DAVIDY. IGE
GOVERNOR

NOTICE AND ORDER OF FIXING MINIMUM TERM(S) OF IMPRISONM ENT
In the matter of ~ OKI, PATRICK H

STATE OF HAWAI

HAWAII PAROLING AUTHORITY
1177 Alakea Street, Ground Floor
Honolulu, Hawail 96813

EDMUND "FRED" HYUN
CHAIR

MICHAEL A TOWN

JOYCE K| MATSUMORI - HOSHIJO

ANNELLE C. AMARAL
FITUINA F. TUA
MEMBERS
1

TOMMY JOHNSON
ADMINISTRATOR

i
SID:  AG08145|

Having been convicted and sentenced, you are hereby notified that following a hearing on i?eb"ruary 5,2018,

it is the order of the Hawaii Paroling Authority that minimum te
follows: :

Crime
Number

15-1-0488

ct.1,2,3°

15-1-0488
ct. 10-13

15-1-0488
ct. 4

15-1-0488
cl.5,6,7

15-1-0488
ct.8,9

Offénsge ‘

Theft in Elhe First Degree
Forggw in the Second Degree
Thefl in l:he Second Degree
Money L;aundering

Use of a Computer in the Commission
ofa Separale Crime

rm(s) of imprisonment is/are fixed as

Circuit Sentence Maximum Term Minimum Term Life | Life Min,

1

Date

10/17/2017
10/17/2017
10/1')/2017
10/17./2017

10/17/2017

Y -

10

20

0.

D

0

Y
5

10

m
1

D
0

wio  Expires

11/13/2022
| 11/13/2020
11/13/2020
11/13/2022

111212027
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OFFENDER :  OKI. PATR[CI?\”" ) E A6081451
i

'BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS: That you participate in all RAD recommended piro‘grams,

including co:mbletion of the appropriate level of substance abuse treatment as determimf;d by the

Department@oﬁ Public Safety, work furlough, pay court-ordered restitution, and etc. !

Class "C" F&jaldny Conviction(s) - (5 Years Maximum)
Level of Puniisljnment:_ Level 1 .
Significant factors identified in determining the level of punishment:

| .

(1) Nature of Offense.

Class "B" Feilony Conviction(s) - (10 Years Maximum)
- Level of Punishment: Level IIL. ;
Significant factors identified in determining the level of punishment:

(1) Nature of Offense.

Class "A" Fdlony Conviction(s) - (20 Yeﬁars Maximum)
Level of Punishment: Level III. _
Significant factors identified in determining the level of punishment:

(1) Nature of Offense.
o

DATED: Hon;olulu, Hawaii, State of Hawaﬁii Monday, February 05, 2018

Hawaii Pa 'oliég Apthority:

!

[ do hereby certify that the following is a full true and correct co py of the original

]

Chair

Wz‘ive Secretary

I certify that a true and correct kopy of this document was served 1o the
prisoner on _ FEB 0 260 b, ail [ ] Persbna%l Service

y [ M
1sI J. MACADAMIA

Secretary

E
HAWAII PAROLING AUTHORITY |




, Date

11/15/2017

INI'I IAL PRESCRIPTIVE PLAN

FACE SHEET

218 JAH 25 PH I

Name OKI, Patrick

- Completed By:_Wooten W.

snp.3 A6081451

Date QofCommitmem: 10/17/2017

RAD Admission Date‘

U AWAH PARGLING AUTHORITY
)

OF,FENSE CTs. 1-3: Theft 1* |
Court Criminal Number  Judge Restitution Max Term
1 IPC151000488 |Rom A.Trader CVCF $105.00 10y
| (Per Count) ;
OFFENSE:__ CT. 4 Theft 2" f
Court Criminal Number Judge Restitution Max Term
1% IPC151000488 |Rom A. Trader CVCF $105.00 5 y

' Restitution is Reserved

Refpr to attached page for additional Counts.

. For 1PC151000488- $500 or the actual cost of the DNA analysis, wlnchever 1s
'~ less to the DNA registry s pecial fund, \

Pre;Confinement Credits

Notifiers: XX No _If Yes, describe:
Maximum Sentence (Longest) 240 nﬂonths
Mandatory Minimum Length _0 months ‘
TBD

Initial Custody Designation
Med%cal Code |
Mental Heaith Code
Educatxon Code

Sex foender Code

Se’cuirity Code

Skill Level Code

Subst;ance Abuse

Trade Type




Naxﬁe'

i

_OKI, Patick

OFFENSE CTs. 5-7: Money Laundering

Court
lsg: T

OFFENSE:

Caurt
151

OPFENSB CTs..10-13: Forgery 2™

Count
Ist

{

Criminal Number Judge
IPC151000488 | Rom A. Trader

1PC151000488 RomA Trader

Criminal Numbexc - Judge
1PC151000488 Rom A, Trader

Date:_11/15/17
Restitution Max Term
CVCF $105.00 10y
(Per count)
CTs 8-9: Use of a Computer In The Commission of a Separate Crime
Judge - Restitution Max Term
CVCF $105.00 20y
(Per count)
Restitution Max Term
CVCF $105.00 5y

(Per count)




2 : |
i

Initial Prescriptive Plan

rracts, employees, invoices aj
je reimbursements from his o

$506,471 from the company.

i !
i .

h BKF Pacific Hawaii, now known as Spire Hawaii, over
‘course of three years from 2011 to 2014. Patrick Oki created false companies

begause they became suspicious labout the reimbursements, Subject had stolen around

it CJIS printout.

Date:_ 11/15/17

nd other documents to collect hundreds of thousands of
Wi company. The firm’s other partners turned Oki m

Reading

D. Educational: |

Initial CASAS

Assessment Results:

- Math

Total




1 j 1 . { x » X

Nkme: OKI, Patrick \ - Date: _11/15/17

‘ E. Sex Offender:

s mma include miscond ] :

PR
S|
4 !

Th : subject is a 48-year old male sefving thirteen counts of Theft, Money Laundcrmg
I‘or bery and The Use ofa Comp ier|in The Comxmssxon of a Separate Cnme Ok1 }has a
‘ vea e .commiter. i imes.:. A 0110 AFE FIINN g [

.‘A
&
s

Completed By:w?’ | Date: /! /19 /, v, |
- RAD Case Mas | |




Nfme: OKI, Patrick Date: 11/15/17

I} INITIAL TREATMENT L?N (attach additional sheet if necessary)

A. Problem:

Goals:

B. Problem:

Goals:

C. Problem:

Goals:

Immediate Program/Intervention Priorities:

A

II

e

B
C.
D

I hdve read my Initial Treatment Plan and have received a copy.

