UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern Distriet of Oklahoma
United States of America Criminal No. 79-CR-86-C 7
vs.,

) wel 1

o

CURTIS LEE JAMERSON

JUL 20 1379 ﬂw’”

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL Tarte e

A
TR
N

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

Attorney for the Northern District of _ Qklahoma

hereby dismisses t¥® Count I of the Indictment against
(indictment, information, complaint)

Curtis Lee Jamerson, defendant.

HUBERT H. BRYANT
United States Attorney

,%C’ﬂf}// / ‘-/fd;z z .(,W'u.»/%‘

AsstJ/ United-Btates Attorney\)

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

fted States District Judge
Date: C)utj S0,/ 7 '
/ ]

FORM OBD-113
DO

8~27-74




United States of America vs. Unit’ed S -"tes DiStriCt Court for
L _ NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

CURTIS LEE JAMERSON

DEFENDANT

L o i DOCKET NO. 3 | 79~CR-86~C J

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date - 7 29 79

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

X | WITH COUNSEL L Q._B. Graham, Court Appointed = _ ]

&) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that 1 i NOLO CONTENDERE, 1 t NOT GUILTY

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
N Lt NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a findingjemmion of
X GUILTY.
; - Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of 1 violated Pitle 18, U.S.C.,

FINDING & >ﬂ$§, as charged in Cownt 2 of the ; k. o

JUDGMENT - - f :
_

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 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

Coant 2 - Three (3) Years
SENTENCE

OR IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the execution of sentence is sus-
PROBATION | Pended and the defendant is placed on probation for a period of
ORDER Three (3) Years from this date.

~ On the nibtlor of the Assistant U. S. Attorney, Count 1 is
hereby dismissed.

SPECIAL
CORDITIONS
OF
PROBRATION

ADDITIONAL . S . -

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

reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at

OF any. .time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue 2 warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the prabation peried. | } . o . '

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

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

COMMITMENT . .
RECOMMEN- . shal or other gualified officer.
DATION
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
J . P ’ ’
] THIS DATE
SIGNED BY } .
X us. District Judge . — . ‘ — o | By .
H. DALE COOK { )CLERK
pate 71=20-79 J { ) DEPUTY

| ] V.S, Magistrate

wo



United States of America vs, d United S_ ites Di strict Court f
L NORTBERN DISTRICT QF OKLAHOMA _

DEFENDANT ABEI, SANDOVAL~RUIZ

a0-2as [IFE)

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date Y 7 18 79

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

X WITHHCOUNSEL __ _ _ _Eric E. Anderson, _Court Appointed

(Name of counsel)

X ) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that t NOLO CONTENDERE, 5 NOTSGUI‘I:TY e ?}

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,

— L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged Ji i

There being a finding RIEXNDD T
L X 1 GUILTY. fark ©

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated !i&.s' ]%E ! td':;ig .{‘é‘;' Bj
FINDING & > §1426(b), as charged in the Indictment. : :
JUDGMENT

_

Y The court asked whether defendant had anything tc say why judgmeni should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appearcd to the court, the ¢ourt adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: Ws
e e o

L B o e S e NN I S X S S A e B

The imposition of sentence is hereby suspended, and the defendant
SENTENCE is placed on probation for a period of Two (2) Years from this date,

NI T L R

OR on the condition that he return to Mexico, his native country, and
PROBATION that he not illegally re-enter the United States.
ORDER
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL . . .
CONDITIONS In addiiion to the special conditions of prabation 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
aF 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 probatioa 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
e
RECOMMEN- d :

DATION

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

- / THIS DATE
SIGNED BY ) 2 i , .
L g1 U.5. District Judge — —— 5 < '(/ l ey .

- { }JCLERK

.5, Magistrate Date i ( ) DEPUTY
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United States of America vs. United S i tes DiStriCt Court for

DEFENDANT DOLIC GUILLERMO BONILLA-GOMEZ

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

the defendant appeared in person on this date Y 7 18 79

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

X WITHCOUNSEL .___ __ _ _ _ _Exic E. Anderson, Court Appointed !

{Name of counsel) - ? - T
LI ED
PLEA 1X_] GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that i NOLO CONTENDERE, NOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea,

N LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged T

There being a findingfyeadigk of
tX 1 GUILTY.

FINDING & $§1326, as charged in the Infiictment.
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 appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered thatw

P N Y I N N N N S R L N O U O O X

The imposition of sentence is hereby suspended and the defendant
senTence |18 placed on probation for a period of Three (3) Years from this date,

0R >on the condition that the defemdant return to El Salvador, his native
PRoBATION | cOwntry, and that he not illegally re-enter the United States.

ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed abaove, it is hereby ordered thal the general conditions of j?robagion 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 oy within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a vielation eceurring during the probaticn period. ,

>The court orders commitment Lo the custody o7 the Atlerney 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
-

SIGMED BY } \ / /./ M ) THIS DATE
tX ! u.s. District Judge ’é‘éﬁ ’ / Ve

H. DALE GOOK ( ) CLERK
| U.S. Magistrate pate __ _T=18~TF9 | ( ) DEPUTY

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON




United States of America vs,

DEFENDANT

United £ ates District Court ;.

OSE FRANCISCO AGUILAR-HERNANDEZ

AO-2as [TEER

in the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date —J— 7 18 79
COUNSEL L WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right io counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counse! appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.
X JWITHCOUNSEL '« __ _ __ __ _ Eric E. Anderson, Court Appointed _ _ _ .
(Name of counsel)
PLEA LX_ GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L__ INOLO CONTENDERE, LE! JOTEUILE D

there is a factual basis for the plea,

N L——J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged JE g s aas .
There being a findingbyeadiegof o
LX GUILTY. fario n o
Jf—»‘(’f {;_ f\:““l‘ »
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated &81@3‘@’ m.
FINDING & S $1326, as charged in the Indictment.
JUDGMENT
_
Y The court asked whether defendant had arything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the ¢ourt adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that:m
B N O A N W RO SR S T I e e I I ST L S e S O I S B -
The imposition of sentence is hereby suspended and the defendant
sentence | 1S placed on probation for a period of Five ( 5) Years from this .
OR > date, on the condition that he return to his native country, El
prosaTion | Salvador, and that he not re-enter the United States again illegally.
ORDER
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
GF
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL S
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation peried or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probatijon for a violation occurring during the probation period. .
>The court orders commitment to ihe custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT and commitment to the U5, Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualificd officer.
DATION CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
\h }/ ) THIS DATE
SIGNED BY ) /%
L X! u.s. District Judge "&é’\ £ 4 :_j}f | BY ———— e
H. DALE COOK . { )CLERK
-
i U.5, Magistrate Date 7-18-79 | ( ) DEPUTY




United States of America vs. United Sﬁ‘ l'tes D i Str ict Court fo

DEFENDANT > JACK R, SOWLES

e e — DOCKET No. P | 79~CRe47-C j

JUDGMENT = R XIRCH ST Sy ""—,'*_‘.’::“.m."‘,-!.‘:_!_"f s 3 A0 245 [HEE)

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date . 7 17 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 WITH COUNSEL Norman Sepenuk, Retained = = )

L—J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that I NOLO CONTENDERE, &£ NOT GUILTY
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,

&1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharzeq his bond is exonerated

There being JEMBMg/verdict of and the Indictment is dismissed.
e GUILTY. i’_;":“' § § ~ | S e,
i & Fre : "1 %x':_vj

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

FINDING & > N

JUDGMENT A1 e
Ak e
U S Disipicy e

-/ '

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment shouid 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

SENTENCE
0R
PROBATION
ORDER

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 an the

reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at

OF any time during the probation .period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a viojation occurring duging the prabation 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 to the U
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
N d . THIS DATE
SIGNED BY ) v I A /
LX) U.s. District Judge T-e==" VW f{~ P AL {“ SV O < ey e .
' H. DALE COOK { )CLERK
Date 1-17-79 | ( ) DEPUTY

] U.S, Magqlstrate



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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
)
Plaintiff, )
) [t a ! .*:”-‘ 'r”'\li‘
V. ) do. 77-CR-37" -
)
DANNY ALEX MACIAS, )
) JuL 171979
Defendant. )
||'|".f”‘.f:.-' )
ORDER U b in;"%'i\;u! ' i.:’;’-'-'{'

The Court now considers the Motion of defendant Danny
Alex Macias for Modification of Sentence pursuant to Rule
35, Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure.

Defendant was found guilty by a jury of having violated
Title 21, U.S.C. §§ 841(a)(1l) and 846, and Title 18, U.S5.C.
§ 2, as charged in Counts 1, 4, and 6 of the indictment. On
June 10, 1977, defendant was sentenced to three tﬁenty-five
year prison terms to run concurrently; however, the terms
were CO run consecutive to two prior terms received by
defendant in federal courts in California: a ten year
sentence for conspiracy to distribute narcotics rendered on
June 3, 1974 by the U. S. District Court for the Central
" District of California, and a five year sentence for covi-
spiracy to distribute marijuana rendered on December 22,
1975 by the U. S. District Court for the Southern District
of California; the California sentences were to run concurrently.

Defendant now requests that this Court's sentence of
June 10, 1977, be modified to run concurrent to the Califor-
nia sentences. The conviction in this Court was appealed,
and judgment was rendered in that appeal on March 9, 1979 by
the United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit.
Defendant filed this Motion on July 6, 1979, and is thus

within the 120 day time limit for Rule 35 motions.




Having considered the arguments put forth by defendant

in the instant motion, and having reviewed the record, it is
the decision of this Court that defendant's Motion to Modify

should be, and the same hereby is, overruled.

It is so Ordered this _J/Z Ef day of July, 1979.

H. LE "CO0K, CHIEF JUDGE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT




United States of America vs. United S:- Stes DiStriCt Court for

DEFENDANT

79~CR-90-C

— L e DOCKET NO. P |

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 0215 5/75)

In the presence of the attorney for the government ' MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 7. 16 79

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

L XIWITHCOUNSEL L._ _ _ _Charles H. Froeb_ _ _ ___ _ _ __ _ _ _ ]

LX) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that l | NOLO CONTENDERE, \ | NOT GUILTY

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,

— L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/fmof
LX 1 GUILTY.

Défendant has be¢n convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated T. 26, U.s.C.,

FINDING & >3ect10n 7203 and P, 26, U.8.C., 8ection 7205, as charged in the
JUDGMENT nformt ion

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be proncunced. 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 thatm

The defendant 1s hereby ordered to pay unto the United States of
America fines in the amount of $500.00 on Count ONe, $500.00 on
SENTENCE | Count Two and $500.00 on Count Three. The imposition of any further

OR >Bentence is hereby suspended and defendant is placed on probation
PROBATION | for a period of two years.

ORDER
SPECIAL _ o 7 )
cnmg:mus The fines totaling $1500.00 are to be paid prior to yhe Fnim?frth
robationar eriod. Ciss
PROBATION p yp
HE 4 6 107G
PR o UK
U O
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general condmons of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the perlod of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation: period or within a maxlmumé)robatlon period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violatien ogourring during the probation perios ) i .

>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-

COMMITMEN
HEBUMMENT shal or other qualified officer,
DATION CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
P - N
/ S ! a g
o 5 THis pate_ 7~/ F-79

SIGNED BY } ’ / K{fr—: ; S /{’/; )2 A,.\‘//" l By_!l\_;_ O\).QA' -

L us. Districtduage P & 0 0000000 | 7 ST ) oBy__TiI”d MWAVEH M
)" : { )CLERK
L+| U.S. Magistrate Date (L) DEPUTY




United States of

DEFENDANT

— —

United S ites District Court r.,

America vs.

COUNSEL L—J 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.
X WITHCOUNSEL L.__._ _ _ _ Bob Pezold, Petajned _ _ _ _ _ ]
{Name of counsel)
E 1X_) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L__iNOLO CONTENDERE, FINdTGulty:, T
PLEA there is a factual basis for the pleca,
— L—J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged Mg
There being a findinglaEaRt of -
L¥ ) GUILTY. v e
RESSINE R R i .
7| Defziidant has becn convicted as charged of the offense(s) of Having violated vk Y87 6L 8007
FINDING & > $1014, as charged in the Indictment. E s _.
JUDGMENT 7 ’
Ry s
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 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
Two (2) Years, and on the condition that the defendant shall
be confined to 2 jail-type or treatment center for a period of
SENTENCE Five (5) Honths, the execution of the remainder of the sentence is
0R >~ suspended and the defendant is placed om probation for a period of
PROBATION | Nineteen (19) Months, to commence upon relase from confinement.
ORDER
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF .
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL . L
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general ganditions 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 Umeé 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 viglation 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 a:d’ commitment_tlo the U.S, Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

SIGNED BY

|_x_l U.5. District Judge

L) U.5, Magist

I the presence of the attorney for the government

MONTH

=

DAY

16

YEAR

79

the defendant appeared in person on this date

-—J—

THIS DATE

u I - Y
H.

{ })CLERK
{ ) DEPUTY

— -

rate Date




United States of A

DEFENDANT

United S ites District Court ro

merica vs.

GBORGE L. GRAYSOR

DOCKET NO. o= | 79-CR-48-C

A0-2as [EEE)

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

YEAR

79

DAY

16

MONTH

7

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

p—

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 I WITHCOUNSEL '\ _ _ _ _ _ _ Paul D. Brunton, Retained === === = J
{Name of counsel)
= Fl
PLEA LX_J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | ] NOLO CONTENDERE, ] NOT GUILTY

there is a factual basis for the piea,

L. NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a findin JIEYRK of 1
LX 1 GUILTY. Jack €0 e
IR IAIEE SR
Wil g i
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of m violated: Ti‘QH.e '1%, 5.0,
FINDING & L $1014, as charged in the Iadict-ut
JUDGMENT
. ‘
Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be promounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
wis shown or appeared to the court, the court ad]udged the defendant guutty as chargod and conwcted and ordered that dFNECIRIENIDICE
SENTENCE The imposition of sentence is hereby suspended and the defendant
oR >‘|.a Placed on probation for a period of Three (3) Years from this Adate.
PROBATION
ORDER
SPECIAL P
CONDITIONS
OF .
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL - i :
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general aonditions 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 perloci of probation, and at
OF o[ any @lme during theé probation periad or within.a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a vielatipn occurring during the prabation period, I . ) ) N
>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.
DATION CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
THIS DATE
SIGNED BY )
LX) u.S. District Judge P—sz £ N Jd By .
{ JCLERK
H. DALE COOK
- Date 7"'15"79 i) { )DEPUTY

L___J U.5. Magistrate

¥



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern District of Oklahoma
United States of America Criminal No./9-CR-47-C
VE. LR
JACK R. SOWLES ) T}‘Qh*r,?

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL SRR L ey

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 #wxCounts I through XI of Indigm?: against
indictment, information, complaint

Jack R. Sowles, defendant.

HUBERT H. BRYANT
United States Attorney

Asst. United States Attorney

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

United States District Judge

Date: July ¢ 1979

FORM OBD-113
DO

8-27-74




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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

/
v. No. 73-CR-113-D

F1LED

LARRY DEAN TURNER,

Movant.

@'JUL'i 6 197t

OPINION AND ORDER Jack C. Silver, Clary
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

On May 6, 1977, the court entered an Order disposing

of two legal issues raised pursuant to movant's Motion to Vacate
under Title 28, U.S.C. § 2255. As to the remaining three mixed
fact and law issues, counsel was appointed to represent the movant,
a complete evidentiary record has been developed through interroga-
tories, and counsel has submitted said three issues for final de-
cision based on the record extant herein. The movant is presently
in custody under the sentence attacked herein because of alleged
violation of parole arising, in part, from a judgment of conviction
in the Western District of Oklahoma of a new offense (United States
v. Larry Dean Turner, Case No. CR-79-13, Tenth Circuit Court of
Appeals No. 79-1468). The court upon review of this record finds
and concludes as follows:
I.

As to the ground for relief No. 3, based upon the assertion
the movant was not advised of his right to grand jury indictment,
the supplemented record includes the testimony of John Street, court-
appointed counsel for movant, which is summarized as follows:

Street states that he represented Turner at a hearing

before the late Chief Judge Allen E. Barrow on September 18,

1973 where the government was granted the right to dismiss

the indictment (Case No. 73-CR-97) and was granted leave

to file and proceed upon a superseding Information (Case No.

73-CR-113); that he told Turner that he had an absolute




right to be proceeded against by grand jury indictment

1f he desired; that he believes Judge Barrow also in-

formed him of this right; that Turner said that he under-

stood this right and wished to waive it since a grand

jury indictment would only delay the proceeding; that

he believes that Turner also acknowledged this right and

waived it in open court; that no written waiver of indict-

ment was executed by Turner because no one ever asked him
to sign one; and ﬁhat he can state beyond a reasonable
doubt to a moral certainty that he advised Turner of his
constitutional rights.

It is apparent that the right of grand jury indictment
accruing to the movantthrough the Fifth Amendment was knowingly,
voluntarily, and understandingly waived in the interest of an ex-
peditious jury trial. The court notes that the superseding informa-
tion was virtually identical to the superseded indictment. The
fact that movant did not formally sign or waive indictment in open
court is not fatal under these circumstances, where he was competently
informed of this constitutional right by his counsel and informally
waived the same. The court has heretofore quoted from the case of

Bartlett v. United States, 354 F.2d 745 (8th Cir. 1966) in its Order

of May 6, 1977, which case recognizes a non-ritualized waiver of
indictment and a review of this record reflects substantial compli-

ance with the Bartlett test. Also see Beardslee v. United States,

541 ¥.2d 705, 706 (8th Cir. 1976); Williams v. United States, 410

F.2d 370 (3rd Cir. 1969). Collateral relief is not available where
all that is shown is a failure to comply with the formal requirements
of a rule of criminal procedure and absent any indication the movant

was prejudiced thereby. United States v. Hamilton, 553 F.2d 63, 66

(10th Cir. 1977), cert. denied, 434 U.S. 834 (1977); United States

v. White, 572 F.2d 1007, 1009 (4th Cir. 1978); Lepera v. United

States, 587 F.2d 433, 435 (9th Cir. 1978). Movant has simply not

sustained his burden of establishing this ground for relief by a




preponderance of the evidence. United States v. DeCarlo, 575 F.24

952, 954-955 (5th Cir. 1978), cert. denied, U.S.

IT.

As to grounds for relief Nos. 4 and 5, the movant urges
that the use of prior unaccepted and void state (Hughes County,
Oklahoma} guilty pleas is violative of constitutional due process
herein at two levels: (a) during jury trial for the purpose of
impeachment, and (b) at sentencing since it may have enhanced the
sentence imposed by four years. In its Order of May 6, 1977, the
court also ordered an evidentiary record on movant's allegations of
threats and coercion perpetrated on him to enter said state guilty
pleas. The evidentiary record pertinent to these grounds includes
the testimony of James C. Daugherty, movant's privately retained
counsel on the Hughes County charges, Jim Baker, undersheriff of
Hughes County and Elma Mae Medler, mother of the movant. Their
testimony is summarized as follows:

(a) James C. Daugherty - Daugherty states that Turner
was arraigned in each of the Hughes County criminal cases;
that no preliminary hearings were held and explains why;
the investigation he made of the charges; that he advised
Turner of the alternatives involved in accepting or denying
the Hughes County District Attorney's offer to recommend
a deferred sentence if Turner pleaded guilty; the reasons
for giving such advice to Turner; that he had no know-
ledge of any remarks the Hughes Counfy District Attorney
made to Turner regarding deferred sentences and their
effects; that when he appeared with Turner for arraignment,
he noted that Turner's right eye was black and that his
nose appeared to be swollen, and that he dictated this
observation into the record; that he did not recall speci-
fically the explanation for Turner's appearance at that
time but recalled that it involved some type of alterca-

tion in the jail between Turner and the Hughes County




sheriff and/or deputies; that he knew of no threats by
the Hughes County sheriff upon Turner's life; that he
could state with certainty that Turner's pPlea to the
stéte charges was voluntarily made and was made because
Turner was guilty and not because of promises made by
the District Attorney's office; that during the time in
which he represented Turner, he discussed with Turner
his right to a jury trial, not to incriminate himself,
to have the government carry the burden of proving

his guilt beyond a reasonable doubt, and to require the
government to prove every element of the offenses; and
that Turner had told him that Turner and‘the Hughes County
sheriff were having some problems involving a woman they
were both supposedly interested in.

(b) Jim Baker - Baker states that Turner was subjected
to physical force or violence while in the custody of the
Hughes County sheriff's office when Turner, upon being
arrested, refused to surrender keys he had in his pocket;
that the injuries complained of by Turner possibly resulted
when it was necessary for Baker and the sheriff to forcibly
remove the keys from Turner; that Turner was never threatened
by any'member of the Hughes County sheriff's department;
and that Turner was never threatened, coerced or encouraged
by any member of the Hughes County sheriff's department to
plead guilty to any crime.

{c) Elma Mae Medler - Mrs. Medler relates events sur-
rounding the 1969 state criminal charges against Turner and
the events up to Turner's guilty pleas in those cases, and
states that the Hughes County sheriff communicated threats
to her to induce Turner to plead guilty to the state
charges; that these threats were that the sheriff would

see to it that Turner never got out of jail if he didn't




cooperate and that he, the sheriff, would kill Turner

if he didn't plead guilty to the charges; and that in

1973 Judge Bob Reeves called her and threatened to put

Turner in the penitentiary for the rest of his life if

Turner tried to have his records expunged,

The transcript of testimony in the Hughes County District Court and
other evidentiary materials reflect that the Hughes County charges
included the following:

CRF-69-52, Grand Larceny;

CRF-69-53, Burglary;

CRF—69—55, Grand Larceny;

CRF-69-56, Burglary;

CRF-69-57, Burglary;

CRF~69-58, Burglary;

CRF-69-59, Burglary;

CRF~69-60, Grand Larceny;

CRF-69-62, Grand Larceny;

CRF-69-63, Grand Larceny.
On August 5, 1971 the movant entered pleas of guilty to said charges
and upon the recommendation of the District Attorney, he was placed
on probation for a period of two years with actual sentence being
deferred. On August 21, 1975, subsequent to the trial and sentence
attacked herein, the deferred sentences were expunged from the record
and dismissed w;th prejudice,

In the appeal of the judgment under attack herein, the
movant contended, as he has also urged herein, that the use of the
Hughes County pleas of guilty for impeachment purposes was improper
since there was no judgment of guilt. 1In reviewing the Oklahoma
"Deferred Sentence Procedure", 22 0.S. § 991c, the Court of Appeals
affirmed and stated that although a deferred sentence is not a "con-
viction" under Oklahoma law, the admissibility of evidence in a
federal criminal trial is not controlled thereby. "Federal cases

interpret the common law as allowing evidence of other convictions




for impeachment purposes . . . and hold that a guilty plea is a
confession of guilt and amounts to a conviction". (citations
omitted). United States v. Turner, 497 F.2d 406, 407 (10th Cir.

1974), cert. denied, 423 U.S. 848 (1975). Also see United States

v. Place, 561 F.2d 213, 215 (10th Cir. 1977), cert. denied, 434 U.

S. 1000 (1977): Braswell v. United States, 224 F.2d 706, 707-710

(10th Cir. 1955), cert. denied, 350 U.S. 845 (1955) . Vacating this
sentence because of the use of the Hughes County pleas at trial
would violate the rule that normally, evidentiary rulings are not

properly cognizable in § 2255 proceedings. Carrillo v. United States,

332 F.2d 202 (10th Cir. 1964); Nick v. United States, 406 F.Supp. 1

(E.D. Mo. 1975), affmd, 531 F.2d 936 (8th Cir, 1876).
In the sentencing of the movant, the transcript reflects
that the court's only reference to the Hughes County pleas was

as follows:

"In connection with this sentencing, the only con-
sideration that is being made by the Court is the prior
record of this defendant involving those State Court

convictions brought out during the trial. T am giving
no consideration to any other items on the defendant's
prior record." (page 16.)

Thus, no tainted prior sentences were ever considered during the

trial, or to enhance the sentence in violation of Gideon v. Wain-

wright, 372 U.S. 335 (1963) and Tucker v. United States, 404 U.S.

443 (1972), and the state pleas, even when dismissed in 1975, were
never held to be invalid on constitutional grounds. Moreover, the

law of this case was established in United States v. Turner, supra,

and, both at the time of trial and sentencing, the prior state pleas
of guilty were deemed convictions without evidence of constitutional

infirmity. Bromley v. Crisp, 561 F.2d 1351, 1363 (10th Cir. 1877),

cert. denied, 435 U.S, 908 (1978); Schwartz v. N.M.S. Industries,

Inc., 575 F.2d 553 (5th Cir. 1978).
In an anomalous contention to the court's purported illegal

use of valid Hughes County pleas, the movant asserts the pleas were




invalid because of threats and coercion by the Hughes County
Sheriff's department. In this regard, the testimony of movant's
privately retained counsel is particularly significant in view of

his professional competence and the lengthy and deliberate considera-
tion of the Hughes County charges (from October 1969 to August 1971)
before the pleas were entered. Reiterating, movant's counsel stated
that the pleas were voluntarily made with full awareness of constitu-
tional rights to jury trial, to confrontation, not to incriminate
himself, and of the state's burden of proof. Movant's counsel further
stated he knew of no threats by the Hughes County Sheriff's depart-
ment., The undersheriff unequivocally stated that the movant was
never threatened nor coerced by himself or any member of the Hughes
County Sheriff's department and that the only physical contact with
the movant was when it was necessary to forcibly remove keys from

him before he was incarcerated. The testimony of movant's mother

is incredulous in view of her relationship to the movant, that the
threats by the sheriff and district judge were communicated to her
rather than directly to movant, and movant has not shown by competent
evidence that the pleas were unconstitutionally entered by reason

of the alleged threats. The evidentiary record in this case satis~

fies the court that the Hughes County pleas were not taken in viola-

tion of Boykin v. Alabama, 395 U.S. 238 {1969), and were intelli-

gently and voluntarily entered. Stinson v. Turner, 473 F,2d 913

(10th Cir. 1973); Lansinger v. Crisps, 403 F.Supp. 928 (W.D. Okla.

1975). The full panoply of Rule 11, Federal Rules of Criminal Pro-
cedure, 18 U.S.C.A., does not apply to state court procedures.

Beavers v. Anderson, 474 U.S. 1114, 1117 (10th Cir. 1973). Accor~

dingly, it is the court's view that the movant has not shown by a
preponderance of the evidence that there was any unconstitutiocnal
threats or coercion in connection with the Hughes County pleas,.

Therefore, the movant's Motion to Vacate, Set Aside, or




Correct Sentence pursuant to 28 U.5.C. § 2255 is denied.
2

Dated this {Zm “day of July, 1979.

ﬁSQgQC'fé Cﬁgli4vLmﬁAﬁ§/& ¢7

FRED DAUGHERTY 77 4
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




- | United 7 ates Distriect Court s
L _NORTHERN_DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT GEORGE E. BEAMS
e - 1 DOCKET No. 31 T9-CR~53~C J

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER A0-245 [T

4
In the presence of the attorney for the government MprgTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date —J—— 7 13 79

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

LX JWITHCOUNSEL L. __ _Tom Magon, Retained __ _ = j

S
LX) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | | NOLO CONTENDERE, |-NOT GUILTY

FLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
W AB

L. .J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a findingjpereigof ot [ e 0
X1 GUILTY, LSS0 L VI )
. o) DISTRICT Shu

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of Paving violated Title 26, U.S5.C. ‘
FINDING & \ $7201, as charged in Counts 1 and 2 of the Indi¢tment.
JUDEMENT ‘ i .

-/

Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrar
was shown, or appeared to the couri, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that:w

R R o S N R A R R A iy

The imposition of sentence is hereby suspended in Counts 1 and 2
SENTENCE and the deferndant is placed on probation for a period of Two (2)

OR >~ Years from this date as to each Count; said probation imposed in
PROBATION Count 2 to run concurrently with the probation imposed in Count 1.

ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL S

CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probatian 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

aF 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 vielation eccurring during the prabation period, . oo : R

>The court orders commitment 1o 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. shat or other qualified officer.
DATION CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

THIS DATE

= E I A ) s

L.x__.l U.5. District Judge
{ )CLERK

i U.5. Magistrate B. X ‘ 7=-13-79 ] { ) DEPUTY

Date




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern Digtrict of Oklahoma
79-CR-81-C
United States of America ) Criminal No. /- CR781-C
VS«
Daniel Guereca-Arreola, ) r i L ED

/% JUL 101979

lack © Sif er Cf

s ™y e
Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Crimika.l DISTRICY oo,

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the Northern Distriet of Oklahoma

hereby dismisses the indictment agalnst
(indictment, information, complaint)

Daniel Guereca-Arreola, defendant.

{é’é(}’fhd}‘ 2 /C) £~/ %/Q&'U

Assistant United States Attorney

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

United States Distriet Judge
Date: July /P, 1979

FORM OBD-113
104

8-27-74




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

DARRELL WAYNE CONDIT,

Movant, 79-C-385-C

//’_’\
No( 74-CR-48

SO E D

V5.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

PP PP P e N P N )

Respondent.
479
ORDER SOon T ik
Jo S DT CCURT
The movant herein is presently a prisoner in the
Englewood Federal Correcticnal Institution, Englewocod,
Colorado. On November 18, 1974, the movant entered pleas of
guilty to Counts One and Two of an Indictment charging him
with violations of 18 U.S.C. § 1708, and 18 U.S.C. § 495,
respectively. On November 26, 1974, Judge Allen E. Barrow
suspended the imposition of sentence on both Counts, and
placed the movant on probation for a period of four years as
to each Count, the two periods of probation to run concurrently.
The imposition of probation was made pursuant to the Youth
Corrections Act, 18 U.S.C. § 5010(a). ©On January 9, 1976,
movant's probation was revoked, and he was sentenced by
Judge Barrow to eighteen months imprisonment on Count One.
On Count Two, the imposition of sentence was suspended, and
he was placed on two years probation. The movant served the
eighteen-month sentence. ©On January 10, 1978, the United
States District Court for the Eastern District of California
assumed jurisdiction of movant's probation, as the movant
intended to reside within that judicial diétrict. On April
2, 1979, movant's probation was revoked and the California
court sentenced him to two years imprisonment. The movant
herein challenges the sentences imposed by Judge Barrow on
January 9, 1976, and by the California court on April 2,

1279, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2255.




Under the literal terms of Section 2255, this Court
would lack jurisdiction to consider the movant's challenge
to the sentence of the California court for that Section
provides that the motion be made to the "court which imposed
the sentence". However, movant has referred the Court to

the case of Napoles v. United States, 536 F.2d 722 (7th Cir.

1976), and the Court finds the reasoning of that case to be
persuasive.

In Napoles, the court held that a Section 2255 motion
should be heard in the "'court whose proceedings are being
attacked'". 536 F.2d at p.726. Jurisdiction over Napcles'
probation had been transferred, and the transferee court had
subsequently revoked probation and imposed an institutional
sentence. Napoles filed a Section 2255 motion with the
transferor court which was dismissed for lack of jurisdiction.
The appellate court held that the transferor court did have
jurisdiction because it was the proceedings there that were
being attacked by Napoles.

In the case at bar, the movant is serving a sentence
imposed by the California court. However, as in Napoles,
the movant is only attacking proceedings in this Court. The
movant alleges that the sentence of the California court is
illegal because the sentence imposed on January 6, 1976 by
Judge Barrow is illegal.

In support of its holding, the Napoles court noted that
one of the purposes of Section 2255 "'was to effect a change
in the law whereby the Judge whose proceedings were being
attacked would in the first instance hear and determine the

validity of the attack . . .'" 536 F.2d at p.725. See also

Martin v. United States, 248 F.2d 554 (8th Cir. 1957); Woods

v. Rodgers, 275 F.Supp. 559 (D.D.C. 1967). Because Judge
Barrow is now deceased, this purpose could not be achieved
in the instant case. On the other hand, the California

court had absolutely no connection with the proceedings




presently being attacked. The Court therefore holds that it
may properly hear the present motion in its entirety.

The movant contends that the January 9, 1976 sentence
was illegal because it changed his original sentence under
the Youth Corrections Act to an adult sentence, and because
the sentences on the two counts were made to run consecutively,
when they were originally to run concurrently. He further
contends that the California coﬁrt did not have jurisdiction
to impose the two year sentence on him because that sentence
stemmed from the allegedly illegal sentence imposed by Judge
Barrow.

An examination of the court file herein demonstrates
that the movant was approximately twenty-four years old on
January 9, 1976. The movant was therefore eligible for
treatment under the Youth Corrections Act, but as a "young
adult offender", not as a "youth offender". 18 U.S.C. §§
4216, 5006. If the movant had been a "youth offender",
sentencing under the Youth Corrections Act would have been
mandatory absent a finding that he would not derive any

benefit therefrom. 18 U.S.C. § 5010(4). See Dorszynski v.

‘United States, 418 U.S. 424, 94 S.Ct. 3042, 41 L.Ed.2d 855

(1974). But as a "young adult offender", the movant could
not have been sentenced under the Youth Corrections Act
unless there was a finding that there were reasonable grounds
to believe that he would benefit from treatment thereunder.

18 U.5.C. § 4216. gSee Dorzynski v. United States, supra.

No such finding was made.

Furthermore, the fact that the movant was originally
sentenced under the Youth Corrections Act does not require
his re-sentencing under the same upon the revocation of his
probation. Nor was Judge Barrow required to impose concurrent
sentences on both c¢ounts such as were originally imposed.

"When a court places a youth offender on
probation under section 5010{(a) of the Youth




Corrections Act, it is exercising an option in
lieu of sentencing and not imposing a 'sentence'
within the strict meaning of the word. .
Thereafter, when the terms of probation are
violated the court may impose any sentence that
might originally have been adjudged. . . ."
(Citations omitted) Dunn v. United States,

561 F.2d 259, 261 (D.C.Cir. 1977). GSee also
United States v. Evers, 534 F.2d 1186 (5th Cir.
1976).

The January 9, 1976 sentence was certainly one that could
have originally been adjudged and the movant's contention that
such sentence was illegal is without merit. The movant
proposes no further ground to support-his claim that the
California sentence is illegal. That claim must therefore
fall as well.

For the foregoing reasons, it is therefore ordered that
the present motion to vacate, set aside, or correct sentence

pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2255 is hereby overruled.

It is so Ordered this {dﬁa{ day of July, 1979.

H. DALE COUCK
Chief Judge, U. S. District Court
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United €

ates District Court for

United States of America vs.

LISANDRO AGUSTO SOT0-S0TO

] W.5. Magistrate

DEFENDANT
b ! DOCKET No. -t 79~CR-80~C 1
JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER .0 245 @R
In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date J—— 7 6 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 walved assistance of counsel,
X _)WITHCOUNSEL __ _ _ _David Peterson, Court Appointed _ _ _ _ _ _ f
(Name of counsei)
B __J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L____JNOLO CONTENDERE, |_~J'N0'i‘ GlilLTYm .
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
N L} NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged : ,_?J
There being a findingigMattn of
X1 GUILTY. ) :-_ :
‘ Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hawing YWM fitﬁ ﬁﬁé QU. e
FINDING & >51426(h) ;B ohargw in the Ind:lmt. :
JUDGMENT i S
. " R 1]
\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no suffi.cient cadsé td ‘the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered thaCIRINISERNNS
N S W R R O N I L oL R
The imposition of sentence is hereby suspended and the defendant
senTence | 18 Placed on probation for a period of Two (2) Years from this date.
OR
PROBATION
ORDER
SPECIAL Conditions of probagion are that the de returm Qr be
CONDITIONS | returned to Guatemala by the Immigration and Naturalization Service
OF and that he iz not to re-enter the United States illegally.
PROBATION
ADDITIDNAL ‘ . . . Pl ot -
COKDITSONS 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 thc conditions of probation, reduce or extend the perlod of probation, and at
oF any time durifg the: probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by Iaw, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATICN probation for a violation.occurring during the probatmn 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.
DATION CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
/. .
: : P THIS DATE
SIGNED BY } 5 o e )
N / I E I R SO,
L u.s. District Judge ,,/)’t,‘{, A S DL - SR S | BY o e
H. DALE COOK . (3 clErK
Date 7-6-79 | { ) DEPUTY

o



- United S ".tes Distriet Court o
_ _NORTHERM DISTRICT OF DELAHOMA _

United States of America vs.

BEFENDAKRT LONKRELL FOSTER
L o o o 1 DOCKET NO. | 79=-CR=75-C ]

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER o245 @

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

the defendant appeared in person on this date Y 7 3 79

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

LX JWITIHHCOUNSEL L . . _ _Randolph P._ Stainar, Court Appointed __ __ _ |
{Name of counsel} - o
FlL E
LX-J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | NOLO CONTENDERE, | NOT GUILTY '
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
f!““ AR

L— 1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a findinggyangteiot om0 [T
L3 GUILTY. I : -

i'_:* ! £ .
C- ]

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of baving violated Title 18, U‘.;S:
FINDING & & §49%5, as charged in Counts 1 and 2 of the Informatiom.

JUDGMENT \ .
The Court finds that the defendant was 19 ysars of age at the
time of conviction, but finds that the defendant does not nead to be
committed for treatment. :
-

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment shoutd not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that:W

- b '.uuu-:é‘iltl3“0)03‘_\7**‘*l_‘vvb.‘.-’i-'h“)-!‘ﬁ PN R R RN .

The imposition of sentence in Cownts 1 and 2 is hereby suspendad
sentence | and the defendant is placed on probation for a period of Four {4)
OR >Years from this date; the probation imposed in Count 2 to run con-
currently with the probation imposed in Count 1.

PROBATION
ORDER
SPECIAL . In addition to the uswal conditions of probatiom, the defendant
CONDITIONS | ghall find and maintain lawful and useful employment, or attend a
pm;’:nw training ox vocational schocl to learn a trade.
ADDITIONAL o
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

v change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at

reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court ma
bation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warragt and revoke

OF any time during the probation’period or within a maximum pro
PROBATION probation for a vielation occurring during the probation period,

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

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

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION .
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
- ./
THIS DATE
SIGNED BY
L X | u.s. District Judge ; BY o
H. DALE COOX ( }CLERK
Date 7~-3-79 1 ( ) DEPUTY

i | U.S. Magistrate



United States of America vs. -

DEFENDANT

e . ]

the defendant appeared in person on this date

COUNSEL

L¥X | WITH COUNSEL

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

E—
Y

SENTENCE

OR >

PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
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OF
PRORBATION

ADOITIONAL
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OF _

PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATICN
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SIGNED BY

LX . u.s. District

L] U.S. Magistrate

L WITHOUT COUNSEL

LX) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that

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

T -

a

T T

United St: " s District Court for

L _NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
DEBORAH LYNN COBB

DOCKET NO. 3 | 7§ R=72=C |

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

AC-245 [FFE)

MONTH DAY YEAR

l 7 3 79

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

—Robart H. Tips,

(Name of counsel)

In the presence of the attorney for the government

F1LED

L NOT GUILTY

Jub 21970

L___tNOLO CONTENDERE,
there is a factual basis for the plea,

L} NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

GUILTY.
= .S, DISTiACT Cou”
18

Defendant has baen convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having 'iom ritle ;s U.8.C.,
§656, as charged in Counts 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6 of the Indictment.

There being a findingjygegigt of

The cvourt asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be prenounced. 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
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney Gereral or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

Count 1 - Three (3) Years, and on the condition that the
defendant be confined in a jail~type or treatmesnt institution
for a period of Four (4) Months, the execution of the remainder
of the sentence is hareby suspended and the defendant is placed
on probation for a period of Two and one-half (2 1/2) Years, to
commence upon release of da!&m!mt, fron conf inement.

Counts 2,3,4,5 and 6 - The imposition of sentence is hntchy
suspended and the dafendant is placed on probation for a period
of Pwo and one-half (2 1/2) Years, to commence at such time as
the defendant is released from confinement.

In addition to the usual conditions of probation, the Gefendant
is to make restitution in such amounts as shall be determined by
the Probation Department, according to her ability to pay, during
her term of probation.

In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation sct out on the
reverse side.of this judgment be imposed. The Court fnay change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
any time during the probation perlod or within a maximum probation penod of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
probation 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-
shai or other qualified officer.

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

THIS DATE

)

Judge
} CLERK

} DEPUTY

DALE COOK (
Date 7—3"‘?9 | {




