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[ S A —_————— 4 LNORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHQMA:.®. .
DEFENDANT> . T T Sl
MARGARITO HERNANDEZ-FLORES - ;
b 4 DOCKET NO. L82_CR_16-C

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITAVIENT ORDER

e

AQ-245 {(6/74)

In the presence of the attorney for the government - ‘ S MONTH s DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date o li——— 2 - "& 26 1982
COUNSEL \L—JWITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether deferdant desired ‘t'c.l
: have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assi,st.gknce of counsel. . - L.
LX I WITH COUNsEL - . _HOWARD W. SELL, court appointed ' ! <4Miu’™ M
‘ ‘ “oc 7 (Name of counsel) - Tt o # SRR ot
b LX_1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L__JNOLO CONTENDERE, | NOT GUILTY
LEA there is a factual basis for the plea, . -
. s ‘ ?-“_':"
L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged A o
There being a finding/ KX of C ‘ N
‘ LE 1 GUILTY. o
Defendant has been convicted as charged of th2 offense(s) of having violated Title 8, Section s
FINDING & \

JUDGMENT /1324 (a) (2) as charged in Counts 1 and. 2 of the Information. ‘i

. {
R i
—_— . } : : ’ '

. The court asked whether defendant had anything t say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrar,
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court aciudged the defendant guilty as charged and cqnvicted and ordered that: Fhrer deferdamt-is
bese Bymoe R tiad 40—t hau ustadianl mawmummwmmmmumwmmmmwab —

- IT IS5 ORDERED that the imposition of sentence is
SENTENCE | suspended and the Defendant is placed on Probation for a period .
OR of Five (5) Years as to Counts 1 and 2 of the Information. oo
PROBATION . L
ORDER IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Defendant is to be .
' transported back to Mexico by the Immigration Service. .. _ 8
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the U. S. Marshal shall e
detain said Defendant until the Border.Patrol transports said
defendant. ' '
SPECIAL '

PROBATION| . .

cowngzloms : - - . ‘.-,_: F I L E D
. T A T LR :

ST L FEB2G e 7T

. N I
WS DIERIGT GoURT <

ADDITIONAL ‘
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probarion irnposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of, probation set nut 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 occurring during the probation period. ’ : e T
- The colirt orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, T j
' : B ' It is ordéred that the Clerk deliver '
' a certified copy of this judgment .
COMMITMENT and commitment 1o the U.S. Mar- |
RECOMMEN:- shal or other qualified officer. . )
DATION |
.
’Il_‘
I
SIGNED BY i

'

%ﬂ)‘ Yoo . Date Feb. 26, lagz ] o

-

BX fu.s. District Judge ) _ : kS
L} u.s. Magistrate - ' . ] ‘ :
N H. Dale oo .
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

FI1LED
R i

Jachk G, Sibver, Clerk
B, & NISTPICY iRy

Vs,

LUTHER BEN LONG a/k/a
JASON WILLIAM LONG, et al.,

No. 82-CR-1

N At Seppt Nl vt S bt gt e gt

Defendants.

JUDGMENT ON DEFAULT

WHEREAS, defendant Luther Ben Long a/k/a Jason William
Long failed to appear on February 15, 1982, and answer the charge
of the plaintiff, United States of America, against him. By
reason thereof, the bond posted in the above-entitled matter on
January 4, 1982, was and is forfeited. A motion for judgment on
default was made by plaintisf, United States of America, by and
through its attorney Ben F. Baéer, and after due notice of said
motiaon having been served on all parties herein, including the
clerk of the court as agent for the obligors on the bond;.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the
plaintiff, United States of Amcrica, does have and recover from

defendant and the surety, Allied Fidelity Insurance Company,

judgment in the sum of $15,000.00.

DATED this 24 day of , 1982,

H. DALE COOK
United States District Judge




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern District of Oklahoma
United States of America Criminel No. 82-CR-16 v
vS. '

Margarito Hernandez-Flores F | L E D

) IN OPEN COURT
N
FEB 26 1982 /"

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL Jack C. Silver, Clerk

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Crimynag DISTRICT COURT
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the Uni'ted States

Attorney for the Northern | District of Oklahoma

hereby diemisses #HeXCounts 3 & 4 of the Information against
' (indictment, information, complaint)

Margarito Hernandez-Flores, defendant.

