JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT (Rev. 12-66) Cr. Form No. 25a

AUnited States Digtrict Court
NORTHERN DIFPRRICR or oxLaHOMA

FlLep

United States of America £
67-CR-104 NOTE

v. No. i
Clerk, 1

Jack Edgar McBride

18tricy Coure

1hth Februar, 68
On this day of uary “ came the attorney for the

, 19
government and the defendant appeared in person and: Wilth counsel, Thomas Dee Frazidr.

gui. ng‘.yI’s Apyupcep that the defendant upon his plea of 2 A0t gullty, and a verdict of

having violated T. 18, vU.s.c., 2(a), 2113(a
ihasibears sonsicteobthewfengofl 16, 1964, to on or about M,ay’lof 3_562;, gz(z t);ﬁe
Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma, he did knowingly, wilfully and
feloniously aid, counsel and abet Donald Lee Yates in the commission of
the robbery of %he Citgzens Bank, Drumright, Oklahoma, on the 7th day of
May, 1964, such bank whose deposits were insured by the Federal Deposit
Insurance Corporation, with intent to commit in guch bank a felony affecting
such bank, that is, the taking by force and violence and by intimiddgtion,
and from the presence of employees of such bank money belonging to and in
the care, custody, control, management and possession of the bank, as
charged in the Indictment. :

KAXKXXKKA
as charged ?

and the court hai/irig asked the defendant whether he has anything to say why judgment should not
be pronounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the Court,

It Is Apsupcep that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted.

I Is Apsupcep that the defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or
his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of *

Twenty (20) years,

and that he pay a fine unto the United States of America in the sum of
Twenty Five Hundred ($2500.00) Dollars, and that he be further imprisoned
untll payment of the fine or until he is otherwise discharged as provided
HEMEXHIXXKRLYE XN by law.
It Is ApJupcep that ®

It Is OxpErED that the Clerk deliver a certified copy of this judgment and commitment to the United
ASE?‘}‘??\/%[&I%QI %%o@g&gwgliﬁed officer and that the copy serve as the commitment of the defendant.

ceemenee ALLEN- B BARROW
United States District Judge.

‘ EEX AL XMEBBUBAXXXIAXXNIKK
Lgﬁ?ﬁge}%ur r(;%ommends commitment to: ¢

Lawrence A, Meboud, Agst., U.5. ALLOrNEY

2

Clerk.

A True Copy. Certified this . _....q)p44, .- day of .. February st e

Signed) NOBLE- O -HOOD— - (By) .
5t NOBEE- €+ -HOOD, Deputy Clerk.



.IDGMENT AND ORDER OF ‘ATION (Revised Jan. '57) ' . CCr Form No iOl-‘ k’

Wnited States BWistrict Court

FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA : F ' L E D
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ‘ g 1198
: v
e No. S Okelerk, o
Willie Bill S:roggins ‘ - A

o idtn rebruar ~ |
On this day of Februg ary 19 68, came the attorney for the government and
the defendant appeared in person, and® Wit n counsel, Ed Goodwin,

It Is ApJUpGED that the defendant has been convicted upon his plea of* GUIL LTy,

sed a OF Hhe gffensg o

" violated °T. rb, U.S.
&, asg ::hargeu in Count One Jf t

ined by § 5843(1), i?

51 rand
£ “
¢ Indictment,

2—;,,. United

ie
le
-

i

S '
and the court having asked the defendant whether he has anything to say why Judgment should not
be pronounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the court,

It Is ADJUDGED that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted.
It Is ADJUDGED that* LmPOsition of sentence as to Count One is hereby
suspended and the defendant is placed on probation for a pericod of Onie (]}

vear from this date.

It Is FURTHER ORDERED that durmg the period of probatioﬁ the defendant shall conduct himself
as a law-abiding, industrious citizen and observe such conditions of probation as-the Court may pre-
scribe. Otherwise the defendant may be brought before the court for a violation of the court’s orders.

It Is FURTHER ORDERED that the clerk deliver three certified copies of this judgment and order to
the probation officer of this court, one of which shall be delivered to the defendant by the probation
Appefficerd as to form:

; ALLEN E.
Hubert H. Bryant N BARROW

Aubert H. Bryant, A.St. U.5. Attorney United States District Judge.
Clerk.
A True Copy, Certified this . 00 day of ... FSOTUATY / f
(Signed) .. NOBLE.C._ HOOD (By) \M
© Clerk, Deputy Clerk.

FPTATLANTA—11.2 7. 81—GON-—~2881



Judgment and Commitment (Rev. 7.52)

Nnited States District Corurt

Cr. Form No. 25a

FOR THE
NCORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
FLED
United States of America 1
, FEB 141958
v. No. 68-CR-22
, X . NOBLE C. HOOD
Roscoe Conklin Russell Clerk, U. S. District Court
On this 14¢h day of February , 163 came the attorney for the

government and the defendant appeared in persen and! by coungsel ,» Elliott Howe.

It Is ADJUDGED that the defendant has been convicted upon his plea of2 2uilty

of the offenseof having viclated T. 18, U.8.C. 2312
and 2, in that on oy about October 19, 1957, he did aid and abet Tracy
Barl Leldy, aka Joaguine Dallas, in transporting in interstate commerce
from Tulsa, Oklahoma, tc El Paso, Texas, a stolen 1966 Chewrolet Impada
Super Sport automobile, Vehicle Identification No. 168376R128192, he
then knowlng the automobile to have been stolen,

as charged® in the Indictment;
and the court having asked the defendant whether he has anything to say why judgment should not bhe
pronounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the Court,

It Is ApJUDGED that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted.

IT Is ApJUDGED that the defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or
his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of*

Thres (3) Years.

DX ABYOURED EHatX

It Is ORDERED that the Clerk deliver a certified copy of this judgment and commitment to the United
States Marshal or other qualified officer and that the copy serve as the commitment of the defendant.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: /s/ LUTHER BOHANON ,
United States District Judge.

BhexGourk recommends commitment: a6
s/ JAMES E, RITCHIE

Asst. U. S. Attorney Clerk.
A True Copy. Certified this ....14th___ day of .. February, 1968
(Signed) (By)

Clerk Deputy Clerk.



JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT (Rev. 12-66) Cr. Form No. 254

nited States Pigtrict o
United States 1 m:‘“ FILED

ROR i DIBTRICT OF OKLAY

Clerk, U, 8. Distriet Coirt

Py
No. OLe(OR

On this day of Pe

= : , 19
government and the defendant appeared in person and! ¥

th coungel, R

came the attorney for the
rtoG. B

¥y
ATOWL .

It Is Apsupcep that the defendant upon his plea of @ H411Ly

S E e
has been convicted of the offenge of “2ViNE
Wi or about the lst day of Ja
in interstate ¢ aroeR ~

Horthern Distri o O 2y had thergw-
Lot bean unlawfully selzed, oarriad wld by himg
that he 4id in ¢ rge Drayvis unharmed s
that he fallad t par Wi hours
alfter he wae unlswfully seize and abduc ad in

the Indictment:

d57ChBgRRS
and the court having asked the defendant whether he has anything to say why judgment should not
be pronounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the Court,
It Is Apsubeep that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted.

IT Is ApJuncep that the defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or
his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of +

PR AT

4 Lo i

P
nitt

&

It Is OrpErED that the Clerk deliver a certified copy of this judgment and commitment to the United

S‘&f.tes Marshal or therﬁqua,liﬁed officer and that the copy serve as the commitment of the defendant.
LWpRYOved as o FUuryu: /a/ ALLEN E. BARROH

Layrence A, MeSoud e v e United States District Judge.
THE €Ol Yedoatninds dommtbent to: o
Ue 5. Attown

)

[

Clerk.

Ioweapee A, ¥

N - OnEa
All-ithu ay February, 1968 e

A True Copy. Certified this ...~ 7" _  day of -
(Signed) (By) W W

Clerk. 4 “/ ’ Deputy Clerk.




JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT (Rev. 12-66) Cr. Form No. 25a

United States District Court

FOR THE
DISTRICT OF QETANDMA

NORT

United States of America

" ¥ 68-cR-MOBLE C. HOOD
Letha Faye Hohenberger Clerk, 1. 8 District Coust
On this eh dayof February , 19 68 came the attorney for the

government and the defendant appeared in person and*  with counsel » 01lle Gresham.

It Is Apsupcep that the defendant upon his plea of 2 guilty,

has been convicted of the offense of having violated T. 18, U.S.C., 1201, in that
on or about the lst day of January, 1968, she did knowingly transport in
interstate commerce from Dallas, State of Texas, o Miami,'staﬁa of Ckiahons
In the Worthern Digtrist of Oklahoma, one George Drayton Hooper who had ’
theretofore heen unlawfully seized, kidnapped, carried away and held by
her; that she did in fact fail %o liverate George Drayton Hooper unhar&ed;
that she failed to release George Drayton Hooper within twenty-four hours
ifggrthe Yas unlawfully seized, kidnapped and abducted, as charged in the
Indictment,

3

‘ ag ghargadk
and the court having asked the defendant whether he has anything to say why judgment should not

be pronounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the Court,
It Is ApJuncep that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted.

It Is Apguncep that the defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or
his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of ¢

Pifty (50) years.

It Is OroERED that the Clerk deliver a certified copy of this judgment and commitment to the United
States Marshal or other qualified officer and that the copy serve as the commitment of the defendant.
Approved as to form: wmnwmmm«mmw-ATT?N E. RAPPOW' ,
- Lawrence A. McSoud United States District Judge.

xFheCaurtracommends commitraent e ¢
Lawrence A, McSoud, U.35. ACTorney

ARPXBHRBXBRXEBXXXAXKXXXXXKXXXX KKK Clerk.
A True Copy. Certified this _ 14th day of .. 670 ruary, 1968 ///
(Signed) .. ... NOBLE-C..—HOOD - . (By)

Clerk. / ” Deputy Clerx.



‘DGMENT AND ORDER OF &ATION {Revised Jan, '57) ‘ » Cr. Form No. 101-.

United States Bistrict Court

FOR THE
NOL b NI 00 OF QLA - FILED
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA : g FEB 1% Hf8
v No. & ur. op NOBLE C. HOOD
" OT-ChLO8lerk. 11, 8. District Court
Don

On this \ day of . , 19... , came the attorney for the government and
15t Febyua iy Tt

the defendant appeared in person; an . N :

wlth counsel, Elmore A. Page.

It Is ADJUDGED that the defendant has been convxcted upon his plea of* -

of the: offense of

} ] L g B the tha n,}.a 1@ jw“m W"}""’l :
fled, w)}‘ g orl me,, w s'w is a felony ¥ dch g laws ofl x.h{: place from which
B Dofitithe Te: ﬁrtYﬁ%.vin dskEd' the defendant whether he has anythlrh E)g‘sa & I]@”%ﬁég*meﬁt should not

.- be pronounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the court,

It Is ADJUDGED that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted,

It Is ADJUDGED that® ) ~ o
imposition of sentence 18 sugpended and the defendant

i1a placed on probation for a peried of .m [2) years from this date.

It Is FURTHER ORDERED that during the period of probation the defendant shall conduct himself

as a law-abiding, industrious citizen and observe such conditions of probation as the Court may pre-

_ seribe, Otherwise the defendant may be brought before the court for a violation of the court’s orders.
It Is FURTHER ORDERED that the clerk deliver three certified copies of ‘this: Judgment and order to- -
the probation officer of this court, one of which shall be delivered to the défendant by the probation
officer, '

Approved se to for

. PR Ty T T
Lawrence A. McGow” ; AI.T'P‘TI‘TJn:i;ed T;Itd;t:s?pzsm' trict Judge
~ Lawrente A Ay tnlteq Dhates ATT mry : . ,

Clerk.
A True Copy. Certified this Tt day of FEFFOATY , 19, %9
; 20 2 1.1 ‘- Qc
: ' FHn P
(Signed) T T — (By) N {M}JA«Q N [ 2V TPSLEGN
SRR e Clerk. , Deputy Clerk.

FP1 ATLAHT‘“’Y-Z7 81-—B8OM-—2 081



.JDGMENT AND ORDER OF .BATION (Rgviséd Jan. '57) . . Cr. Form No. 101 ‘

Wnited States BWistrict Court |
ron 2. ~ FILED

FEB 15 1968

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ‘
. NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk, -U. §.. District Court

B

V.

Stanley Fdward Hoyes

D —

On this iLEh o day of Fohi % ;
S y of Fobiy , 19 Ghame the attorney fo ' ’
the defendant appeared in person, and® Wi th counsael, Harmon ”’y L the govermment and

2oy e BB«

et

Fe

32,
CInlorma

Ak

L e Wkt | o
and the court having asked the defendant whether he has anything to say why judgment shouid not -
be pronounced, and no suﬂfigient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the court,

Ir Is ADJUDGED that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted, .y

It Is ADJUDGED that * lmposition of sentence ls suvspended nnd the de

is placed on probation for a pericd of Threes {(3) years from this date,

It Is FURTHER ORDERED that during the period of probation the defendant shall conduct himself
as a law-abiding, industrious citizen and observe such conditions of probation as the Court may pre-
seribe, Otherwise the defendant may be brought before the court for a violation of the court’s orders.

It Is FURTHER ORDERED that the clerk deliver three certified copies of this judgment and order to
the probation officer of this court, one of which shall be delivered to the defendant by the probation

officer, . :
Approved as to form:

Janes Fo Ritohie i . ATLEEN-Eo-BARROW :
Tames . BLboliie, asst, Q.5. Attorney Vnited grmm‘b,smct Judge.

- Clerk.

i is ' 19,7 "
A True Copy. Certified this .y day of s, TRy IR %{u
(Signed) - (By) ..lL L pNtd
NOBLE €. HOOD Clerk. =] Deputy Clerk.

W

FPIATLANTA-11.27 £1—BOM-—29%1



JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT (Rev. 12-66) Cr. Form No. 25a

United States District Court

FOR THE
BORTHERL DISTEIOT OF . OKILAHOMA

United States of America

v.

NO. STEL . - - N o g T
wheebde s MOBLE G0 HOOD
Lester Don Abeynathy Clerk. 7. 8. District Court
On this i5¢h dayof Faebyr , 19 ©7 came the attorney for the
government and the defendant appeared in person and?

Wwith counsel

» Joseph ¢, Breaune.

It Is Apsupcep that the defendant upon his plea of 2 not guilty,

b

has been convicted of the offense of having
L on or shout o

1

violeted Title

T

brotwon

and the court having asked the defendant whether he has anything to say why judgment should not
be pronounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the Court,

as.charged?

I Is Apsupgep that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted.

It Is Apsupcep that the defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or
his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of *

1z-18 .APIUnGED.

1 Is OrpereD that the Clerk deliver a certified copy of this judgment and commitment to the United
States Marshal or other qualified officer and that the copy serve as the commitment of the defendant.
Approved as Lo Torm:

ALLEY ftea BOERY District Judge.
The:Gourtrecommends- commitinent to3S;

Laiemnoa. b

lawrense A,

g
oY

 Clerk.

A True Copy. Certified this . 15th

_day of .. Febrvary, 1968
(Signed) . NORLE. £, HOOD

mDeputg; v AClerk.



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERE DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of Amerieca,

Plaintifr,
Carl William Wolf, % -
Defendant. ) F I L E D
FEB 1571968
O RDER NOBLE C. HOOD /Z

Jlerk, U. 8, District Court
On this 15th day of February, 1968, this matter comes on before the

court in which the defendant Carl Williem Wolf 1s to be sentenced after having
previously entered a ples of gullty to the crime charged in the indictment in
this case, whersupon the court upon inquiring of defendent’s counsel, Mr.
Joseph G. Breaune, if he had enything to say prior to sentencing, Mr. Braune
requested the court to conmit the defendant to the United States Medical
Center at Springfield, Missourl, for the purpose of examination pursusnt to
the provisions of Title 18, U.8.C., Section k208(b) for the purpose of provid-
ing the court more detalled information as & basgis for determining & proper
sentence to be jmposed.

WHEREFORE, for good cause shown and after being fully advised in
the premises, IT IS ORDERED AND DECREED that the United Stetes Marshal for the
Northern District of Okishoma, or one of his deputies, transport and deliver
the defendant Carl William Wolf to the custody of the authorities of the
United States Medical Center at Springfield, Missouri, for the purpose of
conducting an examination of this defendsani as provided in Title 13, u.s.C.,
Section 4208(p).

IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED AND DECREED thet the suthorities at the United
States Medical Center at Springfield, Missouri, conduct the examination here-
in ordered, file a report of their findings, together with any recommendations
which the Director of the Bureau of Prisons believes to be helpful in deter-

mining the disposition of this case, within 90 days from this date.
1T I3 FURTHER ORDERED AND DECREED that the defendant be held by the
authorities of the United States Medical Center at Springfield, Missouri,

g’/

STATES I JULGE

until further order of thims court.

A '{u!i




JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT (Rev. 12-66) Cr. Form No. 250

ﬂﬂmteb étates Bistrict Court

FOR THE
¢ DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FILED

v. No. [(-CR=4 FEB 14 1agg

Dodd
NCBLE C. HOOD
Clerk, 17, g, District Court

On this 1kth day of Fabrus ] , 1950 came the attorney for the
by counsel, Jeses O, Goldwin.

government and the defendant appeared in person and! &Y

It Is Apsupcep that the defendant upon his plea of 2 gullty

a4 Title 10, U.8.C,., 2312, in

has been convicted of the offense of ‘mv ihg vi

Lhat on or about Februsry la, 1w TAangspo }LM in interstate cummerce

Ly Albuguergus, New Mexle: ¥ a stolan 1900 "P-:;) Cutlass
Gldsmoblle, thia’ lg Identif watx n than knowing such

autl Lo have besn stolen, h

¥

as charged® in the Indictmeni;
and the court having asked the defendant whether he has anything to say why judgment should not
be pronounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the Court,

It Is Apsupcep that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted.

Ir Is Apsupcep that the defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney (ieneral or
his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of *
Three {3) Yaars.

