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

FiLeEpR
JUN 70 1633

AL ilver, Gl
U. 3. BiSTRICT COURT

No. 82-CR-1-02
No. 83-C-220-C

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs.

DEBORA LOUISE ADKINS LONG,

Defendant,

ORDER

Now before the Court for its consideration is the motion of
Debora Louise Adkins, movant herein, to vacate, set aside or
correct a sentence imposed by this Court on March 18, 1982. The
motion is filed pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §2255. Ms. Adkins pled
guilty to two counts of a nine-count indictmep},‘ all counts
having charged violation of 18 U.S.C. §1708. &s. Adkins was
sentenced to five (5) vyears probation. The Judgment and
Probation Order does ngt reflect  any special conditions of
probation, but at sentencing this Court informed Ms. Adkins that
association with one of her co~-defendants, Luther Ben Long, was
prohibited. Furthermore, the general conditions of probation
printed oh-the reverse side of the Judgment and Probation Order
include a condition that Ms. Adkins associate only with
law-abiding persons.

Mr. Long was convicted on all nine counts of the same

indictment by a jury and this Court sentenced him to four (4)




yea®e incarceration on Counts 1, 2 and 3 of the indictmenfr the
sentence in Counts 2 and 3 to run concurrently with the sentence
imbosed in Count 1 and to four 64) years incarceration as to the
remainder 6f the Counts, said terms to run concurrently with each
other, but consecutively as to the terms imposed in Counts 1, 2
and 3. Mr. Long appealed these convictions to the United States
Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit and his convictions were

affirmed by the Court of Appeals. United States v. Long, 705

F.2d 1259, (10th Cir. 1983).

The motion of Ms. Adkins contends that a condition of
probation which forbids association with Mr. Long is vioclative of
the %st, Sth, 8th and 1l4th Amendments to the United States
Con;titution. In her motion Ms. Adkins alleges that Mr. Long has
been her husband for three years and that this marriage produced
one son, Billy Joe Adkins Long. The Court first notes that the
United States Probation Office files reflect that Ms. Adkins was
lega;;y_married in Sapulpa, Oklahoma on November{fa, 1977 to one
W;L;iam_{. Adkins and that said marriage produced one son, Billy
qu‘Adkins, That marriage was dissolved by a Decree of Divorce
granted to Ms. Adkins on September 29, 1981. Evidently, from
lette:; received by the Probation Office, it is learned that Ms.
Adkins views the relationship with Mr. Long as being one of
common law marriage.

The Presentence Report in Ms,. Adkins case contains the
ggl}ow%pg pertinent information:

},_ that Ms. Adkins met Mr. Long in July of 1981 and that

he moved into the residence of Ms,., Adkins' mother shortly




thereafter;

2. that Ms., Adkins lived with Mr. Long for approximately
eiéht months at which time the instant charges were initiated;

3. that no children were born from the relationship of Ms.
Adkins and Mr. Long; and

4. that Ms. Adkins had no prior record of involvement with
law enforcement officials before her arrest on the charges in the
instant case. The movant was, however, charged with carrying a
concealed weapon in the District Court in and for Tulsa County,
State of Oklahoma, on December 14, 1981. The state charge arose
out of the same incident as the instant offenses.

After carefully reviewing both Ms. Adkins' and Mr. Long's
probation files and researching the applicable law this Court has
determined that the condition of the movant's probation that she
associate only with law-abiding persons and, specifically, that
association with her co-defendant, Mr. Long, 1is ppghibited, does
not violate any provision of the United States Congtitution.

In the case of United States v. Lawson, 670 F.2d 923 (10th

Cir. 1982) the United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth
Circuit recognized that "[a] sentencing Jjudge has broad
discretion to impose conditicns of probation that are reasonably

related to protecting the rublic and rehabilitating the

defendant. - (emphasis added) Id at 929, The condition of Ms.
Adkins' probation that she associate only with law-abiding
persons and that association with Mr. Long, specifically, is
prohibited is to further the penological goal of Ms. Adkins'

rehabilitation and to enhance her opportunity to return to a life




as & law-abiding and productive member of society. Courts have
not always reached identical results when faced with the question

of whether pPrison inmates have a constitutional right to receive

visits from family and friends. See Ramos v. Lamm, 639 F,2d 559,

579 (10th Cir. 1980), cert. denied, 450 U.S. 1041, 101 S.Ct.

1759, 68 L.Ed.2d 239 (198l), and cases cited therein. 1If such a
right does exist it is subject to restrictions upon lawful
conviction and when the restriction is to serve a legitimate
penoclogical goal, such as rehabilitation or prison security.
Procunies v. Martinez, 416 U.S. 396, 94 sS.Ct. 1800, 40 L.Ed.2d

224 (1974); Lawson, supra at 929; See also Brisbon v. Lane, 554

F.Supp. 426 (N.D.Il1l. 1983), and walker v. Pate, 356 F.2d 502

(7th Cir. 1966), cert. denied 384 U.S. 966 (1966).

In the present case, it is clear now, as it was at the time
of sentencing, that Ms. Adkins' problems in the criminal justice
system began with her association with Mr. Long. The Court is of
the view that further association with Mr. Long, wﬁé had at least
six prior felony convictions at the time of his conviction in the
instant case, would be wholly detrimental to Ms. Adkins'
rehabilitation chances. The probation condition which restricts
association with Mr, Long or other persons who are not
law-abiding 1is sufficiently tailored to the rehabilitative
process to withstand Constitutional attack in this instance under
any of the Amendments cited by movant.

