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It is my pleasure to publish this annual comprehensive statistical report on asset forfeiture proceedings 
conducted pursuant to California state law (California Health and Safety Code Sections 11469, et seq.). 

This is the 11th annual asset forfeiture report, providing information on all forfeitures initiated throughout the 
state during calendar year 2005. This report contains details on the recipients and value of all forfeited 
assets from forfeitures completed and disbursed in 2005 (including those initiated in 2005 and those pending 
from 1995 through 2004). 

The goal of asset forfeiture is to strip drug traffickers of the profits they derive from illegal drug trade. Illegal 
drug trafficking diverts money from lawful commerce. While drug seizures and arrests present a temporary 
setback for drug traffickers, asset forfeiture takes away their profits and diminishes their ability to continue 
the illegal enterprise. 

Education and drug abuse prevention programs are funded with asset forfeiture proceeds. Law enforce-
ment agencies are permitted by law to use the proceeds of forfeiture to purchase safe, more effective 
equipment they otherwise could not afford. Thus, law enforcement is able to convert criminal profits into 
supplemental funding which, in turn, is used to fight illegal drug trade. 

Legally and fairly administered, asset forfeiture laws are a powerful tool for enforcing California’s drug laws 
and preventing violent crime. Depriving drug traffickers of their profits and ability to continue their criminal 
enterprises makes California a safer and healthier state.

 BILL LOCKYER

 Attorney General
 



Health and Safety Code 11495 

11495.  (a) The funds received by the law enforcement agencies under 
Section 11489 shall be deposited into an account maintained by the Con-
troller, county auditor, or city treasurer.  These funds shall be distributed 
to the law enforcement agencies at their request. The Controller, auditor, 
or treasurer shall maintain a record of these disbursements which records 
shall be open to public inspection, subject to the privileges contained in 
Sections 1040, 1041, and 1042 of the Evidence Code. 

(b) Upon request of the governing body of the jurisdiction in which the 
distributions are made, the Controller, auditor, or treasurer shall conduct 
an audit of these funds and their use. In the case of the state, the govern-
ing body shall be the Legislature. 

(c) Each year, the Attorney General shall publish a report which sets 
forth the following information for the state, each county, each city, and 
each city and county: 

(1) The number of forfeiture actions initiated. 
(2) The number of cases and the administrative number or court docket 

number of each case for which forfeiture was ordered or declared. 
(3) The value of the assets forfeited. 
(4) The recipients of the forfeited assets, the amounts received, and the 

date of the disbursement. 
(d) The Attorney General shall develop administrative guidelines for the 

collection and publication of the information required in subdivision (c). 
(e) The Attorney General’s report shall cover the calendar year and 

shall be made no later than March 1 of each year beginning with the year 
after the enactment of this law. 
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○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ 

Introduction 
○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ 

California Health and Safety Code Section 11495, which 
became effective August 19, 1994, as part of the state’s 
current asset forfeiture statutes, requires the Attorney General 

to publish an annual report that provides the following information for 
the state and each county: 

◆ The number of forfeiture actions initiated during the year covered 
by the report. 

◆ The number of cases, and the administrative number or court 
docket number of each case, for which forfeiture was ordered or 
declared during the report year. 

◆ The value of the assets forfeited during the report year. 

◆ The recipients of the forfeited assets, the amounts received and the 
disbursements dates. 

The information covers only state seizures and forfeitures conducted 
pursuant to California law.  Federal seizures and forfeitures in which 
California law enforcement agencies participated/shared are not 
reported in this document. 

This 11th annual report covers the 2005 calendar year.  Subsequent 
reports will be published by March 1 of each year. 
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○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ 

Methodology 
○ ○ ○ ○  ○

To comply with the requirements of Health and Safety Code 
Section 11495, the Department of Justice (DOJ) on 
December 22, 1994, distributed a Division of Law 

Enforcement Information Bulletin to all California district attorneys. 
This bulletin requested that the district attorneys, as the officials 
conducting state forfeiture proceedings, document the information 
required for each forfeiture action effective January 1, 1995, and for 
every year thereafter. 

DOJ created a self-contained computer program for the district 
attorneys’ use in collecting/reporting the required statistical 
information. In 1995, a computer disk containing this program and a 
User’s Guide were sent to each district attorney’s office in California. 
In 1996, and again in 1997, DOJ developed enhanced versions of the 
computer program for easier and more efficient entry/modification of 
data for the annual report. Most district attorneys provided data to 
DOJ for this report via this computer program. 

