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UNITED STATES OF A.:\1ERICA 3Y ______ ~[?. C.~)(; 

Plaintiff 
v. 

JAl"\1ES R. CA.1'1£RON 
and 

THE CHEMINS COMPANY, INC., 

Defendants. 

INDICTMENT 
(Conspiracy, 18 U.S.C. § 371; 

Obstruction of Agency Proceeding, 18 U.S.C. § 1505; 
False Statement to Federal Agency, 18 U.S.C. § 1001; 

Introducing Misbranded Foods Into Interstate Commerce, 21 U.S.C. §§ 331(a), 333(a)(2); 
Aiding and Abetting~ 18 U.S.C. § 2) 

INDICTMENT 

The Grand Jury for the District of Colorado charges: 

COUNT ONE 

At all times relevant to this Indictment: 

l. a) THE CHE.MINS CO .. INC. ("CHEMINS") was a Colorado corporation with 

rnanufacturin~ facilities located in Colorado Springs. Colorado. CREMINS was engaged in rhe 

manufacture. sale. and interstate distribution of diet-ary supplement products. 

b) JAJ.'1ES R. CAMERON was the President ofCHEMI.NS, responsible for 

supervising CHEMINS' production and distribution of dietary supplements. 

c) "Formula One" was a dietary supplemem manufactured by CHEMINS. and 

was shipped for distribmion to u multi-level marketing company based in Richardson, Texas. 
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From on or about December. 1992. until on or about sometime in June, 1994. Formula One's 

label stated that it '-Vas an "All Natural Nutritional Supplement." The label listed its ingredients 

as: "Ma Huang, Kola Nut, Ginger, \X..7hite Willow, Ginkgo, Biloba, Bladderwrack. Fo-Ti, 

Ha-..vthom Berries, Saw Palmetto, Kola Nut Extract, Beet Powder, Chromium Picolinate, 

Chromium Proteinate, and Boron Proteinate." 

d) As purchased and used by CREMINS, Ma Huang powder, also known as 

ephedra powder, was a brown powder consisting of the herb ma huang, also known as ephedra,. 

which had been dried and ground. Ma huang powder contained approximately l % of a mix of 

naturally-occurring ephedrines. As purchased and used by CREMINS, Ma Huang extract, also 

known as eph.edra extract. was a brown powder that contained between 4% and 8% of naturally­

occurring ephedrines. As purchased and used by CHEMINS. ephedrine hydrochloride was an 

almost c le:ir crystalline substance that contained approximately 99% pharmaceutical-grade 

ephedrine. 

e) Kola Nut powder, as purchased and used by CHEMINS, contained 

approximately l % naturally-occurring caffeine. Caffeine anhydrous, as purchased and used by 

CHEl\ll!'tS. was a white crystalline substance that contained approximately 100% 

pharmaceutical-grade c:rlfeine. 

f) The United S~ates Food and Drug Administration ("FDA") was the agency of 

the United_ States government responsible for protecting the health and safety of the American 

public by ensuring. among other things. that food products did not contain any poisonous and 

deleterious substance that may render a food injurious to health. that the labeling of the products 

was not false or misieading, and that food labels listed all ingredients as required by law. 
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g) Under the authority of the Federal Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act, 21 U.s.c.· 

§301 et seq., the FDA regulated the rnanufactUre and distribution of dietaiy supplements as fooJ 

for public consumption. Under the Federal Food, Drug & Cosmetic Act, a dietary stipplemcnc 

was misbranded if its labeling was false and misleading in any panicular, and if the labeling 

failed to bear the common and usual name of each ingredient of the dietary supplement. 21 

U.S.C. §§ 343(a) and 343(i). 

h) The FDA was authorized by law to ,enter any factory, warehouse, and 

establishment in which dietzry supplements were manufacrured, processed, packed, and held in 

order w inspect such factory, warehouse and establishment and all pertinent equipment, finished 

and unfinished materials, containers and labeling therein. 21 U.S.C. § 374(a). 

