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TN TR UNITRED STATES DISTDLCT CoulT TFOR I
NORTHERN DISTREUT OF OWNLAHGMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

V.

NG. 74-CR-8z

WARRIN CLAY TLAGUE,

L L

bPefondant,

ORD IR
The Court has for consideration the nmotion of the Defendant for
correcticn of sentence which is treated as a motion pursuant to Rule
35, '.R.Cr.?., for discretionary modilicaticn of sentencec.
The Court finds that there is no half-way house in Tulsa, Okla-

homa, available to the Defendant, and that the closest such facility

ig in Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, where nho beds for in-house detention

are pregently available, Upon review, study and reflection, the Court

finds that confinement in a jail-type institution would be of no bhenefit

to the Defendant, and might prove detrimental under the circumstancos
btefere the Court. Therefore, the Defoendant's rentence imposed by this

Court or July 29, 1974, sheuld be and it is herebky corrected and mod-

ified to the following:

IT IS ADJUDGED that the Defendant Warren Clay Teaguc is
hercelby committed to the custody of the Attorney General
or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a
period of thirty (30) months on Count Two of the indict-
ment, and the inposition of sentence is hereby suspended
and the Defendant is placed on probation. The jail-type
or institutional custody is reducod to time served and
the said Defendant is to be releaced to preobation on ox
before Saturday, the 31st day of August, 1874.

IT IS ADJUDGED that the conditions of probation are that
the Defendant not associate with any known criminals and
net violate any laws.

Dated this Jiﬁﬁﬁ day of August, 1974, ot Tulsa, Oklahoma.

CHIIT JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISLUilCT
COURT FORN THE NORTHLRN DISTRICT OF

OBCATIOM A



IN THE URNITED STATLS DISTRLCY COURYE IPOR THER
NORTIIERN DISTRIC! OF OKLANOMA

UNITED STATRL O AMERLCA, )
Flaintiff, ) e
Vs, y NO. 74-~CR-79
)
BARBARA MILLIGAN, et al., ) ’ I o
befendants. ) ’ ' T
Lt
Vi vy oty ‘r‘-*«‘n{
ORDER Jank O Sivnr, Dl

P Con RIINE
The Court finds that the sentence herein of Barbara Milligan' en*’

tered July 2, 1974, contains a clerical and oversight error in that the
sentence is shown on the Judgment awmd Commitment as pursuant to Sec-
tion 5010(b) of the Youth Corrections Act. ‘The Court finds that under
the authority of Rule 36, F.R.Cr.P,., the sentence should be corrected
to show that it was pursuant to § 5010{(e) of the YCA. PFurther, the
Court finds that the errer in the Ordex of July 2, 1974, is good cause
to extend the time to conduct the §5010(e) siudy, and that an extension
of time to October 31, 1974; to present the report to the Court should
be granted.

I? IS, THEREFORE, ORFDERED, that the sentence of this Court entered
July 2, 1974, be and it is hereby corrected for study of Barbara Milligan
to 18 U.5.C. § 5010(e).

IT IS TURTHER ORDRERED that an extension of time be and it is hereby
granted to conduct the § 5010(e) study, and the report to the Court of
the findings of such study be and it is hereby due on Qctober 31, 1974,

(

Pated this iZLéf/day of August, 1974, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

. .
L LT

. R A .

R S T ‘. __,.-)‘»_-,‘_.zz,.-(__,._43»““,,.//”

CHIEN JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT FOR THE NORTIERN DISTRICT OF
OKIAHOMA



IN THE UNTITED STATES DISTRICT COUNRT 1O THE
NORTIIERN DISTRICT O OXLAIIOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERTCA, )
Plaintitt, ) o
VE. ) NO. T4-CR~73
)
MICHARL ANTHONY POLOTTO, et al., ) i
Defendant. ) ' ! C ) 7
R ER B N ﬁ?
ORDER dack O S D

EDoo

The Couft finds that the sentence hercin of Michaei’bn%ﬁgg§ugéfa££o
entered July 23, 1974, contains a clerical and oversight error in that
the sentence is shown on the Judgment and Cemmitment as pursuant to Sec-
tion 5010(b) of the Youth Corrections Zct. The Court Ffinds that under
the authority of Rule 36, F.R.Cr.P., the sentence should be corrected to
show that it was pursuant to § 5010(e¢) of the YCA. Further, the Court
finds thet the error in the Order of July 23, 1974, is good cause to ex-
tend the time to conduct the § 5010(e) study, and that an extension of
time to October 31, 1974, to present the report to the Court should be
granted.

