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bjm[ed States i America vs. Unlted St?‘lﬂg Di Btl‘iof cn“ wnt.
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BEFENDANT L ARVLE EDGAR NEDLIN AISTRICT OF ORLABOMA- -

. L o o e [ pockeTno. Pt BA-CR-74-E _J

A 245 18/74)

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

) in the presence of the attorney for the government MONTIH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 10 31~ 84 |
COUNSEL L WiTHOUT COUNSEL lHowever the Lourl advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.
X | WITHCOUNSEL _Den_Gsaswsy, Betainsd .. _ — —— - — —— — — — — — — — ]

{Name of counsel)

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

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,

L__1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a linding/wexhek of
LE 1 GUILTY.
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18; ©SC,
FINDING & Section 922(h) (1) & 924(a) as charged in Coust thres of Iadictmant and

JUDGMENT Title 26, USC, Saction 5861(4) as charged in Count four of the Indietmen

i
T \  The court asked whether defendant had anything to siy why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, of appeared to the court, the courl adiudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defeadant is
hereby eommitted Lo the cuslody of the Altarney Geneiab or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of
SENTENCE | COWNTS 3 & 4 - FIVE (5) YEARS s&s to each count, couwnt &4 to Tuam
OR concurrently with ssantence imposed in comnt 3,
PROBATION as provided under Title 18, U.S.C., Section 4205(a).
DRDER _
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS in addition 10 the special conditions of probation imposed above, it i5 hereby ardered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
0f reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the (,undil_ions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at

any time during the probatign period or within a maxymum probation period 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 Clerk defiver
4 certified copy of this judgment
CF(‘)EMHSIT:::T and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
CoM ’ shat or other quaiified officer.
DATION
SIGNED BY

L} W.S. Magistrate

LX) u.s. District Judge ’

“Yames D.Ellfeon Gate _10-31-84 |
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ol B

g

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

vSs.

ARTHUR W. FLUKE,

B e A S N e e e A

Defendant., No. 84-CR-105-Bt

DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE

The United of America dismisses COUNTS ONE, TWO,
THREE & FOUR of the INDICTMENT, without prejudice. The
dismissal is without prejudice for the following reasons:

(1) Venue of the instant offense is controlled by
18 U.S.C. §3237. The evidence which the government would offer
at trial would show that the defendant, a resident of Cincinnati,
Ohio, mailed the materials described in the indictment from his
residence in Cincinnati, Ohio, to a location in the Northern
District of Oklahoma.

(2) The undersigned Assistant United States Attorney
has recently communicated with Assistant United States Attorney,
Patrick Hanley, of the Southern District of Ohio. Mr. Hanley
informed the undersigned that the United States Grand Jury for the
Southern District of Ohio recently returned an indictment against
Fluke for the identical violations described in the instant

indjictment.




(3) Fluke has yet to
the instant indictment.

litigated between the parties.

make any appearance or response to

No issues of fact or law have been

It will be in the best interest of

Fluke and the government for these matters to be litigated in the

district of Fluke's residence.

Leave granted for the filing of

Date: October , 1984

LAYN R, PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

7</(;d/\ Ui

KEITH WARD

Assistant United States Attorney
460 U. S. Courthouse

Tulsa, OK. 74103

(918) 581-7463

the foregoing dismissal.

s/ THOMAS R. BRETT

THOMAS R. BRETT
United States District Judge
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA  [(T 28 1135

| JACK C.SILVZR, CLERK
JACKIE LEE GREEN, U.S. DISTRICT COURT

Petitioner,

No .C-—B Sn'G-R— 6 3— B

v. :
No. 85-C-906-BT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

L L I

Respondent.

ORDER

This matter comes before the Court on petitioner Jackie Lee
Green's motion to vacate sentence (Amended Petition for Writ of
Habeas Corpus), filed pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §2255. 1In accordance
with Rule 8(a) of the Rules Governing Proceedings in the United
States District Courts Under Section 2255 of Title 28, United
States Code, petitioner's motion is denied.

On May 20, 1985, petitioner pleaded guilty to attempting to
escape from the custody of the Supervising United States
Probation Officer for the Northern District of Oklahoma, in
violation of Title 18 U.S.C. §751(a). On July 2, 1985, the Court
sentenced petitioner to the custody of the Attorney General for
three (3) years, plus a special assessment of $50.00. Petitioner
premises his motion on the argument that his arrest on April 3,
1985 was invalid since the parole violator's warrant was not

issued until April 4, 1985, that he could not be guilty of
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escaping from custody as charged, and that the judgment and
sentence of this court is therefore void or voidable.

The case history prepared by the Supervising United States
Probation Officer for the Northern District of Oklahoma, Rod
Baker, quoted by petitioner in prior proceedings herein, (Motion
to Withdraw Plea of Guilty and for Dismissal of Lawsuit, p. 2-3)
indicates the following:

On April 8, 1983, petitioner was sentenced by this Court on
a two-count counterfeiting indictment. Petitioner was sentenced
to two yvears on Count I and placed on three years probation on
Count II. On April 15, 1983, the Honorable James O. Ellison
sentenced petitioner to fifteen months to run consecutively to
the two-year sentence imposed on April 8, 1983. The fifteen-month
sentence was imposed for Failure to Appear.

On April 13,1984, petitioner was released to the parole
supervision of the Tulsa Office of the U. S. Probation and Parole
Service.

On March 20, 1985, petitioner was stopped in Tarrant County,
Texas for speeding in a 1980 Corvette. A passenger in the car
was suspected of smoking marihuana. The Tarrant County Deputy
Sheriff obtained the driver's licenses of both petitioner and the
passenger and subsequently discovered what he believed to be
cocaine and marihuana. Defendant then broke away from the deputy
and sped away in the Corvette. The Corvette had been previously

stolen in Tulsa, Oklahoma.
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Documents filed with the Court, attached to the Government's
response to the petition, indicate that a felony warrant was
issued on March 21, 1985 for petitioner's arrest on a charge of
possession of a controlled substance (cocaine). On March 20,
1985 a misdemeanor probable cause warrant was issued by a Texas
magistrate on a charge of evading arrest, later upgraded to a
felony charge. The affidavit of Rod Baker, Exhibit A to .the '
Government's response, indicates that Officer Baker knew
petitioner was wanted on a felony charge in Texas and that a
federal warrant for parole violation was forthcoming.