The Court would finally note that this Court has not limited
visits between Mr, Long and Billy Joe Adkins. However, Billy Joe

must be accompanied by someone other than Ms. Adkins during any




such™ visits. Ms. Adkins remains subject to the conditioﬁ that
she associate only with law-abiding persons and she is prohibited
from association with Mr., Long.

It is therefore the Order of this Court that the motion of
Debora Louise Adkins to vacate, set aside or correct her

probationary sentence is denied.

It is so Ordered this :id day of June, 1983.

H__hﬁ%%j,/_pw

Chief Judge, U, S$. District Court-
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——

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.
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{Name of counsel)
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However the court advised defendant of right to counsei and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.
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erve a special

It %s furthgr ordered that the defendant present himself to the
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o IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs. No. 82-CR-52-C \/

No. 83-C-501-C
ELMER HALL,

Defendant.
1 LD |
JUN 291083 /;zf’

oo
U\, S. DISTRICT COURT

Elmer Hall has filed a motion pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §2255 to

ORDER

vacate his sentence imposed by the Court on November 24, 1983 in
82-CR-52-C. Hall claims that false allegations contained in his
pre=sentence report, while not considered by the Court in
sentencing him, were seen by and considered by the Parole
Commission in denying him probation or work release privileges.

In Brown v. United States, 610 F.2d 672 (9th Cir. 1980), a

federal prisoner complained that he was consistently denied
parole because his presenterice report contained statements that
he alleged were inaccurate. The circuit court held that the
district court was without jurisdiction to reach the merits of
his claim in a §2255 action. The court stated that "A petition
under §2255 can test only the sentence imposed and not the
sentence 'as it is being executed.'" The court further noted
that "a petition under 28 U.s.cC. §2241 is the proper form of

proceeding for obtaining review of parole decisions." See also




Ty

Robinson v. U.S., 474 F.2d 1085 (l0th Cir. 1973); Tedder vwv.

United States Board of Parole, 527 F.2d 593, 594, n.l. (9th Cir.

1975); Garland v. United States, 450 F.Supp. 206 (S.D.N.Y., 1978).

A petition under §2241 must be addressed to the district
court which has jurisdiction over Brown or his custodian. Brown,

supra, 677; Braden v. 30th Judicial Circuit Court of Kentucky,

410 U.S. 484, 93 S.Ct. 1123, 35 L.Ed.2d 443 {1973). Because Hall
is confined to the Federal Prison in E1 Reno, Oklahoma, any
complaints he has against parole authorities must be addressed to
the United States District Court for the Western District of
Oklahoma. Moreover, becauss this Court (Northern District of
Oklahoma) lacks jurisdiction over the United States Pardon and
Parole Board located in Dallas, Texas, it cannot construe Hall's

§2255 petition as a §2241 petition. Brown, supra, 677.

For these reasons, Hall's motion to vacate the sentence

imposed in 82-CR-52-C must be and hereby is overruled and the

action herein is dismissed.

It is so Ordered this =g Z day of June, 1983.

DW/M)

Chlef Judge, U. S, District Court
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1IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT F ' L E D
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JuM 24 10,
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't‘H?‘thUILUThJ

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

Vs.

Cooe Kooy g

No. 83-C-238-E

MELVIN E. JACOBS,

Defendant.

ORDER DENYING MOTION TO
VACATE, SET ASIDE OR CORRECT SENTENCE

The Court has before it the motion of Melvin E. Jacobs to vacate,
set aside or correct sentence pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2255, The movant
entered a plea of guilty on May 15, 1980 to counts 1 and 3 of an indict-
ment charging him with uttering a forged United States Treasury Check.
The movant's petition to plead guilty reveals a plea agreement entered
into between the government and the movant to the effect that upon an
acceptance of guilty pleas to counts 1 and 3, count 2 would be dis-
missed. The movant was sentenced on June 12, 1980 to one (1) year in
prison on each of counts 1 and 3. It was ordered that the sentence
imposed in count 3 would run consecutively with count 1.

The movant alleges a violation of due process in that his feder.:l
sentence should have started to "run" at the time sentence was imposed,
and when he was released to state authorities the federal time should
have continued to run. Movant asserts that he has already served over
two (2) years pursuant to a state sentence that should have been "fed-
eral time" and that since federal authorities did not seek return of
custody, his federal sentence has been served.

Title 18 U.S5.C. § 3568 governs the time upon which a federal
sentence commences. Section 3568 says in pertinent part "the senterce

of imprisonment of any person convicted of an offense shall commence




to run from the date on which such person is received at the peniten-
* ' .

tiary, reformatory, or jail for service of such sentence. The general

rule is that the time of sentence commences to run from the date on

which such person is received at the place of service. Anderson v.

United States, 405 F.2d 492 (10th Cir. 1969); Miller v. Willingham,

400 F.2d 873 (10th Cir. 1968). The Tenth Circuit has held that a
federal sentence is consecutive to a state's sentence even when no

reference is made to the state sentence. Miller v. Willingham, supra;

Hall v. Looney, 256 F.2d 59 (l0th Cir. 1958).

At the time of sentencing, movant was incarcerated in the Rogers
County jail. At present movant is incarcerated in an Oklahoma state
institution in Stringtown, Oklahoma, pursuant to a state sentence.
Movant's federal sentence will not commence to run until the movant
is actually delivered to federal custody for service of the federal
sentence. Therefore movant's argument that his federal sentence has
been served is without merit, and wholly unsupported in the law.

