PROCEEDINGS OF THE BROWN COUNTY
PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

Pursuant to Section 19.84 Wis. Stats., a regular meeting of the Brown County Public Safety Committee
was held on Wednesday, February 5, 2014 in Rm 200, Northern Bldg., 305 E. Walnut St., Green Bay, WI.

Present: Chair Buckley, Supervisor Clancy, Supervisor Nicholson, Supervisor Zima
Excused: Supervisor Carpenter
Also Present: Sheriff Gossage

L Call meeting to order.
The meeting was called to order by Chair Patrick Buckley at 5:30 p.m.

II. Approve/Modify Agenda.

Motion made by Supervisor Clancy, seconded by Supervisor Nicholson to approve. Vote taken.
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

III. Approve/Modify Minutes of January 15, 2014.

Motion made by Supervisor Clancy, seconded by Supervisor Nicholson to approve. Vote taken.
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Comments from the Public. None.

1. Review minutes of: None.

Communications

2. Communication from Supervisor Vander Leest re: Request on behalf of Green Bay west side
residents for the Brown County Sheriff Department and WI State Patrol to increase patrol in
construction zones on Highway 41 from Lombardi Avenue area through the end of the
construction zone on Highway 41.

Buckley informed that he had talked to Supervisor Vander Leest, Vander Leest had spoken with the
Sheriff and he felt everything was good and the Sheriff would handle it.

Motion made by Supervisor Nicholson, seconded by Supervisor Clancy to receive and place on file.
Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

3. Communication from Supervisor Nicholson re: Review a possible contract between Brown County
Sheriff’'s Department and Brown County Housing Authority/ICS to assist with Home Inspections
with possible action.

Nicholson suggested holding off on this item until the March meeting. He spoke with someone who
would like to speak to this who had been involved but had since retired. He may be able to give some
input on some advantages and pros on this. They had a meeting at the Sheriff's department and
there were some issues that were brought up but he felt they could clear it if they had this person
come and talk and advice on this and give some tips. Sheriff Gossage felt it was a great idea because
he wasn’t sure what direction Nicholson wanted to go on this. They could certainly look at
contracting hours but they had to look at the whole package and what it entailed. Robin Hallet
provided info on finances and hours earlier on that Gossage could review and gather for next month.
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Motion made by Supervisor Nicholson, seconded by Supervisor Clancy to hold until March. Vote
taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Communication from Supervisor Buckley re: After the recent LAX shooting, review the active
shooter training and protocol for the airport security guards. As well as the Sheriff’s Dept. officers
and other local agencies responding.

Gossage stated that he had spoken with Airport Director Tom Miller and Trace Paulson who was
their coordinator with the airport security officers, they do receive annual training with regard to
active shooter, and however that training was conducted at NWTC which was a training site. They
don’t go through the exact same training as law enforcement does but they had melded some of the
shoots for the airport. Gossage spoke with his training officer and to ensure that they were up to
speed, they had training that was scheduled for late May, early June for the airport to get them on
board with the MACTAC training which was the new way that they were responding to active
shooter incidents. At that point, he would be able to give them a better gauge or barometer of
where they were with their training to see whether they were going to be able to fit in because in
August they had a follow-up to all law enforcement officers that received the initial training, there
was more training with regard to the active shooter because they had seen more and more volatile
situations occurring.

Buckley wanted to make sure they were clear as possible that if something happened at the airport,
how were the officers responding out there and what the security guards protocol at that point for
an active shooter. Gossage responded that they wanted to be able to establish that they were on
the same page that they were because they don’t want to put them or citizens in a precarious
position. Buckley wanted to make sure that the airport kept this more top of mind than anything.

Motion made by Supervisor Nicholson, seconded by Supervisor Clancy to hold until May, 2014.
Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Medical Examiner

5.

Sheriff
6.

2014 Brown County Medical Examiner Activity Spreadsheet.
No action taken.

Jail Average Daily Population by Month and Type for Calendar Year 2013.
Currently at 90% capacity, doing well. They had an unforeseen spike at the end of the year. They

were at about 28 federal prisoners which was great because they budgeted for 14 for 2014 so they
were considerably higher. In the summertime they start to lose those prisoners.

Supervisor Zima arrived at 5:36 p.m.

Motion made by Supervisor Nicholson, seconded by Supervisor Clancy to receive and place on file.
Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Budget Adjustment Request (14-05) Category 5: Increase in expenses with offsetting increase in
revenue.

This was a 2014 budget adjustment request to increase expenses to purchase two pieces of
equipment for the bomb squad funded by a federal homeland security grant. The grant provided
$3,384 for the purchase of a grid aiming device for the bomb robot and $26,576 for the purchase of
an imagining x-ray device. There was no local match for this grant.
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Motion made by Supervisor Nicholson, seconded by Supervisor Clancy to approve. Vote taken.
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

8. Sheriff's Report.

Gossage informed that they were currently looking at options such as Day Report Centers, working
on a heroin initiative, the Heroin Task Force, as well as working on the protective status issue.

With regard to the Protective Status for Correction Officers - Feb 6, 2014, it was supposed to have
gone before the Judiciary Committee. That did get moved out of the Judiciary Committee and went
to the Retirement Committee. He had been instructed that they will let them him know when that
hearing will be. Gossage will be down in Madison February 11-13 for Badger State Sheriff’s and will
be conduction annual conference and speaking with the legislature. He will make sure to bring up
the protective status issue. They will be talking about the Crime Prevention Bill AB74 which brought
money to local counties to disperse for crime prevention funds. Buckley questioned if the Sheriff’s
Association had taken a position on the protective status yet? Gossage responded that it had gone
to the Legislative Committee, he had spoken with Brent Olson who was the Sheriff of Juno County
and the Chairman of that committee, they were showing a letter of support from Badger State
Sheriff’s, although, and not all Sheriffs were not in the same opinion. They don’t have to as an
organization; he felt it was the majority. The bill really directed that a county may opt to go that
route and it was not that they shall. There was an option for counties to opt out.