Officer Baker observed petitioner in the Interurban
Restaurant in Tulsa, Oklahoma on April 3, 1985. Officer Baker
stopped petitioner as he was about to leave the restaurant, told
him he was under arrest, and identified himself. Petitioner was
told to have a seat on a bench in the waiting area of the
restaurant, Motion to Withdraw Plea of Guilty and for Dismissal
of Lawsuit, p.2.

Petitioner refused to take a seat, advising he was about to
faint. He then knocked Officer Baker out of the way and bolted
for the front door, where a struggle ensued and Baker succeeded
in restraining petitioner until a local police unit arrived. Id.,
pp. 2-3.

Of ficer Baker had the authority to arrest petitioner on the
basis of the outstanding warrants issued out of the State of
Texas. The existence of such warrants at the time of the arrest

and Officer Baker's knowledge thereof is undisputed. Officer



Baker's status as a federal parole officer does not preclude him
from arresting persons against whom he knows felony warrants are
outstanding. The initial arrest, based upon the outstanding
Texas felony warrant, was wvalid.

An individual charged with escape from the custody of a
federal arresting officer can be convicted of escape regardless
of the propriety, irregularity or illegality of confinement. A .
lawful arrest is not a prerequisite to the crime of escape from

federal custody. United States v. Allen, 432 F.2d 939 (10th Cir.

1970); United States v. Franklin, 313 F.Supp. 43 (S.D.Ind. 1970),

aff'd 440 F.2d 1210 (7th Cir. 1971). Aassuming arguendo that the
initial arrest was not lawful, petitioner could still be properly
charged with escape. A parolee's recourse is to challenge the
arrest through legal channels rather than by escape.

Petitioner's allegations of improper representation arise
from the same operative facts outlined above and do not raise a
separate issue.

For the reasons set forth above, petitioner's §2255 motion
is dismissed. Rule 4(b), Rules Governing Proceedings in the
United States District Courts Under Section 2255.

. A
IT IS SO ORDERED this 25 = day of October, 1985.

W

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs,

JERRY DOW O'NEAL,

—— — T ot et S Tt Sttt

Defendant. No. 84-CR-81-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 with prejudice Count 2 only of the Indictment against

JERRY DOW O'NEAL, defendant,

LAYN R, PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

Vo TS e

“/Assistant United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing

dismissal.

8/ JAMES O. ELLISON
United States District Judge

Date:
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United States of America vs.

United Stajtes District Court for

.  (FORTEER. DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ;
DEFENDANT ERRY DOW O'R®AL ____ ~~  ~ T T T T T T T T oo T T T T
Lo 1 DOCKET NO. 3|  B4-CR-81-E J
JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 02456170
In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date - | 1.0~ 23 B4
COUNSEL I} WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.
X JWITHCOUNSEL 7+ Staphea Welah, Ressined _ _ ___ _ _ _ _ _ !
{Name of counset}
PLEA LX_J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L 1 NOLO CONTENDERE, L INOT GUI__LTY

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

there is a factual basis for the plea,

L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/vaiEt of
& _1 GUILTY.

Defendant has becn convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having vielated Ticle 18, U.5.C.,

& Section 371, as charged in Count one of the Indictment.

The courl asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appcared Lo the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that KIBERREMNE

mmtmmmmnmuuumuumuam nkx

SE";:"CE & COUNT ONE = The imposition of sentence is suspended snd ths defendant
PROBATION 1s hersby placed on probatien for a pariod ef FOUR (4)
ORDER YEARS from this date.
SPECIAL
conDiTions | The defendant fs ORDERED to make restitution in the amount of
of $45,000.00, 1in paymente as determined by the Probation Office.
PROBATION ' .
ADODITIONAL . :
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hercby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
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 time during the probation period of within a. maximum prabalion 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-
RE;:’:::’E‘I shal or other qualified officer.
.
SIGNED BY
X I u.5, District Judge Fi \
/’/W ,«-’/"(.-:f ~
J V.5, Magistrate ’ M_{}\"" et o )
Jamas F, Ellison Date 10~23-84 1




FINDING 2
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SPECIAL
. OF
mnamon

CONDITIONS

Enuumons

ADDITIONAL |

S, P,
However the ‘court advised defendant of nght
ave counsel appomted by the court and the defendmt thcreupon waavcd asslsum:e of counsc]

«.. b . ;
5 been convucted as chargcd of the offense(s) of hav1ng VlOlated Tltle "
e -

»Sectlon 1163 as chargeduln Coﬁnt'Three of the Indlctment

The courl “asked whclher defendant had mythlng lo say why |udgmenl should not be pronounced Because no suffictent cause to the contrary
was shown, or appearcd 10 the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted ‘and ordered that: xmxxxmx

xxwxaﬂumxxumxxux&xxxmxumnxnxmuxxxmnxuumuxuxwwuxummmnxﬂhxnxnkx 3

e
-3
)

Imp051t10n of Sentence is suspended and the Defendant
Sis placed on probatlon for a perlod of Two_(2) 'years.

ol ©. iger, Cler
) STR\CT COUR

.-\nn..

In addmon to thc spcual condmons of probatlon |mposcd above, it is hercby ordcred lhat the general condmons of probauon set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change lhe conditions of probation, reduce or extend the penod of probation, and at
any time during the probatiqn pcnod or within a maximum probation period of fwe years permmed by Iaw may lssue a warranl and revoke
' IR ! - _ e

probauon for a violation occurring during the proballon penod e
va Ko

'$The court orders commnment 1o the custody of lhe Auorney Gencral and recommends

Itis ordcred lhat the Clerk delwer -
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.S. Mar- .

1AP roved as foym:

|

1,Ben F. Baker j
Asst. U. S Attorney

THOMAS R. BRETT




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

LEONARD CECIL JONES,

e k|
~ '\i
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 3 Ej S
) i
Plaintirf, ) [Ze) ;.,_;-a-%
) P A
V. ) No. UG 3
) No. 83-CR-60-B =7
) N
)
)

Movant.

ORDER
This matter comes before the Court on the motion to vacate
sentence filed by Leonard C. Jones, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §2255.
Jones, who was convicted in this Court in the case of United

States of America v. Leonard Cecil Jones, Case No. 83-CR-60-B,

now challenges the conviction and sentence on a number of grounds.
The government has responded to Jones' motion to wvacate. For the
reasons set forth below, the motion is overruled.

On June 16, 1983, Jones entered a plea of guilty to three
counts of forgery in violation of 18 U.S.C. §495., On July 21,

1983, he was sentenced to six years imprisonment on Count 1 and

three years probation as to Counts 2 and 3, to run consecutively

to the prison term. On October 5, 1984, Jones filed a motion to

vacate the sentence on the following grounds:

1li Jones contends he filed a motion to reduce sentence

pursuant to F.R.Cr.P. 35 more than a year ago and has geotten no

response;

2) Jones claims there was a disparity in sentences given

him and female codefendants:




3) Jones contends his counsel was ineffective;

4) Jones contends the parole board was in error in
evaluating him.

The Court can find no record whatsoever of a Rule 35 motion
being filed in Jones' case at any time. Therefore, it must
reject plaintiff's complaint concerning failure to respond to a
motion to reduce séntence.

With regard to Jones' complaint concerning disparity of
sentences, the Court notes Jones was the sole defendant in
83-CR-60-B; therefore, there can be no "sexual discrimination"
against him as he complains.l

With regard to adequacy of representation, Jones contends:

"My former attorney failed to advise me of
matters denied due process of law and post
conviction relief and in fact -had hemself
(sic) arrested me many time previous to
attempting any defense in my behalf.”

The Court has reviewed the transcript of the change of plea
and sentencing of Mr. Jones and concludes his attorney adequately
represented him., The Court further concludes Mr. Jones waé fully
apprised of his constitutional rights, including a right to jury

trial and the consegquences of his plea. With regard to

representation, the following conversation took place:

COURT: Throughout this matter, have you
been represented by Mr. Wesley
Johnson?
1 Jones was alleged to have been involved in a loosely con-

nected, large-scale check cashing ring. Two other persons
who were alleged to have been involved in the ring - Cheryl
Patricia Stokes and Linda Mae McClure - were charged in
separate criminal cases (83-CR-61 and 83-CR-19), for
separate crimes,




MR. JONES: Yes sir,
COURT: Have you been satisfied with Mr.
Johnson's representation of you as
your lawyer?
MR. JONES: Yes sir.
COURT: In all phases of this matter?
MR. JONES: Yes sir.
COURT:  You've been completely satisfied?
MR. JONES: Yes sir,
The Court finds petitioner was adeguately represented and

there is no basis for his complaint concerning his attorney.

Peabody v. United States, 394 F.2d 175 (9th Cir. 1968), cert.

den. 393 U.S. 1033, rehearing den. 394 U.S., 955; Richards v.

United States, 371 F.2d 611 (5th Cir. 1967).

Finally, with regard to his sentence, petitioner states:
"The parole board exceeded my guidelines and
is in error on my salient score and even
included my 'Brother's' record in judgments
and it was placed in my P.S.I, report!"

The petitioner appears to be referring to the presentence
investigation report of the Probation Department of the United
States District Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma. The
Court has reviewed the presentence report and finds no error; it
further concludes the salient score given to Mr. Jones was
proper, and there is no basis for his complaint, Further, the

sentence given Mr. Jones was authorized by applicable law.

Theretfore, it is not reviewable under §2255. Steele v. United

States, 362 F.2d 536 (10th Cir., 1966).




The Court concludes Mr. Jones' motion to vacate sentence
filed pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §2255 should be and is hereby

overruled.
Zit

ENTERED this / day of October, 1984.

.’—

S En = .
- S - :’-‘:”2(/ ¢ o W AL t z?(‘f" )TL'K’

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FILE
N OPEN coLET
GCT 191984

Jack C. Sitver, Clerk
U. S. DISTRINT pne

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs.

SHARON KAYE HAYMOND,

it e S gt et e Vet vt

Defendant. No. 84~CR-42-BT -

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 with prejudice Counts 1 and 2 of the Indictment against
SHARON KAYE HAYMOND, defendant.

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

T, Sallen

Assistant United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing

United States District Judge

dismissal.

Date: ID- l4" ’q




United States of America vs. - UnitEd S;ates District Court for

GEFENDANT

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

the defendant appedred in person on this date o 10 18 84

COUNSEL ) WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counse! appainted by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

XX | WITH COUNSEL. L. _Robert S. Lowery Appit. Counsel__ _ _f= 44— E_B_J

{Name of counsel}

X e . -
PLEA XX.) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that 1 | NQLO CONTENDERE, 1 w?éflilgm

there is 2 factuai basis for the plea,

{___1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged Jack C. Silver, Clerk

There being a findingXecdist of XX GUILTY. u. S. DISTRICT COIJRT

Defendant has been convicled as charged of the offensels) of having vioclated Title 18, U.S.C.,

FINDING & & Section 1341 as charged in Count 3 of the Indictment.
JUDGMENT

)

\ The court a.ked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, of 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 Attoraey General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of
SENTENCE N 5”[: Ly
o . Count 3 - Four (4) years, on t%h condition that the Defendant shall
PROBATION - be copfined in a jail type or treatment institution for
a period of Sixty (60) days, the execution of the

ORDER . .
remainder of the sentence is hereby suspended and the
pDefendant is placed on probation for a period of Forty-
six (46) months, to commence upon release from confinement
SPECIAL )
CONDITIONS Tt is further ordered that the Defendant make restitution as
OF directed by the U.S. Probation office, in the amount of $776.55.
PROBATION )
ADDITIONAL : . .
CONDITIONS In addition 1o the special conditions of probation impused above, it is hercby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the

OF reverse side of this judgment be impescd. The Court may change the conditiuns 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 permitied by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a vielation occursing during the probation period,

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

Approved as to form: It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
U.S. Attorney
SIGNED BY

.S, District Judge
L] W.5. Magistrate }

THCMAS R. BRETT Date 10-18-84 |




UNITED STATES DISTRICT courT ForR TeE F | L E D
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA [N GPEM CHLRT

[ Y

0CT 1.8 1984
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
o Jack C. Sifvar, iark
Plaintiff, U. S, DISTR:™T

VS.

ROBERT ARTHUR LANDIS,

ot S VSt omnt Yot N gt

Defendant. No. 84-CR-62-B

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 with prejudice Counts 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, and 7 of the
Indictment against ROBERT ARTHUR LANDIS, defendant.

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

ﬁ...:-\:. KaﬁzA

Assistant United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing

United States District Judge

dismissal.