FRANK KEATING
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

Sene Balen

ASSistamt {pited States Attorney

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

United States District Judge

Date: February 24, 1982

FORM OBD-113
9191

B-27-74

4]

[
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o

United States of America vs. United Stutes DiStI‘iCt Court for
L — BRENDA ANN DEVORE PHILLIPS _ | @THE _NORTERERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
DEFENDANT

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/CoranmiTaaE MY ORDER AO-245 (6/74)

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date —— 02 24 272
!
COUNSEL L J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to cougsédl and asked whether defendant desired 1o .
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thérEL:pon waived assistance of counsel.
Lxx¥ wiTHcounseL 1 Charles H. Proeb, Court Appointed Counsel _ _ _ _ _ _ -
{Name of counsel}
IS S »
LXX| GUILTY, and the court being satisfiad that L INOLO CONTENDERE, |___1 NOT GUILTY
PLEA . .
there is a factual basis for the plea, [ e
b H ~
| » 28 1580
L} NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged ,;?ﬁ( .
There being a finding/vauigt of . )
% LEX: GUILTY, P - N
B T e
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.S8.C.,
FINDING & Section656, as charged im counts two, three, four and five of .
JUDGMENT the indictment. : ;
The Court finds that the Defendant was 19 years of age at the
time of conviction, and that she is eligible for handling
under the Youth Corrsctiomn Act,
The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pranounced. 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 2, 3, 4 § 5 ~ Imposition of Sentence is Suspended and the
SENTENCE Defendant is placed on probation for a period of Three (3)
OR Years as to each count. Probation imposed in counts
PROBATION 3;4 & 5 are to run concurrently with the probation
ORDER’ imposed in count 2, all pursuant to Title 18, U.S.C.,
Section 5010 {a)wmunder the provisions of the Youth
Correction Act.
!
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS IT IS FURTHER ORDIERED that the Defendant make restitution
OF in the amount of $2,717.18 to be paid within the next
PROBATION 24 wonths in monthly payments determined by the United
States Probation (ffice for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, Tulsa, OK.
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed abaove, 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 violation occurring during the probation period,
The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
- Itis ordered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT APPrOV&d as tO fom. a certified copy of this judgment
’ . and commitment to the U.S, Mar-
RECOMMEN- R shal or other qualified officer.
DATION o ’
Kenneth P. Snoke
Asst. U.S. Attorney )
CERTIFIED A5 A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
Lxr‘ U.S. District Judge THIS DATE
L] u.s. Magistrate ’ | v — —
{ } CLERK
THOMAS R. BRETT Date 2-24-82 | { ) DEPUTY

[ e e e e e e e iy . e



FILE ErgT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN OPEN COU AQ
Northern District of Oklahoma FEB 24 1082 )

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

-
United States of America Criminal No. B81-CR-111-B

VS,
BRENDA ANN DEVORE PHILLIAS

)

'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 %¥H&Count I only of the Indictment against
(indictment, information, complaint)

Brenda Ann Devore Phillips, gefendant.

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

. - '(/“
: @mﬁf% /J% A

ASst.” Tnited States Attorney

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

United States District Judge

Date: February , 1982

FORM OBD-113
DOJ

8-27-74

v
7 vt

e SV U




United Statec of Ameriea vs. .
L_ _ _ _WILLIE DANIEL BANKS |

DEFENDANT

COUNSEL

PLEA

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SENTENCE >

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

SIGNED BY

Lscx LS. District Judge

L1 u.s. magistr

>L._J WITHOUT COUNSEL

XX} WITH COUNSEL

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

United Sta.es District Court ror
LTHE WORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAEOMA |

LA BT L0

ViT T ORDER

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/C7N '~

AD-245 {6/74)

YEAR

82

MGNTH

02

DAY

24

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

-

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

L Richard H. Raskin, Retained Counsel

- - {Name of counsel)

XX | GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that LI NOLO CONTENDERE, L NOT GUILTY

there is a factual basis for the plea,

L___| NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/mix of

LXEX ) GUILTY. . .
' -' H
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having .‘v’iolated Title 18, U.S.C ..-:t_‘
Section 2 and Title 21, 1'.8.C., Section ‘841(a) (1), as c¢harged ’
in the ore count indictment, =

i

an

L. y
FeB 5.3& 1582

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced.ﬂécéuswé sufficient £guse to the contrary

was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged a’!ﬂ cdﬁjﬁviéﬁg'{rﬁét@'de@ %Hr The defendant is
A 1 3 L L

hereby committed to the custody of the Attarney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for & p‘)enoii( f

! %

[ 3
P * :

S

Count 1 ~ Imposition of Sentence is Suaspended and the ’
Defendant is placed on ppwbation for a veriod
of Four (4) Years.

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 impaosed, The Court may change the canditions 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 oceurring during the probation period.

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

Approved as to form: .

James Swartz
Asst. U.S. Attorney

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

l THIS DATE
} BY o om e e o e —

{ ) CLERK
THOMAS R. BRETT

( ) DEPUTY

ate

22482 ]

Date




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

gILED

i
FEB 10 1962

0. Silver; Clerk
Jﬁgﬁ\\ c";}%!ﬁ'fé‘f; R

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
79-cr-50-c U & B

Vs.

KENNETH EARL McDANIEL,

L s P L M N A .

Defendant.

On June 14, 1979, came the attorney for the Government, and the
defendant appeared in perscon and by counsel, Robert S. Lowery.

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the Defendant, upon his plea of guilty
as to Count 2, was convicted of having violated Title 18, U. S. C.,
§§ 2 and 495.

IT WAS FURTHER ADJUDGED tha*t the imposition of sentence was
suspended and the Defendant was placed on probation for a period of
Four (4) Years.

Thereafter, on the lst day of December, 1981, there having
been filed an application by the supervising probation officer that
the defendant's probation be revoked and the grounds therefor'being
set thereon, and upon approval of the Court, Warrant for Arrest of
Probationer was issued.

Thereafter, on the 19th day of February, 1982, pursuant to
said warrant, the probationer, Kenneth Earl McDaniel, appeared
before the Court with his attorney aﬁd counsel, G. Gail Stricklin.
The Government was represented by Xenneth P. Snoke. Thereafter,
the Court directed that the Probation Officer, Rod Baker, recite
and advise the Court and defendant the grounds of revocation. The
probationer, having been given a written notice of the alleged

violation of probation, and there having been made a disclosure

of the evidence against him, and being provided an opportunity to




appear and present evidence in his own behalf, together with the
opportunity to question witnesses against him, and after statements
confirming probation vioclation by probationer and his counsel, and
said probationer having waived his right to an evidentiary hearing,
the Court finds that an evidentiary hearing is not necessary and
that the defendant had violated the terms of his probation and that
probation should be revoked.

IT IS ORDERED that the Order of Probation, entered June 14,
1979, be revoked and set aside.

IT IS5 FURTHER ORDERED that the Defendant, KENNETH EARI, McDANIEL,
is hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his
authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of SIXTY (60)
DAYS as to Count 2 of the Indictment.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk of this Court deliver a
certified copy of this Judgment and-Commitment to the United States
Marshal or other qualified officer and that the copy serve as the

commitment of the defendant.

DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma, this 19th day of February, 1982.

H. DALE COOK, Chief Judge




g

DEFENDANT

iy Mo

United Sta.es District Court o
_JAMES LEAN MORENO _ 4 L _NORTHERE DISTRIGT OF OKLAHOMA_

United States of America vs.

DOCKET NO. ’L 81-CR-96-E ]

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER AO-245 (6/74)

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date —— 2 18 82

COUNSEL >|——J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counse! and asked whether defendant desired to

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

LX I WITHCOUNSEL L Wesaley E. Jaohunson, ~Ct._hppad,— . _F_ _l_ L E-T7— -

{Name of counsel)

