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United & aites District court for
| NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA |

United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT EARL. ARMAND BOLTON, JR.

L o o e o - DOCKET NO. 3= | 79-CR~99-C ]

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER  so2s(@iE

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date »— 9 28 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,

LX_| WITH COUNSEL L Jay C. Baker, Retained _ __ _ _ _ _ . _ __ _ _ ]

—~

L1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that 1 ] NOLO CONTENDERE, L X ) NOT GUILTY
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,

There being a findingJatatt of

Defendant has been gonvicted as charged of thigoffense(s) of hf(mg wiolated Title 18, U.S .Cor.

L J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

L X : GUILTY.

FINDING & > Section 2312, as charged in Counts 1. and 2 of I.thi:_x‘ixdiment.
JUDGMENT ( : : L S

- / ’ : . . . : N 7. '1"_ ‘.’V

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything tc 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
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

Count 1 - One and one-half (1 1/2) Years

SENTENCE Count 2 - One and one-half (1 1/2) Years

oR o;}:n oN ” IT IS PURTHER ORDERED that the sentence imposed in Count 2 shall
ORDER run concurrently with the sentence imposed in Count 1.

IT IS PURTHER ADJUDGED that  the execution of sentence be -sus-
pended until Octobexr 22, 1979, at 9:00 A.M., at which time the
defendant shall report to the United States Marshal 's Office.

SPECIAL !

CONDITIONS
OF

PROBATION

ADDITIONAL ) L PR

CONDITIONS {n 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 timé 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 ocgurring dusing th;_prqhqt:ion period,

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

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

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
) CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
J o
THIS DATE

SIGNED BY }
LX_J u.s. District Judge ] BY e

H. DALE COOK - ( )JCLERK
L1 U.5. Magistrate Date 9-28-79 N { }DEPUTY .

o



T

United States of America vs. Unlted 8 tes Di Strict Court for
L _NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

DEFENDANT DAVID GEORGE ROBERTS
b 1 DOCKET NO. P | 79~CR=101~C !

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appearcd in person on this date ——— 9 17 79

COUNSEL L1 WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waijved assistance of counsel,

X wiTH COUNSEL Charles H, Froeb, Court Appointed ]

= L g £1 LD
L— GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | } NOLO CONTENDERE, X ) NOT GUIL -
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,

LT ey g
— L—J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged Y978
There being KRdAB®verdict of ot
L£ ) GuILTY. RS P
A Y T
. . . . . . . e e d i
. Defendant has becn ‘convicted 2s charged of the offepse(s) of - haying violated Title IQ, ¥.s.c. ’
FINDINGE ‘' Section 359, as charged in Counts 1,12, 3,4,5,6,7 and 8 of the
JUDGMENT { Mimt. | - S i : :
\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be promaunced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shawn, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered thatm
T v‘_k,‘,. e I N A N N O S T I S [ A N DR M N N N A A S
. X
\ The imposition of sentemce in Counts 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8
\ SENTENCE is hereby suspended and the defendant is placed on probation as to
oR > e@ach Count for a period of Three (3) Years; said probation imposed
rrosaTion | in Counts 2, 3, 4, S, 6, 7 and 8 shall run concurrently with the
ORDER probation imposed in Count 1.
SPECIAL 1 .. In addition to the usual conditions of probatir n, the defendant
CONDITIONS | is directed to make restitution in the sum of §$1,725.00, at the rate
OF of $50.00 par month. _ _ N . L
PROBATION '
ADDITIONAL : . .. : . . _— S
TI’QNDlTlGNS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general evnditions of probation set out on the
- Teverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF “I' ‘anytlme 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 QEoWring.during the. probation geriod. . - o : ‘
rThe 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 .S, Mar-
" *COMMEN- L E shal or other qualified officer.
“r; DATION CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
\:{. “J e : THIS DATE
' _NED BY )
‘Ul u.s. District Judgs J ey ___
, H. DALE COOK { )CLERK
)g } U.S. Maglstrate pate _9-17-79 _ 1 { ) DEPUTY
/ L\_:’.‘-
.

e et e i e e 1 e« - S e e - (SO




United States of America vs. United S _‘ftes Distriet Court

L NORTHERN DISTRICYT OF OKLAHOMA _
DEFENDANT
| CINTHIA MARIE MASSA = 1 pockeT no. P |1 I~CR~119-C |

. a0-245 [FFE

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH iﬁy \_}E9AR
the defendant appeared in person on this date B 9

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 JWITH COUNSEL  L_ Mack Muratet Braly, Court Appointed ]

{Name of counsel}

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

L__J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a findingtamxt of p 4
L1 GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated T. 18, U.S.C.,
FINDING & Section 1701 and 641

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 char and convicted and ordered that: THFNIEAN K
: e X 0K ) ) (RO X & UK

d

The imposition of sentence of imprisonment as te each of the counts

senTence | duspended and defendant placed on probation for a perlod of six (6)
OR >,months. Defendant ordered to pay a fine of $100.00 on Count 1 and
$100.00 on Count 2, to be paid prior to the end of the six months

PROBATION
ORDER probationary period.
SPECIAL ‘

conDiTions | Derendant to make restitution to'the U. 8. Court Clerk's Office

OF prior to the end of the six months probatinnarg period in the sum

PROBATION |of $284.96C
=

ADDITIONAL Jack 0 o
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditiens of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered th th@gt&e um;onﬂg{ rabation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probati redul g§ i the perfod of probation, and at
woes OF - any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitte : ,rﬁé&?‘issue a warrant and revoke

PROBATION probation for a violation 9ceurring 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 lthis judgment
CIIJ‘MMMITMVE'NT _ and commitment to the U .S, May-
RECOMMEN; : shal or other qualified officers”
DATION '
{‘T ON CERTIFIED AS A TRUE copPY ON~
% C oo o
e . S e
THISDATE 7~ = =~ 4
T e e
SIGNED BY . .‘\u ot .
s L N
L) U.5. District .udge ) By o hn oS D
B Y c’ERK

lY_i U.5. Magistrate Date 9-— ] §- Zg ] ) "y DEPUTY
ko
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
Northern District of Oklahoma
United States of America Criminal No. 79-CR-105

vs.
Robert J. Whitson

e

Jack C. Sitver Clerk

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL U. 8. DISTRICT ¢ouny

Pursuant to Rule U8{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 ttwe Count II of the Indictment
{indictment, information, complaint)

against

Robert J. Whitson, defendant.

HUBERT H. BRYANT
United States Attorney

(d» /Q ¢l 'x}/,( )du(/?}, (ZK 7N |

Asst. United States Attorney /

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

United States District Judge

Date: September /’j , 1979

FORM OBD-113
Do)

8-27-74

FILEL .

S,
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United States of America vs.

St

United £ aites District Court for

L BURIBGNEE JLodBALL WS UhSaSS —
DEFENDANT ROBERT J. WHITSON
L o o o e 1 DOCKET NO. Jp= | 79~CR~105~C ]
JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER a0z @E
In the presence of the attorney for the gavernment MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P—— 9 14 79
COUNSEL —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 | WITHCOUNSEL L._ ... _ _ . Dan R. Kramer, Court Appointed _ |
I oal
{Name of counsel) {: E i‘“ im e
PLEA Ll GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that i | NOLO CONTENDERE, ] NOT GUILTY

)

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
oF
PRORBRATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

“hereby s

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

there is a factual basis for the plea,

SEP 141979
Jack €

AR
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) ofvawing wiolated Title 26, u.s8.c,
Section 5861(f) and 5871, and Title 18, U.5.C., Section B44{i), as
charged in Counts 1 and 3 of ths Indictment.

Lt NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
Silomy fha?

There being a findingscatbg of
7

(X GUILTY.

The court asked whether defendant had anything 1o say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the 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 } & 3 - Pour (4) Years, on the condition that the defendant
be confined in a jail-type or treatment institution for a period of
Six (6) Months, the execution of the remainder of the sentence is

and the defendant is placed on probation for a period
of Porty-two (42) Months:; said period of probation to commence at the
expiration of the sentence of confinement.

IT 1S PURTHER ADJUDGED that the sentence imposed in Count 3 shall
run concurrently with the sentence in Count 1.

tT IS FPURTHER ORDERED that the exa&ution of the sentence is sus-
pended until October 1, 1979, at 9:00 a.xm., at which time the defendant
shall report to the United States Maxshal.

[

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

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

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

- /

SIGNED BY

Lx_l .S, District Judge

| ) U.5, Maglstrate

e BT pa 7:/’%39 N THIS DATE
} ’{f”“ DL il Lt B NI
- - | BY o e e e
R. DALE COOX { )CLERK
Date 9-14-79 | { )} DEPUTY

A




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern District of Oklahoma
United States of America Criminal No. 79-CR=79 v
vs. -
= .
Doris Jane Sneed(Medford)) ) E L E j:
T
50014 1979
ORDER FOR DISMISSAL Jack C. Silver, Clary

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

Attorney for the Northern Distriet of __Qklahaoma

hereby dismissesxtye Count I of the Indictment against
(indictment, information, complaint)

Doris Jane Sneed Medford, defendant.

HUBERT H. BRYANT
United States Attorney

(_('f/é’_ axd 'L,,Z/L)&CQ/E’ il ﬁg%yﬁ/jﬁ"/

Asst. United States Attorney

~

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

United States District Judge

Date: September 4, 1979

FORM OBD-113
91eY]

8-27-74

U. S, DISTRiCT CCLay

.y
ok
¥ 1
-




United States of A

United £ ates District Court ror

merica vs.

DORYS JAME MEDFORD

DEFENDANT
e —I DOCKET No. P | T9~CR~T9~C )
JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER a0 s
In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 9 14 19
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 counsei.
X _)WITHCOUNSEL __ _ _ _ _Charles W. Whitean. sauLL}Fanintad _____ !
{Name of counsel) ui
ILED
K GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L 1 NOLO CONTENDERE, L 1 NOT GUILTY
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea, orp .
g ol 1 &4 ‘,979
— L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged o
There being a findingacata of x Jach P £ ior O
L&y GUILTY. U, e, DETEaey e
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s} ofhawing violated Title 18, uv.8.¢.,
FINDING & >8mdon 493, as charged in Count 2 of the Indiotment.
JUDGMENT ‘e
—
\ The court asked whether defendant had anything tc say why iudgmént should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause “to the con;rary
was shown, or appcared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: mt is
e SN S S R N A RN O R i SR PR St vﬁ.to‘»'v,v PR -4 ':--‘-
The imposition as to Count 2 is hereby suspended and the defendant
senTence |18 placed on probation for a period of Three (3) Years from this date.
OR
PROBATION Onn the motion of the Assistant U. S. Attorney, Count 1 is dismiassed.
ORDER
SPECIAL In addition to the usual conditions of probation, the dafendant
CONDITIONS {shall make restitution in thes amount of $410.76; further that the de-
. 0: endant seceive on-the~job training or enrcll in an educatienal course
ROBATION further her education and to develop employment skills, and that
defendant further seekx psychological counseling as directed and
pproved by the Probation Department.
Restitution to be made as directed bv the Probation Department.
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS in addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it Is hercby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Cour: may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the prabation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PRGBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period. '
>The court orders commitment 1o the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
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 )
L— ) U5, District Judge ) BY o s
BE. DALE COOK { ) CLERK
pate 3-14-79 | ( ) DEPUTY

| LS. Magist

rate

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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ‘
Plaintiff-Respondent,
NOS. 79-C-522-D

78-CR—110E§ ] L E D)
VERNON JORN LAggéendant—Movant. SEP1 “979‘

‘ '- Jack C. Silver, Clerk "
OQRDER U. S. DISTRICT COURT,

The Court has for consideration a pro se motion pursuant to 28

Ve

LR M e e e

U.S.C. § 2255 filed by Vernon John Lane. The cause has been assigned
civil Case No. 79-C-522-D and docketed in Movant's criminal Case No.
78-CR-110-B.
In the criminal case, Movant and a co-defendant were charged.by

indictment with a Dyer Act in violation of 18 U.S.C. §§ 2312 and 2.
On November 13, 1978, Movant changed his plea to guilty and he was
sentenced December 14, 1978, to an indeterminate period under the
Youth Corrections Act, 18 U.S.C. § 5010(b), as a young adult offender
as provided by 18 U.S.C. § 4216. Thereafter, a Rule 35, Federal Rules
of Criminal Procedure, motion to modify sentence was sustained by Order

of the Court dated and filed January 5, 1979, providing as follows:
"The Defendant, Vernon John Lane, is hereby committed
to the custody of the Attorney General or his author-
ized representative for a period of two (2) years,
regular adult sentence, and it is recommended that
said sentence shall run concurrently with the sentence

imposed December 27, 1978, in Case No. CRF-78-2882, by

the District Court of Tulsa County, Oklahoma."” (Emphasis
added. )

The United States District Judge who conducted the plea and sentencing
proceedings and granted the reduction of sentence has since died, but
agka regularly assigned judge of this Court having reviewed the motion
and file, and being fully advised in the premises, the Court finds that
no response or evidentiary hearing is required and the present motion
is without merit and should be overruled.

Movant in his pending motion states that he has made parcle on
his state sentence in Case No. CRF-78-2882 and a federal hold for the
sentence herein has been placed against him. He contends that he has
not been given credit on his federal sentence while in state custody

and asserts that his co-defendant received only a 90-day sentence and




he received two years for the same crime. He asks that he be given
credit on his federal sentence for the time served on the state sen-
tence and placed on parole or that his federal sentence be reduced.
Considering the motion as a request for reduction of sentence
pursuant to Rule 35, Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, 120 days
has expired from the date sentence was imposed and the motion must
be overruled as out of time. The 120-day time limitation of Rule 35

is both mandatory and jurisdictional. United States v. Regan, 503

F.2d 234 (Eighth Cir. 1974) cert. denied Sub. Nom. 420 U. S. 1006

(1975); United States v. Flores, 507 F.2d 229 (Fifth Cir. 1975);

United States v. United States District Court for the Central District

of California, 509 F.2d 1352 (Ninth Cir. 1975); United States v.

Robinson, 361 U. S. 220, 224-226 (1960); Urry v. United States, 316

F.2d 185 (Tenth Cir. 1963).

Considering the motion as a request for vacation of sentence pur-
suant to § 2255, the Court finds that Movant's federal sentence has
been running concurrently with his state sentence, he has simply not
completed his fedgral sentence although parcle to the Horace Mann Com-
munity Treatment Center has been granted on the state sentence. Fur-
ther, even if Movant were correct that the federal time were not
running concurrently with the state sentence, the concurrency language
was merely a recommendation as appears on the face of the modification
order of January 5, 1979. 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, 361 (Tenth Cir. 1953); Werntz v. Looney, 208 F.2d 102, 103 n. 2
(Tenth Cir. 1953). The Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals has héld that
the place of confinement is not part of the sentence, but is a matter
for the determination of the Attorney General; and therefore, that it
is 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 (Tenth Cir. 1949); Joslin v. Moseley, 420

F.2d 1204 (Tenth Cir. 1969); Sluder v, Malley, No. 77~1454 Unpublished

-2-




ffenth Cir. filed Dec. 22, 1977). As has been done in this instance,
the Attorney General has the discretion, may, and frequently does,
honor the recommendation that the _federal sentence be served concur-—

rently with a state sentence in a state institution. See, Stillwell

v. Looney, Supra.; Werntz v. Looney, Supra. However, the Attorney

General is under ne obligation to do so and could disregard the sen-

tencing court's recommendation. See, Bowen v. United States, Supra.

- Movant's claim of excessive sentence as compared to that of his
co-defendant is without merit. Identical punishment for like crimes
is not required by the Fourteenth Amendment of the United States Con~-
stitution; and there is no constitutional requirement that prisoners
charged under the same statute, or different statutes, should receive
like or comparable sentences so long as each sentence imposed is Qithin ‘

the range provided by law., Williams v. Oklahoma, 358 U. S. 576, 585

(1959) reh. denied 359 U. S. 956; Williams v. New York, 337 U. S. 241

(1949) reh. denied 337 U. S. 961, 338 U. S. 841; Andrus v. Turner, 421

F.2d 290 (Tenth Cir. 1970).