5 4ot 4
in thisg caze s

. State Paniter

’ serd

I7 Is Orpzrep that the Clerk deliver a certified copy of this judgment and commitment to the United
@tates Marshal or othg‘ guahﬁed officer and that the copy serve as the commitment of the defendant.
Approved ag /s/ LUTHER BOHANON

/s/ fAMES E RTCHIE — United States District Judge.
This' Cottt Féeommibnas tonmifitment Go: o

Aeg'L. O. B. AULTF Clerk.
A True Copy. Certified this .. =0 day of . . .
(Signed) (By)
Deputy Clerk.

Clerk.



JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT (Rev. 12-66) Cr. Form No. 25a

@Anited States Bistrict Court

FOR THE
HORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FILED
United States of America
v No. GB-CRa7 FEB 141968

Bronest Charles Downs NOBLE C. HOOD,

Clerk, 11, 8. District Court

On this ) day of February ,19°%  came the attomey for the
government and the defendant appeared in person and: oy o4 unsel, Don Gilde

It Is Apsupcep that the defendant upon his plea of 2 nuh gullty and a find Ing of guiliy,

o 2

h sbeen onvict N:Van 0
% c1 vie ed of the Qﬁense °f ;m s 1967,
- Lake, Ka
fication

'\ b%%}zﬁ s a;-::}l»@m .

aved Title 18, U.B.0,, 2312, in
transported in intersiste commerca

» tlton, Oklasboma, a stolen

KTI555663, then knowi 1g such

as charged® 171 the Indlciment;

and the court havmg asked the defendant whether he has anything to say why judgment should not
be pronounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the Court,

It Is Apsupcep that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted.

It Is ApsupGep that the defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or
his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of ¢

Five (5} Years.

It Is ApJun ED that ”‘

gantena e
cngecutively Lo Lk

antancs

It Is OrpEreDp that the Clerk deliver a certified copy of this judgment and commitment to the United
States Marshal or other quahﬁed officer and that the copy serve as the commitment of the defendant.

Approved ss to forg /s/ LUTHER BOHANON

/s/ JAIES - W}f}ﬁ NEIF:, United States District Judge.
Trie COSHE Tocominenas commmitment to: ©

Aest. U.BETTITREY P
A True Copy. Certified this .. heh day of ... February, 1968

(Signed) ..o e (BY ) e

Clerk. Deputy Clerk.



JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT (Rev. 12-66)

Cr. Form No. 25a

AUnited States Bistrict Court

FOR THE

it ERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
FILED
United States of America
e LI o8 o B B AR
V. No. {35;-(33‘{.“"{ T EA{B 47 NE‘ﬁB
Lerry Dee Johnson

NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk, 171, 8. District Court

On this IERe

government and the

Py

o day of February
efendant appeared in person and!%y cou

, 1958, came the attorney for the
ngal, Varal

. Glllay.

It Is Apsuncep that the defendant upon his plea of oL gulliy and

a finding of gullty,
has bgen convicted of the offense of

that on or about Oo

Oilton, Oklahuma, o stolen
SETISBOL3, then kno

as charged?® in the Indictuent:
and the court having asked the defendant whether he has anything to say why judgment should not
be pronounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the Court,

Ir Is ApsupceD that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted.

I Is Apgupcep that the defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or
his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of ¢

Five (B) Years.

It Is ApJupcep that s

;oAany santanoea

ran congsecubively

It Is OrpErED that the Clerk deliver a certified copy of this judgment and commitment to the United
S&ates Marshal or otherqualified officer and that the cop,
ADpprovad ag Lo Lornd

serve as the commitment of the defendant.
s/ LUTHER BOHANON
/8/ JAMES E, RITCHIE

Thi "Comtt fecomiriehtls' cormithent to: o

United States District Judge.

Asat., U, 8. ALToTnay Clerk.
Lin brua 068
A True Copy. Certified this . 14" day of . February, 196¢
(Signed)

(By)
Clerk.

Deputy Clerk.



o o S
JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT (Rev. 12-66)

Cr. Form No. 25a

Anited States District Court

FOR THE

HORTHERY DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA .
TLED
United States of America Z’J}”{\
S IV TaT
v. No. &L-CRa? 168
, et o T NOBLE ¢ ,
John Denniz Koop Clerk, 17 s D;ngOD
e <t Court
On this 1hen day of Fehrusyy , 1965
government and the defendant appeared in person and?® !

came the attorney for the
counsel, Ted Glbson.

It Is Apsupeep that the defendant upon his plea of 2ot guili

vy oend o finding of
haf beten convicted of the offense of
tha

guailiy
having in
Y % i [RTeR e
on or ab er 18, 19 c::,;mmsrcsz
ntu Lake, I tolen
Identificat iy :.mh
s heen stolen,

as charged® in the Indictpent
and the court having asked the defendant whether he has anything to say why Judgment should not
be pronounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the Court,

It Is Apsuncep that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted
Ir Is Apgupcep that the defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or
his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of ¢

Five (5) Yenrs

It Is ADJUDGED that 5
-

genltence 1
wngecutivaly to

sanbencs Lhe

In thig casge shall run
ndant ls now serving.

It Is OrpErEp that the Clerk deliver a certified copy of this judg

is j t and commitment to the United
States Marshal or other qualified officer and that the copy serve ggq
?\f}p ‘‘‘‘‘ oved as Lo Forms

%%omw the defendant.
5

P AR
United States District Judge.

Clerk.

A True Copy. Certified this ....................day of ... .
(Signed)

{By)
Clerk.

Deputy Clerk.



.JDGMENT AND ORDER OF .BATION (Revised Jan. '57) . . Form No. 101-.

Enited States Eistri;t Court

', - FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

';EILLED

) e No. 67-CR-126 LB 101068
Jamas Fre derick Evans

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

~ NOBLE C. HOOD,
Clerk‘ 1. 8. District Court

VOn this lf} th day of February 1998 | came the attorney for the government and
the defendant appeared in person, and 'Ly counsel; Cm* ti Lawsom,

It Is ADJUDGED that the defendant has been convicted upon‘ his plea of *guilty”

of the offense yo
about July 11,
2d and caused iﬁ’
s o New York Gl
wits Americean I
,An the-spount of 5 ﬁja’i‘l«”’ L- Curtls J&m
Willinme, - and 1, f*twd by SQL« Laryry W 3119uw5 he then knowing the mo p»w Urde
falsely mbd: as charged 'in the Informetion
and the court having asked the defendant whether he has anything to say. why judgment should not
be pronounced, and no suiﬁclent cause to the contrary being shown or appearmg to the court,

having vmlateri Titlise 1B, U.8.C.,
‘.owith unlawful ‘and  Craudulent =
?,runssp Itmﬁ indntevstate commarce
ﬁaw~Y rk§ a falsely made and -
DA-BLL, ,bfﬁ57§;

2314, in thet onoox
intent, heg Lrangpox
from Tulea, Olclal
foreed 8e0ur1t

&q@ed July: Gy

It Is ADJUDGED" that the defendant is guilty as charged and convieted.

It Is FURTHER ORDERED that durmg the penod of probatlon the defendant shall. conduct himself
ag a law-abiding, industrious citizen and observe such conditions of probation as-the Court may pre-
scribe. Otherwise the defendant may be brought before the court for & violation-of the court’s orders.

It Is FURTHER ORDERED that the clerk deliver three certified eopies of this judgment and order to
the probatlon oﬂieer of this court, one of which shall be delivered to the defendant by the probation .

office .
ﬁmm Syed ns Lo i':«:f:“;'a: ]
/g/ Buvert H. Bryant ~/s/ LUTHER BOHANON

United States District Judge.

Clerk.

A True Copy, Certified this e A2ED day of ...... Felb ruary ' 1908 .

(Signed) ... . ‘ (By)
: Clerk, - - - ; Deputy Clerk.

FPY AT!ANTA——'H~27 831-—60OM-—28%1



. ‘!DGMENT AND ORDER OF .BATION (Rewsed Jan. '57) Gy ‘ S Cr. Form No ‘IO'I .

b @elmtzh %tates Elstmt @uurt

FORTHE

ORI ewm DI ec 10 1 ee xLeno&n -

UNITED STATES OF*AMERICA .

F l L E D

N ,&LE C H@OD
Clerk U S. Distmct Coutt

L ‘v.‘i,;c vy N ey 1)
‘ ‘On this - Stk day of ?" Tuay g, 97~ came the attorney or thje government and
- the defendant appeared in person; and’ rj FELEE Y John K. Hax'1 By ‘

1» wee 5@?1(&)
~,Ellecemoet 17 %
SPetsll ligdor

; ee iaﬂdi?éu

ﬁze”’ busin:aef‘

{imle; «3,3‘?‘5‘1.3,1 tn

by law, |

~ , 5 as’ charged : 1:‘: ahf Indic tients, :
-and the court ha.vmg asked the defendant Whether he has anythmg to say why judgment should not .
“'be pronounced and: no. suﬁiclent calise to the contrary belng shown or appearmg to: the court

I'r Is ADJUDGED that the defendant 1s gullty as charged and conthed

ﬁ %UDG# i%a'tz‘ £4

W

g defandant
this date, -
1 attorngy

"evemf i um t} :

It Is FURTHER ORDERED that: durmg the penod of probatlo the defendé.nt shall conduct hlmself; Lt
- a8 a law-abiding; industrious’ citizen and observe such. conditions of Jprobation. s ‘the Court may pre-. | .~
scnbe Otherwxse the defendant may be brought before the court for & v1olatlon 1 f the cou.rt’s ordersn o

Ir'Is FURTHER ORDERED that the clerk ‘deliver three cert:ﬁed copies’ of this Judgment and order to.
the g&x;obatmn oﬁicer of this eourt one. of whxch shall be dehvered to the defendant by the probatlon, :

/s/ JAMES E. RITCHIE f~];f'“f‘ /s/ LUTHER BOHANON L
Agst. U, R A“ﬁ;ﬁs RN ' . United States District Judge. 0

. Clerk.

RS L A qubruaf Ll tieg
A True Copy: Certified this ... 5 e day of ... : V;L Y NERIER S s L R
O NOBLE C. HOOD . L S Ve
" (Bigned) . . S (By)
S . Clerk.

- Deputy Clerk.

o EPUATLANTA—11.27 81-—EOM—2081




‘}DGMENT AND ORDER OF .BATION (Revised Jan. '57) ' Cr. Form No. 101-.

lnited States Bistrict Court

FOR THE
NORTHERN.DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

. | FILED
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA .
o  FEB 17168

No. G8-CR-14

NOBLE C. HOOD.

Gary Doyal Stotts )
) Clerk, 1. 8, District Court

On this- 15th day offeb ruary ., 188 ,‘ came the attorney for the government and
the defendant appeared m person, and ‘;‘ 'w‘j_th co\msel, Paul ‘E. G-ai’rison.

Ir Is ADJUDGED that the defendant has-been convicted upon his plea of * e tyu
e a8 : guilty,

: . of the offensé of N . L e
. S ) = having violated 1. ‘G.8.C.

in that, on or about October 13, 1967, he didgknowingly gak%8ém3-cagr§ gﬁi&
Wltf‘l intent to convert to his own use a 1963 Dodge one-half %ton Pic}"up'Tm""}
Veblcle Identification No. 116-1271292, bf avalue in excéss of $ioc§ 00 ”
being property of the United States Department of the Interior, Bureau of
Indian .Affairs,'Pawhuska, Oklahoma, from a garage at the Osage’Indican Agency
Pawhuska, Oklahoma, in the Northern Judisia District of Oklahoma, as chgrgéd

in ‘the Indictment, ’ Co X% :
and the court having asked the defendant whether he has dnything to say why judgment should not

be pronounced, and no sufficient capsg' to ‘the contrary being shown or appearing to the court, i
It Is ADJUDGED that the dé_fgndant is guilty as c’lﬁrged and convicted, '
It Is ADJUDGED that'imposition of senteﬁce is sixspended and the defendant
is placed on p’r;mation' for a period of Three {(3) years from 'this date, pur-

suant to the Federal Youth Corré:tioh;ACt; Title 18, U.S.C.A., § 5010(a).

- Iv Is FURTHER ORDERED that during the period of probation the defendant shall conduct himself
. a8 a law-abiding, industrious citizen and observe such conditions of probation as the Court may pre-
* scribe, Otherwise the defendant may be brought before the court for a violation of the court’s orders. -

It Is FURTHER ORDERED that the clerk deliver three certified copies of this judgment and order to
the probation officer of this court, one of which shall be delivered to the defendant by the probation
officer. ' .