/}Tz@ 5] zerx

INMATE ) DATE
o v ,'1/// 5//]‘
CASE MANAGER DATE




CJiS-Hawaii CR JUSTICE INQUIRY- FULL RAP SHEET
OKIL,PATRICK H

SID: A608 1451

FBi No
NFORMATION




‘Run Date:1/10/2§18 10:19 AM Page: 56 of 93
2|5
54
Hawalii Paroling Authority
‘ | Fact Sheet | 1o

OFFENDER: O, PATRICK H SID: A6081451

Number e i o VMG T T W aaeepre, L
"EPISODE: _2oabf START : 10/17/2017 END :

Offense : 708-0831 Theft in the Second Degtee

Circult: 1 Judge: Rom A Trader PR: CONSEC. WITH:

15'1-0488 1,23 7/é0/2017 10/17/2017 1 10 ' o 9 [ ] g0 0 | 10/13/2027 10/1342027
" Offense : 708-085p Forgery in the Second Dégree |

crm@ﬁm Judge: Rom A Trader PR: CONSEC. WITH: |

1s-1~o4aépt.1‘o. 11,13 §7/20/2017  10£17/2017 1 510 0 Q00 00 0 1042022 10/14/2022

Offense : 708-083 Theft in the Second Dgree
' Clr(i:ulvt':v*l B  Judge: Rom A Trader PR: CONSEC. WITH:

1510488 ct.4 - 0017 t0nT2047 1 £l12/ 0 o000 @ 29 16/14/2022 10/14/2022

_ * '

Offense : 708A.0003 Money Laundering

‘CIrcult:.1 Judge: Rom A Trader PR: CONSEC. WITH:

15-1-0488 ct.4, 6,7 /202017 10172017 1 10|Qlal 0pop 000 10/13/2027 10/13/2027

Oﬁgns'e : 768-059' Use of a Computer in the Commission of a Sepaiaté Crime

Circuit: 1 Judge: Rom A Trader PR: CONSEC. WITH:

15-1-0488 ct.8, 9 /202017 10172017 1 20 (20| 000 Q0 0 10102087 10/10/2057



ANE : OKI, PATRICK H | - A6081451
Previous Board Actions | |

10/17/17 Admitted under Cr. No., 15-1-0488, Cts, 1--13, ; .
All Terms tg run concumenity with each other. Defendant to pqy Crime
Victim Compensalion fee of $105 in ea ct., total of $1,365. Must aiso
pay the DNA Registry Special fund the amount of $500 or the acgual
cost of the DNA analysis, whichever is less. Restitution: Hesewed

PSi reports received. (jmi 10/20/17)




DE RTMENT OF [THE PROSECUTING ATTORMEY '
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONULULU
ALI' PLACE
1060 RIGHARDS STREET « HONOLULU, HAWAL't 86843
PHDNE| (803) 768-7400s FAX; ?08) 768-7515
"
KEITH M. KANESHIRO! CHRISTOPHER D.W. YOUNG
PROSECUTING ATTOHUEY FIRST DEFUTY Pnbsecunno ATTORNEY
November 7, 2017 RECEVE D
Mr. Edinund Hyun NOV 09 2017
Chaimfan _
Hawai § Paroling Authority HAWAN PAROLING AUTHORITY
1177 Aflakea Street, First Floor
Honolflu, Hawai‘i 96813
é: Information and Comments for Use at Minimum/Parole Hearing,
| Including Participation in Work Furlough Program
Priso er: Patrick Hisao OKI Case No(s). 1PC151000488
Charge(s):  Counts 1--3;
1 Theft in the First Degree
} Count 4:
? Theft in the Second Delgrae
Counts 5--7:
! Money Laundering
i Counts 8 & 9;
Use of a Computer in the Commission of a Separate Crime
| Counts 10--13: '
| i Forgery in the Second Degree
Date spntenced: October 17, 2017 _ Judge: Rom A. Trader
Date Hresentence Report: September 26, 2017
Probation Officer: Sean 1. Chang
PROSELUTOR’S RECOMMENDATION; Number of Years 12 - 15
A ) Levell [X] Level II [ ] LevelH Minimum Setting
THE REASON(S) FOR THIS RECOMMENDATION:
: The evidence that was jntroduced during the course of the trial proved beyoind a
. N | | |
reasona§ile doubt that Patrick H. Oki (herein after “Defendant™) perpetrated four fraudulent
reimburfement schemes against PKF Padific Hawaii LLP (hereinafier “PKF™),
Fraud Scheme No. 1 - Kaimana/Kamakura Corporation. The first fraud
~ schcnite | as a fraudulent reimbursement scheme that involved an entity called Kamakura




7Y

‘3 ~ Defendant told his fellow

ovfm obket for the services that Kdimana was providing to Kamakura. In other words,

) and an entity called Kaimana Consulting (her:

Partners that Kaimana was providing servic

K#m iura-as part of an alleged arrangement with the Central Intelligence Agency (C

4 But, according to Defendant, Defendant himself was paying Kaimana ou

S, ~ In a normal business relationship, the entity that receives the services
Kamfkura) would pay the entity that was providing the services (in this case, Kaima
6. However, in this scheme, according to Defendant, he was paying Kair

sefrvi es that they were providing to Kamiakura.

7. Consequently, Defendant

f‘frjo ing” the expenses for Kamakpra,

8. Then, according to Defend

reimfurse PKF.

as never reimbursed by Kamakura,

told the Partriers that PKF needed to reimbu

lant, PKF was to bill Kamakura and Kamak

10.  PKF and the Partners trusﬁec;l Defendant, who was the Managiﬁg Pértricr

. Asa iesult, PKF reimbursed Defendant. However, as discﬁSsed_her’ei

(in

na)

rse

9. TIn short, Defendant fold the Partners that PKF would have to reimburse him and

nb

einafter.

es to

IA’f.

ura would

t of his

this case,

mana for the

himfor

of the

elow,




his Fir§t Hawaiian Bank (FHB) accoun

reduce

1
persondl

persona
|
|

i

i
{

15 Third, on three occasion

Defendant was reimbursed|by PKF in four ways.
13.  First, PKF reimbursell Defendant by writing PKF-issued checks payab

Defen axjat, which Defendant then deposited into his American Savings Bank (ASB) a

L.

14.  Second, PKF reimbursed Defendant by making electronic “automated

lance of the loan that PKF had

' on behalf of Kamakura.

16, Fourth, on eight occasions

i’aypal account. Then, he told

%ura. Again, PKF trusted Defe

ough and including July 18,20

house” (ACH) direct deposits into Defendant’s bank account.

5, RKF applied the amount of the alleged reimt

previously provided to Defendant. In other we

the balance on Defendant’s Joan by a corresponding amount of money that he

Defendant used his PKF-issued credit card

-

the Partners that the credit card expenses were

| ‘ . . .
mon?y hat he was “fronting” Kamakura a§ payment for the services that Kaimana was

ndant, and therefore, PKF paid off those eight

These four reimbursements methods occurred during the period from J3

13.

8. The total amount of “reimbyrsements” that Defendant received was $34

9. A subsequent inquiry tondugted by the Partners, as well as the investigation that

expenses in connected with an

was corructed by law enforcement, demonitrated that Defendant’s claim about having i

alleged arrangement between Kaimana, Kamal

le to

ccount and

ursement
rds, PKF

allegedly

to fund his
i

part of the

5 providing

credit card
tnuary 23,
5,122.74,

incurred

kura, and




1 :
th!c A was, in fact, falsc. Atno timg d PKF have an arrangement that involved the Kainiana,
Kaﬁx and the CIA. At no|time diél efendant incur any personal out-of-pocket ckpensgs in
conn 'tjion with an afrangeme‘nt that in‘iv lved ;he Kaimana, Kamakura, and the CIA
20.  The investigation reyegled that, in fact, Defendant created false documents and ‘
used | fictitious e-mail addressl to deceive the Partners.

