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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE . o

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Vi-70 2—
IN RE GRAND JURY SUBPOENA DUCES FILED
TECUM, WILLIAM A. GRANT, JR., AND ARTHUR .
_YOUNG & COMPANY, MOVING PARTIES Ui 281975/~
Jack C. Silver, Clerk
NUNC_PRO TUNC ORDER U. S. DISTRICT COURT

On October 6, 1975, this Court found William A. Graﬁt, Jr., to
be in contempt of this Court. To the extent that any records of this
Court, whether on file with the Court Clerk or otherwise, records of
the United States Magistrate, records of the United States Marshal,
or records of the Tulsa County Sheriff reflect that the contempt
finding was for criminal contempt, the same should be changed forth-
with to reflect that the finding of contempt was for civil contempt.
The Clerk shall forthwith assign a civil or miscellaneous number to
this entire case and all records and documents filed herein.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the former criminal proceeding,
Case No. 75-CR-139, be and it is hereby dismissed; it is superseded
by a civil contempt proceeding; and both civil and criminal files
shall be and they are hereby sealed, and to be kept sealed, subject
to Order of this Court. |

V4 .
Dated this 25"" day of October, 1975, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

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




United States of America vs,

DEFENDANY

United States DiStrict Court for

e e e e 1 L HORTHERN DISIRICT OF OKLAROMA _ |
WANNA LOU BARTON
b 1 DOCKET NO. P | 15-CR~1907 |

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

AQ 2435 i6/74)

COUNSEL

PLEA

FINDING &
JUDGMENT -

_—
“ )

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

.>'The court orders commiiment to the LUSthY of the Attorney General and recommends,

-/

SIGNED BY

‘1" U.S. District Judge

1 LS. Magistrate

In the presence of the attorney for the government
the defendant appeared in person on this date

MONTH DAY YEAR
! 10 28 75

However the court advised defendant of right to coumelfd asked whether defendant desired to

L WITHOUT COUNSEL

have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereufln waived assistance of counsel.

L X IWITHCOUNSEL  \___ _ _ __ __ _ __ —Jdack

~—
Name of counsel)

LX_J GUILTY, and the court being satisficd that
there is a factual basis for the plea,

l j NOLO CONTENDERE, LA NOT (EUIL

LI [

s Lo
L J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/wyydigigof GUILTY. Jd
s

ted T.

having 16, wisic.,

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of

\. Seetion 668, as charged in the m:-icm

The court asked whether defendant had anythmg ta say why ludgrnent shuy!d not be prdnounced Because no suffrmen! cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court admdg:d the de!’endam gurlty as charged and convrcted and ordered that: W

eLe - g e A hic. d . ? o an e
Q".’.Q..OQOOUCl’.'&.b"'t.' -v--olt‘ttvto.t»@,e‘té-tot'.--btw -~

The impositiom of sentance is hereby suspended and the defendant
is placed on probation for a period Four (4) Years from this date.

IT XS ADJUDGED that the tion odlhnllmmmmtly
with the probation imposed in Case No. 75-CR-106. .

Hmmmmtmdﬁfm:payaﬁumtom
United States in the amount of $3500. 00; payments on said fine to be

m&wwqqu -axranged by the Prebation

.‘\ Lo . //‘1

B

In addition 1o the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ardered: that the general conditions of probation set oufgbth"e
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court mnay change the conditions of probaticn, reduce or extend the period of probatioA}: at
any time during the probation period or within & maximum probation period of five years permitted hy law may |ssue a warrant and revoke
probation for a violation eccurring during the probation period. .

1t is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
) THIS DATE
’ \\‘ ) —_—
: -~ "
I AN Lot ol 4 A v |
‘ ( )CLERK
Date 1 0=-28-~-78% { }DEPUTY &



United States of America vs. United States Distriet Court for

o e -1 L. NHORIHERM DISIRICI OF OKIANOMA
DEFENDANT

o —_ - I DOCKET NO. P | 15-CR~107 |

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 20 a5 67

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P— 10 28 75
COUNSEL L] WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counﬁand asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant ther -4; on waived assistance of counsel.
i
LX JWITHCOUNSEL Jack Maybexry, Ratained . _ . _ __ _ _ ]
(Name of counset)
‘E:-'-ﬁ
PLEA X GUILTY, and the court being satisficd that ! J NOLO CONTENDERE, : | NO'£~GUI[LLY s','
there is a factual basis for the plea, ' ST ¥
1% ,: : -f,
™\ L NOF GUILTY. Defendant is discharged [T

There being a finding/ wachipirof
LX 1 GUILTY. ‘

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of h.'in‘ m;‘t‘d T. 16 “ S c;-,
FINDING & >Secti.on 668, as charg.d in the Inforntion *""i?
JUDSMERT ‘ ¥ 4

: I

Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment shoutd not be pronounced. Because no sufflcmnt cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the. courl thc caurt adpudged xh: defendant guiilty as charged and. cormcted and ordered that: W

g g o b o " i
..ﬂctﬁvsiivQowvuun-ttnotc—amk-—>¢v~bm¢a\—nw-¢y¢-¢.so- )

and ths defendant

o rp 0 o
ooosuwv.

The imposition of santence is hereby suspended
SENTENCE . 3 placed on probation for a period of gm (4) Years from this
on t'.

PROBATION
ORDER IT IS FURTHER ADJUDGED that the dafendant pay a fine unto the
United States in the amount of §1,000.00; paymsnts on said fine to
boud.inn;uhrinaullmtsumlbcmmbymrubatm
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
1]
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition 1o the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that thefeneral GOﬂd-IthﬂﬁOf probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permltted by law, may Issue a warrant and revoke

PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.

