FILED

DEC 29 1978

Jack C. Silver, Clor
U. S. DISTRICT CnunT

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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff-Respondent,

)
)
V. }) NOS. 78-C-413-B
) 76~CR-13
PHILLIP BRADLEY POLK, )
Defendant~Movant. )
ORDEHR .

The Court has for consideration a motion pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

§ 2255 filed pro se, in forma pauperis, by Phillip Bradley Polk. The
cause has been assigned civil Case No. 78-C-413-B and docketed in his
criminal Case No. 76-CR-13.

Movant is a prisoner in the Oklahoma State Penitentiary, McAlester,
Oklahoma, and a detainer is filed pursuant to conviction and sentence in
this Federal Court. His Federal conviction is upon jury conviction of
Count One, conspiracy in violation of 18 U.S.cC. § 371, and on Counts Two
and Three, the substantive offenses, of causing interstate transportation
of forged securities in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 2314. He was sentenced
March 11, 1976, to 10 years' imprisonment on each Count Two and Three,
the sentence on Count Three to run concurrently with the sentence on
Count Two. On Count One, the imposition of sentence was suspended and
he was placed on 5 years' probation, to commence on expiration of the
sentence on Counts Two and Three, and it is a condition of probation that
he make restitution of $235.00 within the first three years of probation,
payable at the rate of $8.00 per month. The conviction and sentence were

affirmed on direct appeal. United States v. Polk, 550 F.2d 1265 (10th

Cir. 1977) cert. denied 434/ U. 3. 838 (1977).

In his § 2255 motion, Movant demands his release from custody and
as grounds therefor claims that he is being deprived of his liberty in
violation of his rights guaranteed by the Constitution of the United

States of America. 1In particular, Movant claims:

1. The Trial Court's failure to give cautionary instruction
on testimony of accomplices is plain error requiring re-
versal of conviction.

2. Defendant's conviction violates the Supreme Court mandate
of Giglio v. United States, 405 U. S. 150 (1972) in that
it was not made known +o the jury when co-defendant testi-
fied that he had been promised leniency for his testimony.
Further, defense counsel was not advised prior to the trial
that co-defendant was entering a plea of guilty causing
prejudice to Movant.




3. There was insufficient evidence to prove the essential
elements of the crimes charged. :

The Court has carefully reviewed the motion, supplement, letters
from the Movant, and criminal file. Being fully advised in the premises,
the Court finds that the claims presented are without merit, there is no
necessity for response or evidentiary hearing, and the § 2255 motion

should be denied.

Movant's first claim is without merit, as the jury was instructed:

"An accomplice is one who unites with another person in the

commission of a crime, voluntarily and with common intent.

An accomplice does not become incompetent as a witness be-

cause of participation in the crime charged. On the con-

trary, the testimony of an accomplice alone, if believed by

the jury, may be of sufficient weight to sustain a verdict

of guilty, even though not corroborated or supported by

other evidence. However, the jury should keep in mind that

such testimony is always to be received with caution and

welghed with great care.

"You should never convict a defendant upcon the unsupported

testimony of an alleged accomplice, unless you believe that

unsupported testimony beyond a reasonable doubt.

"The plea of guilty of one alleged to be an accomplice with

reference to the charges involved herein is no evidence of

the guilt of the defendant on trial and gives rise to no in-

ference against the defendant on trial."

Movant's second claim is not true and is unsupported by fact. There
was a plea-bargain by Movant's co-defendant, but it was not entered to
obtain the co-defendant's testimony at Movant's trial. The plea bargain
appears of record in the trial transcript. The co-defendant pled guilty
to Counts One and Two, Count Three was dismissed, and the Government
stated of record that it interpcsed no objection to Defendant's request
that the sentence imposed by the Federal Court be recommended to run con-
currently with a sentence he faced in the State Court. The co-defendant
was duly sentenced for his crime. Further, the plea was entered at the
last minute before the trial commenced, and defendant and his counsel
were present. The jury, of course, was excused for the plea proceedings
to avoid any possible prejudice to the Movant. This second claim is with-
out merit.

Movant's third claim that there was insufficient evidence to prove
the essential elements of the crime is also without merit. The trans-

cript clearly shows that the jury's verdict of guilty was not so devoid

of evidentiary support that a dusa process issue is raised. Lorraine v.

United States, 444 F.2d 1 (10th Cir. 1971); Williams v. United States,

371 F.2d 536 (l0th Cir. 1967).




IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the motion pursuant to 28 U.Ss.C.

§ 2255 of Phillip Bradley Polk be and it is hereby overruled and dis-

missed.

Dated this Qz%i'day of December, 1978, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

&

ek iy
Cetss, o
S -~

CHIEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT

COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA




FILED
DEC 23073 /W‘/

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Jack C. threr} Olarly

U. S. DISTRICT COUPT

NOS. 78=C=357<B
nggf{% 21 )

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff-Respondent,
V. .