LX_| GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L____I NOLO CONTENDERE, It NOT GUILTY
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea, Ty 1 8 .. rf?
L | NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged ' ca m (m
There being a finding/ igt of : .:' oY ;
k1 L X J GUILTY. U S DISTRICE COURT
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 26, U.S.C.,
FINDING & Section 5861(d), as charged in the Information.
JUDGMENT
The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney Gereral or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of
FPIVE (5) YEARS
SENTENCE
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED That the defendant may become eligible
OR
for parvle at such time aw the Parole Commission may datermine
PROBATION
ORDER as provided in T. 18, USC, Sec. 4205(b)(2).
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL X
CONDITIONS In addition 1o the special conditions of probation imposed above, it s 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 violation occurring during the probaticn period.
> The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
placement im an institution for psychiatric tis ordared that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT trestment a certified copy of this judgment
* and commitment to the U,S, Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNEDBY

l_x_l U.S. District

Judge THIS DATE

L___ | u.s. Magistrate ' \j - ’ | BY — o e

{) CLERK
{ )DEPUTY

Jamesd O, Rllison




United States of America vs.
e —

DEFENDANT

V) ‘;gﬁ,;;, I 4
- United S~ .es DlStI‘lCt Cour
b e e o ———— — —— — J

COUNSEL.

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

P
.

v

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION

"ORDER

SPECIAL

CONDITIONS
' OF

PROBATION

ADDITIONAL

CONDITIONS
" OF

PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

SIGNED BY

KX ) u.s. District Judge

L] u.5. Magistrate

JUDGMENT AND BPR3ITAT WR/COMMITMENT ORDER AD-245 (6/74)
ih the presence of the attorney for the governrrent.‘” S e MONTH - T DAY < YEAR.
the defendant appeared in person on this date - , — (' 2-18=82 7 a@;.f:.%

+- - : o o B L) '
L o

However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desured to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon walved assnstanca ef counsel, W

L I WITHOUT COUNSEL

*

.

1.5_”
18
L

KX.J WITH COUNSEL .

o
L__I GUILTY, and the court being satlshed that
' ‘there is a factual basis for the plea,

ﬁﬂ, m, i ‘,
SRS L] NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged ey
TMWMMM'%Mmeﬂm LN
o % - XX | GUILTY, o

g

*

The court asked whather defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no SUfflCIEnt 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 reprasantatwe far |mprlsohment for a peribd of

I

¥ o ' . ' . K #i”
el TWO (2) YEARS. o LT S
o ) , S
f;*.”“” : IT IS FURTHER ADJUDGED that the Defendant pay a fine -
unto the United States in the amount of $2,000. 00, and the
. Defendant is to stand committed until the fine is paid in .
< full, or he is otherwise dlscharged under due process of law. .
§o ._7.',. Ve ‘
-‘: . ¢ '.:- . r .u- 1) .».\. 01 P
L -"' o o : . ’ + ﬂ_' i : e P . a
§ | . . -
_ ‘;r; ‘ ) ) . ¥ "! fe Th » . “;’Q
‘_‘&( , L - J k 0 é" ; . .‘ ‘
Yo, . :lver. Clrk” S
L e T . DISTRICT COUR 3
e L T < .
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 period of probation, and at
any time during the prabation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may |ssue a warrant and revoke
probation for a violation occurring during the probation periad.
> The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, . 5
o o It is ordered that the Clerk defiver
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.S. Mar-_l- '
shal or other qualified officer, - ¥ |

L
' . aJlI :,"4 - . :
_Mrﬂdzl
DALE S

February 18, 1982

Date




United States of America vs Unlted St as District Court o
___ _ HENRY LACEY, JR. _ | (PHE_NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAH@®A _

DEFENDANT&

o L o o e e d DOCKET NO .I 81-CR-106-02-BT |

COUNSEL

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT

JUDGMENT AND PROZATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

A0-245 {6/74)

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date - 02 17 82

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.

LXX witH counseL v Jerry Truster, Court Appointed Counsel —

{Name of counsel)

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

L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/\vxict of
XX GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.S.C.,

Section 2 and Title 21, U.S.C., Sechdory 841( 1 s charged in
the one count indictment. F? q t— aEf 1:?

FER 191987
Jatk C. Siiver, Clefk

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment shuﬂd&m{l}d U}\L(AL GQuR e no sufficient cause 1o the contrar .
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged-the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The dpfendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney Gereral or his authorized representative for imprisanment for a period of a

Ct. 1 - Eighteen (18) months, with a special parole term of Two
(2} Years, to commence at the expiration of the sentence
imposed herein.

Defendant may become eligible for parcle at such time
as the U.S5. Parole Commission may determine as provided
in Title 18 USCA, Sec. 4205(B) (2).

The Court finds that the Defendant suffers from sickle-cell
anemia and should be afforded any and all medical treatment
that may be necessary.

The Court recommends the Defendant be placed in a minimum
security institution. The Court further recommends the
Defendant be considered for drug treatment and supervision
because he has admitted being a user of marijuana.

It is further adjudged that the execution of this sentence
is deferred until Monday, March 8, 1982, at 9:00 a.m.,

at which time the defendant is to present himself to the
U.S. Marshals Office, Tulsa, OK.

In addition to the speciel conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side ol this judgment be imposed, The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and a*
any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by Iaw mav issue a warrant and revoke
probation for a violation occurring during the probation period,

> The court orders commitment 1o the custady o the Attorney Uqufal and recommends,

tat e It is ardered that the Clerk deliver
. ‘@l"’n Dl S DlS! a certified copy of this tudgment
Approved as to form:

!
) try laﬁ(tc mitment to the U.S. Mar-
HECOMMEN- . I }Iepe tot 3 pshal or O?I“l!ltldll ied officer. !
ig by 6 ) {
DATION (L . 1o @ try, Y corg, «a*“h }
— 0 ths 7 cCo Ly L
nk Keating ™ Lig QOQPDV Uy ”that thom
U.S. Attorney v oorg, 880+
SIGNED BY I “inay Clng
BX ) U.s. Oistrict Judge , “Ck oo . Tile
11y
, 2 e
l—J U.5. Magistrate t / (W% By * 0] erg

K s
THOMAS R. BRETT 2-17-82 )
y -




United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

JUDGMENT AND PROB.ATION/COMMITMENT ORDER AQ-245 (6/74)

United Sta es District Court for
 CLIPFORD WIGGINS =~ 4 L. NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
I 3 DOCKET NO. ’I_ 81-CR-72-E i

In the presence of the attorney for the governmant MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date ——— 2 12 82
COUNSEL L——JWITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant af right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.
LX witHcounseL L _Johm D. Earris, Retatned ____ [ | | B D
{Name of counsel)
LX | GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L NOLO CONTENDERE, L _Ef v
PLEA o : 9 BT 198pY
there is a factual basis for the plea,
L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged Jack C. Sitver, Clerk
There being a finding4¢qrehiat of Ua s D’STRICT COURT
tX s GUILTY.
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18 , U.S.C.
FINDING & Section 472, as charged im Count two of the Indictwent.
JUDGMENT
The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of
Count Two -~ FOUR (4) YEARS ss provided under Title 18, U.S.C.,
Section 42065(a).
SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.
The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.S, Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer,
DATION
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
LX__i u.5. District Judge THIS DATE
L1 u.s. Magistrate ’ : . | BY e o o e
L { ) CLERK
James O. Elldison { )} DEPUTY

Date [
Fn

bold
2t ]
n
5




FILED

FEB 12 1982

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN D:Ls,trict of OKLAHOMA
Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. 8 DISTRIET COURY
United States of America Criminal No. 81-CR-72
vs.
)

CLIFFORD LEROY WIGGINS

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 COUNT I of the INDICTMENT against
(indictment, information, complaint)

Clifford Leroy Wiggins defendant.

7

/ 27 7 / : ’4%/

]3/594:. United States Attorney -3

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

[ Xy O. ELL‘;SON

4 R
f: BT s eed

United States Distriet Judge

Date: February 12, 1982

FORM OBD—-113
DOJ
8-27-74




United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

‘

COUNSEL

PLEA

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

! -
4 L d
I » . -t

United St. .es District Court
L RAMON_GUERRERQ-QUIROGA __ _ _ _ d L“EQBIBERQ_DLSIEIQE_QE_QELAHQ&A_r_*
b o o e 1 DOCKET NO. ’l 82-CR-8-C | / | !

