UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT.

Northern District of _Oklahoma
M-(b0H
United States of America Criminal No. an-om
VS
Leigh Roy McKenrick, Sr. ) F ’ L E D

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

| UJack C. Silver, Clark
Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Crimifial: UISTRICT COURT

Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the Northern Distriet of Oklahoma

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

Leigh Roy McKenrick, Sr., gefendant.

Asst . United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal.
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United States District Judge

Dete: Zpeil 30, /75y

Dol

FORM OBD-113

8-27-74




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern Distriet of _Oklahoma E‘g\
paks
e
///4 :
United States of America Criminal No. 80~-CR-26~C ;
VS, - . _ /
Paula Ann Sayles = | L. &; ) .
) IN CPEN COURT bt
—T——
APR 241980 o -
ORDER FOR DISMISSAL Jack C. Sitver, Clory :,
oS pI_TRIPT por
Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal -
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States ﬁ;‘.
i
Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma P
hereby diemisses the Count 2 only against
(indictment, information, complaint) :
Baula Ann Savles defendant. ;
9
nr,

VA

Asét. United States Attorney e
JPRA—
Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal. ;,t M_

United States District Judge
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United States of America vs. United S"J h tes D i Strict Court for
HOM‘BERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
DEFENDANT
PAULA ANN SAYLES

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/V =7 733637 ORDER A0-2a5 [FEE

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date —P— 04 24 l9ag

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. __David L. Peterson, Court Appointed ]

—— R R e Ve A O L A — e e wm — t— m— o ot ey ey

{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—..) NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/ skt of
LZ_ GUILTY.

- Defendant has been’convicted as cgﬁged of the offensc'(s} of having violated Pitie IB”,L‘ e
FINDING & SG.S» » Bections 2 and 2, as Mﬁd Counta 1, 3 and

JUDGMENT 4 of thc Imiictmnt. ‘ _ R _ | APR 0.4 1960

Ja‘..:?. Loty ::‘.‘:

ARMENE T T
oS Disti e

| : / g

) The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be promounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was 5hown or appeared to the court, the court ad|udged the defendant guilty as charged and convncted and ordered that: TREKFICKIENNE

The imposition of sentence is hereby suspended and the defendant
SEnTENcE | 18 placed on probation for a period of Five (5) Years from this date,

OR >under the Federal Youth Correction Act, pursuant to Title 18, U.S.C.,
PROBATION Section 5010 {a, .

ORDER
SPECIAL S _ 7 . . -
CONDITIONS I IS FURTHER ORDERED that in addition to the usual conditions
OF of probation, the defendant. shall make restitwution in the amount

PROBATION | of $3,917.03, in such regular amounts as the Probation ofﬂce
requires, based on the circumstances of the defendant. . .

ADDITIONAL ’ . )
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general esnditions 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 I° any fimse during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted Wy law, may issue a warrant and revoke

PROBATION probation for a violation occurring durmg the probataon penod

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

2 certified copy of this judgment

and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
C:Eﬂftl:hgln'nr:::::r . shal or other qualified officer.
DATION cennmt%ﬂl@_ug-‘dpﬂqhgo

. , J

. - ‘ N
SIGNED BY } i
LX ) u.s. District Judge Joev. . e

H. Dale Cock ) CLERK

fee_I U.5. Magistrate Datae AEL’LL 2!, Lgsg | { )} DEPUTY




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN District of OKLAHOMA
United States of America Criminal No. 80-CR=-24-C
VSI -
JOHN D. LOGSDON
) i
:‘“p ¢ 4
ORDER FOR DISMISSAL £PR21 1980

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Iz ck o Sf"mr Plark

US D
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States '&TR’CT Loy T

Attorney for the Northern District of _Oklahoma

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

John D. Logsdon defendant.

) bl £ s ]

%nited States Attorney

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

///4/'([\4,& Lot

United States District Judge

Date: JM g/, /?fd
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United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

COUNSEL

v ®WITH COUNSEL

PLEA

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

T Y

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN- -
DATION

/':\.

SIGNED BY

—3 u.s. District Judge

. L U.S, Maglstrate

the defendant appeared in person on this date

L1 WITHOUT COUNSEL

i XGUILTY, and the court being satisfied that

>

i any time during the probation period or within 2 maximum

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

United S’ ‘es Distriet Court o

L _NORTHERN DISTRICT .OF OKLAHOMA _ |
MAURICE GENE ROBISON
DOCKET NO. 3 | 80-CR-25-C |

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER o 2es @i

YEAR

80

MONTH

4

DAY

18

In the presence of the attorney for the government

—J—

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.

o Eenpeth I,. Stainer, Retained

{(Name of counsel)

L___INOT GUILTY
APR 15 1080

Jack ¢
us DISTRi,; LUl
witle 18, U.B.87,

3: 4} 5, 6, ?lﬂd

L I NOLO CONTENDERE,
there is a factual basis for the plea,

LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/vextarf
X GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offensg(s) of
Sactioms 656 and 1014, as charged
8 of the Indictment. T

Baying violated
:l; co‘ugt--l; -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 custedy of the Attarney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

Count 1 ~ Your (4) Yesars

Counts 2 through 8 ~ The imposition of sentence as to each
Count is suspended and the defendant is placed on probation for a
period of Pive (5) Years.