PAUL WAYNE JACKSON,

L . L )

Defendant-Movant.

ORDER

The Court has for consideration a motion pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

§ 2255 of Paul Wayne Jackson. The motion has been assigned civil Case
No. 78-C-357 and docketed in his criminal Case No. 75-CR-21,

Having carefully reviewed the motion and file and being fully ad-
vised in the premises, the Court finds that upon recommendation of his
Probation Officer, and for good cause shown, the Movant has been granted
an early termination of probation pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 5021(b). There-
by, his § 2255 motion is moot and should be overruled.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the motion pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

§ 2255 of Paul Wayne Jackson be and it is hereby overruled as moot and

dismissed.

A,
Dated this ozgﬁﬁ’day of December, 1978, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

CHIEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE v-% =

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA . T

Jack €. SLar, LA

U. 8. DISTRIGE feLa
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, }
Plaintiff-Respondent, )

v, ) NOS 78=C= =B

_ ) 74-CR-28

RICHARD ZACK MASON, )
Defendant-Movant. )

CRDER
The Court has for consideration a motion pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

§ 2255 filed pro se by Richard Zack Mason. The cause has been assigned
N civil Case No. 78-C-471-B and docketed in his criminal Case No. 74-CR-28.
\\\\\ Movant is a prisoner in the Oklahoma State Penitentiary, McAlester,

Oklahoma, and a detainer is filed pursuant to conviction and sentencé in
this Federal QOurt. His Federal conviction is on a plea of guilty to
Counts Two and\Three of a three-count information charging firearms of-
fenses in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 922(a) (6). He was sentenced April 2,
1974, to the maximum period on each count under 18 U.S5.C. § 4208(b) for
study and report to the Court pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 4208(¢c). There-
after, at definitive sentence on July 24, 1974, the sentence was reduced
to five years' imprisonment eligible for parole in the discretion of the
Parole Board pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 4208(a) (2) on Count Two; and on Count
Three, imposition of sentence was suspended and the Defendant (Movant here-
in) was placed on two years' probation to commence upon expiration of the
sentence in Count Two. Movant was at all times before the Federal Court
on ad prosequendum writ borrowed from the State of Oklahoma, and when de-
finitive sentence was imposed July 24, 1974, he was returned in accordance
with said writ to Oklahoma for completion of his State sentence.

In his § 2255 motion, Movant demands his release from custody and
as grounds therefor claims that he is being deprived of his liberty in
violation of his rights guaranteed by fhe Constitution of the United
States of America. 1In particular, Movant claims that the sentence imposed
April 2, 1974, was the actual sentence of the Court which was suspended by
his return to State custody after commencement of the sentence in the Fed-
eral Correctional Institution, Oxford, Wisconsin. He contends the Federal
authorities lost control over his custody by releasing him to the State
authorities and that his Federal sentence has been fully served and he

must be released therefrom and the detainer removed.




Having carefully reviewed the motion and file, and being fully ad-
vised in the premises, the Court finds that the § 2255 motion is without
merit and should be denied without requiring response or an evidentiary
hearing. Further, Movant's motion for appointment of counsel should be
overruled.

Frequently, a State waives its right to exclusive custody of a state
prisoner in order that the United States might try him upon a Federal
charge. Then, the Defendant, or a plea of guilty, is sentenced by the
Federal District Court and returned to the custody of the State. There-
after, he is turned over to a United States Marshal by the State author-
ities and delivered to the warden of the Federal penitentiary, pursuant
to commitment under the Federal sentence. The Federal sentence begiﬂs to

run on such delivery to the United States Marshal. Rohr v. Hudspeth, 105

F.2d 747 (10th Cir. 1939); Lunsford v. Hudspeth, 126 F.2d 653 (10th Cir.

1942). The Interstate Agreement on Detainers Act, 22 0.S.A. § 1345, et
seq., was effective October l; 1977, long after Movant's conviction and
sentence in 1974, and the provisions of that Act do not apply herein and
have not been considered.

As provided by 18 U.S.C. § 4208(b), "The term of the sentence shall
run from date of original commitment under this section." Movant shall re-
ceive credit on his Federal sentence for the study periocd when he starts
service of his Federal sentence, but there has been no suspension of sen-
tence that would suﬁport the relief under § 2255 he seeks.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the motion for appointment of counsel
is overruled and the motionbpursuant to 28 U.S5.C. § 2255 of Richard Zack
Mason be and it is hereby overruled and dismissed.

Dated this :ggzﬁ'day of December, 1978, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

févno«;’

CHIEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE _ ¥
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA JackC. Silver, Clerk
Y. 8 BISTRICT COURT
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, |
Plaintiff, e

v. NO. 75-CR-155-B

REGINALD EUGENE ROBINSON,
Defendant.

NUNC PRO TUNC ORDER

The Court at hearing on revocation of probation the 19th day of
December, 1978, became aware of the error in @he sentence of August 17,
1977, at a prior probation revocation proceeding of Regionald Eugene
Robinson. The Court finds that said illegal sentence should be cor-
rected pursuant to Rule 35, Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure.

The sentence of August 17, 1977, should be corrected to extend the
probationary period imposed December 3, 1975, on Count Two of the in-
dictment for two years, with the condition that six months be served
in the Halfway House, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. Further, the Defendant,
Reginald Eugene Robinson, is to resume payments of the $197.50 restitu-

tion the first month after release from the halfway house.

IT IS 50 ORDERED this 1255 day of December, 1978, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

o

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




United States of America vs. “ | United St€ B 38 DiStrict Court fc;w

HORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA |
DEFENDANT
LSFLLE{PBEE_B_ER_CE EAEDE{E_E_‘ — e 1 DOCKET NO. 3| 78-CR-120-B J
JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER  .0.24s 1753

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 12 19 78

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

£ IWITHCOUNSEL _Terry P. Malloy, Appt.  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ ]

{Name of counsel}

L GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L i NOLO CONTENDERE, £ ) NOT GUILTY
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,

L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a findinghXMadRt of
L& 1 GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hawing viclated Title 18, U.5.C.,
FINDING & > Sectlon 495, as charged in Count two of the Indictmant.

JUDGMENT |

_

Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no su-fficienrt' 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 2 - Sixty £60) months, and on the condition that the cefendant
be confined in a jail type institution for pericd of £ix (6) months,
the exeuution of the remairder of the sentance of imprisonment is

ﬂmgsum > hereby suspended and the @efendant is placed on probation for
progation | Fifty-four (54) months.
ORDER

IT 18 PURTHER ADJUDGED that the execution of the zaentence is
deferred to January 3, 1979, at £:00 P.M., at whioch time the
defendant is to present herself to the U. S. Marshal.

3

SPECIAL The apecial condition of probation is that the defendant is
CONDITIONS | €O maXe restitution in the améiint of $800.40, to the U, 8.

OF Court Clerk, for paywment to the U. S. Treasury. Faym&?ﬁa‘” ;
FROBATION | commence the second month after release from {nktitut on,fgL E D
at $15.50 a month until paid in full. _ _ ,

BEC 10075

Jack €. Silver, Clerk
e NTC T
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of grobatlon 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 peried of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a vielation 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
and commitment to the U.S. Mar-

COMMITMENT

hal lifi icer.
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer
PATION ' CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

B ——— S o THIS DATE

..*""' L . ' . T e e 2ot
stED ay ) R . - <L
| BY .

L} U.S. District Judge
{ )CLERK

L1 BRRKRNEF pate _}2-1%-78 ! { }DEPUTY




~FI1LED

0EC 175 1a7g

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT " .
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Jack C. Silver, Clerk

U: 8. BISTRICT Coury

United States of America )
)

Vs ) 75-CR-155-B
)
)

REGINALD EUGENE ROBINSON REVOCATION OF PROBATION

On December 3, 1975, came the attorney for the government and the
defendant appeared in person and by counsel, Brian Gaskill.

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the defendant, upon his plea of guilty had been
convicted of having violated Title 18, U.s.C., Section 1708 and 495, as
charged in Counts one and two of the Indictment.

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

IT WAS ADJUDGED that in Count one the defendant be commited to the
custody of the Attorney General for Nine (9) months. As to count two the
imposition of sentence was suspended and defendant placed on probation
for a period of three (3) years. The condition of probation was that
defendant make restitution in the amount of $197.50, payable to Court
Clerk in payments of at least $10.00 a month to begin the first month
after release from institution.

On August 17, 1977, came the attorney for the government and the
defendant appeared with counsel, William R. Berger. It being shown to
the Court that the defendant had violated the terms and conditions of
said probation,

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the Order of Probation in Count two entered
on December. 3, 1975, as corrected by Order of December 19, 1978, extended
for two (2) years the probaticn of the defendant and imposed as a special
condition of probation that defendant reside at the Halfway House, Oklahoma
City, Oklahoma, for six (6) months. IT WAS FURTHER ADJUDGED that defendant
was to resume payments on restitution the first month after release from
the Halfway House.

Now, on this 19th day of December, 1978, came the attorney for the
government and the defendant appeared with counsel Fred L. Boss. 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 August 17,
1977, as corrected by Order of December 19, 1978, be revoked and set
aside and the defendant is commited to the custody of the Attorney.
General for Six (6) years under Count two.

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.

(L.,
Chief Judge, United States District Court
for the Northern District of Oklahoma
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LHOH UNDZED eay 2 DICTRICT COURT ROR THE DEC 15 Y978
NURTHERN DT TRICT GF OKLATIIOMA ‘D

| Jack C. Silver, Cierk
JUNITED DTATST OF AMERICA, U.S. DISTRIET COURT
t Plaintiff, ) yd

. b

Ve No. 78-CR-107_-3

LCLARDTEY CRUDLEY,
o Defendant,

URDHR ZUSTAINENG DEFENDANT 'S MCTION
To_REDUCHE SENTENCE FPURSUANT T RULE 35

i un this, the 14th day of December, 1978, there comes on
h
ﬁbefore me, the undersigned Chief Judge of this Court, pursuant to

”the Nefice given by the Clerk of this Court, dated the 8th day

of Decenber, 1973, nd filed herein, Defendant's Motion to Reduce
sentence Mursuasnt to Rul: 35, and the above-named Tlaintiff,
ﬁUnited states of America, being represented by Hubert H. Bryant,
i
ﬁUnited states Mtborney, Oy George Carrasquillo, Assistant United
d:tatcu “ttorney, and bhe above-named Defendanb-Movent, Claricca
 CrosLuy, being precent in open Court and represented by her 9
i;a.tt:or‘ney, T, Gavin King.,
chereupon, the Court, having read bDefendant's Motion to
;Reduoe centence Tursusant o Rule 55 and Brief in Support Thcreof

s and hrving heard Defendint'z statement in o,en Court of her

contrition and firm purpose of amendment, nd the Court, bheing well

Hund truly cdvised in the premises,
b

5? [T 18, THERBI'ORE, URDERID, ADJUDGED, AND DECREKD that

“Defendont's tlobion Go Reduce Sentence Purcuani to Rule 35 should
be, and the same 1s hereby, sustained and sranted.

T I5, FURTHYR, ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECRLLD that the

i
rI
ﬂsentence heretofore, to-wit, on the 7th day of November, 1973,
]
Anposad on o sald oelend int, to-wit:

l

H
? on Court T:  eighteen, (18), months in the custody
' of"” the Attormey General;

an Sourt [L: eighteen, (13), months in the custody
ol the Attorney General, to run concurrently with the
sencence imponed relative o Court I

on court ILL: cighteen, (18), months in the custody
of the Attorney General, to run concurrently wibth the
sentences iupnsed relative to Counts I and IT; and

en Court IV Five, (9), years on probation,




.'nhouiJ be, #rd the oame jo bereby, reduced o the time‘served by
iDefcndant in the custody of the Attorney General and that gsaid
Hreduction, ag aforeseid, includes Defendant's being released from .
Lbeing on probation, |

LUED, PHEAENORY, CRDERLD, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that
jDefenduut chould be, and she Lo hereby, ordered released Torthwith, '

IT I35, FURTHER, ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that

!
i

ﬁDefendunt's bond should be, and the same isg hereby, released and

cxronor.hed,

Allen [i, Barrow, Chiel Judge

ELTHED STATS NPTORNEY,




United States of America vs. United S B 'tes D iStl‘ict Court for

DEFENDANT LEROY JOMES a/k/a "RIF* =~ — oo mmmm T A —

DOCKET NO. *] 77"{:&"'42 ]

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

the defendant appeared in person on this date - 12 15 78

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

& | WITH COUNSEL L James W. Pranswin, Retained ]

{Name of counsel) -0 -
o - o
=L E D

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

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
Fmm o o imms
Plw oo o
— L2 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/MKEX of X jeck C
L= GUILTY. B

{
U S
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hawing wviolated T. 21,
FINDING & & Section B43(b), as charged 1n_ Count Three of the Indictment.

JUDGMENT

—_
Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be promounced. 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 commitied to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

Count 31 - Two (2) Ysars

SENT:M:E >, It i ordered that the execution of sentence is deferred until
0 December 27, 1978, at 9:00 a.m., at which time the defmndant shall

"“g: I'q“" report to the United States Marshal.

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATICN

ADDITIONAL .
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the gemerat 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 4 _maximum probation peried of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probatior period.

>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, .
It is ordered that the Clerk deliver

a certified copy of this judgment

COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATEON CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
e
THI5 DATE
Sﬁ;NED BY } ‘
L—_J u.s. District Judge W TALE 00K J ey
. { )CLERK
12-15~78
L U.S. Magistrate Date I ( ) DEPUTY

_h
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United £, ates District Court s

Lg%omax DISTRICT OF ORLAHCMA |

United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT
RILLY GENE TRAMMELL R -
[ _1 DOCKET NO., P | 78-CR-111-B |

A0-245 [FEE

[n the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P\ 12 14 78

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

the court and the defendant thereupon walved assistance of counsel.

