
CITY OF CONROE 

2006 DRUG INITIATIVE 
 

PROJECT SUMMARY 
 

In late 2005, City officials walked door to door and met with residents, church leaders, 

and community leaders to begin a dialogue with citizens to hear their concerns regarding 

the neighborhood problems.  Based on the results of the meetings, the 2006 Drug 

Initiative was created.  

 

The 2006 City of Conroe Drug Initiative launched a citywide plan to reduce illegal drugs 

based on four premises: 

 

 The public has the right to be secure in their homes and feel safe on city streets. 

 Illegal drugs are a detriment to the community and a threat to future generations. 

 Illegal drugs encourage other crimes including burglary, theft, robbery, and 

prostitution. 

 Community involvement must be an integral part of program. 

 

The City of Conroe has pledged to: 

 

 Increase its police presence reflecting a high priority of eliminating drugs in 

Conroe. 

 Conduct neighborhood meetings to interact with citizens. 

 Conduct neighborhood walks to gain first hand knowledge of drug issues. 

 Establish neighborhood watch programs in targeted drug activity areas. 

 Place signage in targeted neighborhoods to discourage criminal activity.  

 Partner with the Conroe Independent School District to increase drug awareness 

in local schools.  

 Implement a juvenile curfew to reduce drug activity. 

 Partner with Entergy to increase lighting to reduce cover for crime. 

 Work with Montgomery County officials to enforce stronger penalties for drug 

offenders. 

 Work with City Code Enforcement/Community Development Block Grant 

Departments to concentrate or eliminate sub-standard housing that could harbor 

criminal activity.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Statistics reveal the significant impact the 2006 Drug Initiative has had on crime as 

compared to 2005 statistics: 

 A 21% increase in cases opened   

 A 72% increase in the number of narcotics tips received    

 A 34% increase in felony charges filed   

 A 82% increase in misdemeanor charges filed  

 A78% increase in the number of felony arrests    

 A 96% increase in the number of misdemeanor arrests  

 

Texas Department of Public Safety statistics show an approximate 16.1% increase in the 

City’s population, to a 2006 total of 48,375.    

 

Despite an increase in population, the number of crimes directly related to drug use and 

sales dropped as follows:    

 Robberies decreased by 38.2% 

 Assaults decreased by 33.4% 

 Larcenies decreased by  16.5% 

 Burglaries decreased by 8.5% 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



PROJECT DESCRIPTION  
 

The City of Conroe encompasses approximately fifty two square miles in the center of 

Montgomery County, just north of Houston.  Conroe is the largest city in the county.  The 

Conroe Police Department is staffed with approximately one hundred officers.  For the 

purposes of the project, the City (primarily inside Loop 336) was divided into four major 

geographical areas as shown below: 

 

 

 
 

 

The southeast quadrant of the city, known as Dugan (red),  is a predominately an African-

American residential area.  Dugan is known as an area where drug use, drug transactions, 

and prostitution are readily available. .   

The southwest quadrant of the city, specifically the area known as Milltown (yellow), is a 

predominately Hispanic residential area along with a mix of light industry and is second 

for drug related calls for service.  

The northwest quadrant is a predominately retail and light business area.  There is a mix 

of single family and multi-family residential areas in this quadrant.  There are minimal 

drug related calls for service in this area.  

The northeast quadrant is a predominately Caucasian/Hispanic residential area with 

scattered light industry.  This area has minimal drug related calls for service.   

 

Statistics show the southeast quadrant as the quadrant with the most calls for service 

which corroborates the anecdotal information received from citizens and community 

leaders.    

 

   



 
 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



PROJECT ANALYSIS 
 

Door to door walks and meetings between citizens, business owners, and the City 

Administration brought to light the following points: 

 The drug problem and its related crimes were visible in all areas of the city, but 

more so in the southeast area of the city.   