Ql For example, when he :;ﬁ mitted claims for reimbursement, Defendant submitted
‘fR?ei ﬁmsable Expense Reporits”, which|provided information aboﬁt the nature of the allege:

i

[ =%

wci)rk irixcluding the name of thjc allegad dlient and the amount of money that} he was seeking as
teiém ?sement. The Reimbursidble Exi)e nse Reports were accompanied by invoices, which
pulrp %:d to be coming from Kiaimana iarad which purported to be a bill to Defendant. As prc‘mf
the%t' himself was incurring téxe expensd, Defendant attached copies of personal checks drawn

oni hi§ USAA Federal Savihgs Banl (U SAA) account. But, Defendant only provided the -

Pahn rs with a copy of the frox%lt of thg cHeck, and there was no indication on the check that it
A R | ' |
| | . R i . .

ha@. Ftually been negotiated and mpney ithdrawn from his USAA account. |

‘22 In short, Defcndmt gave the Partners copies of checks made payabl:jo Kaimana,

trying to create the impression in the minfs of the Partners that the amounts reflected on the

checl were amounts he was péyirig opt of his personal USAA account, and therefore, were -

amo ts and expenses that he Was personally incurring as part of the Kaimana/Kamakura

way df accessing Defendant’s USAA bank records Jr

at he told fthem was |true,




Mr, Eqmund Hyun
Chairrpan
Page Jof 25

24, However, as part

warr tio obtain Defendant’s USA/
2§ When the police review
checkgjt i

h;at Defendant submitte

amqun even close to the amounts re

persczm éxpenses and was theref
| 9.  If Defendant’s suj

to se%e at the USAA checks that

moneé:y ‘
!

evidench.

!
i

educted from his USAA

Partn%ers cbpies of his ASB and FHB

i
i
i

i
{

enforcement investigation, the police used|a search

d those records, they discovered that none of the USAA

5 proof of having incurred a personal expense were

ever n {)tiatcd, meaning that none qf the amounts reflected on the USAA checks wer

yer

26. In fact, according to I ant’s USAA records, there was no evidence

d in the checks ever being deducted from his USAA

7. Further, there was no make

idence that Defendant used the USAA account
ments whatsoever to Kaimang o Klamakura,

8. In short, the police found that the documents that Defendant submitted

]

any

‘proof”

ctitious. The impression that Defendant cre

invoices, and USAA checks, namely, that he i
{ d to be reimbursed, was false and deceptive.
r documents were valid, the police would have

ant gave to the Partners were actually negotia

in corresponding amounts. But, there was no such

Yo Inaddition to subr ies of USAA checks, Defendant also gave

s as “proof” that he incurred expenses in connection
p

curred

pected

and




60f25
ber 1, 2017

Pag
N?Jv

|

f knowing for certain.

334.» In fact, howeve:

na]m y, that he had in fact incyrred persqnal expenses, was false and deceptive. The “s uppoﬁing

docughents” were fictitious.

36.  Indeed, the ASE

rs as “proof” of payment

he Kaimana/Kamakura arran.genﬁent with the CIA.

31. The Partners came to sispect that the bank records that Defendant provided were

32. - The police, however, used a search warrant to obtain copies of Defen

expefses. After all, the records that Defendant gave to the Partners seem to indicate

money out of his persopal bank accounts to “front” Kamakura’s expenses,
5 ! Yo persona : p

money was deducted from his accounts that correspo

the alleged “supporting documents™ that he gave to

35 " In short, the police discovered that the “probf’" that Defendant submitted,

and|FHB frecords together with the invoices and Rcif

b and FHB! “bank records” that Defendant submitted t

were “do¢tored” and fake.

idn’t han)e, pccess to Defendant’s actual bank rccoi'ds, they had no

e reviewed those records, they were looking for verification that,
dedyctions from Defendant’s ASB and FHB accounts. Such

poﬁgd Defendant’s claim of having incurred personal

r, when|the police reviewed Defendant’s ASB and FHB records,

ession that he created by submitting those records to PKF,

]

'l

dant’s ASB

»that he #as '
|
]

|

o
nded to the

e Partners.

bursable

0 his




Mr

Chai

Pagi
Noy

recga

incu

used

Defe

he had ncurred personal expens

PKF,

and t

Defe,

servi

47

yrd

mund Hyun
an

e Jof25

ber 1, 2017

37.

rTifig expenses in connectiop wit

38 The Paypal recei

39.  Like all PKF-issi

0. Each month, PKH

t’s card.

l Regarding the Pa

hal said payments were mac

In addition to supmitt

, ;Def_ehdant also gave th¢ Pastne
LS 1

vaork-related purposes ¢nly.

-is u#d credit card to pay Kgimaj

In other words, foy the

ht
:lat
ed cred
pai
ypal reo

s, thos

ing fi(

he

efe

ff't

TS

ed

it ¢

ord

C 1€

Kaimana/Kamakura arrangement with the (

‘Paypal receipts” as alleged “proof” that he

to Defendant’s use of his PKF-issued credi
ards, Defendant’s PKF-issued credit card v
ndant was aware of that basic policy.

he balance on all PKF-issued credit cards, i

s that Defendant gave to the Partners as “p

cords created the impression that Oki had v

ha
e 1o

Cr

nd t created the impressio

credi

resp

recor

|
ons

]:
Paypal 5rds.

t cdrd payments were a legi

le for paying off the cre
1
. 43.  The Partners had 1

ds Jejcause they didn’t have

The police, howey

ce tl}lat Kaimana was providing

Bece

tha
to ]
mate u
dit card
10 Wiy
5S 1

er, used

he

O

Kdimgna via Defendant’s personal Paypal accous

edi

IS€ ¢

b

la

uy

Kamakura, and since, according to Defendant,

Of

ot

work that they (Kaimana) performed for K

card payments that were being made via P

f his company credit card, PKF would be
L. |

perifying the legitimacy of Deféndant’s Pa;.)
hose records.

search warrant to obtain copies of Defenda

ptitious copies of USAA checks, and ASB and

CIA.
t card.

vas
ncl

roo
1sed his
am

nt.

aypal,

ed his PKF-issued credit card to pay Kaimana

nt’s

FHB

was

to be

uding

f? th_at

akura,

for

those |

pal




45, ‘Upon reviewing those

prds, the police discovered that Defendargt \Ias using his
u

w"’*“**ﬁ S

PKF s’jsuéd credit card and petsondl Paypal account to fund his personal ASB account, whic

was ifng used for personal expen it_mf'es, as opposed to anything work-related.
; . i . '

46. - Specifically, the pol ce %iiscovered that Defendant used a computer to access the

Inte: e§. Then, he navigated his wdy to the Paypal website. 1
;17. Then, using his PKE-issued credit card, Defendant made deposits to his Raypal
accoint by charging correspon{ling ar_mbunts of money to his PKF-issued credit card.| It was like
takinf a ca’éh advance on a creglit cgrd; except that, instead of rgceiving cash, tﬁe money (was
appligd to, and dépasited into, De‘f_e ndant’s Paypal acc'ouﬁt and credited to his Péypa balance.
48 * The credit card pharges would then shéw up onvDefendant’s PKF-issued credit

~card ili as f‘Kait'nana Advisor”, 2 EKF paid off the credit card charges because they believed

De feldant that the charges wetle wq

rkirefated, namely, funds that he had paid to Kaimana on
behalf of Kamakura. |
49 ~ To justify the credit pard charges, Defendant gave the Panneré copies of his
Paypq! fec’érds and told them they were “proof” of him having iﬁcurred pérsonal expenses by
Kaimana for the work that they were doing for Kamakura. |
50f However, when|the police|reviewed Defendant’s Paypal and ASB records, they

disco 'cfcd, that Defendant was|using his PKF-issued credit card to deposit money into his Paypal

llows users to send and receive money, make and receive

pal is-an online payment syster that | :
‘ en the user's Paypal account and their personal jinked-bank -

ayments, and transfer mopey
accoupt. S o e
2 . "Kpimana Advisors” is a fake fompany that Defendant created. . It sounds similar to the legitimate
compdny - “Kaimana Consulting”| Defendant created "Kaimana Advisors” as part of his scheme to