COUNSEL L__J WITHOUT COUNSEL

have counsel apoointed by

X wiTHCOUNSEL L James ¥rasseln, Ret. _ _ _ __ . - — ———— !
{Name of counsel}
__| GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L INOLO CONTENDERE, L_}L_J NOT GUILTY
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
———j L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a PR/ verdict of A
¥y GUILTY.
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s} of having violated Title- 13, U.s.C.,
FINDING & saction 2315, as charged in the Indictment. ' ,
JUDGMENT | . o
-
dgment should not be pr;nounced. Because no sufficient cause to the coﬁtrary

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything o say why ju
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the d
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representati

FOUR And OKE-HALY (4 & 1/2) YEARS. FElLED

efendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
ve for imprisonment for a period of

SENTENCE
R )
DEC 14

PROBATION

ORDER
Q! Mol
Jack €. Sifver, w:ars
e Y AR
1. S. DISTRICT !
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
oF _
PROBATION o
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probatios imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on tf
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and ;
OF any time during the probation period or within 4 maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revol

PROBATION probation for a vielation occurring during the probation period.

J—

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

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

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
CERTIFIEDR AS A TRUE COPY ON
—_
THIS DATE
SHENED BY ’
L1 u.S. District Judge ) BY e e —
{ )JCLERK
12-14-7
Date 1 8 _] { ) DEPUTY

KRXRXILRNA
L J U.5. Magistrate

_ e




United £ ates Distriet Court for
L MORTHERN DISTRICY OF ORLAHOME ]

United States of America vs,

DEFENDANT
I_JAEE:S CARREL LUMAN BOCKET NO. P | 78-CR~111-B |

_________________ —1

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER  so-2es (303

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 12 14 78

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 thereupan waived assistance of counsel.

X WITHCOUNSEL L vames Fransein, Ret. =~ =~ _ ]

{Name of counsel)

..—J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | i NOLO CONTENDERE, 1 LS | NOT GUILTY
PLEA there is a factital basis for the plea,

Lew.d NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a K/ verdict of .
£ GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hawing violatad Title 1%, U.S.C.,
FINDING & & Section 23115, as charged in the _‘_'_Indicmnt. :

JUDGMENT

8

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

EIGHT and ONE~HALF (B8 & 1/2) YEARS. F l L E D

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION DEC 1 d r
ORDER .,
Jack.C. Silver, Cloy
U.S. DISTRICT ooy

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL ) ‘
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probaticn 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 niay change the conditions of prabation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at

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

PROBATION prabation 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
and commitment to the U.S. Mar-

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
D
ATION CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
_— S
THIS DATE

SWBNED BY }
L—] U.5. Districl Judge : B -
12-14-78 ( )cLERK

]_ﬂcu.s. Magistrate Date | ( ) DEPUTY




United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

COUNSEL

%] WITH COUNSEL

PLEA

)

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

S

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

—

SIGfD BY

L—1 u.S. District Judge

L f a.s. ﬁagistraza

the defendant appearcd in person on this date

L] WITHOUT COUNSEL

L_};J GUILTY, and the court being satisficd thal

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

©

United S .tes District Court r

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER o 2+5 3H]

MONTH

12

DAY

14

YEAR

78

In the presence of the attorney for the government

—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.

EJ1 L E D

{Name of counsel)

L___1NOLO CONTENDERE, | NOTGERTY g 177>

Jack C. Sitver, C!
U. 8. DISTRICT (0

there is a factual basis for the plea,

2R

L——J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

X,

arged of the offense(s
cimxgnd in

i

There being a finding/veld¥# of Hi ]

GUILTY.

Defen
& Indictmént.

t has been convicted as'ch

on 2312,2, as.

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be promounced. 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

Treatment and supervision until discharged by the Adult Federal
Youth Correctlon Act as provided in Title 18, U.5.C., Section
4216:5010(b).

In addition to the special conditions of probation impnosed 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, redu.e or extend the period of probation, and at
any time during the probation period or within & maximum probation period of five years permilted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
prabation for a violation eccurring during the probation period.

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

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

THIS DATE

Rt

} CLERK
) DEPUTY

12-14~78

Date
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United States of America vs. Unlted S "tes DiStrict Court for
L BORTHERN DXSTRICT OF ORLAPONMA )

DEFENDANT
LJ%%,W_W e - DOCKET NO. P | 78-CR-119-8 1

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER o2+ il

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

the defendant appeared in person on this date P 12 14 78

COUNSEL L) WITHOUT COUNSEL. However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appeinted by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel,

X jwitHcounseL L Teny L. Wallexr, Ret. _ _ _ __ _ .. _ _ =1L E D_,

L.x_l GUILTY, and the court being satisfied tha: | | NOLO CONTENDERE, 1 NB‘EEUHLE“N? N

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
L__J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged Jack C. Sityer, Clerk
W . . o TEY
There being a finding/WaKt of X U. S, D}STR:ST rlFT
L 1 GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.5.C.,
FINDING & &Wﬁ 2312,2, as chlxqad in the Indictment. :

JUDGMENT

\ 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 courl. 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 imprisanment for a period of

Forty-eight (48)months, and on the condition that the defendant be
confined in a jail type institution for period of Three (3) months,
the exscution of the remainder of the sentence of imprisonment is
SENTENCE >hareby suspended and the defendant is placed on probation for

OR forty-£five (45) months.

