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UPnited States Court of Appeals
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT

No. 24-3107 September Term, 2025
FIiLED ON: JULY 17, 2026

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
APPELLEE

V.

VINCENT FORREST,
APPELLANT

Appeal from the United States District Court
for the District of Columbia
(No. 1:21-cr-00431)

Before: SRINIVASAN, Chief Judge, and RAO and PAN, Circuit Judges.

JUDGMENT

This appeal was considered on the record from the United States District Court for the
District of Columbia and on the briefs and oral argument of the parties. The panel has accorded
the issues full consideration and has determined that they do not warrant a published opinion. See
D.C. Cir. R. 36(d). It is hereby

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the judgment of the district court be AFFIRMED.
L.

Vincent Forrest was a D.C. Metropolitan Police Department (MPD) officer who, beginning
in 2019, started working with Raquel DePaula. DePaula was a “runner”—someone who solicited
individuals involved in car accidents and referred them to personal-injury attorneys in exchange
for compensation. Before 2006, DePaula obtained accident victims’ contact information by
visiting police stations in person. But that year, the District enacted a law requiring runners to
wait 21 days after an accident before contacting a victim. After that change, DePaula began
obtaining the information directly from police officers under the table. Before working with
Forrest, DePaula had an arrangement with Officer Walter Lee, whom she paid weekly cash sums
in exchange for the names and phone numbers of accident victims. When Lee stopped
communicating with her, a friend connected her with Forrest.
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Forrest and DePaula agreed that he would send approximately 25 names per day in
exchange for $1,200 to $1,800 per week in cash. Their communications occurred almost
exclusively through encrypted WhatsApp messages, and DePaula paid in cash and kept no ledger
because “[t]here’s no trace.” J.A. 404. In one exchange, Forrest warned there would be a delay
because “[t]he watch commander [was] walking around talking to us so I ain’t trying to be hot
with it.” J.A. 218, 424. That same day, Forrest explained that a commander had asked why he
was at the station on his day off, and that he replied he “had to catch up on some other paperwork
lol,” after which he sent DePaula more names and numbers. J.A. 218, 425. At times, DePaula
sent unencrypted messages, to which Forrest responded using primarily encrypted messages.

In 2019, the MPD conducted an audit after receiving complaints that accident victims were
being solicited by runners before the 21-day waiting period had expired. The audit revealed that,
between April 14 and August 17, 2019, Forrest had viewed 4,383 crash reports—including 1,691
on his days off around that time—compared to only 51 reports in the preceding two years. It also
showed that when Forrest accessed a report, he navigated directly to the section containing victim
contact information. FBI agents and MPD Internal Affairs personnel subsequently interviewed
Forrest. In that interview, Forrest acknowledged that he understood it was illegal to provide crash
information to third parties but twice denied doing so, even though agents warned him that lying
to the FBI was a federal offense. At no point during the interview did Forrest mention DePaula.
Agents then informed Forrest they had obtained a search warrant for his phone. When he declined
to provide the password, agents accessed the device using forensic technology and recovered
encrypted WhatsApp communications between Forrest and DePaula.

A grand jury charged Forrest with conspiracy, 18 U.S.C. § 371; bribery, 18 U.S.C.
§ 201(b)(2)(C); and making a false statement, 18 U.S.C. § 1001. Following a jury trial, Forrest
was convicted on all counts. The district court sentenced him to twenty months of imprisonment
and three years of supervised release.

II.

Forrest challenges the sufficiency of the evidence for all of his convictions. Our review of
a sufficiency-of-the-evidence challenge is “highly deferential” to the jury’s verdict. United States
v. Reynoso, 38 F.4th 1083, 1089 (D.C. Cir. 2022). The question is “whether, after viewing the
evidence in the light most favorable to the prosecution, any rational trier of fact could have found
the essential elements of the crime beyond a reasonable doubt.” United States v. Boyd, 803 F.3d
690, 692 (D.C. Cir. 2015) (quoting Jackson v. Virginia, 443 U.S. 307, 319 (1979)). The evidence
here readily satisfies that standard on all counts of conviction.

Turning first to Forrest’s bribery conviction, the federal bribery statute prohibits a public
official from “corruptly” receiving “anything of value” “in return for . . . being induced to do or
omit to do any act in violation of the official duty of such official.” 18 U.S.C. § 201(b)(2)(C).