 The problem had been engrained in the community long enough that not only the  

known drug dealers had established a drug trade, but their children were 

following in their footsteps and the children now had criminal records for using 

and selling illegal drugs.   

 Both the young and elderly, rely on family members who sell drugs to provide 

food, clothing, and shelter.   In one specific case, a grandson who was a known 

drug dealer was allowed to sell drugs from his elderly grandmother’s residence 

because the grandson paid the grandmother’s utility bills and provided food for 

the grandmother.  The grandmother lives on a fixed income consisting of only 

social security.    

 The police response to the drug problem had remained unchanged in several 

years.  Staffing in the Narcotics Unit had remained virtually unchanged in over a 

decade.  Regular district patrols maintained visibility and were call responsive; 

however, did little to deter the problem. 

 Citizens did not feel safe on the streets and were intimidated by drug dealers.  

Citizens also reported they feared retaliation from drug dealers if they reported 

the crime. 

 Drugs were responsible for related crimes such as burglary, robbery, assault, and 

prostitution.  

 There was a lack of communication between citizens and neighborhoods and 

City Administration.   

 There seemed to be no incentive for drug users to enter into rehabilitation 

programs and even if there were incentives, there were no formal, low cost 

treatment programs available locally.   

 

Meetings with patrol officers, narcotics investigators, and police administration revealed 

the following about law enforcement’s perspective of the problem: 

 Street level drug dealers were visible at all times of the day or night. 

 The drug problem in the neighborhoods consisted not only of the dealers who 

lived in the neighborhoods and sold their drugs, but the customers who came 

from outside the neighborhood to buy the drugs.  

 Abandoned and dilapidated buildings fostered drug use and served as locations 

for prostitution.   

 Drug dealers networked just like any business owner.  They compare notes, 

know the narcotics officers by sight, and recognize the vehicles they drive.  

 Little documentation had been done regarding statistics and trends with the drug 

problem. 

 There was perception of lack of cooperation between law enforcement, 

prosecutors, and the justice system.  



PROJECT RESPONSE 
 

A ten point program was formulated. The plan reached out to the community as well as 

invited the community to participate in the plan.   The plan included the following points:   

 

1. INCREASE IN POLICE PRESENCE 

 

Prior to August 2004, the Conroe Police Department Narcotics Unit consisted of two full-

time investigators assigned to a multi-agency narcotics task force operated by the 

Montgomery County Sheriff’s Department.  The task force was responsible for drug 

enforcement, vice enforcement, and other major crimes within Montgomery County.  At 

that time, the task force consisted of approximately 12 officers from multiple agencies 

who covered an area of approximately 1044 square miles, in effect leaving only scattered 

enforcement efforts within the City limits.   

 

In the last quarter of 2004, two additional investigators were added to the Conroe Police 

Department Narcotics Unit and the staffing remained at four until January 2006.  Those 

four officers remained in the narcotics task force until the beginning of 2006.   

 

In January 2006, two additional officers were added.  During the first quarter of 2006, all 

six Conroe Police Narcotics Investigators were reassigned to duties within the City and 

are now responsible for approximately fifty-five square miles of City area.  The unit 

currently consists of four plainclothes or undercover investigators and two uniformed 

officers.  The two uniformed units are not call responsive and are dedicated to the 

narcotics enforcement mission.  When not working in a support role with plainclothes 

investigators on surveillance or other operations, the uniformed units saturate “hotspots” 

and can be credited with making not only narcotics arrests, but also warrant arrests, and 

arrests for other crimes.   

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 NEIGHBORHOOD MEETINGS AND WALKS 

 

 

 



2,3.  NEIGHBORHOOD MEETINGS AND WALKS  

 

There were three neighborhood meetings held in 2006. Each meeting included the 

following events: 

 

 Neighborhood Walk 

The Neighborhood Walk signifies unity between citizens, the City, and police.     