This report provides county and statewide information required by 
Health and Safety Code Section 11495 on all forfeitures initiated 
during calendar year 2005. For each forfeiture initiated during 1995 
through 2005  that was completed during calendar year 2005, 
detailed information is provided as to the number of cases, case 
numbers, asset values and recipients of the forfeited assets -- again by 
county and statewide. 

Pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 11489, state asset 
forfeiture proceeds are to be distributed as follows: 

◆ One percent to a private, nonprofit organization composed of local 
prosecutors for the exclusive purpose of providing a statewide 
program of education and training for prosecutors and law enforce­
ment in the ethics and proper use of state asset seizure and forfei­
ture laws. 

◆ Ten percent to the prosecutorial agency that processes the forfeiture 
action. 
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◆ Twenty-four percent to the State General Fund. 

◆ Sixty-five percent to the state and/or local law enforcement 
agencies that participated in the seizure, distributed in a manner that 
reflects the proportionate contribution of each agency.

 (Fifteen percent of any funds distributed to local law enforcement agencies
     must be deposited in a special fund maintained by the county, city, or city and

 county of any agency making the seizure or seeking an order for forfeiture
     and shall be used for the sole purpose of funding programs designed to
     combat drug abuse and divert gang activity.) 

In setting forth the recipients of assets forfeited in 2005, this report 
lists for most counties the full 65 percent share going to local law 
enforcement agencies. It does not provide detail as to those agencies’ 
disposition of 15 percent of their share to a county and/or city special 
fund because the information was not provided, nor is it required for 
this report. Some agencies did voluntarily provide this information for 
their cases, and for those counties the amount of the 15 percent share 
is listed in Table 3 as going to “15% -11489” or to a county special 
fund. 

In some cases where the report lists only one law enforcement 
recipient, that agency may in fact have done a further distribution of 
the amount listed to other law enforcement agencies that participated 
in the case. This further distribution information was not available in 
some cases because of the type of distribution system used by some 
district attorneys’ offices. 
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The information provided in this report represents 100 percent
reporting by California’s 58 district attorneys.

◆ A total of 4,324 forfeiture proceedings were initiated in 2005
involving assets with a total estimated value of $33,664,732.  Some
of these proceedings remain pending. (The disposition of any
pending proceedings will be provided in the annual report covering
the year they are completed and fully disbursed.)

◆ A total of 3,685 forfeiture cases were completed during 2005
(includes cases initiated from 1995 through 2005). The total value
of the disbursed assets is $19,886,810.

◆  Five counties initiated no forfeitures during 2005.

○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○

Highlights
○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○
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○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ 

Forfeitures 
Initiated 

○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ 

◆Table 1 provides information on asset forfeiture actions initiated 
pursuant to California law during 2005. 

◆ For purposes of this report, seizure of assets constitutes the initia­
tion of a forfeiture action. 

◆ Some cases listed involved forfeiture actions that are still pending. 
In other cases, forfeiture was ordered or declared and assets were 
distributed during 2005. (Details on the latter are provided in the 
“Forfeitures Completed” section.) 

◆ The following counties have no information listed in Table 1 
because they did not initiate any forfeiture actions during 2005: 

Alpine Amador 

Mariposa Modoc Sierra 
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○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ 

Forfeitures 
Completed 

○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ 

◆ Table 2 provides summary information by county on asset forfei­
ture cases completed pursuant to California law during 2005. 
(This includes disbursement information on cases initiated from 
1995 through 2005.) 

◆ For purposes of this report, an asset forfeiture case is considered 
completed when forfeiture has been ordered or declared and all 
assets have been distributed. 

◆ Table 3 provides detailed information on each asset forfeiture case 
completed pursuant to California law during 2005. (This includes 
disbursement information on cases initiated from 1995 through 
2005.) 

◆ The “Amount Forfeited” listed in Table 3 for each case represents 
the net amount available for disbursement, after deduction of costs 
or returns to claimants and addition of accrued interest. 

◆ Cases initiated from 1995 through 2005 in which only partial 
distribution has been made are not listed in Table 3 and are consid­
ered still pending. 

◆ The following counties show zeroes in Table 2 and are not shown 
in Table 3 because, during this report period, they did not fully 
distribute assets from any forfeiture cases initiated from 1995 
through 2005: 

Alpine Amador Colusa 

Del Norte Mariposa Modoc 

Mono Plumas San Benito 

Sierra 
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                     Table 2 
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