The Conspiracv 

' Beg.inning in or about ~ovember. 1992, and continuing thereafter until at least on 

or about January 20, 1995. the exact dates being unknown to the Grand Jury, in the State and 

Oistricl of Colorado and elsewhere, 

JAMES R. CAMERON 
and 

THE CHEMINS COMP A.~Y, INC. 

did unbwfully. willfully. and knowingly conspire, combine, confederate, and agree with each 

other und with others known and unknown to the Grand Jury to defraud the United States by 

impeding. impairing. obstructing, and defeating the lawful government functions of the United 

States Food and Drug Administration in its administration of the Federal Food, Drug & Cosmetic 

Act and related regulations. 
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Object of the Conspiracv 

3. It was the object of this conspiracy that, in order to maximize CHEMJNS' profits 

from the sale of dietary supplements, the conspirators evaded, defeated. and obstructed FD A's 

regulatory authority over the manufacture, labeling and distribution ofCHEMINS' products_ 

including Formula One. 

Manner and Means of t~e Conspiracv 

4. It was part of this conspiracy that, in order to achieve higher levels of ephedrine 

than could be achieved with ma huang, and in order to save raw material costs, conspirators 

added ephedrine hydrochl01ide. a pharmaceutical-grade drug, to Formula One and other 

products, without listing that ingredient on the product labels. 

5. It was further pan of this conspiracy that, in order to achieve higher levels of 

caffeine than could be achieved with kola nut, and in order to save raw material costs, 

conspirators added caffeine anhydrous, a pharmaceutical-grade drug, to Fonnula One and other 

products, without listing that. ingredient on the product labels_ 

6. It was funher pan of this conspiracy that JAMES R. CA.'l\1ERON directed, and 

caused to be directed, coconspirators 10 create and maintain false manufacmring records for 

Formula One and other products. which falsely omitted the ingredients ephedrine hydrochloride 

and caffeine anhydrous. These manufacturing records were referred to by CHEMINS' v 

employees o.s "shop orders.'' and consisi.ed of various printed forms for each lot of product that 

w:1s manufactured. The fom1s contained a list of ingredients, the quantities of each ingredient to 

be use<l. and directions for weighing ingredients, mixing and encapsulating the batch. The forms 
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were initialed and checked by the employees perfonning each manufacturing step. The shop 

orders omitted any listing of ephedrine hydrochloride and caffeine anhydrous. The addition of 

ephedrine hydrochloride was sometimes noted on a note anached ro the shop order, and 1hc 

codename "Ephedra Extract" was used. Caffeine anhydrous was listed on the shop order under 

the codename "Kola Nut Extraci." 

7. It was further part of this conspiracy that, when CHEMlNS received shipments of 

the raw materials ephedrine hydrochloride and caffein~ anhydrous, warehouse workers, at the 

direction of JAMES R. CAMERON and coconspirators, did not record the receipt of the 

shipments in warehouse receiving logs and did not fill out receiving fonns for those products. 

8. It was further part of this conspiracy that, when CHEMINS received shipments of 

the raw materials ephedrine hydrochloride and caffeine anhydrous, warehouse workers, at the 

direction ofJAMES R. CAMERO!'i und coconspirn.tors, did not o.ssign raw material lot 

numbers to the products. 

9. It \,.·as further part of this conspiracy that. when CREMINS received shipments of 

th~ raw rn:iterials ephedrine hydrochloride and caffeine anhydrous, coconspirators kept the 

invoices and receiving documents separ:nely from those for other raw materials. At the direction 

of coconspirators. ephedrine hydrochloride lind caffeine anhydrous were not entered into the 

computerized inventory that CHEMINS muimained for other raw materials. 

I 0. It was further part of this conspiracy that, at the direction of JAMES R. ~ 

C...\.MERO!\'. coconspirarors hid the ephedrine hydrochloride and caffeine anhydrous from FDA 

inspectors by moving it to a coconspirator's residence during an FDA inspection, and later by 

storing it in u rented commercial storage unit off the CHEMINS' premises. 
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11. It was further pan of this conspiracy that coconspirators, including JA.:'1ES R. 

CAMERO~, provided, and caused to be provided, false documents, including false .warehouse 

receiving logs and shop orders. to FDA inspectors, and made, and caused to be made. false and 

misleading Statements to FDA inspecwrs with the intent to hide the use of ephedrine 

hydrochloride and caffeine anhydrous from FDA. 

12. It was further pan of the conspiracy that coconspirators, including JAMES R. 

CA.J.'\1ERON. distributed and caused to be distributed, dietary supplements in interstate 

commerce rhat were labeled "All Natural" but that comained ephedrine hydrochloride and 

caffeine anhydrous. and the labels of which did not list ephedrine hydrochloride and caffeine 

anhydrous as ingredients. 

Overt Acts 

ln furtherance of the conspiracy, and pursuant thereto, the defendants perfor:med, 

participated in. and did ¥1e following acts in the State and District of Colorado, among others: 

1. In or about December, 1991, JAMES R. CAMERON directed a coconspirator to 

manufacture formula One with ephedrine hydrochloride and caffeine anhydrous, in order to 

achieve approximately 12. mg/capsule of ephedrine and .25-30 mg/capsule of caffeine. 

,., 
In or about December, 1992. JA.i.'1ES R. CAJ.'\-IERON directed a coconspirator to 

use the names "ephedra extract" and "kola nut extract" on manufacturing records instead ofihe 

true names. ephedrine hydrochloride and caffeine anhydrous, respectively. ., 

3. In or about December, 1992, JAMES R. CAMERON directed a coconspiratcr to 

not record the receipt of ephedrine hydrochloride and caffeine anhydrous in the warehouse 

recei,·ing logs. and to not assign a lot number to those raw materials. 
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4. On or about the dates listed below, as part of a continuing course of conduct, 

coconspirators manufactured the Fonnul.i One lot numbers listed below using ephedrine 

hydrochloride and caffeine anhydrous, without recording their use on the shop order and on the 

product -label, with each lot be1ng a separate overt acr as numbered: 

Overt Act Lot Number Date Manufactured 

4 12255 December 22, 1992 

5 01347 January 22, I 993 

6 02309 February 3. 1993 

7 02343 February' 16, 1993 

8 04365 April 23, 1993 

9 04368 April 26, 1993 

IO 05335 Muy 13 and 14, 1993 

11 07338 July 19, 1993 

12 07354 July 23, I 993 

13 12306 December 3, 1993 

14 12338 December 9, 1993 

15 044E9 April 29, 1994 

16 044F6 April 29, 1994 

17 054A5 May 25, 1994 

IS 054A6 May 25, 1994 

19 054C9 May 15, 1994 

20 05..tDl May 25, 1994 
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21. On or about beween May 5 and May 14, 1993, CHEMINS srnred ephedrine 

hydrochloride and caffeine anhydrous in a shed, known as the "Morgan Shed," located behind 

the CREMINS warehouse, in order 10 hide it from FDA. 

22. On or about between May 5 and May 14, 1993, with !he intem to obsu-uct an 

ongoing FDA inspection, a coconspirator told an FDA inspector at CHEMI?'-iS that the 

inspector could not look in the shed because the coconspirator could not locate the key to the 

shed. 

23. On or about berwe~n May 5 and May 14, 1993, in the early morning of the day 

after the FDA inspector was denied entrance to rhe shed. at the direction of JAMES R. 

CAMERON coconspirators moved me ephedrine hydrochloride and caffeine anhydrous from 

the shed to a coconspirator's residence. 

24. · On or about August 6, I 993, as part of an ongoing practice, a coconspirator 

instructed a CHEMINS employee not to enter the receipt of caffeine anhydrous into CREMINS' 

computerized inventory. 

'), _.,. On or about August 13, 1993, JAMES R. CAMERON placed a standing order 

for 200 kilograms of ephedrine hydrochloride to be delivered to CHEMINS on the first and 

fifteenth of each month. 

26. In or about late 1993 and early 1994. JAMES R. CAMERON told a 

coconspir.itor that it was cheaper to use ephedrine hydrochloride rather than ma huang extract in 

order to achieve the targec of 1:2 mg./capsule of ephedrine in Formula One. 

27. On or about February 1994, a.coconspirator directed a CREMINS employee co 

not enter the receipc of caffeine anhydrous into the warehouse receiving logs and to take the 
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receiving document.s for caffeine anhydrous directly to the accounting office. 

28. On or aboui March 2.S, 1994. acting at the direction of JAMES R. CAMERO!'\. a 

CHEMINS employee rented a commercial storage locker to hide the ephedrine hydrochloride 

and caffeine anhydrous. 

29. On or about March 28, 1994, coconspirators moved ephedrine hydrochloride and 

caffeine anhydrous from CHEMINS ro the commercial storage locker. 

30. On or about the beginning of May, 19~4, coconspirators held a meeting to discuss 

press reports of the death of a woman in Texas associated with the consumption of Formula One. 

31. On or about May 26, 1994, during an inspection by FDA to investigate the Texas 

death and other complaints of serious adverse reactions associated with consumption of Formula 

One, a coconspirator provided an FDA inspector with a false formulation for Formula One, 

which was false in that it did not list the ingredients ephedrine hydrochloride and caffeine 

anhydrous. 

3.., On or aboitt May 26 and 27. 1994. a coconspirator provided an FDA inspector 

with false warehouse receiving logs. which were false in that they did not record !he receipt by 

CHEMI~S of ephedrine hydrochloride and caffeine anhydrous. 

33. On or about May 27. 1994, a coconspiratorprovided an FDA inspector with false 

shop orders for Formula One batch numbers 02309, 12338, 12306, 044£9, 044F6. 05427, 

054~A.5~ 05-t~6. 054C9. and 054D1. ., 

34. On or abouI May 26 and 27, 1994, a coconspirator provided samples and 

certificates of analysis for the raw materials listed on the shop order as ingredients ofFonnula 

One w the FDA inspector. but did not provide samples and certificates of analysis for ephedrine 
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hydrochloride and caffeine anhydrous. 

35. On or about June 7, 1994, with the knowledge that the FDA inspection was to 

investigate complaints of serious adverse reactions, including the death in Texas, associated vvith 

consumption of Formula One, JAMES R. CA..l\1ERON and coconspirators gave faise and 

misleading answers to the FDA inspector regarding why the shop orders provided to the 

inspector contained different formulations for Formula One. 

36. On or about June 7, 1994. with the kno}Vledge !hat the FDA inspection was to 

investigate complaints of serious adverse reactions, including the death in Texas, associated with 

consumption of Formula One, JAMES R Ck'\.1ERON and coconspirators told the FDA 

inspector that the shop orders for batch numbers 054A5, 054A6, 054C9, 054D1 and 054A3 

omitted the lot number of Kola Nut Extract that the shop order indicated was used in the lot 

because of a "housekeeping" problem and "mistakes," when CA.r\1ERON knew that the lot 

numbers were omitted because, at CAMERON'S direction, caffeine anhydrous was used in 

place of Kola Nut Extract and caffeine anhydrous was not assigned a lot number. 

37. On or about June i, 1994, with the knowledge that the FDA inspection was to 

investigate complaints of serious adverse reactions, including the death in Texas, associated \.Vlth 

consumption of Formula One, JAMES R CA.1\11.ERON and coconspirators provided an affidavit 

to the FDA. inspector that falsely stated "[w]e [CHEMINS) use only naturally-occurring raw 

materials. \Ve do not use any chemically prepared ephedra, [ or} caffeine . . . . Formula 6ne has 

always been manufactured-using a single formula." 

38. On or :ibout June 8, 1994, J.Al\1£S R. CA.l\1ERON directed a coconspirator to 

write a. letter to CHEMIN$' customer for FoTTnula One. in Richardson, Texas. The letter was 
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written to respond to FDA's inspectional findings and falsely stated: "The absence oflot ;;'s for 

Kola Nut Extract is due to the fact that we did noc purchase Kola Nut Extract at that time. \Ve: 

produced our own Kola Nut Extract as we found it to be more cost effective and timely.'' 

39. On or about June 10, 1994, CHEMINS shipped Formula One patch numbers 

054A5, 054A6, 054C9, and 054Dl from Colorado Springs, Colorado, to Richardson, Texas. 

which batches contained the unlabeled ingredients ephedrine hydrochloride and caffeine 

anhydrous. 

40. On or about November 21, 1994, FDA issued a Warning Lener to CHEMINS 

regarding CHEMINS' manufacture• of Formula One, which cited complaints of serious injury, 

including deaths. associated with its consumption. On or about December 14, 1994, in response 

to the Warning Lener, CHEM.INS caused FDA to be t0ld that CREMINS had not spiked the 

product with any phannaceutical grade ephedrine. 

