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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Wyoming reviewed Jorge Estrada-Sanchez's convictions for two counts of

conspiracy involving the delivery of methamphetamine. The court held that the evidence was

sufficient to support Wyoming jurisdiction and the convictions under the jury instructions, but that the

Information was constitutionally defective because it omitted an essential jurisdictional element. The

court reversed the convictions and ordered dismissal of the charges without prejudice, with a dissent

arguing that any variance was nonprejudicial.
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Defendant appealed jury convictions on two counts of conspiracy with

intent to deliver methamphetamine and an eight-to-ten-year sentence.

For sufficiency of the evidence, the court viewed all evidence and
reasonable favorable inferences in the light most favorable to the State
and asked whether a rational jury could find guilt beyond a reasonable
doubt. Variance was reviewed for whether it affected the defendant's

substantial rights.
Published Wyoming Supreme Court opinion; precedential.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1.

Whether the evidence was insufficient to establish a conspiracy intended to have an effect in Park
County, Wyoming, and therefore insufficient to support Wyoming subject-matter jurisdiction and the

convictions.

. Whether the jury's instruction permitting conviction based on a conspiracy formed elsewhere but

intended to have an effect in Park County created a fatal variance from the Information.

. Whether the Information was constitutionally defective because it omitted the element that the

conspiracy was intended to have an effect in Wyoming.

. Whether a detailed affidavit, jury instruction, or failure to obtain a bill of particulars cured or waived the

defective Information.

. Whether the appropriate remedy for the defective Information was reversal and dismissal without

prejudice.

HOLDINGS

1. Sufficient evidence supported the jury's finding that the conspiracies were intended to result in

possession and distribution of methamphetamine in Park County, Wyoming, and Wyoming courts

therefore had subject-matter jurisdiction over the drug conspiracies.

2. The Information was fundamentally defective because it failed to allege an essential element of the

charged conspiracy: that the conspiracy was intended to have an effect in Wyoming.

3. Neither the detailed affidavit nor the jury instruction cured the fundamentally defective Information, and

the defendant did not waive the defect by failing to obtain a bill of particulars after requesting one.

4. The convictions must be reversed and the charges dismissed without prejudice.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Sufficient evidence supports the jury's verdict based on the instructions to the jury that required a guilty
verdict if the evidence showed a conspiracy that intended the drugs would be distributed in Park County,
Wyoming.” (at 708)

“A bill of particulars, however, is not a part of an Information and cannot cure an Information that is

fundamentally defective for the reason that it lacks an element of the offense.” (at 709)

“Similarly, the purpose of a jury instruction differs, and, therefore, cannot cure this defective Information

because it was not a part of the Information nor did it serve to amend that Information.” (at 709)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Between March 1997 and February 1998, Chandel Smith and Lisa Lee made seven trips from Wyoming to

California to see Estrada-Sanchez. On two trips, Estrada-Sanchez supplied them with methamphetamine, which



they transported to Wyoming for distribution; one transaction involved a later payment to Estrada-Sanchez from

drug-sale proceeds. The other five trips were admitted as other-acts evidence to show a course of conduct.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A Park County, Wyoming, jury convicted Estrada-Sanchez of two conspiracy counts based on methamphetamine
transactions initiated in California and resulting in distribution in Wyoming. He appealed, challenging
jurisdiction, sufficiency of the evidence, variance between the Information and the proof, prosecutorial
misconduct, and trial errors. The Wyoming Supreme Court held that the Information was constitutionally

defective and reversed with instructions to reverse the convictions and dismiss the charges without prejudice.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Reverse the convictions and dismiss the charges without prejudice.
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