Forrest does not contest that he received something of value or that he was a public official; he
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challenges only whether the government proved he acted corruptly. That element requires
showing that “the official ha[s] a corrupt state of mind and accept[s] (or agree[s] to accept) the
payment intending to be influenced in the official act.” United States v. Paitsel, 147 F.4th 1010,
1017 (D.C. Cir. 2025) (quoting Snyder v. United States, 603 U.S. 1, 11 (2024)). A rational jury
could find that Forrest acted with corrupt intent.

Forrest admitted to the FBI that he understood sharing crash information with third parties
was illegal, yet when agents asked—repeatedly and in broad terms—whether he had ever done so,
he denied it. A rational jury could view that blanket denial not as the product of confusion or
mistake, but as evidence of consciousness of wrongdoing. His conduct in the scheme reinforced
his corrupt state of mind. He communicated with DePaula almost exclusively through an
encrypted messaging application; when his watch commander was nearby, he delayed
transmissions because he “ain’t trying to be hot with it,” J.A. 218, 424; when a supervisor asked
why he was at the station on his day off, he fabricated an explanation (claiming he had to catch up
on paperwork) rather than disclose that he was sending victims’ names to DePaula; and following
his FBI interview, he ceased all contact with DePaula. The scale and timing of his activity point
in the same direction. Over roughly four months—beginning the very day he started providing
names to DePaula—Forrest accessed 4,383 crash reports, compared to 51 in the preceding two
years, including 1,691 on his days off. Nothing in his duties required that volume of access, and
he offers no alternative explanation for it.

A rational jury likewise could have found Forrest guilty of conspiracy. To convict Forrest
of conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. § 371, the government had to establish an agreement with at least
one other person to commit bribery, his knowing participation in the agreement, and at least one
overt act in furtherance of it. See United States v. Smith, 950 F.3d 893, 895 (D.C. Cir. 2020).
Forrest raises no independent challenge to his conspiracy conviction, contending only that because
he lacked the requisite intent for bribery, his conspiracy conviction must fall as well. That
argument fails for the reasons already stated. And the evidence plainly supported the remaining
elements: Forrest and DePaula reached an explicit agreement to exchange accident-victim
information for cash, Forrest’s crash-report access surged from two reports to 656 in the month
immediately following the agreement, and his repeated transmissions of victim-contact
information to DePaula in exchange for weekly cash payments are overt acts in furtherance of the
conspiracy.

Last, the evidence was sufficient to find Forrest guilty of making a false statement. To
sustain a conviction under 18 U.S.C. § 1001(a)(2), the government had to prove that Forrest “(1)
knowingly and willfully (2) [made] a[] materially false, fictitious, or fraudulent statement or
representation (3) in a matter within the jurisdiction of the executive . . . branch.” United States v.
Moore, 612 F.3d 698, 700 (D.C. Cir. 2010) (internal quotation marks omitted). A statement is
made “knowingly” when the defendant “know([s] the falsity of his statement at the time it was
made” and it was not “the product of an accident, honest inadvertence, or duress.” Bryson v.
United States, 396 U.S. 64, 69—70 (1969). Forrest challenges only the element of knowing falsity,
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contending that when he denied providing crash information to third parties, he believed the agents
were asking only about certain confidential records rather than the names and phone numbers he
sent to DePaula. The evidence more than sufficed to support the jury’s contrary conclusion.

The agents’ questions were not limited in any sort of way that would support the narrow
understanding Forrest posits. After Forrest denied ever providing crash information to a third
party, an agent followed up: “No? You never provided any kind of traffic report information,
contact information, anything like that?,” to which Forrest again replied “[n]o,” offering no
qualification or request for clarification. J.A. 245. If Forrest believed the inquiry concerned only
confidential records, the natural response would have been to say so—or to mention DePaula and
explain why his conduct was permissible. Instead, he gave an unqualified denial and never
mentioned DePaula at any point during the interview. A rational jury could conclude that Forrest
understood the scope of the question and knowingly denied his conduct falling squarely within it.
The surrounding circumstances support what that silence suggests.  Forrest’s own
acknowledgment during the interview that providing crash information to third parties was illegal
undercuts his confusion defense: a defendant who admits awareness that certain conduct is
unlawful would not appear to a jury to be uncertain about what is being asked when agents ask
whether he engaged in that very conduct. The agents had also advised Forrest that making false
statements to federal investigators is itself a federal offense, and he confirmed that he understood
that crime. On this record, a rational jury could conclude that Forrest knew precisely what he was
denying and that his denial was false.