 

 Crime Prevention Displays and Neighborhood Watch Information 

Crime Prevention Officers were available to discuss home security and personal 

safety.   Information and registration for Neighborhood Watch Programs was also 

available.    

 

 Hot Dogs and Cold Drinks 

Refreshments always create a good tie-in to a public meeting.   

 

 Interaction with Citizens and City Officials 

These meetings allowed City officials and police officers to meet the citizens on 

their territory and listen one-on-one to their concerns.  Not all comments were 

positive, however, it was a start to resolve long-standing issues in the 

neighborhoods. 

 

The first meeting was held on March 2, 2006, in the Dugan area of the city at Washington 

Jr. High School.  It is estimated that over 200 persons attended the meeting.   The 

Neighborhood Walk covered approximately three-quarters of a mile.  

 

The second walk was held on May 18, 2006, at Flournoy Park located in the northeast 

region known as “Madeley Quarters”.  The meeting and walk attracted approximately 

one hundred people.  The walk covered approximately one mile.     

 

The third neighborhood meeting and walk was held on September 8, 2006 at Milltown 

Park in the southwest district of the city.   The area is predominately Hispanic.  

Attendance was estimated at approximately 200.    

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

  

 



4. SIGNAGE IN NEIGHBORHOODS 

 

City Administration and community leaders met and discussed goals and formats for 

signage in the neighborhoods.  It was decided the signs should convey a positive but firm 

message to those who read the signs.   Another important message to convey was that this 

anti-drug effort was not just another police enforcement effort, but also a community 

effort and that the community supported these signs. 

 

The signs were placed at strategic entrances and exits of subdivisions and neighborhoods 

where both residents and those visiting the neighborhoods would see that they were being 

watched by both the residents and police.   

 

A major concern was that the signs would be vandalized or torn down by those being 

affected by the Drug Initiative.   After a year of sending out their message, it is good to 

report that every sign that was erected is still intact.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Approximately two months into the sign program, an additional sign was added.  The 

Conroe Police Department Narcotics Unit created a tip line for citizens to call in their 

reports of drug activity.  A tip line sign as seen below was attached to each of the larger 

drug signs.    

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

        



         SAMPLE OF DRUG SIGN PLACEMENT 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



5. PARTNERING WITH THE CONROE INDEPENDENT SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 

 

 In February 2006, Conroe Police Officers taught over 1000 freshman Conroe 

High School students about drug awareness and consequences.   

 In March 2006, Conroe Police Narcotics Investigators assisted CISD and the 

Texas Alcoholic Beverage Commission in conducting an “alcohol sale to minors” 

sting at local convenience stores.  Forty seven locations were visited resulting in  

eight arrests.   

 In May, 2006, Conroe Police Narcotics Investigators assisted CISD Officers in 

performing a “tobacco sting” in the City of Conroe.   Five convenience store 

operators were issued citations for selling tobacco products to minors.   

 The CISD Police Department assisted in each of the neighborhood meetings and 

walks held during 2006.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
6. NEIGHBORHOOD WATCH PROGRAMS 

 

In addition to passing out information on the Neighborhood Watch Program at the 

Neighborhood Meetings, the Conroe Police Department provided information to local 

churches in the Dugan and Madeley Quarters area.  Neighborhood Watch information is 

also provided on the local Public Access Cable Channel.    

 

7. PARTNERING WITH ENTERGY 

 

 Adequate lighting on streets helps deter crime.   During 2006, thirteen requests were 

made and Entergy responded by repairing or replacing the lights.   

 

 

 

 

 



8. NUISANCE ABATEMENT 

 

Conroe Police Narcotics Investigators worked with City Code Enforcement Officers by 

observing and reporting obvious violations of sub-standard housing and dangerous 

buildings that are or have been used by drug users or sellers.    

 

Narcotics Investigators also began working with local motels in regards to renting rooms 

to known drug dealers or prostitutes.  Motel management has been cooperating and a 

good rapport has developed with the officers.   

 

Local convenience stores attracted Narcotics Investigator’s attention by selling items, that 

when packaged together, amount to narcotics paraphernalia.  Investigators warned these 

stores to cease selling these “kits” or face possible prosecution for selling narcotics 

paraphernalia.   

 

Narcotics Investigators mail letters to owners of vehicles, houses, or buildings explaining 

the legal ramifications of participating in or allowing others to use drugs or sell drugs in 

or on their vehicle or property.   Under current seizure laws, it is possible to seize a 

vehicle or building if the owner is aware of the activity and has been previously warned 

about the activity.  Copies of these letters are kept on file for future reference if needed.  

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



9. WORKING WITH MONTGOMERY COUNTY OFFICIALS 

 

In January 2006, Mayor Tommy Metcalf, met with prosecutors and judges advising them 

the Narcotics Unit would be tracking the following data:   

 Dispositions of felony drug cases.    

 Bond information on felony drug cases.    

 Data collected on all drug offenses handled by the police department. 

     

Prior to implementation of the program the private sector was asked to help with the 

program: 

 Local news media outlets were contacted and asked to play a part in the program. 

 Local businesses were asked to become involved in the program.   

 

 

10. ESTABLISHING A JUVENILE CURFEW 

 

Mayor Metcalf and City Council instituted a juvenile curfew.   Both juveniles and parents 

can be held accountable for violations of the ordinance.   

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



PROJECT ASSESSMENT 
 

Project efforts were tracked during 2006 and because some statistics are still not yet firm, 

tracking continues into 2007. Quarterly progress meetings were held with City 

Administration, Police Administration, and Narcotics Unit members.   Assessment of the 

project’s progress was tracked through the following methods: 

 

 Narcotics Arrests, Charges Filed, and Drugs Seized 

An emphasis was put on both the quality and quantity of data tracked.  Detailed 

information was tracked in 2006 and as shown below, some of the data was not 

tracked in 2005 or 2004.  

 

 Reduction in Drug Related Crimes 

The Texas Department of Public Safety tracks felony crimes and reported 

significant decreases in felony crimes commonly associated with drug activity. 

 

 Population Change 

While drug related crimes went down during the reporting period, the population 

of the city increased 8.8% from 2005 to 2006 and approximately 16.1% from 

2004 to 2006.  

 

 Drug Related Calls For Service 

A chart below shows the calls for service and the increase or decrease for each 

district in the project for the years 2004-2006.   Calls for service increases can be 

attributed to two possible scenarios:  

1. Narcotics Unit Investigators opened more drug cases as a result of 

increased enforcement actions 

2. Citizens began to feel more comfortable in reporting drug activity 

as witnessed by the approximate 70% increase in leads that were 

reported.  

 

 Offense Tracking 

Municipal, Misdemeanor, and Felony drug offenses were tracked to obtain an 

idea of exactly what types of drug problems were occurring within the city.  

Associated crimes identified during narcotics investigations were also tracked.    

 

 Felony Case Disposition Tracking 

Prosecutors and Judges were held accountable through tracking of felony drug 

offense dispositions.   Numerous cases of what appeared to lenient sentences and 

plea bargains were discussed with prosecutors and judges in October 2006.  

Dispositions received after October 1, 2006 were tracked to see if any changes 

had been made.   

 

As a result, the District Attorney’s Office created a guideline stating suspects 

charged with distribution of narcotics would not be eligible for probation in plea 

bargains.    



 

After the October discussion, a trend of assessing at least a minimal amount of jail 

time either in county jail or in a state jail or penitentiary was observed.  The 

average sentence assessed ranged from six months to one year.      

 

 Felony Bond Dispositions 

Bonds on charges greater than Municipal charges are set by a group of 

magistrates appointed by the State District Court Administrative Judge.  There 

was an appearance of inconsistency in the way bonds were being determined for 

drug charges.  Known drug offenders with previous history and those awaiting 

trial on previous charges were also being released back into the community as a 

result of low or inconsistent bonds.   

 

Through cooperation with the magistrates, prosecutors, and arresting officers, 

bonds have become more consistent and notice is being taken on repeat drug 

offenders.  Arresting officers are including more information on their arrest 

reports showing the history of the suspect and his/her history of drug use or sales.  

 

Jail overcrowding created a problem with bonding procedures in that when the jail 

was over capacity, bonds were automatically reduced to make space in the jail.   

 

As the project progressed, changes needed to be made to adapt to the changing 

circumstances: 

 

 

 While one of the goals of the project was to rid the street corners of drug dealers, 

it soon became harder to accomplish as dealers moved off of the streets and into 

residences to sell their drugs.  This forced clients to come inside the residence to 

buy.   Another tactic used was to force clients to ingest their drugs inside the 

residence, making it less likely for officers to arrest the clients for possession 

charges when they leave the residence.  

 

 It was also noted that drug dealers, specifically “crack cocaine” dealers, moved 

out of residences and began using local motels in which to “cook” their cocaine.  

This created another problem in that narcotics investigators had to start directing 

their attention to the local motels as crimes such prostitution, assaults, and thefts 

began to occur.   

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 



ARRESTS, CHARGES FILED, AND DRUGS SEIZED 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

CONROE POLICE DEPARTMENT 

NARCOTICS STATISTICS 2004-2006 

  

*ASTERIKS INDICATE DATA WAS NOT CAPTURED* 

  2004 2005 2006 

INVESTIGATIONS         

Investigations Opened 91 228 190 

Patrol Cases Assigned 113 339 258 

Uniformed Unit Cases Opened * * 276 

Drug Free Zone Cases  * * 11 

Search Warrants 6 15 31 

Knock and Talks * * 18 

LEADS       

CPS * * 1 

CrimeStoppers * * 2 

Public Service 24 15 51 

CHARGES FILED       

Felony Charges Filed 81 242 367 

Misdemeanor Charges Filed 26 30 172 

Felony Arrests 22 34 158 

Misdemeanor Arrests 38 8 223 

Warrants Cleared * * 396 

Adult Narcotics Arrests 28 32 169 

Adult Gang Arrests * 3 4 

Adult Prostitution Arrests 4 1 2 

Other Adult Arrests 7 1 109 

Juvenile Gang Arrests 0 0 0 

Statute Related Citations * * 117 

Warning Citations Written * * 168 

Vehicles Searched  * * 329 



ARRESTS, CHARGES FILED, AND DRUGS SEIZED (CONT.) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

VALUES       

Currency Seized 6093 89822 45716 

Vehicles Seized 3 4 11 

Property and Assets Seized 3500 1 2000 

Stolen Property Recovered 9000 100 4040 

Number of Firearms Seized * * 18 

DRUG SEIZURES       

Marijuana Recovered (grams) 53.8 8153.5 203.22 

Marijuana Plants Recovered 0 0 2.03 

Cocaine Recovered (grams) 10277.4 121.8 679.37 

Crack Cocaine Recovered (grams) 59.9 69.34 793.81 

Methamphetamine Recovered (grams) 35.3 3.8 1.38 

Ecstacy Recovered (hits) 5 200 123.7 

LSD Recovered (hits) 0 0 0 

Heroin Recovered (grams) 0 0 0 

Soma (pills) * * 49 

Hydrocodone (pills) * * 0 

Xanax (pills) * * 180.5 

Other Pills * * 297.6 



REDUCTION IN MAJOR CRIMES 

 

MAJOR CRIMES BY CATEGORY 

2004-2006 

  
     

  

  
 

2004-2005 
 

2005-2006 
 

3 YEAR  

  2004 % CHANGE 2005 % CHANGE 2006 % CHANGE 

MURDER 4 -50.0 2 +60.0 5 +20.0 

RAPE 25 -4.0 24 -16.6 20 -20.0 

ROBBERY 94 +6.9 101 -42.5 58 -38.2 

ASSAULT 233 -8.5 213 -27.2 155 -33.4 

BURGLARY  492 +13.5 569 -20.9 450 -8.5 

LARCENY 2124 -11.5 1878 -5.5 1773 -16.5 

AUTO THEFT 197 -11.6 174 +7.4 188 -4.5 

  
     

  

TOTALS 3169 -6.5 2961 -10.5 2649 -16.4 

 

 

 

 

CITY OF CONROE POPULATION 

 

 

 

 

DRUG RELATED CALLS FOR SERVICE  BY YEAR 

 

 

 

 

 

 

CITY OF CONROE  

POPULATION BY YEAR 2004-2006 

   2004-2005  2005-2006  3 YEAR  

  2004 % CHANGE 2005 % CHANGE 2006 CHANGE 

POPULATION  40,566 +8.0 44,116 +8.8 48,375  +16.1 

DRUG RELATED CALLS FOR SERVICE 2004-2006 

         

   2004-2005  2005-2006  3 YEAR 

  2004 CHANGE 2005 CHANGE 2006 CHANGE 

Northwest District ( A ) 41 +62.7 110 -27.2 80 +48.7 

Northeast District  ( B ) 100 +29.0 141 -2.1 138 +27.5 

Southwest District  ( C )  94 -6.0 88 +14.5 103 +8.0 

Southeast District ( D ) 191 +18.0 233 +28.7 327 +41.5 

Totals 426 +25.5 572 +23.2 648 +34.2 



SAMPLE OF QUARTERLY OFFENSE TRACKING REPORTS 

 

2006 OFFENSE TRACKING MONTHY REPORT   

  
    

  

        
4TH 
QTR 

3RD 
QTR 

FELONY OCT NOV DEC 2006 2006 

DELIVERY CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 6 2 0 8 12 

DELIVERY SIMULATED CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 0 0 0 0 0 
DELIVERY CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE DRUG FREE 

ZONE 1 4 0 5 4 

DELIVERY MARIJUANA FELONY 0 0 0 0 0 

POSSESSION CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE FELONY 31 38 35 104 66 

POSSESSION MARIJUANA FELONY 2 0 0 2 4 

NUMBER FELONY WARRANTS 10 18 17 45 27 

OTHER FELONY 13 8 6 27 25 

        
4TH 
QTR 

3RD 
QTR 

MISDEMEANOR OCT NOV DEC 2006 2006 

POSSESSION DANGEROUS DRUG 10 10 7 27 16 
POSSESSION CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 

MISDEMEANOR 12 10 12 34 22 

POSSESSION MARIJUANA MISDEMEANOR 27 25 34 86 76 

NUMBER MISDEMEANOR WARRANTS 24 10 9 43 39 

OTHER MISDEMEANOR 0 0 0 0 0 

PROSTITUTION 0 0 0 0 5 

        
4TH 
QTR 

3RD 
QTR 

MUNICIPAL OCT NOV DEC 2006 2006 

POSSESSION NARCOTICS PARPHERNALIA 18 18 16 52 74 

CURFEW VIOLATION 0 0 0 0 0 

OTHER VIOLATION CITY ORDINANCE  0 0 0 0 0 

SOLICITATION 0 0 0 0 0 

NUMBER MISDEMEANOR WARRANTS 18 22 4 44 84 

OTHER MISDEMEANOR CHARGES 0 7 0 7 7 

        
4TH 
QTR 

3RD 
QTR 

  OCT NOV DEC 2006 2006 

PATROL INITIATED 72 79 96 247 197 

NARCOTICS UNIT INITIATED 39 34 45 118 79 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



SAMPLE OF CASE DISPOSITION TRACKING  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