IT 15, THI'REFORE, ORDERED, that the sentence of this Court entered
July 23, 1974, be and it is hereby corrected for study of Michael Anthony
Pclotto pursuant to 18 U.S5.C. § 5010(e).

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that an extension of time be and it is hereby
granted to conduct the § 5010(e) study, and the report to the Court of
the findings of such study be and it is hereby due on October 31, 1974.

P T

(.-
Dated this _j/;% day of August, 1974, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

Ckgggmqt [ //;.éz«wfﬁat(/“”
CIiEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT FOR TIE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OXLAUOMA
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICY COURT IFOR TIE A
NORTHERN DISTRICYT OF OKRLAIOMA

UNITED STATLES OF AMERICA,
Plalanlirll,
Vs,

NO. 74-CR-724°

MICHARYL, ANTHONY POLOTTO,

)

Defendant.

ORDELR

The Court finds that the sentence hercin of Michael Anthony Polotto
entered July 23, 1974, coentains a clerical and oversight error in that
the sentence is shown on the Judgment and Comnitment as pursuant to Sec-
tion 5010 (b) of the Youth Corrections Act. The Court finds that under
the authority of Rule 36, F.R.Cxr.P., the sentence should be corrcocted to
show that it was pursuant to § 5010(e) of the YCA. Further, the Court
finds that the error in the Order of July 23, 1974, is good cause to ex-
tend the time to conduct the §5010{c) study, and that an extension of
time to October 31, 1974, to present the report to the Court should be
granted.

IT IS5, THEREFORE, ORDIRED, that the sentence of this Court entered
July 23, 1974, he and it is hereby corrccted for study of Michael Anthony
Polotto pursuant to 18 U.S5.C. § 5010(e).

X IS5 FURTHER ORDERED that an extension of time be and it is herehy
granted to conduct the § 5010(e) study, and the report to the Court of
the findings of such study be and it is hereby due on October 31, 1974.

- N
e

‘ﬁ//day of “August, 1974, al Tulsa, Oklahoma.

Dated this Jﬁ

- A |
CQen, 22 [ Pheerianr™
CHIL JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OI'

OKLAIIOM!
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IN THE UNLTED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE R :‘ih* Yo,
NORTHERN DIZTRICT OF OKIAHOMA 4 & 3 ’ - Lk
jc?(j “ N
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, U g b Sitie,
Plaintiff, O DS oy Cloys

vs.

DONALD F. BALES,

o R N )

Defendant.

ORDER

The Court has for consideration a letter from the Defendant seeking
a reduction of sentence which is being treated as a motion pursuant to
Rule 35, Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, for discretionary modifica-
tion of sentence. Upon review, study, and reflection, the Court finds
that the motion should be sustained.

IT IS, THERREFORE, ORDERED that the judgment and sentence entered
herein on May 14, 1974, be and it is hereby modified to read as follows:

IT IS ADJUDGED THAT THE Defendant, Donald F. Bales, is hereby
committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his author-
ized representative on Count One for imprisonment for a maximum
period of 164 days, that is, five (5) months and fourteen (14)
days, and the Defendant to be rcleased from jail type custody
on the 17th day of August, 1974, should said date come within
and prior to the expiration of the maximum period of this mod-
ified sentence.

IT IS ADJUDGED that the imposition of sentence as to Counts Two,
Three, Four, Five, and Six are hereby suspended and the Defendant
placed on probation for a period of Three (3) Years, on each
Count, Counts Two, Three, Four, Five, and Six, to run concurrent
with each other and to run consecutive to the sentence imposed in
Count One. It is a condition of probation that the Defendant re-
main an active, participating member of Alcoholics Anonymous and
refrain from drinking alcoholic beverages.

It is the intention of this Order of Modification of Sentence that
the Defendant Donald F. Bales be released from jail type or institutional
custody forthwith on Saturday, the 17th day of August, 1974,

Dated this /ﬁiﬁfmday of August, 1974, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

CHIEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

Case No. 73-CR-113

EILED
AUG 12 1974

ack C. Siiver, Clerk
eRbEXR . s DISTRICT COURT

LARRY DEAN TURNER,

N i

Pefendant.

The Court denies the assertions made against the Court
in the above Defendant's "Affadavit (sic) of Bias" filed herein

on August 5, 1974.

It is so ordered this Z day of August, 1974.

