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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

/S

vs. No. 76-CR-82-C

PAUL EUGENE MAY, et al.,

i = N A N

Defendants. E l L E D

_ ‘. JUN 301977

ORDER
- Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

The Court has before it for consideration the motion of
the defendant, Paul Elmer Kennedy, Jr., for a reduction of
sentence pursuant to Rule 35 of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure. On November 18, 1976 the defendant entered a
plea of guilty to an indictment charging him with a violation
of Title 21 U.S.C. §§ 841 and 846. He now asks the Court to
reduce the sentence imposed by it upon him on December 21,
1976.

In considering defendant's motion for reduction of
sentence, the Court has carefully reviewed the entire record
and finds that the sentence imposed was appropriate, just
and reasonable under the circumstances of this case. There-

fore, the motion for reduction of sentence is hereby overruled.

4

It is so Ordered this ci?b day of June, 1977.

H. DALE COOK
United States District Judge
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United States of America vs. ' United St«ies District Court i

DEFENDANT

— _ DOCKET NO. P | T7=CR~66 i

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER o0 245 ojr0

In the presénce of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date TP 6 30 77

COUNSEL L] 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.

LXIWITHCOUNSEL L. _ . . _ _ __ _ Dan Bondrean, Rstained _ _ J

{Name of counsel}

LX1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | § NOLO CONTENDERE, F LOJ‘GUIE/ D

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,

iy
—— ) NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged JUN 30 1977

There being a finding storslint of

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hawving violated T QLSTR{PTSCQLRT
I FINDING & §1708, as charged in Count One of the Indictment.
- JUDGMENT _> | | e -

T e
-1

L L ETNRIE

. ’ ‘ ‘

- \ The court asked whether defendant had :mythmg to' say whv ]udgment should not be pmnounced Becaisse no sufﬂcnent ‘cause to the contrary

ot was shown, oF appedred to the ‘court, the court JAdjudged the defcn,dani “guilty s charged dnd conwcuidx,pnd ardered that: The defendant Is
hereby committed to the custody of the Atlomey Ganaralwhwquthmued rapmaenunvg,fm imprisonment for 3 period of

Count One - Two {2) Years

SENTENCE IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the execution of sentence is suspended

‘ OR
' progaTion | and the defendant is placed on probation for a period of Three (3) .
ORDER Years from this date.
r.
: 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 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 to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

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

COMMITMENT )
RECOMMEN and commitment to the U.5, Mar-
) shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
R

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY

174 U.S. District Judge ’ THIS DATE
’ A {;?? % {f )
L— U.S. magistrate . 8§ é £ érﬁ,r :ﬁ_A} b OBY o

( )CLERK

; oate Gm3p—Fr———| ¢ ) DEPUTY




i

United States of America vs. United Suates Distriet Court o

DEFENDANT

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER o 245610

In the presénce of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date o 6 30 27

COUNSEL L1 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.

LX IWITHCOUNSEL . _ _ _ __ _ _ _ Tom_ unm{.._courn W _______ J
Name of counse
FILED

PLEA LX) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that 1 | NOLO CONTENDERE, NOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea,

& 1UN 30 1977

N L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a findinggygrgigiof

L X1 GUILTY. UJack C. Silver, Clory

- S. DISTRICT COURT
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.S.C.,
FINDING & > §495, as charged in Counts One and Two of the Indictment.

JUDEMENT

i

—_—

Y The court asked wh_e}hcr de'fqndangrhad='*§nyth{ng 10" say why iudgme‘nt‘sht_nﬂd not be pronounced: Because no s'ufficien't‘ cause io the coﬁtrary
"1 was_shown, or appedred 1o the court, fhe cou'r,t‘_idludged:_ the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his adLherizq;l representative.for imprisenment for § period of

Count One -~ Three (3) Years

SENTENCE
OR > Count Two - Three (3) Years, to run coancurrently with the
| PROBATION sentence imposed in Count One.
ORDER
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
. PROBATION
i
}
i
!
3
i
f
! 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 prabation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within 4 maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
‘'NBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.
i
LA \ -
. The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
Tf it is ordered that the Clerk deliver |
a certified copy of this judgment
é‘ c:;%::g:‘r and commitment 1o the U.S. Mar-
: shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
_ S
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY

Lx_l U.S. District Jusige ’ ' THIS DATE

b d U.S. Magistrate

( )CLERK
Date f=30-77 ] { ) DEPUTY
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Form No. USA-22 .
(Ed. 2-15-57) o —

UNITED SPATES DISTRICT COURT

ﬂofthern Dstrict of ©Oklahoma

Criminal No. 77-CR-68 /

United States of America )
vs. E l L_
* Marilynn A. Jones ) o 5%M>h/CLwA¢if
JUN 30 1977
ALl
ORDER FOR DISMISSAL Jack C. Sflver Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT
Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United Stateg
Attorney for the Northern Distriect of Oklahoma
hereby dismisses #% Counts 3 & 4 of the Indictment against
iindictment, information, complaint)
Marilynn A. Jones, defendant.

HUBERT A. MARLOW, Acting
United States Attorney

i(iﬁqﬁ

(\ RIZUN ’
Asst.United States Attorney
BEN F. BAKER

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

C - United States District Judge
6£-30

Date: _ . 1977

DOJ—1973—04
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

V. Criminal No. 14406

77-C-86-|—£)l L E D

JUN 301977 -

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

Movant is serving sentences imposed by this court

EUGENE ANTHONY NOLAN, (Civil No.

Movant.

ORDER

following his conviction by a jury of the Use of Facilities in
Interstate Commerce to Carry on Unlawful Gambling Business in
viclation of 18 U.S.C. § 1952 and of Conspiracy to commit that
offense in violation of 18 U.S8.C. § 371. He claims that he is
entitled to have these vacated and set aside pursuant to Section
2255 of Title 28 of the United States Code on the ground:

"The government's use of my federal wagering tax
stamp filings at trial violated my Fifth Amendment
privilege against self incrimination."

It is admitted that this issue was fully litigated in

the direct appeal by movant and determined adversely to him. Nolan

v. United States, 423 F.2d 1031 (CAl0 1970). Generally an issue

disposed of on direct appeal will not be reconsidered on collateral

attack by a Motion pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2255. Baca v. United

States, 383 F.2d 154 (CAl0 1967}, cert. denied, 390 U.S5. 929. See

also Slawek v. United'States, 413 F.24 957, 959 (CA8 1989).

Movant seeks to avoid the force of this rule by asserting

in reliance upon Davis v, United States, 417 U.S5. 333 (1974} there

has been an intervening change in the law of this circuit. The
Court of Appeals in affirming movant's conviction found that in the
circumstances of his casé the movant's privilege against self~-in-
crimination had been waived. Movant claims that it is now the law
in this circuit that the failure to assert the privilege against

self-incrimination, when the privilege had not been recognized at
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that time under then-controlling law, does not result in waiver

citing Martinez v. United States, 464 F.2d 1289 (CAl0 1972).

The Davis case was a Selective Service case. The Ninth
Circuit had affirmed his conviction after a consideration of a par-
ticular issue concerning acceleration of his induction, in light

of the Supreme Court's decision in Gutknecht v. United States, 396

U.S. 295 (1970). United States v. Davis, 447 F.2d 1376 (CA9 1970).

While his subsequent Petition for Certiorari was pending in the

Supreme Court the Ninth Circuit in United States v. Fox, 454 F.2d

593 (CA9 1971) reached an opposite result in circumstances "virtu-
ally identical" to those in Davis' case. 417 U.S. at 339. There-
after, the Supreme Court denied Davis' Petition for Certiorari. Davis
then returned to the sentencing court with a Motion under 28 U.s.cC.
§ 2255 claiming he was entitled to the benefits of the Fox decision.
The District Court denied relief and the Ninth Circuit affirmed
without considering the merits of his claim for the reason that the
decision on his direct appeal was the law of the case and that any
intervening change in law resulting from the Fox decision would not
be applied to Davis. The Supreme Court then rather summarily held
that even though the legal issue raised in the 2255 Motion had been
determined on direct appeal Davis was not precluded from securing

relief under Section 2255 on the basis of an intervening change in

law.
The facts in the Martinez case and movant's are not "vir-
tually identical". 1In Martinez the issue was the validity of his

convictions after trial for violation of 26 U.S.C. § 4744 (a) a sub-
section of the Marihuana Tax Act, which occurred in 1956 and 1966

prior to the decision of the Supreme Court in Leary v. United States,

395 U.S. 6 (1969). Under that decision an assertion of the privilege
against self-incrimination would have provided Martinez a complete
defense to the challenged prosecutions. The Tenth Circuit in the
Martinez decision recognized the full retroactivity of Leary and
found Martinez was entitled to relief even though he had not asserted

the privilege at trial. Rather clearly this decision represented




a change in law in this circuit with respect to Leary type convic-

tions. See e.g, Grisham v. United States, 427 F,2d 157 {(CAlQ 1970),

cert. denied, 400 U.S. 953; Sepulveda v. United States, 415 F.2d 321

(CA10 1969); Eby v. United States, 415 F.2d 319 (CAL0 1969).

Movant's case involves not the Marihuana Tax Act but the

- Eederal Wagering Tax Statutes. Where Martinez was charged with the
violation of the condemned law, movant was not. Where a timely asser-
tion of the privilege would have provided a complete defense to the
prosecution against him for Martinez, for movant it would not have
provided a complete defense to the Section 1952 and conspiracy charges
against him. At best the privilege would have rendered inadmissible
against movantcertain testimonial references to movant's wagering

tax stamp. Martinez's first conviction occurred 10 years before

and his second only two months after Dr. Leary's trial. Movant's
trial, however, was conducted while there was pending before the

Supreme Court the cases of Marchetti v. United States, 390 U.S. 339

(1968) and Grosso v. United States, 390 U.S. 62 (1968) which recog-

nized the privilege in the wagering tax context. The “"focal point"

in the Martinez proceeding was the retroactivity of Leary v. United

States, supra. 464 F.2d at 1290. The primary inquiry in movant's
appeal was whether the court could excuse movant's failure to raise
his privilege at trial under the circumstances there presented.

In Martinez apparently there was no evidence of waiver
other than the failure to assert the privilege at trial. In movant's
case, the court recognized that this was not a sufficient basis to
find an effective waiver of the constitutional privilege and that

if no more was present than that, under Grosso v. United States,

supra,the failure to assert the privilege at trial should be excused.
The Court found, however, that movant's case did significantly differ
from Grosso and such differences were sufficient to deem the privilege
waived. Martinez for purposes of waiver analysis was factually in-
distinguishable from Grosso.

