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1990), aff’'d, 968 F.2d 22 (10th Cir. 1992). Certainly, it is

permissible to charge a single offense but specify alternative
means to commit the offense. ee Braverman v. United States, 317
U.S. 49, 54 (1942); United States v. Sullivan, 919 F.2d 1403, 1435

n. 53 (10th Cir. 1990), cert. denied, 1992 WL 202904. Likewise,

the charge against Mr. Hauck was essentially his agreement with
others to both defraud the United States and to commit other
substantive offenses.

For the foregoing reasons, the conviction is AFFIRMED.
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