41. On or about December 16, 1994. in response to the Warning Letter, CREMINS 

caused FDA to be sent a ietter, on behalf of CREMINS, thac stated: 

Chemins did not design or create the ingredient composition or formula ... 
Chemins produced Formula One at the direction of its customer .... No synthetic 
alklloids have e\'er been added to the ephedra it receives from its suppliers. The 
target for the caffeine is 30 mg. per c:1psule of Formula One. No synthetic 
caffeine is added or ever has been by Chemins. The ephedra and the caffeine 
ingredients of Fonnula One have not changed (i.e., no reformulation) .... 

All in violation of Title 18, United States Code. Section 371 
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COUNTTWO 

The Grand Jury for the District of Colorado further charges that: 

1. The allegations contained in paragraph 1 of Count One of this Indictment are 

realleged and incorporated by reference as if fully set forth herein. 

2. Under the authority of Title 21, United States Code, Section 374, between Mav 24 

and June 15, 1994, the United States Food and Drug Administration was conducting m 

establishment inspection of CHEMl.~S' facilities in Colorado Springs, Colorado to investigate 

complaints of a death in Texas and other serious adverse reactions associated with consumption 

ofFonnula One and to investigate CREMINS' compliance with the Food. Drug & Cosmetic 

Act, Title 21, United States Code, Section 301 et~- ("the inspection"). 

3. Between on or about May 24 and J1:1ne 15, 1994, in the Stare and District of 

Colorado. 

JAMES R. CAMERON 
and 

THE CHEMIN$ COMPANY, INC. 

corruptly endeavored to influence, obstruct, and impede the due and proper administration of the 

law under ,vhich :i pending proceeding was being had before an agency of the United States, to 

wit: an FDA inspection, in thatthe defendants: 

I) produced. caused to be produced, and aided and abened in producing, to FDA false 

manufacturing records that did nol record the use of ephedrine hydrochloride and ~affeine 

anhydrous in Formula One and false warehouse receiving logs that did not document the 

receipt by CHEMINS of ephedrine hydrochloride and caffeine anhydrous; 

2) ~ave, caused robe given, and aided anci abened in giving, false, misleading and evasive 
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anS\1/ers to FDA inspectors' questions regarding the ingredients in Fonnula One; and 

3) hid, caused to be hidden, and aided and abeued in hiding, ephedrine hydrochloride and 

caffeine anhydrous off-site at a rental commercial storage unit; 

all with ·the intent to obstruct and impede the inspection, 

All in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections 1505 and 2 

" 
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COUNT THREE 

The Grand Jury for the District of Colorado further charges thar: 

1. The allegations contained in paragnph 1 of Count One of this Indictment. are 

realleged and incorporated by reference as if fully set forth herein. 

2_ On or about June 7, 1994, in the State and District of Colorado, 

JA.1\'.lES R. CAMERON 
and 

THE CHEMINS COMP ALW, INC. 

in a matter within the jurisdiction of the United States Food and Drug Administration, an agency 

of the United States, did knowingly and willfully make, cause to be made, and aid and abet in 

making. a materially false, fictitious. and fraudulent statement and representation to an FDA 

inspector. to wir: that "[w}e [CHEM.INS] use only naturally-occurring raw materials_ We do not 

use any chemically prepared ephedra, [or] caffeine __ . Formula One has always been· 

manufacn:tred using a sin!!le formula." when in fact CHEMINS used ephedrine hydrochloride 

and c:iffein~ anhydrous in the manufacture of Formula One, and several formulas were used. 

All in violarion of Title IS_ United States Code, Sections 1001 and 2 

., 
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COUNTS FOUR-THIRTEEN 

The Grand Jury for the Districr of Colorado further charges that: 

I. The allegations contained in paragraph l of Count One of this Indictment are 

realleged and incorporated by reference as if fully set forth herein. 

2. On or about between May 24 and June 7, 1994, in the State and District of 

Colorado, 

JAl'1ES R.. CA.t'VIERON 
and 

THE CHEMINS COMPANY, INC. 

in u matter within the jurisdiction of the United States·Food and Drug Administration. an agency 

of the Uni red States, did knowingly and willfully use, cause to be used, and aid and abet in using, 

a false writing and document knov.-'ing the same to contain a materially false, fictitious, and 

fraudulent statement and entry, to wit: the shop orders for the Formula One lot numbers listed 

be.low, which con~ained false entries indicating that Kola Nut Extract was used in manufacturing 

the batches, when in fact caffeine anhydrous was used, and which falsely omitted the use of 

ephedrine hydrochloride, with rhe use of each shop order being a separate count of the 

indictmem: 