The facts which the Court found distinguished Nolan from

Grosso, and consequently from Martinez, were the facts demonstrating




defense counsel's knowledge of the likelihood of the availability

of the privilege. Grosso and Marchetti were pending before the
Supreme Court. Defense counsel objected to the introduction in evi-
dence of the wagering tax stamp and tax filings of movant's co-
conspirator, Dale Hines, because of the two cases, The Court anal-

" yzed defense counsel's closing argument and found some indication of
a deliberate trial strategy with regard to the privilege issue.
Movant may quarrel with the Appellate Court's conclusion from the
record in the case but he cannot deny the fact of the Court's analysis
and reasoning and that Martinez presented no such record or analysis.
In the absence of such a showing movant has failed to demonstrate an
intervening change in the law in this circuit S0 as to bring himself

within the principles of United States v. Davis, supra, and this

court 1is not compelled to re-examine movant's contention which was
precisely and plainly decided adversely to him on his direct appeal.
Movant's argument that his attorneys could not reasonably
have anticipated the results in Marchetti and Grosso and that because
the prevailing rule at trial was to the contrary they should not have
been expected to assert the privilege, loses its force when it is
observed that they did recognize the implication of the pending cases
with respect to Hines' wagering tax stamp and that movant's attorneys
did assert the privilege in movant's trial on similar charges in the

Fifth Circuit and were vindicated on appeal. See Nolan v. United

States, 395 F.2d 283 (CA5 1968).
Moreover, if the court were inclined to take a fresh look
at movant's conviction, it would appear that the decision of the

Supreme Court in Mackey v. United States, 404 U.S. 667 (1971), ren-

dered subsequent to the original decision in movant's case would be
contrblling. In that 2255 proceeding Mackey challenged the intro-
duction of wagering tax returns against him in a criminal prosecution
for income tax evasion. Although a majority of the court considered
the disclosure on the returns to have been compelled incriminations,
401 U.S. at 672 (plurality opinion); id., at 704-705 (Brennan, J.

concurring in judgment); id., at 713 (Douglas, J. dissenting), Mackey
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was not immunized against their use because Marchetti and Grosso
were held non-retroactive, since no threat to the reliability of
the fact-finding process was involved in the use of the forms at
his trial. 401 U.S. at 674-675 (plurality opinion); id., at 700-
701 (Harlan, J. concurring in judgment).

Subsequent to its decision therein the Supreme Court in

United States v. Zizzo, 402 U.S. 938 (1971) granted certiorari,

vacated the judgment of the Seventh Circuit in Zizzo v. United States,

431 F.2d 913 (CA7 1970) and remanded the case for reconsideration
in light of Mackey. 2izzo, like movant, had been convicted of 18
U.5.C. § 1952. At his trial federal wagering tax forms signed and
filed by him were introduced in evidence over his objection. The
Seventh Circuit in its decision had ruled that because Zizzo had
been convicted of a gambling related offense that Marchetti and

Grosso should be applied retroactively. On remand, Zizzo v. United

States, 447 F.2d 857 (CA7 1971) the Seventh Circuit noting Zizzo's
conviction had become final prior to the Marchetti and Grosso de-
cisions, a point of significance in the concurring opinion of Justice
Harlan, denied retroactive application to Zizzo and affirmed the
decision of the District Court denying the motion to vacate the judg-
ment of conviction.

Although not referring to Zizzo, movant has presented a
similar analysis of the opinions in Mackey, to urge that because
movant's conviction was pending on appeal when Marchetti and Grosso
were decided that he is entitled to the retroactive benefits of those
decisions. However, Justice Harlan was the only justice who made
a distinction between cases on direct appeal and post conviction
proceedings. It can hardly be said, as movant does, that this was
the view of retroactivity which prevailed in Mackey. It was not a
part of the rationale of the plurality opinion. Such a distinction

was rejected by the majority in Williams v. United States, 401 U.S.

646 (1971), decided the same day as Mackey. Justice White in
Williams commented that the court had "not accepted as a dividing

line the suggested distinction between cases on direct review and
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those arising on collateral attack". 401 U.S. at 651, 652, 1In
treating a hypothetical situation very similar to movant's Justice
White declared in dissent joined by the Chief Justice and Justices

Stewart and Blackmun in United States v. U.S. Coin & Curréncy, 401

U.S5. 715, 733 (1971) also decided the same day:

"Had Angelini registered and paid the federal tax and
then been tried prior to Marchetti-Grosso for violating
federal interstate gambling laws or state laws making
gambling a crime, the admissions contained in his regis-
tration and gambling tax returns would have been relevant
and presumptively reliable evidence of guilt, properly
admissible under Kahriger and Lewis. And if after Marchetti-
Grosso, Angelini had complained about the use of this
evidence, Tehan v. Shott, 382 U.S. 406 {1966), and Johnson
v. New Jersey, 384 U.S. 719, 732 (1966), would surely dic-
tate denial of relief whether Angelini came here on direct
review of his conviction or from denial of collateral
relief.”

In Nussbaum v. United States, 441 F.2d 273 (CA9 1971) the

Court treated Mackey as holding that Marchetti and Grosso apply only
to prosecutions commenced after the date those decisions were an-
nounced and this same construction and classification is made in the

impressive catalog and digest of retroactivity cases in United States

ex rel Cannon v. Johnson, 396 F.Supp. 1362, 1372, n. 24 and app. at

1375 (E.D. Pa. 1975). 1In United States v. Black, 480 F.2d 504 (CA6

1973) the Court reviewed the Supreme Court line of retroactivity de-
cisions and declared that the distinction between cases on direct
appeal and post conviction cases is no longer valid in light of the
more recent Supreme Court decisions.

Movant further asserts that United States v. U.S. Coin &

Currency, supra, is the applicable retroactivity decision rather than
Mackey. That case involved a civil forfeiture proceeding initiated

by the government prior to Marchetti and Grosso to seize money being
used in bookmaking operation in violation of the Wagering Tax Laws.
The Court in a five to four decision delivered by Justice Harlan held
that Marchetti and Grosso were to be given retroactive effect in a
forfeiture proceeding instituted pursuant to 26 U.S.C. § 7302 because
the forfeiture would impose a penalty for conduc£ which would not

be punishable in the first place. In Romanelli v. C.I.R., 466 F.

2d 872, 877 (CA7 1972) the Court explained the difference between
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-the holdings of United States v. U.S. Coin & Currency, supra, and

Mackey v. United States, supra:

"In United States Coin & Currency, supra, the con-
duct penalized (by forfeiture) was the refusal to incrimin-
ate oneself by registering. Since the Court had held in
Marchetti and Grosso that that conduct could not be validly
punished, the retroactivity of those decisions was not
limited. In Mackey v. United States, supra, the conduct
actually punished was evasion of taxes, and the use of
the information which Mackey had supplied did not under-
mine the accuracy of the fact-finding process."

Movant's case, unlike U.S. Coin & Currency and like Mackey,
does not involve punishment for conduct which cannot validly be
punished. Movant's criminal liability is not founded upon the
Federal Wagering Excise Tax Statutes., He is not being punished
for violation of the Wagering Tax Statutes but for violating 18 U.
S.C. § 1952 and conspiring to do so in violation of 18 U.S.cC. § 371.
If the privilege had been asserted by him at trial it would not have
provided a complete defense to the charges against him but only

to exclude, perhaps, certain evidence. The Supreme Court disposi-

tion in United States v. Zizzo, supra, makes clear that in the

movant's situation it is Mackey that governs and not U. S. Coin &

Currency. See also United States v. Scaglione, 446 F.2d 182.

As evidenced by the foregoing analysis there are no material
issues of fact which require an evidentiary hearing in this court
and the application together with the files and records examined by
the court conclusively show that the movant is entitled to no relief.

Accordingly the Motion, pursuant to Section 2255 éf Title
28, United States Code to vacate the judgment and sentence herein
will be denied.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated this 345 day of June, 1977.

l'fc.‘(__eﬂ ’\&‘J" ! A”’L

F 4
FRED DAUGHERTY )74 /1-
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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FILED
. ) ' Juil 2u 1971 I}L_(O'
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE Jack . Silver, Clerk

 NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA u. s__.__DlSTRlCT-—QQ'-lBL

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

)
Plaintiff, )
v, ) NO. 77-CR-20-B -
' )
GENE WILLIAM THOMPSON, )
: Defendant. )
ORDER

The Court, since its sentence herein of Gene William Thompson on

June 23, 1977, has continued to reflect on the sentence and has again

reviewed the file.

Following this additional review, study and reflection and being

fully advised in the premises, the Court finds that the sentence should

be modifiea.
IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the Judgment and Sentence entered
herein on June 23, 1977, be and it is hereby modified to the following:

Count 1-~The Defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the
Attorney General or his authorized representative for a
reriod of one (1) year, however, the execution of the
sentence is suspended and the Defendant is placed on pro-
bation for one (1) year with the special condition that
he reside in a residential community treatment center for
the first six (6) months, and participate in the program
of the residential community treatment center for the re-—
maining six months of this one year's probation. The Court
recommends that the residential community treatment center
be the Halfway House, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, and the De-
fendant is to present himself to the U. S. Marshal at 10:00
a.m., June 27, 1977, to commence this probationary term,

Count 2--The imposition of sentence is suspended and the Defendant
is hereby placed on probation for a period of two (2) years,
to commence upon release from residence and participation

in the community treatment center program as imposed in
Count 1.

Dated this Zéfday of June, 1977, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

o F D

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




United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

United Scates District Court ror

MAE LILLIAN (a/k/a CHI CHI) BROWN

b - 1 77-CrR-42

DOCKET NO. P |

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

AQ 245 (6/74)

I.x.l U.5. District Jucdge

b LS. Magistrate

YEAR

77

DAY

24

MONTH

P— 6

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

COUNSEL L 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.
(X IWITHCOUNSEL . _ _ _ __ _ _ Joal —Court Appointsed . __ __ _ |
{Name of counsel)
PLEA L GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L INOLO CONTENDERE, . e NoThunEE DD
there is a factual basis for the plea,
— here bt o ; ) L——J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged JUN 24 1977
ere being a finging/verdict o
X 1 GUILTY. ]
jnck ©. Sitver, Clerk
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hawing violated Tigl§. PSIMCIECAURT
FINDING & > Section 846 and 843(b), as charged in Counts 1 and 15 of the
JUDGMENT Mm. s
Tt 4w the ¢ ummmmmmmmmagaof
23 years, hnbjecttomm. 2 Act, and it is the further
finding of the Court that the defendsnt would not derive aﬁw:ute
benefit from the Youtk . X 'm,uaumzo:. k
~— under the applicable statute. '

\ The court asked whethgr defendant had: anylhing to say M\y itidgment shoultlhut be proncunced. Because no s.g.lfflc;ent cause to the coftrary
was ‘shown, ot appeared to the court, thé court adjudged }he def;ndant gul[(y as charﬁed and convp;tcd and ardered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attomey&emmw htspaumorued representative. for |mpusonmem for a periodof -

Count 1 - Four (4) Years, with a special parole term of Pive (5)
SENTENCE Years, to commence at the expiration of the sentence imposed herein.
OR
PROBATION Count 15 - Three (3) Years, to run concurrently with the sentence
ORDER imposed in Count 1.
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to 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 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
c::é’g::g:r and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
- shal or other gualified officer.
DATION
-/
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
S1GNED BY

THIS DATE

) bk ) e

{ JCLERK

—"-5-34-#—| { )} DEPUTY

Date
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United States of America vs. United b liates Di strict coul‘t for

O —+ L NORTHERN DISTRICY OF OKLAHOMA _ |
DEFENOANT  wowy LR MaAxWELL
e —1 DOCKET NO. J | 77-CR-42 J

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 1 245 (8/74)

In the presénce of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date ! & 24 77

COUNSEL L WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired 1o
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel,

LX IWITHCOUNSEL 1 _ __ _ _ _ _ _ Mark H. !}mam._)huinsi _______ J
MName of counsel
FI1LED

L—1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that 1 | NOLO CONTENDERE, X | NOT GUILTY

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
JUN 24 1977
N L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There bei ph i ih
ere being 2 feadheg/verdictof 3 LTy Jack C. Silver, Clerk

U. S. DISTRICT COURT

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 21 s U.8.C.,
FINDING & > Section 846 and 843(b), as charged in Counts 1 and 9 of the
JUDGMENT ( Indictment. . o .

) i . .. sl

£
Y The court asked whether defendant had ‘anything to <ay why judgment should ot be pronounced. Becauise no s,ufficiéﬁt cause to the comtrary

was_shawn, or appéared ‘to the' court, the. court adjudged the defendant giility as chiarged andl cafivicted and ordered that: The defendant Is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General vr bis authorized. representative for imprisonment for 3 period of

Count 1 - Ten (10) Years, with a special parole term of Five (5)
SENTENCE Years, to commence at the expiration of the sentence imposed herein.
OR
PROBATION Count 9 - Four (4) Years, to run concurrently with the sentence
ORDER mm in Cownt 1.

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL

CONDITIONS In addition to 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 2 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

CF?ER::“;:::::T and commitment to the U5, Mar-
" shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY

Lt USS. District Judge ’ N p THIS DATE
. % f

L] U.S. Magistrate s By

{ JCLERK

Date s-z‘—z z | { ) DEPUTY




T

United States of America vs. United btates Distriet Court for

DEFENDANT

& — DOckeET NO. P} TT=CR—-42 J

JUDGMENT AND PROBAT'ON/COMMITMENT ORDER AQ-245 (6/74)

In the presénce of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date - 6 24 77

COUNSEL L) 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 IJWITHCOUNSEL . _ _ _ _ _ _ _Chxis Grant, Retained  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ J

(Name of counsel)

PLE L—J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that t | NOLO CONTENDERE, F N!)T (l\UIILTE D
LEA there is a factual basis for the plea,

— L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged JUN 24 1977
There being a fgdiaggrerdict of
LX 1 GUILTY. Jack C. Silver, Clerk

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated n&ﬁ- ﬂsjwls@@lﬁ?
FINDING & - Section 846, and 843(b), as charged in Counts 1 and 10 of the
JuneMeEwT ( Indictment. . N L

7 '. : . . l;
\ The court asked whether defendant had’ anything to say why jiidgment should ot be pronouriced. Because no sufficient cause o the contrary

‘was shown, or appéared 10 :tﬁé"cppr;, thé. court adjudged t}\éi’dé(gb#,a_rn}f'g‘t{iﬁ(y as. charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his puthorized representative.for imprisonment for a period of ‘

Count 1 -~ Five (5) Years, with a special parole term of
SENTENCE Five (5) Years, to commence at the expiration of the sentence
oR - imposed herein.

PROBATION
ORDER Count 10 - Four (4) Years, to run concurrently with the

sentence imposed in Commt 1.

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 inay 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 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 deliver
a certified copy of this judgment

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

THIS DATE

!1_l U.S. District Judge. |

L] U.5. Magistrate

{ JCLERK
{ )} DEPUTY

b A R 1 Rt 515 et e o <o ettt rnm ae - s - - T
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United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

United S.ates Distriet Court ror
b e e e 3| NOEDERN DISTRICT OF OKLAMMA =~ J

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

AQ-245 (6/74)

DAY

23

YEAR

77

MOMNTH

» 6

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

COUNSEL L—J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defcndant 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 I WITHCOUNSEL L _Jolm ¥, Hepton, Appt. e E_l_ l: E D
(Name of counsel}
PLEA LX) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L | NOLO CONTENDERE, NOT G!lHNTa 3 ’977
there is a factual basis for the plea,
NOT GUILTY. D . Jack C. Silver, Clerk
. I . Defendant is disch
) o dant is discharged U. 8. DISTRICT COURT
There being a finding/ vigaiex of
L& GUILTY.
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.S.C.,
FINDING & >s-ct1u 495, as charged in Coumts 1 § 2 of the Indictment.
JUDGMENT
-/

\  The court asked whether defendant had anything to cay why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjurdged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby commilted to the custody of the Attorney Genzral or his authorized represemative for imprisonment for a period of

Comt 1 - Ons (1) year. J _
SENTENCE | Coumt 2 - The impositiom of c?mis suspended and the defemdant is hervely
OR > placed on probation for a period of two (2) ysars, to commence won
PROBATION release from institution.
ORDER o
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION
IT 1S FURTHER ADJUDGED that the exscution of this senteuce is deferred umtil
Jme 27, 1977, at 10:00 ANM., at which time dofendunt i{s to present hinself
to the U. S. Marshal,
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition 1o the special condilions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposcd. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce dr extend the périod of probation, and at
oF any time during the probation period or within a maximum grobation period 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 1o the custody of the Attorney Genera! and recommends,
. It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT m m’ Ci,ty. _ " a cernflcd‘copy of this judgment
ECOMM and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
R EN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
—_
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY

Lx_.l U.5. District Judge
(

THIS DATE

)

Date




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

7‘7 - '_,:‘\. .

T JuN2g7 ),

Jack C. Silver, Clork
ORDER u&uwmmrwmn

The above named Movant (defendant), a prisoner in the United

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
) !
v. ) No. 77—C-158‘./F 'L E L
) #-CR-43
SAMMIE LEON DAVIS, #35739-136, )
)
)

Movant.

States Penitentiary at McNeil Island, Washington, has filed herein

a Motion to Vacate, Set Aside, or Correct Sentence pursuant to

28 U.5.C. 2255. Defendant's motion seeks relief for alleged 'Improper
Imposition of Sentence,” claiming that the Trial Court erred in im-
posing multiple sentences forﬂa single offense. In support of his
motion defendant relies on the opinion of United States Court of
Appeals for the Tenth Circuit reversing this Court on an appeal by

the defendant's brother and co-defendant in this case. United States

v. Davis, No. 75-1805 (Nov. 4, 1976)

The defendant and two othefs, including defendant's brother,
Floyd August Davis, were jointly charged in this Court with the
robbery of a national bank. The defendants were charged in Count I
with conspiracy to rob in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 371; in Count II
with bank robbery in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 2113(a) and Count III
with bank robbery involving the use of dangerous weapons in violation
of 18 U.S.C. § 2113(d). The sentences imposed against the defendant,
Sammie Leon Davis were: Count I, 5 years; Count II, 3 years; Count
ITI, 8 years. The sentence on Count II was to run consecutively to
that under Count I. The sentence on Count III was to run concurrently
with the sentence imposed on Counts I and II.

‘Section 2113(a) authorizes a maximum of 20 years and § 2113(d)

a maximuﬁ‘of 25 years. Concurrent sentences under § 2113(a) and

§ 2113(d) are improper. United States v. Von Roeder, 435 F.2d 1004,

(10 Cir. 1971), Cert. den. 403 U.S. 934 (1971).
In Davis the Circuit Court held that because the sentence imposed

against the defendant's brother, Fldyd August Davis, on Count I was




to run cpnsecutively to that under Count II, which the Court vacated,
the Court was compglled to remand for resentencing on Count I, con-
spiracy and Count III, violation of § 2113(d).

The Court is not confronted here with the same problem presented
by the sentence imposed against Floyd August Davis. In imposing sen-
tence against Floyd August Davis, the Court caused the sentence on the
conspiracy Count I to run consecutively to that on the lesser offense
Count II, which the Appellate Court held had been merged with the
greater offense Count III. Therefore the Court reasoned in Davis,
that there would be no beginning time for the conspiracy sentence
because the Count I1 sentence was vacated.

However, this Court's sentences of Sammie Leon Davis provided
that the lesser offense Count II was to begin at the expiration of
the sentence on the conspiracy Count I. Therefore, if this Court
vacates the Count II sentence, which it must do in following the
decision of the Appellate Court in Davis, the sentences on Count I
and Count IIT will be left standing uneffected by the action of the
Court in vacating the sentence on Count II. This is consistent with
the decision of the United States Supreme Court in the case of United
States v. Gaddis, 424 U.S. 544, 96 S.Ct. 1023 (1975).

In Gaddis, the defendants were found guilty in a jury trial of
violation of §§ 2113(a), 2113(d), aﬁd also of 2113(c), possession ,
of funds stolen in the robbery. The Court held that the conviection
under § 2113(c) failed for lack of proof. 1Ibid. at 548. The Court

"

said that there was ''a 'merger' of the convictions under §§ 2113(a)

and (d)" citing Prince v. United States, 352 U.S. 322; 1 L.Ed.2d 370,
77 S.Ct. 403 (1956). The Court left staﬁding "single 25-year prison
sentences for violating 18 U.S.C. § 2113(d).'" 1Ibid. at 548.

In sentencing the defendant, Sammie Leon Davis, it was the
intention of the Court to impose a maximum sentence of Eight (8)
years, which was accomplished by the imposition of the Eight (8)
year sentence on Count III. The vacation of the Count II sentence
does not change that result. Counts I and III still run concurrently

as provided in the sentencing Judgment of the Court of May 27, 1975




Therefore, the defentlant's Motion is sustained. The Count II

sentence is hereby vacated.

acl
It is so Ordered this 2;;? ~ __day of June, 1977.

AL £ Lrohd)

H. DALE COOK
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




FIlLep

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE JUN231977 l\r-\—@
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ‘

Jack ¢ Silver, ¢
U. S DISTRICY gty

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )

Plaintiff, )
V. ) NO. 76~CR~148-B ~—
' )
)
)

JAMES H. CUNNINGHAM, ET AL.,
Defendants.

ORDER

The Court since its Order of June 1, 1977, has continued to reflect
on the sentence of James H. Cunningham herein, and has again reviewed
the file, transcripts of the plea and Sentences, the 18 U.S.C. § 4205(c)
study and pre-sentence reports. Also, thé Court has re-read the let-
ters frdm Mr. Cunningham's family, the petitions of his counsel, Thomas
W. Woody, and the letters and ﬁetitions from friends of the family, and
all have expressed faith in this man and seek leniency for him.

Following this additional review, study and reflection, and being
fully advised in the premises, the Court finds that in the interest of
Justice James H. Cunningham, with the support he receives in the com-
munity, should be granted a further reduction of sentence, and the‘sen-
tence imposed February 24, 1977, should be reduced to eight months im-
prisonment with full credit for time served to date, which is the eguiv-
alent of one-third of his two year sentence.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the Judgment and Sentence entered’
herein on February 24, 1977, and modified June 1, 1977, be and it is
hereby modified to the following:

The Defendant, James H. Cunningham, is hereby committed to the

custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative

for a period of eight (8) months, with credit for time served.

It is the intent of this Order that James H. Cunningham be released

from custody no later than July 30, 1977.

Dated this 23 gday of June, 1977, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

Ceta. & D

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




FILED

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA JUN 22 1977

Jack C. Sitver, Clark
U. 8. DISTRICT COURT

United States of America,
VS 76-CR-137-B

Tony Lee Maxwell, a/k/a
Tony Speed

REVOCATION OF PROBATION

AT L N L N )

On November 3, 1976, came the attorney for the government and the defendant
appeared in person and by counsel, Robert B. Copeland.

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the defendant, upon his plea of guilty had been convicted
of having violated Title 18, U.S.C., Sections 371 and 472, as charged in the indictment.

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

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the imposition of sentence is hereby suspended and the
defendant is placed on probation for a period of three (3) years pursuant to Title 18,
U.S.C., Section 4216:5010(a), un the provisions of the Young Adult Youth Correction
Act. The conditions of probation were that the defendant make payment of $50.00 at
the rate of $5.00 a month to Consumer Oil until restitution was made in full, and
thereafter payment to the U. S. Court Clerk in the amount of $50.00 in monthly
payments of $5.00 until paid in full, for payment to the U. S. Treasury.

: Now, on this 22nd day of June, 1977, came the attorney for the government and
the defendant appeared with counsel, Robert B. Copeland. 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 November 3, 1976, be ,
revoked and set aside and the defendant is committed to the custody of the Attorney
General for Three (3) years.

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

Ceeoe, &/ annms

Chief Judge, United States District Court
for the Northern District of Oklahoma
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- United States of America vs. | United Svates District Court ror
b — o e _y (MORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAMMA |
DEFENDANT MILLIAM DEAN HINSON -

L - DOCKET NG, P | 77*(3-19— B |

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER AG-245 (6/14)

In the presence of the attorney for the government ) MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 6 22 77

COUNSEL L) 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.
X

L2 jwitHcounser  _ Gowdon D. McAllister, Jr., Retained ]

——— e i v e — ki i —— o — o wa rwn rm— m— p— i i

{Name of counsel)

l_.x_l GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that 1 ] NOLO CONTENDERE, IFI' GIJILE E D

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
—— L. J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged JUN 29 1977
There being a finding/ UBNICGT X
1 L= 1 GULLTY. .
- dack C. Silver, Clerk
‘ . ' f
Defendant has becn convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having vielated Title 10, ﬁ-ﬂhﬁﬂlCT COURT
FINDING & >mmsa),awummm. * ,
JUDGMENT
i i
— A
Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pranounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjucged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General of his authorized representative for imprisonment for JNTNICREK
4 Act as provided by Title 18, U.5.C., Sectiom 5010(b). -
SENTENCE
. oR
: PROBATION
t‘l ORDER
E A}
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
; OF
[ PROBATION
F
|
1
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special condilions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
3 reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce orextend the period of prabation, and at
s OF any time during the probation period or within « 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. S
! >The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
% Federal Correction Institwtion, Pleastom, California. It Is ordered that the Clerk deliver
' ' : '} a certified copy of this judgment
c:g:M::E:T and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
OMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
3 DATION
F‘ CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
- SIGNED BY

l_x_l U.5. District Judge ’ THIS DATE ‘
3

E J By____..._...____-_—.—-:;\.“
: xxkidiiial . . _ ( FCLERK ' ™|
v Date 6-22-77 i { ) DEPUTY




 United States of America vs. | United Swates District Court for

TS S e e e A e e A — A — am—m - —

77-CR-57-B .

b — e 1 DOCKET NO. 3= |

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date —— ' 22 77

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 assistance of counsel.

LXIWITHCOUNSEL 1 _Glema R, Jeustring, Retained === - —_]

{Name of counéet)

_ PLEA L) GUILTY, and the courl being satisfied that ! | NOLO CONTENDERE, X | NOT GUILTY
1 there is a factual basis for the plea,
— { L&) NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged » his bomd is exonersted,
There being a finding/vakiRX of . and the indictment is dismissed.

L— g GUILTY.

FILED

R R

MR

" FINDING & L
3

JUDGMENT I
| Jack €. Silver, Clerk
E— U S DISTRICT COURT

it ko chr o o do oo . Loloml oo &
Tt T A AT T ST A AR T i I 2 T L I T A ]

TR AL el i P RS A el iy e (e T RR] 4 T g

SENTENCE
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 general c‘onditio,r‘)s.‘g_f' robation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the pérfdd of probation, and at
of any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issde a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a vielation occurring during the probation period. CoL

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

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

T

L COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
: RECOMMEN- shal or other gualified officer.
DATION
-/
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
\+l U.S. District Judge THIS DATE
] U.S. Magistrate ’ R -
! XXX XXKX. ] { }CLERK

Date £.R2 .77 ! { ) DEPUTY




United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

AQ 245 (6/74)

COUNSEL

__%i WITH COUNSEL

PLEA

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

\

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OoF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

- /

SIGNED BY

L-_IU.S. District Judge
— elRsitiel
(

L WITHOUT COUNSEL

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

YEAR

77

MONTH

6

DAY

22

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

P

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_] GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that
there is a factval basis for the plea,

| | NOLO CONTENDERE, i NOT GUILTY

JUN 22 1977

Jack £, Sitver, Clerk
U. 8. DISTRICT COURT

having violated Title 18, U.S.C.,
charged in Cowmt 1 of the Indictment.

L4 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/ykEXof X
L2 GUILTY.

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

Section 922(1), as

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 adjuclged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

HIGHYEEN (18) MONTHS.

In addition 1o the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the geaeral 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
any time during the probation period or within 2 maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a2 warrant and reveke
probation for a violation occurring during the probation period. .

It is ordered that the Cierk 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

)

ey __

—

JCLERK
} DEPUTY

Date

e B22.T7F | (

;
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. United States of America vs,

DEFENDANT

COUNSEL

PLEA

)

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

L1 WITHOUT COUNSEL

L_x_l WITH COUNSEL

LS.__I GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that

There being a finding /AFRESEof
X, GUILTY. U. S. DISTRICT COURT
De!endaat haseﬁn i(snvicted as charged of the offense(i) of laving vielated Title 18, U.S.C.,
FINDING & 1), as Mﬂa i in Comt 1 of the Iadictment.
JUDGMENT
-

Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment shoutd 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 authorized representative for imprisonment forJXYSIEKEIEK
Chservation and study at an classification center or agemcy, the
renlilts of such study to be ‘the Court within (60) days En-n-t

SEnTEnce | to the Federal Ahlt You& Cﬂn‘cﬂu k.t, as providdd in Title 1&, u..s.
oR > Section 4216:5010(e).
PROBATION
ORDER
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the geaeral conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court ray change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the perlod af probation, and at
oF any time during the probation period or within a4 maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and reveke
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 deiiver
a certified copy of this judgment
C:En::ng::é:T and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
DATION . shal or other qualified officer.
-/
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY . '
LY U.5. District Judge THIS DATE ‘_
4
L amhtiiciieisick | Y __ 1M

United bu'a.tes Distriet Court sor

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

AQ 245 (6/74)

YEAR

7

DAY

2

MONTH

1 6

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.

_¥._Creskmore Mallsce, III, Appt.

{Name of counsel)

i | NOLO CONTENDERE, | NOT GUILTY

JHN D 21977
Jack C. Silver, Clerk

there is a factual basis for the plea,

L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

{ )CLERK
) DEPUTY




i United States of America vs. United btates Distriet COIlrt for

DEFENDANT DARIA C. LAWPE,

e

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 0 245 /70

;i In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date —P—| 6 22 ar7

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

X witncounse | _Randolph Stadmer, Appt.  _ ___ F 1 L. _E_ PJ

{Name of counsel)

X1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that || NOLO CONTENDERE, | NOT.GuUiL R 1977

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
L NO i Jack C. Silver, Clerk
S ——— NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
’ There being a ﬁnding/%f X U.S. DISTR|CT COURT
d L& 4 GUILTY.
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hitwing violated Title 42, U.8.C.
: anms&> Section 408(d), as charged in Counts 1 § 2 of the Informstion. ’
. JUDGMENT
—_—

Yy 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: JECHSIDDIS

ST E MR A b

Comts 1 § Z - The imposition of sentence is and the defendant
SENTENCE WW | for of Fexty (4)) momths

or >~ to Title 18, U.S.C., Sectien 4216:5010(s), wder provisions of the Federal
prosaTioy | Adult Youth Correction Act, 83 to esch count. The probetiom imposed in
ORDER Coumt 2 is to run concurrently with probation imposed in Cowmt 1.

CONDITIONS .
OF $34 month begimming in July, 1977, 427
OATION | the Secial Securlty Mamtaiersiian” 7 MLl Peld, for peyaeat o

SPECIAL The condition of o in Coust 1 is

ADDNTIONAL
CONDITIONS in addition to the special conditions of probation imposed abave, it is hereby ordered that the gengral conditions qf probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the périod’sf 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 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 deiiver
a certified copy of this judgment

commi
1 :EC%I\::E:T and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
5 shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
_
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY

THIS DATE

l_.*l U.5. District Judge
ki ’ St Pt P
. { )CLERK

- Date 6-22-71 | { ) DEPUTY




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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

/

EILED
e 219l

ORDER Jack C. S"VEI’, Clerk
U. 8. DISTRICT COURT

On July 23, 1976, came the attorney for the Government, Hubert H.

)
)
Vs ) 76-CR-59-C
)
)

ROY ALLEN STEDMAN

Bryant, .and the defendant appeared in person and by counsel, Tom Mason.

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the defendant, upon his plea of guilty, was
convicted of having violated Title 18, U.S.C., §2113(a), as charged in
the Indictment.

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the imposition of sentence be suspended and
the defendant be placed on probation for a period of Four (4) Years
from July 23, 1976.

Thereafter, on the 27th day of May, 1977, there having been filed
an application by the supervising probation officer Rod Baker that the
defendant's probation be revoked and the grounds therefor being set
thereon, and upon approval of the Court, Warrant for Arrest of Proba-
tioner was issued. )

Thereafter, on the 14th day of June, 1977, pursuant to said warrant,
the probationer, Roy Allen Stedman, was arrested in Miami, Oklahoma, and
pursuant thereto, said probationer, Roy Allen Stedman, appeared before
the Court with his attorney and counsel, Tom Mason, on the 2lst day of
June, 1977. The Government was present and represented by its attorney,
Ben F. Baker. Thereafter, the Court directed that the.Probation officer,
Rod Baker,-recite and advise the Court and defendant the grounds of
revocation, and after hearing, the Court finds that the probation should
be revoked.

IT IS ADJUDGED that the order of probation entered on July 23, 1976,
be revoked and set aside and the defendant is hereby committed to the

custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for




a period of Three and.one—half {3 1/2) Years.

IT IS THE FINDING OF THE COURT that the defendant is the age of
23 years, subject to the Youth Correction Act, and it is the further
finding of the Court that the defendant would not derive appropriate
benefit from the Youth Correction Act, and is therefore sentenced
under the applicable statute.

IT IS ORDERED that the Clerk deliver a certified copy of this
judgment and commitment to the United States Marshal or other gqualified
officer and that the copy serve és the commitment of the defendant.

Dated this 21lst day of June, 1977.

UNITED "STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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United States of America vs. United L.¢ates Di striet Court ror
o e 1L NORTEERN DISTRICT OF OXLANOMA |

DEFENDANT CARLETT ¥ xS
b - t DockeT NO. P | TT=CR—-42 I

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 1o 245 70

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date —P— 6 2 77

COUNSEL L 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.

LXIWITHCOUNSEL . ___ _ _ _ _ _ _ _Roy "Bud” Ryars, Retainsd _ _ _ _ _ ]

(N ame of counsel)

X ] GUILTY, and the court being satisficd that L I NOLO CONTENDERE, NOJ GUILTY
PLEA : : : ”
there is a factual basis for the plea, i E D
— L— NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged Sedd M f;‘jf/

There being a finding/seijet of .
L% GUILTY, Jack ¢, Silver, Cleri

Defendant has becn convicted as charged of the offense(s} of having viola ' mﬂ mm]'c. .
FINDING & \ Section 846, as charged in Count 1 of the Indictment.

JUDGMENT

_

' o ' . ‘ T
o } The court asked whether defendant had apything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
. wis shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convigted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of - ot

Comnt 1 -~ 8ix (6) Years, with a special parcle term of Six (§)

SENTENCE Years, to commence at the expiration of the sentence imposed herein.

OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PFROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probaticn imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditiaps 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 prabation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and reveke
PROBATION probation for 4 vielation occurning during the probation period. : =.

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

1t is ortered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment

C:EIE::::E:T and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
. shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
Y S
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY

Ly U-S. District Juage ’ ' : THIS DATE

L—.J U.5. Magistrate

( )CLERK

pate 21 -TY | { ) DEPUTY




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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

)
)
Plaintiff, )
- ; 76 78 /
vs. No. -CR-78-C
) F 1 LED
JOHN PAUL LONG, )
) A
Defendant. ) JUN1{ 71977, 43,
Jack ©. Silver, Clerk
ORDER U. 8. DISTRICT COURT |

The Court has before it for consideration a Motion to
Reduce Sentence filed by the defendant, John Paul Long. On
July 21, 1976 said defendant was fdund guilty by jury trial
of violating 18 U.S.C. § 371. On August 20, 1976, defendant
Long was sentenced to three (3) years in the custody of the
United States Attorney General. It was further ordefed that
the defendant éould become eligible for parocle at such time
as the United States Parole Commission may determine as
provided in 18 U.S.C. § 4205(b) (2). Defendant filed a
Motion for New Trial which was overruled on December 21,
1376. Defendant perfected his appeal to the Tenth Circuit
Court of Appeals, which resulted in affirmation of the trial
court, dated April 21, 1977.

Since November 22, 1976 defendant Long has been incar-

cerated in Leavenworth, Kansas, having pled guilty to viola-

ting 18 U.S.C. § 472. 1In regard to this offense of possession

of counterfeit notes, defandant Long was sentenced to serve
two (2) vears, said sentence "to be served concurrently with
any previous sentence imposed."

Based upon the factual background presented herein, it
is the determination of tne Court that the sentence prev-
iously imposed should be reduced pursuant to Rule 35, Federal
Rules of Criminal Procedure. Sgid sentence is hereby reduced

to two and one-half (2-1/2) years imprisonment, and the

W

e

-




Court again further oxders that defendant may become eligible
for parole at such time as the United States Parole Commission

may determine, pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 4205 (b) (2).

It is so Ordered this ZZ -~ day of June, 1977.

A o b Lois)

H. DALE COOK
United States District Judge




Form No. USA-22
(Ed. 2-15-57) — o

JU”I?;g;;

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern District of Oklahoma

United States of America ) Criminal No. 77-CR-64

VS.

JOHN HUBERT THOMPSON, ET AL.

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

‘Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma

hereby dismisses the Information against
(indictment, information, complaint)

John Hubert Thompson defendant.

sst. United States Attorney

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

United States District Judge
Date: Qwu. \1, 1977

DOJ—1973—04 -
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United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

COUNSEL

PLEA

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS

OF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT

RECOMMEN-
DATION

|

SIGNED BY

l_i._l U.S. District Judge,

L U.S. Magistrate

L. _GARY DalAYNR PAGR _ 0

~ There being a finding/vgeghgyof

>s.ct.toa 846, nsmhcoutlo!mmi.g?mt.
. I

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

DOCKET NO. Ji | T7-CR~24

w - . . -
United St..ces Distriet Court o
e e e _y | MORTHERN DISTRICT OF OXLAHOMA |

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

AQ-245 (6,74)

DAY

10

MONTH

_b'” $

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

YEAR

77

t—J WITHOUT COUNSEL

have counsel appaointed by the court and the defendant ther_bu?n waived assistance of counsel,

L Cartis A. Paxks,

1 {Name of counsel} %

L.X_| WITH COUNSEL
LX 1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that

there is a factual basis for the plea,
L1 NOY GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

LX ) GUILTY.

—— ] — — —— —— A A o—

However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to

. | NOLO CéNTENDERE, I_Fpruth E
- i D
’ ..".‘/Iifl
Jack C. Silver, Gl

Defendant has becn convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having vioclated TP’&IS‘ DJi[RIgISwBJ‘

*

o

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment shioutd not be prorounced. Because no sufficient cayse to the contrary
was shown, or appeared te 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 authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

Count 1 ~ Three (3) Years

> IT IS PURTHER ORDERED that the defendant is sentenced to a special

parcle texrm of Four (4) Years, to commence at the expiration of the

sentence imposed herein.

IT IS5 FURTHEER ORDERED that uposn the Government's Motion, Count

2

In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ‘ordered that the general conditions of probaticn 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 probatien, and at
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 for a violation occurning during the probation period.

it is ordered that the Cierk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.$. Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.

THIS DATE

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

) e

R. DALR COOX

Date
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_ 5 Form No. USA-22
(Ed. 2~15-57)

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern Digtriect of Ok lahoma

o S
7

S United States of America ) Criminal No. 77-CrR-24
\ vs.
i ' | "\II: oL LED
‘ ‘_vi Gary DeWayne Page ) EN COURT

JUN 10 1977 %{/
Jack C. Silver, Clerk

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL U. s, DISTRICT COURT

1 Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
! Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma

hereby dismisses th& Count ITI of the Indictment against
(indictment, information, complaint)

Gary DeWayne Page, defendant.

HUBERT A. MARLOW, Acting
United States Attorney

Be 3. Bahen

Asst.United States Attorney
BEN F, BAKER

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

United States District Judge

! Date:  gyune 10, 1977

DOJ—1973—04




Form No. UsA-22 — i
(Ed. 2-15-57)

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern District of Oklahoma
United States of America :) Criminal No, 77-CR-37-C :
¢ .
VS, X WA i
\5 N ELUED 5l
IN OPEN dps
JOHN HUBERT THOMPSON, ET AL. ' COURT, e

JUN 10177 W

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL  JACK C. SILVER, CLERK

U. S. DISTRI
Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Crimir(l:e-{l COURT

i e 15 . S

Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma

hereby dismisses #®g Counts 3, 4, & 6 of Indictment

against
(indictment, information, complaint)

John Hubert Thompson defendant.

Asstlnited States Attorney —

g ey

“Ee

&

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

13
F
lt«
.

United States District Judge
‘Date:

DOJ—1973—04

oy
:
g
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United States of America vs. United 7 ya-tes District Court for

DEFENDANY

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER s 24500

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 6 10 77

COUNSEL ] 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,

LX IWITHCOUNSEL  \_ _ _ _ _ _ _ — Joe Sharp, Court Appointed _ _ _ _ _ _ J

{Name of counsel)

LX) GUILTY, and the court being satisficd that 1 ] NOLO CONTENDERE, NOT GUILTY

PLEA : : ,
there is a factual basis for the plea, ﬁ & ; E E; .
HILED
R— LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged e S
There being a finding) SR f I
LX 1 GUILTY.
Jack G, Snver Clerk
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated 1-1%_8 p P RT
t.

FINDING & > Swtiona 846 and 843(!)), as charg'cd in Counts 1 and 7 of the Ind
JUDGMENT

' - ‘ ' C eniasngn
) ) ) The coust asked whether defendam had' anything tosay why iudgment shou!d not be prdnouhced Becausé no suffnclent cause to the cnttrary
T was, shown, or apbeafed td the cmn the. court adjudged the defendant, guilty as. cljarged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or hid authomed representative, for imprisonment for 3 period of .

Count 1 - Fifteen (15) Ysars, with a special parole term of
senteEnce | Ten (10) Years, to commence at the expiration of the sentence
OR > herein. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant pay a fine unto the
PROBATION United States of America in the amount of $20,000, and the defendant
ORDER shall be held until the fine is paid or until he is released by due

process of law..

Count 7 - Fifteen (15) Years, with a special parcle term of .
Twenty (20)}Years, to qosmencs at the expiratioa of the sggpme-
posed herein. I';'Ismmm t the sentence imposed in

SPECIAL Count 7 shall commence at the cxpiration oi‘.’ and xrun mmut:lve to
CONDITIONS | the sentence imposed in Counmt 1.

OF

FROBATION IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that upon the motion of the @overmment,
Counts 3, 4 and 6 are hexraby dismissed.

ADDITIONAL

CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hercby ordered that the general conditions of prebation 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 prabation period of five years permttted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period,

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

it is ordered that the Clerk defiver
a certified copy of this judgment

c::g:::::? and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
shat or other qualified officer.
DATICN
_
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY

THIS DATE

I_:_l U.5. District Judge ’

e U.5. Magistrate

5 W ) , # N
/”{k-[‘, A \_f:_ , / / SO ?‘“é ) ey ____
p—— e N ———

( )CLERK
Date £~10-77 1 { ) DEPUTY




United States of America vs. United st .ces Districet Court sor

DEFENDANT

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER o 245 w0

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 6 10 77

COUNSEL L. ] 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.

LX IWITHCOUNSEL ... _ _ _ _ __ _ Charlas Whitmwan, Conrt Appainted _ _ _ __)

{Name of counsel}

PLEA L— 1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | ] NOLO CONTENDERE, X I NOT GUILTY

there is a factual basis for the plea, it
- L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged o = L)
There being JMmRverdict of Ly
LX | GUILTY. Js i

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated T
FINDING & >s.ctions 846, 843(b) and 841(a)(1l); and Title 18, U.S.C.,
JUnGMENT ( A8 charged in Counts 1, 2, 4 and 6, )

¢k ¢, SI:I e
Tslierk,
Mstcion py

\ The court asked whether qefcn;jan_! had anything- 1o Say ﬁl\ly;luq'gmentf shguld not be pronounced. _Belcau'ge no s.ufficie;n't' c;usé to the co!;trary
was shown, o appeared tothé court, the court adjudged the defendant guflty as charged and convicted and ardered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attoraey General or. his authorized representative for imprisonment for i period of

Count 1 ~ Twelve (12) Years, with a special parole term of Seven (7)
SENTENCE | Yoars, to commence at the expiratiom of the sentence imposed herein.
OR >mlsmommthatthadof.mtpayafimmtothoﬂnitcd
prosationy | States of America in the amount of $5,000, and the defendant shall be
ORDER held until the fine is paid or wntil she is released by due process of

law.

Count 2 - Four (4) Years, to run concurrent with the sentence impose:
in Count 1.

Count 4 -~ Twelve (12) Years, with a lal parole texrm of Seven (7)

Years, to oot it the expitatiocd of the santence lmposed herein.
SPECIAL IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the sentence imposed in Count 4 shall rumn
CONDITIONS | concurrent with the semtémce imposed in Cowmt 1. o
OF Count 6 - Twelve (12) Years, with a special parole term of Seven (7)
PROBATION | Years, to commence at the: axpiration of the semtemce imposed herein.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the sentence imposed in Count 6 shall run
concurrent with the sentence imposed in Coumts 1, 2 and . 4.

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 éxtend the period of prabation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within 2 maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurning during the probation period. . B

>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 U5, Mar-

RECCMMEN- o .
shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
e
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY .
k_x_l U.S. District Jikige . THIS DATE
A 4
- ,; 3
ke U.5. Magistrate Yy b L YK | B8y
il - R o T S e ey =

{ )CLERK

Date ‘.. ! ‘..—11 | { }DEPUTY

e L L e e 18 s e e 2 o J—— - 1
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United States of America vs. United Suvates Distriet Court sor

DEFENDANT

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER s 265 w60

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P—
PP P 6 10 77

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 assistance of counsel.

(X IWITHCOUNSEL  t_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _Pop MaCorkell, Jr., Cowxt Appainted |

{Name of counsel)

L. 1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that l ) NOLO CONTENDERE, X | NOT GUILTY

there is a factual basis for the plea, ﬁ - # -
NP E -
N iy
- = L)

PLEA

—ﬁ L. 1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being ayigejinmverdict of
LX | GUILTY.

- i."‘,!'." ’

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated T ﬁkn C. Slla“ ’Q@lj{ a
FINDING & \ Sections 846 and 841 (a)(1); and Pitle 18, U.S5.C., Sectien ‘ST,RI Cmv.d
JUDGMENT in Countas 1, 4 and § of the Miqm. . _

—_—
i

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

Count 1 - Twenty five (25) Years, with a special parole term of
SENTENCE 1ife, to commence at the expiration of the sentence imposed herein.
OR >nnmmmmmwhmut1m
PROBATION at the mxpiration of and rum consecutive to the term the
ORDER now serviag. IT IS PURTEER ORDERED that the defendant
pay a fine unto the United States of Jmerica in the amount of $25,000,
and the defendant shall be held until the fine is paid or until he is
Treleased by due process of law.

gi

mﬁ\ ‘ ',M&’ u” . 2 A'ith -.'«.,,0.”9 m b PRLVLE "3-~--‘?.‘-.--
life, £0 commence at the expis 'of the sentance Imposed he: .
SPECIAL nmmmmtmmwumtcgmlm

CONDITIONS | comcurrent with the semtsnce imposed im Coumt 3. o :
OF Count 6 - Twenty five (25) Years, with a spevial parole term of
PROBATION | life, to commence at the expiration of the senteave imposed herein.
IT IS FURTHER OPDERED that the sentence imposed in Count 6 shall rmm
concurrent with the semtence imposed in Coumts I asd 4. '

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the geherai 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 2 maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke

PROBATION probation for a violation occurning during the probatjon period.

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

Tttis ordered thatthe Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment

COMMITMENT

and commitment to the U.S5. Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION

-/

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY !
L U.S. District Judge THIS DATE
LI .S, Magistrate ’ . . ] By ___. _____________

{ }CLERK

Date ‘-l 0-1: | { ) DEPUTY

|
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United States of America vs. United bl’au‘ves Di stl'ict Coul't for
R S 1 L NORTNERN DISTRICY OF OELAROMA

DEFENDANT s
L —_— DOCKET NO. P | 71-CR-37 |

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 0 240 6,10

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date J—— P 10 77

COUNSEL L] 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.

(X IWITHCOUNSEL.  \_ __ _ _ ____ _ __ __ Roy W.. (Bud) Byars . _ _ _ _ _ __ __ _ ]

(Name of counsel}

PLEA L1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that l ] NOLO CONTENDERE, Sy N
there is a factual basis for the plea, o 5 fe

L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged R

There being a XM /verdict of
{ LX 1 GUILTY.

| U. . DISTRICT 0910
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 21, g.g.gi'
FINDING & >8oct:lm 846, 343(b) and 841(a) (1); and Title 18, U.8.C., Section

Jupement ( 841(a)(l), as charged in Counts 1, 4, 5, 6 and 7 of the Indictment.

) Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to <ay why judgment should not be pronsunced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared o the court, the court adjudged the defendanf guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant Is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his autharized representative for imprisonment for a period of

Comnt 1 - Ten (10) Years, with a special parole term of Ten (10)
Years, to commence at the expiration of the sentence imposed herein.
SENTENCE IT I8 FURTEER ORDERED that the defendant pay a fine unto the United

OR >~ States of America in the amownt of $10,000, and the defendant shall be
PROBATION ummmmmfmnmummuwwmm-of

ORDER .
Count 4 ~ Ten (10) Years, with a special parols term of Ten (10)
Years, to commsnce at the expiration of the sentence imposed hereim.
IT I8 FURTHAER ORDENED that the sentence imposed in Count 4 shall rwn
mcum;n:ﬂ;t?;wjmhm .
e | gn Counts L and 4. St © with the |
com‘:]l:mns Count 6 - Three (3) Years, with a special parole term of Five (5)
PROBATION Years, to commence at the expiration of the sentence ged herein.
IT I8 PURTHER ORDERED that the semtemce imposed in Couwst € shall rwn
concurrent with the sentence imposed in Counts 1, 4 and §
Count 7 - Pive (5) Years, with a spacial peatwle térm of Five (S5)
Years, to commence at the expiration of the ' ‘herein.

I? IS FURTHER ORDERED that ths semtence imposed in Count 7 shall rum
concurren imponed
t with the sentence in Counts 1, 4, 5 apd 6.
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered thai 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 peried 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 to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

1t is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment

ITME
BF'!JE'f:::MME:T and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
: shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
/ Lt -

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

SIGNED BY

THIS DATE

l_!_l U.S. DistrictJudge ’

| U.5. Magistrate

{ JCLERK

Date _ fu=]@-7F | { ) DEPUTY




Form No. USA-22 — — o
(Ea. 2-15-57)

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern District of Oklahoma
United States of America Criminal No. 77*CR-42-C/
vs. N FIDED
JOHN HURBRERT THOMPSON, ) - OPEN COUR-T“

ET AL. JUN 1 g 1977 ){vﬂ/

JACK C. SILVER, CLE
ORDER FOR DISMISSAL U s DISTRICT couRR1;(

Pursuant to Rule 48{a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal

Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

; H ER S
P I A : - L
R ¥ A X
F o SCERE L P
£ ' RO . i on B +ed
ot i P |

Attorney for the Noxrthern District of Oklahoma

i
hereby dismisses Counts 3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15 & 17 {
of Indictment (indictment, information, complaint)

"i

against John Hubert Thompsoniefendant. !“*”"\

'Asst. United States Attorney pPas
t
3
——
weln s
Leave of court 1s granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal. rr—

United States District Judge

Date:




United States of America vs. .XInited &ates District Court ror
o e | _NOSTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

DEFENDANT
L 1 pockeTnNO. 3| T7~CR-42 ]

.' JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 10 205 wsa

In the presénce of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date — 6 10 77

COUNSEL .. 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.

X _IWITHCOUNSEL . ___ _ _ _ _ _Joes Shayrp, Court Appointed _ _ _  _ i

(Name of counsel)

PLEA &1 GUILTY, and the court being satisficd that ! | NOLO CONTENDERE, NOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, F«f ﬁ i.; =

| ED

i

Cogy
X 1 GUILTY. Jack C. Silver, C[erk

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated &&D’m
" FINDING & >Scctj.onl 846 and 843(b), as charged in Counts 1 and 2 of thccgmt.

JUDGMENT

TR VR §

L—J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding K& of {

\?_, .- ¥

c .
. - . Fe ¥ ,_.b,-.__‘i

. ‘}_ The court askgq'w_ue_tpefr q§fcngant qad anything: to -say why 'iydgmcnt should nb_t be pronounced. Because no sufficient 'ca:.]sel"uz)' the contrary
. ‘was shown, ol appeared tQﬁtigé"cqurt'!_ the cc_)uu.idjl,ii,igﬁdhtl_l;é?'de‘f_én't:lén=t'gu_i,l.W.ais";cﬁ‘a‘rgcd_(aﬂﬂ convicted and ardered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorizag. representasive for imprispnment for 4 period of s

Count 1 ~ Pifteen (15) Years, with a special parcle term of Ten (10)
SENTENCE | Y@Ars, to commence at the expiration of the sentence imposed herein.
oR >stmmomthntthemtm1-po¢od1thlmnm
proBaTION | CORCUrTent with the sentence imposed in Count 1 of Case No. 77-CR-37.
ORDER Count 2 - Four (4) Years, to commence at the expiration of and run
consecutive to the sentence imposed in Count 1.

I 1T IS FURTHER ORDERED that upon the wotion of the Government,
Counts 3, 4, 5,6, 7, 8, 9, 16, 1%, 12, 13, 14, 15 and 17 are her
SPECIAL dizmigsed.

CONDITIONS

OF

PROBATION

ADDITIONAL

CONDITIONS In addition to 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

3 OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue 2 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,

4t is ordered ‘that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment

c:&“gg:::.r and commitment to the U.S, Mar-
- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
—_— :
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
lTI U.S. District JUdge . # THIS DATE
: . ¢ A
- } - : . w
L1 U.S. Magistrate ’ A A e f_',__ffé;g? Ny ) bl
T~ - { )CLERK
Date 6=10-77 ] { ) DEPUTY
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United States of America vs. United Mtu.es Distriet Court for

. DEFENDANT

; JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 10 205 e/ra)

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

the defendant appeared in person on this date T-—- ¢ 10 77

COUNSEL L) 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,

X IWITHCOUNSEL L_ Teod Riseling, Court Appojuted __ ]

{Name of counsel)

PLEA LX ) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | | NOLO CONTENDERE, NOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, ,éw'-z.’ : . -
=i L E ﬁ
—_._1 LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged g 157,
There being a finding/vanstisteof s Uy
LX 1 GUILTY.

Defendant has becn convicted as charged of the offense(s) of h.‘,m mdmrm m’:

fl',':,':"“ \. Section 843(b) as charged im Count 16 of the Indictment.
MENT ‘ ' ‘ I

‘ . .t,“

\ The coyrt asked whether defendant had 'aqythi'r\g tq say why iut__ién;pnt_ sf_hould not beupronc')unced'.‘ Ber;;.lusc‘ no sq’fficient cause to.the contrary
© | was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendany guilty ‘as charged .and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby commitied to the custody of the Attoriey Gemral orhis authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of L

sm;:nce Count 16 - TWo (2) Years
’“g:;;;““ IT IS HEREBY GRDENED THAT Coafinement is stayed until June 27, 1977,

i at 3100 a.m. at which time the Defendant is to report to the United
j States Marshal.

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS in addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ardered 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 probalion peried or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probatian for a violation occurning during the probation period. ‘ S

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

{t is ordered-that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment

COMMITME .

:En::UMME:T and commitment to the .S, Mar-

DATION ’ shal or other qualified officer.
|
_
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

SIGNEC BY i
I1_I U.S. District-Judgs. 4 o THIS DATE
| ] U_S. Magistrate ’ . : !l By ___ o __

( JCLERK

E. DALE COOK e ¢ )oepuTY
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United States of America vs. United Siauﬁes District Court for

DEFENDANT

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 0 245 wion

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date g € 10 77

COUNSEL L1 WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appaointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

LXIWITHCOUNSEL . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _Pasriex J. ~XIr _ _ _ __ _ _ __ 1

{Name of counse

PLEA L& J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that l I NOLO CONTENDERE,
L there is a factual basis for the plea,
— L4 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/vICREIDT
LX) GUILTY.
Defendant has becn convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having vioclated Titig' HS,”HQE wURT
FINDING & L Section 843(b), as charged in Count 13 of the Indictment.
JUDGMENT
-/

Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment shoutd 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 authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

Count 13 - Three (3) Years

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL

CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordercd that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the canditions of probation, reduce or extend the perfod 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 a violation occurning during the probation period.

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

~that the defesdant be placed in an institution 1t is ordered that the Clerk deliver
commTment | Where he can receive treatment for his drug 3 certificd copy of this judgment
m and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
HEncg:_fx:ﬂ' : - 1 * shal or other qualified officer.
—_
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
L3 U.s. District Judge o THIS DATE
[ ] U.5. Magistrate ’ ) By e __
{ )CLERK
Date 6-10-~-77 I ( ) DEPYUTY
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. United States of America vs. United Mvates District Court for

DEFENDANT
L - DOCKET NO. J | 17-CR-42 |

JUDGMENT AND PROBgATION/COMMITMENT ORDER a0 245570

In the presénce of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date ! & 10 77

COUNSEL L—1 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,

X wmncounse, | Marion M. Dyer, Retajmed =~ 00 J

{Name of counsel}

L& | GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that ! | NOLO CONTENDERE NOT GUILTY

[ PLEA . . = i

there is a factual basis for the plea, F m =
P 1L E D
: — L—J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged CLN R Y7

There being a findingigaeathenf X | GUILTY
X : Jack C. Silver, Clerk

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violdk& mm'r L0URT.8.C.
FINDING & \ Section 943(b) as charged in Count 12 of the Indictment.
JUDEMENT | B , . _ | :

o )} The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment shoiild not bj:ﬁpi'oﬁtiurggeg‘:.!‘. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
o 1 was’shown; or appeared to, the ‘court, the m_ur_figiﬁigglgéq_‘j&e; défendant guilty as charged and. convictéd and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney (Qémalos_hisaqt.hmizagrmraﬁema&im\fog imprisonment for & period of e

SENTENCE Count 12 - Three (3) Years
1]

"B:::::'UN IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Judgment is stayed until June 27, 1977
at 9:00 a.m. at which time the defendant shall report to the United
States Marshal.

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to 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 a violation occurring during the probation period. - C "

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

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

i c::::’gg:::.r : ‘ and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
h : : shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
i CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
] SIGNED BY
THIS DATE

L_x_J U.5. District Judge

‘ . | #
L] U.S. Magistrate ’ /(//( \,-, / . 5*3/"\;”‘“7("’ ) o BY o
=St = e

{ JCLERK

H. DALE COOK bate £} @-FF—— | { ) DEPUTY




DEFEMOANT

COUNSEL

PLEA

R

e

United shvates District Court o

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

AQ 245 (6/74)

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

MOMNTH

DAY YEAR

—— 10 77

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

Merion M. Dyer, Retained = _

(Name of counsel}

L J WITHOUT COUNSEL
X
L | WITH COUNSEL

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

! I NOLO CONTENDERE, _ | | NOT GUILTY

DTN E 3

L1 NO¥ GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

. R T
There being a finding/vizstisg of x &
=) GUILTY. Ja .
ck
G. Silver, Clerk

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hawving wvie mmu&’.c'
FINDING & > Section 843(b) as charged in Count 4 of the Indictment.
JUDGMENT : : .

-/

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to e;a'y’why'iudgmgnl shoutd not bé 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
fiereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized sepresentative for imprisonment-for a periad of

Count 4 - Your (4) Years
SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
- ORDER
+
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATIDN
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special vunditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ardered 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 a violation occurning during the probation period. R
>Tht’.‘. court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, o .
' c " 1t is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
CD“::M:MENT and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
|
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
L_T! U.S. District Judge o - . THIS DATE
\ ] L1.5. Magistrate ’ A ey ___
{ )CLERK
H. DALE COOXK Date 6=10=77 ] { ) DEPUTY




Form No. USA-22 P S -
(Bd. 2-15-57) |

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COQURT

Northern District of Oklahoma
r
United States of America } Criminal No. 77_CR_42-CJ ,
1
VS. %}.ﬁ-ﬁ
ORT S
JOHN HUBERT THOMPSON,ET AN. e

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal

Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the Northern District of Qklahoma

hereby dismisses ¥k Counts 1 and 7 of Indictment against
(indictment, information, complaint)

PR

he

Booker T. Jones a/k/a "B.J.%efendant.

[
. {.«: j;:

;(S/ 41’7‘(7% / 5%5:40-

st. United States Attorney

s
Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal. E‘f’:v:f

United States District Judge

Date: am 0,977 s

DOJ—1973—04 '
. a_?‘*ﬁ:‘
i
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United States of America vs,

DEFENDANT

United do.tes District Court ror
e O L _NONTHERN DISTRICT OF OXLANOMA

AG-2435i6/74)

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

YEAR

77

MONTH

P— 6

DAY

10

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

COUNSEL L 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.
LX IWITHCOUNSEL . __ _ _ _ . Texzry L. ~Retained _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ J
(Name of counsel}
LA \X_} GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | NOLO CONTENDERE, | n@t GJJIL ¥ e
there is a factual basis for the plea, E g»ué
Lo ( . -
— L—J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged SRRV
There being a findingNXRIMDf Ja
LX J GUILTY. Ck G Srlver Cler!
DiSTR C (
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated ﬁm 18, 8‘
FINDING & \ Sections 2314 and 2, as charged in Count 2 of th- Indimt.
JUDGM‘ENT -
_—
Y The court asked whether defendant had aniything ta say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufflcuent 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 Gencral or his authorized representative for imprisonment:for a period of .
Count 2 ~ Pive (S) Years
SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS g
OF
PROBATION
Vi
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS in addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby .ordéred that the Benerat 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 perlod of probation, and at
0¥ any time during the probation period or within a4 maximum probation period of five years permittcd by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probatior: period. N .
>The court orders 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.5. Mar-
DATION ) shal or other qualified officer.
—_
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
Lgp I u.s. District Judge . THIS DATE
| L1.5. Magistrate ’ ey _ . _
{ JCLERK
Date 5*10-77 ] { ) DEPUTY
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United States of America vs. United b‘hdes District Court for

DEFENDANT RONNIE XUGEWE COLE

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER a0 245 /50

In the presence of the attorney for the governmeant MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P— P 10 ”

COUNSEL L] 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.

(X JWITHCOUNSEL ____ _ _ _ _ _ Texry L. Maltzer, Retaived _ _ _ _ ]

{Name of counsel}

PLEA L.X ) GUILTY, and the court being satisficd that | | NOLO CONTENDERE, | i gw GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, D Ii-. E‘* Pl
-ﬁ L—.J NOYT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged SR NS
There being a finding/VItERf ,
LX 1 GUILTY. Jack ¢, Silver, Clerk

Defendant has becn convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having vidlated ﬂiji.sn P‘S'T@LQGUBT
FINDING & \ Sections 2314 and 2, as charged in Count 1 of the Indictment.
JUDGMENT ,

) The court asked whether defendant had anyihing 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 guilly as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Altorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

Comnt 1 ~ Pive (5) Years
SENTENCE

OR IT I8 FURTRER OMDERED that the sentence imposed herein shall
PROBATION | ¥UR concurrant with the sentence imposed in Case Wo. 77-CR~48.

ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

"3

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 impaosed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at

OF any lime 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 a4 violation occurring during the probation period. . : ' e

>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 .
HECUH.ﬂrMEH and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
i shal or other qualified officer,
DATION
-/
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY DN
SIGNED BY
L.x...l .5, District Judge: THIS DATE
L ] U.S. Maglistrate ’ ) BY . e

{ JCLERK

Date _ §=10=F7 | { ) OEPUTY
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United States of America vs. United Svates Distriet Court for

e e -1 L HORTHERN DISIRICT OF OKLAMOMA __ _
DEFENDANT

- - _— DOCKET NO. | 77-CR-51 |

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER o 245 6170

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P P 10 77

COUNSEL Le.._J WITHOUT COQUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appuointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

X JWITHCOUNSEL | Pencile K, Williams, Jr., Retained _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ J

{Name of counsel)

T R
LX_J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that { | NOLO CONTENDERE, J I\E GSIL'LQ E

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea, o )
v - ,‘ ’lgj{ .’.