Date: /J-tH s




United States District Court sor

United States of America vs. b
L e o e e e e e e — _i
DEFENDANT
_ L _ EDNA FRANCIS AVERY =

A B NI
P A .
AT v R e

P v

In Lthe presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY - YEAR
the defendant appearcd in person on this date —J—
PP P 10- 18 84
: COUNSEL L_J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right 1o counsel and asked whether defendant desired 1o
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.
: LXX witHcounseL o Randolph P. Stainer, Appointed Counsein 4 4 _ pr—p=)
- {Name of counsel) E B

PLEA L XX) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that i | NOLO CONTENDERE, | i NOT&J*LIY
i there is a factual basjs for the plea, j S . o 2 N Bm

L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged Jack C. Silver, Clerk

—ﬁ There being a finding/ &K1 of U. S. DISTRICT COURT

L XX; GUILTY.
Defendant has been convicled as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.S8.C.,

FINDING & &_ Section 1341 as charged in Count One of the Indictment.
JUDGMENT

I

\ 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 Lo the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: RN xefesedis

:xxxxxxﬂxxxxxxwxxxmmxxumxxxxxxxxxx&xxxxmxxxﬁxixXNRnxxﬂi%XKﬁ%k&

SENTENCE &, Count 1 - Imposition of sentence is suspended and the Defendant is

OR . : .
PROBATION placed on probation for a period of Eighteen (18) months.
ORDER
SPECIAL .
CONDITIONS It 1s_further ordered that the Defendant make restitution within
OF the_flrsp year of probation as directed by the U.S. Probation
PROBATION Office, in the amount of $119.00.
ADBITIONAL .
CONDITIONS In addition 1o the special tonditions 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 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 probation tor a violation occursing during the probation period,

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

ﬁEP ved as,to, for
0 a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT W . and commitment to the U.5. Mar-

RECOMMEN- shal or other qualified officer.

DATION Keith Ward
Asst, U.S. Attorney |
-
SIGNED BY

L_K_).SJ U.5. District Judge ’

el

THOMAS R. BRETT pate . 710-18-84 |

1 U.S. Magistrate




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, -
- I L ED
IN CPEN COURT

07131984 12

Jack C. Siiver, Clark
U.S. DISTR!CT 7

Plaintiff,

vsS.

EDNA FRANCIS AVERY,

|
— S T T St e S N et ot

Defendant. No. 84-CR-101-B /

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 with prejudice COUNTS TWO through

TWENTY-FOUR of the INDICTMENT, against EDNA FRANCIS AVERY,

defendant.

kﬁ%/‘ C{)l4;£l

KEITH WARD

Assistant United States Attorney
460 U. 8. Courthouse

Tulsa, OK., 74103
(918) 581-7463

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

Cf/éé;c¢41/(/47621A§3l142;;E;;7‘“-

United States District Judge

foregoing dismissal.

Date: October 18, 1984




- United States District Court o

United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT
L. _.DEBORAH LOUISE CARTER pockeT No. P |__B4-CR-70-BT a

 JUDGMENT AND:FRQENTIDRN/COMMITMENT OR
In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendani appeared in person on this date P 10 17 84

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

(XX WITH COUNSEL L.Q._B._Graham, Appointed Counsel.  __ _ _ _ _ . _ — — J

{Name of counsel)

XX 1 GUILTY, and the court heing satisfied thdt L | NOLO CONTENDERE, { NOT GUILTY

PLEA there is a factual basjs for the plea,

L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/Xaakat of
LXX 1 GUILTY.

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

FINDING & & Section 495 as charged in Count One of the Indictmept.
SUDGMENT -l L E i

- N 4
- R N > ger 1 71984
\  The Lourt asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appcared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and con%ig\tg‘d’aai q_rdgred that: The defendant is

. : . . o R Lo N LES T
hereby wommitted to the custody of the Altorney General or his authorized representative for imprisamneant €or a-period of_‘;x'; h

{1 S DISTHPT rour

SENTENCE
0: >_ Count 1 - Three (3) years pursuant to Title 18, U.S.C., Section

PROBATION 4205(a) .
ORDER
SPECIAL Execution of sentence ig deferred until November 1, 1984, at
CONDITIONS which time Defendant is to present herself to the U.S. Marshal
OF for the Northern District of Oklahoma for transportation to
PROBATION the designated institution.
The Court Fecommends that the Defendant receive Drug Treatment
and supervisiocn.
ADODITIONAL . .
CONDITIONS In addition to the special condifsons of probation impesed abave, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out an the
0F reverse side of 1his judgment be imposed. The Courl may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
any time during the protation period or within 4 maximum probation period of {ive years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a viulation occurring during the probation period.

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

Ap ved as t form: it is ordered that the Clerk deliver
g S -2 ‘g ; a certified copy of this judgment
COMMITMENT SQM 4 [ and commitment Lo the U.S. Mar-

RECOMMEN- o j
DATION Ben F. Baker shal or other qualified officer.
Asst. U.S5. Attorney
_—
SIGNED BY

LKLI U.5. District Judge

| U.5. Magistrate ) / |

" THOMAS R. BRETT L e 10-17-84 |
3




FILED

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ror THHN CPEN CNURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHCMA 0CT 17 1984 ?iﬁ

Jack C. Siiver, Clerk
U. S DISTRIZT ™

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs.

DEBORAH LOUISE CARTER,

L A e i

v

Defendant. No. 84-CR-70-BT

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 with prejudice Count 2 of the Indictment against

DEBORAH LOUISE CARTER, defendant.

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

W=

Assistant United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the forégoing

United States District Judge

dismissal.

Date: |D=\T~ {‘f




-

snited States of America vs. - United Stastes Di Strict Coul‘t for

e e ) LUNORTHERN DISTRICT OF OXLANOMA _

DEFENDANT A omARLES TERRY LOWE
. e e i DOCKETNO. I LS4 CR-TF 7B 1

JUDGMENT AND PBOBAT'ON/COMMITMENT ORDER AC-245 1814}

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date —
. 10 16

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

Ly JWITHCOUNSEL L Jackson ¥. Zanmerhsdt, Zetddnsd _ o 4-b ST AL
(Narn; of counsel}. —r' = ot

PLEA GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that 1 } NOLO CONTENDERE, L j N%E?U%LIYM,, )
y oo

there is a factual basis for the plea,

L) NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/vﬁ[ﬂ"ﬁ&d : L ; ;‘M - '-

Lx 1 GUILTY,
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of haviag violated Title 18, 0.85.6
FINOING & Sectionm134l, as charged is Count one of the Indictment. TR
JUDGMENT . Lol
— H

-M-v—'—_'—‘"‘_\ N . i L]
The couri asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be proncunced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary

was shown, or appesred to the court, the Lourt adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: H\i defeﬁrﬁm 'is

WE&%M*&& Al &*efil of his aulhoriied reiresentative for imErisonment for a period of

SENTENCE
OR > COUNT ONE - The imposition of sentance is suspended sad the defendant
PROBATION 18 hereby plased om probation for a peried of THREER (3)
ORDER YEARS from this date. o _
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF The dafendant is to make restitwtion in the amouat of $197.00, in

PROBATION | ssyuemts as determined by the Probatiom office.