If Movant wishes to challenge the parole commission's application
of its guidelines to his case, that is an administrative responsibility
unrelated to the sentencing process. That issue should be presented
by way of habeas corpus, or possibly mandamus, to the United States
District Court having jurisdiction over the South Central Region of
the United States Parole Commission in Dallas, Texas.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that Vernon John Lane be and is permitted
to file his motion pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2255 in forma pauperis, and
said § 2255 motion be and it is hereby overruled without prejudice to
his presenting his challenge of the parole commission's application of
its guidelines to his case in the proper forum in Texas, if necessary
after his administrative remedies have been exhausted.

J A~
Dated this /' > —day of September, 1979.

y

\74 ; J}ﬁ,d (#/{ e

Fred Daugherty E/
Judge

United States Distric




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern District of Oklahoma

;‘(;Q.:.'-
sy
a;. .‘;.
Pt
United States of America Criminel No. 79—CR—104/
VE. F.Z" g [m - 5* .
e — R
JAMES CALVIN GILNER ) i T Ly i‘}}f-_—l
L
SEP “1g7g Jam
. Tovi b vl
ORDER FOR DISMISSAL e b S (e
S BISTRinT re :
Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal : L
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States ‘: ‘
Attorney for the _ Northexn District of _ Oklahoma e —
hereby dismissesxble Counts 1, 2 apnd 4 of indj tagainst .
{indictment, information, ccmplainti ;'
3
JAMES CALVIN GILNER, defendant. i
—.
b
?
7 “ ’// //) / i.
ez LS D dp O
['{—4’)‘1-'0‘ TN J\-_’/"Z’é ! i
A&St. United States Attorney . L
-
;,_
i
Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal. ity
R
. Un{ted States District Judge
Date: LpZ b 7 /T 7T
FORM 0OBD-113
DOJ
8-27-74
e, T ':_:-‘-:‘- e Ll .“,.‘L‘ e :." -d-. . N :u.',,r l?_ - a ,
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United States of America vs. s United St\ tes District Court for

| NORTHERM DISTRICT OF OXLAHOMA
LUIS SOLANO-HERNANDEZ

BEFENDANT

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER Ao-zas'

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

MONTH DAY YEAR

9 6 79

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

X JWITHCOUNSEL b . _ _ Exic E. Anderson, Court Appointed |
(Name of counsel) F l E E —D
X_1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L___INOLO CONTENDERE, |___)NOT GUILTY
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea, e o L.
L___J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
ing a findi : Yack C. Sitver, Ciarf
There being a finding /memdiot of L ohVET, Ll

A GUnY. U. S, DiSTRICT CLy

ciNDING'a | 8911, as charged in the

| Defandant has been ‘convicted as charged of the offesise{s) of . having violated Title 18, U.8.C.,
:M‘cmt‘ o ) B R
JUDGMENT { = ) L L

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be promounced. Because no sufficient cause 10 the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guiity as charged and convicted and ordered that XIS

I I R I I L O P R P e A BT B R D L LA L 4 PP

vhe imposition of sentence is hereby suspended and the defendant
SENTENCE is plsced on probation for a period of One (1) Year from this date.

OR
PROBATION
ORDER
seciaL | Conditions of probation are that the defendant be retuxrned to
cONDITIONS | Maxico, his native country, and that he not illegally re-enter the
oF United States. , : . L
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL - . : . ; .. : L i
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general oonditions 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 i 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 GCeMFEINg during the probation.period, . .

—

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

a certified copy of this judgment

COMMITMENT ) and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
RECOMMEN- L . e shal or other qualified officer.
DATION —
] CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
THIS DATE
SIGNED BY >
LX ) U.5. District Judge By e ——
H. DALE COOK 9§ ( )CLERK
l.— 1 U.S. Magistrate Date - '79 N { ) DEPUTY

“o




Form No. UsSA-22
(rd. 2-15-57)

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT {
NORTHERN District of OKLAHOMA

United States of America Criminal No. /8 CR-86

. "FILED

John Doe "Jim", ) !
SEP s apy !

Jack C. Silver, Cler |

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL U. S. DISTRICT coygr

Pursuant to Rule L48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States
Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma '
hereby dismisses the Indictment against 1

{indictment, information, complaint)

John Doe "Jim", /;_Ofl/Ay”) defendant. | !
7 '

ey,

AssY. United States’Attomey

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

JLIN-Dag oot

United States District Judge

Date: Mvrp&e& E, /7?77




Form No. USA-22

(Eda. 2-15-5T7)
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN District of OKLAHOMA
United States of America Criminz) No. 78-CR-20
vS. E l ,__' E D
John Doe "Jim", )
SF_-P 0 Ao
J .
ORDER FOR DISMISSAL ack C. Sllver, Clerl;

U s DISTRICT COURT
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 Indictment against
(indictment, information, complaint) '

John Doe "Jim", /‘0/1"#/*)() defendant.

Lo il FPsodie

Ass¥. United States ttorney

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

(L) -Date ot

United States District Judge

Date: 4'&* 77




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern District of Oklahoma

United States of America Criminel No., /9 CR-77-C

vs.
JOHN EDWARD THOMPSON = L ED

S

. 1 R
ORDER FOR DISMISSAL Jack ¢ Silver Clork

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

Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma

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

John Edward Thompson, defendant.

HUBERT H. BRYANT
United States Attorney

;?7.-,-«70’--7{/ / (jw/é

S5T.United States Attorney

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

United States Dis%ric’t Judge
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United S tes District Court o
_ NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA |

ve.,

United States of America vs,

GONEALO MALDORADO-MACIAS

DEFENDANT

e | pockeT No, | T9-CR-113 J

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER  so-2¢s @i

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 9 4 19

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 WITi COUNSEL L. Bric Anderson, Court Appointed = [

(Name of counsel) -_F_ i L E D

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

PLEA : ;
there is a factual basis for the plea, L P 4 !979

L__J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

— Jack C. Sitver, Clerk

X GUILTY. U. S. DRTRICT COuRT

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hawing wiolated Ritle 8, U.S8.C.,
FINDING & > $1325, as charged in the Inforsatiom.
JUDGMENT

There being a findingtyeadink of

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything tc 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

LA I I O L L L PR 5

6'0'-Qt:;;¢'o_t,-06'~ey't'O;C'Qd‘-@'ﬁ.-oo+v¢0;~-oo'vt-‘ R L
The imposition of sentence is hereby suspended and the defendant

sentence | 18 placed on probation for a period of Ome (1) Year from this date.

0R
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL Conditions of probatiom are that the defendant shall not, illegally
CONDITIONS | re~enter the United States and that he shall return to his native

OF country.
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 period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a vialation ocgurring during the probation period, o

>Thc 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.S5, Mar-

COMMITMENT o
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualificd officer.
DATION
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
-/
THIS DATE
N ) 5 ; 3
SIGNED BY } . ) t P o ) ; i
1X__J u.s. pistrict Judge SN S SV MRS S S B | BY .
H. DALE COOX . { )CLERK
L] W.S. Magistrate Date 9-‘-19 - { ) DEPUTY

WO




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern District of Oklahoma
United States of America Crimina) No. /9-CR-95 |
vs. '
GONZALO MALDONADO-MACIAS | = ! L E Dr
|
o
T 1oy
ORDER FOR_DISMISSAL Jack C. Sitye, lerk
- S DISTRICY |
Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal TeIC COURT
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States
Attorney for the _Northern = Dpigtrict of Oklahoma
hereby dismisses the Indictment against
{indictment, information, complaint)

Gonzalo Maldonado-Macias defendant.

HUBERT H. BRYANT
‘ United States Attorney

b
]

[
t

i

Mool

Asst. "United States Attorney

r

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

DAY/

United States District Judge f ;

Date:.c.[%u,“ bt Y, )G 7 G | J’
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