—_— L NOY GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/vgegigheof ot t : - Jack G, Silvat ; Glerk
LX 1 GUILTY. U S DISTRICT GQURT

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s} of having violated Title 18, U.S8.C.,

::'NDI:;:::; > Bection 2314, as charged in Count 1 of the Indictment.

_—

\ The court asked whethers defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced Because, no suffluent cause to the contrary
was shown, or- appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defcndam guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant Is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his asthorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

Comnt 1 ~ Pive (5) Years

SENTENLE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that sentence imposed herein is not to run
concurreat with sentence now being served on State charge.
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 of extend the penod of probation, and at
oF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation peried of five years permltted by [aw, may |ssue a warrant and revoke

PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.

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

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

COMMITME .
RECOMME:T and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
DATION - shal or other qualified officer.
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY : ’
k__l (.5, District Jadge . THIS DATE
L1 U.5. Magistrate ’ Vo oBY e

{ JCLERK

H. DALE COOK . [ L PN . © Se— { ) DEPUTY
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United States of America vs. United du~tes Distriet Court for
b e 1 L _NORTEERN DISTRICT OF OKLANOMA
DEFENDANT ~  mooXER T. JOWES, JR.
b e I DOCKET No. P |___ T T~CR~64 J

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER o0 245 s/

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date —P—— € 10 77

COUNSEL L—J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counse! and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon walved assistance of counsel.

X JWITHCOUNSEL ' _ _ _ _ _ _ __Texxy L. Neltsar, Retained  _ _ __ _ _ ]

{Name of counsel)

.‘~: - ] .
PLEA LX_ | GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that i | NOLO CONTENDERE, ﬁ OﬁGUﬁJYE D
there is a factual basis for the plea,

AT

- e

—_ L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged . .
There being a finding/ratiCaOf - Jack C. Silver, Clerk

LX 1 GUILTY. U. S. DISTRICT COURY

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 21, U.8.C.
ioics | Sectic $43(b), as charged ia the Iaforwatica. ’ ’

JUDGMENT

AR

\ - The court asked whether defendant had anythlng to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no su,ffnaent cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the cour], 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 authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

SENTENCE (2) Years

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 generat 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 reaximum probation period of five years pcrmltted by Iaw may 1ssue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation gccurning during the probation period, o

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

that the defendant be placed in in institwtion e s ordered that the Clerk deliver

vheres oan nﬂ-’“ treatmen a certified copy o is judgmen
ng:ngg::::‘- miﬁt’iﬂ t for his dm and commitment to the U.5. Mar-

DATION i on. shal or other qualified officer.
-_
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

SIGNED BY
Lag! U.S. District Juage o . THIS DATE
L1 U.S, Magistrate ’ . ey o

{ }CLERK

pate __6=10=77 ( )} DEPUTY

S SO : e oy Ce S
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United States of America vs. United Suvates Distriet COI.u‘t for
e o o | | NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

—_——— e L T T . J

OEFENDANT JOHN HUBERT THOMPSON
e . DOCKET NO. P | 77-CR-69 I

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 10 245 10,5

In the presénce of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date - 6 10 77

COUNSEL L—d 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.

X _IWITHCOUNSEL . __ _ _ _ _ _ Joa Sharp, Court Appointed _ _ _ __ _ _ ]

{Name of counsel)

PLEA &__J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that 1 ] NOLO CONTENDERE, NOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, g%* g E E D

— L. NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged b
There being a finding MBtIN of T f
X1 GUILTY. ;
- Jack C. Silver, Clerk

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Ti Hl S, ﬁs-rmc-ﬁ mURI
FINDING & | Section 841(a) (1), as charged in Count 1 of the Indictment.
JUDGMENT . - L :

RS f

‘ ..} The court asked whether defendant had- anything to say why judgmerit should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the cohtrary
T | ‘was shown, br appeared to the couit, the coupt adludged the défendant guilty as charged and convicted and drdered that: The defendant is

hereby committed to the custody of the Auom;‘.y General or bis authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

Count 1 - Pifteen (13) Years, with a special parole term of
sENTeEnce | TR (10} Years, to commence at the expiration of the sentence imposed
OR >heroin. IT I8 FURTHER ORDERED that ths sentence imposed herein run
PRoBATION | COncurreat with the sentence imposed in Count 1 of Case No. 77-CRr-37.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant pay a fine unto the United

ORDER
States of America in the amount of $20,000, and the defendant shall
h; l;eld until the fine is paid or until he is released by due process
of law.
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 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 to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

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

c::égg::g:.r and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
) shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
J . .
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY

THIS DATE

Lx..l U.S. District Judge,

Lie—d U.S. Magistrate ) X i \_,«;, ;::'g, /‘{wuf'r {’é} ) A ey _ ‘
e St W g = A

D - ( }CLERK ‘

Date 6~-10-77 ] { ) DEPUTY
v

U ‘ T
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern District of Ok lahoma

United States of America ) Criminal No. 77—CR-66/

vs.

FlL
N oPeN CEOU'F:'\')T

‘Ui 8 1977

Jack C. Silver, Clerk

U. S. DISTRICT coyrr
Pursuant to Rule 48(a)} of the Federal Rules of Criminal

Cheri Denise Roberts

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the Northern District of ©Oklahoma

ment
hereby dismisses Riwx_Counts II and III of the Indict- against
(indictnent, information, complaint)

Cheri Denise Roberts, defendant.

HUBERT A, MARLOW, Acting
United States Attorney

Ree. .50

Asst.United States Attorney
BEN F. BAKER

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

United States District Judge
Date: June 8, 1977

DOJ—1973—04
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JUN - 81977
Jack C. Silver, Clerk

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA U. S. DISTRICT COURI

United States of America,)
)

Vs } 75-CR-21
)
)

PAUL WAYNE JACKSON REVOCATION OF PROBATION

On March 5, 1975, came the attorney for the government and the defendant
appeared in person and by counsel, Joel Wohlgemuth.,

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the defendant, upon his plea of guilty had been convicted
of having violated Title 18, U.S.C., Section 495, as charged in Count 1 of the .
Indictment.

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

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the defendant be and he was committed to the custody of
the Attorney General for treatment and supervision until discharged by the Federal
Youth Correction Act as provided by Title 18, U.S.C., Section 4209:5010(b).

The Condition of probation upon release from institution was that the defendant
make restitution of $69.95 to the U. S. Court Clerk at $5.00 a month to begin the
second month after release from institution and upon finding employment. The
Court requested a 90 day report.

On June 30, 1975, the Court entered an Order Modifying sentence of the defendant
to read as follows:

IT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant, a person eligible for treatment under the
Federal Youth Correction Act does not need commitment, and that the imposition of
sentence is suspended and the defendant is placed on four (4) years probation
pursuant to Title 18, U.S.C., Section 5010(e). IT IS ADJUDGED that the conditions
of probation are that the defendant make restitution of $69.95 to U. S. Court Clerk's
Office, Tulsa, Oklahoma, at $5.00 per month to begin the second month after release
and having found employment. Defendant is further to continue in a GED program
where he can earn a high-school, equivalence education.

Now, on this 8th day of June, 1977, came the attorney for the government and
the defendant appeared with counsel, Timothy Sullivan. 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 June 30, 1975, be revoked
and set aside and the defendant is committed to the custody of the Attorney General
for treatment and supervision until discharged by the Adult Federal Youth Correction
Act as provided by Title 18, U.S.C., Section 4216:5010(b).

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

Catn. F A e

Chief Judge, United States District Court
For the Northern District of Oklahoma
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ,_UUN.. aam

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

Jack C, Silver, Clork
tufgsﬁmsmc‘r*ﬁcoum

United States of America, )
)

Vs ) 75-CR-166-B
)
)

RANDI KARIN WILLIAMSON REVOCATTION OF PROBATION

On January 19, 1976, came the attorney for the government and the defendant
appeared in person and by counsel, Brian Reeves.

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the defendant, upon her plea of guilty had been convicted
of having violated Title 18, U.S.C., Section 1702, as charged in the Indictment.

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

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the imposition of sentence be suspended and the defendant
was placed on probation for a period of four (4) years, pursuant to the Federal
Youth Correction Act as provided by Title 18, U.S.C., Section 5010{a). The conditions
of probation were that.the defendant attend Tulsa Psychiatric Clinic under the care
of Dr. Frank Hadley, until released; stay under medical doctor's care; seek employ-
ment and stay employed; stay with grandparents until Court approves of move; and
avoid association with drug users and criminals.

Now, on this 8th day of June, 1977, came the attorney for the government and
the defendant appeared with counsel, Tony Waller. 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 January 19, 1976, be
revoked and set aside and the defendant is committed to the custody of the Attorney
General for treatment and supervision until discharged by the Federal Youth
Correction Act as provided by Title 18, U.S.C., Section 5010(b). The Court
recommends placement in a Woman's Drug Center.

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.

(oo & Eomrons

Chief Judge, United States District Court
For the Northern District of Oklahoma
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JUN o 1977 Q)/
Northern District of Oklahoma oo
Ja ?‘.A.-_ ,; i‘]’_.«,l.-
U S BISTI ey SR
United States of America {Jriminal No. 77=CR-42<C
vs.

JOHN HUBERT THOMPSON, ET RL.

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

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

Attorney for the Northern District of _ Oklahoma

hereby dismisses the Indictment against
(indictment, information, complaint)

@
? . -
¥ fﬁ 1 .

Karen R. Brooks defendant.

.
LA
. T -1

.
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- & -
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E)
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%; yrk /2# ‘_.// Y /

Agst. United States Attorney

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

United States District Judge

Date:- ‘/Z /77

k]
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE, 197>
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA U ok ¢ i
A il
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) Qpy
Plaintiff, )
V. ) NO. 76-CR-148-B
: . )
JAMES H. CUNNINGHAM, ET AL., )
- Defendants. )
ORDER

The Court upon receipt of two letters from the wife and a letter
from the nine-year-old son of the Defendant, James H. Cunningham, has
again reviewed the file, the transcripts of the plea and sentences, the
18 U.S.C. § 4205(c) study and pre-sentence reports, the prior Rule 35,
Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, motion by counsel on behalf of the
said defendant, and the numercus letters and. petitions seeking lenient
consideration for this Defendant.

Following this review, study and reflection, and being fully ad-
vised in the premises, the Court finds that the sentence imposed the
24th day of February, 1977, should be reduced.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the Judgment and Sentence entered
herein on February 24, 1977, be and it is hereby modified to the fol-
lowing:

The Defendant, James H. Cunningham, is hereby committed to the

custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative

for a period of two (2) years and it is further ordered that the

Defendant, James H. Cunningham, may become eligible for parole

at such time as the Parole Commission may determine as provided

in 18 U.S.C. § 4205(b) (2).

Dated this /¥ day of June, 1977, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

Coa. &

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