PROBATION
ORDER | 37 IS FURTHER ADJUDGED that the execution of sentence i3
defexred. to. Januaxry 3, 1379, at 19:00 A.M., at wahich time
the defendant is to present himeelf to the U. S. Marshal.

SPECIAL
conpiTions | The spheial conditions of probation are that the defendant not

OF assofmibomith known criminals: stay employed with his father
proBaTION |and support family. -

ADDATIONAL
CONDITIONS in addition to the special condilipns of probation irr posed above, e 1
reverse side of this judgment be imposcd. The Court may change the conditions of probation, redu
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permi

PROBATION probation for a violation ogeurring during the prohation period.

it is hercby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
ce or extend the period of probation, and at
tted by law, may Issue a warrant and revoke

g

>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
and commitment to the U.S, Mar-

COMMITMENT o
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
— A
THIS DATE
miNED BY }
L") w.s. District Judge Il BY
12-14-78 ¢ erenK

L RRRERARAR Date | ¢ )DEPUT




FILED

DEC 141978
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 14

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA .
Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

UNLITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
Plaintiff-Respondent,
V. NOS. 78-C-427-B
76-CR-158
R. D. BROWN,

Defendant-Movant.

ORDER

The Court has for consideration the motion pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

§ 2255 of R. D. Brown. The cause has been assigned civil Case No. 78-
C-427-B and docketed in the criminal Case No. 76-CR-158. Movant also
has a pending motion pursuant to Rule 35, Federal Rules of Criminal Pro-
cedure, seeking discreticnary modification of sentence.

Movant is serving a sentence to sixty months, six months in a jail-
type institution, and the remaining fifty-four months on probation with
the special condition that he make restitution in the amount of $3,065.00
at the rate of $56.76 a month to begin‘the second month after his release
from confinement. Sentence was imposed following Movant's conviction by
jury of conspiracy to commit interstate transportation of falsely made
and forged securities in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 371. The Tenth Circuit
Court of Appeals affirmed the conviction by mandate filed July 24, 1978,
an@ received by this United States District Court on August 17, 1978.

Movant asserts as grounds for his § 2255 motion that there is a wide
disparity in sentencing between this Movant, R. D. Brown, and his co- |
conspirators. He further contends that rehabilitation and deterrence
may be achieved without the necessity of incarceration.

The‘Court having carefully reviewed the pending motions and file,
and being fully advised in the premises, finds that there is no need for
response or evidentiary hearing and the § 2255 motion should be denied.

A claim of excessive sentence as compared to that of co-defendants is
without merit and will not support a § 2255 motion, as identical punish-
ment for like crimes is not required by the Fourteenth Amendment; and,
there is no constitutional requirement that prisoners charged under the
same statute, or different statutes, should receive like or comparable
sentences so long as each sentence imposed is within the range provided

by law. Williams v. Oklahoma, 358 U. S. 576, 585 (1959) reh. denied 359




U. S. 956; Williams v. New York, 337 U. S. 241 (1949) reh. denied 337

U. 5. 961, 338 U. S. 841l; Andrus v. Turner, 421 F.2d 290 (10th Cir. 1970):

United States v. Baer, 575 F.2d 1295 (10th Cir. 1978).

Further, treating the § 2255 motion as a motion for discretionary
modification of sentence conjointly with the pending motion for such re-
lief, the Court finds that under the circumstances before the Court the
sentence imposed was lenient, proper, and within the range provided by
the law violated. The sentence should not be set aside or reduced.

IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the motion pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

§ 2255 of R. D. Brown be and it is hereby overruled and dismissed.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Rule 35, Federal Rules of Criminal

Procedure, motion for discretionary modification of sentence be and it

is hereby overruled.

Dated this Zj-ééday of December, 1978, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

& s

CHIEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT

COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA
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DEC 1 4 1978,

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE .
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA lack C. Sitver, Clerk

U. S. DISTRICT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff-Respondent,

v. NOS. 78-C-426-B

76-CR-158
LACY LEE PARKER,

Defendant—-Movant.

ORDER

The Court has for consideration the motion pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

§ 2255 of Lacy Lee Parker. The cause has been assigned civil Case No.
78-C-426-B and docketed in the criminal Case No. 76-CR-158, Movant also
has a pending motion pursuant to Rule 35, Federal Rules of Criminal Pro-
cedure, seeking discretionary mcdification of sentence.

Movant is a prisoner in the United States Penitentiary, Leavenworth,
Kansas, pursuant to conviction ky jury of five counts of an indictment
charging conspiracy and substnative counts of transporting in interstate
commerce forged securities in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 371 and §§ 2314
and 2. He was sentenced on Court One to two years' imprisonment and on
Counts Two, Three, Four and Five, the imposition of sentence was sus-
pended and he was placed on five years probation as to each count, Counts
Three, Four and Five to run concurrently with Count Two. It was a special
condition of probation that Movant make $12,439.00 restitution at the
rate of $230.35 a month. The Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals affifmed
the conviction by mandate filed July 24, 1978, and received by this United
States District Court on August 17, 1978.

Movant asserts as grounds for his § 2255 motion that there is a wide
disparity in sentencing between this Movant, Lacy Lee Parker, and his co-
conspirators. He further asserts that rehabilitation and deterrence may
be achieved through the present probation restrictions and requirement of
restitution without the necessity of incarceration.

The Court having carefully reviewed the pending motions and file,
and being fully advised in the premises, finds that there is no need for
response or evidentiary hearing and the § 2255 motion should be denied.

A claim of excessive sentence as compared to that of co-defendants is
without merit and will not support a § 2255 motion, as identical punish-

ment for like crimes is not required by the Fourteenth Amendment; and,




there is no constitutional requirement that prisoners charged under the
same statute, or different statutes, should receive like or comparable
sentences so long as each sentence imposed is within the range provided

by law. Williams v. Oklahoma, 358 U. S. 576, 585 (1959) reh. denied 359

U. S. 956; Williams v. New York, 337 U. S. 241 (1949) reh. denied 337

U. S. 961, 338 U. S. 84]1; Andrus v. Turner, 421 F.2d 290 (10th Cir. 1970);

United States v. Baer, 575 F.2d 1295 (10th Cir. 1978).

Further, treating the § 2255 motion as a motion for discretiocnary
modification of sentence conjointly with the pending motion for such re-
lief, the Court finds that under the circumstances before the Court the
sentence imposed was lenient, proper, and within the range provided by
the laws violated. The sentence should not be set aside or reduced.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the motion pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

§ 2255 of Lacy Lee Parker be and it is hereby overruled and dismissed.

IT I5 FURTHER ORDERED that the Rule 35, Federal Rules of Criminal

Procedure, motion for discretionary modification of sentence be and it

is hereby overruled.

Dated this ézfégday of December, 1978, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

(oo & oo

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




United States of America vs. - United s ‘]‘tes DiStriCt Court for

A N R . A L T T s i’ v i e

DEFENDANT

l_s_élir'.!. EAE‘E_ §U§C§ .%@?ER_ e o} DOCKET NO. *I

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 1o zes€ER)

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

the defendant appeared in person on this date P 12 1z 78

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.

__X|WITH COUNSEL __Terry P. Malloy, Appt. = __ _ _ __ _ . ]

{Name of counsel)

| GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that i ] NOLO CONTENDERE, L_ X NOT GUILTY

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
_—j L_X1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged , and the Indictment
There being a finding/Fkaat of iz dismlssed as to Count One.
L1 GUILTY.
Deien’dani X is not guilty as to Count One, as
FINDING & & ' :
JUDGMENT

SENTENCE
OR -;]: IR AN AT
[
PROBATION
RDER
ﬂ DE JA !P p r“‘*'fﬁr rg_\ li
aCe L. SiIEr, LI
-+
1. S ESTRICT R
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation impused above, it is hereby ordered that the ge eral conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, redu.e of extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted ty law, may issue a warrant and revoke

PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation peried.

>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It is ordered that the Clerk deliver

a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.S, Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.

RECOMMEN-
DATION
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
- ./
o Lo e THIS DATE

Z R I

L** J u.s. District Judge I BY -
{ )CLERK
5. Magistrate Date 12“12“78 ] { ) DEPUTY
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE Jack C. Silver, C‘eﬂéﬂ
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA U. S. DISTRICT COU

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

)
Plaintiff, )

V. ) NO. 78-CR-104-B
)
KENNETH RUSSELL BUTTERWORTH, JR., )
et al., )
Defendants. )

NUNC PRO TUNC ORDER
The scrivener's error in the Order of the Court dated and filed U

December 11, 1978, should be corrected to reflect that the sentence of
Kenneth Russell Butterworth, Jr., imposed November 29, 1978, was to
thirty-six months on the condition that the said Defendant be confined
in a jail~type institution for & period of three months and the execu-
tion of the remainder of the sentence was suspended and the Defendant
placed on probation for thirty-three months. Execution of the sentence
was deferred until 9:30 a.m. Wednesday, December 6, 1978. Said sentence
was incorrectly transcribed from a co-defendant's Judgment and Commitment
Order in the Order of December 11, 1978.

The Court has reviewed the motion, file, and objection by the
Government to the Rule 35 motion for modification of sentence of Kenneth
Russell Butterworth, Jr., and being fully advised in the premises finds
that under the circumstances before the Court the sentence as oriéinally
imposed November 29, 1978, is lenient and proper and should not be re-
duced.

IT 15, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the scrivener's error in the Court's
Order of December 11, 1978, regarding the sentence imposed November 29,
1978, upon Kenneth Russell Butterworth, Jr., be and it is hereby cor-
rected.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the motion for discretionary modifica-
tion of sentence pursuant to Rule 35, Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure,
of Kenneth Russell Butterworth, Jr., be and it is hereby overruled.

Dated this a;ﬁﬂ day of December, 1978, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

(Ze.. L. S Prrons™

CHIEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT

COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA




‘ United S ites Distriet Court for

United States of America vs.
L NORTHERE DISTRICT OF CELAHOMA 1

.—_..-__..._,_._....—_._..._—_._.—._,_—_.—_.—

DEFENDANT

L_?EBVERLY ANN LATTIE I DOCKET NO. P | 78-CR-126~B |

P LY (5/75}

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date . Pp— 1z 11 78
COUNSEL L] 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 waived assistance of counsel.
X witHCOUNSEL L ATt Fleak, Appt. _ _ —— ————— —— =Ty 7 =
{Name of counsel) = E !ﬂ E— :
|__x__1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L__INOLO CONTENDERE, L__ 1 NOT GUILTY
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea, NES Gy AT
0 SN S A
L___J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged - N

Al & Tihear Dlard
There being a finding/ W68t of X $8CK L Rl wOr
X GUILTY. 0. S, DiSTRiT £ou.

Defe thasb icted as charged of the-off i having violated ritle 18, U.S5.C.
gendagthas b cpnvicld 4 438 A0 Sharged 4n Counts ome and tvo of '

FINDING & Indictment .

JUDGMENT

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that:
Kt A KAt L T A RN TE I ety Pt i th-OR s

ap
g % ] ftas

Counts 1 & 2 - The imposition of sentence is suspended and the
defendant is hereby placed on probation for a period of Five (5)
SENTENCE pgears as to each count. Count 2 to run concurrently with Count 1.
. OR
PROBATION
ORDER

- The special conditions of probation are that t.hs: dﬁfandant mke
CU!:D::';?ULNS regtitution in the amount of $170.66 to the Cowrt Clerk. Paykents
to begin in February, 1979, at $5.00 a month until paid in full:

OF
PROBATION :ﬁz :hat. defendant not associate with aany kinown criminals or drug
Rastitution for payment to the U. 5. Treasury.
ADDITIONAL _
is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on thi

CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probatior impased above, it
I reverse side of this judgment be imposed, The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce of exten

K OF - any time duting the probation period or within 2 maximum probation period of five years permitted by law,
PROBATION Lprobation for a violation occurring during the proha.tion‘ period. 7

d the period of probation, and a
may issue a warrant and revek

 —

. The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
f It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
; a certified copy of this judgment
/ COMMITMENT a:dl commitment_tf) the US Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE coPY ON
e/
THiS DATE
SIGNED BY ) LA I e
L} U.S. District Judge N N - el
{ ) CLERK

s o 2k Date 12-11-78 | ( ) DEPUTY

e
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA )
Jack €. Silver, Clark

U. S. DISTRILT COURE

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

v. NC. 78-CR-104-B

KENNETH RUSSELL BUTTERWORTH, JR.,
et al.,

Defendants.
O RDER

The Court has for consideration the motion for discretionary mod-
ification of sentence pursuant to Rule 35, Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure, made by counsel on behalf of the Defendant, Kenneth Russell
Butterworth, Jr.

Having carefully reviewed the motion, file, and opposition of the
prosecution, the Court, being fully advised in the premises, finds that
the Rule 35 motion should be overruled.

Defendant Butterworth was sentenced November 29, 1978, to the max-
imum period of fifteen years pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 4205(d) for study
and report to the Court, said sentence subject to modification at the
time of definitive sentence in accordance with 18 U.S.C. § 4205(c).
Execution of the sentence was deferred to December 6, 1978. The Court
declines to reduce the sentence prior to review of the § 4205 report
and definitive sentence.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the motion for discretionary modifi-
cation of sentence pursuant to Rule 35, Federal Rules of Criminal Pro-
cedure, of Kenneth Russell Butterworth, Jr., be and it is hereby over-

ruled.

Dated this Z{éﬁ day of December, 1978, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

CHIEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT

COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA




