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Uniter States District

United States of America vs.

ke

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

FYB-Y11(5/75)

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

MONTH

3

DAY

28

YEAR

79

~P—

COUNSEL L—J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defandant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel,
LXJWITHCOUNSEL . __ _ . _ . _ _ __ 1 Larry MeSoud _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ i
{Name of counsel)
L—1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that X | NOLO CONTENDERE, j NOT GUILTY
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
r
— b NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged ,:-‘j
There being a finding ict of
s LX | GUILTY.
B Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of haviaq -violated Title, 2’1.::‘ pis.C., v
JUDGMENT. Interstate tranaportation of brucellosls affeeted cattle - ’
without permit : - '
—_—
Y 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 1o the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
B R HUR YR FORIEE S S0 Rk 05 AIC ORI Tk RS o g rop st ot ool 9 mexRame xt ot X pesioe ek )
sentenced to pay fine in the sum of $250.00 o L E D
SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION !
ORDER MAR 2 8 1979
Jack C. Silver, Clerk -
U. S. DISTRICT coupy
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
aF
PROBATION
ADCITIONAL | - . : . : e s
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imaosed 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 dny ‘timé ‘diring the prébation periad or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a vielation oceurring duripg 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
COMMITMENT and commitment to the LS. Mar-
RECOMMEN- - shal or other qualified officer.
DATION CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
. 5
-/ ;
. L THIS DATE
- - e
SIGNED BY } g ‘/ - -
L— ) u.S. District Judge - S ,/ 1 e___ .
{ { )CLERK
35 U.5. Magistrate Date = ML, 3R X ] { ) DEPUTY




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Worthern District of ©Oklahoma
United States of America Criminal No. 7/9-CR-17-B
VE. r .
PETE DONATHAN and ) I LED
DEAN REED, 3
lt\‘(\ MAR 2 8 1579
ORDER FOR DISMISSAL Jack C. Silver, Clerk

U. S. DISTRICT cnirot
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 agalnst
(indictment, information, complaint)

Pete Donathan & Dean Reed defendants.

AS st . United States Attorney

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

United States District Judge
bate: Jeuc e fo28 19 TG
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United States of America vs. Unlted rta’tes Di Strict Court for
L _HNORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA 1

DEFENDANT BRUCE BALDWIN

e — DOCKET NO. Ji= | 79-CR~-20-C ]

A0-24s [

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date —g 3 20 79

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

(K IWITHCOUNSEL +___ _ _ _ Larry Oliver, Retajned _ _ _ _ _ ]

L—J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that { t NOLO CONTENDERE, £ | NOT GUILTY

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,

LX.J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged , his bond is exonerated
There being a Mesog/verdict of and Count 1 of the Indictment is
L GUILTY. dismissed, as to this defendant.

. Deferidant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of =
FINDING & v : - ) -
JUDGMENT

Y 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 appcared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is

hcreby commitied to the custody of the Attornev General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

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 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 prabation, and at
oF any time diring 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 perjod, o ’ ) -

>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
-/
J . THIS DATE
SIGNED BY } v 1 S f,f
L X u.s. District Judge o AL A AN b ey o .
( }CLERK
HE. DALE COOK -
Date 3-20-79 | ( ) DEPUTY

L | U.S. Magistrate
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United States of America vs. Unlted ’ .t’ates DiStl‘ict Court for
L _NORTHEERN DISTRICYT OF OKLABOMA J

DEFENDANT HERRY GLENN McFARLAND

L o e e e 1 DOCKET No. P | 719~-CR~20-C J

AO-245 [FEE

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appearcd in person on this date —P— 3 20 79

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.

LXIWITHCOUNSEL v _ . .. _ _ Thonas Dee Frasier, Retaiped _ _ _ _ . _ ]

{Name of counsel)

1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | | NOLO CONTENDERE, ® NOT GUILTY

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
ﬁ L—XJ NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged , H18 bond is exonerated
There being a fyngtmadverdict of and Count 2 of the Indictment is
L GUILTY. dismissed, as to this defendant.
e Defendant. has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of -
FINDING & & _ | -
JUDGMENT 7 : e , : .

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

=P L E D
SENTENCE
OR A Y .
PROBATION PAAR (} L 3?‘7(}
ORDER
Jatk O, Silver, 0
JOS HETERRY 00

S N Ll

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

t ADDITIONAL . o .
¢ 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 may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF ‘any time during-the probation periad or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke

PROBATION probation for a violation oceureing during the probation peripd.

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

a certified copy of this judgment

COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
RECOMMEN- - E : shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
- _J
_ THIS DATE

SIGNED BY . - E T j

A oo ; S Lo A ,rf
X u.s, District Judae L S O AV N Aoy ML . .7 1ley__ .

H. DALE COOK { }YCLERK

{1 uU.s. Magistrate Date __3=20-79 | { ) DEPUTY

el ey .



United §ates District Court ror
L _NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA _ |

United States of America vs,

| DOCKET NO. *I 79-CR-20-C }

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

the defendant appeared in person on this date Po— 3 20 19

COUNSEL t——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 thercupon waived assistance of counsel.

L X| WITH COUNSEL Thomas Dee Frasier, Retained ]

{Name of counsel)

L1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | ] NOLO CONTENDERE, X) NOT GUILTY

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,

~_ﬁ L—XJ NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged , hia bond is exonerated

There being a fstigsgverdict of and Count 3 of the Indictwment is
L1 GUILTY. dismissed, as to this defendant.

. Defendant has been convicted as charged of the g)ffense(s)'of C
FINDING & & - : : :
JUDG_MENT

PR F : . :~

o)

o o ! : o iy r— . .
\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be promounced. Because no sufilt‘lent ﬁauseao the coptrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that:
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

AR oy, 1974

defefiffant fs -

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL 4 N "
CONDITIONS ”
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL ‘ . :
CONDITIONS in addition to the special conditions of probaticn imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general eonditions 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 Ul any tife during the probation periad or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by Jaw, may issue a warrant and reveke
PROBATION probation for a violgtion occurring durjng 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 1
RECOMMEN- - : ) shai or other qualified officer.
DATION
CERTIFIED A5 A TRUE COPY ON
-
THIS DATE
SIGNED BY ) : : -
L2 J u.s. Oistrict Judge : R : B -

( JCLERK

L1 U.S. Magistrate Date _ 3~20~-79 | ( ) DEPUTY
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United States of America vs. Unlted F.'n,at'es Di Strict Court for
L _NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ]

DEFENDANT RONALD PRESTON HERWIG

e o e —l DOCKET NQ. 3= | 79-CR~20-C J

JUDGMENT 2N

A0 245 [FFR

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date — 3 20 79

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 walved assistance of counsel,

LXIWITHCOUNSEL . _ _ _ _ _ _ Thomas Deg Fragier, Retained _ _ _ __ __ __ )

(Name of counsel}

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

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
— X 1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged , his bond is exonerated
There being a fipsigmgverdict of and Counts 1 and 2 of the Indictment
L1 GUILTY. are dismisged, as to this defendant.
| Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s}of ~ . -
FINDING & > ’ ‘ : ’ ‘
JUDGMENT
e
-

\ 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 Generat or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

o

SENTENCE

e | AR 2 ¢ 1a7g

PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL . o
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of grobat]on set out on the
~ reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court ray change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probatien, and at
OF | .any timé during the probation period or within 2 max<imum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue 2 warrapt and revoke
PROBATION probatjon for a vielation occurring during the probation period,

e

>Thf: 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 1.5, Mar-

COMMITMENT hal h lifi s
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
BATION CERTIFIED A5 A TRUE COPY ON
—_—
THIS DATE
SIGNED BY ’ ) . S
Lyt e et o T | &y
.S, District Judge _—,—e e e — -
H. DALE COOK - ( )CLERK
___! \.5. Magistrate Date 3-20-7% | { ) DEPUTY




- [t -

United S tes Districet Court sor
L _NORTRERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ]

United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT > GEME PAUL KING

b | DOCKET NO. 3| 79-CR-20~C |

JUDGMENT 7~ ~V5%

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

the defendant appeared in person on this date P— 3 20 19

COUNSEL LX | 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.

L IWITHCOUNSEL ‘. oo Larxry Oliver, Retained _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ]

{Name of counsel}

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

X ] NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged , his bond is exonerated

There being a SEREMerdict of and Count 1 of the Indictment is
L GUILTY. dismissed as to this defendant.

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

FINDING &\
JUDGMENT

\ 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 Attarney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

SENTENCE

R S0 L E L
PROBATION i s
ORDER
- e . LAAR 2 01975
oo gtk . Sitver, Clery
U S DISTRICT COURT
SPECIAL R
CONDITIONS
oF
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL

CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general opnditions of probation sci out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce of extend the period of probation, and at

OF - ahy time during the prebation period or within 4 maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation gocurring during the probatipn peried. -

H

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

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

COMMITMENT |. . Ny u ’
RECOMMEN.-“ |- =~ ~ ~ = shal or other qualified officer.
DA
TION CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
THIS DATE
SIGNED BY ’
L3¢l u.s, District Judge SR ! : : e By .
H. DALE COOK { )CLERK

. Date 3-20~79 N { ) DEPUTY

L] w.sS. Magistrate



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern District of Oklahoma
United States of America Criminel No. /2-CR-19-B
VE.
DAVID MARK KATZ )

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 R
- "“ b,ﬁ
Attorney for the _Northern District of _ Oklahoma p—
hereby dismisses the Indictment agalinst
(indictment, information, complaint)
David Mark Katz defendant.
-
b
H ~
-
':/j/’ ]
_/ _4/“’7"" L '”"—‘ '
Abst.United State e
w—
Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal. rP
——
\_1\/4\@[ é JC (,) Lt
United States District Judge
Date: PHanets /5,7 77T
FORM OBD-113
DOl
B-27-74
"‘-r:“.“' R = - T ‘ - - ~. ~. J




FILFE
MAR 16 1g7¢c
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT Jack C Sifsmy -
Northern District of Oklahoma U. S. DIsTrirs oo
United States of America Criminal No. 75-CR-88

vs.
ANDREW CARNOT EASLEY

gt

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 ictment against
indictment, information, complaint)
Andrew Carngt Easley defendant.

HUBERT H. BRYANT

United States Attorney[

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

144 A ese £

United States District Judge

Date: March /5 , 1979
FORM OBD-113
DOJ

/mt 8-27-74
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT MAR 1 6 1979 QLQ.
Northern District of Oklahoma fack C. Sfff-ﬂ?r, (last ;z?:
U & pispier popee e
i
United States of America Criminal No. _ 7]-CR=43
vs. —
OWEN BEN POLLEY ) e
e
—
ORDER FOR_DISMISSAL i
L
Pursuant to Rule 4B8(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal E-' :
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States 4,5,‘
B o e
Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma po—
hereby dismisses the Indictment against
(indictment, information, complaint)
Owen Ben Polley, defendant.
s
.\\..,*
e

-3 e

HUBERT H. BRYANT

N/\ A lww QYW,% b

United States Attorney & '.m.. :.:
-.—
Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal. x-.":‘":
Tl by
[ RN
4
-t
United States District Judge i‘
Date: March /¢, 1979 ,
FORM OBD~113 :
1304 ;
/mt 8~27-74 }
1/ t
" ;_..-;h:f‘:."':“‘ bt -:'f.— v—— R T —’,_f_: ‘a:f’.: ; ,._ R « o ...: R ' ; P ] - -




. | FILED

MAR 1 5 1376
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE N
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA. - fack G, Silver, Clerk

(). 8. DISTRICT COURT
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff-Respondent,

v. NOS. 78-C-406
77-CR-139

DONA MARIE HERRINGTON,

Mt St et M S

Defendant-Movant.

ORDER

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

§ 2255 filed pro se by Dona Marie Herrington. The cause has been as-
signed civil Case No. 78-C-406 and docketed in her criminal Case No.
78-CR-19.

Movant is a prisoner at the Federal Correctional Institution,

Fort Worth, Texas, serving a sentence of three years' imprisonment
following conviction on a plea ¢f guilty to Counts One, Four and Nine
of a nine-count indictment. Counts One and Four, each, charged posses-
sion of a check knowingly stolen from the mail in vioclation of 18 U.S.C.
§ 1708, and Count Nine charged uttering and publishing a check known to
be falsely made and forged in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 495. She was
sentenced April 6, 1978, to the maximum for study and report pursuant
to 18 U.5.C. § 4205. After receipt of the § 4205 report, definitive
sentence was imposed July 11, 1%78, to three years' imprisonment as to
each of Counts One and Four, the sentence on Count Four to run concur-
rently with the sentence on Count One. On Count Nine, the imposition
of sentence was suspended and she was placed on three years' probation
to follow her incarceration on Counts One and Four.

As grounds for her § 2255 rotion, Movant claims that she is being
deprived of her liberty in violation of her rights guaranteed by the
Constitution of the United States in that:

1. Her plea was unlawfullv induced and not made voluntarily

with her understanding of the nature of the charge or

consequences of the plea.

2. She was denied compulsory process to obtain witnesses
favorable to her.

3. The sentence imposed i35 cruel and unusual.
The United States District Judge who conducted the plea and sen-

tencing proceedings is deceased, but as a regularly assigned judge of




this Court having carefully reviewed the motion, response and supple-~-
ment thereto, file and transcript of the plea and gentence, and being
fully advised in the premises, the Court finds that no evidentiary
hearing is réquired and the § 2255 motion is without merit and should
be overruled.

Review of the plea and sentencing transcript supports that Movant
had sufficient present ability to consult with her lawyer with a rea-
sonable degree of rational understanding and she had a rational, as
well as, a factual understanding of the proceedings against her. Her
plea of guilty was in full conformity with Rule 11, Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure, and constitutional safeguards. The charges and
maximum possible sentence were fully explained to the Movant by the
sentencing court. She, under oath to answer truthfully, stated that
she understood her right to jury trial, at which she had a right to
counsel, to confront and cross-examine the witnesses against her, and
not to be compelled to incriminate herself; and she freely and knowingly
waived those rights, understanding that by the waiver she would have no
trial but that her innocence or guilt would be determined by the Court.
She was in no way denied compulsory process to obtain witnesses in her
favor, but chose to plead guilty while represented by able and competent
counsel rather than have a trial. She admitted that her plea of guilty
was made voluntarily and comple<ely of her own free choice, that she had
not been forced or threatened in any way to plead guilty, and that she
was satisfied with the services of her attorney. The plea agreement that
upon the Court's acceptance of Movant's plea of guilty to Counts One,
Four and Nine, the other six counts would be dismissed appears of record
and Movant admitted that the agreement was as she understood it. Fur-
ther, Movant appeared before the Court for plea with a broken leg and
she made known to the Court that she was taking Codeine for pain, and
claimed that she had taken Mellaril and Benadryl for some time because
she suffered from "leukemia". The Court examined as to whether the
medication was in any way affecting her ability to understand the plea
proceedings. Movant admitted tanat the checks involved were taken from
a mailbox, signed and cashed as charged in the indictment with her

knowing it was against the law to do so. Movant as a final admission

e B




stated, "Well, I did it because I was forced to." without further ex-
planation as to the reason for her commission of tﬁé crimes. (See,
plea transcript pp. 4-14)

Statements given at a Rule 11 proceeding should be given conclu-

sive effect in the absence of a believable reason justifying a depar-

ture from the apparent truth of those statements. Hedman v. United

States, 527 F.2d 20 (10th Cir. 1975); United States v. Bambulos, 571

F.2d 525 (10th Cir. 1978). See also, United States v. Stassi, 583

F.2d 122 (3rd Cir. 1978). A plea of guilty is a solemn act not to be
disregarded because of belated misgivings about the wisdom of the same.

United States v. Woosley, 440 F.2d 1280 (8th Cir. 1971); Chaney v.

United States, No. 76-1116 Unreported (10th Cir. filed Jan. 4. 1977).
The sentence imposed was well within the maximum provided by law.
Such a sentence is not subject to attack on the ground of severity in

a direct appeal or a collateral proceeding. Randall v. United States,

324 F.2d4 726 (10th Cir. 1963).

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

§ 2255 of Dona Marie Herrington be and it is hereby overruled and dis-

missed.

Datgad this {5 deay of March, 1979, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

. J\MM
H. DALE K, CHIEF JUDGE

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE M
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
e e
U5 DISETST cotug
MITCHELL K. START, ) el Ll
Defendant-Movant, )
v. 3 NOS. 79-C-1
Y 78-CR-96
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 3
Plaintiff-Respondent. )

ORDER

The court has for consideration a motion filed pro se by
Mitchell K. Stark. The cause has been assigned civil €ase No. 79-C-1
and docketed in his c¢riminal Case No. 78-CR-96.

Movant is a prisoner at the Stringtown Correctional Center,
Stringtown, Oklahoma, serving a sentence from the State of Oklahoma.
Movant states on page No. 6 of his motion, "I am not being held unlaw-
fully, T am mearily asking the Court to run my Federal Sentence con-
current with my State Sentence'. To support this request, he asserts
that he entered his pleas of guilty to the federal charges upon agree-
ment with the U. S. Attorney that if he pled guilty to Counts V and VI
of the indictment the first four counts would be dismissed and the
U. 5. Attorney would agree not to oppose defendant's request that any
federal sentence run concurrently with the state sentence he was serving.
Movant contends that this concurrency part of the plea agreement was not
kept in that it was not mentioned to the court at sentencing.

The United States District Judge who conducted the plea and
sentencing proceedings is deceased, but as a regularly assigned judge
of this court and having carefully reviewed the file and proceedings to
date, the court finds that no response or evidentiary hearing is required
herein. The motion considered as a request for reduction of sentence
pursuant to Rule 35, Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, is timely filed
within 120 days of the date of sentence. The motion, giving it the

liberal construction required of pro se proceedings, McKinney v. Taylor,

344 F.2d 854 (10th Cir. 1965): Chase v. Crisp, 523 F.2d 595 (10th Cir.

1975) cert. denied 424 U. S. 947 (1976), may be and is also considered
as a motion to vacate, set aside or correct sentence pursuant to
28 U.S.C. § 2255. As either, a § 2255 or Rule 35 motion, it is without

merit and should be overruled.




Movant in the federal prosecution was charged by six-count indict-
ment with false statements in the acquisition of a firearm in violation
of 18 U.S.C. § 922(a)(6) in each of Counts I, III and VI; and with re-
ceiving a firearm transported in interstate commerce after conviction
of a felony in violation of 18 U.S.C. §§ 922(h) and 924(a) in each of
Counts II, IV and V. He pled guilty to Counts V and VI, and Counts T,
IT, III and 1V weré dismissed upon the U. S. Attorney's motion pursuant
to Rule 48(a), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. Movant was sentenced
November 15, 1978, on Count V to five years, eligible for parole as the
Parole Commission might determine pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 4205(b) (2)
after one year which Movant should use to learn a trade. On Count VI,
the imposition of sentence was suspended and the Movant was placed on
three years' probation to commence on expiration of the sentence in
Count V. There was no appeal.

At the plea of guilty on October 10, 1978, the government and de-
fense attorneys informed the trial court of the plea agreement, and the
Defendant (Movant herein) admitted that the agreement was accurately
stated by counsel and as he understood it. The agreement of record was
that in return for the plea of guilty to Counts V and VI of the indict-
ment, and the court's acceptance thereof, the government would move for
dismissal of Counts I, IT, III and IV. Further, the prosecutor admitted
that the government had agreed not to oppose the recommendation of the
defense for a sentence to no more than seven years to run concurrently
with a seven-year sentence the Defendant was serving in the State of
Oklahoma, but both counsel recognized in the presence of the Defendant
in open court that the court was not bound by any agreement regarding
the sentence to be imposed. Immediately upon this colloquy, the sentencing
judge explained to the Defendant that the court had not participated in
any way in the plea bargaining ard was not bound by any plea agreement.
The court stated in part:

"I'11l say this, T'll accept on the record your part

of the plea agreement that the government will not
suggest any particular sentence, and you may suggest

a particular sentence, but I'll say at this time the

court is not going to accept the plea agreement until

I see his presentence report." :
The Defendant was given the opportunity to proceed with his plea or with-
draw it. Defendant chose to go forward with the plea knowing and under-

standing that the agreement as tc sentence was not binding on the court




and thereby freely, with knowledge and understanding, waived the sentencing
recommendation part of the plea zgreement by the government.

Névertheless, at sentencing, defense counsel again requested a
sentence as set out in the plea agreement stated of record at the change
of plea. Government counsel did not oppose this recommendation, but stated
the government would stand on the presentence report. It might well have
been better for government counsel to have reiterated that pursuant to the
plea agreement of record at the change of plea the government was bound
not to oppose the recommendation, and such failure of exact or specific
performance would usually require vacation of the judgment and sentence

and permit the Defendant to plead anew. See, Santobello v. New York,

404 U. S. 257 (1971). BHowever, in the circumstances before the court,
where Rule 11, Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, and constitutional
safeguards were fully met, where the Defendant was advised by the court
prior to his plea that the recommended sentence part of the plea agreement
was not binding on the court, was informed of the maximum sentence for the
crimes charged, was advised that the court could impose any sentence so
long as it did not exceed the maximum provided by law, and the Defendant
was given the opportunity to withdraw his plea of guilty or go forward as
he chose, this court finds no breach of the plea agreement that would
invalidate the plea.

Although sentences on federal charges in separate counts, or in
separate cases, are presumed to run concurrently absent specific pro-

visions to the contrary, Owensby v. United States, 385 F.2d 58 (10th Cir.

1967); Subas v. Hudspeth, 122 F.Zd 85 (10th Cir. 1941), this rule of

"presumptive concurrence'" is not applicable where one sentence is imposed

by a state court and the other by a federal court. Verdigo v. Willingham,

198 F.Supp. 748 (M.D.Pa. 1961) affirmed 295 F.2d 506 (3rd Cir. 1961);
Gomori wv. Arnold, 533 F.2d 871 (3rd Cir. 1976); also see, Joslin v.

Moseley, 420 F.2d 1204 (10th Cir. 1969). Further, pursuant to 18 U.S.C.
§ 3568 and § 4082(A), the Attorney General.has the exclusive power to
designate the place where federal sentences shall be served. Stillwell

v. Looney, 207 F.2d 359 (10th Cir. 1953); Werntz v. Looney, 208 F.2d 102,

103 n. 2 (10th Cir. 1953). The Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals has held
that the place of confinement is no part of the sentence, but is a matter

for the determination of the Attorney General; and therefore, that it is

-3



beyond the power of a federal court to order that its sentence be served
concurrently with a state sentence. The concurrency language is surplusage

or a recommendation as to place of confinement. Bowen v. United States,

174 F.2d 323 (10th Cir. 1949); Joslin v. Moseley, 420 F.2d 1204 (10th Cir.

1969); Sluder wv. Malley, No. 77-1454 unpublished (10 Cir. filed Dec. 22

’

1977). The Attorney General has the discretion, may, and frequently does,
honor the recommendation that the federal sentence be served concurrently

with a state sentence in a state institution. See, Stillwell wv. Looney,

Supra.; Werntz v. Looney, Supra. However, the Attorney General is under
no obligation to do so and could disregard the sentencing court's recom-

mendation. See, Bowen v. United States, Supra. Therefore, in the matter

before the court, the sentencing judge having been fully informed as to
the plea agreement, and the intent of his sentence being clear from the
proceedings that he wished the federal sentence to follow the state
sentence in hopes that the Movan: would become skilled in a trade and be
able to avoid future conflicts with the law, this court declines to reduce
the sentence.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the motion of Mitchell K. Stark
considered as pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2255 to vacate sentence as well as
considered pursuant to Rule 35, Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, for

reduction of sentence be and it is hereby overruled.

.

Dated this /fif‘“ day to March, 1979, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

H. DALE'C%%%, CHIEF JUDGE

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT




United States of America vs. United s tes DiStrict Court for

DEFENDANT

JUDGMENT ~»!

AQ- 245 [N

In the presence of the attorney for the governmant MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date —P—— 3 14 79

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

L X WITHCOUNSEL t___ _ __P. Thomas Thornbrugh, Retained J

{Name of counsel)

L) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L I NOLO CONTENDERE, LX_ | NOT GUILTY

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
— L.X 1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged, his bond is
There being a ftocho/verdict of exonerated, and the Indictment
L1 GUILTY. is dismissed.
. ';,.».|¢-l~b|e.“lnq --pu—_.ut‘-b--all-
FINDING & >
JUDGMENT

P ’ po e
SENTENCE L B E - a2
OR
PROBATION
i [
ORDER FIAR 1 44074
‘
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION
ADDITIDNAL . s - .
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation impuosed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probat:on set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the plerlod of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum protration period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke

PROBATION probation for a violation occursing during the probation period.

>The court orders commitrment 1o the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, .
It is ordered that the Clerk deliver

a certified copy of this judgment

and commitment fo the U.S, Mar-
C:Ewtl:“gll'\.llr:}ln::'r shal or other qualified officer.
OATION CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
‘—J THIS DATE
SIGNED BY ’
X5 us. District Judge i : i - | BY .
&, DALE COOK ¢ JCLERK
1 U.S. Magistrate Date 3-14.-79 | { ) DEPUTY




s e

United St

5 District Court for

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

LX IWITHCOUNSEL Lo — — oo John Tannar, Eatained B __ .H;_ _'.—_E. D

{Name of counsel)

\ ed States of America vs.
T L _ NORTHERM DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA _ |
{ e 1 DOCKET NO. *l 78~CR-104~02-C ]
l JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 1024 @8,
{
L in the presence of the aitorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
[ the defendant appcared in person on this date P 3 13 79
k COUNSEL L} WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
|

L iNoT ¢ 3

jack €. Silver, Clerk
S PISTRIT COURT

L.X | GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L | NOLO CONTENDERE,

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,

L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

—

SIGNED BY

LX) u.s. District Judge

| ] V.5, Maglstrate

There being a finding/ vttt
L ¢ GUILTY.
Defendant has bgen convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having wviolated Pitle 21, U.8.C.,
FINDING & &Mien 841 (a) (1), as charged in Count Four of the Indictment.
JUDGMENT
—_—
\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment shouid not be promounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court ad]udged the defendant gunlty as chargvd and convicted and ordered that: THEMYNENGLMIENCE
Count Four - The imposition of sentence is hereby suspendad and
the defendmunt is placed on probation for a period of
SE”;ENCE Five (5) Yoars from this date.
PROBATION
ORDER
[
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed abave, it is hercby ordered that the gineral eanditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduve 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 accurring during the probation period.
>The court orders commitment 1o the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It s ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

THIS DATE

)

I T -

DALE COOK 3-13~79 { }CLERK

Date i | { ) DEPUTY
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r’$1ited States of America vs. . United S ‘;e DiStr ict Court for

DEFENDANT LEOBARDO MARQURZ-SALAZAR

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER o zs[mm

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 3 13 79

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

X ) WITHCOUNSEL . _ _ _ _ _ _ Michael L. Pought, Retained J

{Name of counsel) t_"‘"‘ H L E E:‘“

L—J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that LI NOLO CONTENDERE, L INOTGUILTY
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea, A -
F‘JJ'\R 1 _,: ?g?g

— —J NOY GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a findingiartixt of
¥, GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having viclated Title 8, U.B.C.,
FINDING & > Section 1326, as charged in the Information.

JUDGMENT

_

} The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be prenounced, Because ho 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: hexwintxis

haraD Y D e R B R R N M R X O G AN N

The imposition of sentsnce is hereby suspendad and the defendant

SENTENCE is placed on probation for a period of Five (5) Years from this date.

OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL A special condition of probation is that the defendant shall
CONDITIONS | Xeturn to his native country, Mexico, within six (6) months from
OF this date, and in the event during that period of time the Immigration
PROBATION | Authorities determine thet the defendant is entitled to remain in this
country, the Court will reconsider the Order of Probation.

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation impased 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 peried or within 2 max mum 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
and commitment to the U.S, Mar-

ng:ﬂgu'nﬂ::xT shal or other qualified officer.
DATION CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

THIS DATE

SQNED BY ’
L— 1 U.S. District Judge —-—H—-W ) By e .
* ( )CLERK

Date 3-13—79 | { )DEPUTY

| J U.5, Magistrate




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern District of ©Oklahoma

United States of America Criminal No. /2~ CR-28-B

V5.
EASKER J. BROOKS

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

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

Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma

hereby dismisses the Counts I and III of Indictment against
(indictment, information, complaint)

Easker J. Brooks defendant.

N O

AR 171079 K-

m(‘ inr Cln k

,{,”W'// )/29/

Asst United States Attorney

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

Unfted States District Judge

Thaceh 2 APTT

FORM OBD-113
(BISX

8-27-74

(387 SN -.'.‘
poL e




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN District of OKLAHOMA ' =

i
AP
AN
V/
United States of America ) Criminal No. 78-CR-90
vE.

, . or R
William James Reeder, ) T
: et. al. Jre
Lo o

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

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

i
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States o
Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma vom—

hereby diamisses the Indictment against

(indictment, information, compiaint)
Robert Henderson (only) defendant.

l‘slr.-.-_'.w
.;;I.,'."’.
I I S - s

AsstUnited States Attorney '

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

United States District Judge

- _
Date: , /tace A1 .73, '

N
Y]
~

FORM OBD-113
DO

8-27-74




DEFENDANT

COUNSEL

PLEA

JUDGMENT

United States of America vs.

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

L1 WITHOUT COUNSEL

LX_| WITH COUNSEL

LX) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that

l FINDING & \

-_
T TN

- -~ - e

United St . s Distriet Court for
L RORTHERN DISTRICT OF ORKLAHOMA |
WALTER RAYMOND MULLINS

DOCKETNO. 3| 78~CR-98~C ]
JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

I oRF 2 EN(5/75)

YEAR

79

MONTH DAY

> 3 12

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.

Jim Lindsey, Retained —_— _mj
=1L E

————— {Name of couns;r) -
L__ | NOT GUILTY
MAR 121979

LI NOLO CONTENDERE,
there is a factual basis for the plea,

L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/ MENIRE of U - ‘1 {:fum

O PR PR R

L% ) GUILTY.

as charged of the offense(s) of hawving violated Title 26, v.8.C.,
r &g charged in the Indictwant.,

Defendant has been convicted

Section 5861(4&)

THE COURT FINDS that the defendant was 19 vaars of age at the time
of convietion but doas not now need to be committed for treatment.

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be prenounced, Because ho 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 or his authorized representative for JTRSAEIEDOIt AT I MO

treatment and supervision pursuvant to Title 18, vU.S8.C., Section
5010(b) until discharged by the U. 8. Parcle Commission as pro-

| sentewce
| 0R vided by law; the execution of sentence iz hereby suspended and
PROBATION the defendant is placed on probation for Two (2) Years from this
ORDER date.
SPECIAL in addition to the usual conditions of probation, the defendant
CONDITIONS iz to be referred to a Community Treatment Canter or some otherx
OF appropriate treatment center.
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 imposcd. 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 thg prebation period.
>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, ]
It is ardered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
=t 15
- 2 # N : THIS DATE
SIGNED BY } \JW \;\/’L A @éﬂw?w.ﬂ;f% .
& U.s. District Judge . By .
H. DALE COOX 12-79 { )CLERK
] V.5. Magistrate Date 3- - ! { } DEPUTY




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern District of Oklahoma
United States of America ) Criminal No. 78-CR-128
Vs,

RED M. CAIN, et al.,

L

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 4B8(a)} of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the Northern Distriet of Oklahoma

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

Leon Johnson defendant.

(AR 1 a7y )

arw €. Sitvar, Clork
28 NISTRINT ronny

o ,
/ /"" . / 0 v - /
foro e 14 / C el

AS St .United States Attorney

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

\_/M

United States District Judge

Date: 7)&.1.5.;{,;/;3/ 1G TG

FORM 0BD-113
DOJ

8-27-74
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United States of America vs.

A

: United Stai ; District Court o
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHEOMA

s e e s T T T J
DEFENDANT
_HOWARD C. THORWTON L1 oockerno. e T97CR-23-C =
JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER o0z (@3
’ .
In the presence of the attorncy for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 3 1z 79
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 witHcounseL 1 _Se Thomas Coleman, Ct. appointed (= | I E D
(Name of counsel}
o X ) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that  |___INOLO CONTENDERE, | NOTidAR™v% 1979
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
ek € Silver, Clork
__ﬂ L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged ! JBCK {gel?mf?“’ {‘rI}ilE‘I
There being a finding/v&®a of X 008, haterhp UL
L2 GUILTY.
Defendang.hds becn convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hawing violated Title 18, VU.S.C.,
FINDING & > ot ong 1708 and ¢35, as charged iz Counte one and two of the
JUDGMENT Indic nt. : .
-

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not b.e 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 a period of

Counts 1 and 2 ~ The imposition of sentence is suspended and the
SENTENCE defendant is hereby plased on probation for a period
oR of Three (3) vears as to each count, count teoc to
PROBATION run coacurrently with probation imposed in Count one.
ORDER
SPECIAL _
CONDITIONS A SPECIZL CONDITION of ?rOhltiQn is that the defendant nmalle
OF restitution.
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the geoeral onditions of probation sct out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court rnay change the conditions of probation, redu.c of extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probatian period or within a2 ma<imum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a via!q_r.ion occurring during the probation period.
>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It 15 ordered that the Clerk defiver
a certified ¢opy of this judgment
COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
—_—
: THIS DATE
SIG‘:{IED BY } L - * : . S ),‘
L] .5, District Judge EAN S DR R A ey _ .
‘ 3-12-7% ( JCLERK
Date | { )} DEPUTY

l.._J U.5. Magistrate

{9



United States of America vs.

United Sta" s District Court .,
HORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA _ |

L

DEFENDANT
- I DOCKET No. J=-|__ 79-CR-~22 ]
JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 10 21 5/75)
In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
th : i i
¢ defendant appeared in person on this date P 3 12 79
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.
(X IWITHCOUNSEL L. _ _._ _ _David Ashbaugh, Retadned .. _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _
{Name of counsel) l;f“ H L E D
l._.x_l GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L I NOLO CONTENDERE, L. I NOT GUILTY
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea, FIAR 1 i iQ?Q
— L—.J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a findingiogatder of X
L=<*_1 GUILTY.
Defendant has becn convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hawing violated Title 26, U.S.C.,
FINDING & > s?ctm 5861 ‘dj r 5871 and 5351‘1, » A8 ¢h‘mﬁd in Counts One and Twe
IUDGMENT of the Indictment. __ o
IT IS THE FINDING OF THE COURT that the defendant was 1 years of age
at the time of conviction but doas not now need to be committed for
treatment.. -
-_—

Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why ju&gment should not be pronount;ed. éecause no sufficient cause to the confrary
was shown, or appeared ta 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 Generai or his authorized representative Yo RSN G AR

Counts 1 and 2 - For treatment and supervision pursuant to Title
SENTENCE 18, U.5.C., Section 5010(b) until discharged by the U. 8. Parole
o - Commission as provided by law; the execution of sentence is hereby
PROBATION suspended and the defendant is placed on probation as to Counts 1
RDER and 2 for a period of Two (2) Years from this date; said probation
imposed in Count 2 to run concurrently with the probation imposed
in Count 1. . : o
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL S . ‘
CONDITIONS tn addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court raay change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a ma:ximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period. ’
>Thc court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
-/
THIS DATE
SIGNED BY )
LX) u.s. District Judge ) BY
H, DALY COOK { ) CLERK
Date 3-12-7% | { ) DEPUTY

L___J U.S. Magistrate




United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

United Sta ™ s District Court for
HRORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

e m— g 4 ek e o e = 8 b i et e — e —

COUNSEL

PLEA

)

FINDING &

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

MONTH

3

DAY

12

YEAR

79

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 Eifstanﬁe ofE:unsE D

Robart W. Booth, Retained

{Name of counsel}
f1AR 1 > 1079
t | NOT GUILTY

5
[

L—J WITHOUT COUNSEL

LX) WITH COUNSEL L. J

X

L= | GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that

there is a factual basis for the plea,

LI NOLO CONTENDERE,

o
(L

JdoS o

i

PP TN

ey Clark

""" CURT

- 1

i
barwawt b

L—J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged N
There being a finding/vés#¥ of

(X GUILTY.
ffense(s) of haviag Vi.o_ht-#d T&tle 18, U.6.C.,

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the o

Section 471, asx 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 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

W {2) YEARS.
SENTENCE
0R
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 conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce of cxtend 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 and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATIDN
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
e S
. THIS DATE
SIGNED BY } ) - i
L} u.5. District Judge Lo el ilev___ .
{ JCLERK
L] U.S5. Magistrate Date 3-12”79 | { ) DEPUTY




|

f United States of America vs,

|

United Sta. 3 Distriet Court s
| NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA _ |

DEFENDANT

BERHARD JOHN HINDERMAN 78~CR~112~C
L e — — DOCKET NO. 3= | |

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER  so 25 [EE

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

the defendant appeared in person on this date P 3 12 79

COUNSEL Iil 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.

‘ .
' LI WITHCOUNSEL 1_Mr. Hinderman appeared pro se _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ J
7 {Name of counsel)
;

L___1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L |NOLO CONTENDERE, { % |NOTGUILTY
( PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,

l L) NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
', There being a finding/ Eri%®of

| | Defendant has been.convicted as charged of the offense(s) of h@awi
~ rwowsa | Satt{ah 9485 A6 chirged in the Indictment.

! JUDGMENT

LX | GUILTY.

\ 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 Attarney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of
SIX (6) MOWTHS oo B L_ [y E;

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL :
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imaosed above, it is hereby ordered that the goneral eonditions of probation sct out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the condilions of prebation, redu.c of extend ihe peried of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by faw, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a vielation occurring during the probation period.

>Thc court orders commitment to the custody ol the Attorney General and recommends,
1t is ordered that the Cierk deliver

a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U5, Mar-

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN- : shat or other qualified officer.
DATION
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
—
. THIS DATE

SI%NED BY ’ ) - o ’
L—.J u.s. District Judge SELE RS ey .

3-12-79 R

Date | ( ) DEPUTY

L1 U.S, Magistrate

-



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern Distriect of Oklahoma

United States of America Criminel No. /2-CR-28-B

vs.
EASKER J. BROOKS

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 _ Oklahoma

hereby dismisses the Counts I and III of Indictment against
(indictment, information, complaint)

Easker J. Brooks defendant.

Yo Lol

Asst.United States Attorney

Leave of court 1s granted for the filing of the foregolng dismissal.

United States District Judge

Date: ecehl) /R, /1?7

FORM OBD-113
DoJ

8-27-74




United States of America vs.

] W.5. Magistrate

United St. .es District Court o

ELIZABETH CHRISTINE MILLS A/E/A

DEFENDANT
CHRISTY MILLS
o _ ! DOCKET NO. J | 79-CR-26-C ]
, JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 10245 @R
In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date — 3 12 79
COUNSEL L_—J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counse! appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistzance of counsel.
L XIWITHCOUNSEL ' _ . _ _ . _ _. -8._Thomas Coleman, Court Appointed  _ _ |
(Name of counsel)
p L— ] GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | NOLO CONTENDERE, | NOT GUILTY
LEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
E—— L— NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/sexhigx of
X GUILTY.
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hwing violated Title 18, t.5.C.,
FINDING & > Sections 656 and 1014, as charged in Counts 1, 2 and 3 of the Indict-
jupement (| went. - | -
THE COURT PINDE that the dafendant was 19 years of age at the time of
conviction and does not now need to be committed for treatment.
_
\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be p.ronounced. 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 representativeXC XN MERICIC S W XD
Counts 1,2&3 ~ For treatment and supervision pursuant to Title 18,
SENTENCE U.8.C., Section 5010(b) until discharged by the U. 5. Parole Commission,
oR > as provided by law; the axecution of sentence is heraby suspended and
PROBATION the defendant iz placed on probation as to Counts 1,2z3 for a period
ORDER of Pive (5) Years from this date; saild probation imposad in Counts 2&3
to run concurrently with the probation imposged in Count 1.
SPECIAL In addition to the usual conditions of probation, the defendant is
conpiTions | O make Full restitution.
1]3
PROBATION E L ED
MAR 17 1079
sack G Sitvar, Clerk
¢ gy Ve
ADDITIONAL Jo S DIETHCT CouRT
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the generat eonditions 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
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation peried of five years permilted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probatjon period.
>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, ]
It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATIGA CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
-/
THIS DATE
SIGNER BY )
X u.s. District Judge " & X B
. DALE COO { )CLERK
Date 3~-12-79 1 { ) DEPUTY
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Unlted“ ~tes Distriet Court ror

United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

3

L L —— pockeT no. P | 1 3~CR-28-C J

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER o233

tn the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P! 3 12 7e

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

l;é_lWITH COUNSEL L Frank M. Fowell, Jr. « Betained i

————————————— (Name of counset) ~ 1= [ L EpS

P S GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L___ INOLO CONTENDERE, L ] NOT GUILTY

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea, HQR 17 fq?g
S L— 1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged Panlo s oy
There being a finding/WaXX of 280K C. Zltvor Clapy
ere being a finding o I 2y Ll
’ X1 GUILTY. S8, ISty COLRT

. Defendant has been convitted a4 charged of the wffense(s) of Mug Viciated Pitle 18, U.S5.C.,
FINDING & > Section ‘95: a8 ‘:mg‘d in Count two of thé Imliﬁtmnt.

JUDGMENT

i

_

Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced, Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shawn, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and co ed and ordered that: Wik ENIRIEMEN,
- TR A AR 7 AT I S AR 3 AR AR 5 A 5 e

[ o F T, *r o anak

Count 2 - The imposition of sentence is suspended and the defendant
is hereby placed on probation for a period of Five (5)
SE"';:"‘CE . years frow this date.
PROBATION
ORDER

conpmons | A SPECIAL COMDITION of probation is that the defendant make full

OF restitution, the amounts per month to be determined by the Probation
PROBATION office. % _ _

ADDITIDNAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probatior 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 mey 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, -
1t is ordered that the Clerk deliver

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

COMMITMENT H ’
RECOMMEN- shaf or other qualified officer.
DATION CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
o/
THIS DATE
S|§NED BY )
L " | u.s, District Judge o BY .
( }CLERK
H. DALE COOK ] Dem
* Date 3-12-79 I { ) DEPUTY

1 } U.S. Magistrate




United States of America vs, United St @8 DiStrict Court for

L NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLRHOMA |
DEFENDANT
[ _E_‘_Aﬁk_‘_lﬁ_ EU_%T__ S I DOCKET NO. 3= | 79-CR-27-C |

JUDGMENT AND PROBAT!ON/COMMITMENT ORDER

P TIN5/ 75)

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date - 3 12 79

COUNSEL L) WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised dcfendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desire¢ to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel,

_ B witHcounseL | Bruce Harlton, Retaipea =~ 00000 ]

{Name of counsel)

L_xl GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that i | NOLO CONTENDERE, i NOT GUILTY
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
TN

L——Jd NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/ 288t of
LX | GUILTY.

. | Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offensé(s) of having Viﬂlit._d Title 18, vU.s.C.,
FINDING & Bection 1001, as charged in the Indictment.

JUDGMENT > o

-

Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be promounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: NRRMENRKL
Sioiied e X g Neap bk g

F Y - p

was shown, or appeared to the court, the

(DG

The Imposition of sentence is smspended and the defendant is
hereby placed on probation for a period of Pour {4) years from
SENTENCE thizs date

> -

OR
PROBATION
ORDER
SPECIAL ‘
CONDITIONS
OF A SPECIAL CONDITION of probation is that the defendant make full
PROBATION restitution.
[1AR 10 ra7g
ADDITIONAL Jack g Silvar “-‘-’L"’Ii
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the gonerad itig;s | RRoRAtiag "Q'L‘l! on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court m1y change the conditions of probation, redu.e oF extehd e&:r,_, K Of pro ‘_]&ﬁ{%d at
OF any time during the probation period or within & maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant aiid révake

PROBATION probation for a vielation occurring during the probation period.

>Thc court orders commitment Lo the custody of he 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- shaf or other qualified officer.
DATION CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
_
THIS DATE
SYNED BY ’
L—_J U.s. District dudge : : l e .
H. DALE COOK 3-12-79 ( )CLERK
Date d ( ) DEPUTY

L V.5, Magistrate

B . e i



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GKLAHOMA L:‘ E L— E: EJ

“A MAR 71979
SHIRLEY ANN HELLER, )

- Jack C. Silver, Clerk
Plaintiff, | U.S.D&THCTCOURI
No. 79-C-135-~C
No. 76~CR=83~C

vs.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Defendant.

O RDER

The Court now considers the petition of Shirley Ann
Heller pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. § 2255, under which
petitioner seeks to vacate her sentence under Title 18
U.5.C. § 5010(b) (Youth Corrections Act), levied after a
guilty plea was entered to a charge of violating Title 21
U.S.C. §§ 841(A) (1) and 846. Petitioner claims that her
sentence violated Title 18 U.S.C. Rule 11{(c) (1), in that
this Court did not explain, nor was petitioner aware of the
consequences of her plea or the possible penalty she might
receive. Petitioner's claim is clearly in error. A review

of the proceedings in this Court on July 12, 1976 reveals

the following:

"Court: All right, and have you discussed the charge
with your counsel . . .,

Heller: Yes sir.

Court: -+ - . Mr. Stainer? All right, do you have
any dquestions at all about what the charge 1is?

Heller: No.

Court: Now the Court would want you to know and be

fully informed that in the event you enter a plea of guilty
or you are found guilty, the maximum penalty that could be
imposed by the Court on such finding of guilty, if this be a

first offense, would be a fine not to exceed $15,000 and/or




imprisonment not to exceed five years, or both fine and
imprisonment. In addition, the Court would be required to

impose a special parole term of two years. Do you under-

stand?

Heller: Yes Sir.

Court: Is this a first offense?

Heller: No Sir.

Court: Is there a previous offense, is that true Mr.
Snoke?

.S5noke [Prosecutor]: I don't believe a drug offense.

Heller: Not' a drug offense.

Court: I am saying if this is the first drug offense.
Snoke: Yes Sir.

Court: All right, how old are you Mrs. Heller?
Heller: Twenty-three.

Court: I would want you to also know because of your

age, being 23, there is another section of the statute that
the Court might, I don't know what the Court would do, but
it's possible the Court might decide to senténce under what

we call the Youth Corrections Act, and you should be informed
that the maximum period of imprisonment that could be imposed
under that Act is six years, six years. Under the substantive
act as I just told you, the maximum period of imprisonment
would be five years. If the Court chose to utilize the

Youth Corrections Act, it could be six years. That's maximum,
do you understand?

Heller: Yes sir.

Court: All right, do you have any questions now
concerning what the maximum penalty could be or the consequence
of a plea could be?

Heller: No, I have no gquestions."

It appears from the above proceedings that petiticner voluntarily
entered a plea of guilty after being fully informed of the

maximum penalty, contrary to her contentions in the § 2255




motion now before the Court.
The Ninth Circuit considered a similar situation in

U.S5. v. Tweedy, 419 F.2d 192 (9th Cir. 1969):

"Normally, an evidentiary hearing must be
held where a § 2255 motion raises factual
allegations, unless the 'files and records
of the case conclusively show that the
prisoner is cntitled to no relief.’
fcitations omitted] Moreover, the tran-
script of the proceedings on plea and sen-
tence may not be conclusive. {citations
omitted] Thus, a defendant might solemnly
affirm to the court that his plea had not
been induced by promises of leniency because
he thought that this was all part of the game,
and that honest answers would destroy the

- deal. He might even keep silent after the
judge had pronounced a more severe sentence
than expected because he might think that
it was then too late to withdraw his plea.

On the other hand, where the question is,
was he given certain information, and the
transcript unequivocally shows that he was,
this can normally be treated as conclusive.”
Id. at 193.

The challenge raised by petitioner is that she was not
given certain information, but the record of the proceedings
shows that she was. Thus, petitioner's bare (and incorrect)
allegation that she was not given this information is in-
sufficient to move this Court to act further on her behalf,

Accordingly, her motion to vacate her sentence in the above-

styled cause of action is hereby overruled.

E/8

It is so Ordered this Z day of March, 1979.

H. DALE COOK
United States District Judge




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
Northern Distriet of Oklahoma

United States of America Criminal No. 79-CR-18-B

V5.
" BEATRICE RUBINOWITZ,

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuent to Rule L8(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the Northern Distriet of Oklahoma

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

Beatrice Rubinowitz defendant.

FILED

MAR 6 1070

Jack C. Sitver, Clark
U. S DISTRICT count

> X3

A’/“'"/)/;IA/MM’&U P/ﬁb“&ti—/

Asst. United Stetes Attorney

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

L/ ity Londs)

United States District Judge

Date: 7}24/%#/@/ /SPTP

FORM OBD-113
Do)

8-27-74




FILE D
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT MAR 9 ‘979
NORTHERN District of OKLAHOMA
Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT
United States of America Criminal No. 74_CR-?6
vs.

Freddie D. Smith

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 X

Freddie D. Smith

Count II only of the Indictment a&against
{indictment, information, complaint)

defendant |, pursuant to the opinion

of the Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals filed January 18, 1979,

in Case No. 78-1760.

s/ ﬂfwtu,t 2. /%%\m«t

7 United States Attornéy

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

(Signed) H. Dale Cook

United States District Judge

pate: YWUAEL 7, 1479

DO

FORM OBD-113

8-27-74




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE F: l L‘ Ez E)
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

MAR 21979
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) ,
) Jack C. Silver, Clerk
Plaintiff, ) U. & DIRTRICT Couny
)
vs. | ; CRIMINAL NO. 78-CR-135-B
RANDALL R. MILLER, }
)
Defendant. )

ORDER

This Court has for consideration defendant's
pPretrial Motion to Dismiss the Indictment. The Court has
reviewed the file, the briefs and all of the recommendations
concerning the motions, and being fully advised in the premises,
finds:

That the defendant's Motion to Dismiss the
Indictment should be denied for the following reasons:

Counsel for defendant was heard on his Motion
to Dismiss the Indictment. There has been no showing that
the Government singled the defendant out for prosecution
based upon "arbitrary, invidious and unjustifiable standards.
The Court finds there is no basis for finding that the
indictment was based upon unreliable evidence or that the
Government did or did not present exculpatory evidence to
the grand jury as no evidence was taken at the hearing on
the Motion to Dismiss. The Court finds that the defendant
was invited to appear before the grand jury and availed
himself of that opportunity and thus was provided with the
opportunity to present exculpatory evidence on his behalf.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the Motion to

Dismiss the Indictment be and is hereby denied.

. Q Mmc M
Dated this da y, 1979.

(Signed) H. Dale Cook

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




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT AR 21979 .
y . N :
Northern District of Oklahoma . ey
Jack C. Silver, Clerk Bt
- U. S. DISTRICT COURT Rt
United States of America Criminal No. 79-CR-7-B Y-
V6. ‘
Debra Richaun Redic B
) <L on
u.,u_ \
ORDER FOR DISMISSAL
Pursuent to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal ;
| S
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States ;"*:
s

Attorney for the Northern Distriet of Oklahoma

hereby dismisses K& Counts IT and IIT of the indictmenmga.inst
(indictment, information, complaint)

. ‘ Debra Richaun Redic defendant.

[

i L

n ates Attorn R

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

United States Distriet Judge

Date: mm/lﬂ/{/k 2| /47{{

FORM OBD-113
(bl

B-27-74




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
o ' N
Northern District of Oklahoma MAR 21979 A

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

United States of America

vs.
Elaine Qakley

ORDER FOR

Criminal No. /9-CR-8-B

FILED ;

y

DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 4B8(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal

Frocedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the Northern

District of Oklahoma

hereby dismisses the Counte II and IIT of the indictmentagainst

(indictment, information, complaint)

Elain¢ Oakley

defendant.

)‘\.U Q ¥ S
United States Attorn o
!
[ 3
%,
Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal. ;j{-,-;ﬁw
LT
F.
. . United States District Judge
N 7 7 ;- { e
Date:ﬁﬂm,ﬂ/\‘/{/l/ 2, Iq77 E
9
FORM ORD-113 :
DOJ b
8-27-74 l o
g4
. ji‘ S
[ ‘( ) :I. ..“
e s et - e e - S o
l”,:.\-‘o.-f“»‘:_':"::-w-‘ j’.’.‘I,f:f"p;‘,‘;fjj‘;..‘_"-;f. ‘ e T -f-'_". - -~ - - ot 2T NS “ T AT




FILEDR
2
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT MR 9 1979 1\\, L__
Northern District of _okiahoma Jack . S, Clerk ;ff-"}“g
' 1. S. DISTRICT COURT =S

v
United States of America Criminal No. 79-CR-9-~B

VE.

4

Gary Wayne McClain

Sy

_ 2

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 :':;:v
Attorney for the Northern Distriet of _ Oklahoma p—
hereby dismisses zWwex Counts II, III and IV of the indictment against ;‘
(indictment, information, complaint) :
. Gary Wayne McClain defendant.
bscsa,.
i

e
i

. : I

- . : Fl

&\Nm}u N W -

United States Attorn ey

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

e~
‘E{vi'--#-}‘u‘
y United States District Judge i

Date:mﬁ[,lb\,ac\, 2, ’[/7 [ f
f
FORM OBD-113 ‘
Dol :
8~27-74 |
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FILE D
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT_ . MAR 2 1979 ‘\‘5
Northern District of Oklahoma
Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT
v
United States of America Criminal No. 79~CR-9-B
vs.

Charles Eugene Griffin )

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 Distriet of _ Oklahoma

hereby dismisses xther Counts II and III of the indictmentagainst
(indictment, information, complaint)

Charles Eugene Griffin defendant.

b W IS

United States Attorneyu

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

United States District Judge

bate: TNAAD 2, 1479

FORM 0BD-113
DO

8-27-74
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