SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF MONTANA
Montana Eleventh Judicial District Court, County of Flathead

STATE OF MONTANA,

)
)
Plaintiff, )

} CAUSE NO. DC-05-091
-Vs- )

. ) DECISION
RICHARD AVILA, )

' )
Defendant. )

On October 29, 2015, Defendant was sentenced to the Montana State Prison for a period
of tén (10) years with five (5) suspended with a recommendation for placement at the Treasure
State Correctional Facility. Defendant was given credit for thirty-one (31) days served in custody
prior to disposition in this matter. Defendant must comply with all requirements of the Court’s
Judgment of June 30, 2005, as conditions of parole.

On February 4, 2016, the Defendant's Application for review of that sentence was heard
by the Sentence Review Division of the Montana Supreme Court (hereafter “the Division),

The Defendant appeared by video conferencing from the Yellowstone County Detention
Facility and was represented by Peter Ohman of the Office of the State Public Defender, - The
State was not represented.

Before hearing the Application, the Defendant was advised that the Division has the
authority not only to reduce the sentence or affirm it, but also to increase it. The Defendant was
further advised that there is no appeal from a decision of the Division, The Defendant
acknowledged that he understood this and stated that he wished to proceed.

Rule 12, Rules of the Sentence Review Division of the Supreme Court of Montana,
provides that, "The sentence imposed by the District Court is presumed correct. The sentence
shall not be reduced or increased unless it is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive." (Section
46-18-904(3), MCA).



Cause No. DC-05-091
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The Division finds that the reasons advanced for modification are insufficient to hold that
the sentence imposed by the District Court is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive.

Therefore, it is the unanimous decision of the Division that the sentence is AFFIRMED.

Done in open Court this 4™ day of February, 2016.

DATED this ;4™ day of ﬁ'g@g&@ﬁg 2016.

SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION

Hon. Brenda Gilbert, Chairperson

{

. Copies mailed this % " day
7 ofj%’ﬁqgﬁ , 2016, to:

Clerk of District Court (Original)
Richard Avila #2091092, Defendant (2)
Hon. Robert Allison ‘
Peter Ohman, Defense Counsel
John Donovan, Esq.

~ Board of Pardons and Parole
MSP - Records Dept.

(yeq ) d
ence Review Division




SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF MONTANA
Montana Fourth Judicial District Court, County of Missoula

STATE OF MONTANA,

o)
)
Plaintiff, ) :
) CAUSE NO. DC-08-428
-Vs- )
) DECISION
GILBERT HENRY BEIERLE, ) '
)
Defendant. )

On September 16, 2015, for violation of the conditions of a suspended sentence, the
Defendant’s sentence was revoked and he was sentenced to the Montana State Prison for a term
of five (5) years, for. the offense of Count I: Forgery, a Felony, in violation of 45-6-325(4),
MCA. The Defendant shall participate in the Intensive Supervision Program if available to him
at the Montana State Prison. The terms and conditions of the suspended portion of this Judgment
are the same as those contained in the Judgment filed with the Court on May 22, 2009. The
additional new terms and conditions of probation are that the Defendant shall be respongsible for
- previously ordered restitution in the amount of $11,149.72, joint and severally with the Co-
Defendant, Lance Beierle.

On February 4, 2016, the Defendant's Application for review of that sentence was heard
by the Sentence Review Division of the Montana Supreme Court (hereafter “the Division™),

The Defendant appeared by video conferencing from the Great Falls Regional Prison and
was represented by Jennifer Streano of the Office of the State Public Defender. The State was
not represented. ‘

Before hearing the Application, the Defendant was advised that the Division has the
authority not only to reduce the sentence or affirm it, but also to increase it. The Defendant was
further advised that there is no appeal from a decision of the Division. The Defendant
acknowledged that he understood this and stated that he wished to proceed. -

Rule I2, Rules of the Sentence Review Division of the Supreme Court of Montana,
provides that, "The sentence imposed by the District Court is presumed correct. The sentence
shall not be reduced or increased unless it is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive.” (Section
46-18-904(3), MCA).
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The Division finds that the reasons advanced for modification are insufficient to hold that
the sentence imposed by the District Court is clearly 1nadequate or clearly excessive,
Therefore, it is the unanimous decision of the Division that the sentence is AFFIRMED.

Done in open Court this 4™ day of February, 2016.

ot _
DATED this ;H day of Mm@?g,zma

'SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION

Hon. Brenda Gilbert, Chairperson

AU LT
Hon. Jotiri \ Wamef/ Member ¢

Copies mailed this _ﬁ-—nﬂ' da
of %g_g,aﬁﬁ_ . ,_2016,to:

Clerk of District Court (Original)

Gilbert Henry Beierle #24276 Defendant (2)
Hon. Leslie Halligan

Jennifer Streano, Defense Counsel

Robert J. Greenwell, Esq.

Board of Pardons and Parole

MSP - Records Dept.

Al ﬁ%@%/
eofgia [ovelady, Administffive Asmstant

Sedtence Review Division

€2
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SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF MONTANA
Montana Twenty First Judicial District Court, County of Ravalli '

" STATE OF MONTANA, )
' )
Plaintiff, ) CAUSE NO. DC-14-214
)
“Vs§- ) 7
‘ | ) DECISION
DANIEL BOWEN, )
)
Defendant. )

On March 11, 2015, the Defendant was sentenced to a commitment to the Montana
Department of Corrections for a period of ten (10) years, of which five (5) years are were suspended,
for the offense of Charge I - Intimidation, a Felony, in violation of §45-5-203, MCA. The Courtdid
not feel the security of a prison placement was needed in this case, but found that some form of
mental health placement or pre-release placement might be successful. As part of his conditions,
Defendant was ordered to pay supervision fees and PSI preparation fee, both of which were
eliminated on appeal, Defendant was credited with one (1) day of time served.

On February 4, 2016, the Defendant's Application for review of that sehtence 4was heard by
the Sentence Review Division of the Montana Supreme Court (hereafter “the Division™),

The Defendant was present and was repreSented by Jennifer Streano of the Office of the State
Public Defender. The State was not represented.

Before hearing the Application, the Defendant was advised that the Division has the authority
not only to reduce the sentence or affirm it, but also to increase it. The Defendant was further
advised that there is no appeal from a decision of the Division. The Defendant acknowledged that he
understood this and stated that he wished to proceed.

Rule 12, Rules of the Sentence Review Division of the Supreme Court of Montana, provides
that, "The sentence imposed by the District Court is presumed correct. The sentence shall not be
reduced or increased unless it is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive." (Section 46-18-904(3),
MCA). '
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It is the ynanimous decision of the Division that the sentence is clearly excessive. The
Defendant is clearly entitled to a MODIFIED sentence. The new sentence that shall be imposed is
a ten (10) year commitment to the Department of Corrections with seven (7) of those years
suspended. The Defendant shall receive credit for all time served since the date of his original
sentence of March 11, 2015, In addition, the Defendant shall be subject to all the terms and
conditions in the sentencing Judgment, during his suspended portion of his sentence, in particular
Condition (u): “The Defendant shall obtain a mental health evaluation by a State-approved treatment
provider/facility, at his/her own expense, and follow all recommendations of said evaluation,” The
reason for this modification is that the Defendant has a long history of mental illness and there
appears to be no appropriate mental health facility under the Department of Corrections in which to
place him. Currently he is housed in the Montana Assessment and Sanctions Center (MASC). The
behavior that led to the charge of Intimidation did not include actual injury to others. While the intent
of the sentencing judge was for the Defendant to receive treatment in a non-secure/prison setting that
has not been actualized. Therefore, in an effort for the Defendant to obtain needed treatment for a
non-violent crime, the Division unanimously agrees that by lengthening his suspended time, he may
return to.the community sooner to access mental health resources.

The remaining terms and conditions of the sentence imposed are not clearly inadequate or
clearly excessive and are AFFIRMED.

- Done in open Court this 4™ day of February, 2016.

DATED this_24™ day of gﬁzégcgzgﬁg 2016,

SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION

Hon. Brenda Gii%e Chaitperson

JoAf e

C@"JM Wairvné'i‘, Member



Cause No. DC-14-214
Sentence Review Division
Page 3
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
I, Georgia Lovelady, Administrative Assistant of the Sentence Review Division of the -

Montana Supreéme Court, hereby certify that copies of the foregoing DECISION were mailed this
A%ay of _, 2016, to the following: _

Clerk of District Court
Ravalli County -

205 Bedford Street, Ste. D
Hamilton, MT 59840

Angela Wetzsteon, Esq.

Ravalli County Attorney's Office
205 Bedford Street, Suite C
Hamilton, MT 59840

Peter Ohman, Defense Counsel
Office of the State Public Defender
502 8. 19th Ave,, Ste. 306
Bozeman, MT 59718

Daniel Bowen #2118834
MASC

2340 Mullan Road
Missoula, MT 59808

Hon. Jeffrey Langton
21st Judicial District

205 Bedford Street, Ste A
Hamilton, MT 59840

. Montana State Prison
Records Department
700 Conley Lake Road
Deer Lodge, MT 59722

Board of Pardons and Parole
1002 Hollenbeck Road
Deer Lodge, MT 59722







SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF MONTANA
Montana Eleventh Judicial District Court, County of Flathead

STATE OF MONTANA, )
)
Plaintiff, )

) CAUSE NO. DC-14-230
-vs- )

) DECISION

IAN FULLER BRANDON, )
)
Defendant, )

~.On October 2, 2015, the Defendant was sentenced to 4 commitment to the Department of
Corrections for a period of ten (10) years, with five (5) years suspended, for the offense of
Burglary, a Felony, in violation of §45-6-204(1)(a). This sentence shall run consecutive to the
sentence in Cause No. DC-15-343(D).

On February 5, 2016, the Defendant's Application for review of that sentence was heard
by the Sentence Review Division of the Montana Supreme Court (hereafter “the Division”),

The Defendant was present and was represented by Jennifer Streano of the Office of the
State Public Defender. The State was not represented, ' '

Before hearing the Application, the Defendant was advised that the Division has the
authority not only to reduce the sentence or affirm it, but also to increase it. The Defendant was
further advised that there is no appeal from a decision of the Division. The Defendant
acknowledged that he understood this and stated that he wished to proceed.

Rule 12, Rules of the Sentence Review Division of the Supreme Court of Montana,
provides that, "The sentence imposed by the District Court is presumed correct. The sentence
- shall not be reduced or increased unless it is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive." (Section
46-18-904(3), MCA).
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The Division finds that the reasons advanced for modification are insufficient to hold that-
the sentence imposed by the District Court is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive.

Therefore, it is the unanimous decision of the Division that the sentence is AFFIRMED.

Done in open Court this 5™ day of February, 2016.

W
DATED this 29 day of %M%Z 2016.

SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION

Bresach s

Hon. Brenda Gilbert, Chairperson

Hon Brad Newman Membér

/;/"///’// Q/

[,
Hon. J hrrWamer Member

Copies mailed this _;?;'L”a day
of_%mg 2016, to:

Clerk of District Court (Original)

Tan Fuller Brandon #45291, Defendant (2)
Hon. David Ortley

Jennifer Streano, Defense Counsel

Alison Elane Howard, Esq.

Board of Pardons and Parole

MSP - Records Dept.




SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF MONTANA
- Montana Eleventh Judicial District Court, County of Flathead

STATE OF MONTANA, )
' ' )
Plaintiff, ) CAUSE NO. DC-03-392
-v§- : )
o ) DECISION-
KENNETH MARTIN CHANDLER, ) APPLICATION WITHDRAWN
) ° .
Defendant, )

On October 29, 2015, the Defendant was revoked in Cause No, DC-03-392 and sentenced to
the Montana State Prison for five (5) years; in companion case Cause No, DC-10-1 34, the Defendant
was sentenced fo the Montana State Prison for a consécutive term of three (3) years. Both of these
sentences are to run concurrent to his Federal Sentence of 70 months in a U.S. Bureau of Prisons
filed on Sept, 3, 2015. Defendant was given credit for three hundred ninety-four (394) days time
served. : :

On February 5, 2016, the Defendant's Application for review of that sentence was scheduled
to be heard by the Sentence Review Division of the Montana Supreme Cqurt (hereafter “the
Division™),

The Defendant was present and was represented by Jennifer Streano of the Office of the State
Public Defender. The State was not represented. ' :

Before héaring the Application, Defense Counsel informed the Division that the Defendant
no longer wanted to have his sentence reviewed in Cause No. DC-03-392, Defendant was present
and confirmed that to the Division.

Therefore, it is the unanimous decision of the Division that the Defendant’s Application for
Review of Sentence is hereby deemed withdrawn. All matters in the above-named case before the
Division are concluded. '
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Done in open Court this 5™ day of February, 2016.

DATED this 29" day ofL%&@?L, 2016.

SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION

Ehmi Ly

Hon. Brenda Gllbert Chan'person

n
Copies mailed this ﬂ day
of Z%&wﬁ , 2016, to:

Clerk of District Court (Original)
Kenneth Martin Chandler #2050902, Defendant (2)
Hon. Robert Allison
Jennifer Streano, Defense Counsel
John Donovan, Esq.
Board of Pardons and Parole
- MWP - Records Dept.




SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF MONTANA
Montana Eleventh Judicial District Court, County of Flathead

STATE OF MONTANA, )
)
Plaintiff, )

) CAUSE NO. DC-10-134
-Vs- )

_ ) DECISION

KENNETH MARTIN CHANDLER, )
)
Defendant, )

On October 29, 2015, in Cause No. DC-03-392, the Defendant was sentenced to the
Montana State Prison for five (5) years; in Cause No. DC-10-134, the Defendant was sentenced -
to the Montana State Prison for a consecutive term of three (3) years. Both of these sentences are
to run concurrent to his Federal Sentence of 70 months'in a U.S. Bureau of Prisons filed on Sept.
3, 2015. Defendant was given credit for three hundred ninety-four (394) days time served.

On Februafy 5, 2016, the Defendant's Appiication for review of that sentence was heard
by the Sentence Review Division of the Montana Supreme Court (hereafter “the Division™),

The Defendant was present and was represented by Jennifer Streano of the Office of the
State Public Defender. The State was not represented.

Before hearing the Application, the Defendant was advised that the Division has the
authority not only to reduce the sentence or affirm it, but also to increase it. The Defendant was
further advised that there is no appeal from a decision of the Division. The Defendant
acknowledged that he understood this and stated that he wished to proceed.

Rule 12, Rules of the Sentence Review Division of the Supreme Court of Montana,
provides that, "The sentence imposed by the District Court is presumed correct. The sentence
shall not be reduced or increased unless it is clearly inadequate or clearly'excessive." (Section
46-18-904(3), MCA),

¢ .
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The Division finds that the reasons advanced for modification are insufficient to hold that

the sentence imposed by the District Court is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive.

Therefore, it is the unanimous decision of the Division that the sentence is AFFIRME]),

Done in open Court this 5™ day of February, 2016.

DATED this 24" day of %M, 2016.

SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION

WM

Hon. Brenda Grlbert Chalrperson

Hon, Brad Newm

L /

Hon. John-Warner, Member

L Py
Copies mailed this zﬂ day

, 2016, to:

Clerk of District Court (Original)

Kenneth Martin Chandler #2050902, Defendant (2)
Hon. Robert Allison

Jennifer Streano, Defense Counsel

John Donovan, Esq.

Board of Pardons and Parole

MSP - Records Dept.

ence Review Division




' SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF MONTANA
Montana Twelfth Judicial District Court, County of Hill

STATE OF MONTANA, )
' | )
Plaintiff, )

) CAUSE NO. DC-10-095
VS~ )

} DECISION

JOHN CHIEFSTICK, JR., )
)
Defendant. )

On August 13, 2015, the Defendant’s sentence was revoked and he was sentenced to g
commitment to the Department of Corrections for a period of five (5) years, for the offense of
Count I: Operation of Non-Commercial Vehicle by a Person with Alcohol Concentration of .08
or more, a Felony, in violation of §61-8-406, MCA. The Court recommended the Department of
Corrections screen the Defendant for placement in a treatment program or facility, such as
WATCh, followed by pre-release. Defendant received credit for 244 days previously served.
Defendant shali pay all fines, costs, fees, and any other financial obligations ordered by the
sentencing court in the original Judgment entered-May 2, 2011.

On February 4, 2016, the Defendant's Application for review of that sentence was heard
by the Sentence Review Division of the Montana Supreme Court (hereafter “the Division™),

The Defendant was present and was represented by Peter Ohman of the Office of the
State Public Defender. The State was not represented.

Before hearing the Application, the Defendant was advised that the Division has the
authority not only to reduce the sentence or affirm it, but also to increase it. The Defendant was
further advised that there is no appeal from a decision of the Division. The Defendant
acknowledged that he understood this and stated that he wished to proceed.

Rule 12, Rules of the Sentence Review Division of the Supreme Court of Montana,
provides that, “The sentence imposed by the District Court is presumed correct. The sentence
shall not be reduced or increased unless it is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive." (Section
46-18-904(3), MCA).
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The Division finds that the reasons advanced for modification are insufficient to hold that
the sentence 1mposed by the District Court is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive.

‘Therefore, it is the unanimous decision of the Division that the sentence is AFFIRMED.

Done in open Court this 4™ day of February, 2016.

DATED this ﬁ day of %@%L, 2016.

'SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION

Ghcoto s~

Hon. Brenda Gilbert, Chairperson

Copies mailed this ;\ﬂ day
of Isrih 2016, to:

Clerk of District Court (Original)

John Chiefstick, Jr. #17333, Defendant (2)
Hon. Robert Olson

Peter Ohman, Defense Counsel

Gina Dahl, Esq.

Board of Pardons and Parole

MSP - Records Dept.




SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF MONTAN A
Twenty-Second Judicial District Court, County of Carbon

STATE OF MONTANA,

Plaintiff, : :

CAUSE NO. DC-14-001
V5§~
DECISION
PHILIP STEVEN CHRISTOPHEL,

Defendant,

On September 3, 2015, for violation of the conditions of a deferred imposition of
sentence, the Defendant was sentenced to a commitment to the Department of Corrections for ten
* (10) years, with five (5) of those years suspended, for the offense of Count I: Thett, a Felony, in
violation of §45-6-301(1)(b), MCA. The Court recommended the Defendant attend and
complete the Boot Camp program,

On February 5, 2016, the Defendant's Application for review of that sentence was heard
by the Sentence Review Division of the Montana Supreme Court (hereafter “the Division™).

“The Defendant appeared by video conferencing from the Custer County Courthouse and
was represented by Jennifer Streano of the Office of the State Public Defender. The State was
represented by Alex Nixon, Carbon County Attorney.

Before hearing the Application, the Defendant was advised that the Division has the
authority not only to reduce the sentence or affirm it, but also to increase it. The Defendant was
further advised that there is no appeal from a decision of the Division. The Defendant
acknowledged that he understood this and stated that he wished to proceed.

Rule 12, Rules of the Sentence Review Division of the Supreme Court of Montana,
provides that, "The sentence imposed by the District Court is presumed correct. The sentence
shall not be reduced or increased unless it is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive." (Section
46-18-904(3), MCA). '
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The Division finds that the reasons advanced for modification are insufficient to hold that
- the sentence imposed by the District Court is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive.

- Therefore, it is the unanimous decision of the Division that the sentence is AFFIRMED.

Dong in open Court this 5" day of February, 2016.

Hh |
DATED this_29 " day of %Mdﬁé 2016.

SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION

ey

Hon. Brenda GllBeﬂ Chairperson

/

Hon. Brad Ne mb
\-—’/

Gam iy
Hon. Johi Warner Member

Copies mailed this 2 A day

of T unbt - 2016, to:

Clerk of District Court (Original)

Philip Steven Christophel #3015725, Defendant (2)
Hon. Blair Jones

Peter Ohman, Defense Counsel

Alex Nixon, Esq.

Board of Pardons and Parole

MSP - Records Dept.




~ SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF MONTANA
Montana Twenty Second Judicial District Court, County of Carbon

STATE OF MONTANA, )
)
Plaintiff, )

) CAUSE NO. DC-09-024
. -V§- )

o ' ) ‘DECISION

LARRY BENEDICT DANIELS, )
)
Defendant, )

On March 17, 2010, the Defendant was sentenced to a term of sixty (60) years in the
Montana State Prison, for the offense of Deliberate Homicide, a felony, in violation of §45-5-
102, MCA. The Defendant shall be ineligible for parole for twenty (20) years. The Court found
that the imposition of a parole restriction was appropriate for reasons subsequently enumerated
in the sentence in judgment. The Defendant, when able, shall pay restitution in the amount of
three thousand two hundred and forty-eight dollars (33,248.00) to the Crime victims
Compensation Program of Montana. If the Defendant becomes eligible for parole he should
comply in all respects with the terms and conditions ag imposed in the Judgment.

On February 5, 2016, the Defendant's Application for review of that sentence was heard
by the Sentence Review Division of the Montana Supreme Court (hereafter “the Division”),

The Defendant was present and was represented by Jennifer Streano of the Office of the
State Public Defender. The State was represented by Alex Nixon, Carbon County Attorney,

Before hearing the Application, the Defendant was advised that the Division has the
authority not only to reduce the sentence or affirm it, but also to increase it. The Defendant was
further advised that there is no appeal from a decision of the Division, The Defendant
acknowledged that he understood this and stated that he wished to proceed.,

Rule 12, Rules of the Sentence Review Division of the Supreme Court of Montana,
provides that, "The sentence imposed by the District Court is presumed correct. The sentence
shall not be reduced or increased unless it is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive." (Section
46-18-904(3), MCA). :
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The Division finds that the reasons advanced for modification are insufficient to hold that
. the sentence imposed by the District Court is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive.

Therefore, it is the unanimous decision of the Division that the sentence is AFFIRMED.

Done in open Court this 5™ day of Februaty, 2016.

. e
DATED this 2& day of )%% 2016.

SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION

M%/ZM

Hon. Brenda Gilbert, Chairperson

Qmi
Copigs mailed this day
ofM, 2016, to:

Clerk of District Court (Original)

Larry Benedict Daniels #3004548, Defendant (2)
Hon. Blair Jones

Peter Ohman, Defense Cotunsel

Alex Nixon, Esq.

Board of Pardons and Parole

MSP - Records Dept.

coygia L@J’ela %lﬂﬁﬂt
entence Review Division




SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF MONTANA
Montana Fourth Judicial District, County of Missoula

STATE OF MONTANA, )
: )

Plaintiff, ) CAUSE NO. DC-14-625
| )
-vs- )

) DECISION

LAWRENCE JAMES DANIELS, )
| g )
Defendant. )

On November 3, 2015, the Defendant was sentenced to twenty (20) years in the Montana
State Prison, with ten (10) years suspended, for the offense of Robbery, a Felony, in violation of §45-
5-401, MCA. The Court recommended the Nexus Program. Defendant received credit for time
served in the amount of two hundred and fifty seven (257) days at the rate of $100.00 credit per day
toward Defendant’s fine. However the amount of credit given shall not exceed the total amount of
fine due.

On February 4, 2016, the Defendant's Application for review of that sentence was heard by
the Sentence Review Division of the Montana Supreme Court (hereafter “the Division™),

The Defendant was present and was represented by Jennifer Streano of the Office of the State
Public Defender, The State was not represented.

‘Before hearing the Application, the Defendant was advised that the Division has the authority

not only to reduce the sentence or affirm it, but also to increase it. The Defendant was further

“advised that there is no appeal from a decision of the Division. The Defendant acknowledged that he
understood this and stated that he wished to proceed. '

Rule 12, Rules of the Sentence Review Division of the Supreme Court of Montana, provides
that, "The sentence imposed by the District Court is presumed correct. The sentence shali not be
reduced or increased unless it is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive." (Section 46-18-904(3),
MCA).



Cause No. «Case No»
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It is the unanimous decision of the Division that the sentence is clearly excessive and should
be MODIFIED. The modified sentence is 20 years to the Montana State Prison with fifteen 15)
years suspended with a recommendation to the NEXUS program. The reason for this
modification is that the Defendant’s history of drug addiction warrants his placement in NEXUS and
a shorter stay in MSP would facilitate his placement in NEXUS sooner. The remaining terms and
conditions of the sentence imposed are not cleatly inadequate or clearly excessive and are
AFFIRMED.

Done in open Court this 4th day of February, 2016.

DATED this ﬁ mday of ¢ %Mgﬁ%, 2016.

SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION

Hon. Brenda Gil_;gert, Chairperson

(el i e s
Q/ ,lehn/ Wamer Member

Cop1 s mailed this :% day

2016, to:

Clerk of District Court (Original)

Lawrence James Daniels #3002556, Defendant (2)
Hon, John Larson

Jennifer Streano, Defense Counsel

Karla Painter, Esq.

Board of Pardons and Parole

MSP - Records Dept,

gorgi ini :;f ve Assistant
entence Review Division



SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF MONTANA
Montana Thirteenth Judicial District Coutt, County of Yellowstone

STATE OF MONTANA,

)
)
Plaintiff, )
) CAUSE NO. DC-14-265
-Vs- ) '
_ ) DECISIO N
~MICHAEL CYPRIA DORSCH, )
' )
Defendant. )

On July 16, 2015, the Defendant was sentenced to a commitment to the Department of
Corrections for a term of thirteen (13) months to run concurrently to DC-14-602, for the offense
of Count I: Driving a Motor Vehicle Under the Influence of Alcohol or Drugs, a Felony, in
violation of §61-8-401, MCA. Upon successful completion of a residential alcohol treatment
program operated or approved by the Dept. of Corrections, the remainder of the thirteen months
must be served on probation. It was further ordered that the Defendant is sentenced to the
Department of Corrections for an additional five (5) years suspended, to run consecutively to the
term imposed above, but concurrently to DC-14-0254, Defendant will pay a fine of one
thousand dollars ($1,000.00) to be credited to the General Fund. It was recommended that
Defendant be considered for placement at the WATCh Program. The Defendant will receive
credit for time spent in pre-trial incarceration from March 25, 2014-April 3, 2014, July 25, 2014-
Aug. 13, 2014, Feb. 21, 2015 — Feb. 26, 2014, and Mar. 30, 2015-April 1, 2015. Count Il was
dismissed.

On February 4, 2016, the Defendan‘;'s Application for review of that sentence was heard
by the Sentence Review Division of the Montana Supreme Court (hereafter “the Division™),

The Defendant was present and was represented by Penelope Strong of Penelope Strong
Law Office, Billings, MT. The State was not represented. The Defendant’s grandmother, Verna
Turnsplenty and the Defendant’s mother, Renita Turnsplenty, were both present and testified.

Before hearing the Application, the Defendant was advised that the Division has the
authority not only to reduce the sentence or affirm it, but also to 6increase it. The Defendant was
further advised that there is no appeal from a decision of the Division. The Defendant
acknowledged that he understood this and stated that he wished to proceed.



Cause No. DC-14-265 . ) e
Sentence Review Division _
Page 2 : '

Rule 12, Rules of the Sentence Review Division of the Supreme Court of Montana,
provides that, "The sentence imposed by the District Court is presumed correct. The sentence
shall not be reduced or increased unless it is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive." (Section
46-18-904(3), MCA).

The Division finds that the reasons advanced for modification are insufficient to hold that - -
 the sentence imposed by the District Court is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive. Therefore,

it is the unanimous decision of the Division that the sentence is AFFIRMED. Furthermore, the
majority of the members of the Division add that the Defendant and his counsel are aware of the
medical parole process and are pursuing this remedy. The majority recommends that the Parole
Board consider the Defendant’s health. :

Done in open Court this 4™ day of February, 2016,

DATED this 29 day oféﬁ@zgg%, 2016.

SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION

Hon. Brenda Gilbert, Chairperson

@; Warner, Member

Judge Newman finds that the sentence imposed by the District Court is neither clearly
inadequate nor clearly excessive. He declines to make any recommendation to the Parole Board.
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

-1, Georgia Lovelady, Administrative Assistant of the Sentence Review Division of the -
M(:‘%ana Supreme Court, hereby certify that copies of the foregoing DECISION were mailed this
day of _ » 2016, to the following:

Clerk of District Court
Yellowstone County
PO Box 35030
Billings, MT 59107

~ Yellowstone County Attorney

Yellowstone County Attorney's Office
217 North 27th Street |
Billings, MT 59101

Penclope Strong, Defense Counsel
Penelope Strong Law Firm

2517 Montana Ave.

Billings, MT 59101

Michael Cypria Dorsch #3016478
Montana State Prison

700 Coniey Lake Road

Deer Lodge, MT 59722

Hon. Mary Jane Knisely

13th Judicial District

P.O. Box 35028 .
Billings, MT 59107

Montana State Prison

- Records Department

700 Conley Lake Road
Deer Lodge, MT 59722

Board of Pardons and Parole
1002 Hollenbeck Road
Deer Lodge, MT 59722
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SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF MONTANA
Montana Thirteenth Judicial District Court, County of Yellowstone

STATE OF MONTANA,

)
)
Plaintiff, )

) CAUSE NO. DC-14-602
-ys§- )

) DECISION

- MICHAEL CYPRIA DORSCH, )
)
Defendant. )

On July 16, 2015, the Defendant was sentenced to a commitment to the Department of
Corrections for a term of thirteen (13) months to run concurrently to DC-14-0265, for the offense
of Count I Driving a Motor Vehicle Under the Influence of Alcohol or Drugs, a Felony, in
violation of §61-8-401, MCA. Upon successful completion of a residential alcohol treatment
program operated or approved by the Dept. of Cotrections, the remainder of the thirteen months

-must be served on probation. It was further ordered that the Defendant is sentenced to the

Department of Corrections for an additional five (5) years suspended, to run consecutively to the
term imposed above, but concurrently to DC-14-265. Defendant will pay a fine of one thousand
dollars ($1,000.00) to be credited to the General Fund. It was recommended that Defendant be
considered for placement at the WATCh Program. The Defendant will receive credit for time
spent in pre-trial incarceration from July 25, 2014 to August 13, 2014.

On Februaty 4, 2016, the Defendant's Application for review of that sentence was heard
by the Sentence Review Division of the Montana Supreme Court (hereafter “the Division™),

The Defendant was present and was represented by Penelope Strong of Penelope Strong
Law Office, Billings, MT. The State was not represented. The Defendant’s grandmother, Verna
Turnsplenty and the Defendant’s mother, Renita Turnsplenty, were both present and testified.

Before hearing the Application, the Defendant was. advised that the Division has the
authority not only to reduce the sentence or affirm it, but also to increase it. The Defendant was
further advised that there is no appeal from a decision of the Division. The Defendant
acknowledged that he understood this and stated that he wished to proceed.



Cause No. DC-14-602
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Rule 12 Rules of the Sentence Rev1ew Division of the Supreme Court of Montana,
pr0v1des that, "The sentence imposed by the District Court is presumed correct. The sentence
shall not be reduced ot increased unless it is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive." (Section
46-18-904(3), MCA).

The Division finds that the reasons advanced for modification are insufficient to hold that
the sentence imposed by the District Court is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive. Therefore,
it is the unanimous decision of the Division that the sentence is AFFIRMED. Furthermore, the
majority of the members of the Division add that the Defendant and his counsel are aware of the

medical parole process and are pursuing this remedy. The majority recommends that the Parole

Board consider the Defendant’s health.

Done in open Court this 4™ day of February, 2016.

 DATED this 29y of%&%?/ 2016,

SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION

Hon. Brenda Gilbert, Chaigferson

Wity s
@g@,lefﬁ Warner, Member

Judge Newman finds that the sentence imposed by the District Couit is neither clearty
inadequate nor clearly excessive. He declines to make any recommendatxon to the Parole Board.

Hon. Brad Newman Member
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I, Georgia Lovelady, Administrative Assistant of the Sentence Review Division of the
Montana Supreme Court, hereby certify that copies of the foregoing DECISION were mailed this
2 ay of ; » 2016, to the following:

Clerk of District Court
Yellowstone County
PO Box 35030
Billings, MT 59107

Yellowstone County Attorney
Yellowstone County Attorney's Office
217 North 27th Street

Billings, MT 59101

Penclope Strong, Defense Counsetl
Penelope Strong Law Firm

2517 Montana Ave,

Billings, MT 59101

" Michael Cypria Dorsch #3016478

Montana State Prison
700 Conley Lake Road
Deer Lodge, MT 59722

Hon. Mary Jane Knisely
13th Judicial District
P.O. Box 35028
Billings, MT 59107

Montana State Prison '

Records Department

700 Conley Lake Road
Deer Lodge, MT 59722

Board of Pardons and Parole
1002 Hollenbeck Road
Deer Lodge, MT 59722







SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF MONTAN A
Montana Twenty-First Judicial District Court, County of Ravalli

- STATE OF MONTANA, )
)
Plaintiff, )

) CAUSE NO. DC-14-114

-Vs- ) :
' ) DECISION

PATRICK TERRY FLOWERS, )
)
Defendant. }

On August 25, 2015, the Defendant was sentenced to a commitment to the Montana
Department of Corrections for placement in a prison designated by the Montana Department of
Corrections for a period of five (5) years, for the offense of Charge 1: Partner or Family Member
Assault (3" or Subsequent Offense), a Felony, in violation of §45-5-206, MCA. The Defendant
was ordered to pay restitution to the Montana Crime Victim Compensation Program for what
they have spent on behalf of the victim in the sum of $6,571.45, plus a restitution supervision fee
of $657.14. Due to the amount of restitution, the Court did not levy a fine for this charge. This
sentence shall run consecutively to the sentence in DC-15-001. The Defendant was designated a
persistent felony offender.

On February 4, 2016, the Defendant's Application for review of that sentence was heard
by the Sentence Review Division of the Montana Supreme Court (hereafter “the Division™).

The Defendant was present and was represented by Jennifer Streano of the Office of the
State Public Defender. The State was represented by Ravalli County Attorney, Bill Fulbright,
who appeared by video conferencing. '

Before hearing the Application, the Defendant was advised that the Division has the
authority not only to reduce the sentence or affirm it, but also to increase it. The Defendant was
further advised' that there is no appeal from a decision of the Division. The Defendant
acknowledged that he understood this and stated that he wished to proceed.

Rule 12, Rules of the Sentence Review Division of the Supreme Court of Montana,
provides that, "The sentence imposed by the District Court is presumed correct. ‘The sentence
shall not be reduced or increased unless it is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive." (Section
46-18-904(3), MCA). '
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- The Division finds that the reasons advanced for modification are insufficient to hold that
the sentence imposed by the District Court is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive.
Therefore, it is the unanimous decision of the Division that the sentence is AFFIRMED.

Done in open Court this 4™ day of February, 2016.

DATED this gﬁ day of %@% 2016,

SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION

Hon. Brenda Gilbert, Chairperson

Hon. Brad Newman, Me@b’éli

Tl
/cﬁ 7 /@//;4%
@)&hﬁ' Warner, Member

ZM
Copies mailed this day

of “IYuntti_. 2016, to:

. Clerk of District Court (Original) '
Patrick Terry Flowers #2087609, Defendant (2)
Hon. Jeffrey Langton
Jennifer Streano, Defense Counsel
Meghann Paddock, Esq.

Board 6f Pardons and Parole
MSP - Records Dept. -

e Assistant



a

Ao

o

SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF MONTAN A
' Montana Twentieth Judicial District Court, County of Lake '

-STATE OF MONTANA,

Plaintiff, CAUSE NO. DC-14-170
s
| DECISION

GALEN L. HAWK,

Defendant.

-On July 29, 2015, the Defendant was sentenced to the Montana State Prison for aterm of ten
(10) years, for the offense of Negligent Homicide, a Felony as specified in §45-5-104, MCA. The
Defendant received credit for time served on this offense of 279 days. It was further ordered that the
Defendant pay $21,392.00 in restitution. This sentence is to run consecutive to the sentence in DC-
13-20. '

On February 4, 2016, the Defendant's Application for review of that sentence was heard by
the Sentence Review Division of the Montana Supreme Court (hereafter “the Division™),

The Defendant appedred by video conferencing from the Dawson Coilnty Correctional
Facility and was represented by Jennifer Streano of the Office of the State Public Defender. The
State was not represented.

Before hearing the Application, the Defendant was advised that the Division has the authority
not only to reduce the sentence or affirm it, but also to increase it. The Defendant was further
advised that there is no appeal from a decision of the Division. The Defendant acknowledged that he
understood this and stated that he wished to proceed.

Rule 12, Rules of the Sentence Review Division of the Supreme Court of Montana, provides
that, "The sentence imposed by the District Court is presumed correct. The sentence shall not be
reduced or increased unless it is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive." (Section 46-18-904(3),
MCA),
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It 1s the unanimous decision of the members of the Division that the sentence j 18 clearly
excessive, in particular, as to the restitution provisions. The Defendant is clearly entitled to a
MODIFIED sentence. Accordingly, the judges unanimously agree that Item 13.f, of the J udgment
should be amended to subtract the sum of $3,500.00 from the $15,810.00 restitution’ figure to
eliminate what would have been a double payment by the Defendant. As to the restitution awarded

for counseling to the victim, the Division unanimously agrees that the victim should receive.

restitution for counseling up to the sum of $7,200, however, the victim should be required to provide
documentation of actually incurring such counselmg expenses before the Defendant should be
obligated to pay for such counseling.

The remaining terms and conditions of the sentence imposed are not clearly inadequate or
clearly excessive and are AFFIRMED.

Done in open Court this 4th day of February, 2016,

DATED this_ ™ day of;_jﬂ&m%_, 2016.

SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION

Bl s

Hon. Brenda Gilbert, Chalrperson

Hon. Brad Newrnan, embé

0‘@’6&%%&/’

on. Joln-Wamer, Member
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I, -Georgia Lovelady, Administrative Assistant of the Sentence Review Division of the

Mox,l‘:%na Supreme Court, hereby certify that copies of the foregoing DECISION were mailed this

_2_ ay of %M ) » 2016, to the following:

Clerk of District Court
Lake County

106 Fourth Avenue East
Polson, MT 59860

James Lopotka, Esq.

Lake County Attorney's Office
106 Fourth Avenue East
Polson, MT 59860

Peter Ohman, Defense Counsel
Office of the State Public Defender
502 8. 19th Ave., Ste. 306
Bozeman, MT 59718

Galen L. Hawk #3016791
D.C.CF.

440 Colorado Blvd.
Glendive, MT 59330

. Hon. James Manley
-20th Judicial District

106 Fourth Avenue East

Polson, MT 59860

Montana State Prison
Records Department
700 Conley Lake Road
Deer Lodge, MT 59722

B_oard of Pardons and Parole
1002 Hollenbeck Road
Deer Lodge, MT 59722 .







SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF MONTAN A
Montana Eighth Judicial District Court, County of Cascade ‘

' STATE OF MONTANA, )
: )
Plaintiff, )

) CAUSE NO. DC-13-053
-vs- )

o ) DECISION

CHRISTOPHER WADE LUM, )
)
Defendant. )

On Janvary 7, 2015, the Defendant was sentenced to serve a seventy-five (75) year
commitment to the Montana State Prison with no time suspended, for the offense of Sexual
~ Assault, a Felony, in violation of §45-5-502, MCA. Pursuant to MCA §46-18-203(3), the
* Defendant is not eligible for parole for a period of twenty-five (25) years due to the risk the
Defendant poses to the community, The Defendant was designated a Tier 11T Sex Offender. The
Defendant was given credit for 233 days of time served.

‘On February 4, 2016, the Defendant's Application for review of that sentence was heard
by the Sentence Review Division of the Montana Supreme Court (hereafter “the Division™),

- The Defendant appeared by video conferencing from the Crossroads Correctiona] Center
and was represented by Jennifer Streano of the Office of the State Public Defender, The State
was not represented. Prior to the hearing, Justice John Warner asked the Defendant if he
remembered Justice Warner had presided over a procedural matter in the Defendant’s case as a
substitute judge in Cascade County. After a brief discussion, the Defendant waived any conflict
of interest and was okay to proceed with the Sentence Review hearing.

Before hearing the Application, the Defendant was advised that the Division has the
authority not only to reduce the sentence or affirm it, but also to increase it. The Defendant was
further advised that there is no appeal from a decision of the Division, The Defendant
acknowledged that he understood this and stated that he wished to proceed,

Rule 12, Rules of the Sentence Review Division of the Supreme Court of Montana,
provides that, "The sentence imposed by the District Court is presumed correct. The sentence
shall not be reduced or increased unless it is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive." (Section
46-18-904(3), MCA).
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The Division finds that the reasons advanced for modification are insufficient to hold that
the sentence imposed by the District Court is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive.
Thetefore, it is the unanimous decision of the Division that the sentence is AFFIRMED.

Done in open Court this 4™ day of February, 2016.

e
DATED this P day of A%%J 2016.

SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION

Sovmr S

Hon. Brenda Gilbert, Chairperson

Vo2

Hon. Brad Newma7
' Lrrnued

Wamer, Member

Copies mailed this ;\ﬂ{ day
of 2%’&{4& , 2016, to:

Clerk of District Court (Original)

Christopher Wade Lum #3011541, Defendant (2)
Hon. Julie A, Macek

Jennifer Streano, Defense Counsel

Joshua A, Racki, Esq.

Board of Pardons and Parole

MSP - Records Dept. '

Restence Review Division



SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF MONTANA
Montana Twentieth Judicial District Court, County of Lake

- STATE OF MONTANA,

)
)
Plaintiff, )
) CAUSE NO. DC:15-053

-Vs- )

) DECISION
ROBERT JAMES MATHEWSON, )
' )
Defendant, )

On October 14,2015, the Defendant was sentenced to the Montana State Prison for a term of
ten (10) years, for the offense of Bail Jumping, a Felony, as specified in MCA 45-7-308. . The
Judgment provides that the sentence shall run consecutive to the sentence in DC-14-87 . The
Defendant received credit for 211 days time served on this offense. The Court further ordered that
upon his release from the Montana State Prison, the Defendant shall be transported to the Lake
County Jail to serve 5 days for contempt, :

7 On February 4, 2016, the Defendant's Application for review of that sentence was heard by
the Sentence Review Division of the Montana Supreme Court (hereafter “the Division™),

The Defendant appeared by video conferencing from Crossroads Correctional Center and was
represented by Jennifer Streano of the Office of the State Public Defender. The State was not
represented.

Before hearing the Application, the Defendant was advised that the Division has the authority
not only to reduce the sentence or affirm it, but also increase it. The Defendant was further advised
that there is no appeal from a decision of the Division. The Defendant acknowledged that he
understood this and stated that he wished to proceed.

Rule 12, Rules of the Sentence Review Division of the Supreme Court of Montana, provides
that, "The sentence imposéd by the District Court is presumed correct. The sentence shall not be
reduced or increased unless it is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive." (Section 46-18-904(3),
MCA).
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It is the unanimous decision of the Division that the sentence imposed is clearly excessive in
that the Defendant’s failure to appear and failure to complete his Pre-Sentence Interview does not .
warrant the maximum allowable ten (10) years for bail jumping, It is the Division’s understanding
that the Defendant did not leave the area and remained local, despite his failure to follow through,
The Division’s decision is to DECREASE the sentence to a term of three (3) years to the
Montana State Prison to run consecutively to the sentence in Cause No. DC-14-87. The
remaining terms and conditions of the sentence imposed are not clearly inadequate or clearly
excessive and are AFFIRMED., :

Done in open Court this 4" day of February, 2016.

DATED this 34%day of g’&ér’wy/ , 2016,

SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION

Bt flbers

Hon. Brenda Gilbert, Chairperson

arner, Member

‘Copies mailed this day
of ZUpall 2016, to:

Clerk of District Court (Original)

Robert James Mathewson #3015954, Defendant (2)
Hon. James Manley

Peter Ohman, Defense Counsel

- Steven Eschenbacher, Esq.

Board of Pardons and Parole

MSP - Records Dept. p




“SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF MONTAN A
Montana Twelfth Judicial District Court, County of Hill

' STATE OF MONTANA,

)
)
Plaintiff, ) _
) CAUSE NO. DC-05-031
-v§- )
_ , - ) DECISION
JOHN MICHAEL MERRILL, )
)
Defendant. )

On August 3, 2015, the Defendant’s sentence was revoked for violation of the conditions
of a suspended sentence, and he was sentenced to a commitment to the Department of
Corrections for a period of five (5) years, for the offense of Count I: Criminal Endangerment, a
Felony, in violation of §45-5-207, MCA. Defendant shall receive credit for 82 days'previously
served. Defendant shall receive no credit for elapsed time due to violations occurring in less
than two weeks of his release into the community. Defendant shall pay all fines, costs, fees, and
any other financial obligations ordered by the sentencing court in the original Judgment entered
November 14, 2008, ' '

~ On February 4, 2016, the Defendant's Application for review of that sentence was heard
by the Sentence Review Division of the Montana Supreme Court (hereafter “the Division”),

The Defendant appeared by video conferencing from the Cascade County Jail and was
represented by Jennifer Streano of the Office of the State Public Defender. The State.was not
represented.

Before hearing the Application, the Defendant was advised that the Division has the
authority not only to reduce the sentence or affirm it, but also increase it, The Defendant was
further advised that there is no appeal from a decision of the Division. The Defendant
acknowledged that he understood this and stated that he wished to proceed.

Rule 12, Rules of the Sentence Review Division of the Supreme Court of Montana,
provides that, "The sentence imposed by the District Court is presumed correct. The sentence
shall not be reduced or increased unless it is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive." (Section
46-18-904(3), MCA).
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The Division finds that the reasons advanced for modification are insufficient io hold that
the sentence imposed by the District Court is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive.

Therefore, it is the unanimous decision of the Division that the sentence is AFFIRMED.

Done in open Court this 4™ day of February, 2016.

DATED this Y ﬁday of %fm‘gf’ 2016.

SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION

Mok

Copies mailed this éﬂé{ day

of m , 2016, to:

Clerk of District Court {Original)

John Michael Merrill #2007896, Defendant (2)
Hon. Dani¢l A, Boucher

Jennifer Streano, Defense Counsel

Gina Dahl, Esq.