IT IS5 THEREFORE ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the motion of 'Melvin
E. Jacobé to vacate, set aside or correct his sentence pursuant to
28 U.5.C. § 2255 be and hereby is denied.

ORDERED this Z% day of June, 1983.

JAMES/0. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

"J i\f_} " k3

VS.

FORREST STANLEY TUCKER,

T Sl Vgt Vg vl et Nt gt Vgl s S s

2
o)

Defendant. 83-CR-37-E

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48 (a) of the Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon, the
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma

hereby dismisses the INDICTMENT

against FORREST STANLEY TUCKER, defendant.

ezl [

. Assistant United States Attofhey

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

s/ JAMES Q. ELLISON

United States District Judge

Date: June 21, 1983
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United States of America vs. United Sta-tes District Court for

DEFENDANT AL ?O NT

O N/COMMITMENT ORDER 40245 60/70

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P | . 06 21 83

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

XX) witH COUNSEL L ER_PARKS, Retained Counsel  — — — — — — — — _ — — — — J

{Name of counsel).

L_J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that { | NOLO CONTENDERE, L XX ) NOT GU[LTY

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,

—_ L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding /MR of
1L.XX 1 GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Pitle 21, U.E.C.,

FINDING & Sec. 84l(a) (1) & Title 18, U.8.C., Sec. 2 as charged in Count 2
JUDGMENT of the Indicément. .

-

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause o 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 aythorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

SENTENCE

: orR > Count 2 - Three (3) yeays, With a Special Parole Term of Three (3)
PROBATION years, and de!_endant is fined $2,000.00.
ORDER .
Rl 8
= 3 P o Y-

SPECIAL o o S uua:l?ﬁ

CONDITIONS

PROSATION ‘ | (.« Silver, Clerk
- 8 DSTRET COURT

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS in addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hercby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on thg .
oF 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 faw, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurfing dufing the protidtion period. ' -

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

Ap d aqg- tO}OZA . a certified copy of this judgment

COMMITMENT + ‘ N } and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
s PR S B /. :

RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION Ben F. Biker B . -

SIGNED BY '
%3¢} U.S. District Judge e 7 - # o Sl

Wi i M
L1 Us. Magistrate - it B A S RN PS5 cfg@g

THOMAS R. BRETT . 6~=21-~-81

e e+ b e+ o et e s o £ ool s e e o . e e e e ——— et




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

VS.

CLYDE LEO HOLMES, No. 83-CR-56-BT

Defendant.

B i S N A

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon, the United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma hereby

dismisses the Indictment against CLYDE LEO HOLMES, defendant.

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

L4

Assistant United States Attorney

‘ s - g
Leave of colirt lis graﬂ:teDfor the filing of the foregoing

dismissal.

U 0 widiiiy CUURT S/ THOMAS R. BRETT
United States District Judge

:6-20‘83 . -
Date F‘* | o D

- i
U, 5. wislis” CUURT
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In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAF.

the defendant appeared in person on this date P 06 20 83 |

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

XX WITH COUNSEL . W+ Creekmore Wallace, II, Retained Counsel

{Name of counsel}.

EX 1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that NOLO CONTENDERE, . | C' NOT GUILTY

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,

L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is dischar GGy

3*-:.4-“:
There being a finding RE&ER of ij' s- D'STR'GT COUR

XX 1 GUILTY.
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.S.C.
FINDING & & Section 1014 as charged in Counts 13,14,15 & 16 of the Indictment.
JUDGMENT

-

\  The courl asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment shauld not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrury
was shown, or appeared to the court, the courl adjudged the delendam guilly as charged sand convicted and ordered that: The defendan -
herehy commilted 10 the custody of the Attorney Gereral or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

SENTENCE Count 13 - Two (2) years.
oR >- Counts 14, 15 & 16 - The imposition of sentence is suspended and
PROBATION the defendant is placed on probation for a period of Two (2) years
ORDER as to each count. Probation imposed in Counts 15 & 16 to run

concurrent with the probation imposed in Count 14, Sentence of
probation imposed in Counts 14, 15 & 16 is to run consecutive
to the sentence imposed in Count 13.

SPECIAL IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant make restitution in the
conmpuns amount of $18,535.25. Payments to be determined by the U.S.
0 Probation Office.

PROBATION IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the execution of this sentence is deferred
until Wednesday, July 20, 1983, at 11:00 a.m., at which time the
defendant will present himself to the Designated Institution.

U.S. Marshal will advise which designated institution.
AODITIONAL

CONDITIONS In addition 1o the special conditions ot probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on "
OF reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the umdil'iuns of proh.nion, reduce or extend the period of prot. Hior, and
any time during the probation period or within a maximum ptubation period of five years permitted by law, may :s.ug a warrani and re

PROBATION probation for a vivlation occurting during the probation petiod.

L'Thc court orders commitment 1o the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

Appro ed as to form: 11 1s ordered that she Clerk deliver
- a certibied copy of this judgine
COMMITMENT MA and commitment to the US. Mar

RE[::::::N' Gérald Hilsher = shal ur other qualifica ofticer,
Asst. U.5. Atty.
- e/
SIGNED BY

I...Z\-ﬁl .5, District Judoe

| 7

THCOMAS R. BRETT

L] U5, Magistrate
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www-Borthern Disiriet of _ Oklahoma _ JUN 20 1983
Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT
United Stutes of Auncrica Crhafnnl No, 83-CR-11-BT

[P

VE.