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMEMNT ORDER

A0-245 (6/747

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH . | DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date o 2 8 1984
L__ITWITHOUT 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.
XXt WITH cOUNsEL L. _HOWARD SELL, court appointed _ _ _ __ _ _ S
' {Name of counse|} o ‘ &
. FE
lxx] GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L. ) NOLO CONTENDERE, Lt NOT GUILTY ;.
there is a factual basis for the plea, : L .
. . iy
L__.J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged : h i

There being a finding/yerdigy of
S Lxx1 GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of havj_ng violated Title 8 , U.8.C .'; n
> §1324(a) (2) as charged in Counts 1 and 2 of the Information. v

by

L ™

. \ t
ot M ) *
. He

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT

RECOMMEN-
DATION

SIGNED BY

XX J u.S. District Judge
L]
_.}. il

U.5. Magistrate

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: R}xﬂe{eﬂﬂ:ﬂo}h

RERBRER T 4 90 AR et HR A0 M SRR 00 130 B0 1 00 a0 St L SIDCH IS DI R KOEHIM K wi

Defendant is placed on probation for a period of Five (5) Years

THE IMPOSITION of Sentence is hereby suspended and the
> from this Date as to Counts 1 and 2 of the Information.

In addition to the usual conditions of probation, .
Defendant is ordered to leave the United States and return )
to Mexico and to not illegally enter the United Stitei-aigfnt;

s opR’””

" 1aek ©. Silvar, Clerk

TRIET GoURe
In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby orderad that the ge1uai&nﬂ‘sjmpprobatmn 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 oceurring during the probat on period. o .

w0

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

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

>

"H. Dale Cook




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Northern District of Oklahoma

United States of Americe Criminal No. 82-CR-8 /

VE.
RAMON GUERRERO-QUIROGA

ORDER FCR 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 €€ Counts TII through IX of Indictmentagainst
(indictment, MRBEOHELIOMSK X ARDLat HE )
Ramon Guerrero-Quiroga,

defendant.

FI1LED
IN OPEN COURT

FES - 81981 [V

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. 8. DISTRICT COURT

FRANK KEATING .
United States Attorney

S (Sl

Asst.United States Attorney

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

1,

United States District Judge )
Date: ol g 82 |

FORM OBD-113
DOJ

8-27-74
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

- —.-.-.-_..___‘_‘

/

CIELL 2
No. 76-CR- 158 Cjcjf.

FI1LED
FEB B 1962

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs.

DENNIS EDWARD PARNELL,

Defendant.

Wi b
ORDER U, shé}lsgglm COURT

Now before the Court for its consideration is the motion of
the defendant under 2§;ﬁ.S.C. §2255 to vacate his sentence.
Defendant alleges, as grounds for his motion, that the salient
facts contained in the presentence report which are relevant to
thé sentencing process were inaccurate, that the salient factor
determined by the Parole Commission is inconsistent with the
determination of the Court, and that such material false
assumptions render the entire sentencing procedure invalid as a
violation of due process.

The defendant, Dennis Edward Parnell, was found guilty by
jury verdict on March 2, 1977, of the offense of Conspiracy to
Transport Forged Securities in Interstate Commerce. On March 22,
1977, the defendant was sentanced to the custody of the Attorney
General for two years with five years probation to commence upon
his release from confinement. Subsequent to his sentencing, the
defendant posted an appeal bond and was released. The Court of
Appeals for the Tenth Circuit affirmed the defendant's conviction
and on August 17, 1978, the Clerk of the District Court for the
Northern District of Oklahoma received a mandate ordering the
defendant to surrender within ten days for commencement of his
sentence. The defendant thereafter absented himself from the
jurisdiction and remained a fugitive for approxXimately 21 months.
The defendant was subsequently indicted for failure to appear

under Title 18, United States Code, Section 3150. On September




- o

-

2, 1980, the defendant entered a guiltyfplea to the subsequent
charge and was thereafter sentenced to One year incarceration to
be served consecutively to the confinement ordered in the instant
offense. This sentence was later reduced to six months
incarceration to be served consecutively to the confinement
imposed for the securities offense.

Defendant alleges that the Court relied on a salient factor
.o0f B in the presentence report instead of a correct salient
factor of 10 in its decision to sentence defendant. Defendant
has the burden of showing that the Court relied on
misinformation. Shelton v. U.S., 497 F.2d 156 (5th cir. 1974).
At the time of the se%gencing of the defendant herein, March 22,
1978, the Probation Department had not yet begun to supply
salient factors to the Court to assist in sentencing. Therefore,
the Court could not have relied on misinformation as to salient
factor when sentencing defendant.