>"l?hf: court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

1t is ordered that she Clerk deliver

COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN and commitment to the U.5, Mar-
DATION - shal or other qualified officer,
—_—
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
L__ ) w.S. District Judge- . T ) ‘_ THIS DATE
X N,
. s . ’( J & ! L #./, ¢ ;
i U.S. Magistrate . S S T ‘(',... ot A L ey
T ( JCLERK
Date ]0..2 8...15 | ( ) DEPUTY

v



United States of America vs, United States District Court for

b o o e — -1 L NORTHERN DISIRICI OF QKILAROMA
DEFENDANT
WANNA LOU BARTOR
- - 1 DOCKET NO. = | 15-CR-106 I

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 10 2es /7

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date — 10 28 75

COUNSEL L I WITHOUT COUNSEL However the caurt advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counscl appointed by the court and the defendant therep*n waived assistance of counsel.

(X IWITHCOUNSEL v . _ __ _ Jmk.&;harty,.m ______ J

(Name of counsel}»

X GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | i NOLO CONTENDERE, 1__\__] NOT ILT
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea, (}“ F w-
—-—~——-—-¥.\ L. I NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged Q P ey
There being a finding/ wpyghplrof j ]
LX 1 GUILTY. Pl
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having l,m T 16 ’ﬂ' s' e ;
FINDING & >S‘ctm 668, as charged in the In!exucm i
JUDGMENT ?; ;’
. T4
_

Y} The court asked whether. defendant had anything to siy why ;udgment should not be pronounced Becausr. no sufficlent cause to the contraryg
was shown, or appeared to the court, the coyrt. adjudged the de&ndmt guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: W

gL umitte 0 £ - 115, (Eenrecan o P
‘OtI!'U0.0&.O&...OQ!‘.OI"Dﬁ‘t-‘"."’-vGUOO.&QBOQl’.QQ.*Ot-Oﬁ.

The imposition of sentence is heredy suspended and the defendant
SENTENCE . di: placed on probation for a perisd of Four (4) Years from this
OR te.

PROBATION
ORDER IT IS FURTHER ADJUDGKD that the defendant payafinount.vthc
United States in the amount of §$1,000.00; payments on said fine
to be made in regular installments as will be arranged by the
Probation Office.
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS in addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered. that the general. conditions of probation set out on the .
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court tnay change r.he conditions of probation, reduce or extend the pcnod of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke

PRORATION probation for a violation occurning during the probation period.

>The- court erders commitment 0 _lhe custody ol the Attorney General and reccommends,

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver

COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.5. Mar-

RECOMMEN- o g
shal or other qualified officer.
DATION g
—
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY . ’
Lt U.5. District Judge. . 3 - 7 ] THIS DATE
X ' A /
! ) A
L} U.S. Magistrate , LA A Pty ey
e * - ‘ ( )CLERK
Dite _10-28-75  —- ¢ ) oERUTY
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UNITED STATIS DISTRICT COURT

Northern District of Oklahoma

Unitad Stetes of Acerica g Criminal ¥o. 75=-CR~103
vs. ) F L
. g IN oPEN CE)UET
PAM PETERSEN, ET AL OCT28 1975
- Jack ¢, Silver, Clerk
ORDER FOR DISMISSAL U. s. DisTRiCT COURT

Pursuant to Rule 4B(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedurs and by leave of court endorsad hereon the United States

Attorpey for the Northern District of COklahoma

hereby dismisses ¥ex Counts 2 and 3 of the indictment against
- {indictwent, informetion, camliaint)

Pam Petersen, defendant.

NATHAN G. GRAHAM
United States Attorney

//J//&m{»{/ /’_—)/4\-#/%._

Asst,.United States At ttorney
KENMETH P. SNOKE

 Leave of court is granted for the #ilingz of the foregoing dismissal.

/J//g/ w,& lood

tes District Judags

Date: Qctobar 28. 197%




Form No. USA-22 o~ .
(Ed. 2-15-57)

UNITED STAT=S DISTRICT COURT

Northern District of Oklahoma

United States of America Criminal No. /5-CR-103

)
)
Vs, )
ERNIE LEE SPEARS, ET AL %

ORICER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminsl
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed herson the United States

Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma

hereby dismisses™P Counts 2 and 3 of the indictment agalnst
{indictment, Information, complaint)

Exnie Lee Spears, defendant

NATHAN G. GRAHAM
United States Attorney

/ot r(,i&ﬁ oTH Lot
Asst., United States Attorney

KENNETH P. SNOKE

- Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal.

L ety Conde

" United States District Judge

Date: &M/cgg// /T 75
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United States of America vs. United States District Court for

DEFEMBANY

e t DOCKET NO. 3 | 15-CR~95 I

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER a0 245 70

the defendant appeared in person on this date — 10 28 75

n the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR

COUNSEL L—J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to

have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

L X IWITHCOUNSEL  __ _ __ ___ _ __ _Jamss H. Heslett, Court Appainted  _ _ |

LX_J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L i NOLO CONTENDERE, ' ‘lNOf GQAL‘TYE:.

{Name of counsel}

PLEA there is a Tactual basis for the plea, _ 5
! o -
SR Ly
EE—— L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged ot -
There being a finding/ yyhipieof e S
L GUILTY. N sy
f,,g. -
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having mt.d T. 18, U. S c.Lo .
FINDING & Section 1202(a) (1), as charged in Count 1 of the Indict:nmt..
JUDGMENT - : .
—_——
.} The court asked whethes defendant had anything ta say why judgment should not be pronounced Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: W
..‘..':"--f.*LV"‘..C‘.Q'V-..--QG..".t’ti's“C.CV-A.'0“.’.".0.5...6""‘ :
The imposition of semtence in Count One is hereby suspended, and
SENTENCE | the defendant is placed on probation for a period of Three (3) Years
R [ from this date.
PROBATION
ORDER
cusl::frl:\olns In addition to the uswal co th-g’bltiﬁn , the defendant
- is to obtain employment amd rt Y.
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special vonditions of probation imposed above, it is hercby. ordered that the general condltions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the perlod of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permllted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION .| _probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.
>The court orders commitment to the custody ol the Attorney General and recommends,
: ' It is ordered that the Clerk defiver
a certified copy of this judgment
C:&ﬁg:ﬂf:::::l’ and commitment to the U.5, Mar-
DATION shal or other qualified officer.
———————
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY )
|_i_l U.S. District Judge . L‘\. J.' / THIS DATE
L U.5. Magistrate —— r A ,; e & /"“ ] /C;*\h v | BY o e
{ )CLERK
Date J 9 28 ;5 . } { ) DEPUTY

E

w



United States of America vs. United States Di Strict C‘ourt for

DEFENDANT

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 10 2456/

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date o 10 28 75

COUNSEL L—1 WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to col sel:,*ud asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant th 'reqp_i?f_h waived assistance of counsel.