K%@ - f%uw/m

Fred Daugherty
United States DlStrlCt Judge



JUBGMENT AND COMMITMENT - 9-468) CnF0m1Nm?$

WMuiten Dtates Bintyict Tyt

FOR THE - —
___ NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OkLamoMa F | [ F
KUG R g7
United Stlates of Amcerica
v. No.  Th-CR-92 Sack C. Silver, Cloh:

U, S. DISTRICT COURT
DANNYE EDWARD ARMSTRONG

On this 8th day of August : , 19 T4 came the attorney for the
rovernment and the defendant anpeared in person and’ with counsel, Caesar Latimer;
efendant advised of the charge and having consented in writing to

prosecution under the juvenile delinquency act and having been fully
apprised of his rights & of the consequences of such consent.

a déffﬁéﬁgﬁgméb@ﬂhgkﬁhéugég:§¥mfgx§§§§§kc%gm%tggxgnile delinquent and became
DX RKORNHRHRX IR the olfense of having violated T, 18, U.S,C., Secs.2113(a)(d)

and 2, in that he did on or about April 10, 1974, in the Northerr. District o
Ckla., ald and abet Curtls LaFrance Jones to take from & carry away from
Janet Kathleen Lee, an employee of Boulder Bk, & Tr. Co. drive-in facllity,
money by force, violence & intimidation, said money belonging to & in the
care, custody, management, & possession of Boulder Bk. & Tr. Co. drive-in
facility, Tulsa, Okla., the deposits of which were then insured by the

FDIC; & sald defendant, in committing the aforesald acts, did aid & abet
Curtis LaFrance Jones in putting in jeopardy the life of Janet Kathleen Lee
by use of a dangerous weapon, that is, a hand gun, as charged in the
Information.

acocodronepeadi
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,

AT XL DL R X NH KRR L K GO RN XM ¥O0x 3k xope s a2 piastot s

IT Is ApJUDGED that the defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or
his authovized representative for HXXIHMIOKXKR XX WeKEK 0% Observation and study at
an appropriate classification center or agency, the results of such
study to be furnished the Court within 60 days, as provided in
Title 18, USC, Sec, 5034,

XA 0XDCEN IR K

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.

AI\’PR WED AS "EO FORM:

| PR ' 3
Qf \V'\-« J“)V\' N \L‘ VA e A T ___@.ﬁ&“{_g‘iﬂ—%“_“,
Asst, U, S. Attorney . United States District Judge.
The Court recommends commitment to®
~
T T e,

nsert “by [name of counsell, counse)” or without counsel; the court advised the defendant of his rights
to counscl and asked him whether he desired to have counsel appointed by the court, and the defendant thereupon
stated that he waived the right te the assistance of counsel.” Insert (1} “guilty and the court being satistied
there 1s a factual basis Tor the plea,” 2V “not guilty, and a verdiet of paitty,” (3) “not guilly, and a finding of
guilty,” or (4) *“nole contendere,” as the case may be, 3Tnsert “in couni(s) number R required
ikEnter (1) scentence or sentences, speeifying counts if any; (2) whether =cnfences are to run concurrently or con-
secutively and, if consecuiively, when cieh term is to begin with reference to termination of preceding term or to
any other outstanding unserved sentence: (3)  whethey defendant s to be further imprisoncd until payment of
the fine or fine and costs, or until he is otherwise discharged ns provided by law. *Knter any. order with respeet tu
suspension and probation. “For use of Court to recommend a particular institution.

FPRL M} —2 14.72 3aM 7132
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 40?/- é?
a t .
Q‘?C*C} {Q?

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ) Y ‘
4ﬁ%yh%fﬂ
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) r & it
Plaintiff, ) Ypp
vs. ) NO. 74-CR-37
)
GERALD RAY BALDRIDGE, )
Defendant. )
ORDER

The Court has for consideration a letter from the Defendant which
the Court is treating as a Motion pursuant to Rule 35, Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure, for reduction or modification of sentence.

Upon review, study and reflection, and being fully advised in the
premises, the Court finds that the motion should be sustained.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the Judgment and Sentence entered
herein on May 7, 1974, be and it is hereby modified to read as follows:

IT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant Gerald Ray Baldridge is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or
his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period
of:

Count 1--Two (2) Years, and the defendant shall become eli-
gible for parole under Title 18, U.S.C. § 4208(a) (2) at such
time as the Board of Parole may determine.

Count 2--Imposition of Sentence is hereby suspended and the
Defendant is placed on probation for a period of Two (2) Years,
to run consecutive to and begin at the expiration of the sen-
tence imposed in Count 1.

¥
Dated this ﬁ”ﬁfiday of August, 1974, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

Coree. & 7o —

CHIEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA



