IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE., ... I 507, CLER
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA o el inaeh GOUR

RONNIE McGOWAN,
Plaintiff,

Nos.ggs-CR—90, 75-CR-101 d
No. 83-C-1045~C

vVS.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Defendant.

ORDER

Now before the Court for its consideration is the motion of
Ronnie Vernon LeRoy McGowan, an inmate in the Conners Correction-
al Center, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Sec.2255. The pleading filed by
pPlaintiff is written on a form supplied by the Clerk of this
Court, entitled "Motion Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Sec.2255 to vacate,
set aside, or correct sentence by a person in federal custody."
However, ground one charges that the "parole commission" denied i
him due process by failing to hold a parole revocation hearing
within 90‘days: ground two alleges a denial of due process and
"violation of ex post facto" when a parole vioclation warrant was
issued in October of 1979 against him, which was held in abey~
ance, supplemented in July of 1980, and not executed until

November of 1980; ground three alleges violation of his




constitutional rights in that a detainer that has been in effect
against him since November of 1982 has prevented him from being
eligible for work release or being able to post bond while in
county jail.

A motion pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Sec.2255 must involve a
claim that a sentence imposed by this Court was "imposed in
violation of the Constitution or laws of the United States, or
that the Court was without jurisdiction to impose such a sen-
tence, or that the sentence was in excess of the maximum au-
thorized by law, or is otherwise subject to collateral attack."

Plaintiff herein has not asked the Court to vacate, set
aside, or correct his sentence. Rather he has raised issues which
appear to the Court to require presentation in a petition under
28 U.S.C. Sec.2241 or 42 U.S.C. Sec.1983. A petition under
Sec.2255 can test only the sentence imposed and not the sentence

"as it is being executed." Ridenour v. United States, 446 F.2d

57 (9%th Cir. 1971).

Since McGowan's motion 1lacks specific details as to
detainers and parole commissions, the Court is unable to construe
the motion as either a petition under 28 U.S.C. Sec.2241 or 42
U.5.C. Sec.,1983, nor can it be determined whether this Court
would have jurisdiction over the parties or entities, since they

remain unnamed. Brown v. United States, 610 F.2d 672 (9th Cir.

1980} .




Therefore, McGowan's motion under Title 28 U.S.C. Sec.2255

should be and hereby is overruled, and this action is dismissed

qw

It is so Ordered this 70 day of dermuary, 19§j{

in all respects.

H. DALE ESOK

Chief Judge, U. S. District Court




United States of America vs.
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CUFMES 3-8 (WHITE; — USE AS LUCALLY WHHEWVIEW
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United Sta’~= District Court o

* THEODORE F. SCHWERMER

. "D?‘PROB

In the presence of the attorney tor the government, MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared tn person on this date
1 12 29 83
COUNSEL L] WITHOUT COUNSEL However the courl advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desircd to
have counsci appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.
L XX WITHCOUNSEL L. Denzil Garrxison, Retained Counsel . . _  — — — — — J
: ) {Name of counsel}
'PLE A XX | GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that [ j NOLO CONTENDERE, | j NOT GUILTY
- there is a factual basis for the plea,
———j L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/v&&¥L of
XX 1 GUILTY.
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 26, U.S.C.,
FINDING & & Section 7206(1) as charged in the one count indictment.
JUDGMENT f—lr
5y .C“:
e @
) Dy o
—— , . : Zon S
The courl asked whether defendant had anything 1o say why judgment should not be pronaunced. Because rosgffic cause 1o the contrary
was shuwn, of appeared Lo the court, the wourt adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted aﬁdﬁ%dereg__thalz;m‘re defendant is
hereby commitied to the custody of the Atlorney Genesal or his authorized representative for imprisonmcnl"f_("_:‘r:fi perig)g;o.‘ SR
Fﬁ‘i-__:_‘ ) e
SENTENCE . Etat
OR > Count 1 - Three (3) years, on the condition that theé':fefendant
PROBATION shall be confined in the Salvation Army Pre-release
ORDER Center, Tulsa, OK for a period of six (6) months, to
commence on March 6, 1984, the execution of the remainder
of the sentence is hereby suspended and the defendant
is placed on probation for a period of thirty (30) months,
SPECIAL to commence upon release from confinement.
CONDITIONS IT.IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant is fined $5,000.00 to be
OF pald by May 5, 1984.
PROBATION
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant may present himself
by 11:00 a.m. on March 6, 1984 to the Salvation Army Center.
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In zddition to the speeiad condiions of prohation imposed above, it is hereby urdered that the generat conditions of probation set out on the
of reverse side of this judgmient be imposed. The Court may hange the conditions ot probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
sny time during the probation period or within 4 max:mum probation period of Tive years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation tor 4 vivlation occurriag during the probation period.
$Thu court urders commitment Lo the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
AppL ved as to Fo . It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
- .- ’ a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT Zm’ &L p and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
RECOMMEN- = _ shal or other qualificd officer.
DATION Keith Ward
Asst. U.S. Attorney
-/
SIGNED BY

lﬁ .5, District Judge

} ] LS. Magistrate




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

N RE T — -

~~=-~.  UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

FILED

bel 201983

Jack C. rlver, Clery
0. S. DISTRICT COuRY

Plaintiff,

vs.

LOUIS DEAN CONLEY

Defendant. No. 83-CR-122-01-C

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 Superseding Indictment and Indictment

againstLouis Dean Conley , defendant.

Assistant United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

foregoing dismissal.

(f U. Daty Losh

United States DlStr]Ct Juage

Date: /.Q';?K/" 5/3




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

"JERRY DALE CONLEY

“==:-~~.  UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) . F ‘ L E D

)
Plaintiff, ; ng’3?1983

)

vs. ) yack C. Silver, Clerk

) {1, S. DISTRICT COURT
)
)
)
)

Defendant. No. 83-CR-122-02-C

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 Superseding Indictment and Indictment

against Jerry Dale Conley | defendant.

-

Assistant United States'Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

foregoing dismissal.

Lo H. Do Cost.

United’ States Distirict Judge

Date: /- Z25-%>




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

e UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

FILED
CEC 221033

Jack C. Silver, Clert
U. S. pisTRieY a‘frz-un:v

Plaintiff,

VS.

MITCHELL D. PEMBERTON

83-CR-122-03-C
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2
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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 the Superseding Indictment and Indictment

against Mitchell D. Pemberton , defendant.

Assistant United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

foregoing dismissal.

W L. Oate loste

UnitedlStates District Judde

Dates /,? “AG9-5 5




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
P .
ft ' I.: EE IE}

Uel 211083

Jack C. Silver, Clers,
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T7"" <. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

VS.

JOHN HARVEY WILEY, JR.

83-CR-122-04-C
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2
o
.

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 the Superseding Indictment and Indictment

against John Harvey Wiley, Jr., defendant.

Assistant United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

foregeing dismissal.

T Al he lostr

United 'States District Judge

Date: /2 Ry-53




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

02019

Jack C. Sitver, Clen
N, s D”Pm if;’

vVSs.

MICHAEL A. HOWELL

Defendant. No. 83-CR-122-05-C

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 Superseding Indictment and Indictment

-

against Michael A. Howell , defendant.

Assistant United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the -

foregoing dismissal.

MM M wra
Unitéed’ States strict Judge

Date:/,},?f/ﬂ(ﬁ
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L Clenith June Ho es

DEFENDANT
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t

COUNSEL

LX—! WITH COUNSEL

LXX ] GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that

PLEA

T )

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

—_—
T

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
oFf
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL

CONDITIONS
OF

PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

—

SIGNED BY

L) u.S. District Judge

XX LS. Magistrate

L WITHOUT COUNSEL

Detendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s}) of

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

United States District Court for
UNORTHERN JISTRICT OF QKLAHQMA. _ _ .
83-CR-153-01-F

merica vs. —~

DOCKET NO, )— l

'

HTMENT O
n the presence of the atlorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
he defendant appeared in person on this date P
12 21 83

However the court advised defendant of right 1o counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived as:

t-.Jehn Thomas Hall, Court Apptd..

(Name of counsel)

L__INOLO CONTENDERE, L NOT &Eﬁg B 1983)

$ack C. Silver, ¢;

.
il

, >
% 8. DISTRICT COUaT

there is a factual basis for the plea,

L4 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/vesdiot wf

LXXs GUILTY.

having violated Title 18, U.S.C.,

Section 641, as charged in Count one of the Information.