The Court has no jurisdiction to proceed with defendant's
allegations concerning the determinations of the Parole Board. A
motion pursuant to Section 2255 may not be invoked for matters

occurring subsequent to the judgment. Thompson v. Warden -- E1

Reno, Oklahoma Board of Parocle, 418 F.Supp. 895 (D.C.Okla., 1976);

Allen v. U.S., 327 F.2d 58 (5th Cir. 1964} .
For these reasons, it is the ruling of the Court that

plaintiff's Motion to Vacate Sentence should be and hereby is

denied.

It is so Ordered this H_Z day of February, 1982.

AN (AA/MO/L)

H. DALE "COOK
Chief Judge, U. S. District Court




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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs. No. 77-CR-=129

NATHAN GRIER, III,

FiLec
FEB- 8 1982 |,

Jack C. Sitver, ierk
U. 8. pist RICT COum

Defendant.

CRDER

Now before the Court fcr its consideration is the motion of
the petitioner, Nathan Grier, III1 for modification of sentence,

On November 4, 1981, the probation of petitioner was
revoked, and the Court sentenced him to the custody of the
Attorney General or his authorized representative for
imprisonment for a period of two years.

.In considering defendant's motion for reduction of sentence,
the Court has carefully reviewed the entire record and finds that
the sentence imposed was appropriate, just and reasonable under
the circumstances of this case. Therefore, the motion for

reduction of sentence is hereby overruled.

It is so Ordered this _ Z day of February, 1982,

w
H. DALE COOXK

Chief Judge, U, S. District Court
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United States of Amrica ve United Sta.es District Court o
| L JAMES LESTER THURBER A L. THE _NORTHERN_ DISTRICT OF QKLAHCQMA)

DEFENDANT

1 DOICKET NO. ’l 81-CR-104-BT _/ |

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER  ac.2s5 670

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date -1 (2 03 82

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

IXX) WITH COUNSEL L _ROBERT J. SCOTT, RETAINED COUNSEL _ o
| {Name of counsel) F l_ | E
(XX} GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that {___INOLOCONTENDERE, |__J NOT GUILTY @L@
PLEA " there is a factual basis for the plea, FEB 3 19&
LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
Jack C. Silvar, Clerh

There being a finding/sexiex of

LXX ) GUILTY. U, 8. DISTRICT COUR?

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of ~ having violated Title 18, U.S.C., ‘
FINDING & Sections 371 andl341 and Title 26, U.S.C., Section 7201 as
JUDGMENT charged in the one count Information. ‘

t

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say wihy 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 detendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of :

Count 1 - Eighteen (18) Months. Defendant may become eligible

for parole at such time as the U.S. Parole Commission
SENTENCE may determine as provided in Title 18, USCA, Sec.
_OR 4205 (B) (2) .
PROBATION
ORDER
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS , : .
OF It is futher ordered that the defendant present himself to
PROBATION the designated institution. The U.S. Marshals Office, Tulsa,
OK, is to advise the defendant, in writing, of the designated
Institution, the defendant is directed to report to the
; designated Institution by 1#:00 o'clock a.m. on March 1, 1982.
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation impuosed abave, 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 prabation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period. : . v

> The court ortders commitment to the custody cf the Attorney General and recommends,

the defendant be placed in a minimum security © Itis ordered that the Clerk deliver

institution. a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT and cormmitment to the U5, Mar-

RECOMMEN- | Appggved as to form: shal or other qualified officer,

DATION 1 (‘7}2} @AH

Ben F. Baker

SIGNED BY
Asst. U.S.. Aftorne
LEX) u.s. District Judge ’ - /\)ﬁ Y

Y

b ] U.S. Magistrate o ~__~Ye - S . 1
THOMAS R. BRETT 2—-3-82
Date )
i) il A _
= O A o e A et . S e yadh & 1
. LRGRLY PR R o A g A S e SN R SN o PRI A 5 g
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\ ~ FILED
' IN -THE UNITED STATES' DISTRICT COURT FQR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA i FEB 3'982
. !