X JWITHCOUNSEL v\ _ _ _ _ . _ _ James B. Frasier, Retatned _ _ _ _ _ _ !

{Name of counsel)

PLEA t——1 GULILTY, and the courl being satisfied that I | NOLO CONTENDERE, X | NOT GUILTY W ‘ é;
there is a factual basis for the plea, SR ’ by
o
TN L J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged Wiy

There being atiasiimverdict of
LY 1 GUILTY.

- | Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hawving violated TU bﬂU’Zﬂgﬁ c,, B
FINDING & >8.ct!.on 2113(a), as charged in I:lu Ind:letlmt. '

JUDGMENT - ‘ !

.} The court asked whether defendant had anythmg ta say why judgmént should not be pronouncecr Betausé no sufficient cause to the contrary
was. shown, or appeared Lo the court, the couri adjydged the defendant gudty as chatged and conv:cted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney Genearal or hls authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

SENTENCE Five (5) Years

OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS ‘ g ' ' ' :
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CGNDITIONS in addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby erdered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change thc conditions of probation, reduce or extend the penod of probation, and at

OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may Issuc 4 warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probaticon period.

>_The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

It is-ordered that the Clerk deliver

a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.S. Mar-

RECOMMEN- o .
shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
e
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
T_l U.S. District Juage. - - \ ) ) y THIS DATE
o : - o '
L1 U.S. Magistrate ANt T f"‘"f;A/‘ 1l ey .
""" o { JCLERK
Dite _ 10m28u75 ! ¢ yoEPUTY



United States of America vs. United States District Court o
b e o o o 0 L NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKIAROGMA _ |

DEFENDANT STEVE EDMARD CLEVELAND
e e e e e | DOCKET NO. Pp= | 15~-CR~45 |

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 10 2a2 670

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P | 10 28 75

COUNSEL L__J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counse! appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

L XIWITHCOUNSEL L. _ _ __ _ _ — Allen Paass, Court Appointed  — — — _|

(Name of counscl)

L_X! GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L | NOLO CONTENDERE, NO}' G?ILTY

FLEA there is a factual basis for the plea, LN,

) L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged , T g
i L

There being a finding/ypyghie of TR -
L X 1 GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of v 34 a ; ' Ny
FINDING & &s.ecw 1708 and 495, as cln:;nd in Counts Ona, Two and Three o
woement ( Indictmemt. . o o |

/ o3
\ The court asked whether defendant had anythmg ta say why |udgment should not bié pronounced Bécause no sufficient cause to the contrary

was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorriey General.or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

Count One - Three 53; Years

SENTENCE | Count Two ~ Three (3) Years
OR > Count Three - Three (3) Years
PROBATION :
ORDER IT IS FURTHER ADJUDGED that the sentence imposed in (:mtl Two
and Three shall run concurrently with the sentence imposed in Count One
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within @ maximum probatien period of five years permilled by law, may issue a warrant and revoke

PROBATION probation for 2 violation occurning during the probation period.

~\>The court-orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

It is ordered thatthe Clerk deiiver
a certified copy of this judgment

c:&“s::s:.r and commitment to the U.S, Mar-
- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
e
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
]1_, U.S. District Judge : o BN ' o ‘ } THIS DATE
\x - A d
] U.S. Magistrate ’ ,{,_ Vi _j E o f R Zf‘ﬁ o o f@ _4"/ |l BY o o e
S s e e L i
{ ) CLERK ]
oate  ——10-28-F5———! ( )oEPUTY %

Y
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United States of America vs. United S‘i;&oes District Court for
W _&_ _ . _ s | | NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHGMA
DEFENDANT HERMAN HERBERT PEARSON
L e e e — 1 DOCKET NO. 3= | 75-CR-145 J

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 0256000

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR

the defendant appeared in person on this date P—— 10 21 75

COUNSEL LI WITHOUT COUNSEL lHowever the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

_ X WITHCOUNSEL 1_John Street il o+~
i {Name of counsel) - = o .

X ' B L'
L& GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L. JNOLO CONTENDERE, NOT GUHLTY
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea, Lo

LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged SN

There being a finding/veyghigt of
LX) GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hawing violated T. 18, U.S.C.,
FINDING & | Section 495, as charged in Count She (1) of the indictment.

JUDGMENT

S

N The court asked whether defendant had anything ta say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the courl adjudged the defendant gliflty as charged and convicted and ordered that: THEMOMARMAEKIX

The ition of sentence is s and the Defemdant is placed
on tion for = peried of Twe (2) years.
SENTENCE
oR >
PROBATION
ORDER

] §
SPECIAL '
CONDITIONS |  Comditiom of probstiom is that Defeddent to the Clerk of the
OF Court withia three (3) months the smm of $102.50.
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL N
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditians of grabalinn set out on the

reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period o1 within & maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke

PROBATION probation for 4 vielation occurning during the probation period.

A>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver T
ifi f this jud
COMMITMENT a CE[tlfIBd.CODV of this judgment
RECOMMEN and commitment to the 1,5, Mar-
. shal or other gualified officer.
DATION
/ .
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
X us. District Judge : THIS DATE é
LRI NI ’ B
{( JCLERK
Date 10-21-75 I { ) DEPUTY
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United States of America vs. United Staces District Court s

b o e —— e — —_ L A . I T
DEFENDANT JOHMSOM, ROBERT WAYME

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER  sozss6ii

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONT#H DAY YEAR

the defendant appeared in person on this date P—— 10 21 75

o

COUNSEL L1 WITHOUT COUNSEL However the cou-t advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counse! appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

X ) witHcounseL.  L__ _ Jim Frasisr, Retsined Comsel . _ _ J

{Name of counsel) L ™
= 0§ R S N

L_x_l GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | | NOLO CONTENDERE, i PQQTQU,II{@YL.
PLEA H - . W L o R
there is a faciual basis for the plea,

Yack C. Siiver, Clerk
15, S. DISTRICT COURT

b NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/ IR of
LX) GUILTY.