Pursuant to D.C. Circuit Rule 36, this disposition will not be published. The Clerk is
directed to withhold issuance of the mandate until seven days after resolution of any timely petition
for rehearing or rehearing en banc. See Fed. R. App. P. 41(b); D.C. Cir. R. 41.

Per Curiam
FOR THE COURT:
Clifton B. Cislak, Clerk
BY: /s/

Daniel J. Reidy
Deputy Clerk
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AO 245B (Rev. 09/19) Judgment in a Criminal Case

Sheet 1
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
District of Columbia B
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ; JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL CASE
V. )
VINCENT FORREST )
) Case Number: 21-CR-431-RDM-1
; USM Number:
) Barry Cobum
) Defendant’s Attorney

THE DEFENDANT:

[ pleaded guilty to count(s)

[ pleaded nolo contendere to count(s)

which was accepted by the court.

@ was found guilty on count(s) 1,3and 4

after a plea of not guilty.

The defendant is adjudicated guilty of these offenses:

Title & Section Nature of Offense Offense Ended Count
18:371 Conspiracy 8/19/2019 1
18:201(b)(2)(C) Bribery 8/19/2019 3
18:1001 False Statement 8/19/2019 4

The defendant is sentenced as provided in pages 2 through _7 ~_ ofthis judgment. The sentence is imposed pursuant to

the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984.

[0 The defendant has been found not guilty on count(s)

O Count(s) O is [Jaredismissed on the motion of the United States.

. Ttis ordered that the defendant must notify the United States attorney for this district within 30 days of any change of name, residence,
or mailing address until all fines, restitution, costs, and special assessments imposed by this judgmentare fuﬁy paid. If ordered topayrestitution,
the defendant must notify the court and United States attorney of material changes 1n economic circumstances.

8/28/2024
Date of Imposigién of Judgment

ignu __of Judge

Randolph D. Moss, United States District Judge
Name and Title of Judge

Ve
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AO 245B (Rev. 09/19) Judgment in Criminal Case
Sheet 2 — Imprisonment

Judgment — Page 2 of 7
DEFENDANT: VINCENT FORREST
CASE NUMBER: 21-CR-431-RDM-1

IMPRISONMENT

The defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the Federal Bureau of Prisons to be imprisoned for a
total term of:

20 months on counts 1,3, and 4 to run concurrent.

L) The court makes the following recommendations to the Bureau of Prisons:
1.The defendant participate in the following programs while incarcerated with the Bureau of Prisons: Parenting

program and Occupational Educational program.
2.The defendant be placed at FCI Cumberland, FPC Morgantown or any medical facility BOP deems appropriate
based on the defendants medical needs.

[0 The defendant is remanded to the custody of the United States Marshal.

O The defendant shall surrender to the United States Marshal for this district:
O at O am. O pm. on
[0 asnotified by the United States Marshal.

[0 The defendant shall surrender for service of sentence at the institution designated by the Bureau of Prisons:
O before 2 p.m. on
[0 as notified by the United States Marshal.

O as notified by the Probation or Pretrial Services Office.

RETURN
I have executed this judgment as follows:
Defendant delivered on to
at , with a certified copy of this judgment.
UNITED STATES MARSHAL
By

DEPUTY UNITED STATES MARSHAL
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AO 245B (Rev. 09/19) Judgment in a Criminal Case
Shect 3 — Supervised Releasce

Judgment—Page 3 of 7
DEFENDANT: VINCENT FORREST
CASE NUMBER: 21-CR-431-RDM-1

SUPERVISED RELEASE

Upon release from imprisonment, you will be on supervised release for a term of:
Three years on counts 1,3, and 4 to run concurrent.

MANDATORY CONDITIONS

You must not commit another federal, state or local crime.
. You must not unlawfully possess a controlled substance.
3. You must refrain from any unlawful use of a controlled substance. You must submit to one drug test within 15 days of release from
imprisonment and at least two periodic drug tests thereafter, as determined by the court.
[J The above drug testing condition is suspended, based on the court's determination that you
pose a low risk of future substance abuse. (check if applicable)
4. [0 You must make restitution in accordance with 18 U.S.C. §§ 3663 and 3663 A or any other statute authorizing a sentence of
restitution. (check if applicable)
5. ™ You must cooperate in the collection of DNA as directed by the probation officer. (check if applicable)
6. [ You must comply with the requirements of the Sex Offender Registration and Notification Act (34 U.S.C. § 20901, et seq.) as

directed by the probation officer, the Bureau of Prisons, or any state sex offender registration agency in the location where you
reside, work, are a student, or were convicted of a qualifying offense. (check if applicable)

7. U You must participate in an approved program for domestic violence. (check if applicabie)

N w—

You must comply with the standard conditions that have been adopted by this court as well as with any other conditions on the attached
page.
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AO 245B (Rev. 09/19)  Judgment in a Criminal Case
Shcet 3A — Superviscd Release

Judgment—Page 4 of 7
DEFENDANT: VINCENT FORREST
CASE NUMBER: 21-CR-431-RDM-1

STANDARD CONDITIONS OF SUPERVISION

As part of your supervised release, you must comply with the following standard conditions of supervision. These conditions are imposed
because they establish the basic expectations for your behavior while on supervision and identify the minimum tools needed by probation
officers to keep informed, report to the court about, and bring about improvements in your conduct and condition.

1. You must report to the probation office in the federal judicial district where you are authorized to reside within 72 hours of your
release from imprisonment, unless the probation officer instructs you to report to a different probation office or within a different time
frame.

2. After initially reporting to the probation office, you will receive instructions from the court or the probation officer about how and
when you must report to the probation officer, and you must report to the probation officer as instructed.

3. You must not knowingly leave the federal judicial district where you are authorized to reside without first getting permission from the

court or the probation officer.

You must answer truthfully the questions asked by your probation officer.

You must live at a place approved by the probation officer. If you plan to change where you live or anything about your living

arrangements (such as the people you live with), you must notify the probation officer at least 10 days before the change. If notifying

the probation officer in advance is not possible due to unanticipated circumstances, you must notify the probation officer within 72

hours of becoming aware of a change or expected change.

6. Youmust allow the probation officer to visit you at any time at your home or elsewhere, and you must permit the probation officer to
take any items prohibited by the conditions of your supervision that he or she observes in plain view.

7. Youmust work full time (at least 30 hours per week) at a lawful type of employment, unless the probation officer excuses you from
doing so. If you do not have full-time employment you must try to find full-time employment, unless the probation officer excuses
you from doing so. If you plan to change where you work or anything about your work (such as your position or your job
responsibilities), you must notify the probation officer at least 10 days before the change. If notifying the probation officer at least 10
days in advance is not possible due to unanticipated circumstances, you must notify the probation officer within 72 hours of
becoming aware of a change or expected change.

8. You must not communicate or interact with someone you know is engaged in criminal activity. If you know someone has been
convicted of a felony, you must not knowingly communicate or interact with that person without first getting the permission of the
probation officer.

. Ifyou are arrested or questioned by a law enforcement officer, you must notify the probation officer within 72 hours.

10.  You must not own, possess, or have access to a firearm, ammunition, destructive device, or dangerous weapon (i.e., anything that was
designed, or was modified for, the specific purpose of causing bodily injury or death to another person such as nunchakus or tasers).

1. You must not act or make any agreement with a law enforcement agency to act as a confidential human source or informant without
first getting the permission of the court.

12. Ifthe probation officer determines that you pose a risk to another person (including an organization), the probation officer may
require you to notify the person about the risk and you must comply with that instruction. The probation officer may contact the
person and confirm that you have notified the person about the risk.

13. You must follow the instructions of the probation officer related to the conditions of supervision.

e

U.S. Probation Office Use Only

A US. probation officer has instructed me on the conditions specified by the court and has provided me with a written copy of this
Jjudgment containing these conditions. For further information regarding these conditions, see Overview of Probation and Supervised
Release Conditions, available at: www.uscourts.gov.

Defendant's Signature Date
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Judgment—Page 5 of 7
DEFENDANT: VINCENT FORREST

CASE NUMBER: 21-CR-431-RDM-1

SPECIAL CONDITIONS OF SUPERVISION
Mental Health Assessment /Mental Health Treatment - You shall complete a mental health assessment and evaluation as
directed by the United States Probation Office. If a determination is made that mental health treatment is necessary, then
you must participate in a mental health treatment program and follow the rules and regulations of that program. The
probation officer, in consultation with the treatment provider, will supervise your participation in the program (provider,
location, modality, duration, intensity, etc.).

Employment/Volunteer Restrictions  You must not engage in an occupation, business, profession, or volunteer activity
that would require or enable you to access a patron's personal identification information without the permission of the
probation officer.

Financial Restrictions - You must not incur new credit charges, or open additional lines of credit without the approval of the
probation officer.