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should net be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged 2nd convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
herehy commitied to the custody of the Altorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

Count 1- The imposition of sentence is suspended and the defendant
is hereby placed on probation for a period of six (6) months.
It 1s further Ordered that defendant is fined $100.00, to
be paid in payments as set out by Probation Office prior
to probation expiration.

In addition te the special conditiuns of probation imposed above, it is hercby ordercd that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditivns of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
dany time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issuc a warrant and revoke

probation for 4 vivlation occurriag during the probation period.

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

) ”WW/

4 oate 12/21/83
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83-CR-139-BT

DOCKET NO. 3= |

COUNSEL

PLEA

FINDING &
JUDGMENT
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SEMTENCE
GR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL

CONDITIONS
OF

PROBATION

In the presence of the altorney for the government
the defendant appeared in persan on this date

20 83

However the cowt 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,

FiLkED

. NOLO CONTENDERE, L NOT&€&§YO ’g&

L1 WITHOUT COUNSEL

L XX wiTH COUNSEL

{Name of counsel}

L £X| GUILTY, and the court heing satisfied that
there is a factual basjs for the plea,

L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

Jack €. Silver, Clerk
L XX) GUILTY, U, 8. DISTRICT COURT

Defendant huas been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.S.C.,
Section 472 as charged in the one count indictment.

There being a finding/ XK Xof

The courl aked whether defendant bad anything 1o say why judoment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause (o the contrary
was shown, or appeated (o the court, the court sdjodped the detendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
herely commitied 1o the custady of the Attorney General or by authonzed representative for imprisonment for a period nf

Count 1

Two (2) years, execution of sentence is suspended
and the Defendant is placed on probation for a
period of Two (2) years from this date.

I? is further ordered that the Defendant make restitution as
directed by the U.S. Probation Office for the Northern District
of Oklahoma.

conditns ol probation mpased above, it is hereby ordered that the generad conditions of probation set aut an the
pused, e Court may chanpe the conditions of probation, reduce or extead the period of probation, and at
1 or within & mrasanum probation period of five years permitied by Law, may ssue a warrant and revoke

tn addifiun 1o the spedial
reverse side of this judginent be an
aty tine during the probation perio
prabation for a viobation occurning during the probation period,

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

SIGNED 8Y

LX X u.s. Listrict Judoe

.5, Magistrate

The court arders commitment o the custody of the Atterney General and recommends,

Aa_ oved as ;QbeIm:
| 3@«,@ + -fjca{é/é«\_,

Ben F. Baker

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment Lo the U, Mar-
sha! or other qualified orficer,

Asst. U.S. Attorney

y — ]
THOMAS R, BRETT rate  12-20-83




STATES DISTKRICT COURT FOR THE

NOKTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES GF AMERICA,

vs.

ANGEL HANLON,

Pursuant to Rule

Plaintiff,

Defendant.

i

No. 83-CR~-133-B

OFDER FOR DISMISSAL

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 Angel Hanlon, defendant.

4

Ieave of court is granted

dismiacsal.

Date:

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

T Qs

Assistant United States Attorney

for the filing of the foregoing

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT

United States District Judge



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

eILED

NEC=71083

ok O S.“VEE"\, e
SOURTRISY b

Plaintiff,

VES.

OPPENHEIMER INDUSTRIES,
INC.,

83~-CR~128-C

[ N e e

Defendant. No.

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

(Filed 10-5-83 & 10-6-83)
hereby dismisses the INFORMATION & AMENDED INFORMATION

against above named , defendant.

%wt. W

Assistant United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

foregoing dismissal.

/L~

United States Magistrate

Date: December 5, 1983
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UMITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA - -,
' . I N TR S

Plaintiff,

DEC - 71043 /&7

Jack C. Siuer, uisih
1. S. DISTRICT COURT

DAVID GENE BRADSHAW,

)

)

)

)

Vs, )
)

)

)

Defendant. )

83-CR-3-C 7

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 GENE BRADSHAW, defendant.

FRANK KEBEATING
United States Attorney

% e A %Zz‘ R

JfAssistant'Unitéd States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing

dismissal.

A 5& A Z,/Q/Hj% )

United States District Judge

Date:.&&waﬂlaﬂ.‘é ;053