Defendant has been canvicted as charged of the offense(s) of viclated Title u. v.8.C.,
FINDING & | Section 2312, as charged in Comt 1 the Indictment.

JUDGMENT

\  The court asked whether defendant had anything 10 say why judgment should noi be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant:is
hercby committed to the custody of the Attorpey General or his suthorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

Comt 1 - Four (#) Years Impriscumsnt.

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL

IT 1S ADJUDGED that this seatencs ahall we ¢ :
S the sentence imposed in 75-Gh-131 aad ahell Toe T coacurreatly

PROBATION

ADDITIONAL

CONDITIONS In addilipn to the sipecial conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of_grobation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court rmay change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at

OF any time during the probation period of within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation cccurning during the probation period.

>The court orders commitment to the custody ol the Attorney General and recommends,

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment

COMMITMENT
and commitment 1o the U.5. Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer
DATION .
-/
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY

THIS DATE

SRR B
{ )CLERK ;

Date Neatahav 21 109K () DEPUTY

l_'x_l 1.5. District Judge ’




United States of America vs,

DEFENDANT

Lo

COUNSEL

PLEA

)

MONTH DAY

> 10 21

However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appoinied by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

In the presence of the attorney for the government
the defendant appeared in person on this date

L__J WITHOUT COUNSEL

X witHcounsel. | .__ _ _Jim Frasier, Retained Comsel = _ ]
{Name of counsel)
) . ff“
X L otk
L™ 1 GUILTY, and ihe court heing satisfied that NOLO CONTENDERE, ‘ o7 ILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, it DA IR TE
LAt PRI TV
L IN GUILTY. Def is discharg . T
- o | OT Defendant is discharged J&Ci'\ C Siivet, i
There being a finding/ vEEa f o eoyiT
LX 1 GUILTY. U, S. DISTRICT £0L

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of m violated Title 18. H.S.C..
Section 842(h), as charged in Commt 1 of the Indictmemt.

FINDING &
JUDGMENT
-

N  The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authoriced representative for imprisonment for a period of

Comnt 1 - Four (4) Years Impriscument.
SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS IT IS ADJUDGED that cﬁ- Santance mum curzentl
0F the sentsuce imposed the Uaited States trict Cour
PROBATION the District of Arixoua.
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the spccial conditions of probation imposed ebove, it is hereby ordered thal the general conditions of probation set out on the
) reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of prabation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probatien period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation cccurring during the probatien period. .
>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It is ordered that the Clerk defiver
COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
DATION . shal or other gualified officer.
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SIGNED BY
| L_X| u.5. District Judge THIS DATE
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Un_itedf.ﬂStaves D'istrict Court ror

United States of America vs.
b e ) | _NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
DEFENDANT EUDBLL BERRY, JR.
L o o e e e e — | DOCKET NO._> L 75-CR-122 N

AQ 245 (6/74)

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR

the defendant appeared in person on this date P 10 21 78

COUNSEL ] WITHOUT COUNSEL However the cou-t advised defendant of right ta counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thercupon waived assi;stanq't_ of coynsel.

L X witncounsel. L GABSAR LATIMER e o

- o {Name of counsel) LY

L...x_l GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | NOLO CONTENDERE, __J'NOT GUILTY
there i}d factual basis for the plea, }

There being a finding/vEIEEXf

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 26, v.8.C.,
FINDING & gs«.tiu 5861(d), ss charged in the indictment.

JUDGMENT

PLEA

L— NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

L X} GUILTY.

N The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment shoutd not be pronounced. Because no sufficient causa to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as chatged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General ot his authorized representative for i b
treatment and supervision watil discharged by the Federal Yeuth
Correction Act as provided by T. 18, U.S5.C., Section 4209:3010(b).

SENTENCE
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ORDER

SPECIAL
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OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS in addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the

reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court raay change the conditions of probation, reducé or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during ihe probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.

>.The court orders commitment 1o the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
o this i

COMMITMENT a cemfued‘copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN- and commitment o the U.S. Mar-

shal or other qualified officer.

DATION
- S

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

SIGNED BY o
: ) THIS DATE

LX 3 u.S. District Judge ’

] BY o o e e
{ )CLERK

Date 10'21‘75 ] { ) DEPUTY
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THEj (. Siler, Clsik

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA MO T PRT
EE T R Y

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
Plaintiff, )

vs. ) NO. 75-CR~118 17
: )
ROBERT S. TRIPPET, et al., )
Defendants. )

ORDER

The Court has had under ccnsideration the Motion for Retransfer
filed by the United States Government, which was withdrawn upon direc-
tion of the Department of Justice in Washington, D. C., with leave of
Court, October 16, 1975. Such leave was granted by this Court to pre-
vent the United States Attorney for this District being placed in an
untenable position. During argument, the Government's attorney made
known to this Court that this case is one in which the different of-
fices in the Department of Justice are in conflict; that a lack of
interdepartmental communication has existed since the initiation of
this cause; and further, that all records and documents néeded for the
prosecution of this matter are stored in a large room in California
and have not been seen by the United States Attorney for the Northern
District of Oklahoma. Moreover, with his motion withdrawn, the United
States Attorney suggested that the Court proceed with retransfer of the
matter on its own motion, sua sponte. The Court has the benefit of the
Responses to that withdrawn motion filed by the Defendants, with the
exception of one from the Defendant Klineman, briefs, and exhibits in
support and opposition thereto, and having heard argument of counsel
and being fully advised in the premises, the Court on its own motion
finds:

The indictment herein was filed in the Central District of Calif-
ornia, and the cause was transferred to this Northern District of Okla-
homa by Order 6f the Honorable Albert Lee Stephens, pursuant to Rule
21(b) , Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, on motion of the Defendants

Trippet, Sims, Cross, Davies, Martin, Landrith, Fitzgerald, Smith and
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Kunkel; and it is stated on page No. 11 of the transfer Order that the
pefendant Klineman, who resides in the State of New York, joined the

mule 21(b) motions at oral argument. The Central District of California
court found that once a 21(b) motion is made, in the interest of justice,
«nat the Defendant Klineman should be tried in this Northern District

of Oklahoma with the other nine defendants transferred so that needless
duplication could be avoided, and so ordered.

Two co-defendants, F. Conrad Greer and Richard A. Ganong, were not
transferred to this Northern District of Oklahoma and remain for prose-
cution on this indictment in the Central District of California.

There is also an unindicted, alleged co-conspirator, John T. Lenoir,
who remains in California to be prosecuted on a prior indictment, Crim-
inal No. 74-1815-ALS, which has been dismissed as to all defendants
named in the superseding indictment, which superseding indictment is
the matter now under consideration by this Court.

The Defendant Klineman, although he has no motion objecting to
transfer pending before this Court, has filed a motion objecting to
the transfer in the Central District of California, and it was stated
on the record in hearing before this Court October 16, 1975, that said
motion had been overruled by Judge Stephens. This Court was of the
impression, as expressed by counsel for Klineman at an earlier conference,
that on any adverse ruling in this matter in the Central District of
California, mandamus would be sought in the Ninth Circuit. Such action
now does not seem to be contemplated. Moreover, Judge Stephens, after
assuming to transfer the case to this District, presumably without
jurisdiction after transfer as supported by the record, has entered a

minute Order, dated September 17, 1975, with notice to all parties,

setting down for hearing on October 20, 1975, at 9:30 a.m., the Ex Parte
Application of the United States for an Order authorizing disclosure of
grand jury proceedings. This hearing to be held in his open Court in

Los Angeles, California. This Court has been advised that the disclosure
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of the grand jury proceedings was sought by the Internal Revenue Ser-
vice. No doubt the application is for the purpose of gleaning infor-
mation on which to base a proper civil,_tax action,

We, therefore, appear to be faced in the Northern District of
Oklahoma and the Central District of California with a bifurcated trial
on this 42-count indictment. There are ten defendants in the Northern
District of Oklahoma, one of whom is seeking a transfer to the Eastern
District of New York or transfer back to California, and another, De-
fendant Cross, who is seeking severance; and, on this same indictment
there are two defendants remaining in California for trial. It is cer-
tainly questionable to this Court whether the prior transfer to this
District under the circumstances set out above promotes the interest of
justice.

As was stated by Circuit Judge Timbers in United States v. Griesa,

481 F.2d 276,l281-282 and 283 (2nd Cir. 1973), "It is difficult for me
to perceive a clearer abuse of discretion than the transfer order of

the district court below -- all else aside, becausg it results in the
bifurcation of this massive securities fraud case, necessitating sepa-
rate trials in the Western Distriét of Oklahoma and the Southern Dis-
trict of New York. . . . The effect of the district court's transfer
order, as the government points out, is to require two separate trials
of this massive securities fraud case in two widely separated districts,
whereas only one would have been required before. This means substantial
duplication of time, effort and money with respect to judicial manpower,
government counsel and investigators, defense counsel and investigators,
witnesses and numerous court personnel." This Court wants to strongly
urge that it is in no manner attempting to challenge the judgment of my
fellow jurist, Judge Stephens, nor is this Court attempting to sit in
any appellate capacity. It is only due to a monumental change of con-
ditions that this Court feels it must enter this Order.

As noted in Platt v. Minnesota Mining and Mfg. Co., 376 U. S. 240
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(1964) , the "docket condition of each district or division involved"
is a factor to be considered before a 21(b) transfer is made. Some
defendants contend that docket conditions were considered by Judge
Stephens in his Order of August 25, 1975, transferring this cause and
ten defendants to this District. It is noted that one of the Defend-
ants did supply the California Judge with a copy of an article from

the Tulsa Daily World, dated March 31, 1974, depicting this Court's

record of expediency. See Defendants' (Trippet) Exhibit 6 in "Opposi-
tion to Government to Retransfer."” However, as stated by Judge Stephens
in his Order at page No. 9:

"The court lacks sufficient information to determine whether

the docket conditions of the courts under consideration would

indicate that the case would to to (sic) trial any sooner in

one district or the other. However, the court is convinced

that a trial could be had in either district by the time it

could be ready for trial."
In this respect, there has certainly been a change of conditions in the
Northern District of Oklahoma. Due to the heavy workload of this Dis-
trict, an effort has been made to obtain additional judicial assistance
for the trial of this cause. For example, an inter-circuit assignment
of an outside Judge to help was sought by this Court from Judge Roy
Harper, Chairman of the Inter-Circuit Committee for the United States
Conference. Judge Harper replied that there was no way that he could
provide a Judge for a protracted case, as he was finding it practically
impossible to find help for a four-week assignment, and there would be
no possibility of obtaining a Judge for a trial of this prospective
length. Further, this Court has been advised by Chief Judge David Lewis,
of the Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals, that no help is available from
within the Circuit. This Court, therefore, is faced unaided by outside
Judge power with this protracted and complicated trial. Furthermore,
there is presently being conducted before a grand jury in this District

an investigation of great magnitude on which the grand jury has been

working for over a month at this time, and which it is estimated will
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continue for another month or more. Should indictments be returned by
this grand jury, this Court will be overwhelmed with lengthy, complicated,
and protracted trials, and will be pressed even more time-wise to ad-
ditionally handle the litigation in this California indictment.