THE COURT FINDS that you do not have the ability to pay a fine and, therefore, waives imposition of a fine in this case.

The financial obligations are immediately payable to the Clerk of the Court for the U.S. District Court, 333 Constitution Ave
NW, Washington, DC 20001. Within 30 days of any change of address, you shall notify the Clerk of the Court of the change
until such time as the financial obligation is paid in full.

The Probation Office shall release the presentence investigation report to all appropriate agencies, which includes the
United States Probation Office in the approved district of residence, in order to execute the sentence of the Court.

Treatment agencies shall return the presentence report to the Probation Office upon the defendant s completion or
termination from treatment.
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AO 245B (Rev. 09/19) Judgment in a Criminal Case
Sheet 5 — Criminal Monetary Penalties

Judgment — Page 6 of 7
DEFENDANT: VINCENT FORREST
CASE NUMBER: 21-CR-431-RDM-1

CRIMINAL MONETARY PENALTIES

The defendant must pay the total criminal monetary penalties under the schedule of payments on Sheet 6.

Assessment Restitution Fine AVAA Assessment* JVTA Assessment**
TOTALS $ 300.00 $ 3 $ $
[0 The determination of restitution is deferred until . An Amended Judgment in a Criminal Case (AO 245C) will be

entered after such determination.
(] The defendant must make restitution (including community restitution) to the-following payees in the amount listed below.

If the defendant makes a partial payment, each pa{ee shall receive an approximately proportioned payment, unless specified otherwise in
the priority order or percentage payment column below. However, pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3664{:?, all nonfederal victims must be paid
before the United States is paid. :

Name of Pavee Total Loss*** Restitution Ordered Priority or Percentage
TOTALS $ 0.00 $ 0.00

Restitution amount ordered pursuant to plea agreement $

The defendant must pay interest on restitution and a fine of more than $2,500, unless the restitution or fine is paid in full before the
fifteenth day after the date of the judgment, pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3612(f). All of the payment options on Sheet 6 may be subject
to penalties for delinquency and default, pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3612(g).

[0 The court determined that the defendant does not have the ability to pay interest and it is ordered that:
[0 the interest requirement is waived forthe [] fine [ restitution.

[J the interest requirement forthe [J fine [J restitution is modified as follows:

* Amy, Vicky, and And¥ Child Ppm%rapl;y Victim Assistance Act of 2018, Pub. L. No. 115-299.
** Justice for Victims of Trafficking Act o 2015, Pub. L. No. 114-22, _ ) )
*** Findings for the total amount of losses are required under Chapters 109A, 110, 110A, and 113A of Title 18 for offenses committed on

or after September 13, 1994, but before April 23, 1996.
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DEFENDANT: VINCENT FORREST
CASE NUMBER: 21-CR-431-RDM-1

SCHEDULE OF PAYMENTS

Having assessed the defendant’s ability to pay, payment of the total criminal monetary penalties is due as follows:

A ¥ Lump sum paymentof$ 300.00 due immediately, balance due

[J not later than , or
¥ inaccordancewith 0 C, [J D, [J E,or W F below; or

B [ Payment to begin immediately (may be combined with [ C, OD,or [JF below); or

C [0 Payment in equal (e.g., weekly, monthly, quarterly) installments of $ over a period of
(e.g., months or years), 10 commence (e.g., 30 or 60 days) after the date of this judgment; or
D [J Payment in equal (e.g., weekly, monthly, quarterly) installments of $ over a period of
(e.g., months or years), to commence (e.g., 30 or 60 days) after release from imprisonment to a

term of supervision; or

E [J Payment during the term of supervised release will commence within (e.g.. 30 or 60 days) after release from
imprisonment. The court will set the payment plan based on an assessment of the defendant’s ability to pay at that time; or

F | Special instructions regarding the payment of criminal monetary penalties:

The financial obligations are immediately payable to the Clerk of the Court for the U.S. District Court, 333
Constitution Ave NW, Washington, DC 20001. Within 30 days of any change of address, you shall notify the Clerk
of the Court of the change until such time as the financial obligation is paid in full.

Unless the court has expressly ordered otherwise, if this judgment imposes imprisonment, payment of criminal monetary penalties is due during
the period of imprisonment.” All criminal monetary penalties, except those payments madc through the Federal Bureau of Prisons’ Inmate
Financial Responsibility Program, are made to the clerk of the court.