-

ADDITIONAL T

CONDITIONS . In addition 1o the special conditions of probation imposcd above, it is hercby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the

OF réverse side of this jutigment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
any time during the, probatiof period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitied by law, may issue a warrant and revoke

PROBATION probation for a violation océurring during the probation period. DR IR " - P

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

1t is ordered that the Clerk deliver

COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment

RECOMME and commitment to the U.S. Mar-

DATIUNN‘ shal or other qualified officer.

d,____;,/
SIGNED BY
L_.J U.S. District Judge .

X .
1 ] U.5. Magistrate A ‘1- %«'..-,‘ gt F \/ Z"e".ﬁi' £t B

Jnmi ﬁ.ﬂllison Date __ 383 6=Bh—




FILED

=3 T
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR I’]FI"!EOPCN COUR
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA DCT‘161984

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Jack C. Silver, Cierk

Plaintiff, U. S. DISTRICT COURT

vSs.

CHARLES TERRY LOWE,

L L W

Defendant. No. 84~-CR-77-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 with prejudice COUNTS TWO through

EIGHT of the INDICTMENT, against CHARLES TERRY LOWE, defendant.

\7%&“% L’Ud%@

KEITH WARD

Assistant United States Attorney
460 U. S. Courthouse

Tulsa, OK. 74103

{918) 581-7463

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

.

foregoing dismissal.

Uni?ﬁﬁ'States District Judge

Date: October l6, 1984




B ] - — - —r — . g ———— -
. P

United States of America vs. : United States District Court sor
o e e _ ) L NORTHRRN DISTRICT OF ORLAHOMA — __J

DEFENDANT MITCPELL EUGENE WALLACE AHOMA-
S I DOCKET NO. Jpm{__ =CR=76= ' J

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER .0 zes6/70

in the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P! 10 11 84

COUNSEL L} WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appomted by lhe courl and the defendant thcreupon wawed assustance of counb
: R |

:;é_.mmcomsa L;bxpm.. 'u!......... _

J_ o f L ‘{Np,me of counsel)

< : . L

&1 GUILTY, and the court being satlsﬁed that L ;Nom CONTENDERE i) NOT GUISEY .
there is a factual basis for the plea; - _ ‘ ‘ o 0{'\:? 1%
— _ Har’
—-—\ Th ; be 5 ?f d; ' f L_J NOTGUILT’Y Defendxnusdischarged »"% ‘41 C % g};
cre ng a nn snm ¢} . L o ) : " B
Ba o (X_J GUILTY, <o OIS

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of haying violated Title 18, vu.s.cC.,
FINDING & >8eetion 1341, as charged i» Count one of the Indictment.
JUDGMENT

-

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything 10 say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause 1o the contrary
was shown, or appedred Lo the court, the court adjudged the dcfendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that:of faaydgfongapk i

- SRR I e S5 AU SRR YRR xR ISR RIrk e wperiet ¥ x

SE";:M:E >c0mn' OBE - The impositiom of sentence is suspcnded and the defendant
PROBATION 18 hereby placed ou'providien: fee. a pertod of TRREE (3)
ORDER YREARS from this date ad provided under T. 18, U. 3' «Coy
Section 5810(a), as provided uyndar ‘thd"!"ﬁth‘- Qorrection
Aet.
SPECIAL ‘
OF The defendagt is to make resattution im the amount of $176.00, in

PROBATION | paymeénts as determined by the Peebation Office asd i1¢ te.obedién
treatment for drug and alcohol abuse.

R I T AT S P

ADDITIONAL - SN T

CONDITIONS In addition 1o the special conditions of probation Impuscd above it is hercby ordered that the general condmons of probatmn set out on the
OF feverse side. of Lhis judgmwnt be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the perlod of probation, and at
any lime during the probatian pcﬁod or withitr 2 maximuny probation- petiod of fwe vears permmed by. law, may issue 2 warrart and revoke

PROBATION | prgbation for a violation occurciog during the probastianpertbd, * i3 i0 v o w00 0o o B PR

>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 ‘
> R
SIGNED BY

LX-J U.5. District Judge ’

<A" p oot 'J’/.)/ﬁ‘; 2 _

Janes Orﬂzllisou pate _10-11-84 1

L1 U.5. Magistrate




UNITED STATES DISTRICT CCURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
FILED

IN OPEN COURT
0CT 111084 2

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
W5, DISTRICT. COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

VsS.

MITCHELL EUGENE WALLACE,

Defendant. No. 84-CR-76-E

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

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

hereby dismisses with prejudice COUNTS TWO through THIRTEEN

of the INDICTMENT, against MITCHELL EUGENE WALLACE, defendant.

St (ard

KETITH WARD

Assistant United States Attorney
460 U, S. Courthouse

Tulsa, OK., 74103

(918) ©581-7463

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

foregoing dismissal.

Unite?ﬁ@tates District Judge

Date: October 11, 1984
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|
|
l
|

)

DEFENDANT

e’
TN

united States of America vs.

SHERRY P. WHEELER

- United States Dioctni

S 1

In the presence of the attorney for the government

the defendant appeared in person on this date

COUNSEL

%) WITH COUNSEL

PLEA

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

>

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
oF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL

CONDITIONS
OF

PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

_

SIGNED BY

—l

DOCKET NO. >|

#-—_—\&~h

ad ‘!AMIMJ!““

846~-CR~78~%

WITHOUT COUNSEL

LI

L,,,x_j GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that

there is a factual basis for the plea,

L | NOLO CONTENDERE,

L__ 1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a Tinding /¥R of

X GUILTY.

P

YEAR

84

DAY

10

MONTH

10

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 a is_uncﬁcouD
FILE

LOCTO G984y

1ack C. Silver, Clert
U, S. DISTRICT COL.

Defendant has heen convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, 1.8.C.,
Seetion 1341, as eharged in Count one of the Indictmant.

The couri asked whether d

was shown, or appeared to the courl, the court adjud

elendant had anything 1o say why judgment shauld not be pronou
ged the defendant guibty as charged an

nced.

Because no sufficient cause 1o the contrary

d convicted and ordered that: RIS REE

EXERAER ERIEROR KON A RN AR KPR X

COUNT ONE - The imposition of sentence is suspanded and the defeaddnt
is hereby placed om puwbation for s period of TWO (2)
YRARS from this date.

the defendant is to make restitwtion in the amewnt ef $122.00, in
payments as determined by the Prodbatien 0ffice.

in addition to the special conditions of probatiun imposed above, it

reverse side aof this judgment be imposcd. The Court
any time during the probauien per
probation for a violation oceureing

iod of within a maximum
during the probation period.

may change the

is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the

conditions of probation, redu

ce or extend the period of probation, and at

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

Iil 1.5, District Judge

L} U5, Magist

R

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

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

rate

Laate

IV=-10-84%




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA:. . "7

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
Plaintiff, g
vS. % No
RONALD FLOYD WHITE, 3 No. 84-C-825
Defendant. g
ORDER

Before the Court is defendant's motion under 28 U.S.C. § 2255
fo vacate or set aside the Court's reinstatement of the jury's
verdict and sentence of June 15, 1982. The Court sentenced
defendant to probation for a period of four years and ordered
defendant to make restitution in the amount of $15,000.00. Defen-
dant claims the Double Jeopardy Clause of the Fifth Amendment
should have barred review by the Tenth Circuit and the subsequent
judgment and sentencing by this court, since the original trial
judge sustained defendant's motion for judgment of acquittal and
set aside two verdicts against the defendant. For the reasons
set forth below, the Court finds that defendant's motion should
be summarily dismissed.

Under Rule 4(a) of the Rules Governing Proceedings in the
United States District Courts Under Section 2255, defendant's
motion should be assigned 'to the judge who was in charge of
that part of the proceedings being attacked by the movant."
Defendant attacks both the review by the Tenth Circuit and

subsequent judgment and sentencing proceedings by this court.




Because the movant is not attacking actions taken by the orig-
inal trial judge, consideration of defendant's motion is prop-
erly before this, the sentencing court.

Rule 4(b) of the Governing Rules directs the Court to promptly
examine the motion and "{ilf it plainly appears from the face of
the motion and any annexed exhibits and the prior proceedings in
the case that the movant is not entitled to relief in the district
court, the judge shall make an order for its summary dismissal and
cause the movant to be notified.” From a review of the Tenth
Circuit's opinion in this case it is clear that the motion must be

.dismissed. In United States v. White, 673 F.2d 299 (1982), the

appellate court addressed the issue of whether the Double Jeopardy
Clause barred the government's appeal of the trial judge's order.
The Court noted that the Double Jeopardy Clause prohibits appeal
only when there is a danger of subjecting a defendant to a second

trial for the same offense. See United States v. Jenkins, 420 U.S.

358, 365 (1975). Here, because there was no such danger, the

Court held that the government's appeal was constitutional. Defen-
dant was not subjected to another trial; this Court simply rein-
stated the verdict and conducted sentencing proceedings. The
Tenth Circuit's constitutional determination ié Res Judicata as
against defendant's claim in this actidn. Defendant’'s motion is
hereby summarily dismissed.

A5
IT IS SO ORDERED this 5’7 “day of October, 1984.

L///')// s, ,f'/%g

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR

THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
T | B
AR G b
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
V -

TOMMY RAY ESTABROCK,

Nt s Nt g et St St
[
-
[y
=
-
=

pefendant. NO. 83-CR-58-Bt

REVOCATION ORDER

On October 5, 1984, at 1:30 p.m., the above-captioned
case came on for a hearing concerning the defendant's
probationary status, after the execution of a warrant for
probation violation,. issued by this Court on July 23, 1984, The
defendant, Tommy Ray Estabrook, was present with his counsel Mr.
Terry Thomas, and the United States was represented by Kenneth P.
Snoke, Assistant United States Attorney. Also present was Mr.
Rod Baker, the supervising United States Probation Officer.

Upon inguiry, the defendant and his counsel stated that
they had read the probation vioclation order, which listed three
violations of the conditions of the defendant's probation. The
defendant and his counsel stated that the defendant admitted all
three violations, and that he did not desire an evidentiary
hearing as to any of them.

The defendant stated he had no statement to make to the
Court, but desired that his attorney make a statement in
mitigation, on his behalf.

The parties were heard, and the Court made and makes
the following Order, with respect to the defendant Tommy Ray

Estabrook:




l. Based on the admissions of the defendant and the
report of the probation officer, the Court finds that the
defendant did vioclate the three conditions of his probation, as
set forth in the Court's Order of July 23, 1984,

2. Based on the above, the Court finds that the
defendant's probation should be, and is, hereby revoked.

3. Based on the recommendations of the United States
Probation Office, and the Government, the Court sentences the
defendant on his initial conviction in this case, pursuant to his
guilty plea entered June 10, 1983, as follows:

The Court finds that the defendant, although eligible,
would not benefit from sentencing under the Youth Corrections
Act. The defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the
Attorney General for a term of imprisonment of three years, and,
pursuant to Title 21, United States Code, Section 841 (b) (1) (&), a
Special Parcle Term of three years is imposed, in addition to
such term of imprisonmeqz:'éj

Dated this ///’—day of October, 1984.

rd

L '
- /j Z M ?\
L DS
THOMAS R. BRETT 4
United States District Judge




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NCORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Fr l l_ EE [3

IN CPEN COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ocT 10
L 1984

Plaintiff,

Jeck C. Silver, Clerk
U S D!STR!CT COURT

VS.

SHERRY P. WHEELER,

Rt o S N S R A

Defendant. No. 84-CR-78-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 with prejudice COUNTS TWO through EIGHTEEN

of the INDICTMENT, against SHERRY P. WHEELER, defendant.

Fuh (ud.

KEITH WARD

Agssistant United States Attorney
460 U, S, Courthouse

Tulsa, OK. 74103

(918) 581-7463

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

foregoing dismissal.

MZQ Qappt
Unit States District Judge

Date: October 10, 1984




United States of America vs.

!Lgum_h; ____________
JEFENDANT REIXYU TRONG O
e o o 1

PLEA

)

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL

CONDITIONS
OF

PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

L..J WITHOUT COUNSEL

COUNSEL [

Wy

L fl GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that

>The coutt urders commitment 1o the custady of the Attorney General and recommends,

_—

SIGNED BY

X u.s. District Judge

L | U.,5. Magistrate

United Strtes Distriet Court o

_I

AQ-245 (8/74)

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

DAY

9~

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

MONTH

10

YEAR

84

—

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.

FIEED-
R U

_l‘ﬁi.‘ L EREI
S0E Lot

. (1L PIER ei
21 GUILTY. Te
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18: U.S8.C.,
Section 1341, as charged in Count omne of the Indictment.