Approved:

James E. Ritchie

LUTHER BOHANON
ALLENCECXBARROW

United States District Judge.

James E. RLTohie, Asst. U.5. ALTorney

Clerk.

A True Copy. Certified this ..o .2. . day of

(Signed) NOBLE C. HOOD - (By) -
‘Clerk : Deputy Clerk.

FPIATLANTA-—11.27 61——BOM-—2981



‘IDGMENT AND ORDER OF .BATION (Revised Jan, '57) " ‘  ‘ . Cr. Form No. 101-.

Wnited States Bistrict Court
; : ‘ FOR THE ;

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FILED
FEB 15 1968

UNITED STATES oF AMERICA

v, ) ;
No. 58-CR-256 .
: - NGBLE C. HCOD
Clerk; 1], 8. District Court

James E. F. Carey

- On this  15th day- oﬁ’abrug ry , 188 | came the ,attbméy for the government and
the defendant appeared in person, and by Richavrd D. Gikbhon: e ‘

It Is ADJUDGED that the defendant has been convicted upon his plea of ynilty

) , - of the offense of having viclated Title 18, USC 1708,

in that on or about Novembet 17, 1307, at Tulsa, Oklahoma, he unlawfully
had in hlg possession a certain check, to=-wit: Preferred Risk Mutual In-
surance ‘Company Check No. 31850, dated Nov. 14, 1967, in the amount of
Y$lOO.QO, bayakble to Warren R. Johnson and Joe's Upholstery and Furniture,
which check had theretifore been stolen from a mall box located at 728 Ess:
33:«?@ Street North, Tdlsa, Okla., .an aukhorized depusitory for mail, he the:
knowing the check to have been stodwmcharged® as chargad in the Informativng .
and the court baving asked the defendant whether he has anything to say why judgment should not

be pronounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary béiné‘ shown or appearing to the court,

It Is ADJUDGED that the defendant is. gdilty as ~charged and convicted, " "

nce is suspended and the defendaht,
Three (3) Years frum this date,
Title 18, U.S.C.A., Section

It Is ApJupeep that* lmpesltivn of sent
is plated on probatilsn £or a periu
pursuant. to the Fedarsl Youth Corréctiosn At
5010(a).. . e

It Is FURTHER ORDERED that during the period of probation the defendant shall conduct himself -
as a law-abiding; industrious citizen and observe such conditions of probation as the Court may pre- -
scribe, Otherwise the defendant may be brought before the court for a violation of the court’s orders.

It Is FURTHEiz ORDERED that the clerk deliver three certified copies of this judgment and order to
the probation officer of this court, one of which shall be delivered to the.defendant by the probation

officer, -
APPROVED:

/s/ HUBERT H. BRYANT /s/ LUTHER . BOHANON
' ' o ~ "' United States District Judge.

Egs L. U. 8. Attorney

Clerk.

A True Copy. Certified this 15¢h. day of ....February . ,19.68

(Signed) . NOBLE C. HOOD . (By) M
k S Clerk. i " . Deputy Clerk.

. FPLATLANTA-—11.27 G1-—80R——28%5}



‘!DGMENT AND ORDER OF ‘BATION «R;;asea' dan. '57) ‘ | Cr. Form No. 101;"
Cnited States Bistrict @uurt

‘FOR THE

TRiGT eis’ , o’zf;m HOVA

FILED

FEB 151

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

.. ‘
No. \7&_/-‘("&*"“”‘»

Janes Fradsyick Tvens h R NC”ELE C. HCOD
‘ ‘ ‘ - Clerk, 1J, 8. District Court

o Onmthis 35ih day offebruas Iy , 190 came. the attorney for the government and
the defendant appeared in person ‘and % Yo a?g‘elg »‘11 ‘ws &ﬁ‘ﬁw Eh S , ; :

It I ADJUDGED that the defendant has been convicted upoh his Plea of ’g sm ty

. of the offense of liaving v;wlete‘ad iitlc 18, US” 2z
August 3, 1967, with un?ewful and frudulént ﬁnteet
ilfullv enused tu.ba Uransported Ly inteeexete CORIE Y od
: be New York, ¥.%, » Lalsaly nade d furged saturii,
-1 asg Company munay order #DA-705,368,129, in the

Vekie to Curtis J nEs w111iam s He chen &mcwrng the
w\foxged 3n4 Lelgely ,made,‘

as charged in ths Iv}furm

An that o
‘he treanaporied sy
Trom Cedar Hill i

g.

e,zzs aznm i: ;f:«i

m;zum 9 horza LB

and the court havmg asked-the defendant Whether ‘he has anything to say Whyr; 'ydgment should not
be pronounced and no suﬁiclent cause to the contrary bemg shown or appearmg to the: court,

i

S It Is ADJUDGED that the defendant is gmlty as charged and convxcted

It Is ADJUDGED that* &
dsfendant ie plae

thileg daue*

iprobation in “this cese shall
on lmpugad in Criminel Case

- IT I8 FU’RTHER ORDERED that durmg the perlod of probatlon the defendant shall conduct hlmself
as-a law-abldmg, ‘industrious citizen and' ‘observe: such’ conditions of probation as the Court may pre-
scnbe Otherw;se the defendant may be brought before the court for a vmlatlon of the court’s orders

CTrIs FURTHER ORDERED that the clerk dehver three certlﬁed coples of thl ]udgment a.nd order to s
the probation oﬂicer of thls court, one of whlch shall be dehvered to the defendant by the probatmn -

“officer,
APPROVLD H

/ s/ HUBERT H BRYANT

/S/ LU’I’HER BOHANON : 0
e Umted States Dwtrwt Judge

Clerk."

A True Copy Certified this ... 12tNday of . FERXRAXY . .. . 19 02

. (Bigned) ... NOBLE C. HOOD ' " “(By) .. ST
: , VTR CoClerk. ¢ o - Deputy Clerk.

PRI ATLANTAS-1.27 81rsOM—208] |



UNITED STATES COURT FILE D

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA  EB 15193

o NOBLE ¢, HOOD
lerk, U, S. District Court

United States of America

vs, Criminel No. 14,223
Andrew Steele

ORDER

On May 27, 1965, following & jury verdict of guilt,
Andwew Steele éppearéd in this court for sentence. On %ﬁat
date he was sentenced to:

Ct. 1 -~ Custody of the Attorney General
for a period of Three (3) Years,

Ct. 2 - Imposition of sentence suspended
and defendant placed on probation
for a period of Five (5) Years,
sald probation to cémmence at the
expiration of the sentence imposed
in count 1.

Now, on this /6 /4 day ofJZ_Vé:E%Z , 1968, for
good cause, it is ordered that the period ol probation,
originally ordered on May 27, 1965, as to count 2 of the
indictment, be and it is hereby reduced to a period of
Two (2) Years, said probation to commence at the expiration

of the sentence imposed in count 1, on May 27, 1965.

5 Al E e

Honorable Allen E. Barrow




~IN_THE UNITED STATES DISTR
| ICT COURT F
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLanowa = Lo

United States of America, )

Plaintiff, )
)
vs, ; No. 67-Cr.-90

Jean Ellen Corby, )

Defendant., ) F 1 L E D
FEB 211968

ORDER o
—_— NOBLE C. HOOD

Clerk, U. S. District Court
The Defendant is charged with causing to be transported

in interstate commerce falsely made and forged securities in
the form of traveler's checks in violation of 18 U.S.C §2314
(Second unnumbered paragraph). It appears that the checks were
stolen in blank from a bank and the Defendant is charged with
having signed and countersigned them with the name, Lisa Ann
Stevens,

The Defendant has moved to dismiss the indictment, con-
tending that both the signature and countersignature of the
traveler's checks are indorsements and therefore not the false
making, forging, altering, or counterfeiting of a security as
specified in 18 U.S.C. §2314 (Second unnumbered paragraph). There
is ample authority for the proposition that the mere indorsement
of an instrument does not constitute a crime under this and the

1/ 1t is also
prior Statute on which it is based, 18 U.S.C. 415.—

clear from the cases that the countersignature on a traveler's

check is only an indorsement,” The question here presented is

1/ Prussian v. United States, 282 U. S. 675, 51 S.Ct. 223, 75
T L. Ed. 610 (1930); Streett v. United States, 331 F, 2d 151
(Eighth Cir. 1964); Danielson v. United States, 121 F., 2d 441

(Ninth Cir. 1963).

2/ Streett v. United States, supra, note 1; Berry v. United
~ states, 27. F. 2d 775 (Fifth Cir.I959), cert. den. 362 U. S.
903, 4 L. Ed. 2d 535, 80 S.Ct. 612; Pines v. United States,

192 NAa 0NE /T2 ~labeen M3 ae 1aQ/ 1N



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
HORTHERN DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs, No, €8-CR-17

FILED

Defendants. ) FEB 23 1968

CLIFFORD RICHARD DOSE, et al.,

Nt Nl Nt et Nl Nt it N

7 7 NOBLE C. HOOD
C R DER ’
Clerk, U, 8. District Court

Upon consideration of the Motioﬁ for Judgment of Acauittal
filed herein on February 13, 1968, by the Defendant, Brownie
Buster Baker, the Court finds that the saﬁne should be denied.

The evidence was sufficient to send the case against this
meving Defendant te the jury. Knowledge by this Defendant that

» involved was stolen when he received the same

ry
<4
P
o
tde
i3
ot
(]

the nmoto

-y

was established by evidence showlong him In possesaion of a recent-
1y astolen meter vehicle and the presuwnption arieing therefrom,
and evidence tending to show that he paid a grossly inadequate
cenpideration for the motor wvehicle., Any explanation by the de-
fendant as te how he came into possession of a recently stolen
nmotor wehicle iz fer the coensideération of the jury.

The Motion Ffor Judgment of Acquittal filed by the fefendant
Brownie Buster Raker is dgnied.

Tated this ﬁé_ day of Februawy, i563.

& Fel

Trad Daughert

United States Dietrilf Judge



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

rod s ‘E
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, E i.ﬁw . D -

FER 275 1968

)
)
Plaintiff, )
)
V. ; NOBLE C. HOOD
JEAN ELLEN CORBY, ) Clerk, U. S. District Cou
)
Defendant. )
) No. 67-Cr.-90
0 R D E R

r 4

NOW on this 24 day of’ %&W,,,, 1968, this Court,

having heretofore sustained defendant's Motion to Dismiss the
Indictment herein, hereby orders that the defendant, Jean Ellen
Corby, be discharged.

The Court further orders that the bond heretofore posted
in the above styled cause be exonerated and that the sum of
$250.00 now on deposit with the Register of the Court be dis-

bursed to Frank B. Greer, attorney for the defendant herein.

02&4 %4%{1 44\

“Fred Daugherty
United States Dlstrlct Jud
Northern District

gés




~ "IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America, )
Plaintiff, )

) :

vs. ) No. 67-Cr.-90 )
' )

Jean Ellen Corby, ) F I_ L E D

Defendant. ) ’ ‘
FEB 211368
ORDER

NOBLE C. HOOD
Cletk, U. S District Court

The Defendant is charged with causing to be transported
in interstate commerce falsely made and forged securities in
the form of traveler's checks in violation of 18 U.S.C §2314
(Second unnumbered paragraph). It appears that the checks were
stolen in blank from a bank and the Defendant is charged with
having signed and countersigned them with the name, Lisa Ann
Stevens.

The Defendant has moved to dismiss the indictment, con-
tending that both the signature and countersignature of the
traveler's checks are indorsements and therefore not the false
making, forging, altering, or counterfeiting of a security as
specified in 18 U.S.C. §2314 (Second unnumbered paragraph). There
is ample authority for the proposition that the mere indorsement
of an instrument does not constitute a crime under this and the

) 1 It is also
prior Statute on which it is based, 18 U.s.C. 415:‘/

clear from the cases that the countersignature on a traveler's

2/ . .
check is only an indorsement.—  The question here presented is

1/ Prussian v. United States, 282 U. S. 675, 51 s.Ct. 223, 75

L. Ed. 610 (1930); Streett v. United States, 331 F. 24 151
(Eighth Cir. 1964); Danielson v. United States, 121 F. 24 441
(Ninth Cir. 1963).

2/ Streett v. United States, supra, note 1; Berry v. United

States, 27. F. 2d 775 (Fifth Cir.l959), cert. den. 362 U. S.
903, 4 L. Ed. 2d 535, 80 S.Ct. 612; Pines v. United States,

RIS AT AN



whether the first signature, to which the countersignature is compar-
ed, is an indorsement or if it is a part of the making of the check.
Traveler's checks are named in the statutory definition of‘Se-
curities to which 18 U.S.C. §2314 applies. 18 U.S.C. §2311. 1t is
a security whether it is in blank or signed by the purchaser to whom

it is sold and issued. United States v. Petti, 168 F. 2d 221 (Second

Cir. 1948). Thus, if the first signature is merely an indorsement,
as is the countersignature according to Streett v. United States,
supra, note 1, the Defendant has not committed a crime under 18 U.S.C.
§2314 (Second unnumbered paragraph). But if her first signature en-
ters into and is a part of the making of the instrument, then she is
chargeable under this section and paragraph.

Definitidns of the nature and function of traveler's checks in
terms of negotiable instruments law are not lacking:

"Travelers' checks have special attributes and functions
and are anomolous instruments and as such are sui generis.
They differ from ordinary checks in that they are sold by
banks and express companies and require both signature and.
countersignature by the purchaser. They constitute a com-
plete purchase and sale of credit, have the characteristics
of a cashier's check where issued by a bank, and are foreign
bills of exchange.'" 11 Am. Jur. 2d 47, Bills & Notes §17.

"A 'travelers cheque,' as has already been observed, has
the characteristics of a cashier's cheque of the issuing bank.
It is a bill of exchange drawn by the issuing bank upon itself
and is accepted by the act of issuance, and the right of coun-
termand as applied to ordinary cheques does not exist as to it."
Mellon Nat. Bank v. Citizens Bank & Trust Co., 88 F, 2d 128
(Eighth Cir. 1937), cert. den. 302 U. S. 702, 58 S. Ct. 21,
82 L. Ed. 542.

A traveler's check includes the name of the company or

bank ("issuer" is the language used in Street v. United States,



note 1, supra, and Berry v. United States, note 2, fdupra) which
is primariiy liable on the instrument and to which all other par-
ties look for payment. It is expressed that the bank or company
will pay to the order of a payee whose name is to be filled in
the blank space provided. The signature of an officer of the
bank or company (issuer) appears on the face of the instrﬁment,
as well as‘serial numbers and the monetary amount. A blank spaée
is provided for the signature of the person who purchases the in-
strument and another blank space is provided for the '"counter-
signatureﬁ of the purchaser when the check is negotiated to the
payee.

The Courts have had occasion to consider the nature and
characteristics of a traveler's check under another federal
criminal statute, 18 U.S.C. 415, now incorporated in 18 U.S.C.
2314 as the first unnumbered paragraph thereof:g These crim-
inal statutes prohibited and prohibit the interstate transporta-
tion of securities of the value of $5,000.00 or more, knowing
the same to have been stolen. United States v. Petti, supra;

Pines v..United States, supra, note 2; and Rowley v. United

3/ 18 U.S.C. provided in part as follows:

"thoever shall transport or cause to be transported in
interstate * * * commerce any * ¥ * securities * % * of
the value of $5,000 or more theretofore stolen * * *
shall be punished by a fine * * * or by imprisonment
% % % or both * * *."

The first unnumbered paragraph of 18 U.s.C. 2314 provides:

"Whoever transports in interstate or foreign commerce
any goods, wares, merchandise, securities or money, of
the value of $5;000 or more, knowing the same to have
been stolen, converted or taken by fraud; * * %!



States (dictum), 191 B. 2d 949 (Eighth Cir. 1951). These.cases
hold that the’theft of a traveler's check in blank and before
issuance to a purchaser, that is, with both the signature and
countersignatute lines in blank, is the theft of a compieted
security, and moreover under such statutes is a theft of a sum
equal to the face amuunt of the check. According to these cases,
a traveler's check is deemed to be a completed instrument or se-
curity before and without a signature on the first signature line
and without the same having actually been purchased by anyone.

It must therefore follow that if a signature on the first sig-
nature line is not necessary in order to make a traveler's check
a completed security, then such first signature must be con-
sidered to be an indorsement. A traveler's check is recognized
as a unidue instrument or security and by being a completed se-
curity beforeAeither signature or countersignature, then a
traveler's check must be deemed to be one requiring a dual in-
dorsement, one on the signature line and another on the counter-
signature line, both by the same person.

It is deemed inconsistent to conteﬁd that under the first
unnumbered paragraph of 18 U.S.C. §2314, a traveler's check is
a completed security without a signature on the first signature
line and on the countersignature line, and even prior to being
purchased and when stolen in this form is a stolen security of
the value shown on the face of the traveler's check and then
contend under the second unnumbered paragraph of the same sta-

tute, which prohibits the interstate transportation of a falsely



made and forged security, that the signature on the first signa-
ture line is an essential and necessary part of the making of the
security, that is, something necessary to make the security a coﬁ—'
pleted security, and is not an indorsement of a previously complet-
ed security.'

The Court is therefore compelled with some reluctance to con- {
clude from the undisputed facts of this case that the signature
alleged to have been placed by the Defendant on the first signature
line and the countersignature line of the traveler's checks invol-
ved herein are and must both be considered as indorsements of a
previously completed security. Therefore, they do not form any
part of the making of the security. Sihce:forged or falsely made
indorsements are not covered by the second unnumbered paragraph
of 18 U.S.C. 2314, which is the provision on which thé indictment
herein is based, and forgery or false making thereunder must per-
tain to the making of the security and not the indorsing thereof,
thecCourt concludes under the undisputed facts of this case fﬁat
the Defendant has not committed an offense prohibited by 18 U.S.C.
2314 (Second unnumbered paragraph thereoﬁ). The Motion qf the
Defendant to Dismiss the indictment must be sustained.

It is so ordered and the indictment herein is dismissed.

Dated thisegz_ day of February, 1968.

E R

Fred Daugherty’/
United States DlStrlCt Judge




