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i the presence of the attorney for the government l MO DAy TR
the defendant appeared in person on this date Joree— | (18 28 86

— I WITHOUT COUNSEL However the cnurt advised defendant of right 1o counsel and asked whether defendant decice 10 bave
caunset appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of (,nunsr'l

L X WITH COUNSEL | Howard R. Mefford ’ .' %

{Name of Counsel)

COUMSEL

FERICRS I EOT s

PLEA L__}i_l GUILTY, and the court being satisficd that leen JINOLO CONTENDERE, L___INOTGUIlTY ~ -

there is a factual basis for the plea, o
rr r:‘ A r\-.,‘;‘___ ,_:_' ‘
..—.__...\ X i oA e o -
LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding XXXy of
. . LX 1 GUILTY. . .
FHDING & Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s)of having violated Tltle 18 U S C.,

Sections 841(a){1l) and 843(b), as charged in Counts 1 & 3 of the
JUDGMENT Indictment.

-

Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be prenounced. Because ne sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudped the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The dafendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

. SERTEICE COUNT 1 - FOUR (4) YEARS, Special Parole Term of Three Years,
oA > $50.00 Special assessment fee.
PROBATION _ ,
OROER COUNT 3 - FOUR (4) YEARS, to run concurrently with the time
. 1mposed in Count l, $50 00 spec1al assessment fee.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant may become ellglble for
SPECIAL parole as such time as the Parole Commission may determine as
CONDITIONS provided in T. 18, U.S8.C., Sec. 4205(b) (2).
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation =t ocut on the
CONDITIONS reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of prebation, and

OF at any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue 2 warrant and
PROBATION revoke probation for a violation occurring during the prabation period.

>

The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, It is ordered that the Clork deliver
COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN- ' - and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
DATION : : shal or other qualified officer.
SIGNED BY
{31 us District Judge Z; 2
i_] U.S Magistrate }
O ELLISON Date 8-28-86 |

e L I



United States of America vs. - Uﬂi’i‘:@L States Disizicr Court for

I__R]_EE_P.I.%_RBEEE_IE‘_S_% __________ | DOCKETNO. ——jme— | 86~-CR-108-BT

'JUDGMENT AND PEGFOTION/COMMITMENT ORDER s nes

.o¥g

DEFENDANT

A

In the presence of the attornay for the government - i e T [TMONTH DAY YEAR.
the defendant appeared in person on this date - PR OlB '2‘8 o 86

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

1 XXy witncounseL ____Richard Winterbottom, Appointed Counsel

n e m———— ——— e ke s et e e rrr e —— — —— .

(Name of Counsel] ? I L E —i

XX j GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L____INOLO CONTENDERE, |___INOTGUILTY
PLEA . . . -
there is a factual basis for the plea, AU 2 D l:85;
) - - .
LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged e oD T
There being a finding/sghtct of 115 meT sy L
- S N2 ST VT o 2 R
FINDING & Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s)of having violated Title 21, U.S.C.
JUDGMENT | §841(a) (1) & (b) (1) (B) as charged in the one count indictment.

_

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

SERTENCE
OR . Count 1 - Two (2) years, a Special Parole Term of Four (4) years
PROBATION Pursuant to Title 18, U.S5.C. §4205(b) (2) and a $50.00
ORDER Special Assessment. '
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
aF
PROBATION
ADDITICNAL In addition to the special conditions of probaticn imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the ceneral conditions of probation set out on the
CONDITIONS reverse side of this judgment be impouwed The Court may change the conditions of probation. reduce or extend the period =f nrobation, and
OF at any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation perinod of five years permitted by law, may i-sue a2 warrant and
PROBATION revoke probation for a vielation occurring during the probation period
> The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends. ft is ordered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT . a certitied copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN- Approved as to form: and commitment to the U S Mar-

DATION ;[ g%% %g ?27 shal or other qualified officer.

/ Frank McCarthy

SIGNED BY AUSA

| XX] U.S. District judge 7__..