The weighted caseload per Judgeship in the Northern District of
Oklahoma in 1974 was 424, and it was 339 in the Central District of
California. This weighted caseload per Judgeship for the year 1975 is
551 in the Northern District of Oklahoma, and it is 414 in the Central
District of Califernia. The total filings in the Northern District of
Oklahoma in 1974 was 471, and in the Central District of California it
was 323. For the year 1975, the total filings in this District was 544,
while in the Central District of California it was 392. A comprehensive
consideration of these statistics shows the injustice of this transfer.
Further, if the cause is not kept as a single proceeding in California,
another District in this area with docket conditions more conducive to
handling this California proceeding without presenting a wholly unman-
ageable Court calendar, which is equally as convenient as Tulsa to the
defendants transferred, could be more equitably found.

Admittedly, as to weighted caseload, the standings in the Northern
District of Oklahoma were in 1974, first in their Circuit and twenty-
first Nationally, and in 1975, they are first in their Circuit and
eleventh Nationally; and the comparative standings in the Central Dis-
trict of California were in 1974, seventh in their Circuit and fifty-
sixth Nationally, and in 1975, they are sixth in their Circuit and
forty~-third Nationally. In 1974, the standings in the Northern District
of Oklahoma, as to total filings were first in their Circuit and sixteenth
Nationally; and the comparative standings in the Central District of
California were seventh in their @ircuit and sixty-first Nationally.
However, the standings of this District in the face of the caseload per
Judgeship should not work to the Court's detriment, and to the detri-

ment of all litigants in the Northern District of Oklahoma, by making
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the Court's efforts to achieve justice promptly impossible, instead of
just difficult as it is at present.

It is, therefore, inconceivable that the interest of justice would
be served by the trial of this cause in the Northern District of Okla-
homa which is already overloaded by national standards. Further, this
Oklahoma Court has an allocation of only one and two-fifths Judges where
the California District has sixteen. This Northern District of Oklahoma,
should this cause remain here, could hold trial in this matter only two
or three days a week to avoid the jeopardizing of other proceedings, and
that is asking too much of trial counsel, the Court, and the jury. Jus-
tice cannot possibly be served to the defendants or the public-at-large
in this manner.

This Court, namely the Chief Judge, who received this transfer is
the Chapter X reorganization Judge for the Homestake Company involving
an alleged one-hundred million dollars. The propriety of the Court
handling both matters is questionable. Additionally, the full-time
magistrate for this Court, whose assistance would most certainly be
necessary on pre-trial motions, is a former associate of the Defendant
Robert S. Trippet, which could make the proceedings appear suspect,
although "suspect" certainly without merit,

The Government has stated that they would have some 150 witnesses
on their side of the case-in-chief which will require approximately four
months, although this does not comport with the affidavits of Messrs.
Crawford and Klaus; These affidavits state that a new prosecutor has
been assigned in California to proceed with this matter. It is related
that his intentions are to streamline the prosecution, possibly to the
extent of a third superseding indictment. At this point in time, such
assertions are merely hearsay, conjecture, and speculation, and not a
matter of record upon which this Court may act. Moreover, as raised at
oral argument October 16, 1975, such action would enhance, in the minds

of certain defendants, the propriety of motion to dismiss based on abuse
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of prosecutory:. discretion. The ten defendants in this District have
stated that their defense in this matter will take even longer than the
Government's case-in-chief. It appears that we are confronted with a
trial period of up to a full year. It is obvious that this Districﬁ is
in no position to hear a protracted trial without outside help; and as
stated before, although diligent effort has been made, no outside assist-
ance is available. As Circuit Judge Timbers wisely stated at page No.

283 in United States v. Griesa, supra, "Aside from the location of the

witnesses, the critical point is that most of the 129 government witnesses
will be required to testify at two separate trials. On this score alone,
the transfer order can hardly be said to be '[flor the convenience of

« « « Witnesses'."

This Court is aware of Holdsworth v. United States, 179 F.2d 933

(1st Cir. 1950) and United States v. United States District Court, 209

F.2d 575 (6th Cir. 1954), however, there is case law to the effect that
upon a change of conditions a case may be retransferred to the transferor

District. United States v. Nat. City Lines, 334 U. S. 573 (1948);

Auerbach v. United States, 347 F.2d 742 (5th Cir. 1965) cert. den. 382

U. S. 958; United States v. Bryson, 16 F.R.D. 431 (D.C.N.D.Cal. 1954).

This Court cannot fathom a more extreme case of "change of conditions"
than is here present. In addition to the aforementioned matters, this
Court has been transferred a cause which was initiated as a criminal
pProceeding in 1974. Since that time, there has been a superseding in-
dictment, there have been no arraignments, no motions heard except a
motion to transfer the defendants indicted by the second grand jury.
The Court notes that it is most unfortunate that the transfer should be
held up by the transferor Court on a motion to transfer for a period of
approximately seven months, then to receive this stale and untouched
case in this District the same month that the interim plans pursuant to

the Speedy Trial Act went into effect.
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After much study, thought and reflection, this Court finds that
on changed conditions and in the interest of justice and the saving
of time, effort and money, this cause should be retransferred to the
Central District of California, its District of origin, said District
chosen by the Government for its presentment to two grand juries for
indictments.

IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDERED that thé Defendants Cross, Davies,
Kunkel, Fitzgerald, Landrith, Martin, Sims, Smith, Klineman, and
Trippet, be and they are hereby retransferred to the Central District
of California for prosecution of this cause without bifurcation.

Dated this d‘?lﬁﬁay of October, 1975, at Tulsa, Oklahocoma.

Cé£¢24~. éiza éégi:*ﬂusuu"'

CHIEF JUDEE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA
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United States of America)
)

Vs ) 75-CR-9
)
)

Steven R. Hollingsworth
REVOCATION OF PROBATION

On March 24, 1975, came the attorney for the government and
the defendant appeared in person and by counsel, Robert Brown.

IT WAS ADJUUGED that the defendant, upon his plea of guilty,
had been convicted of having violated Title 18, U.S.C., Section 1014,
in that on or about August 22, 1973, in Tulsa, Oklahoma, the defendant
did knowingly make a materially false statement in an application for
a loan submitted by the defendant on said date to the Red Crown Federal
Credit Union, for the purpose of influencing the action of said credit
union to approve said loan, in that the defendant stated and represented
in said application that his father, R. ¥. Hollingsworth would be a
co-maker on the promissory note if said application were approved by
said credit union, when in truth and in fact, as the defendant well
knew, he had no intention of R. F. Hollingsworth being a co-maker in
fact on the note given to said credit union as evidence of the loan,
as charged in the indictment.