EEEY E b
(ST ™ i

In addition to the gsual conditions of probation, the defendant

is to make réstitution 4during the pariod of probition in ' #uch amounts

as is reasonable and proper and as directed by the Probation Depart-
t. . . . 3 g TR IEY

BEN

1 . v .
in addition to the special conditions of probation impnsed 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
) \ prabation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
probation for a violation occurring dyring the probation peried, . . . . ' '

Lo

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

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

THIS DATE

H. DALE COOK

{ )CLERK
} DEPUTY

Date




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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs. No. 79-CR-123-C //
LEROY DALE HINES,
CARLA FLORENTINE,
ROBERT E. WOOLVERTON,
ANTHONY A. CASSEL,
ANNA MAE HINES,

A,

T Tt Tl N Nt Al e i S e Mt nd St

FlLLED
APR 16 1950 YM“’\/

Jack 0. &ifsap €15,
0. 8, DisTRICY oymy

Defendants.

ORDER

Now before the Court for its consideration are the
Motion for New Trial of the defendants Anna Mae Hines and
Leroy Dale Hines, and the Motion for New Trial and Motion
for Judgment of Acquittal of the defendant Anthony A.
‘Cassel.

On February 19, 1980 to February 23, 1980 and contin-
uing on February 25 through February 28, the defendants were
tried by a jury on a charge of conspiracy to commit and aid
and abet the commission of the crime of interstate travel
or use of interstate facilities in aid of racketeering. 18
U.S.C. §371 and §§2, 1952. The jury found the defendants
guilty as charged.

The defendants Anna Mae Hines, Leroy Dale Hines, and
Anthony A. Cassel raise the following grounds in common in
support of their motions for new trial:

1. The Court erred in refusing to allow the
testimony of Bobby Baldwin.

2. The Court erred in the giving and refusing
of various instructions including the instruc-
tion on the essential elements of the offense
charged.

3. The Court erred in allowing the jury to
hear certain of the tape recordings after their
deliberations had begun and this emphasis on
only a portion of the Government evidence de-
prived the defendants of a fair trial.




-

4. The Court erred in allowing testimony by
Rod Baker, a probation officer for Leroy Dale
Hines.
5. The Court erred in failing to grant sev-
erance to the defendants Anna Mae Hines and
Anthony A. Cassel.

In addition, the defendants Anna Mae Hines and Leroy

Dale Hines allege that

1. The Court erred in making various rulings
of law at the trial which were excepted to by
the defendants.
2, The Court erred by failng to recuse itself.

3. The Court erred by overruling defendants'
Motion to Suppress.

Anthony A. Cassel also alleges that the Court erred in
overruling defendants' objections and in sustaining the
Government's objections.

With regard to the defendants' very general claims that
the Court erred in its decisions on the law and the evidence
and in the giving and refusing of certain unspecified in-
structions, the Court will not here recount and review the
numerous arguments and rulings made during the course of the
trial on these matters. The Coﬁrt has made a mental review
of those rulings and finds them to be correct.

The Court also stands on its previous rulings with
regard to recusal and the suppression of evidence. The
Court refers the defendants to its written orders of Febru-
ary 8, 1980 and January 21, 1980, respectively.

With regard to severance, requests therefor were made
several times prior to and during the trial. All such
requests were denied by the Court without prejudice. The
Court remained alert to the possibility of prejudice, but
none developed. In urging a motion for severance, a defen-
dant must establish that "real prejudice" will result in the

event of a joint trial of multiple defendants. United States

v. Rivera, No. 78-2044 (10th Cir., Feb. 13, 1980);: United

States v. Ready, 574 ¥.2d 1009 (10th Cir. 1978). See also




United States v. Strand, No..79-1155 {(10th Cir., Mar. 19,

1980); United States v. Bridwell, 583 F.2d 1135 (10th Cir.

1978); United States v. Herring, 582 F.2d4 535 (l0th Cir.

1978); United States v. Heath, 580 F.2d 1011 (10th Cir.

1978). The fact that severance would improve the chances

for acquittal is not sufficient. United States v. Strand,

supra; United States v. Heath, supra. The Court did not err

in failing to graﬁt severarce to the defendants Anna Mae
Hines and Anthony A. Cassel.

The Court did not err in refusing to allow Bobby Baldwin
to testify as an expert witness under Rule 702 of the Federal
Rules of Evidence, or in refusing to allow him to give
opinion testimony as a lay witness under Rule 701. Mr.
Baldwin was offered to give his opinion on the analysis and
study of the overall operation of the bookmaking business
and the particular relation of certain activities and records
"to such business. While Mr. Baldwin is undeniably an expert
gambler and has associated with bookmakers and observed
their activities, the Court was impressed by the fact that
he had not been a bookmaker and had not studied or analyzed
the activities of bookmakers, where he would correlate such
activities to the records of the business.

Both Rules 701 and 702 require first-hand knowledge and

observation. See Rules 701, 702, F.R.E. and Advisory Com-

mittee Notes. See also United States v. Brown, 540 F.2d
1048 (10th Cir. 1976). Mr. Baldwin had no first-hand knowl-
edge of the matters upon which he was gding to testify.
Assuming that the Court did err in not allowing the testi-
mony of Mr. Baldwin, this error was cured when the Court
allowed Joey Boston, an experienced bookmaker, to testify

for the defendants on the same matters. See Warden v.

United States, 391 F.2d 747 (10th Cir. 1968).

The Court did not err in allowing the testimony of Rod

Baker. Mr. Baker has served as a probation officer for




Leroy Dale Hines. He testified e;sentially that he had met
with Mr. Hines in November of 1978 and that Mr. Hines had
told him that he was a gambler and that he would continue to
be a gambler. At the request of the defendants, Mr. Baker's
occupation and his relationship to Mr. Hines were not re-
vealed to the jury. Anna Mae Hines and Leroy Dale Hines
argue that they were precluded from.effective cross~examination
of Mr. Baker becauée cross—axamination may have revealed Mr.
Baker's relationship to Mr. Hines to the jury, thereby
prejudicing all defendants.

The defendants were certainly given an opportunity to
cross-examine Mr. Baker. Any limitations on their cross-
examination were at their own request. With carefully
framed questions, it would have been possiblelto test the
reliability of Mr. Baker's testimony without revealing his
occupation and relationship to Mr. Hines. In any event, the
‘'substance of Mr. Baker's testimony was never contested by
Mr. Hines or any other defendant. The very gist of the
defense was that Mr. Hines was a gambler, but that he was
not a bookmaker.

As the Court has previously noted, there was no error
in the Court's instructions to the jury. The defendants
have singled out the Court's instruction on the essential
elements of conspiracy as being incorrect. The Court proper-
ly instructed the jury on thne essential elements and other

aspects of a criminal conspiracy. See generally United

States v. Andrews, 585 F.2d 961 (10th Cir. 1978); United

States v. Thomas, 468 F.2d 422 (10th Cir. 1972). The Court

did not instruct in accordance with the defendants' reguested
instructions on the essential elements. But the Court is
not bound to follow the requested instructions ocf either

party. See United States v. Westbo, 576 F.2d 285 (10th Cir.

1978); United States v. Hall, 536 F.2d 313 (l0th Cir. 197¢6);




United States v. Newson, 53. F.2d 979 (10th Cir. 1976} ;:

Elbel v. United States, 364 F.2d 127 (l0th Cir. 1966). The

judge must "fairly and impartially state the issues and
applicable law in logical sequence and in the common speech

of man . . . ." Elbel v. United States, supra, at p.134,

and in any event, the sufficiency of jury instructions is
not determined by the giving or failing to give of any one
particular instruction, but rather all of the instructions

must be viewed as a whole. See Devine v. United States, 403

F.2d 93 (10th Cir. 1968); Beck v. United States, 305 F.2d

595 (10th Cir. 1962).

Finally, in regard to the tape recordings re-played to
the jury, the defendants do not specify and the Court has
been unable to determine how this "over-emphasis" of those
tapes deprived the defendants of a fair trial. The partic-
ular tapes selected by the jury were no more damaging to the
defendants than any of the other tapes. The Court will not
attempt to second-guess the thought processes of the jury to
determine what they hoped to discover and did discover as
the result of listening to those tapes a second time.

In support of his Motion for Judgment of Acquittal, the
defendant Anthony A. Cassel states that all the essential
elements of the offense were not proven as to him. He
refers to the dangers of "collective culpability" in conspir-
acy cases and argues that he was found guilty by association.

The Court would first note that while any multiple-
defendant or multiple-count conspiracy case carries some
danger of trangference of guilt, the instant case is not on
the same level as the mass trial cases cited by defendant.

See Kotteakos v. United States, 328 U.S. 750, 66 S.Ct. 1239,

90 L.Ed.2d 1557 (1946); United States v. Butler, 494 F.2d

1246 (10th Cir. 1974). Nevertheless, as the Court previ-
ously stated in regard to severance, it was particularly

alert during the trial to the possibility of such prejudice




-

but no actual or probable prejudice arose.

In passing on a motion for judgment of acquittal, the
Court must view all the evidence in the light most favorable
to the Government, together with all reasonable inferences

that may be drawn therefrom. See United States v. Downen,

496 F.2d 314 (10th Cir. 1974); Goff v. United States, 446

F.2d 623 (10th Cir, 1971). The question then becomes
whether the evidence, when so viewed, is sufficient to
justify a jury verdict of cuilt beyond a reasonable doubt.

See Goff, supra. The evidence is not sufficient under such

'a standard if it generates only a suspicion of guilt or if
such evidence is equally consistent with both guilt and

innocence. See United States v. Butler, supra; Lewis v.

United States, 420 F.2d 1089 (10th Cir. 1970). However, the

circumstantial evidence required to support a verdict need
not conclusively exclude every other reasonable hypothesis
“and it need not negative all possibilities except quilt.

See United States v. Parnell, 581 F.2d 1374 (10th Cir.

1978). Judged by this standard, the evidence was sufficient
to establish the essential elements of conspiracy as to the

defendant Anthony A. Cassel. See United States v. Parnell,

supra; United States v. Lopez, 576 F.2d 840 (10th Cir.

1978).

For the foregoing reasons, it is therefore ordered that
the Motion for New Trial of the defendants Anna Mae Hines
and Leroy Dale Hines, and the Motion for New Trial and

Motion for Judgment of Acquittal of the defendant Anthony A.

Cassel are hereby overruled.

. . 24 .
It is so Ordered this ) /6‘ day of April, 1980.

.A;_‘2ggéﬂ%;;Zzﬂléwdéégﬁﬁbéé-ﬁz——-
H. DALE C

Chief Judge



United States of America vs. United S tes D iStr ict Court for

DEFENDANT ANH)M MAF HINES

L 1 DOCKET NO. P | 79~CR-1223~06-C |

A0 -245 [TFE

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appearcd in person on this date P— 4 16 80

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.

LX) WITH COUNSEL  L_ Larry Gullekson, Retained |

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

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea, ;?E E‘_&.
—_— L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged APR 16 1980
There being a TR verdict of .
X : Moyt
L4 GUILTY. Jack C. Silvar, Clar
Defendant has been gonvicted as charged of the offense(s) of DAY ng violated ﬁt“ SYISTRIBTEDL.
FINDING & . Seotions 371, 2 and 1952, as charged in the Indictment.
JUDGMENT : : e
J .

Y\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be promounced, Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court 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

w0 (2) Years
SENTENGCE

OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ardered that the poneral conditions of probation sct out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at

OF any time during the probation. period or within 4 maximum prubation period of five ycars permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION prabation for a violation occurting during the probatior. pericd.

>The court orders commitment io the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It i~ ordered that the Clerk deliver

a certified copy of this judgment

COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
RECOMMEN- . shal or other qualificd officer.
DATION
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
- ./
THIS DATE
SIGNED BY }
J_J U.S. District Judge ) By .
H. DALE COOK { )CLERK
L—J U.S. Magistrate Date 4-16-80 ] { ) DEPUTY




United St es District Court ror
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America vs.

L

DEFENDANT ANTHONRY A.CASSEL

DOCKET NO. ). 1 19‘CR‘12 3"05"‘(: ]

L e ——— . — —1

YEAR

80

DAY

16

MONTH

4

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

»—

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

COUNSEL L J WITHOUT COUNSEL
have counse! appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.
__XWITHCOUNSEL t__ _ _ _Ray Smith and Eric Anderson, Retained _ __ _ _ J
{Name of counsel)
- P
PLEA L___J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L___INOLO CONTENDERE, | X fordunjry &= .

there is a factual basis for the plea,
APR 1 G 1980

L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

| U.S. Magistrate

There being a FARRRERrdict of Jack C. SH\J-‘;};’} Gl
%1 GUILTY. < g
U. S. DISTRICT €772,
Defendang has been corriicted as charged of the offerise(s)'of ‘ hawing violated Title 18, U.B.C.,
- ] St 1 B [ iy N oy g e i . . .
FINGING & Sections 371, 2 and 1952, as a4 in thé Indictment. :
JUDGMENT L R T ,
; R i
\  The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment shbuld not be pronounced. Because. no suffi;:;iet"lt caus'e to tﬁ.e confrary
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
EBighteen (18) Months
SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER
RS v s . -
at 1 v ‘\‘ T "y « A
SPECIAL .
CONDITIONS
113 i 5
PROBATION ' ;
N PR Loy
ADDITIONAL | . . o : . T ST
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, It {s hercby ordered that the generai 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 periad of probation, and at
OF © any time during the prabation period or within 1 maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrapt and revoke
PROBATION probation foraviolal,ioneoc,cu_rring;du;_in_g.t_l}g prqbﬁtion}_pgﬁqg{i it e ) ‘V“"
>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It is ordered that the Clerk defiver
a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.S, Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
CERTIFIED A5 A TRUE COPY ON
- THIS DATE
SIGNED BY ) m“ le Cnok
U.S. District Judge ) BY .
H. DALE COOK { )CLERK
Date ‘-16"80 | { ) DEPUTY

.

e



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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
: )
Plaintiff, )
)
vs. } No. 79-CR-123-C
) .
JESS R. BRIDWELL, ) S
) i
Defendant. ) APK 4 6 1980
e *ﬁJSCk C. Sitver, ¢y,
QRDER . S, DISTRICT COUfj}i-

Upon motion of the Government, the defendant
Jess R. Bridwell having been sentenced on April 16, 1980
to the one count information charging him with a violation
of 18 United States Code Section 1084 to which his guilty
plea was accepted on February 8, 1980, |

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that, the one count Federal
Grand Jury indictment returned on October 2, 1979 charging
the defendant Jess R. Bridwell with a conspiracy to violate
18 United States Code Section 1952 in violation of 18 United

States Code Section 371 is hereby dismissed.

Coniid b, 14 52 Ll/H-Dete Covtl.
Date H. DALE COOK
Chief United States District Judge
Northern District of Oklahoma




United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

COUNSEL

PLEA

JUDGMENT

3

SENTENCE
CR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL

CONDITIONS
OF

PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT

United St es District Court for

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

L1 WITHOUT COUNSEL

__ X WITH COUNSEL

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

There being a finding/vEEXR%f

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficlent cause to .the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guiity as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant Is

L. _. NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
DOCKET NO. 3w | 79-CR~123-04~-C
FYOR2LY(5/75)]
MONTH DAY VEAR
' 16 80

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

! NOLO CONTENDERE,

- _(Name of counsel)

v

k.—J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

X GUILTY.
Defendant has been convicted as charged-of the offertse(s) of

FINDING & & Section 1084, as charged in the

I'NOT GUILTY

[

BFit 16 e

Jack €. 8t

In!am tion.

TR

hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General of his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

Eighteen (18) Months

1T IS FURTHER ORDERED that the execution of sentence is
stayed wntil April 28, 1980, at 9:00 a.m., at which time the
defendant shall either surrender to the United States Marshal,

Talsa,

4

canaral.

In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed abave, 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
aty tire during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issuc a warrant and revoke

probation for a vielation ogcurring during the probation period. .

v faskd l

:a
it
54

. E&r\)‘:‘,u Lo
IS. 0.8.C. '

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

o,

i

klahoma, or to the institution designated by the Attorney

RECOMMEN- |

DATION

-7

SIGNED BY

I___g u.5. District Judge

»

>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,S, Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

THIS DATE

) By e e

| U.5. Magistrate

H.

DALE COOK

{ )CLERK
{ )YDEPUTY

-



United States of Ametica vs. United S tes DiStriCt Court for

L _RORTEFRN DISTRICT OF ORKLAHOMA _ )
DEEENDANT ROBERT E. WOOLVERTON

- —I DOCKET NO. 3 |___792CR=123=03=C |
JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 1o 2+s @8

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date o 4 16 30

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

LXIWITHCOUNSEL L__ _ _ Thomas Hanlon, Batained .. . __ _ _ __ _ _ __ _ _ J

{Name of counsel}

S

) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that ] | NOLO CONTENDERE, LY i lpT GiJlL'al'Y e
1

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea, ; ’

S e b+ Ao L__J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged APR 16 1980
t

repsne TS s sunty, Jack € Sitvar, Do

Defendant has becn convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hawing wiolated Tit& g&lsﬁgj :{‘},‘

FINDING & \ Sections 371, 2 and 1952, as charged in the Indictment.

JUDGMENT .

I\ e’

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

SENTENCE Three (3) Years

OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS in addition to the special conditions of probatian imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the gezral conditions of probation sel out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court inay change the conditions of probation, reduc: or extend the period of probation, and at

OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitied by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probaticn period.

>Thc court orders commitment to the custedy 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.
1 DATION
i CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
-
THIS DATE
SIGNED BY ’
LX) u.S. District Judge | -
H. DALE COOK { )JCLERK

lemed U.S. Magistrate Date !— 1 ﬁ-a“ | { ) DEPUTY




e g ¥ v

United States of America vs. | Unlted SJ. tes Di Strict court for

DEFENDANT > CARLA FLORENTINE HINES

e 1 DOCKET NO. >— | 79’“’“12 3""92"‘0 ]

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER  ao.es 5/75)

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 4 16 80

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 +.____ _ _ __ _Carl D. Hughes, Retained = ]

{(Name of counsel)

L—1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfizd that L J NOLO CONTENDERE, 1| X )NOT GUILTY i
PLEA there is a factual basis for the piea, F l L = i

— L.—J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged APR 1 6 1
There being a WIRNB/verdict of q
LX | GUILTY. - gaor

Jack C. Stiver, <

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated ?It]g_ssmeﬂdl’}J

FINDING & \ Sections 371, 2 and 1952, as charged in the Indiotmen
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 cour! adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby commitied to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

T™vo (2) Years

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

e ————— e —— -

;' SPECIAL

) CONDITIONS
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

OF any time during the prebation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violatign oceurring during the prabation period, 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

COMMETMENT le commitment.t‘o the US Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
. CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
T THIS DATE
SIGNED BY )
"1 u.5. District Judge | By
H. DALE COOK { )CLERK
} U.S. Magistrate cate _ 4~16-80 ! { ) DEPUTY,

e i e 1 ey




United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT LEROY DALY HINES
L e | DOCKETNO.>| 79-~-CR-123~-01-C ]

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

AO-245 [FE)

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH oAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person an this date —J— 4 16 80

COUNSEL L1 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_JwiTHCcounseEL L Fhilip F. Cardarella and Joe D. Dillsaver, Ratainex y
(Name of counsel)

b

PLE L) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that 1 JNOLO CONTENDERE, | X | NOT':UI’LTY o0
LEA there is a factual basis for the piea, APR i 8 1

—J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged J )
BC!’{ C S”yar i,
* SEPIR I

LX | GUILTY. Us DISTRICT CJ

‘ Defendant has been convicted as ChaTe’dsof the offense(s) of havimg violated Title 18, U.S8.C. '
FINDING & \ Sectiems 371, 2 2, as charged in the Indictmeat.

JUDGMENT

There being aXIENMverdict of

-

Yy The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be promounced. Because no sufficient cause 1o 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
Five (5) 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 g: icrad 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 permsitcd by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurting during the probatjon period.

>The court orders commitment io the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
[t 15 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 ’
1_x._l U.S, District Judge ey .
H. DALE COOI { )J)CLERK
Date 4""16“80 ] { ) DEPUTY

LI U.5. Maglistrata




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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

)
)
Plaintiff, )
)
‘e ) 79-CR-70-C"*
)
LEROY DALE HINES, ) d -
) L ED
Defendant. )
APR 1 61980
ORDER Jack C. Silver, Cler:

U. S. DISTRICT COuLT
On May 8, 1978, in Case Number LV77-119 RDF, United States of

America vs Leroy Dale Hines, District of Nevada, came the attorney

for the Government, and the defendant appeared in person and by counsel,
in Los Angeles, California, before United States District Judge David W.
Williams.

"IT WAS ADJUDGED by Judge Williams that the defendant was committed
to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative
for imprisonment for a period of Five (5) Years as to Count two of the
Indictment. All but Six (6) months of said period was suspended and
the defendant was directed to serve Six (6) months in a jail-type
institution with no benefit of a Community Treatment Center. He was
then directed to serve a period of Three (3) years probation on these
terms and conditions: 1) that he make known unto the Probation Office
for their approval his place of residence and employment; 2) that he
comply with all rules and regulations of the Probation Office; 3) that
he commit no further violations of the law.® It was ordered that the
remaining counts were dismissed in the interest of justice.

Thereafter, on May 11, 1979, the jurisdiction of the probation of
the defendant was transferred to the Northern District of Oklahoma.

Thereafter, on March 21, 1980, there having been filed an applica-
tion by the Probation Officer that the defendant's probation be re-
voked and the grounds therefor being set thereon, and upon approval
of the Court, Summons was issued to the defendant.

Thereafter, on April 16, 1980, pursuant to said Summons, the de-
fendant appeared before the Court with his attorney and counsel, Philip

F. Cardarella. The Government was present and represented by its




-

attorney William E. Zleit. The Court directed the Probation Officer,
Rod Baker, to recite and advise the Court and defendant the grounds
of revocation, and after statements confirming_probation violation by
the probationer and his counsel, and after the probationer and his
counsel waived a formal hearing, the Court found that an evidentiary
hearing was not necessary, that the defendant had violated the terms
of his probation and that the probation-should be revoked.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the defendant's probation is revoked
and that the sentence as given by Judge David W. Williams on May 8,
1978, be and is hereby invoked.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the execution of sentence is stayed for

& reasonable length of time pending the ruling on the appeal lodged in
the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals.

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

Dated this 16th day of April, 1980.

H. DALE COOK
CHIEF JUDGE, U. S. DISTRICT COURT




Jnited States of America vs. - Unlted Shtes District Court for

DEFENDANT JEFFERY JOE WAILS

b o e __l DOCKET NO. Jm—|__ B0-CR-15-C |

 JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER  o.sesm!

in the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR |
the defendant appeared in person on this date e 4 15 80

COUNSEL L WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right 1o counsel und asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appoinied by the court and the defendant thereupoen waived assistance of counsel.

LXJWITHCOUNSEL L. _. _ _ __ _ _ Art_Fleak, Court Appointed ]

{Name of caunsel)

L_XJ GUILTY, and the court being satisficd that ‘l NOLO CONTENDERE, i NOTEIL'}Y L E
4

there is a factual basis Tor the plea,
APR 15 1980
L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged 19

[here being a finding/}ix}ﬁ?(()l X GUILTY. JaCk C. S”‘Jef Cler
.8, strmg cous

| “Deféndant has beer convicted as charged of Lheoffcnsc()of having va.olated Tltle 18, U.S
FINDING & & Section 472, as charged J_n the Indlctment.l .

.

JUDGMENT _ St _ o e R
f ' i {

o 4

o _ L . ! s

- Yy The court asked whether defendant had anythirg to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary

was shown, or appeasrcd to the count, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed te the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

i ™o (2) Years
SENTENCE

OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF : ,
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL :
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, 1t is hereby ordered that the gencral 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 pcrlod of probation, and at

OF any time during the probation period ar within a maximum proballun period of five years permtt[cd 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.5, Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
OATION

—

SIGNED BY
L X 1 u.s, District Judge > Jw BAJ/J AO‘(%) J

H, DALE COOK
4-15-80 |

L] W.S5, Maglstrate Date




FILED

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ARR 10 1960 'L&'(Q

NOR—\" WEB 1y Digtrict of _Q&_g_amﬂq J&Ck C S”VEF,— C'em
U.-S. DISTRICT COURT

United States of America Criminal Ro. _Tzq"' CQ‘"‘ \53 - G,

VE&.

dack Srerving Bumdo

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 NORTHERY  District of (LKA K Ousp

hereby diamlsses the CCthﬁE: ¥ THRouGH XL nFTRE u;‘fggmgainst
indictment, information, complaint
\acy S‘fe&LM_&Lm&.defendant-

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

% 7E%_7/[;}/)/ /

United States District—d 22X udge
Date: Y~l0~% ?/V '31 7/"(*"}'

FORM OBD-113
DOJ

8-27-74

T ]



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern District of Cklahoma
Vs
Unlted States of America Criminal No. 80-CR-13-C
V5.

CHARLIE PEARSON O'NEAL )

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 xkec Count IV of the Indictment against
{(indictment, information, complaint)

Charlie Pearson O'Neal, defendant.

HUBERT H. BRYANT
United States Attorney

ASST.United States Atf¥orney /

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

United States District Judge

Date: April X , 1980

FORM OBD-113
DO

8-27-74




United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

United S1 tes District Court o

CHARLIE PRARSON O'REAL

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER  so-2es (58

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date J—— 4 3 20
COUNSEL L___ ] WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desires to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.
X WITHCOUNSEL L. _ _ __ _ _ John Tanner, Retaimed _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ !
{Name of counsel}
LBk [
] LX) GUILTY, and the court being satisficd that ____NOLO CONTENDERE, | |NOT@UIKIY [= L.
LEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
L.—J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged SRR

)

FINDING & &
JUDGMENT

SENTENCE
oR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF

There being a finding/yaght of

Defendant has been convicted

The court asked whether defendant had anything o say w

LX) GUILTY.

as charged of the offense(s) of haiving. Viﬁlltﬂﬂ"ﬂtlﬂ_t ﬁal}!fﬁt{ﬂdﬁtiﬂ
Sections ¢71 end 473, as charged in Counts i, 2 and 3 of tha

Indictmant.

hy judgment should not be promounced. Because no syfficient cause to the contrary
d the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
| or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudge
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney Genera

Coumnt 1 ~ Pour {4) Years
Count 2 - Pour (4) Years
Count 3 - Four (4) Years

It is further adiuvdged that the sentence imposed in Counts
2 and 3 shall run concurrently with the sentence imposed in Couwnt 1.

On the motion of the Assistant U. S. Ai:tomy, Count 4 i=
hereby dismissed.

rdered that the goaeral conditions of probation set out on the
i..c of extend the period of prabation, and at
d by law, may issue a warrant and revoke

in addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby o
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, red
any time during the probation: periad or within a maximum probation period of five years permiite
probation for a violatien occurring during the prabation period.

PROBATION g

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

P

SIGNED BY

L...x_l U.5. District

L] U.S. Magistrate

-

The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
it is ordered that the Clerk defiver

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

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

THIS DATE

4

] BY e —
{ ) CLERK

{ ) DEPUTY

Judge

H. DALE COOK
4~3-80

Dats 1

T



United States of America vs. Unlted S tes DiStrict Court for
L NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

DEFENDANT BILLY CENE TRAMMELL

e e e e 1 DOCKET NO. 3= | 80-CR~12 J

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

the defendant appeared in person on this date P 4 3 80

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

X JWITHCOUNSEL L._ _ _ _ _ .. _John Tanner, Retained J

{Name of counsel)

BEr
24
=

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

L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/VEaRKof
LX | GUILTY.

PLEA

; 6 -3.:.5'-‘-"“?‘ i .
woeowie Liond g gliiad ’Ju«i

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hawing: violated Title IB, U.S.C.,
FINDING & Bection 472, as charged in the Indictmsnt.

JUDGMENT

-/

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficlent 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 imprisenment for a period of

gight (8) Years

SENTENCE
DR
PROBATION
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 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 miximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrapt and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the p-obatjon period. )

>The court orders commitment Lo 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 V.S, Mar-

COMMITMENT o
AECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
N CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
-/
THiS DATE
SIGNED BY }
I_xl U.S. District Judge ey e
B. DALE COOK { )CLERK
L] U.S. Magistrate Date 4-3~80 | { ) DEPUTY




United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

COUNSEL

PLEA

)

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

-  /
Y

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

s

80~CR-10~-02~BT

United S ites District Court ro

DOCKET NO. 3 |

AQ- 245 [[FF)
In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 04 03 80

L WITHOUT COUNSEL

XX ) WITH COUNSEL Retained Counsel

{Name of counsel}

NOL.O CONTENDERE, NOT GUILTY

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

LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a findingkagaaet of
XX | GUILTY.
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of ha¥ing violated T, 18, U.S.C.,
Section 842(h), as charged in the Indictment.

However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court 2and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

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 10 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 Attornzy General or his authorized representative Tor imprisonment for a period of

COUNT 2 - THBE IMPOSITION OF SENTENCE IS SUSPENDED AND THE
DEPENDANT, RANDEL DUANE HENRY, IS HEREBY PLACED
ON PROBATION FOR A PERIOD OF FIVE (5) YEARS
PURSUANT TO T. 18, U.8.C., SECTION 5010(a), UNDER
THE PROVISIONS OF THE YOUTH CORRECTION ACT.

&,
"~ 41980

R
¥ .
SR

1,. u:f.}uj Lf!-’"‘ ,

j
U' 3; ! ,?TRU\; ,U
. ¥

>'The court orders commitment to the custo

-

SIGNED BY

XX ) U.s. District Judge

Ly

In addition to the speciai 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 mnay change lhe conditions of probation, reduce or extend the perlod of probation, and at

prebaiion for a violation ocourring during the probation period.

" any tifne during the probation period or within a maximuwm probation perlod of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and rcvoke

]

Assistant U.S. Attormney

of the Attorney General and recommends,

/
a. s 1B I Junce pate hp_ril 3, 1289

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.5, Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

THIS DATE APR 3- ?980

o gt ___

Y CLERK

(") DEPUTY

Lo

!



United States of America vs.

L.

DEFENDANT CHARLES WESILEY WHEAT

L o e e — e — e —— — —l

In the presence of the attarney for the government

United S tes Distriet Court ¢

pockeT No. P | B0-CR=-28=C

a0 -245 [HEE

MONTH DAY YEAR

the defendant appeared in person on this date

However the court advised defendant of right to col

> 4 2 80

unsel and asked whether defendant desired 1o

The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

-/

SIGNED BY

General and recommends,

COUNSEL L___J WITHOUT COUNSEL
have counse] appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.
X, WITHCOUNSEL L. _ _ _ _ _ Dan R. Xramer, Court Appointed j
(Name of counsel) o g 4
H el
I
PLEA LX) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that 1 | NOLO CONTENDERE, \____w GUILTY
L there is a factual basis for the plea, THSE T 198(}
N o Jack €. Sityer ¢
———w L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged U o oligr, Clars
There being a finding /3K of . . D;SIR e
X | GUILTY. 16T cos
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hmving violated Title 1%, U.S.C.,
FINDING & L Section 2312, as charged in the Indictwment.
JUDGMENT
-/

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient caugé 10 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

Five (S5) Years
SENTENCE
0oR >
PROBATION
ORDER
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF .
PROBATION ’
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed abave, 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
Y
PROBATION gprobation far a violation occurring during the probation period.

i1 is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
shal or other gualified officer.

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

THIS DATE

L

BY e i e e —

X 1 u.s. District Judge

Date

L ] U.S. Magistrate

{ )CLERK
1 { ) DEPUTY

4-2-80