FELONY CHARGE BOND DISPOSITIONS 

AUGUST 2006 

CASE SUSPECT    BOND  OUT BONDING  

NUMBER NAME OFFENSE AMOUNT Y/N COMPANY 

06080028 Bellmore, Kelly Marie PCSF $5,000.00 N   

06080225 Johnson, Chantal Carnice PCSF Juvenile 
 

  

06080425 Robins, Raymon Lee PCSF $5,000.00 N   

06080443 Johnson, Angela Leigh PCSF $5,000.00 Y  Eddie Lagway 

06080577 Henry, Jack Eugene PCSF $5,000.00 Y Eddie Lagway 

06081179 Simmons, Angela Carey PCSF $2,500.00 Y Byron Benton 

06081372 Hill, Moses Eundray PCSF $3,500.00 N   

06081372 Stansel, Kelly O'Neal PCSF $3,500.00 N   

06081372 Stansel, Tana Kay PCSF $5,000.00 N   

06081412 
Johnson, Tremayne 
Alexander 

PCSFX2, 
POMM $19,000.00 Y Eddie Lagway 

06081578 Spiller, Thomas Dean Jr PCSF,PSCM $10,000.00 N   

06081809 Pierce, Justin Allen PCSF $2,500.00 Y Renell Pedigo 

06082243 Box, George Robert PCSF $10,000.00 Y 
Dustin 
Rutherford 

06082243 Box, George Robert PCSF $2,500.00 Y 
Dustin 
Rutherford 

06082314 Gray, Jerry Bruce PCSF,CCAB $30,000.00 N   

06082316 Ratcliff, Donyea Monique PCSF,PSCM $3,000.00 Y Steve Sondag 

06082483 
Johnson, Tremayne 
Alexander PSCF $5,000.00 Y Eddie Lagway 

06082619 Samuel, Liticia Denise DCSF $80,000.00 Y Steve Sondag 

06082619  Jefferson, Toussainte Leost DCSF $105,000.00 Y Eddie Lagway 

06082720 Roebuck, Darrell Franklin PSCF $7,500.00 Y Debra Foster 

06082821 Noriega, Lee Rene PCSF $4,000.00 Y 
Dustin 
Rutherford 

06083053 Eason, Timothy Faith PCSF $5,000.00 N   

06083268 Gillespie, Earl Ray PCSF $6,000.00 Y Eddie Lagway 

06083356 Lopez-Nunez, Juan Carlos PCSF $2,500.00 Y Bob Gold 

06083496 Gonzales, Rosalio Paredes PCSF $2,500.00 Y Bob Gold 

06083500 Castenada, Jeffrey Ruban PCSF $2,500.00 Y Cash Bond 

06083818 Martinez, Juan P. PCSF $2,500.00 Y Bob Gold 

06084252 McWashington, Lisa Louise PCSF $2,500.00 Y Eddie Lagway 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 



  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

             

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



AGENCY AND OFFICER INFORMATION 
 

 

The 2006 Drug Initiative was adopted throughout the Conroe Police Department and 

officers, civilian employees, and volunteers participated in the project at levels from 

serving food at the neighborhood meetings to the patrol and narcotics investigators who 

chased down drug suspects.   

 

All City Departments participated in the initiative at levels from approving parade 

permits to assembling and erecting street signs for the project.   

 

Outside organizations such as the local newspaper, the Conroe Courier played an integral 

part in promoting citizen involvement in the project as well as informing its readers of the 

project’s successes.   

 

Local businesses participated by donating food for the neighborhood meetings and even 

participated in preparing and serving the food.   

 

For more detailed information, questions, or comments on the 2006 Drug Initiative, 

contact: 

 

Sgt. Bob Berry 

Conroe Police Department, Narcotics Unit 

700 Old Montgomery Road 

Conroe, Texas 77301 

Phone: 936-522-3233 

Fax: 936-522-3378    

Email: bberry@cityofconroe.org 
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