‘eide the Partners. :




y, as though it was his gwn

2. Inshort, the polic

¥

f having incurred persohal ¢

3. Instead of money going t¢

y was being transferred finto

expendi ures that in no way benefited|

When tHe police reviewed Defenflant

d used the following e-mail

ffom the legitimate comjpany

Upon refiewing those records, the po

mail 1inc sages to himself. He seit e-maij

to his!fi itious kaimanaadvisors@gmail

trial” th

he was eélling from PKF by using hi

via his

or

jole

learne

Xp

De

4. Inorder to facilitafe hik sche

s H
ac

(22

th

ice

rsQ

is /

persorjal property.

dt

enges were fictitious and false.

b K

fen

) ay

count: kaimanaadvisors@gmail.com, which was

1lle

wai

Is 1

a day or so later, he would transfer that mone;

discovered that Defendant was, in effect, sendin

nal ASB account — all electronically via computer.

ASB account, Defendant treated the money, and spent

hat the Paypal records that Defendant subtnitted as

aimana, Kamakura, or any other work-related

dant’s personal ASB account and spent on jpersonal

me, Defendant created a fictitious e-mail account,

bal records, they disoovéred that Defendant had

4 Kaimana Consulting,

Tant to obtain records from that e-mail accoun

y out of his

entity,

\
|

Tightly

-

fhi.com

rom his work e¢-mail account: patrick.oki@pk

nk

com account, and vice versa, trying to create a “paper

that he really did pay money to Kaimana when, i

ypal account,

To reiterate, as a r¢sult

8 C{

of

bm

thg

pany credit card to fund his personal ASB account,

Kaimana/Kamakura scheme, Defendant false

n fact,




ed and exerted control over $
» ers of the money. -
57.  InCount 1, PKH and

58.  Fraud Scheme No.

enti

Partn
that b
Sumi

credi

state

fora

Defe

allo

betwd

| 61.  Again, PKF and|the

|64 “SQ”stands for Squ

named AMC Associates|was

rs that he was “fronting”|the ¢

was paying AMC Assogiate

mo. According to Defepdant, |

card.

60.  According.to Défeng

would be responsible for paying them

ent.

62. The investigation rey

pposed arrangement bejwee

59. Like the Kamakyura schy

345

2 —

pra

35

5 fq

Pat

n A

63.  The credit card fhar

es

realed!

,122.74, by deception, with the intent to depri

the Partners sustained losses of 5345,'122.74.

viding services to a company called Sumitom
eme, in the AMC Associates scheme, Defendat
enges for Sumitomo. ‘Specifically, he told the
r the services that AMC Associates were prov

le Was paying AMC Associates by using his P

AMC Associates. Defendant told the Partners that an

ve PKF and

5~Japan.
nt told the
Partners
iding to
CF-issued

s

lant, Hecause the credit card charges were work-re

onge they appeared on the firm’s monthly cred
tngrs trusted Defendant and paid off the charg

\ML Associates and Sumitomo was false.

ant’s PKF-issued creditjcard mpnthly statements as “SQ AMC Associates”.

users to send and receivg mg

en the user’s Square acequnt and

ne

)

| aand

ike Paypal, Square is an online payment sy

| their personal linked-bank account.

that Defendant’s claim about “fronting” the expenses

relating to AMC Associates were appearing on

v, thake and receive online payments, and trénsfer_?money

it card

14°3

S.

stem that

at d,PKF._



Nov

that

usin
othe
web

card

and mo
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135 The charges, and the|hotel find trip charges, resulted in losses to PKF and the
Partndrs of $9,883.35. |
.1136. Neither PKF noj the [Partngrs authorized Defendant to perpetrate fraud schemes
againft PKF and the Partrers.
137. Asaresult of Dl;fendanf’s schemes, PKF and the Partners sustained losses in the
amo tfof $440,178.54.
Rec
Baseq on the foregoing facts, Ipefer dant was found guilty of the following felonies:
Count 1: Thefllin/the First Degree;
Count 2: Thefy in|th¢ First Degree;
Count 3: Thefl in|the First Degree; ,
| Count 4: Theft in|the Second Degree;
| Count 5: Mongy Lat ndering; -
Count 6: Mongy Laundering;
Count 7: Money La dermg,
Count 8: Jse of g Computer in the Comm:ssxon of a Separate Crime; |
| Count 9 Vse of 4 Computer in the Commission of a Separate Crime;
Count 10 Forgery in the Second Degree;
Count 11 Forgery) injthe Second Degree; -
Count 12 Forgery inthe Second Degree;
Count 13 Forgery) injthe Second Degree.
Coutfts 8 and 9 are class U\ njes, arld requnred that the Court sentence Defendantto |
indegrminate terms of incarc n ¢ tj&:enty years, and as a result, the Court was also reql‘zired
to/se tcnce Defendant to ten ahd five [years terms of incarceration in Count 1 — 7 an CountT 10
-13
The ature and circumstances surrpur di g Defendant s offenses as set forth above, weigh }
heavjly in favor of a lengthy garo n{x inum. ‘Defendant was employed as a certified public
accopntant and he held the itk of [ ‘mangging partncr” In addition, Defendant was tclertlﬁ?d
frau,_ examiner. Defendant hdd a history of serving in positions of trust. Despite that history,
Defdhdant breached the trust fhat was placed in him by his fellow partners, cmployées, clients,
and deed, the entire accoungng profession and community. ‘Defendant has shown no remorse
for gfimes. Instc_ad, Defendait has disp yed an attitude of arrogance, denial, and selfi hneTs.
!



hnt has refused to accept fhat the|lay deems is actions as criminal, which makes any
effort tgward rehabilitation futilg. In De femdant’s mind, there is nothing to rehabilitate because
what hd did wasn’t illegal! Unl antjl Defendant acknowledges that he committed ¢rimes
againstfPKF and the equity p TS, y eiforts toward rehabilitation, or counseling, oE classes,
‘will hage no meaningful impact. Det}m ant’s refusal to accept criminal responsibility for his
actions| elgh heavily in favor ofa lepgthy|parole minimum. : v

A lengthy parole minimum will lso provide greater deterrence, not only to Defendant|after he|is
releaseq but also to other high-rahking offigials who may contemplate similar fraudulent
schemep. Further, a lengthy pardle nfinimym will promote respect for the law and thereby
the public from similar cfimes. Lastly, a lengthy parole minimum will adequately|reflect
the seripusness of the crimes. Af set forth |n the four Victim Impact Statements, the impact of
Defendpnt’s crimes was far-reaching land felt well beyond his former equity partners. - '
Defendpnt’s criminal actions single-handedly destroyed the fourth largest CPA firm in|the State,
resulted in severe financial losse} to the foyr former equity partners, resulted in employees losing
their jops, and put a stain on the pccopinting profession in general. :

Finally}it should be emphasizedfthat [Defenidant has refused to pay any restitution. He|decided to
fight thg charges rather than pay festitutjon| even though the evidence against him was
overwhglming. Defendanthas efen ¢ n%::g:,d in several business and financial “maneuyers” that
were dgsigned to avoid paying rdstitution. [Unless and until Defendant pays full restitution, the
" Parole Board should not show D§fendant ahy leniency for his serious crimes.

1 the foregoing, the Dcptﬂ.ment of the Prosecuting Attbmey is requesting that the ParOle
et Defendant’s parole migimym {at between 12 and 15 years. :

LPDUGH; | It is the recommendation of the Department of the.
| inmhate hot bg considered for furlough or parole until the minimum
sentencl 1mposed has been serve}i. ‘

-~

| GH T -
CHRISTOPHER T. VAN MART)
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney
City and County of Honolulu
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In regards to: Patrick Oi, 1D#A-50814

Dear
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ga ;orrgctidnal Facility

Hono able Members of the Panlle Bnard
11177 F lakea Street, Ground Flo ’
nojulu, HI- 96813

¢

onorable Members of th
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me is Carolyn Okhldohth_ ‘and
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pportive to the children during this
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requdpt for the sake of our family and esp
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e/ Board:
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ris abie to care for the children and so my parent51

Jll{armily and our family are doing our best to b pres

=xtremely difficult time.

en Iovmg and supportive parents to me an
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October 23, 2017,

sid

am the sister of Patrick Oku, who isan inmate at ﬁhe Hal,
t,enc%d on October 17, 2017 to 20 years in pﬂson Tr

dmv

W7~ Fb, 208

: ,rd orkmg and honest person He worked hard or ‘over-
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r 10-15 years.

o the comm~

nces that have recently happened, | am asking you,
lm us and thoughtful cons:deration to releasing
th, ﬁ[he
se all

v Patrick to get back into the commumty so he
take care of them. He is not a danger to socie

is no doubt he w_ull hawle a
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hard

brother
father, to be the one to take care of themi .‘F every

way
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ey

: Pag

finding ‘dbs,-but,l believe he will Ho hjs t;es1 to be a responsible worker. | have confidence in him
that hewill learn from past mistdkes and be a better person. ‘

His chilliren are young and need him uring this very confusing and scary time. Family m s are

all pitc§ing in to help the childred}, bu in' time, the main responsibility will fali on the sh ulders olf

my par nts 1t will be a lot for them, spec:},lly at their age. Sometimes, it's the everyday thin, ngs

that/ca§ be weanng like taking them to schpol, picking them up, doing homework with them,
taking ‘e‘m to extracurricular acfivities, thd doctor, etc. But parenting is more than thaty it's also
providipg guidance, discipline, digcus ng things together, playing and having fun together - that
should pe my brother’s responsibjlity, rather than my parents.

his chil ren and his chitdren miss and Jove him deeply. Patrick will be able to live at my parent’s
house vfhere his children are cursently re.%sid ng and he will have all our support to help him get back
ety and into the work forfe. We ;wit continue to support my brother Patrick through his |

|
|
!
.
|

{ knaw i Patrick is granted paro!}he Ni” be a good parent and citizen. He is already very close to

e

ke this letter and my reql;est intio great consideration for the sake and future of
as well as for nLy barents and family. The children need their father sp that
y caff grow up feeling more sedure | n&j nprmal and feel worthy as individuals, | cannot begin t{

imaginefwhat they are thinking, wihat lheiy afe feeling in their loss of both parents. | worry how their
lives wilfbe affected by such horrffic tdaumal how will these wounds and scars affect them now and
their fulure as adults? Will they vikw life w:tjv a positive attitude, or not? They have a greater

§ become wholesome and res ponsible individuals if they have their father with thej\ to
arg of them.

take

Than[ yqu for your time and consideration.

' kifldouchi B




JUDGMENT
NVICTION AND SENTENCE

NOTICE OF ENTRY

REPORT NUMBER(S)

14-086031
: 15037305
15037306
;15037307
8. . 15037398
;15037399
15037400
;- 15-089033
: 15009034
10: 15-089035

: 15008038
: 15006037
: 15-086038

STATE OF HAWAII
| OreuiT courr

OF T EFIRSTCIRCUFT |
[Casenomfer ‘ T
1Pc45 1000488 |

STATE ()F WAII vs. (DEFENDANT)

PATRI _K; H.__.OKI

S 262
Social Secu Number XXX-XX-2633
SiD:  A60B1451

DOB:  XX- 3-1959 g'/37/(%,7

|
co

Eéectmmcaﬂy Filed
FIRST CIRCUIT
1PC151000488
17-0¢€T-2017

L

-

U

18 2017
HAWAIEA A T B
DEFENSE C UNSEL ' ' R R

, DATE OF HEARING:
WARD BUKE and RICHARD SING (P

RIVATE COUNSEL) Oclober 17, 2017

DEFENDANES PLEA:

NOT Gpl ' JURY WAIVED TRIAL

ORIGINAL C GE(S): CHARGE(S) TO WHICH DEFENDANT PLED:
THEFT IN THE FIRST DEGR
(§5708-830.5, 708-830(2) H.

 MONEY LAUNDERING
(§708A-3(1)(a)(h)(A) HR.S)

USE OF A COMPUTER IN n{

CTs. 1-4:
CT8. 6.7

MMISSION
)(1)(a) HR.S)
EE ,

CT8. 8-9
'OF A SEPARATE CRIME (§7
CT8. 10- FORGERY IN THE SECOND

(§708-852, HR. S )

13:

DEFENDANT

CTS. 1.3;
CT.4;

CTS.5-7:
CTS. 8-9:
jers. 10-1

w

CONVICTED AND FOUND GUI

THEFT IN THE FIRST DEGR
THEFT IN THE SECOND DE( EE.
MONEY LAUNDERING ( (§7084-3(1)
USE OF A COMPUTER IN THE CO|
FORGERY IN THE SECOND EGR

(§§708:-83
§§708 831(1)(b) and 708-830(2) HRS) ¢
a)(u)(é\i RS} /

[() =

.5, 708-830(2) H.R.S)

MISSIC
€ (67

...

8-852, HRS) 5 e e

[FINAL

INCARC

nsm-:m AND ssnrtuch or-'

TION‘ Counts 1-3
Counts &:

Counts §-7
Counts 8-9{

Counts 10-13:

THE COURT:

'TEN (10) YEARS in each count.
FIVE (5) YEARS.

TﬁN (10) YEARS in each count.
TWENTY (20) YEARS in each count.
FIVE (6) YEARS in each count.

ON.OF A SEPARA'I E CRIME (§708 -893)(1)(a), H.R.S,

~r

Defendant
To run conc|

ven credlt for time served. Mittimus FORTHWITH.
rently in ¢ach count and any other term bemg served
Reserved.

RESTITUTION:

CRIME VI TIM COMPENSATIOII FEE: i$1‘
DNA
ions

05.00 each in Counts 113,

Defendant shall Brovide specimen samples and prin

Dofendant sh ll pay ssoo Q0 or lhe actual cest o
rmp uimd byH.R.S. Chap

i\ﬂ!ysls, whichever is less. as raqulrad by Sectlon 1’06-6,0'3. HRS.

DATE

- JUDGE
October 17,

_|ROM A, TRAL ER|

)17

NOTICE OF sm-

SALLPARTIES

D

THIS JUDGMENT HAS BE ENTERED AND COFIES MAIL D OR.D

DATE

j | [cLerk
October 17, 2§17 -

| SIGNATURE

| P. MUNIZ

Fom CC-CR.Ov.021
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PATHICK H. OKI

SEECRAL CONDITIONS:

| outpatient substance abusa

(F16) You shall pay restituk

| (K27) At the direction of y|

- officer/parole supervisor a

(A1) You shall submit to firug/

with the provision that a pp
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a facie evidence of parole violation.
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PATRICK H. OKI

SPECNAL CONDITIONS: (contiffued)

ACCHPTANCE BY PRISONER:

I havefread or had read and explaindd to me,
speciaf conditions. I fully understafd alljof
abide §y and follow them. I furtheundersta
ditions, including special cohditigns, 1

receipof a copy of this document fpr my perso

R~ . ,
50D afus)a

/,7,\,, Y oz/.'zs/zé

thq foregoing terms and conditions of parolé includin
he ferms and conditions and I knowingly and willfull3
nd that if [ violate or fail to comply with any of these

A6081451

rIay be reimprisoned. I further accept and acknowl
al use and continued reference.

itneffss Signature - Title - Date

Prisoner's Signature Date

g any
agree to
terms
edg

[
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|
JOSH GREEN, M.D. GENE DéMELLO JR,
GOVERNOR INTERIM CHAIR
KE KIA'AINA i .
MILTON H. KOTSUBO
JE NIFER M. MERKLE
LINDA L. RICH
LOUIS M. CHING
| MEMBERS
STAFTE OR HAWAII | KA MOKU'AINA ‘O HAWAT' : 4
HAWA[I PAROLING AUTHORITY CAOMINSTRATOR
Kal ‘Akena Palola o Hawai'i
1177 Aldkea Street, First Floor No.
Hondlulu, Hawaii 96813 '
Namg: OKI, PATRICK H SID#:. A6081451
Reledsed on Parole: Febrdary 26\. 2025
CaseNo(s): 15-1-0488
WAIVER |OF IN-PERSON
PARCLE VIOLATION HEARING
| waive fny right to appear in 'perso:n at my parole violation hearing as provided
for in HAR 23-700-44 (e). | rrlade this|decision of my own free will. 1 hereby
agreetopparticipate in said hegari 1g§vi,a videoconferencing and/or telephone
|
At the tifne the parole violatipn reailring is conducted, | may still choose to
exercisq my right to an in-pgrson hegring to contest the allegations against me.
—
SR 228l s
P3rolee Signature Date
B v2/z5/5
arok§ Officer's Signat}ire Date
‘Pn Equal Oppprtunity Employer/Agency”
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PIEE Federo! Building (B0 540280

‘ 300 s Mocmn Bhvd., Room 6-100 FAY (@08 5] 2058

Heweduhy, Howat 96850

JING-POSSESSION
RIOHIBTTED TNDIVIDUALS

LAWS HEGA
TOFFIREARMEBY P

e federpl Ploject Safe Neighborhoods program. The
rmation is being profidad to garolses, probationers, and individugls beiryg
n the state correctiorfl systerh to inform thern of the laws prohibifing their
f firearms and ammupitiof. IR

aveali PBT‘IP!PJ tes inff

state laws prohibit anypne inﬁﬂ'w following groups from receivir 19, tramsfenin
Hbiaining, or camying pny|kind |of firearm or amrnurition:

Ued

e convicted of a felofy (g 'ﬁ:hi@r 5. Persons deemad by a couif of law

federal or stafe level} to be mentally defective;
: , _

i, Anyo
at the

2 Fugitfres from justice; ‘ | 6. Persons subject to a courf-ssued
' ! & rotpohvn order, or a temporzny
3. Currdnt drug users ot addifts, ¢r restraining order: ;
anyofe convicted of use o | .
possk ssion of llegal d[uqr~ stthlin X 7. P&‘I’%D 18 with a D rior misde neanoy
the plst year, or felony conviction for dorestic |
‘ ‘ - viplence;

s In the ULS. illegally f on

4. Alier ,
orary status; !

fem 8. FPersons dishonorably dischanged

from the military;

If you are fn one of the groups listpd| alpove and you are caught with a fifegm or
ammunﬁibr you could fd;,e federhl plosedution that could lead to a sentence of 5 to 15

ral prison with no pogsibility of parole.

The followiflg crimes also cany stfong fedelral penaities: possession of a firearm (ever if
you are notfarmying the gun atthefimg) durfng or in refation to a drug-trafficking crime of a
federal cfinfe of violence; stealingd a fireamp or receiving stolen firearrns or ammupition;.
possessipgfor discharging a fireafn i a school zone; and, gMﬁg or selling a hand jun or
handgun|afhmuniion to a minor. [f convicted of one of these crimes you could feceive a
sentence of between 5 vears and|Life|in feferal prison with no possibility of parple.

Wwithin the fast year: 1) there has ffeer D\f/:-r a 80% conviction rate for federal irearms and
ammunitiof cases in Hawali, 2) thire Have besn over 100 federal firearmns and ammunition
prosecutiogs;  and 3) approdmitah] 85% of tha convitted federal defendants| wers
senfenced o prison.
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STATE OF HAWA!
- HAWAFI|PAROLING AUTHORITY

PRISONE§ NAME:  OKI, PATRICK H
DATE OF BAROLE:  February 26, po25| STATEIDNO. AB081451

Case No: 15-1-0488

A Parolde under the jurisdiction pf the Hav ai‘i Paroling Authority

WAIVER OF EXTRADITION
, in considjratlon of being granted parole by the State

of Hawgi‘i and having been fully informed of my rights and privileges under the
laws offthe State of Hawai‘iJmofe specifically of my right to counsel and to the
issuange of a warrant of extradition and of my right to obtain a writ of habeas
corpusfas provided for in S¢ction 832-10, Hawai‘i Revised Statutes, do hereby
freely ahd voluntarily waive fhe issuance and service of the Governor's Warrant
provid 34-7 and 8B2-8, Hawai‘i Revised Statutes, and |all other
procedf@res incidental to exfradition proceedings, and also freely and voluntarily
consenf to return to the Stafe of Hawai’i for any proceedings regarding my '
parole. :

W-—D—®

(j »-’"‘\b - . . 1
ST zlzs)zs ‘

Prisongr's Signature/D'ate

éERTIFi?CATE OF PAROLE OFFICER

hereby certify that the pa Folee volunttarily consented to sign the Waiver of Extradition|and ‘
acknowledge that he/she did so as hfs/hel free aict and deed. '1

Doz o024y

| Parqle 6fficer Signature/Date

M w5 peves

 Pdrole Dfflcer Name

APPRQVED:

Gene DgMello Jr

Interin airman, Hawai'i Pardling Authority
7«/3, o




Hearing Dated:
Case No.:

HPA PRE—ITA OLE PO ASSIGNED: | Mary Sgc.':anes DATE: 01/21/25 Pa
REPORT NO. : '

Vkded ok Akl ko Ak Riﬁttf*il****.lii****titk*ﬁii*'tﬁi-

NAME (ALIASY OKI, Patrick H.1  SID| A6D8145§  DOB: n FACILITY: WCF
AhAAKARKAR sk hikk :

RAk Rk k ki h kA kAR Ah N Ak kAN ke h sk Rekk e ThkkkdfhAhkdhhdkdkh Rk Aok ok LT TT) Rt*itt**t**ttia ----------
i . -

1. LIVING ARRANGEMENTS: %

=

N
-
s
(]

0
1

>
Y

o

ge 1 of 1

Vel dede ke kX ke ek ke k ok

Name:

. T _ Relationship:
. Street Addigss: ge-¥ . e

Phone: #

ce verified: Yes:

Comments ez R e ®: Residence is confirmed via Residence Verification
and Landlold Approval Letter both datdd 01 15/25 ' -

’ RERKANKARK KA ARKRK tltﬁt*k!iﬁ**titi*itki*ii*it*kvhku-n

wuﬁill i***tit*t*i*t*ﬁ*titktﬁttt*ti*iit*titiﬂttk*t*i*itt*ttﬁt*tttlttl“ittﬁttﬁttit*t
2. EMPLOYNENT/VOCATIONAL: '
Secured Efployment with: , Position:
Pay rate; per hour, Contact person:

Phone: Employment verified: No.

Co‘mmeTtS: The inmate will complete fis medié:al freatment then seek an employment position in| ac¢ounting/finance.

wkk kAR Rk Ak & dok ok ﬁ*ﬂ.tﬁ***ﬁ***ti*"ii't**t.ﬂﬂiiit*iﬁiﬁl*i**tﬂ*i**i**i**k*kiﬁ'i***%ﬁi**k*it*****t.i*tﬁﬂlt*tﬁt*i!*ﬁﬁ*ll!l*i*iiii*&*iii**ii

3. TREATMENT: Inmate completed; per PRI catefzd 07/23/24, PPU dated 10/07/24 & Education Regort dated 01/16/25.

t
Programs Cdmpletion Date Fagility ¢
Life Skills Afohol/Substance Abuse 7/ 7124 . WCF
¢
Other Progim Cdmpletion Date Facility
HSD v 06/01/87 Mid Pacific Institute
Transformagons/Cognitive Skills 02/26/18 HCF
Fatheread/Hprenting 07/10/18 ‘ ' HCF
' |

Programs|inrgate is willing to participate on parole: Nong per Parole Plan. The inmate wants to complete his Cancer Treatment.
*iﬁﬁ****ﬁ%w***tﬁ*# k*k*hkﬁ#k***kt*i***t*t*t*tttﬂt tkh**ﬁttii**k**iik*kt****i*kt*tﬁktk*k****tt***k***k**k**i**ttti**H*t*ktnkﬁttﬂkﬁk*tt*ﬂkﬁ*

3. FINA,N,CIA As of 01/15/25, Inmate has F18.7B Spendable, $268.67 Restricted, and 01/06/25 $330,000 Rerspnal a

ceount(s),

Restitution: §440,158.54.

CVC Fees: §51365.

Per CVCC, e Total Outstanding Balhnceis $435,550.15. Gate Money: NO.
ti*t*ﬁi******kttki *thttﬁiii***ktﬁﬁt**ﬁi**ﬁ&ﬂi*n " Rk K xtt***ﬁikh*lttﬁlki*tkiﬁﬁﬁﬁt**htt**ttt*i**tiﬁk*tkttt* KA ARAAK kR ARk AN k&
5. OTHER: P/Rharge(s): N v Warrarfs: N1 | Detairer: ‘N /U.S. Citizen: Y. Act184: [N

Comments: Fhe inmate is at WCF. Min. Sqnt. Exp. 02/10/25. Max. Sent. Exp. 10/10/37. ’
kkt*itii*k**t*nltt tk*kittiitt*ii**ﬁﬁ*t*t*tit*tt ek ok ek o e e ke K t*i*lt*ﬁt*ttiikﬁﬁtt*ﬁ*tt**kttik**t*Q*titﬂtki*tt*kﬁﬂk”iitik*itﬁgnl*itit*ﬁt*ﬁ
6. ASSESSMHNT: Inmate’s parole planjis A:ce’%ptable as residence is verified. .

Comments: fThe inmate has a serious igal congition which requires several months of treatment.

#t*i**ttk*i*f*tk*i iktt*tﬁtiﬁ**t*ktﬂ*t*ﬁttttﬁiti ok ke *ﬁTF-' uwunt*k***ittkﬁ***tti***ﬁiit***ttttfi*ttiiﬁ*ﬁ***kt*t*t‘*!ﬂtii*tt**iiikttt*k
7. INSTITUTIONAL: Inmate's classificati MIN. Reclassification Date: 07/23/24.
Next Scheduled Reclass.: 01/19/25,

Misconducts: B4/11/22 & 10/22/20 Unauthorized iterh.

kA AR RRA R KA KRk Rk *i**t*ltt*t*it*‘*'}*tkk*ﬁﬁt*tﬂki*it“*iﬁi**iiiﬂ*i*iti*ﬁﬁﬁi**ﬁkﬁﬁ*tlﬁ**ﬁ*i*itﬁ*ﬁ*iﬁ‘tktﬁﬁt!*tk*ii

REKARRARANRAR Ak KRk R

8. PRIOR PARPLE/PROBATION ADJUSFMENT: Juvenile probation/parole experience: No.

. No. of adult garocle revocations_: 0. Adult probation/parole experience: -No.
PO: Mary So ___DATE: fo12i25 | psv: DATE: | 2(2€

Revised: 12/20 , T




| | STATE OF HAWAN
DEHARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY
PRESGRIPTIVE PLAN UPDATE # 1

AIAWVA CORRECTIONAL FACILITY
94-560 MEH;AI\ EHA HWY, WAIPAHU, Hi 96797

DKI irst Name: PATRICK M

Last Name: F
SID #: AGIbB 451 F’ar;ole Eligibility Date: 09/30/2027
Facility: WCH - Gustody Level: MINIMUM ~ Purpose] |Parole

PREVIOUS PRESCRIPTIVE PLAN FOLUOW UP:
1. Cognitive SRills: completed at HCF on (2/26/2018

2. HSD: Mid Pcific Institute on 06/01/198

3. Workline! aflsigned to Support Servicegon 06/26/4024

4. Support Gr@ups: AA, NA, etc.

ADDITIONAL [GFOALS IDENTIFIED:

Type of intefjvention | Responsible Program Target Date
1. Work Furfoug : OCCC when eligible
2. Support Group$ AA, NA, etc. N/A
3. N/AL ; N/A N/A
4, N/A] , N/A N/A
Custody Levgl Designation: MINIMUM Next Classification Review Date: 01/19/2025

. CLASSIEICATION COMMITTEE MEMHERS . | ..
f 2.

3. N/A

» |
I have been nformed of my Prescriptfve Plan Update/Custody Level Designation and have received a} copy.

bl:HZH_ | \ g 0Cf0-72£0‘24

Date v Case ‘&anager : jDatg

inmate

i
I
I
|
I




1116125, 12:36 PM SMs
Oki, Patrick
B A6081451 B wecr |
O . Al
I o=
i v Hide empty|tables
Signed EducatiofContract -
No
High Schopl
Search Schools ; Last high school attended Last high schaol's location
¢ 1
Search Schools L HONOLULU
|
High grade compjeted If other HS info verified _ Diploma / HSE veriﬂe1d
College If other ‘ No Yes |
HS diploma or|H Diploma or HSF nunjber DD214 onfile Transcript|on fjle w
Diploma Diptorma or HEE nu ‘rlb@}r" No No |
HS grad or HSE dijte If HSE, where ffom | While at
FHSE, wherefrom| | While at
Comment Staff Date
Transcript receivipd. ‘ 07 17/2d24
. t i
Transcript receivigd. 07/17/2024
Rec'd verificaliorfic/o Jennifer (MidPac registrar) pn 07 17/24 07 17/20?24
: : ! |
; ) ’ it
!
E
Colleges
i i
College Location Major | Degree . Grad Year iVeriﬂed
i
Honolulu Actountin ) Bachelor in Business Administration
Learning Issufs
In speélali‘e‘d;cla§ s Has LEP (Limit| iency)earning difficulty Learning djisability
No No No ) No
Year'diagn_oéec By whom
nipsifisins pidibicom/pfhas/dualinmate-60162: 3naul




ST_ TE OF HAWAIl
D PA TM ‘_NT OF PUBLIC SAFETY
PRES RIP IVE PLAN UPDATE # 1
VAL WA ORRECTIONAL FACILITY
94-56( KA EP;-!A EHA HWY, WAIPAHU, HI 96797
Last Name; OKI Flrst Name: PATRICK Mi:
SID #.:A6081451 Plaro:(e fEligibility Date: 09/30/2027
Facility: WCF Custody Level: MINIMUM Purpose: |Parole 2
OFFENSE #1; §C 708-_08;30.5 THEFT 1 :
Court ﬁ:"n:'g:: Min Term Ex|i:> Date Max Term Exp Da]e
|1st . 1PC151000488 SY 1M 11/13/2022 10Y 10/13/2027
OFFENSE #2: iC 708-.08__30.5 THEFT 1
Court ﬁﬁ"n:t’:: - MinTerm Ex;;) Date Max Term ExpDa g '
l1s‘t i i ’VvI 1PC151 900488 5Y 1M 11/13/2022 (1) 10/13/2027
OFFENSE #3: f§C 708-0830.5 THEFT 1 |
Court gﬁm’g;l Min Term Ex;p Date Max Term Exp Date
: I1$t ]VI 1'PC151000488 5Y 1M 11/13/2022 10Y 10/13/2Q27
OFFENSE #5: §iC 708A—0003.MONEY LAUNCERING; QRI MINAL PENALTY i
Court. ﬁﬁﬁg’:: Min Term Exp Date Max Term . Exp Date
St iV 1PC151000488 8Y 1M 11]{13/ 022 10Y 10/13/2027
OFFEN_SE #6. @C 708/} Q003 MONEY LAUNIERING; QRI MINAL PENALTY
. "Court gﬂg:?:: Min Term Exip Dhte Max Term Exp D;:J\e
|1sl V[ 1PC151000488 5Y 1M 11/ 314022 10v 10/13/2027
OFFENSE #7: f1C 708A-0003 MONEY LAUNIERING; QRI INAL PENALTY
Court ﬁ:g‘g’:: Min Term ‘ ~ MaxTerm Exp Date
|1sl EVl 1PC151000488 5Y 1M 10Y 10/13/2027
OFFENSE #8: Il|C 708- 0893 USE OF A COMF-UTER IN THE COMMISSION OF A
SEPARATE|CHIME L v
~ Court ﬁ:mg‘:: Min Term Ex:p Dhte Max Term Exp Date
|1st VI 1PC151000488 10Y 1M 10/12/3027 20Y 10/10/2037
OFFENSE #9: lIC 708-0893 USE OF A COMHUTER IN THE COMMISSION OF A
SEPARATECRIVE T | |
Court rcqm]z?:: Min Term Ex'p Dhte Max Term Exp D1ta ‘
'15( !v[ 1PC151000488 10Y 1M 10'/512/2 027 20Y 10/10/2037
FINANCIAL STRTUS: |
Restrigted Account Balance: B Tl 244, 93 Restitution Amount Owed: 436295). 10
Spendable Account Balance: $ | m n Amount Panw__ | . 0.00
Total! : $ ing Balance: o
MiScoNDUCT (Guilty): | |
Date tegory / Description [ _ . . 2
o ‘ 8(10) (MMV) - POSSESSI(N OF ANYTHING NOT AUTHORIZED FOR RETENTION OR RECEIPT BY THE
11/12/12020 ATE/DETAINEE AND NOT IBSUBD TO THE INMATE/DETAINEE THROUGH REGULAR INSTITUTIONAL
ANNELS i :‘ .
- 8(10) (MMV) :IYTHING NOT AUTHORIZED FOR RETENTION OR RECEIPT BY. THE
04/20/2022 ATEIDETAINEE AND NOT l'SSUE TO THE INMATE/DETAINEE THROUGH REGULAR INS[TITUTIONAL
ANNELS ;
: |
|
"INMATE HAS 4 DISABILITY; !



O Yes Explain any issue that may fnhibit theiir aTility to participate in recommended programming or apy dlsabm:les that require
accommodatiins (Example: Inmate is deafcl hard of heafing and requires a sign !anguage interpreter, inmate has low vision and
requires largefprint, inmate has mobility disaility that preyents him from performing manual labor, etc.):

N/A ‘ ‘

INSTITU 0
Transferr:
Service w rkl

AL BEHAVIOR/ADJUSTMENF'S:

bm AZSC to WCF on 01/24/20p4 and wés mitted to Cognitive Skills waitlist on 01/24/2024. He was assigned to Support
e on 06/26/2024. He is compfant with facility rules and regulations and is not considered a security goncern at this time.

PAROLE PLA
Mr. Oki has r¢
certified p bll
He has his

Kidence upon : : ' | . ... Heis
accountant with 25years of exp erierce;anc prior awner or CPA , v in Hawail.
certificate in his institutional file fo safekeleping and his state D and social security card are at home.

SUMMARY:

year-old male, committed by first ¢ ircuit Clourt on 10/17/2017. He is currently serving maximum|20-years sentence for
two counts ofise of Computer in the Commipsion [of @ Separate Crime and maximum 10-year sentence for three cdunts for Theft in the

First Degree ghd three counts of Money Lau dering. He has priors for Theft in the Second Degree (10/14/22) and four counits of Forgery
in the SecondiDegree (10/14/22), 1

1 [
ted that Mr. Oki was recommegnded |Cognitive Skills to address misconduct 8(11) at HCF dated 04/1 112022} When Mr. Oki
» he was still recommended td complete Cagnitive Skills and was placed on the waitlist. On Febrpary 16, 2024 | received

It shouid be n
arrived to WC|

acall and ow up email from Mr, Scott Ji bo o Maintand Branch to confirm that Mr. Oki does not need to complEte that Cognitive
SKills progranflas his misconduct was only & ate ml{‘conduct and not a high, Dus to his last program com pletion in February 2018,
i recommenddi that he still complete Cognitife Sk I as alrefresher program Mr. Oki agreed to remain on the" wautl st to c'omplete the
. program, ) g ‘ .
PREVIOUS PRESCRIPTIVE PLAN FOLLOW UP; I
1. Cognitive Jkills: completed at HCF on 02/p6/20/i8 |
2. HSD: Mid flacific Institute on 06/01/1987 a
3. Workline: asigned to Support Services off 06/2b/2024
4, Support Grllups: AA, NA, efc. ?
ADDITIONALEGOALS IDENTIFIED: . _
Type of Intprven i01:1 Responslble Progtam | ‘Target Date
1. Work Fifriou ! OCCC 1 when eligible
2. Support Brougs | ‘ ' AA, NA, etc. i NIA
3. N v ’ N/A ____NA
4, N/ i N/A N/A
Custody Lev@l Desigriation: MINIMUM r:\le)d Classification Review Date: 01/19/2025
CLASSIFIC

3. N/A

{ have beeninformed of my Prescriptive Plan Upciiaten/Custody Level Designation and have received a ¢copy.

™ Plan cofppleted by: »
PATRICK @K : 10 07/24 1R:57 10/07/24 12:57
Inmate : : Date

Date Case Ménager

i
i

!
}




