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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Idaho reviewed the revocation of Christopher Allen Sanchez's probation after
he failed to maintain required contact with his probation officer. The court held that substantial
evidence supported the probation-violation finding and that the district court did not abuse its
discretion in revoking probation and reinstating the original sentence, including because it sufficiently
considered alternatives to imprisonment for a potentially non-willful violation.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether substantial evidence supported the finding that Sanchez violated probation by failing to
maintain adequate contact with his probation officer.

2. Whether the district court could revoke probation and impose imprisonment for a non-willful or
potentially non-willful violation without expressly finding willfulness.

3. Whether the district court abused its discretion by revoking probation after considering alternative
methods of addressing the violation.

HOLDINGS

1. Substantial evidence supported the district court's finding that Sanchez violated the reporting condition
of his probation by failing to maintain adequate contact with his probation officer.

2. When a probation violation is non-willful or beyond the probationer's control, a court may not revoke
probation and order imprisonment without first considering alternative methods of addressing the
violation.

3. The district court did not abuse its discretion in revoking Sanchez's probation and reinstating his original
sentence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The determination of whether a probation violation has been established is separate from the decision of
what consequence, if any, to impose for that violation.” (149 Idaho at 104)

“If a probationer's violation of a probation condition was not willful, or was beyond the probationer's control,
a court may not revoke probation and order imprisonment without first considering alternative methods to
address the violation.” (149 Idaho at 105)

“Therefore, we affirm the district court's order revoking probation and reinstating his original sentence.”
(149 Idaho at 106)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Sanchez pleaded guilty to aggravated battery and received a fifteen-year sentence, with ten years fixed,
suspended in favor of probation. His probation required weekly reporting and was specially conditioned on
revocation of his California parole and incarceration there. After returning to California, Sanchez lived in a
halfway house but stopped maintaining adequate contact with his Idaho probation officer; the district court found
that he violated the reporting condition. The court also determined that available alternatives, including the
California halfway-house program, were insufficient to protect the public or rehabilitate Sanchez given his
history and supervision problems.
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