                          WIRE INTERCEPTION MINIMIZATION GUIDELINES

                 
                                      CWT-«CWT»
1.)      All officers and monitors must read the affidavit and findings and order, and these instructions.  Sign the acknowledgement before monitoring.

2.)      The interception order only authorizes the interception of communications to and from those telephones numbers specified in the interception order, regarding  conversations of our named target and of other individuals, including co-conspirators, and accomplices, as related to the offenses enumerated in the interception order.





3.)      The execution of the order must be conducted in such a way as to minimize the interception of communications not related to the conspiracy under investigation.
  Minimization is required by A.R.S. §13-3010 and by the order.  Your job is to listen to and record all pertinent conversations, while minimizing the interception of innocent (non-criminal) conversations.   This minimization requirement depends upon an objective assessment of the facts and circumstances at the time of the interception.

4.)      Monitors may listen to the initial identification portion of every call.  Generally, courts have held that in the early stages of interceptions, officers have greater latitude to intercept for the purpose of identifying suspects and co-conspirators.  However, immediately upon determining that the call is not relevant to the criminal offenses in the order, minimization of that conversation should occur.

5.)      After minimization of a call, it is possible that other co-conspirators may join the conversation, and/or the conversation may turn from innocent topics to the conspiracy under investigation.  To determine if this has occurred, monitors may spot monitor a conversation after it has been minimized.  Monitors may periodically reactivate the recorder and listening device for short periods of times to determine if the conversation continues to be innocent or is related to the pertinent crime(s). 

6.)      If, during the investigation, officers learn that conversations between particular individuals are invariably innocent (not crime-related), then calls between these persons should be minimized as soon as these speakers are identified in the call.

7.)      No conversation may be intercepted that would fall under any legal privilege.  The four categories of legal privileges are as follows:

(a.)  Attorney-Client Privilege:  Never knowingly listen to or record a conversation between a subject and his/her attorney.  Interception of the conversation should terminate immediately unless it relates to present or future commission of a crime.

(b.)  Clergyman-Parishioner Privilege:  All conversations and conduct between a parishioner and his clergyman are to be considered privileged.  If it is determined that a clergyman is a party to a conversation and the clergyman has been consulted in his professional capacity, the conversation should be minimized.

(c.)  Doctor-Patient Privilege:  Any conversation a patient has with a doctor pertaining to diagnosis, symptoms, treatment, or any other aspect of physical, mental or emotional health is privileged and should be minimized.

(d.)  Husband-Wife Privilege:  Any conversation between a husband and wife which relates to the marital relationship is privileged.  However, conversations between a husband and a wife may be spot monitored to determine if the partner is acting as a message-taker or message-deliverer.  If the partner of a subject named in the order is involved in the conspiracy, the affiant and prosecutor should be advised.

8.)      We do not have authorization to intercept conversations concerning the commission or planning of other crimes not enumerated in the order.    However, in the event that a monitored call involves the commission of another crime, continue to monitor that particular call and contact an affiant and an assigned prosecutor immediately.
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