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the defendant was guilty as charged and
convicted.

IT WAS ADJUDGED THAT the imposition of sentence be suspended
and the defendant is placed on probation for a period of three (3)
years pursuant to T. 18, U.S.C., Section 4209:5010(a), Adult Youth
Correction Act.

Now, on this 14th day of October, 1975, came the attorney for
the government and the defendant appeared with counsel, Tom Crewson.
It being shown to the Court that the defendant has violated the terms
and conditions of said probation,

IT IS ADJUDGED that the order of probation entered on March 24,
1975, be revoked and set aside and the defendant is hereby committed to the
custody of the Attorney General for treatment and supervision until dis-
charged by the Federal Youth Correction Act as provided by Title 18,
U.S.C., Section 4209:5010(b).

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.

@”.4\__ g- ﬁjﬁww

UNITED STATLES DISTRICT JUDGE




United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

-

United Staces Distriet Court o

AQ 2a% 49, 74)

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

COUNSEL

PLEA

MONTH DAY YEAR

10 10 73

However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appoinicd by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

_Laxxy Oliver, Court Appointed _ _ _ |

(Name of counsel}

In the presence of the attorney for the government
the defendant appeared in person on this date

L WITHOUT COUNSEL

U

L X WITH COUNSEL

L ___INOLO CONTENDERE, 1__@ ndr G'.LLLTQ I
UiT 14 1975
Jack C. Silver, Clers

L& GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that
there is a factual basis for the plea,

L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/ Semieaeof
X GUILTY. Us Dis
- DISTRICT Copr;
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the ¢ffense(s) of h‘m vislated 7. 18, U.8.C. ' '
FINDING & > Sections 371, 2312, 2313 and 2, ad charged in Counts One, Two and
suocment ( Three of the Indictment. :
It 1is the ££ g of the Court that the defendsnt 1s the age of 24
m subject to the Youth Cexrection Aet, sad it 1s the further find-
from the Yeuth Cowxeetien Act, and is thervefore semntenced undyr the
applicsble statuta.
\ The court asked whether defendant had anything 1o say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the courl, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and’ ccmvicted and ordered that: W
sentence | suspanded, and the defendsnt is placed en probation fer a peried of
OR > Five (3) sars from this date, as to each count; said imposed
proeATION | in Coumts Two and Three to run comcuxrently with the probation imposed
oroer | in Count Oma.
SPECIAL In additiom te the usual conditions of prebation, the defendant
GON!:J!;IONS is not to t habitdts previsusly frequemted, amd is to obtain
employment earn a living.
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probaticn imposed above, it is hereby ordered ‘that the-generat conditions uf_?robltion set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or-extend the petiod of probation, and at
oF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation petiod of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurning during the probation period. -
\/-'The court.orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It s ordered that the €lerk deliver
COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
DATION . shal or other qualified officer.
7
- CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
Ld U.S, Districk Judge | \ . THIS DATE
1 i
1 U5, Magistrate ’ e ; L L (MJ o |\ ev___
7 ( }CLERK
Date AN 1 { ) DEPUTY
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United States of America vs, S United St&l.’»es District coul‘t for
o e 1 NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLANGMA

DEFENDANT >~ HAROLD LOUIS BOYD
L e \_ 1 DOCKETN0.>IW 75-CR-138 J

AQ 245 1%, 74)

In the presence of the attorney for the government MGONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 16 7 75

COUNSEL L—3 WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

L XwitHcounser. | Kemneth L. Staimer =~ 8 b t_E 3

{Name of counsel) i

L_Xj GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that ! NOLO CONTENDERE, U&&TQUI%

there is a factual basis for the plea, Jack c S”VBT Cle k
oo ! I

A L~ NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged — U,”S, DISTRICT COURT
There being a finding/ veReRkof S
L Xi GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of B vielated Title 18, U.s.C. 2
FINDING & . Section 2314, as charged in Count 1 of Information.

. JUDGMENT

PLEA

—_

\  The courl asked whether defendant had anything 1o say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appearcd to the conrt, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: XN

R BT B R R ER T DO S R B R} z.-'t»s".n-rn-*.-‘. L B L TR T R T R SR A

The ition of sentemce is and the defendant is laced
on gmm for a peried of Twe Ez) yesars, to bagin at the P
SENTENCE | expiration of semtemce imposed in case Ne. 7S-CR-137.

o0R
PROBATIDN

ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
oF
PROBATION .

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS in addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered _that,thcfeneral wonditions of propation set out on the

reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a2 maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period. .

>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment

MM

CHDECOJ:;:::T and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.

DATION

-—_ g
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
smxb BY
U.S5. District Judge THIS DATE

L TR ’_@ﬁ_&éﬂw be
o { JCLERK

Date 10-7-78 | ( ) DEPUTY

:
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United States District Court ror

1 L _ NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAMOMA

United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT HAROLD LOUIS BOYD

b o e ] DOCKET NO. = | 75-CR-137 |

AQ 245 (6;74)

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR

the defendant appeared in person on this date Pp—— 10 7 75

COUNSEL L WITHOUT COUNSEL However the courl advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
fhave counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

X withcounser. | _Kenneth L. Staimer o 1
ETLED

L X | GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L___ 1 NOLO CONTENDERE, JdrEu 8

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea, j k c S I
-Jack C. Silver, Clerk
L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged U;"S'DISTRICT' COURT

There being a finding/vHK¥Ef
L X, GuiLTy.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of  having violated Title 18, U.S.C.,
FINDING & | Section 2314, as charged in the Information.

JUDGMENT

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything o say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed 10 the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of
Three (3) years, and further erdered that the Defendant may beceme
. | eligible for parole at such time as beard of g;roh may determine

-

SENTEncE | &8 provided in T. 13, U.S.C, Sectiem 4208(s)(

OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS in addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the gencral conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be impesed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitied by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period. :

_>The court arders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
’ shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
- .
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
L_.XJ .5, District Judge THIS DATE
e ed hal g 4 ’ B N < S

{ JCLERK

Date 10-7-75 | { ) DEPUTY
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United States of America vs. | United Stwtes District Court o
e I | L NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA _
DEFENDANT JAMES BUSH

L o o o e e e — y DOCKET NO. P | 75-CR-123 1

AQ 245 (673)

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 10 Y4 7%

L WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desirer] to
have counsel appointed by 1he court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

L Xwiihcounsgl, 19« B, Grshem LB Ep ¥

COUNSEL

P Lj GUILfY, and the court being satisfied that i . INOLO CONTENDERE, L1 N(EJ'IL('_lv-U(LTﬂ5
LEA there is a factual basis for the plea, Jack c Sil\ier, Clerk
— L | NOT GUILTY. Dcfendant is discharged U. S. DISTRICT COURT
There being a finding/ vt
X | GUILTY.
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of havi vielated Title 18, U.S.C.,
FINDING & L Sectien 2314, as charged in Counts 1 and 2 of the indictmemt.
JUDGMENT
rl

£ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be prenounced. Because no sufficient cause to The contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby commitied to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

Coumt 1 - Forty-twe (42) menths, snd on the comdition that the
defendant be conf in a jail ty? institution for s peried
sentence | Of $3x (6) momths, the execution of the memainder of sentence
on > of imprisemment is hereby mg'd“ and the defendant is placed
posaTion | OB probatiea for Thirty-six (36) mehths.

ORDER Count 2 - The {tion of senteance is suspended and the defendant
is placed on tion for a period of Thirty-six (36) months, to
run concurreatly with semtemce impesed in Count 1.

SPECIAL The condition of probatiea mmder Couat Ome is that the Defendant
CONDITIONS | pay to the Umited States District Cewrt Clerk the sum of $529.61.

OF
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition 1o the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hercby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or-extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke

PROBATION probation for  violation occurring during the probation period.

.>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver

ifi f this judgment
COMMIT a certified copy o i
O ER. and commitment to the U.S. Mar-

RECOMMEN- . .
shal or other gualified officer.
DATION
-/
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
\J U.S. Distriet Judge ] i Qf ﬁ’ THIS DATE
EXEXIEXDER AR ’ ' e S S - U

{ )CLERK

Date 10-7-75 | ( ) DEPUTY

oA s <o e b wnrm e
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United States District Court for
| L _NORTHERN DISTRICT OP OKLAMOMA _

e e vt ity i o o = e

United States of America vs.

DEFERDANT JAMHES HOWARD KASTL
L o o e e — | 'DOCKET NO. P | 75-CR-120 ]

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER  anziswie

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY VEAR

the defendant appeared in person on this date R 10 7 78

COUNSEL L1 WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to

have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived ass?\ce Ef C(t:el. E D
_ X, witHCcOUNsEL. 1 _Robert M. Putler _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ . _ - T T
{Name of counset) {'L’,T ,—i 975

X, | o |
GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L___j NOLO CONTENDERE, . ]
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea, (ﬁa{’ﬂ; g““er, C\erk |
{1, S. DISTRICT COURY

teeJ NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/vopdtetael
X1 GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of havl violated Title 26, v.5.C.,
FINDING & Section 5361(d), as charged im Coumt 1 :i ths indictmsent.

JUDGMENT

\ The céurt asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced, Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guifty as charged and_cnnvictc_d. and ordered that: The defendant is

hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for

Observation and study at an apprepriate elissific:tm conter or
SENTENCE | ¢ , the results of such study to be furaished the Cowrt within
60 days, pursuaat to the Federal Yeuth Correctiom Act, as provided

PROAKTION Fin T. 18, U.S.C., Secties 5010(e).

ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

-
”

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS in addition to the special conditions of probation imposcd above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke

PROBATION Lprobation for a violation occurring during the probatien period.

The court orders commitment 1o the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
) shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
—_
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
THIS DATE

X u.s. District Jugge .

xmmenex P ot

1 By e —
{ )CLERK

1 { ) DEPUTY
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

% C. Silver, Clery
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Jack C. Silver, G

U. S. DISTRICT COUXT
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
Vs

)
)
) No. 75-CR-135
)
GARY LESTER PINALTO, )
)

Defendant,

ORDER

The Court on its own motion, this date modified the sentence in
the above styled case pursuant to Rule 35, Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure, to read as follows:

IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the Judgment and Sentence entered
herein on September 30, 1975, be and it is hereby modified to read as
follows:

Count 1 -

The imposition of sentence is suspended and the Defendant

is placed
Count 2 -
is placed
Count 3 -
is placed
Count 4 -
is placed
Count 5 -
is placed
Count 6 -
is placed
Count 7 -
is placed
Count 8 -
is placed

on probation for a period of One (1) year.
The imposition of sentence is suspended and
on probation for a period of One (1) year.
The imposition of sentence is suspended and
on probation for a period of One (1) year.
The imposition of sentence is suspended and
on probation for a period of One (1) year.
The imposition of sentence is suspended and
on probation for a period of One (1) year.
The imposition of sentence is suspended and
on probation for a period of One (1) year.
The imposition of sentence is suspended and
on probation for a period of One (1} year.
The imposition of sentence is suspended and

the
the
the
the
the
the

the

Defendant
Defendant
Defendant
Defendant
Defendant
Defendant

Defendant

on probation for a period of One (1) year, counts 2 thru
8 to run concurrently with sentence imposed in Count One.

The condition of probation is that Defendant pay to the Internal

T

¢ 170.61

forthwith.

»venue Service the amounts charged in the Information; to wit,

t. is the intention of this Order to cancel the fines imposed under

Counts 2 thru

7.

Dated this &Amg day of October, 1975, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

E, UNITED STATES DISTRICT

EF JU

COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF

OKLAHOMA




