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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FO~ THE SOUTHEfu~ DISTRICT OF OHIO 

WESTE&~ DIVISION KENNETH .1. MURPH''! 
D . Clalk 

Ii. 'rrQ."t1. o:::tro 

UNITED S7ATES OF F~ERICA 

v. 

CONTROL SYSTEMS SPECIALIST, 
INC., AND DARROLD RICHARD 
CRITSS 

C}\SE NO. CR-3-98-073 
I N F 0 R~kTf~ ~tJ18ERT RICE 

18 U.S.C. § 371 
15 U.S.C. § 78dd-2 
18 U.S.C. § 201(c) (1) (A) 

THE 0~ITED STATES ATTOfu~EY CP~~GES TR~T: 

1. T~e Fo~eigr. Corrupt ?ractices Act of 1977 (?CPA), as 

amended, 15 U.S.C. §§ 78dd-l, et seq., was enacted by the 

Co~gress ~or the pu~?ose c~ rea~ing it unlawful for United States 

persons, OUSilDesses I ar:d resider.t:s to rr.ake paymer:t to foreign 

gover~~ent o~~icials for the purpose of obtaining or ~etaining 

business or direct~ng business to any person. 

2. At all ti~es material herein, the defer:dant DARROLD 

RICHARD CRITES was Presider:.t of the defendant CONTROL SYSTEMS 

SPECIALIST 1 INC. (C5S) I ar.. Ohio co:::-po~atio:1 having its principal 

place of busi:1ess a~ Fairborn, Ohio, in the Southern District of 

Ohio, which was e~5aged in the purchase, =epair. and resale of 

De=e~da:1t DARROLD RICH&~ CRITES was 
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a "domestic concern" as that term is defined in the Foreign 

Corrupt Practices .:::'.ct, 15 U.S.C. § 78dd-2(h) (1) (A). 

3. At all time material herein, defendant CSS was a 

domestic concern as that term is defined in the Foreign Corrupt 

Practices Act, lS U.S.C. § 78dcl-2(h) (1) (B). 

4. Eusi~essman X was President of Company Y, an Ohio 

corporation, havins its principal place of business in Dayton, is 

engaged in the purchase, repair, and resale of surplus military 

equipment. . Defendant DARROLD RICHARD CRITES was Secretary of 

Company Y. Businessman X and Company Y were domestic concerns as 

that term is defined in the Foreign Corrupt Practices Act, 15 

u . S . C. § 78 dd - 2 (h) (1) . 

5. Fr8m Dece~ber 1993 throush February 1995, a Brazilian 

Ai~ ?orce L~. Colc~el (BAF/Lt. Col. Z) was the Foreign Liaison 

Cfficer for ~he A~~ Force of the Republic of Brazil and was 

st.ationed at Wrigh~ Patterson Air Force Base in the Southern 

Dist.rict of Ohio. BAF/Lt. Col. ~ was a "foreign official" as 

that term is defined i~ the Foreign Corrupt Practices Act, 15 

U.S.C. § 78dd-2(h) (2). BAF/LT. Col. Z was authorized to make 

purchases of military equipment on behalf of the Brazilian 

Aeronautical Commission (BAC) , the purchasing agent of the 

Brazilian Air Force. The Brazilian Aeronautical Commission was 
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an "instrumentality" of the Government of Brazil, as that ter:u is 

used in the Foreign Corrupt Practices Act, 15 U.S.C. §78dd-

2(a) (1) (B). 

6. From the fall of 1993 through December 1995, a civilian 

employee of the United States Air Force, who is a citizen of the 

United States, worked at Wright Patterson Air Force Base as the 

Command Country Manager ("Country Managertl) for Brazil. As such, 

he was responsible for representing the United States Air Force 

in dealings with BAF/Lt. Col. Z. 

COUNT ONE 
18 U.S.C. § 371 (Conspiracy) 

7. The enited States Attorney incorporates by ~e:erence the 

allegacions set fOTch in paragraphs 1- 6 above, and c~a~ges that: 

8. From on or about October 1995, and continuing to 

February 1996, in the Southern District of Ohio and elsewhere, 

defendants herein DARROLD RICHARD CRITES,a "domestic C8ncern" as 

that term is defined in 15 U.S.C. § 78dd-2(h) (l) (A) anc an 

officer and shareholder of a "domestic concern" as tha: term is 

defined in 15 U. S. C. § 7800-2 (h) (1) (B), to wit CONTROL SYSTEMS 

SPECIALIST, LNC., and CONTROL SYSTEMS SPECIALIST, INC., 

a "domestic ccnce::n" as that term is defined in 15 U.S.C. § 78dd-
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2(h) (1) (B), together with others known and unknown to the United 

States Attorney, did knowingly, intentionally and unlawfully 

combine, conspire, and agree with each other to commit an offense 

against the United States, to wit, to use the mails and means and 

instrumentalities of interstate commerce corruptly in furtherance 

of an offer, payment, promise to pay, and the authorization of 

the payment of money to a foreign official for the purpose of 

influencing the acts and decisions of said foreign official in 

his official capacity, indUCing said foreign official to do or 

omie Co do acts in violation of his lawful duty, and inducing 

said foreign official to use his influence with an 

instrumentality of a foreign government in obtaining a~d 

retaining business for, and directing business to, the defendants 

and others in violation of the Foreign Corrupt Practices Act, 15 

u.S.C. §78dd-2. 