WITH COUNSEL

{Name of counsel)

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

L—J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/sewikat of

b

The court asked whether delendant bad anyihing 1o say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the cout adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: fheshfaiwwiex
RN AR NI AR S R G MR AT T E SRR T S TR Y A w kit s

>couut 1 - The iwmposition of sentence 1s suspanded and the defendant

1e hereby placed om prsbation for a pariod of EZICETERN (18)
MONTAS from this date.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS ars that defandant make restitution of %$131.00,
in payments as determidnd by the Probatien Office and that the
Probation office make arraguwents for defendant's learidfing the
English language snd tha lawe.

In addition to the spetial conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby vrdered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditiuns of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
any 1lime during the probatian period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue 2 warrant and revoke
probation for 4 violation ovcurring during the probation period.

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

7 Taies 0. %llison

1
10-9-84 ,

Uate




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FQOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMAFr l L_ Ez

IN OPEN COURT
0CT 91984

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT coinT

VS.

NHIEU TIUNE VO,

|
Nt Nt St Vot St mart gl sl Vgt gt st vt

Defendant. No. 84-CR-79-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 with prejudice COUNTS TWO through TWELVE of

the INDICTMENT, against NHIEU TIUNE V0, defendant.

Kok el

KEITH WARD

Assistant United States Attorney
460 U. 8. Courthouse

Tulsa, OK. 74103

(918) 581-7463

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

,;} Y, 'z 7 )

: 2y le -
United jy&ies District Judge

h A

foregoing dismissal.

Date: October 9, 1984




United States of America vs. United States District Court o

DEFENDANT

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date
10~ 05~ g4

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

XX | WITH COUNSEL  LJACK GORDOM, JR., Retained Counsel _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ J

{Name of counsel)

PLEA ln_l GULLTY, and the court being satisfied that | ] NOLO CONTENDERE, C\;_p__y OT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, TR ey
P ey ‘é‘:‘%
— L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged \

e
by

There being a finding/ it of . -
% L_n_l GU“..TY. s b T
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated . ;;El‘iz;fis - v. 8. C. ,

FINDINGE \ goction 1341, as charged in count one of the indictlent.
JUDGMENT o

—

\  The court asked wheiher defendant had anything to say why judgmeni shoutd not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared 1o the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the cusiody of the Attarney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

SENTENCE ' )
oR > Count 1 - Tmposition of Sentence is Suspended and the Defendant is

PROBATION placed om probatien for & pericd-of 1 {(Two)Years as to
ORDER count one, pursuant to Title 18, U.S5.C., Section 5010 (a),
under the provisioms of the Yoush Correctiom Act.

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS PURTHER ORDERED that the defsndant make rustitution as
OF X determined by the United States Probatiom Office for the
PROBATION Northern District of Oklahoma, Tulsa, Oklshoms. -
ADDITIONAL ‘ : :
CONDITIONS in addition to the special vondilions of probation imposed above, it is hercby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
oF _reverse side ot this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and ar

any’ time during the prabation 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:perind. S .

>’The court orders commitment 1o the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT m as to b 4 . . a certified copy of this judgment
ECOMMEN- |’ P ¥ / and cammitment to the U.S. Mar-
R !::ATIUHN- //0@( /{ AAL shal or other gualified officer,
Kelth ward , .
___ _J'hseistant U.8. Attorney
SIGNED B8Y
L—__] U.S. District Judge e
n i o
L) U.5. Magistrate S C . 4 e . ]

THOMAS R. BRET? Date  _10=05-=84 — |




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FI1ILED
e To ~ 3R
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, IN CPEL e ‘?‘eT‘
Plaintiff, 0CT 51984 e
Jack C.Sﬁuaf,tazﬁ(‘
o U. S, DISTT ..

MAX AARON EDDY,

M Nt oy N Nt St St vt gt st s st

Defendant. No. 84-CR-68-Bt V/

ORDER FOR DISMISSAT

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 with prejudice COUNTS TWO through TEN of the

INDICTMENT, against MAX AARON EDDY, defendant.

Foa Wud

KEITH WARD

Assistant United States Attorney
460 U, 8. Courthouse

Tulsa, OK. 74103

{918) 581-7463

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the
-

foregoing dismissal. P

Nt

United States Di

s'traict Ju

Date: October 5, 1984
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DEFENDANT

COUNSEL

PLEA
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FINBING &
JUDGMENT
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SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL

CONDITIONS
OF

PROBATION

United States District Court sor

-

o . i 84-CR-86-B

DOCKET NO. P |

JUDGMENT AND: PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER  ao.zesioso

MONTH DAY YEAR
10- 05- 84

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 counset.

Lxx_l. WITH COUNSEL t_Wesley E._Johnson, retained 1 _ : ]

(Name of counsel)
1 NOT GUI.LTY

0CT -5 1984

130k €. Silver, Ciart
LXK} GUILTY. 0. S, DISTRICT COL2T

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U. S. C.,
>_Section 2252 as charged in count three (3) of the indictment.

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

——-—

L WITHOUT COUNSEL

XX} GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that l { NOLO CONTENDERE,
there is a factual basis for the plea, '

L— 1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/veRbot of :

The court a.ked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, of 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 suthorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

Count 3 - Five (5) years, on the condition that the defendant shall

be confined in a jail type or treatment institution for a period of

six {(6) months, the execution of the remainder of the sentence is
hereby suspended and the defendant is placed on probation for a period
of four and one-half (4%) years, to commence when the defendant is
released from confinement.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the execution of this sentence is deferred
until Tuesday, October 30, 1984 at 11:00 AM at which time the defendant
is to present himself to the Salvation Army Halfway House, 312 W.Brady,
Tulsq, Oklahoma to Mrs. Wilson.

FURTHER ORDERED that defendant is fined $5,000.00 payvable on a schedule
to be set forth by the Probation Department for the Northern District
of Oklahoma, Tulsa, Okla.

>

In addition to the speiial conditions of probation imposed above, it is hercby ordered that the general conditions of grobation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the p_enod 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 occurring during the probation period.