The defendant shall receive credit for all payments previously made toward any criminal monetary penalties imposed.

O Joint and Several

Case Number ) .
Defendant and Co-Defendant Names Joint and Several Corresponding Payee,
(including defendant number) Total Amount Amount if appropriate

[0 The defendant shall pay the cost of prosecution.
[0 The defendant shall pay the following court cost(s):

M  The defendant shall forfeit the defendant’s interest in the following property to the United States:
$15,000.01

Payments shall be applied in the following order: (1) assessment, (2) restitution princig:al, (3) restitution interest, (4) AVAA assessment,
(5) fine principal, (6) fine interest, (7) community restitution, (8) JYTA assessment, (9) penalties, and (10) costs, including cost of
prosecution and court costs.
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AO 245B (Rev. 09/19)  Judgment in a Criminal Case Not for Public Disclosure

Attachment (Page 1) — Statement of Reasons

DEFENDANT: VINCENT FORREST
CASE NUMBER: 21-CR-431-RDM-1
DISTRICT: District of Columbia

H

II1.

STATEMENT OF REASONS
(Not for Public Disclosure)
Sections I, II, III, IV, and VII of the Statement of Reasons form must be completed in all felony and Class A misdemeanor cases.

COURT FINDINGS ON PRESENTENCE INVESTIGATION REPORT

A. l{ The court adopts the presentence investigation report without change.

B. O The court adopts the presentence investigation report with the following changes. (Use Section VIII if necessary)
(Check all that apply and specify court determination, findings, or comments, referencing paragraph numbers in the presentence report.)

l. O Chapter Two of the United States Sentencing Commission Guidelines Manual determinations by court: (briefly
summarize the changes, including changes to base offense level, or specific offense characteristics)

2. 0O Chapter Three of the United States Sentencing Commission Guidelines Manual determinations by court: (briefly
summarize the changes, including changes to victim-related adjustments, role in the offense, obstruction of justice, multiple counis, or acceplance
of responsibility)

3. O Chapter Four of the United States Sentencing Commission Guidelines Manual determinations by court: (briefly
summarize the changes, including changes to criminal history category or scores, career offender status, or criminal livelihood determinations)

4. 0O Additional Comments or Findings: (include comments or factual findings concerning any information in the presentence report,
including information that the Federal Bureau of Prisons may rely on when it makes inmate classification, designation, or programming decisions;
any other rulings on disputed portions of the presentence investigation report; identification of those portions of the report in dispute but for which
a court delermination is unnecessary because the matter will not affect sentencing or the court will not consider it)

C. O The record establishes no need for a presentence investigation report pursuant to Fed.R.Crim.P. 32.
Applicable Sentencing Guideline: (if more than one guideline applies, list the guideline producing the highest offense level)

COURT FINDING ON MANDATORY MINIMUM SENTENCE (Check all that apply)

A. 0O  One or more counts of conviction carry a mandatory minimum term of imprisonment and the sentence imposed is at or
above the applicable mandatory minimum term.

B. O  One or more counts of conviction carry a mandatory minimum term of imprisonment, but the sentence imposed is below
a mandatory minimum term because the court has determined that the mandatory minimum term does not apply based on:

O  findings of fact in this case: (Specify)

O  substantial assistance (18 U.S.C. § 3553(¢))
O  the statutory safety valve (18 U.S.C. § 3553(f))

c! of No count of conviction carries a mandatory minimum sentence.

COURT DETERMINATION OF GUIDELINE RANGE: (BEFORE DEPARTURES OR VARIANCES)

Total Offense Level: AL

Criminal History Category: T

Guideline Range: (afier application of §5G1.1 and §5G1.2) 3 3 to LH months
Supervised Release Range: \ to 3 years

Fine Range: $  |5,000 08 |50 000

o Fine waived or below the guideline range because of inability to pay.
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AQO 245B (Rev. 09/19)  Judgment in a Criminal Case
Attachment (Page 2) — Statement of Reasons

Not for Public Disclosure

DEFENDANT: VINCENT FORREST
CASE NUMBER: 21-CR-431-RDM-1
DISTRICT: District of Columbia

STATEMENT OF REASONS
IV. GUIDELINE SENTENCING DETERMINATION (Check all that apply)

A. O  The sentence is within the guideline range and the difference between the maximum and minimum of the guideline range

does not exceed 24 months.