A. ~~nner aGd Means 

9. It was part of the conspiracy that, in or abeut 1994, 

defendant DARROLD RICHARD CRITES met with the Country M~nager and 

~ith BAFfLt. Col. Z and agreed that the Country Manager would 

locate surplus military e~~ipment for purchase, repair, and 

resale by CSS to the Brazilian Aeronautical Commission, an 

instrumentality of the Government of the Republic of Brazil. 
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10. It was further a part of the conspiracy that, the 

Country Manager agreed to provide defendant DARROLD RICHARD 

CRITES with surplus pa~t numbers, model numbers. and U.S. 

military sources of surplus parts in exchange for the promise of 

payments of money, using information he would obtain through his 

position as a civilian employee of the United States Air Force. 

11. It was further a part of the conspiracy that defendant 

DARROLD RICHARD CRITES would thereafter purchase the surplus 

equipment identified by the Country Manager, recondition it, and 

resell the same to the BAC. According to their agreement, 

BAF/Lt. Col. Z would approve the BAC's purchases from CSS in 

exchange for payments of money. 

12. It was further a part of the conspiracy that, in the 

fall of 1994, defendant DARROLD RICHARD CRITES, after consulti~g 

with the Coc.ntry Manager, started to prepare and submit bids to 

the BAC through BA=/Lt. Col. Z. Thereafter, defendant DARROLD 

RICHARD CRITES paid BAF/Lt. Col~ Z a series of bribes, disguised 

as "consultant fees," for each bid accepted by BAF/Lt. Col Z on 

behalf of the BAC. 

13. It was further a part of the conspiracy that defendant 

DARROLD RICHARD CRITES, with the assistance of an unindicted co-
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conspirator, Bus~~essman X, formed Company Y in September, 1995. 

Thereafter, Company Y paid bribes to BAF/Lt. Col. Z in exchange 

for his approval of Company Y's bids to sell surplus u.s. 

military equipment to the BAC. 

14. It was further a part of the conspiracy that between 

1994 and 1996 defendant DARROLD RICHARD CRITES, as president of 

defendant CSS, and defendant DARROLD RICHARD CRITES and an 

unindicted co-conspirator, Businessman X, as officers of Company 

Y, arranged not less than forty-four purchases of sUr?lus U.S. 

~ilitary equipment for repair and resale to the BAC. Some of ~he 

surplus equipment was obtained ~y t~e BAC through the Defense 

Reutilizaticn and Marketing Se~7ice (DRMS) under the Foreign 

~ilitary Sales (F~S) Program and then provided to defendant css 

Other equipment was purchased directly 

by CSS or Company:, repaired, and then sold to the EAC. In all 

cases, after each p~rchase was effeCted, BAFfLt. ColZ was paid 

tor his approval of the t~ansact~on. 

15. It was £ur~her a part of the conspiracy that between 

1994 and 1996 defencants D&~ROLD RICHARD CRITES and CSS and 

others paid a total of $ 99,000 to the Country Manager and a 

total of $ 257,139 t~ BAFfLt. Col. Z. 
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B. Ovext Acts 

16. In furtherance of the conspiracy, defendants DARROLD 

RICHARD CRITES and CSS, together with others known and unknown to 

the United States Attorney, committed the following overt acts ln 

the Southern District of Ohio and elsewhere: 

17. On or about October 11, 1995, in Fairborn, Ohio, 

defendant DARROLD RICHARD CRITES paid BAFfLt. Col. Z $40,000, by 

a check drawn on defendant CSS's account at Star Bank, as a 

paymen~ for the approval by BAF/Lt. Col. Z of a bid tv CSS to 

sell e~~ipment to 3AC. 

18. On or abo~t October 17, 1995, CSS provided a quotation 

to 3AF/Lt. Col. Z fer the reconditioning of two gas turbine power 

units for a total cost of $71,290.00. 

c~ Or about October 20, 1995, CSS issued an invoice lD 

the amouns of $71,290.00 to BAC for the reconditioni~s of two gas 

turbine power units. 

20. On or about October 20~ 1995, CSS issued an invoice in 

the amount of 325,475.00 to BAC for the supply of a reconditioned 

Trailer Mounted De-lcer. 

21. On October 20, 1995, CSS issued an invoice in the 

amount of $50,550 to 3AC for the supply of two Test Stands. 
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22. On or about November l3, 1995, CSS issued an invoice in 

the amount of $26,950.00 to EAC for the supply of two 

reconditioned Generator Sets. 