Zima questioned if they had any other conversations before on this with other Sheriffs? Gossage
responded that they round-tabled this and there were some, each Sheriff’s office was an anomaly.
There were some really small Sheriff’s office that didn’t want to have that ability to have their
protective status, there were some large ones that did. There were sworn officers yet at Dane
County. They were somewhat an enigma. Brown County was unique in that they had civilian
corrections officers but yet had protective status. When you take a look throughout the state
nothing was template the same. Each one had their own makeup to it. Zima questioned if they were
aware of the wording that it wouldn’t put a burden on them. He felt it would be a tool for some
people and other people it wouldn’t matter. 1t was Gossage’s perception that it was a lot of easier to
tell your staff that they were supportive of this but the state won’t allow them to do it. But now the
counties (County Board of Supervisors) had the ability to do it and he believed the County Board had
spoken with a unanimous vote and that’s the message they will be sending. He sent the resolution
to Cory Bruce, Research Assistant at Wisconsin State Assembly, to include in his packet.

Zima questioned how many other counties would this be of interest to? Gossage believed there
were 12 other counties that were in this other dilemma. Kewaunee County was very supportive as
well as Sheboygan County. Zima questioned if they have any other feedback from the legislative
people that met with them. Gossage felt that there were some negative vibes, which he didn’t
understand. Zima agreed, he couldn’t understand where they were coming from, they were asking
for something pretty simple and they kept making it much more complicated. It didn’t seem to be to
him. Zima found it almost offensive how a couple of them were talking; he didn’t know where they
were coming from. The way it was worded, whoever doesn’t want to have it, didn’t have to have
participate, he felt it was a no-brainer. They stated they were worried about financial impact, Zima
stated that the impact wasn’t to them, it was to the county. Gossage stated that the bill pointed out
that it was the County Board that determined the ETF status of the employees. All it did was
basically solidifying that in the statute, that’s what they were asking for. Zima added and if there
was a cost, it was a cost to the county to bare not the state. Gossage stated that Senator Kohl
brought up what that fiscal impact was or why it was important and Gossage didn’t see the nexus
was because it was a 7% employee percentage and he believed the employer paid 10.10%, is what
that difference was. Buckley stated it clarified the bad ruling, more clarity to it so that the counties
could make their own decision. Gossage told the correction staff and the County Board that he
would go testify whatever needed to be done to ensure that their message was brought to the
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legislature. His concern after talking with other Sheriffs and some legislatures, it sounded as if they
wouldn’t be taking on controversial issues because of the fact that it was an election year. Zima
reiterated that this was so uncontroversial, Gossage and the rest of the committee agreed. Zima felt
they didn’t seem to understand and kept searching for things that were nonsecretor. Gossage stated
that it would have helped if they had the draft language for them to look it. State Representative
John Nygren’s issue was how could they weigh in on this when it hadn’t been published yet. Gossage
could understand but the concept was what they were trying to convey to the group. Here was the
concept this is what was being supported and they were looking for their support.

Gossage stated that Representatives were looking for co-sponsorship and sponsorship in the senate
for the assembly bill. His hope would be for them to get it done. They know it had to be on the fast
track. Zima questioned if they could put together a simple little fact sheet about the bill and send it
out to alleviate any of their concerns. Gossage was hoping that during the public hearing they would
be able to address that and he could address those issues before the Retirement Board.

Buckley questioned if anyone from the jail, corrections staff had been contacting the legislatures.
Gossage stated he hoped they were. He knew they were going through the appeals process through
ETF. He wasn’t sure where they were on it or how long it took to get those appointments schedule
but they do have an appeals process once it had been taken away. Buckley felt they should
encourage them also in working with them to. Gossage responded that it had been noted that they
should be contacting local representatives and those phone numbers were available. They had been
encouraged to contact state representatives as well.

Buckley questioned if there were any outstanding issues like the building for cars and evidence, etc.
and questioned if they could get a report next month. Gossage stated he could provide that report.
It was in the infantile stages and they went out for Request for Quote (RFQ) for the engineering
study. They were going to be looking at a timeliness issue of when seized vehicles would be moved
from their current location to another, per their agreement, a secured enclosed facility. His issue
would be that they may have to displace vehicles to accommodate for that.

Gossage informed that there was a recent issue with their fingerprinting software. It would no
longer be supported under the software that the county was moving to. This meant that they need
to buy a $56,000 fingerprint machine that they didn’t budget for. His argument would be that the
City of Green Bay will continue to operate on the XP and the state accepted it. It was not going to be
an invasive issue, Technology Services stated that they won’t support the XP system any longer,
there could be viruses coming in. This machine pushed data out and did not receive data. It was a
Xerox machine that took a copy and sent it to the state. Gossage had not had the ability to address
this with TS, it was brought up late last week and he will explore to see if there was a way to alleviate
the cost of a machine. They will have to buy a machine but he would like to be able to budget for it.

Their Huber Law was doing very well; their EMP program was at about 90 right now. Very affective.
No action taken.

9. Audit of bills. No bills available.
10. Such other matters as authorized by law. None.
11. Adjourn.

Motion made by Supervisor Clancy, seconded by Supervisor Zima to adjourn at 5:54p.m. Vote
taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Respectfully submitted,
Alicia Loehlein, Recording Secretary