COl..~T LOT ?,rL TM BER 

4 01309 

5 02343 
., 

6 l'.!306 

' 11338 , 

8 044E9 
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. 
COUNT LOT :Nu"MBER 

9 044F6 

10 054A5 

11 OS4A6 

12 . 054C9 

13 054Dl 

All in violation ofTide 18, United States Code. Sections 1001 and 2 
' 
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COUNT FOURTEEN 

The Grand Jury for the District of Colorado further charges that: 

1- The allegations contained in paragraph l of Count One of this Indictment are 

realleged and incorporated by reference as if fully set forth herein_ 

2_ On or about June 10, 1994, in the State and District of Colorado, and elsewhercT 

JA-'l\1ES R. CAMERON 
and 

THE CHEMINS COlY(PANY, INC. 

the defendants herein. did, with the intent to defraud and mislead, introduce and deliver for 

introduction, cause to be introduced and delivered for introduction, and aid and abet in 

introducing and in delivering for imroductionT into interstate commerce, quantities of the food 

Formula One. lot numbers 054.A.5. 054.A.6, 054C9. and 054D 1. which were delivered to 

Richardson. Texas on or about June 13. 1994, which were rnisbranded within the meaning of the 

Federal Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act. Title 21, united States Code, Section 343(a). in that the 

labeling of the food was false and misleading, in that it failed to list ephedrine hydrochloride and 

cJ.ffeine anhydrous as ingredients of the food. and Section 343(i). in that the label failed to bear 

the common and usual name of ~:ich ingrediem. to wit: ephedrine hydrochloride and caffeine. 

All in Yiolation of Title 21, Cnited States Code. Sections 33 l(a) and 333(a)(2) and Title 18, 
Cnited State CodeT Section 2 

., 
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THOMAS L. STRICKLA~TI 
u"'.N1TED STATES ATTORi~Y 

Byc;i:<;;;i_ . 
Susan Strawn 
Special AssistanI U.S. Anomey 
Trial Attorney 
U.S. Department of Justice 

&-------.-:111-,,e..-

A TRUE BILL: 

., 
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DEFE:NDA.NT: 

AGE: 

ADDRESS: 

OFFENSE: 

· FfLED 
US "''s--·--• • I,.;: Ir;:..; I C0Ur,-r-ft.T?.'" ... ,.._ "' f\ I 

~ - . ''"'; ·~•r ;._,:~= :-::? ,. 1"'C 

THE CREMINS COMPANY, INC. 

n/a 

1835 E. Cheyenne Road 
Colorado Springs, CO 80906 

Conspiracy, 18 U.S.C. § 371; 

DATE: 

uY 

Obstruction of Agency Proceeding. 18 U.S.C. § 1505; 
False Statement to Federal Agency, 18 U.S.C. § 1001; 

•• - ........ J.\J 

l9SSOCi 2 l p~ f: 08 

------CE?. C~;; 

Introducing Misbranded Foods Into Interstate Commerce, 21 U.S.C. §§ 
331(a), 333(a)(2) 
Aiding and Abetting, 18 U.S.C .. § 2 

LOCATION OF OFFENSE: Colorado 

PENALTY: Count I 
NMT $ 500.000 (or twice the !lain to defendant) fine, or both; 
Restitution; SS0.00 Special Assessment 
Count 2 
NMT S 500.000 (or twice the gain to defendant) fine, or both; 
Restitution; S50.00 Special Assessment 
Count 3 
N1v1T S 500.000.( or twice the gain to defendant) fine, or both; 
Restitution; S50.00 Special Assessment 
Counts 4-13 
NMT S 500.000 (or twice the gain to defendant) fine, or both; 
Resfrmtion: S50.00 Soecial Assessment 



DEFE~TDA.NT: 

AGE: 

ADDRESS: 

OFFENSE: 

THE CHEMlNS COMPA.N'i, INC. 

nla 

1835 E. Cheyenne Road 
Colorado Springs. CO 80906 

Conspiracy, 18 U.S.C. § 371; 

DATE: 

· FILED 
US r"•5--,,._- ~ • · ..,, Ir;;.., f 1.,Q!Jr,-Df.C::.T:)•,,...,. ,...._ -- :\ I 
- l-1" ; .._, r i.., t:.. ,:, R A DC 

1999 DCi 2 1 p~ I: 0 8 

uY 
------CE?.c~h 

Obstruction of Agency Proceeding, 18 U.S.C. § 1505; 
False Statement to Federal Agency. 18 U.S.C. § I 001; 
Introducing Misbranded Foods Into Interstate Commerce, 21 U.S.C. §§ 
33l(a), 333(a)(2) 
Aiding and Abetting, 18 U.S.C .. § 2 

LOCA TIOK OF OFFENSE: Colorado 

PENALTY: 

AGENT: 

Count I 
NMT $ 500.000 (or twice the 2:ain to defendant) fine, OI" both; 
Restitution; SS0.00 Special Assessment 
Count 2 
NMT S 500.000 (or twice the gain to defendant) fine, or both; 
Restitution; SS0.00 Special Assessment 
Count 3 
NMT S 500.000.(or twice the gain to defendant) fine. or both; 
Restitution; S50.00 Special Assessment 
Counts 4-13 
NMT S 500.000 (or twice the gain to defendant) fine, or both; 
Restirution; S50.00 Special Assessment 
Count 14 

NMT S 500.000 (-or twice the gain to defendant) fine, or both; t4 II 
Restitution; $50.00 Special Assessment rt 
Laura Stewan 99 - CR - 3 7 0 
FDA-OCI 

ACTHORIZED B,.Y: Susan Strawn 
Special Assistant C.S. Auorney 



ESTIMATED TIME OF TRIAL: 

__ five days or less 

X over five days 

_other 

THE GOVERNMENT 

_ will seek detention in tlris case 

X will not seek detention in this case -~ 
The statutory presumption of detention is or is not applicable to this defendam. (Circle one) 

OCDETF CASE: Yes X No 

., 



DEFENDANT: 

AGE: 

ADDRESS: 

OFFENSE: 

FILED US Dr,..- ... ,,.. 
· .... ;. i~tr,:..,TCOUr,T "''S,..,•--,..- " i.;. •• -:. , .,,- •~;>-: ,..."\ A r,o , .. \., -~·:..~,-..."",,,,,, 

DATE: 1999 OCT 21 PM f: 08 

JAMES R. CA.¼ERON 

69 
av ______ _ 

DE?. Cl!C 

2430 Mesa Road 
Colorado Springs, Colorado 80904 

Conspiracy, 18 U.S.c;:. § 371; 
Obstroction of Agency Proceeding, 18 U.S.C. § 1505; 
False Statement to Federal Agency, 18 U.S.C. § I 001; 

· Introducing Misbranded Foods Into Interstate Commerce, 21 U.S.C. §§ 
33l(a). 333(a)(2) 
Aiding and Abetting. 18 U.S.C: § 2 

LOCATION OF OFFENSE: Colorado 

"PENALTY: 

AGENT: 

Count l -~ 
N"MT 5 years; ~'MTS 250.000 <or twice the gain ro defendant,} 
fine, or both; 
Restitution; $50.00 Special Assessment 
Count 2 ~~ 
1\TMT 5 years; 1\TMT S 250.000 <or twice the gain to defendant} 
fine, or both; 
Restitution; SS0.00 Special Assessment 
Count3 ·4~ ~~ 
!'-l'MT 5 years; NMT $ 250.000 (or twice the gain to defendant) 
fine. or both; 
Restimrion; $50.00 Special Assessment L......,, 

Counts 4-13 ~-- ~~ ~ 
NMT 5 years; NMT S 250,000 for twice the gain to defendant) 
fine, or both; 
Restitution; S50.00 Special Assessment 

Count 14 · ., " 
NMT 3 years; S 2S0.000 ( or twice the gain to defendant) 

fine, or both; 99 _ CR _ 3 7 o 
Restitution; 550.00 Special Assessment 

Laura Stewart 
FDA·OCI 

AUTHORIZED BY: Susan Strawn, Special Assistant U.S. Attorney 



ESTIMATED TWE OF TRIAL 

five days or less 

X over five days 

other 

THE GOVERNMENT 

_ will seek detention in this case 

X will not seek detention in this case -~ 
The statutory presumption of detention is or is not applicable to this defendant. (Circle one) 

OCDETF CASE: Yes X No 