B. O  The sentence is within the guideline range and the difference between the maximum and minimum of the guideline range
exceeds 24 months, and the specific sentence is imposed for these reasons: (Use Section VIII if necessary)

C. O The court departs from the guideline range for one or more reasons provided in the Guidelines Manual.

(Also complete Section V,)

D. & The court imposed a sentence otherwise outside the sentencing guideline system (i.¢., a variance). (4lso complete Section Vi)
V. DEPARTURES PURSUANT TO THE GUIDELINES MANUAL (If applicable)

A. The sentence imposed departs: (Check only one)
O above the guideline range
O below the guideline range

B. Motion for departure before the court pursuant to: (Check all that apply and specify reason(s) in sections C and D)

1. Plea Agreement

00  binding plea agreement for departure accepted by the court
0 plea agreement for departure, which the court finds to be reasonable
O  plea agreement that states that the government will not oppose a defense departure motion.
2, Motion Not Addressed in a Plea Agreement

O  govemment motion for departure

O  defense motion for departure to which the government did not object
O  defense motion for departure to which the government objected

O  joint motion by both parties
3. Other

00 Other than a plea agreement or motion by the parties for departure

C. Reasons for departure: (Check all that apply)

O 4Al13 Criminal History Inadequacy 0O 5K2.1
OO0 S5HI.1 Age O 5K2.2
O 5HI1.2 Education and Vocational Skills O 5K2.3
O 5HI.3 Mental and Emotional Condition 0O 5K2.4
0O 5H1.4 Physical Condition O 5K2.5
O 5HLS Employment Record O 5K2.6
0 S5HL.6 Family Ties and Responsibilities O 5K2.7
O SHI1.11 Military Service O 5K2.8
0 5SHI.11 Charitable Service/Good Works [ 5K2.9
O S5KI1.I Substantial Assistance O 5K2.10
O 5K2.0 Aggravating/Mitigating O 5K2.11

Circumstances

Death

Physical Injury

Extreme Psychological Injury
Abduction or Unlawful
Restraint  ~

Property Damage or Loss

Weapon

Disruption of Government
Function

Extreme Conduct

Criminal Purpose
Victim’s Conduct

Lesser Harm

O 0O OO0 O Ooo O oooo

5K2.12
5K2.13
5K2.14
5K2.16
5K2.17

5K2.18
5K2.20

5K2.21

5K2.22
5K2.23

5K2.24

5K3.1

Coercion and Duress
Diminished Capacity

Public Welfare

Voluntary Disclosure of
Offense

High-Capacity, Semiautomatic
Weapon

Violent Street Gang

Aberrant Behavior

Dismissed and Uncharged
Conduct

Sex Offender Characteristics
Discharged Terms of
Imprisonment

Unauthorized Insignia

Early Disposition Program
(EDP)

O  Other Guideline Reason(s) for Departure, to include departures pursuant to the commentary in the Guidelines Manual: (see “List of
Departure Provisions” following the Index in the Guidelines Manual.) (Please specify)

D. State the basis for the departure. (Use Section VIII if necessary)

A-013
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DEFENDANT: VINCENT FORREST
CASE NUMBER: 21-CR-431-RDM-1

DISTRICT:

District of Columbia

STATEMENT OF REASONS

VI.  COURT DETERMINATION FOR A VARIANCE (/f applicable)
A. The sentence imposed is: (Check only one)
O above the guideline range
& below the guideline range

B. Motion for a variance before the court pursuant to: (Check all that apply and specify reasons) in sections C and D)

1.

Plea Agreement

O  binding plea agreement for a variance accepted by the court

O  plea agreement for a variance, which the court finds to be reasonable
O plea agreement that states that the government will not oppose a defense motion for a variance
Motion Not Addressed in a Plea Agreement

O  government motion for a variance

L], defense motion for a variance to which the government did not object
E( defense motion for a variance to which the government objected

O  joint motion by both parties

Other

O  Other than a plea agreement or motion by the parties for a variance

C. 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a) and other reason(s) for a variance (Check all that apply)

O

00000000 O0ooo o

(]

The nature and circumstances of the offense pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a)(1)

O Mens Rea O  Extreme Conduct O Dismissed/Uncharged Conduct
O Role in the Offense 0 Victim Impact

O  General Aggravating or Mitigating Factors (Specify)

The history and characteristics of the defendant pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a)(1)
O  Aberrant Behavior O Lack of Youthful Guidance
O Age O Mental and Emotional Condition
O Charitable Service/Good O Military Service
Works
O  Community Ties ¥ Non-Violent Offender
00 Diminished Capacity O  Physical Condition
O  Drug or Alcohol Dependence [ -sentence Rehabilitation
El/h(mploymem Record Remorse/Lack of Remorse
Family Ties and O  Other: (Specify)
Responsibilities .