Board of Pardons and Parole

MSP - Records Dept.

d isttative Assistant
ence Review Division



SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF MONTAN A
Montana Twenty First Judicial District Court, County of Ravalli

STATE OF MONTANA,

)
)
Plaintiff, ) :
) CAUSE NO, DC-14-159
~Vs- )
) DECISION
MIKEAL SHANE PRUETT, )
| )
Defendant, )

On January 21, 2015, the Defendant was sentenced as follows: In regard to Charge I and
II: Incest, Felonies, the Defendant is committed to a prison designated by the Montana
Department of Corrections for a period of one hundred (100) years on each charge, to run
consecutively to each other. The Defendant will not have the benefit of parole for the first fifty
(50) years of these sentences. The Defendant shall be designated a Level 3 Sex Offender based
on the Psychosexual Evaluation and other pertinent documentation as per Section 46-23-509,
M.C.A. Defendant shall receive credit for two hundred five (205) days for time served in -
detention prior to sentencing. :

On February 4, 2016, the Defendant's Application for review of that sentence was heard
by the Sentence Review Division of the Montana Supreme Court (hereafter “the Division™),

The Defendant appeared by video conferencing from the Crossroads Correctional Facility
and was represented by Jennifer Streano of the Office of the State Public Defender. The State
was represenied by Bill Fulbright, Ravalli County Attorney, who appeared by video
conferencing.

Before hearing the Application, the Defendant was advised that the Division has the
authority not only to reduce the sentence or affirm it, but also increase it. The Defendant was
further advised that there is no appeal from a decision of the Division. The Defendant
acknowledged that he understood this and stated that he wished to proceed.

Rule 12, Rules of the Sentence Review Division of the Supreme Court of Montana,
provides that, "The sentence imposed by the District Court is presumed correct. The sentence
shall not be reduced or increased unless it is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive." (Section
46-18-904(3), MCA).
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The Division finds that the reasons advanced for modification are insufficient to hold that
the sentence imposed by the District Court is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive.

Therefore, it is the unanimous decision of the Division that the sentence is AFFIRME])

Done in open Court this 4th day of February, 2016.

DATED this Z? day of 9”%%0@,/ 2016.

SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION
Hon. Brenda Glfgert Chairperson

Hon. Brad New , be

Hon. J ha'W/armr Member

Copies mailed this 2;@( daﬁr
of M 2016, to:

Clerk of District Court (Original)

Mikeal Shane Pruett #3015559, Defendant (2)
Hon. Jeffrey H. Langton

Jennifer Streano, Defense Counsel

Ravalli County Attorney's Office

Board of Pardons and Parole

MSP - Records Dept.

Gegrgia ovela Ad mls(fjltlve A551stant
Sefitence Review D1v1s10n _



- SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF MONTANA
Montana Twenty-Second Judicial District Court, County of Stillwater

STATE OF MONTANA, )
)
Plaintiff, )

) CAUSE NO. DC-14-009

-Vs- ) ‘
) DECISION

SCHAWN MICHAEL SCHMITZ, )
o )
Defendant. )

On October 1, 2015, the Defendant was sentenced to a commitment to the Department of
Corrections for a period of ten (10) years, with five (5) years suspended, for the offense of Count
I: Criminal Endangerment, a Felony, in violation of §45-5-207, MCA. The Defendant was
ordered to pay a fine of $1,500.00 and pay a surcharge in the amount of $85 to the Clerk of
District court in Columbus, Stillwater C():unty,'Montana. The Defendant received credit for time
served in the amount of two (2) days.

On February 5, 2016, the Defendant's Application for review of that sentence was heard
by the Sentence Review Division of the Montana Supreme Coutt (hereafter “the Division™).

The Defendant appeared by video conferencing from Connections Corrections in Butte,
Montana along with his attorney, Brandon Hartford of the Hartford Law Office, Billings,
Montana. The State was not represented.

Before hearing the Application, the Defendant was advised that the Division has. the
authority not only to reduce the sentence or affirm it, but also to increase it. The Defendant was
further advised that there is no appeal from a decision of the Division. The Defendant
acknowledged that he understood this and stated that he wished to proceed. '

Rule 12, Rules of the Sentence Review Division of the Supreme Court of Montana,
provides that, "The sentence imposed by the District Court is presumed correct. The sentence
shall not be reduced or increased unless it is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive." (Section
46-18-904(3), MCA).
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The Division finds that the reasons advanced for modification are insufficient to hold that
the sentence imposed by the District Court is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive.

Thereforg, it is the unanimous decision of the Division that the sentence is AFFIRMED.

Done in open Court this 5™ day of February, 2016,

: #.
DATED this X day ofﬂg%ﬁ 2016.

SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION

Hon. Brenda Gilbert, Chairperson

Wamer Member

Copies mailed this n
of , 2016, to:

day

Clerk of District Court (Original)

Schawn Michael Schmitz #3017099, Defendant (2)
Hon. Blair Jones

Brandon Hartford, Defense Counsel

Nancy L. Rohde, Esq.

Board of Pardons and Parole

MSP - Records Dept.




SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF MONTAN A
' - Montana First Judicial District Court, County of Lewis and Clark

STATE OF MONTANA, )
)
Plaintiff, )

) CAUSE NO. DC-14-273
-V§- )

) DECISION -

JUSTIN GALE WALKER, )
| )
Defendant. )

On October 29, 2015, the Defendant was sentenced to a commitment to the Montana
State Prison for a period of ten (10) years for the offense of Count I' Criminal Endangerment, a
Felony, in violation of §45-5-207, MCA. The defendant shall not be parole cligible for ten (10)
years. The defendant is granted credit for time served prior to sentencing for the time period of
June 22, 2014 — October 29, 2015. The foregoing sentence shall run consecutively to the
sentence imposed upon the defendant in Cause No. DC-14-4, Montana Fourth Judicial District
Court, Missoula County.

On February 4, 2016, the Defendant's Application for review of that sentence was heard
by the Sentence Review Division of the Montana Supreme Court (hereafter “the Division™).

The Defendant was present and was represented by Jennifer Streano of the Office of the
State Public Defender. The State was not represented. ‘

Before hearing the Application, the Defendant was advised that the Division has the
authority not only to reduce the sentence or affirm it, but also increase it. The Defendant was
further advised that there is no appeal from a decision of the Division. The Defendant
acknowledged that he understood this and stated that he wished to proceed.

Rule 12, Rules of the Sentence Review Division of the Supreme Court of Montana,
provides that, "The sentence imposed by the District Court is presumed correct. The sentence
shall not be reduced or increased unless it is cleatly inadequate or clearly excessive." (Section
46-18-904(3), MCA). _ '
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The Division finds that the reasons advanced for modification are insufficient to hold that
- the sentence imposed by the District Court is clearly inadequate or clearly excessive.

Therefore, it is the unanimous decision of the Division that the sentence is AFFIRMED.

Done in open Court this 4™ day of February, 2016.

A .
DATED this 29" day of ;Z«fém%{,zom

SENTENCE REVIEW DIVISION

Brmto by

Hon. Brenda Gilbert, Chairperson

Warner, Member

Copies mailed this g}uﬁ day
of M‘, 016, to:

Cletk of District Court (Original)

Justin Gale Walker #3017266, Defendant (2)
Hon. Kathy Seeley

Jennifer Streano, Defense Counsel

Tara Harris, Esq.

Board of Pardons and Parole

"MSP - Records Dept.

i

oA ¢ LT

ﬁ e Assistant



