work with for officers from a small department. They might 

not have any ties to them. They have a hard time reaching out to build those connections because they 

might not feel like their case is significant enough to involve them. Departments can reach out to 

HIDTA prior to arrange interdiction efforts and to learn more about what they can do to assist the 

department in the present and the future.  

 Online videos and programs only offer so much to departments. It is not a custom video and not 

tailored to that individual state, area, or department. It is very cost effective but often officers do not 

learn unless it is hands on training. Lecture and videos have a hard time showing the specific skills 

which officers need to learn and gain confidence in to become a great interdiction officer. They can 

start the officer out by showing them basic interdiction skills and interview techniques in order to help 

officers start asking the right questions on traffic stops. These skills can be practiced and work on in 

order to become comfortable and confident during stops.     
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 Texas Highway Patrol has evolved into an agency which focuses on criminal interdiction. They 

train all their frontline patrol officers to look for key indicators and encourage them to make a 

difference no matter what level they are in the organization. This is hard to find in an agency. Many 

agencies do not focus on following cases up and being with them every step of the way. The front-line 

patrol officers are encouraged to report interesting information they may come across but do not allow 

them to keep working the case. Being involved and seeing the case through is often the encouragement 

an officer needs to keep looking for the next big arrest. Continued training allows officers to be 

constantly working on their skills. Agencies should mimic and adopt the Texas Highway Patrol model. 

 Potential Partnerships with Agencies 

 Small agencies have a tough time with competing with larger surrounding agencies and staying 

within their budgetary guidelines. They often have trouble recruiting and retaining officers. Large 

departments can offer more specialized training and areas of enforcement which can be appealing to 

new officers. It is important to try and encourage individual officers needs and interests within the 

department.  

 Agencies have mutual aid agreements between each other. Mutual aid simply put is the ability 

for agencies to cross jurisdiction lines to assist another agency. They do not need to ask permission 

from the county sheriff to assist that other agency. They have their powers in the neighboring agency. 

These agreements allow smaller agencies to have back up without having to wait for responding unit 

from the County Sheriff's Office who could be responding from many miles away. These agreements 

are beneficial in interdiction efforts. Small agencies are aware of the backup officers around them and 

know what potential response times are to respond to potential drug cases. 

 Training can be a costly budget item. Small departments are able to team up and co-host 

training events. This will keep the cost down from not only the instructor cost but also the training 



 

32 

 

room. It is beneficial for agencies with mutual agreement to train together. These officers are going to 

be their back up in potentially high stress situations. Training together gets the officers familiar with 

each other. They can train in a similar situation so it is not completely new to them if they are even in a 

high stress situation together. They will become familiar with their back up. 

 Agencies who partner together can share trainers. They can decide what department is 

responsible for each training. They can send officers from the agency to school to be certified to teach 

the needed classes. The cost to maintain certification can be costly which will be shared between the 

departments. Sending one of the officers to train the trainer course will be substantially less than 

sending each and every officer to school for the same topic. The agency chose an officer with longevity 

with the department to invest the money in. 

 Agencies can also talk to local larger departments to see if they are willing to host or lead a 

training session. This will allow the larger department to see what the officers are capable of. If there is 

a K9 officer available, they should be at the training to help familiarize themselves with each other. 

That K9 officer then might work in a certain area when certain officers are working. The relationship 

often starts on a training level and expands to the road.  

 Finally, grants are available for multi-jurisdictional interdiction efforts. Departments can apply 

together to get a grant funded. They can have a larger scale operation in a rural area. This is typically 

harder to do considering the need to coordinate efforts. The departments can also work together to 

execute any search warrants on premises which might arise from a traffic stop. There is a lot of intel 

which can be collected and turned into search warrants of houses. Executing warrants take a lot of man 

power and working with neighboring agencies can help alleviate the stresses of organization.  
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 Training Reviews 

 Even though, many states do not require mandatory interdiction review training, agencies 

should review it yearly. There should be an update during their traffic updates. It is important to stay on 

top of legal changes and growing trends. This should be coordinated with the local district attorney 

who will give legal advice. They will interpret any law changes and translate what it means for the 

individual agency.  