23. On or about NoveIT~er l3, 1995, ess issued an invoice in 

the amount 0= $73,850 to BAC for the repair of a Test Stand. 

24. On or abou: November 1S, 1995, CS5 paid BAr/Lt. Col. Z 

$18,000, by a cheCK drawn on CSS's account at Star BanK, as a 

payment for the approval by BAFfLt. Col. Z of a bid by css to 

recondition two gas turbine power units for BAC. 

25. On or about November lSI 1995, CSS paid BA?/Lt. Col. Z 

56,000, by a chec~ drawn on eS5's account at Star Bank, as a 

pa~.ent for the approval by BAFfLt. Col. Z of a bic by e5S to 

sell BAC the reco~Gi~ioned Trailer Mounted De-lcer. 

26. On or about. November 16, 1995, CSS paid BA?/Lt. Col. Z 

$30,COO, by a check drawn on CSS's account Star Bar..k, as a 

payment for the approval by 3A? fL'c. Col. Z of a bid by ess to 

repair the Test Stand for EAC. 

27. On or abeu: November 17, 1995, CSS pa~c BA?/Lt. Col. Z 

S11,500, by a check drawn on C55's account at Star Bank, as a 

payment for the approval by BAFfLt. Col. Z of a bid by ess to 

sell BAC t~o reconditioned Generator Sets. 

28. On or about November 15, 1995, ess paid BM /Lt. Col. Z 

8 



$10,000, by a check drawn on CSS's account at Star Bank, as a 

payment for the approval by BAF/Lt. Col. Z of a bid by ess to 

sell BAC two Test Stands. 

29. On or about November 19, 1995, CSS paid BAF/~t. Col. Z 

an additional $5,050, by a check drawn on CSS's account at Star 

Bank, as a payment for the approval by BAF/Lt. Col. Z of a bid by 

CSS to sell BAC two Test Stands. 

30. On or about December 11, 1995, BAC issued a check to 

CSS for $264,285.00 to cover the foregoing contracts. 

(All in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 371) 

COUN'" TWO 
15 U. S . C . § 78 dd - 2 

(Foreign Corrupt Practices Act) 

31. The United States Attorney incorporates by rererence 

the allegations set for~h in paragraphs 1- 6 and 9-17 above, ar.d 

further charges that: 

32. On or abcut Nove~ber 1~, 1995, in the Southern District 

of Ohio and elsewhere, defendants herein, DARROLD RIC~~ CRITES, 

a "domestic conce:::--r." as that te::::-:-;1 is defir!ed in 15 U. s. C. § 78dd-

2 Ch) (1) (A) and an office::::- and shareholder of a \\domes;::ic concern" 

as that te::::-m is defi~ed in 15 U.S.C. § 78dd-2(h) (1) (3), to wit 

CONTROL SYSTEMS SPECI.~IST, INC., and CONTROL SYSTEMS SPECIALIST, 
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INC .. a "domestic concern U as that term is defined in 15 U.S.C. 

§ 78dd-2 (h) (1) (B). did use and cause to be used an 

instrumentalities of interstate commerce, to wit. the u.s. mails 

and interstate telephone lines, corruptly in furtherance of an 

offer, payment, promise to pay, and authorization of the payment 

of ~oneY to a foreign official, to wit, a Lieutenant Colonel in 

the Air Force of the Republic of Brazil, for the purpose of 

influe~cing the acts and decisions of said foreign official in 

his official capacity, inducing said foreign official to do or 

omit to do acts in violation of his lawful duty, and inducing 

said fo~eignofficial to use his i~fluence with an 

instrumentality of a foreign government, to wit, the Brazilian 

Aeronautical Commission, to obta~n business for and cirecting 

busi~ess to de~endant CSS, to wit, the sale of two gas turbine 

power units. 

(All in violation of Title 15, united States Code, Section 78dd-

2(a)(l)) 

CORN; T;{REE 

18 U.S.C. § 201 (c) (1) (A) 

(Bribery of a u.s. Public Official) 

33. The United States Attorney incorporates by re=erence 

10 



the allegations set forth in paragraphs 1- 6 and 9-17 above, and 

further charges that 

34. Between December 1994 and June 1"996, in the Southern 

District of Ohio, defendants herein, DARROLD RICHARD CRITES 

and CONTROL SYSTEMS SPECIALIST, INC., did, otherwise than as 

provided for ~he law for the proper discharge of official duties, 

direcCly and indirectly give, offer, and promise something of 

value to a public of=icial, to wit, a civilian employee of the 

United States Air Force, for and because of an official act 

performed or ~o be performed by such public official, to wit, his 

assiscance in the sa:e of surplus U.S. military equipme~t to an 

inst~umenta~ity of t~e Goverr.ment of the Rep~blic of Brazil, to 

~it, t~e Brazilian Aeronautical Commission. 

(All in violation of ~itle 18, United States Code, Section 

201(c) (1) (A)) 
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SF.ARON J. ZEALEY 
United States Atcor~ey 
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