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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Wyoming affirmed the revocation of Dawson A. Reece's probation after he
failed to complete an inpatient treatment program. The court held that the probation condition
provided adequate notice and that the district court had a sufficient factual basis and did not abuse its
discretion in revoking probation.
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1. Whether the terms of Reece's probation provided sufficient notice of the required and prohibited conduct
to satisfy due process.

2. Whether the district court abused its discretion or acted arbitrarily and capriciously by revoking
probation without making more specific findings concerning the violation, willfulness, and reasons for
revocation.

HOLDINGS

1. The probation terms were sufficiently specific to satisfy due process because the probation order
expressly required Reece to successfully complete the WYSTAR Resident Treatment Program, and he
understood that failure to complete it would violate probation.

2. The district court did not abuse its discretion in revoking probation because the record adequately
established that Reece violated the explicit condition requiring completion of WYSTAR, and the court
had a sufficient factual basis for the revocation.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The proceedings for probation revocation consist of a two-part process. The first part, the adjudicatory
phase, requires the district court to determine by a preponderance of the evidence whether a condition of
probation was violated.” (193 P.3d at 277)

“Conditions of probation do not have to be cast in letters six feet high, or to describe every possible
permutation, or to spell out every last, self-evident detail.” (193 P.3d at 278)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Reece pleaded guilty to one count each of felonious restraint and aggravated assault after other charges were
dismissed. Following successful completion of Boot Camp, he was placed on probation and required to
successfully complete the WYSTAR residential treatment program. WYSTAR discharged him because clinicians
determined he was unsuccessful under its readiness-for-change criteria and because his intimidating verbal
behavior required immediate discharge. At the revocation hearing, Reece admitted that he had not completed
WYSTAR and knew completion was a condition of probation.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Reece pleaded guilty to felonious restraint and aggravated assault pursuant to a plea agreement and received
concurrent prison sentences. After successfully completing Boot Camp, he was released to probation and placed
in the WYSTAR residential treatment program. The State petitioned to revoke probation after WYSTAR
discharged him for failure to meet readiness-for-change criteria and intimidating verbal behavior. The district
court revoked probation, reinstated both sentences, and again suspended the five-to-eight-year sentence in favor
of supervised probation. The Wyoming Supreme Court affirmed.
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