Appoint a Lead Interdiction Officer 

 An agency should appoint a lead interdiction officer. This officer should be in charge of sending 

emails about any emerging drug trends. Things such as K2 also known as spice or synthetic marijuana 

became well known within the last 10 years. This was not always a thing. Until officers discovered it, it 

was often overlooked due to the nature of the packaging. This can also be said about different items of 

drug paraphernalia or weapons. The interdiction officer would keep in the know of the emerging 

trends. They would then be able to inform the other officers of the new trend. 

 The interdiction officer can also set up details with the officers. They can look at the future 

schedules and coordinate with the officers to work a high drug area. Focused patrol and interdiction can 

yield arrests. The numbers can be reported to management and also to HIDTA to help with any 

overtime incurred during the detail. The detail can include local agencies including county and state 

agencies. Investigators or drug unit investigators should also be invited in order to talk to offenders 

roadside and try and make controlled buys.  

 Internal Agency Training 

 Training can be done within the agency. It does not have to be complex. The agency needs to 

find the right officer or officers in order to head the training. The officers should look for local training 
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in order to expand their knowledge. Any train the trainer options are a great place to start. The officer 

can also take instructor development in order to perfect the skills they need to teach fellow officers.  

 Training can be done at a low cost. The trainer can create powerpoints which highlight the 

trends to look for when doing a traffic stop. They should include pictures of  vehicles which showed 

physical indicators to officers. Pictures can be taken roadside during stops. Photos are often helpful in 

court cases to establish their probable cause or reasonable suspicion during the traffic stop. This 

powerpoint should be as real as possible. It should show realistic situations which the officers have 

seen themselves.  

 Hands on training can be easy to organize. The trainer needs to write scenarios which they are 

familiar with. Fire Departments and storage facilities work great for a training facility. If it is winter, 

being out of the elements will help students focus on the scenario. If it is summer, the class could 

utilize an outdoor facility for the scenarios. Ask local tow companies for junk vehicles. They are 

usually happy to help out with law enforcement training. They will “donate” the vehicles to use before 

they junk them out.  

 The trainer will have to find moderators to help them out. If they are short on role-players, the 

moderator can also act as the role-player. Make sure each moderator knows the scenario and is 

comfortable with the role. They should be able to give additional information to the students as needed. 

These moderators should be knowledgeable on interdiction arrests.  

 Vehicles will be set up to mimic vehicles on a traffic stop. Contraband items can be hidden 

throughout the vehicles. Students are able to tear apart the vehicles without fear of breaking the 

vehicles. Hands-on training is a way to help the officers get comfortable. They will be able to visibly 

see tool marks on parts and visible contraband which may help them establish probable cause. This 

training can be repeated as much as needed.  
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 Once a program is established, it is easier to maintain. The trainer can tweak the powerpoint and 

scenarios frequently and change up the training. The basic structure will stay the same but the 

information delivered will be different from training to training.  
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IV. Conclusion 

 Interdiction programs have grown over the years. They started out at a very small scale and are 

now available on a national level. Texas Highway Patrol has shown growth over the years. They are 

focused on being an integrated agency who leads the nation in interdiction efforts. Agencies should 

look at and mimic the standards and goals of Texas Highway Patrol. They are including all of their 

patrol level officers in their efforts. They have developed many large scale cases based off of the 

insight from the patrol officers.   

 Although there a lot of training programs available in most areas, not all of them work for an 

agency. Agencies need to look at all the options available in their area and decide the best choice for 

them. Contacting neighboring agencies to see what type of interdiction training they offer to their 

officers can help make the decision. Interdiction cases can spread to neighboring areas and making the 

relationships with other agencies have been proven to be very effective.   

 Finally, in house training programs should be established. These training days can be tailored to 

the unique needs of the department. They can be stressful to set up but once it is established it is easy to 

maintain and keep up with the evolving changes. There is no reason for an agency not to create and 

maintain an interdiction training program. Officers need to have the knowledge and confidence to take 

their traffic stops to the next level. They are often the first line defense against criminal activity in their 

communities.    
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