O  Issues with Criminal History: (Specify)

To reflect the seriousness of the offense, to promote respect for the law, and to provide just punishment for the offense
(18 U.S.C. § 3553(a)(2)(A))

To afford adequate deterrence to criminal conduct (18 U.S.C. § 3553(a)(2)(B))

To protect the public from further crimes of the defendant (18 U.S.C. § 3553(a)(2)(C))

To provide the defendant with needed educational or vocational training (18 U.S.C. § 3553(a)(2)(D))

To provide the defendant with medical care (18 U.S.C. § 3553(a)(2)(D))

To provide the defendant with other correctional treatment in the most effective manner (18 U.S.C. § 3553(a)(2)(D))
To avoid unwarranted sentencing disparities among defendants (18 U.S.C. § 3553(a)(6)) (Specify in section D)

To provide restitution to any victims of the offense (18 U.S.C. § 3553(a)(7))

Acceptance of Respounsibility O Conduct Pre-trial/On Bond O Cooperation Without Government Motion for
Early Plea Agreement O  Global Plea Agreement Departure
Time Served (not counted in sentencey O Waiver of Indictment OO0 Waiver of Appeal

Policy Disagreement with the Guidelines (Kimbrough v. U.S., 552 U.S. 85 (2007): (Specify)

Other: (Specify)

D. State the basis for a variance. (Use Section VIII if necessary
farmdy fhes + repns: o, Drivr st CQ/W/aZZ)J
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AO 245B (Rev. 09/19)  Judgment in a Criminal Case Not for Public Disclosure
Attachment (Page 4) — Statement of Reasons

DEFENDANT: VINCENT FORREST
CASE NUMBER: 21-CR-431-RDM-1
DISTRICT: District of Columbia

STATEMENT OF REASONS

VII. COURT DETERMINATIONS OF RESTITUTION
A. &  Restitution Not Applicable.
B. Total Amount of Restitution: $
C. Restitution not ordered: (Check only one)

1. 0O For offenses for which restitution is otherwise mandatory under 18 U.S.C. § 3663A, restitution is not ordered because
the number of identifiable victims is so large as to make restitution impracticable under 18 U.S.C. § 3663A(c)(3)(A).

2. O For offenses for which restitution is otherwise mandatory under 18 U.S.C. § 3663 A, restitution is not ordered because
determining complex issues of fact and relating them to the cause or amount of the victims’ losses would complicate
or prolong the sentencing process to a degree that the need to provide restitution to any victim would be outweighed
by the burden on the sentencing process under 18 U.S.C. § 3663A(c)(3)(B).

3. O For other offenses for which restitution is authorized under 18 U.S.C. § 3663 and/or required by the sentencing
guidelines, restitution is not ordered because the complication and prolongation of the sentencing process resulting
from the fashioning of a restitution order outweigh the need to provide restitution to any victims under 18 U.S.C. §
3663(a)(1)(B)(ii).

4. O For offenses for which restitution is otherwise mandatory under 18 U.S.C. §§ 1593, 2248, 2259, 2264, 2327 or
3663A, restitution is not ordered because the victim(s)'(s) losses were not ascertainable (18 U.S.C. § 3664(d)(5)).

5. 0O For offenses for which restitution is otherwise mandatory under 18 U.S.C. §§ 1593, 2248, 2259, 2264, 2327 or
3663A, restitution is not ordered because the victim(s) elected to not participate in any phase of determining the
restitution order (18 U.S.C. § 3664(g)(1)).

6. [0 Restitution is not ordered for other reasons. (Explain)

D. O Partial restitution is ordered for these reasons (18 U.S.C. § 3553(c):

VIII. ADDITIONAL BASIS FOR THE SENTENCE IN THIS CASE (if applicable)

Defendant’s Soc. Sec. No.: _

Defendant’s Date of Birth: _

300 Pear Blossom Road,
Defendant’s Residence Address: Stafford, Virginia 22554

osition of Judgment
8/28/2024

Randolph D. Moss, United States District Judge

RéijahannOCk—ReyiDna' Jail, Name and Title of Judge
Defendant’s Mailing Address: 1745 Richmond Hwy, Stafford,
VA 22554 Date Signed | 3( 9“'(

A-015