OMER CARROTHERS,

a/k/a Louther J. Cruthers,)
a/k/a Luther J. Cruthers,
a/k/a Lou Cruthers

ORDER TOR DIEHISSAY

Pursvznt to Nule hB(a) of the Fcderal Rules of Criminal
Troccdure end Ly lexve of covet cndorsed hereon the United Stet tes

Attorncy for the _Northern ——  Digtrict of  Oklahoma

. the INDICTMENT
herely dismisscsxx&_g_g 1 thru 12 & Cts 17 thru 23 of / against

indictuzent, information, cowplaint)

_OMER CARROTHERS, B _ defendant.

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

P Asst., Unitcd States Attorney

——— -

Lzave of court is prented Tor the filing of the forczolng dicmissal.,

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT

Unitcd States District “Juds e

Late: 6 ~20-~-83

YoR 0uE-113
DOJ

8--27--74
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Linited States of America vs.

| } _ FREDDIE J. CART (CET, 11 | BORTHEL. DISTRICT OF OKLANOMA
DEFENDANT T e ot e o o
_ L 83~Cl-39-97wn |

DOCKET NO. )- t

AD-245 (6/74)

JUDGMENT AND PBOBATiON/COMMITMENT ORDER

In the presence of the attorney for the governmer.t MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appearced in person on this date Po— 6 18 B3

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

L J WITHOUT COUNSEL
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waj assitancg of counsel.
Ernest Bedford, Ct. Apptd. F ' L E D ]

X
1 | WITH COUNSEL — e e e 22
(Name of counsel)
L_L GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that § NOLO CONTENDERE, | Mﬂ)ﬁ'f‘?”“}
there is a factual basjs for the plea,
Pd o Ol -
Lt NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged P S )
. . Cotipg tavd ,!'

There being a finding/vardig ot X
L2 GUILTY,

Detendant has been conyicted as charged of the offense(s) of

having violated Title 28, ¥.S8.C.,

L Sectiens 843(a)(3) & 846, s charged in Counts 1, 10 and 13 of

the Isdictmant.

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause 1o the contrary
ant guilty as charged and convicied and ordered thal: TIRIERDIONIMER

IR REEReETEex

red Lo the courl, the court wWjudged the defend
5 - , b & e % 31

L}

Couwnts 1,10 & 13 - Ter trastment and supervision pursuast to Title
18, U,.S.C., Sectien 3010(b) uatil diecharged by the U.S5. Parele
Commission as provided by law, as to each count, counts 10 sud 13
te rum comcurrantly with sentence impoesed in Cownt 1.

In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hercby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse sidé of this judgment be impascd. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
any time during the probatign period of within 3 maximum probation perio

probation for 4 violation occurring during the probatior: period.

d of five years permitted by law, may issue 2 warrant and revoke

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
OATION

SIGNED BY

_

>Thc court orders commitment 1o the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
institutios for traatment of drug abuse. His orr.1.ered that the C.le‘rk deliver

a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.

v X 1 u.s. oistrict Judge - . 7
P -
I N DU FL R

i} LS. Magistrate } : e - J

el
JAMES &, ELLISON




ited States of America vs. vnited >tates DISLrlct wourt fo.

enpant W CLARK HENRY MoF™"r_ _ _ _ - UNORTHER™ DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA __ _ .
. .
b —— S | DOCKET NO. P=-|  B82-CR=-53-C ! ]

0 e
..“..1.1
ll.\

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

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

t X IWITHCOUNSEL __John F. Arens ]

{Name of counset)

L—J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | | NOLO CONTENDERE, LX I NOT GUILTY
there is a factual basjs for the plea, )

PLEA
L X | NOT GUILTY. Decfendant is discharged, his bond is

There being aixdiag/verdict of exonerated and the Indictment dismissed.
L GUILTY.

Defendant Haxtedxoonwotebax Moot K dxximuelxk is not guilty upon a verdict of

FINDING & >_ not guilty of the offenses of having violated T. 18, USC Sec.

‘UDGMENT 1014 & 658, as charged in Counts 1,2,3,4,5,6,8 & 9 of the
Indlctment.

e

.

- TN 1xxxxxxxxmxmxxumxmwxxmm@mxxxxxxwxxxmxuwxxxXXxxxxxkﬁxmxxxx%X%kxkkxﬁ

R
SRR R e e S

SENTENCE
R
'ROBATION
ORDER ey ﬂ < IR
‘ . . ¥
SPECIAL s e
CONDITIONS . c, !

OF . . -
PROBATION ‘ . ireme ot
LDDITHONAL
TONDITIONS In addition Lo the spedial conditions ol probation impased above, it is heieby ordered that the general condrtions of probation sel sut on thy

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

o any time during the probation period or within a maximam probation period of live years permitted by Law, may issue a warrant and revoks
PROBATION probalion for a violation occurting duning the probation period.

>Thu court orders commitment Lo the custody of the Attorney Genersl and recommends,

{1 s wrdered that the Clers dediver
a ceitified copy of this judgment

DMMlTMENT and commitment o the LS. Mar-

RECOMMEN- shat or other qualified otier.
DATION

IGNED BY

X ) u.s. pDistrict Judge

H Dale Cook Date Junem16+_1983 _




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THEj= | L. &
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

i PO e Tn
v did ‘} LA ‘}
- B s T o L1 I f~;-q_..!‘
. Gt
5 e o e

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

vs.