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. 8. DISTRICT GBURT

d

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plainitff,
vs 81-CR-46-01-BT

CYNTHIA EVETTE ABAIR

Defendant,
OPDER

On Februaryv 3, 1982, came the attorney for the Government, Ben
F. Baker, and the defeﬁdant appeared in person and by counsel, Robert
Booth.

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the defendant, upon her plea'of guilty to
Count 1, was convicted of having violated Title 18, U.8.C., Secs.

495 & 2 as charced in Count 1 of the Indictment.

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the imposition of sentence be suspended and
the defendant be placed on probat%on for a period of Three (3) Years
as to Count 1 from August 17, 1981l. 1In addition to the usual conditions
of proﬁation, the defendant was ordered to participate in the drug
meonitoring program of the probation office.

Thereafter, on the 28th day of December 1981, there having been
filed an application hyv the sﬁpervising probation officer, Jerry B.
Baines, that the defendant's probation he revoked and the grounds
therefor bheing set thereon, and upon approval of the Court, Warrant
for Arrest of Porbationer was issued.

| Thereafter, on the 30th day of December, 1981, pursuant to said
warrant, the probationer, Cynthia Evette Abair, was arrested, and
pursuant theretdo, said probationer, Cvnthia Evette Abair, appeared
before the Court with her attornev and counsel, Robert Booth, on the
3rd day of February, 1282. The CGovernment was nresent and represented
bv its attorney, Ben F. Baker. Thereafter, the Court diregted that
the Prohation Officer, Jerry B. Baines, recite and adfise the Court
and defendant the grounds of revocation, and after evidentiary hearing
held on February 3, 1982, the Court makes the finding that the defendant
violated the terms and conditions of her probation, and that the proba-
tion should be revoked. Written findings will be filed February 10, 1982,

NOW, on this 3rd day of February, 1982, the Court orders that the
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order of probation entered on August 17, 1981, be revoked'and set aside.

IT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant, Cvnthia Evette Abair, is hereby
committed to the custody of the Attorney General of the United States
or his éuthorized representative for imprisonment for a period of
Three (3) Years. The defendant may become eligible for parole at
such time as the U.S. Parcle Commission may determine as provided in
Title 18, U.S.C., Sec. 4205(B)(2}.

It is recommended that the defendant be considered for drug
treatment and supervision.

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

defendant.

Dated this 3rd day of February, 1982.

THOMAS R. BRETT
U.5. DISTRICT JUDGE




irm No. USA 797 R
(Rev. Auvg. 1973) b
REPORT ON CONVICTED PRISONER BY UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
Name CYNTHIA EVETTE ABAIR Offense Forged Treas. Check. o
ldw;-
. v’ r
Date sentenced 2-3-82 Term imposed 3 yrs. 18:4205(B) (2} V&ﬂ;
Fine: amount /A ; commiftted or non-committed Committed f‘
Trial Judge THOMAS R. BRETT Plea Gulilty to Ct. 1 !
|
District NORTHFEN /OKLAHOMA City TULSA, OK L
e
N
JUDGE'S COMMENTS RELATIVE TO PAROLE: Give comments regarding the 53&

appropriateness of parole in view of the prisoner's present r"'
nffense, prior criminal background, and present situation. '
: [

Mg. Abair is an admitted user of PCP & Marijuana and should receive
drug treatment and supervision.

i
!
E
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t
}
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: Ayl s -
NTIY
- Lo dls
- e
o
[
e
[ RSN
prome
i
o !
‘ yd 1
2-3-82 Sbrccea ot A |
Slpned: . - 2t &l A 7
Date i, S. District Court Judpe i
THSTHULTTONS :
This [orm 1s to be completed in triplicate. 'The oripginal is to be sent Lo the Board of Parole, Washing-
ton, b, €,, onn copy te the institution, and one rcopy retained by the I, 3. Distriect Judge, The insti-
tution copy should, !f possible, be given Lo the U, 3. Marshal for delivery with the prisoner, If not Eﬂ§§&
possible, 1t should be mailed to Lthe Iinst!itutbtion as soon as possible afler senlence 1s imposed. Sk e

(Ordinarily, the Marshal will be able to advise of the institution to which the defendant was commltted,) b
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