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

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

Appxpved as,to form
% prk

Keith Ward

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

Assistant U.S.Attorney

SIGNED BY

&J .S, District Judge

L _ 1 W.5, Magistrate

Date |“—“5—84 — |
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

LaVERNE E. REXROAD,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) 1 DT
Plaintiff, ; iN CPEN CNHUR
) 0cT 51984
- ) Jack . Sieer, Otk
) LS. DISTRIST 2o
)
)
}

Defendant. No. 84-CR-86-Bt

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 with prejudice COUNTS ONE, TWO and FOUR of the

INDICTMENT, against LaVERNE E. REXROAD, defendant.

k/.// -

Stth, WL

KEITH WARD

Assistant United States Attorney
460 U. S. Courthouse

Tulsa, OK. 74103

(918) 581-7463

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

foregoing dismissal.

Date: October 5, 1984




United States of America .vs. | "‘ United Staftes District Court for

‘DEFENDANT

—

L o o o _l LTHE NORTL..RN DISTRICT OF OKLAYOMA |
L DARRELL W. CLOCKER i DocKeT NO. P | 34~CR-71-8T ' |

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER ¢ isn e

COUNSEL

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

I
)

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL |

CONDITIONS. -
OF '
PROBATION

COMMITMENT {.7°

L__J GUILTY, and thie coirt bemgnysﬂed ’that L.___.,.J'NOQ.O eoumnoaks ;mxx_; uor cimrv

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appearcd in person on this date e 10 04 84

L) WITHOUT COUNSEL . However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
- DR - ,hmaopml;mmlﬂd by the courtangd the defendant therpupon walyed assistance of gounsel. .
L3t WITH COUNSEL u.-lmﬂ.. MMW“ mnnul._‘ S R

e s (MOfWM, } H . '

EEEI 13 B s *'rt

there is a factual basis for the plem

1

SRR LKSJNDT iilclil.l'Y..s Defendant 15#%1‘!@@;..@” Cqurm Ohe.

There being a Gngipg/verdict of S e =" SR
" XX 1 GUILTY. m R

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Ei}:]_& 18}r~’f3. 5.C.,
Section 201(b) as charged in Count Two of the Inﬁetment.

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

4 - heretry-commitied-to-the-custody of the Atlasncy General pr his authorized.represeptativg for imprisonment for a period of

Count 1 ~ Judgment of Acquittal on t.he _Jury Verulct.

A SR VIFHR

Count 2 - Three (3) yaars , ON the condition that the Defendant
shall be cenfined in-a-jail typa oritreatment itstitution
for a period of zix (6) months, the execution of the
remainder of -the sentence is sesspenmdetiiand:the-efendant
is placed on probation for a period of thirty (30) months,
10 commence upon release from confirmmsesst. DPNe!Court
designates the Salvation Army Cowmsmnity Treatmnt: Center,

. Tulsa, OK as-the- place of -confineuenty :DiédwdaMt is

ordered to report to said facility at 11:00 a.m. on
October 15; -1984. - B UL Sl R A
Defandant is fined $2 500 DO to be paid within six (6)
mowths. A AL B

. In addition 10 the s cial conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probatlon set out on the

-feverse side of thiy d-grnen‘t’he imposed, The Court may change | the conditions of probatlon reduce or extend the period of probation, and at

any time during;the, probatiqn, pcnod of . w;tl‘” A maxioum, probaupn penod of f'vc years permi‘tted try Taw mav Issu‘ewwarrant and revoke
probation for a violation occurring during the Y period. A

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

RECOMMEN-

DATION

SIGNED BY

L3¢ U.S. District Judge

] U.S. Magistrate ’ /’///[(;4/// M s

: k{i*(c':k Morgad e
o heet. U.S. Attorneyl

e Vﬁd asg tO foxm e e a certified copy of this judgment
7N S and commitment to the U5, Mar-
y W shal or other qualified officer.

THMAMAS 9. RRETY




United States of America vs. - United Sta@es Distriet Court s

e e e —  BHE NORTH-RN_DISTRICT OF. OKLABOMA U
L REGINALD LLOYD LAZENBY ) POCKET NO. P |__B4~CR~66-BT L j

DEFENDANT

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/CHRIF TR =0T ORDER a0 sestore

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date g
10 04 84

COUNSEL L—J WITHOUT COUNSEL However Lhe court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to

S A T I?ag_e qpqrgsﬂe_],_:“gp?_imgd_t_v__y_t‘hs_gourt and the defgndant‘lhereunon waived assist;ng'e.qf qqusel. _
"1 X2 WITH COUNSEL L_mm.a..wm.mﬁun dCoungel _ . _ . _ _ _ iy
DT T (Name of cousely -
LX) GUILTY, and the court being.satishiod that,  ~ L._./NOLO CONTENDERE, .. NOTGUIRTY -
there is a factua_n_.l‘basisfofthtpleij"'j T R o

Y e i fnd oo ‘it ROY GUILTY: Defendantis discharged -
ere being a finding/ gt O B T Co .
33—t GUILTY.
‘ Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.S.C.,
:::;z"‘:":' & Section 1341 as charged in Count One of the Indictment.
L

_—

Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: B vptexdent:t

R XK IR SRneRY

SENTENCE
OR > Count 1 - Imposition of gsentence is suspended and the Defendant is

PROBATION placed on p¥obation ‘Fo¥ a period of Poir (#) yeare.
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION Defendant is ordered to make restitution as diretted by the U.S.

Probaténn Office, Tulsa, OK.

AT e
S . : P

S B N RO

ADDHTIGNAL | ‘ : T o - LR - B A R 'R R
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 4o reverse side-of ihisjudgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
4any time during the ‘prbi)}iliqn period or within a maximum probation peried of five years permitted by. law, may issue a warrdnt and revoke
PROBATION | probation for a violation bkatirring Husing the grobation period.: e o , o o

RN T T A PR . . ¥
L - ~ M RV T

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

It is ordered that the Clerk defiver

COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment

and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
RECOMMEN- : shal or other qualified officer. ‘
DATION Keith Ward

SIGNED BY
KX u.s. District Judge i

/’7’ e
Bt A N
THOMAE R, BRETT Oate _30-—4-84—

L U.S. Magistrate




oL
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR 'I'HﬁN CPEM COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA OCT 4 -
1984 ﬁ»z(,\éc

Jack C. Sivear, Clapl

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
U.s.piste -

Plaintiff,

Vs,

REGINALD LLOYD LAZENBY,

i N A N R R S )

Defendant. No. B84-CR-66-Bt

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 with prejudice COUNTS TWO through SIXTEEN

of the INDICTMENT, against REGINALD LLOYD LLAZENBY, defendant.

N i

KEITH WARD

Assistant United States Attorney
460 U. S. Courthouse

Tulsa, OK. 74103

(918) 581-7463

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

N

United States District Judge ’

foregoing dismissal.

Date: October 4, 1984