DAVID VAN BEBER,

S gt ot St it gl Vot sl et Vgl gt

Defendant. No. 83-CR-38-01-E

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon, the

United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma

hereby dismisses the INDICTMENT
against David Van Beber , defendant.
[
o
. Assistant United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

foregoing dismissal.

AT Yy
e F BT L

d‘f BRI,

United States District Judge

Date: June 15,1983




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE _
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF oxLaHowa (= | Lo E D

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

JUN14 3

ok 0 Silver. M1z
ST G0l

No. 82-CR-53-C

Plaintiff,

vsS.

CLARK HENRY McNUTT,

T Vet St mnt Nmam? et Nemmt St gt

Defendant.

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 VII only of the Superseding Indictment against

CLARK HENRY McNUTT, defendant.

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

oo T (Sl

Assistant United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing

dismissal.

United States District Judge

Date: é»(Lb.Xj




United States of America vs.

L
DEFENDANT
L

N

United States District Court 1o

WORTHER. SISTRECT OF OXLAHONA

§3-CR-43-02-X

PEILLIP STANLEY

DOCKET NO, - |

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

in the presence of the attorney tor the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P g 13 83
COUNSEL L J WITHOUT COUNSEL tHowever Lhe 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 witHcounser | CAROL J. RUSSO, Be. Appr. J
{Name of counsel)
X GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L___$NOLO CONTENDERE, | NOT GUILTY-

PLEA

)

there is a factual basis for the plea,

L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding /RMX of
L X GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hawing violated Tictle 18, v.8.C.,
Section 2314, as charged in the Indiectmant.

FINDING &
JUDGMENT
-
v\ The coutl asked whether defendant had anything 1o say/ why judgment should not be ﬁronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared Lo the court, the wouit adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: FIEEEMMERREE
SENTEN .
o ce > The impesition of sentence 15 suspanded and the defendant 1is hersby
PROBATION placed on probation fer & peried of FIVE (5) YEARS frem this date.
ORDER
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF Tha defendant is to make rastitution im the amouwnt of $5,326.00,
PROBATIDN at ‘a2 vate detarniced by the Prebation O0ffice.
ADDITIONAL . )
CONDITIONS In addition to the speciab condibons of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation sel out on the
OF reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Cuurl may change the conditions of prubation, reduce or extend the pAcriod of probation, and at
any time during the probation period of within o max.mum probation peried of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.
>Thc court orders commitment (o the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It is ordered that the Cierk dediver
a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
RECOMMEN- shai ur other qualified officer.
DATION
—
SIGNED BY

L& J u.s. pistrict Jml;e

U s Mavistrate

JEiLTsoN




~uited States of America vs.

-
JEFENDANT

v

-

- United States District Court ror
! LX@!“‘“ ISTRICT OF ORKLARONMA

83-CR-49~2

ki
i

BATTY LOUISE VIS

DOCKET NO. P |

AQ-245 (8/74)

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

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

MONTNH

6

LAY

13

YEAR

83

»—

COUNSEL L _J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the courl advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waivedass&sla];e of counsel.
PR ”‘
X _iwitncounseL 7o _Stealsy Clenw, Ct. Appt. =~ L. 0 ),
{Name of counset)
oLEA X | GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L) NOLO CONTENDERE,  |___rNOT GUILTY ,
there is a factual basjs for the plea, A i
) . ﬁbi ;:7-& Q-ﬁ’»;-';}”-y dﬁl
L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged '
There being a finding/v&¥&& of x
L2 1 GUILTY.
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.S8.C.,
FINDING & L Saction 495, as charged is Count 1 of the Indictment.
JUDGMENT
—_—
v The court asked whether detendant had anything to say why judgment should not be ;:;fonounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrar
was showa, or appeared 1o the court, the coudt adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that:*m#
SENTENCE Count 1 ~ Ths tmposition of sestemce iz suspended and the defandant
0R is herady placed on predatien feraperied of RIGETEEN (18)
PROBATION NONTRS from this date as provided undesr 7. 18, U.%5.C., Saec.
ORDER 4216:5010{(a), pursuant ts ths provisiems ef ths Youth
Correction Act.
SPECIAL
conpiTions | TRe defendant is to make rosgitution in the amewnt of $381.00, at a
of rate detareined by the Prebation effice.
PROBATION i
ADDITIONAL . .
CONDITIONS In addition 1o the special conditions of probativn ymposed above, it is hercby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
OF reverse side of this judgment be impuosed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
any time during the probatian period or within 4 max mum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probatron for 4 violation occurring dusing the probation period.
>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
. It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
e a certified copy of this judpment
COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
RE[:;O:::::EN- shal or other qualified officer,
ATION
-/
SIGNED BY

- 4 U.S, District J\l!ge

1 1.5, Magistrate '

—TANES O ELLISON TESTI-8y T

Laate




- F ol
IN omey COURT
ULITHED STAT: 223 DISTHICT COUAT
JUN 1 31983
Northern _DPistrict of _ — Oklahoma _
Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. S CIiSTRICT coiteT
Unitcd Stuten of Anerica Criiiinnl Ijo. . B83-CR-49-E

. ——— e

VS

S

BETTY LOUISE VISOR

ORDFR TOR DIHJIQQAL
Pursuant to Nule %8(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure end by leuve of court endorced hercon the United Stetes

Attorncy for the _ Northern ___ Distiict of Oklahoma

—

hereby dismisses mxe{ Counts 2 & 3 of the INDICTMENT against

" (indictment, XX R R KKK CRRRkaRE)

—BETTY. LOUISE VISQR, ____ _defendant.

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorne

"fw 1 { 5@’(!4 LA

— JE— ———— -

Asst. United Stat s!«tuou)rvy

Lzave of court 1is granted for the filing of +le Tovecpolng i piceal,
stolet Tudge

Date: é‘—lg‘ y—?

FORM 05D -113
DOJ
8-27--74




United States of America vs. 5 | United Sta:tes Di Strict\. Court .for

L TOM BELL ) LFOK“E“ IETRICT OF CELLAROMA
DEFENDANT . T T T T T T T T T - —— e L T
S DOCKET NO. 3 | 83-CR-52-X o

In the presence of the attorney for the governmert MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P! § 13 83

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

X ) wiTH counser.  _Charles Froeh, Ct. Apptd. ;

{Name of counsel) e

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

PLEA there is a factual basjs for the plea,

LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

I3

There being a finding/ER&E of x
"1 GUILTY.

Delendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of baving violated Title 18, U.S.C.,
FINDING & Section 472, as charged in Couwat 2 of the Indictment.

JUDGMENT

I

The couri asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared (0 the court, the wourt adjudged the defendant guifty as charged and convicted and ordered that: >

R EERREEEEEETEX ELEFEREEX AN REE EFE LT X NEE TR EER N ERRERNEEEEE X RN
SENTENCE . Count 2 ~ The impeeitien of sentence is suspended and the defendant

OR is herebdy placed eon prsbatien lor a peried of TWO (2) YEARS
PROBATION from this date, as previded under T. 18, ¥U.8.C., Sec. 4216:
ORDER 5010(a) pursuant to the provisiens of the Youth Correctien

Aet.
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION !
ADDITIONAL
CONBITIONS In addition to the specidl condinons of probation impuesed sbove, it is bercby ordercd that the general conditions of probation set out on the
0F 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 Lime 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 viotation occurring during the probation period.

>Thc court orders commitment to the custody of “he Attorney Generdl and recommends,

It s ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment

COMMITMENT and commitrent 10 the U.S. Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer,
DATION
SIGNEDEBY

L—:..J U.5. District Judge

Cxo RAsdesdtate




P - F1LED
IN OPEN COURT

ULITED SWAT:s3, DISTHICT COULD JUN 4 3 1983

NORTHERN. . Pistrict of OKLAHOMA

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT ¢ount

United Slutes of fmcrica Criminnl Ko, __EB_;S;QI;;@Z—E__N__
VEa
TOM BELL )

ORDER TOR DIS:4I5SAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Crininal,
Iroecdure end by leuve of court endorsed hereon the United Stetes

Attornecy for the = Northern District of _ Oklahoma

hereby diemisses XK& _ Count 1 only of the INDICTMENT . agalnst
(indictument, kxfoetd RR X oo & k')

TOM BELIL, ~ e _ 8nfendant,
FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney
B Asst. Uniteq Stztes Attorney

Lzave of ccurt is granted for the 7iling of ihe Toregoing dicintssal.,

Date: 6-\.‘5“ $ 3

FORM ORI -113

DOJ
8-27-74




COUNSEL

PLEA

T )

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

—_
R

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL

CONDITIONS
OF

PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

-
America vs.
g
1]

>The court orders commitment to the cuslody of the

)

SIGNED 8Y

we—J .S, District Judge

X

| ] U.5. Magistrate

e
=

United States District Court
NORTYF "W DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

g

JACK O. TUGC

——— —— - — — — —

In the prescence of the attorney for the government

MONTH

P 5
d

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

DAY

10

YEAR |

8z

the defendant appeared in person on this date

-] WITHOUT COUNSEL

L% 1 WITH COUNSEL

[Name of counsel)

X1 GUILTY, and the court being satisficd that
there is a factual basijs for the plea,

L t NOLO CONTENDERE, : NOT GUILTY

L—J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/virdixtof X
L= 1 GUILTY.
D§I'endant has bgen convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18

U.S.cC.
ectlon 659 and Section 2, as charged 1n the Information ’ ’

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause 10 ihe contrar
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: XNt 0o iot!.y
Béaﬁagxamatmmxmxa;mwmmmmmmm{mmmﬂiwxeﬁmémxmm&mﬁ%mmwxJseﬁm

The imposition of sentence of imprisonment is suspended and

Defendant is placed on probation for a period of twenty-four
menths

Defendant is to make restitution in the sum of $2,104.00,
which sum shall be pald in such amounts and at such times
during the period of probation as determined by the Probation
Offlcer, taking into consideration Defendant's income and
ability to pay.

In addition to the special conditions of probation imposced above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on 1., -
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 prebation period of five years permilicd by law, may issuc 4 warrant and revegs
probation for a violation vccuiring dusing the probativn period.

~ -

grndy G al recommends,

1L is ordered that the Clg ~ deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment o the U.S, Mar
shal or other qualified officer.

JUN 101383 b,l)

fack C. Silver, Clerk
8. PISTRICT GO

)




N United Sté.tés District C;)urt for

_aited States of America vs.

LlIELY- CLAREXCE t .NS, BX. N Llﬂl‘!’ﬂlltl {STRICT OF OKLAHOMA
_____________________ _——— S

JEFENDANT
—_—— - ] DOCKET NO. P | 83-CRk~43-% |

In the presence of the attorney for the governmert MONTi DAY YEAR
6 9 83

the defendant appeared in person on this date P

L I WITHOUT COUNSEL However the courl advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired 1o

COUNSEL
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel,
X J. R4 : has -
X witncounser 1 7> Riehazd Johasem, Jr., Ct. Apped. .
{Mame of counsel) [ : . '

L_x_l GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that ! NOLO CONTENDERE, 1 NOT G(ﬂ_LTY
there is a factual basis for the plea,

There being a finding/ v R {
X, GuiLTy.

Detendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of havisg vielated Title 18, U.3.0.,
FINDING & Section 2113(a) & (&), ss charged in the Indictment.

JUDGMENT

PLEA

LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

wF A el

—

’ \  The court asked whether detendant had anything to say why judgment should notl be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared io the courl, the courl adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody af the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

SENTENCE TWELVE (12) YRARS.

OR :

PROBATION IT IS YURTHER ORDERED that the Jdefandant may bacome eligible for
ORDER parsle at such time as the Parole Commission may determise as
provided o T. 18, U.S.C., Bsec. A4205(B)(2).
Sentence hhex ] detervence.
SPECIAL This is imposed for piwary purpose of .

CONDITIONS

OF
PROBATION ’
ADDITIONAL . .
CONDITIONS ln addition 1o the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the

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

any lime during the probatian period or within 4 maximum probation period of five years permitied 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-
HECO:::EN- shat or other qualified officer.
DA N

-
SIGNED BY

X J u.5. District Judge P

l—...] W.5. Magistrate ' m,-v e e e
JAMRS O. ELLISOW oa . 6=9-83




Jnited States of America vs.

L CHARLES GLEN TKINS

LTHE 1

DEFENDANT

DOCKET NO. = |

gl

A" : 4‘5 tuhn
M e )

United States Iiistrict Court fo

THERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

82-CR-143~02-BT

JUDGMENT AND PBOBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

In the presence of the attorney for the governrnent MONTH DAY YEAR ]
the defendant appeared in person on this date - (2 01 " 83 |
COUNSEL L1 WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel. .
XX with counser | Ronald Mock, Retained Counsel j
(Name of counsel) d
PLEA \EXJ GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | JNOLO CONTENDERE,  |____j NOT GUILTY

there is a factual basjs for the plea,

—

LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/sextex of
(XX, GUILTY.
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 21, U.S.C.,
FINDING & &_Sectlon 841(a) (1), as charged in count one of the 1ndlctment
JUDGMENT l A ".'
J JU 61
Yy The court asked whether defendant had anything te say why judgment should not be pronuunc Qsc no sumclenf‘fﬂjsc 10 the COntyal-
was shown, or appeared to the court, the courl adjudged the defendant guilty as charged ar vu‘lcd and ordéred that; She defendant s
hereby commitied to the custudy of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for [;p mnmem for a pcrlod of..
Count 1 ~ One (1) year, defendant may become eligible for parole at
SENTENCE such time as the U.S. Parole Commission may determine as
0R provided in Title 18, U.S.C.A., Sec. 4205(f).
PROBATION It is further ordered that the defendant serve a special
ORDER parole term of Two (2) years.
It is further ordered that the defendant is fined $1,000.00
to be paid within one year from this date.
SPECIAL .
conoimipns | It 1s further ordered that the defendant present himself to the ,
OF designated institution by 11:00 a.m. on Monday, February 28, 1983:
PROBATION | The U.S. Marshal, Tulsa, CK will advise defendant of the d951gnated
institution.
ADDITIONAL o . '
CONDITIONS In addition to the speuial conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered lhal the general conditions of pmbalmn set out on
OF reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Courl may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, ar-.
any time during the probation period or within 4 maximum probation period of five years permitted by faw, may issue a warrant and revok:
‘PROBATION probdtion for & vielation occurring during the probation period,
>The court orders commitment 1o the custody ol the Attorney General and recommends,
Appro(e‘d form: the defendant receive It is ordered that the Clerk delive
MMI medication that has bdencernificd copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT C T prescribed to him by Himd commitment to the U.S. Ma
RECOMMEN- phys ician shal or ather quatificd officer.
DATION Gerald Hilsher °
Asst. U.S. Atty. .
SIGNED BY
LX) u.s. District Judge ﬁ /é.\'e/
1 ) L.5. Magistrate ! o g - /( !
'T‘T-IOMACB R BRF'T"I‘ te 6—6- 83 .




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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

)
)
Plaintiff, )
) _
v. ) No. 82-CR-143-02-BT
)
CHARLES GLEN ATKINS, ) F ] o
) ; :
Defendant. ) '
Ui~ bl”“?
ORDER | Jagh 6.7 - Uk

Before the Court for consideration is defenuantHSmmotioanT
to correct judgment and sentence. The plaintiff, by and through
Assistant United States Attorney Gerald Hilsher has no objection
thereto.

It appears from the record that a defendant sentenced under'
18 U.S.C. §4205(b) (2) is not eligible for parocle unless the sentence
exceeds one year. However, a defendant sentenced under 18 U.S.C.
§4205(f) for a term not less than six months but no longer than one
year may be released on parole after serving one-third of the term.
Defendant herein was sentenced to one year imprisonment under 18 u.s.c.
§4205(b) (2) and is therefore not eligible for parole at anytime during
his one year sentence.

It is the intent of the Court that defendant be sentenced
under 18 U.S.C. §4205(f). Accordingly, the Court finds defendant's.
motion to correct judgment and sentence should be sustained. A
corrected judgment and probation/commitment order shall be entered
contemporaneously herein.

IT IS SO ORDERED this é; day of June, 1983.

e AT

THOMAS R. BRETT .
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE D
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA F I L E

Jone JUN 71983

Yxck €. Silver, Clerk
s 1. S. DISTRICT.COURT

No. 79-CR-123-C ¢ .

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs.

LEROY DALE HINES

Defendant.

ORDER

The Court has before it for consideration the motion of the
defendant, Leroy Dale Hines, for a reduction of sentence pursuant
to Rule 35 of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. The
defendant was found guilty by a jury of violations of Title 18
U.8.C. §§82 & 1952 and 371, and he now asks the Court to modify
the sentence imposed by it upon him on April 16, 1980.

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 cacse. Therefore, the motion for

reduction of sentence is hereby overruled.

It is so Ordered this __Z day of June, 1983,

H. DALE OK Z/\_Afﬁ)

Chief Judge, U, 8. District Court




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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs.

No. 82-CR-8]F l L E D

JUN  nageg A

CLYDE RONALD JOHNSTON

it U N A . e

Defendant.

32k C Silver, Clerk
ORDER U. S. ZiSTRIT COURT

The Court has before it for consideration the motion of the
defendant, Clyde Ronald Johnsiton, for a reduction of sentence
pursuant to Rule 35 of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure.
The defendant was convicted of the indictment charging him with a
violation of Title 18 U.S.C. §1202(a) (1), and he now asks the
Court to modify the sentence imposed by it upon him on November
22, 1982,

Under Rule 35, the Court retains jurisdiction to reduce a
sentence for only one hundred twenty (120) days after it is

imposed. The defendant's motion to reduce was received by the




Court on May 9, 1983, Clearly this is beyond the 120-day period
provided by Rule 35 for the reduction of a sentences~

For the foregoing reason, it is therefore ordered that the
defendant's motion for reduction of sentence be and the same is

hereby overruled.

It is so Ordered this __Z L day of June, 1983,

A_z%oo\az vy

Chief Judge, U. S. District Court
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United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

-

United States District Court s,

LGEORGE HEAL WILS N LNORTHERI’ ISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
____________________________________ J
o 1 DOCKET NO. - | 83“CR-70”0_1.BT |

COUNSEL

PLEA

T

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

AQ 249 (8/14)

YEAR

83

DAY

2

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH

the defendant appeared in person on this date

J—

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.

___Charles H. Froeb, Court Appointed

T S L m— e m m mmmmn e omam e Seap mm— am— e m— — —— ——— o mam— ittty s, . s

' ‘ " {Name of counsel)

L&) WiITH COUNSEL

LL_J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that  [___J

NOLO CONTENDERE, | | NOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, :

() NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/yexi® of X .
L4 1t GUILTY.
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of heving violated Title 18, U.S.C. R
FINDING & L Section 641 as charged in the Information
JUDGMENT
Yy The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be ;;ronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: R RaCaGIKLs
RIKEXRN REXN R R RN RIRA TR IRTWR LA e amexfx x etk
SENTENCE
OR o ‘ ‘ ,
PROBATION The lmposition of sentence of Imprisonment is suspended and defendant
ORDER 1s placed on probation for a pericd of six {6) months
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS g
oF JUN 21983
PROBATION
Jack C. Stiver, Clers:
LR CT coney
ADDITIONAL - - e P : ‘
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
OF reyerse side of this judgment be impased. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
any lime during the probation period or within a2 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,
{1 is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
RE:::’::". shal or other quaiified officer. '
SIGNED BY

L u.s. District Judge

il LS. Magistrate

y S

Date
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In the presence of the attorney for the government MgNTH ng Y§AR
the defendant appeared in person on this date J— ‘ 3

COUNSEL L] WITHOUT COUNSEL However the cout advised defendant of right 1o counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel,
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{Name of counsel}
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LI WITH COUNSEL.  1_

LL GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L___I NOLO CONTENDERE, 1 NOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, '

i

1
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There being a findingfverdict of

£_| GUILTY. baving violated Ti "
X s bech LONvi . of the av vioiated Title 1 S,
L BRI RS L d 1 e PhFormat on Shiay i
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}  The court wked whether defendant had anything to sav why judement should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the mntrari

was shown, or appedred Lo the court, the coutl sdjudged the defondant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that:
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SENTENCE The imposition of sentence of imprisonment is suspended and defendant

Pno::nou e iss placed on probation for a period of six (6) months

ORDER | B - g S
| LE »]
SPECIAL o ;
CONDITIONS ' '
oron JUN 2198$35

PROBATION ‘ | B ) ﬁci’mﬂlﬂhfﬁm
o U, $. DISTRICT COVRS

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS in addition 1o the spedial conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
0F reverse side ol this judgnient be rmposed. The Couart mday change the vonditions of probation, reduce or extend the pgrlod of probation, and at
any time during the probation period of within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for 4 violation occurring during the probation seriod.

>Thc court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
RECOMMEN- shat or other qualified officer,

DATION

e

SIGNED BY

LJ u.s, District Judge ’ . N L ,

x U.S, Magistrate ‘ / ]
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