L1 s Magistrate st L J
THOMAS R. BRETT Date g§~28~-86 1




Unitod states of Amernica . - Jﬂiieff:‘“gtates Disil‘i(:t Couﬂ for
 THE _NORTnERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

L_E'IE:EELIF__.@LT*@_EET_O.B ________ i DOCKET NG, ~efiimem §  86—CR-20-03~BT j

DEFEMDANT

In the presence of the attornay for the government ' ' P HonTH T DAY - rrul
the defendant appeared in person on this date ! gg ‘28' ) 85

COUNSEL L—J WITHOUT COUNSEL - However the court advised defendant of r!ght to counse! and asked whether defendant desired to have
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel. ‘ '

Name of Counsel) F I L E D

L___J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L. JNOLO CONTENDERE, LXX I NOT GUILTY

there is a factual basis for the plea, ) AUG 2 3 1086
. 280,

L1 NOY GUILTY. Defendant is discharged ok € Diyme £t
There being a Rothm/verdict of | e ot g
: XX S GURTY. oo e RO ¥ % DS:;\.\_i O
FINDING & Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hav:_ng viclated Title 2]_ U. S C.
supenent [ Sections 846 and 841(a) (1) and Title 18, U.S.C. Section 2 as
charged in Counts 1 & 2 of the indictment.

\  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 1o the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby commutted to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

SENTENCE .
o Count 1 - One (1) year and a $50.00 Special Assessment.
]
PROBATION C . .
OROER Count 2 - Imposition of sentence is suspended and the Defendant is
placed on probation for a period of Three (3) vears to
commence upon completion of sentence imposed in Count 1
and a $50.00 Special Assessment.
SPECIAL IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the execution of sentence is deferred
CONDITIONS until 11:00 a.m. on September 15, 1986 at which time the Defendant
Nm;;n“ is to present himself to the designated institution. U.S. Marshal
i to advise of designated institution.
ADDITIONAL in addition to the special conditiens of probanon anposed above, it is herebey ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
CONDITIONS teverse side of this judgment be impoaed  The Coort may change the conditaans of probation sedace or extend the period of probation, and
OF 4t any tane duning the probation period or within o maximum piohation penoed of five years permitted by law, may isue a warrant and
PROBATICN revoke probation for a violation occurning during the probation penad
] > The court orders commutment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommiends It 15 ordered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT A ed as to form: a certifed copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN- and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
DATION { shal or other qualified officer.
Jaek Morgan{
SIGNED BY AUSA

lﬁ U5 Destrict Judge

L1 U's magisrate ’QW )

THOMAS R. BRETT "6-28-86

Date
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United States ot America vs. . Un!teﬁ States BiSiﬁct Cﬁm ior
NORTHEP DISTRICT OQOF OQOKLAHOMA

DEFENDANT ‘
SHARON KAY GRAY —CR=Td
[ B —— DOEKET NO | memndiiimee | 86 CR 74 C . |

In the presence of the attornay for the government ) . co
the defendant appeared in person on this date | 08 ! 28 1986

COUNSEL | L._.J WITHOUT COUNSEL  However the court advised defendant of nght to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to have
caunsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel” =7 77"

L% | WITH COUNSEL L Susan 0Otto, Federal Public Defender

____________________________________ -
{Name of Counsel) Ly
PLEA LX) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that l.—.—JNOLO CONTENDERE, L__INOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea,
—_— N o
L INOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding /XXX R XS
e e . e L X GUILTY. PR e - Jp— R
FINDING & Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense[s] of hav1ng VlOl ated Tltle 1 8 U .5.C.,
JUDGMENT §495, as charged in Counts 3 and 6 of the Indictment. ;
Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment shou!d not bE”DI‘éI‘lP‘)UﬂCL'd 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: Te<ee—imed i
ey s . . o e et e . e e a0, e ] -, o e ey o e ot o
SENTENCE . s, N .
oR Counts 3 and 6 - The impesition of sentence is hereby sus-
PROBATION ~ pended, and the defendant is placed on probation for a period of
ORDER Five (5) Years as to each count, Count 6 to run concurrent with
Count 3
"IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that defendant shall pay a special
assessment in the amount of $50 as to each count, for a total of
100.
SPECIAL 10
CONDITIONS IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that defendant shall make restitution
Pm;;mu on Count 3 in the amount of $427.00 and on Count 6 in the amount
of $520.00, in such amounts and at such times as set out by the
Probation Office.
ADDITICH AL In addition to the special conditions of prebaton impased above, it is herehy orderad that the aorera’ conditions of pratiation set ant on the
CONDITICNS reverse side of this judgment be impo.wed  The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce ar extend the period ~f probation, and
GF at any time during the probatton pensd or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issur 2 worrant and
PRGBATION revoke probation for a violation nccarring during the probation peried
> The court orders commitment to the custody of Uie Attorney General and recommends, 1t 3y ardered that e Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judement
RECOMMEN- and commitment to the U S Mar-
DATION shalor other qualified officer
SIGNED BY

L¥_] us Distrct Judge g it
P s/H. Dink COUK
L.._.l U S. Magistrate

1
H. Dale Cook . _ hugust 28, 1984

MONTH - DAY . YEAR |’

sk



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ILED

IN OPEN COURT

Jo G 2.6 1996

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
)
)
)
vs- ; Jack C. Silver, Clerk
)
)
)

Plaintiff,
URT
SHARON KAY GRAY, U.S, DISTRICT CO

Defendant. No. 86-CR~74-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
moves to dismiss, with prejudice, Counts I, II, 1V, and VvV of the

Indictment in this case, filed June 5, 1986, against SHARON KAY

(ST Rellcn

Assistant United States Attorney

GRAY, defendant.

Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED.

)
ey

H. DALE COOK, CHIEF
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Date: August 28, 1986
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT T,
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF A OKLAHOMA NS S

46 27 iy 4
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ,

Plaintiff,

AN

STEVEN KEITH ECTON,

Nt Nt Nt et Nt it Vgt St

Defendant.

ORDER

This matter comes before the Court on Defendant's Motion for
New Trial and Motion for Judgment of Acquittal. For the reasons
set forth below, the motions are denied.

Defendant Steven Keith Ecton was indicted on March 5, 1986,
along with Mark Keeter and Richard Ramirez on two counts:
conspiracy to possess cocaine with intent to distribute and
aiding and abetting possession of cocaine with intent to
distribute. On May 5, 1986, Keeter pleaded guilty to the aiding
and abetting charge relative to the 8 ounces of cocaine Ramirez
brought to Tulsa from Florida on February 21, 1986. On May 22,
1986, Ramirez agreed to a Rule 20 Fed.R.Crim.P. transfer of his
case to the South District of Florida for purposes of entering a
plea and sentencing.

Defendant Ecton's first trial on May 5-6, 1986, resulted in
a hung jury. At a second trial on June 16-17, 1986, Ecton was
found guilty by the jury on both counts. Ecton now seeks a new
trial on the grounds of ineffective counsel and asks for a

judgment of acquittal on the grounds that the evidence is



insufficient to sustain the jury's verdicts. These matters will
be addressed separately below.

I. DEFENDANT'S CLAIM OF INEFFECTIVE
ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL

Defendant's first contention is that by failing to subpoena
co-defendant Mark Keeter to secure his testimony at Ecton's
second trial, Ecton was deprived of a fair trial. Keéter and
Ramirez were called as witnesses by the Government at Ecton's
firét trial. At the second trial, the Govermment called only
Ramirez. Defense counsel made "informal" oral arrangements with
Keeter to testify at the second trial, but did not subpoena
Keeter as a witness. Keeter did not appear to testify at Ecton's
second trial. Defense counsel did not seek a continuance. Nor
did the defense ask for a mistrial.

In Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668 (1984), the United

States Supreme Court addressed the issue of when assistance of
counsel is so ineffective as to violate the Sixth Amendment right
to counsel, The Court noted:

"The benchmark for judging any claim of
ineffectiveness must be whether counsel's conduct
S0 undermined the proper functioning of the
adversarial process that the trial cannot be
relied on as having produced a just result."

Id. at 686. The Court went on to state:

"A convicted defendant's claim that counsel's
assistance was so defective as to require reversal
of a conviction or death sentence has two
components. First, the defendant must show that
counsel's performance was deficient. This
requires showing that counsel made errors so
serious that counsel was not functioning as the
"counsel" guaranteed the defendant by the Sixth
Amendment, Second, the defendant must show that
the deficient performance prejudiced the defense.



)
)

This requires showing that counsel's errors were
So serious as to deprive the defendant of a fair
trial, a trial whose result is reliable. Unless a
defendant makes both showings, it cannot be said
that the conviction or death sentence resulted
from a breakdown in the adversary process that
renders the result unreliable.,”
I1d. at 687. Defendant must show that his counsel's performance
“fell below an objective standard of reasonableness." Id. at 688.
In addition, "[jludicial scrutiny of counsel's performance must
be highly deferential.” 1Id. at 689. Because of the difficulties
in evaluating counsel's performance "a court must indulge a
strong presumption that counsel's conduct falls within the wide
range of reasonable professional assistance; that is, the
defendant must overcome the presumption that, under the

circumstances, the challenged action 'might be considered sound

trial strategy.'" I1d. (quoting Michel v. Louisiana, 350 U.S. 91,

101 (1955). Here, Defendant has failed to overcome this
presumption and has failed to meet the two-fold test to establish
violation of his Sixth Amendment right. Defendant's former
counsel, Ronald E. Hignight, testified at a hearing on July 31,
1986, concerning his decisions not to subpoena Mark Keeter and
not to seek a continuance when Keeter failed to appear. On the
basis of that testimony and the briefs filed herein, the Court
does not conclude that Mr. Hignight's performance in this regard
was deficient or that the Defendant was prejudiced by Keeter's
failure to testify.

At Ecton's first trial, Keeter testified that Ecton did not

know Ramirez was going to be carrying cocaine when Ecton drove




Keeter to the airport. Keeter also testified that he never
witnessed or heard any agreement with Ecton to obtain cocaine
from Ramirez. This testimony was beneficial to Ecton at his
first trial. However, the Government was prepared to impeach
Keeter at the second trial with evidence that Keeter had told
Drug Enforcement Agent Dorsey L. Shannon that Ecton did know
Ramirez would be carrying cocaine to sell when Ecton drove with
him to the airport on February 21, 1986. The aefense was also
aware that Keeter would be a recalcitrant witness, as evidenced
by his failure to appear at the second trial. Evaluating the
record in this regard, and affording Mr. Hignight a "strong
presumption" that his conduct falls within the wide range of
reasonable assistance, the Court concludes that Defendant Steven
Keith Ecton was not denied effective assistance of counsel by the
failure to secure Keeter's testimony through subpoena. Likewise,
under the circumstances presented at the trial, the decision not
to seek a continuance or request a mistrial falls within the
range of deliberative "sound trial strategy" and, therefore,
cannot be found to have so undermined the adversarial process
that the trial cannot be relied on as having produced a just
result. For this reason, Defendant's Motion for New Trial must
be denied. |

II. MOTION FOR JUDGMENT OF ACQUITTAL

Defendant contends that the evidence introduced at his
second trial is insufficient to support the jury's guilty

verdicts. The parties agree that the critical issue before the

pe



court is whether the testimony of Richard Ramirez at Ecton's
second trial is sufficient to sustain the jury's verdicts. The
conviction must stand if, viewing the evidence in the light most
favorable to the Government, there is substantial evidence to

support it. Glasser v. United States, 315 U.S. 60, 80 (1942);

United States v. Shelton, 736 F.2d 1397, cert. denied, U.Ss.

» 105 S.Ct. 185 (1984). In making this determination, the
relevant inquiry is whether a rational trier of fact could have

found proof of guilt beyond a reasonable doubt. Jackson v.

Virginia, 443 U.S. 307, 324 (1979).

Defendants assert that the so-called circumstantial evidence
rule applies herein and further refines the sufficient evidence
test. Defendant contends that under this test the court must
determine whether on the evidence presented the jury might
reasonably have excluded every reasonable hypothesis but guilt.
However, this is not the law in this Circuit. There has been no
such distinction drawn between the sufficiency of direct as
opposed to circumstantial evidence. Rather, the determination for
a court to make is whether there is sufficient proof, direct
and/or circumstantial, to justify a finding of guilt beyond a

reasonable doubt. United States v. Metropolitan Enterprises,

Inc., 728 F.2d 444 (l0th Cir. 1984); United States v. Harris, 534

F.2d 207, 213 (10th Cir. 1975), cert. denied, 429 U.S. 941 (1976).

The basic rule in this Circuit is that a conviction cannot be set
aside if it is supported by substantial evidence, either direct

or circumstantial and the reasonable inferences therefrom.
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United States v. Shelton, supra. "Substantial" evidence means

"more that a scintilla. It must do more than create a suspicion
of the existence of the fact to be established." Corbin v.

United States, 253 F.2d 646, 649 (10th Cir. 1958).

After thoroughly reviewing the testimony of Richard Ramirez,
the Court concludes that the evidence is sufficient to permit a
reasonable trier of fact to find proof of guilt beyond a

reasonable doubt. Jackson v. Virginia, supra. Viewing the

evidence in the light most favorable to the Government, one could
reasonably conclude that Defendant Ecton was present when Keeter
and Ramirez discussed their drug deal and that Ecton overheard
the details of that discussion. In this regard, Ramirez
testified as follows:
Q. (By Mr. Morgan) And at this meeting was Steve
Ecton present?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now what did you talk about at this meeting?
A, The prices and when I was coming down.
Q. Now, what do you mean by the price?
a. How much price of the cocaine was going to be.
Q. What was the price of the cocaine that you were
going to sell it for?
A, Two thousand an ounce.
Q. How many ounces were discussed as far as the

purchase agreement was concerned.



A.

Bringing up as much as I could.

(Testimony of Richard Armando Ramirez, p.'S.)

A.

Qo
A-

Q.

Q.

* * * * * * * * *

Now, at the time that you had a discussion with
Mr. Keeter concerning the amount and the price of
the cocaine that you were going to bring back from
Florida, where was Mr. BEcton at the time this
conversation took place?

He was in another room right beside us.
He was where?

In another room right beside us.
Was he in the same room at any time with you?

Yes, sir.

During the time when the conversations were taking
place?

Yeah. He wasn't part of it but he was there.

Did Mr. Ecton know that you were going to bring
cocaine from Florida?

Yes, sir.

How did he know?

Because he overheard it, I guess.

Did he have any other times that he was present
where you talked about cocaine with Mr. Keeter?
Maybe once or twice but that's it.

Where would that have been?



A.

P ,«4{%

o

At Mark Keeter's house.

(Testimony of Richard Armando Ramirez, p. 7-8)

* * * * * * * * * *

The evidence further established that Ecton was familiar

with cocaine and had used cocaine:

Q.

0o o 0 Y

(By Mr. Morgan) Did you ever have an occasion to
see and observe Mr. Ecton use cocaine?

Yes, sir. |

Can you tell us where and when that was?

At the Falls Apartments.

And how was Mr. Ecton using cocaine?

Snorting it and smoking it.

(Testimony of Ramirez, p. 6).

On cross-examination, Ramirez further testified that Ecton

was aware of the drug discussions between Ramirez and Keeter and

knew that Ramirez would be bringing cocaine to Tulsa on

February 21, 1986:

Q.

(By Mr. Hignight) And how many times did you have
an occasion to have any conversation with Mr.
Ecton prior to that arrest on the 21st?

Not too much.

Possibly one or two?

Once, twice. That was it.

Okay, sir. ©Now, when you have these conversations
did you just simply say, "Hi, Steve," or did you
immediately jump into a heavy conversation about

trafficking cocaine from Miami?




A,

Qo

Q.

A,

Q.

No. The main one I talked about that was with
Mark. i
Okay, sir. Now, when you talked with Mark -- who
I presume is Mr. Keeter?

Right.

Were you discussing quality of the cocaine?
Quality, guantity.

Price?

All that stuff.

And I believe you testified earlier that maybe Mr.
Ecton might have been present once to where he
might have overheard a conversation, is that
correct?

Right.

I take it then from your testimony Mr. Ecton was
not involved in any conversations with you
respecting cocaine?

Not straight with me, no.

Did you have any type of specific agreement with
Mr. Ecton at all prior to February 21st?

No, sir.

Now, sir, I believe you testified that it was your
opinion that Mr. Ecton knew there was a drug deal
going to go down on the 2lst day of February, is

that correct?




K
A

A. Yes.

Q. And you formed that opinion 'based upon the fact
that you are a cocaine distributor and if you were
coming from Miami that that would necessarily tell
the whole world that a drug transaction was going
to happen. 1Is that your testimony?

A. Well, no, because me and Steve and Mark were
always like this, you know together. We were
always at Mark Keeter's house.

Q. On these two occasions prior to the 21st?

A. Yes.

(Testimony of Ramirez, p. 13-15).

Ramirez further testified that on February 21, 1986, Keeter
called Ramirez and told him that Ecton would be driving him to
the airport:

. (By Mr. Morgan) But while you were at Memphis did

anything unusual happen?

A, Yeah, I got a telephone call from Mark Keeter and
that they wanted me to page the Republic Airlines.

Q. Ckay.

A. And then I got the phone and it was Mark wanting
to know what time I was getting in.

Q. Did he say who was going to meet you?

A, No, he just said it was going to be him and Steve

Ecton and that was it.

10
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Okay. Did he mention Steve Ecton on the phone?

I really -- I don't remember.

Okay. Did you then arrive in Tulsa?

Yes, sir.

Were you carrying cocaine?

Yes, sir.

Where were you carrying it?

20 P 0 P 0 P 0

In a body pack.

L

And where was that located?

o

b

In my pants.

Q0

How much cocaine did you have?

b ]

Almost eight ounces.

L @)

There is no doubt in your mind that it was
cocaine?

A. Yes, sir.

(Testimony of Ramirez, p.9-10).

When Ramirez deplaned at Tulsa International Airport, Keeter
and Ecton were there to meet him. Keeter asked Ramirez if he had
"the stuff." Ramirez' testimohy is contradictory as to how much
of this conversation Ecton may have heard, but there is evidence
that Ecton heard Keeter ask Ramirez if he had "the stuff":

Q. (By Mr. Morgan) And he didn't ask you as you got

off the plane and you walked over to them?
A. Yeah. Well, yeah, he asked me when I got off the

plane.

11




Q.

ﬂ‘<r‘._‘:f~: —ck ﬁ

All right.

And whether Steve overheard it or not, it was
around him,

What did he ask you then?

He just asked me how was the stuff and I said

good, and that was it.

(Testimony of Ramirez, p. 13).

Ramirez testified further that Ecton knew he was carrying

cocaine when he arrived in Tulsa from Miami on February 21, 1986:

Q.

A.

(By Mr. Ecton) Tell the jury how Mr. Ecton knows

or knew at that time that you had cocaine.

Because I was flying from Miami to Oklahoma and I
wouldn't fly if I didn't have nothing.

My question is how does Mr. Ecton know that?

He heard it through Mark probably.

Did he listen in and participate on conversations?
Who,.Steve?

Yes, sir.

Not really. It was mainly me and Mark. He was there,
he was present, but I guess, yeah, he could overhear
some of the things we said.

But there is no doubt in your mind that he knew that
you had cocaine?

Right.

(Testimony of Ramirez, p. 12-13).

12




Although the testimony is in conflict on several points as
to whether Ecton overheard conversations between Keeter and
Ramirez, such conflict, of itself, is not enough to require

judgment of acquittal. United States v. Murray, 527 F.2d 401

(5th Cir. 1976). Upon review of the evidence, it is not for the
court to assess the credibility of witnesses, weigh the evidence,
or draw inferences of fact. This is the job of the jury. Curley

V. United States, 160 F.2d 229, 232 (D.C.Cir. 1947), cert.

denied, 331 U.S. 837 (1947); Wright, Federal Practice and
Procedure: Criminal 24 §467 (1982).

Defendant contends that there is no evidence herein to show
that if he joined an ongoing conspiracy, he had knowledge of the
conspiracy's objective. It is well-established that the essence
of criminal conspiracy is an agreement to violate the law.

United States v. Hopkins, 716 F.2d4 739, 748 (10th Cir. 1982).

"[Mlere knowledge or approval of or acquiescence in the object
and purpose of a conspiracy, without an agreement to cooperate in
achieving such object or purpose, does not make one a party to a

conspiracy." Id. United States v. Butler, 494 F.2d 1246, 1249

(10th Cir. 1974). However, the agreement may be inferred from

the facts and circumstances of the particular case. United

States v. Dumas, 688 F.2d 84, 86 (1l0th Cir. 1982). At some point
there must be a meeting of the minds of the parties in the common
design, purpose or objective of the conspiracy. Id. United

States v. Zang, 703 F.2d 1186 (10th Cir. 1982), cert. denied, 464

U.S5. 828 (1983).

13




Although the evidence establishes that Ecton was not a
member of the conspiracy prior to February 21, 1986, there is
sufficient evidence from which it may be reasonably inferred that
he knowingly joined the conspiracy on that date by agreeing to
pick up Ramirez at the airport knowing that he was bringing
cocaine to Tulsa for distribution.

After reviewing the evidence herein, the Court concludes
that an agreement between Ecton and Keeter and Ramirez may be
inferred from the testimony of Ramirez, and that it may be
inferred that Ecton knew when he agreed to drive Keeter to the
airport that he was acting in furtherance of a conspiracy to
import and distribute cocaine. The evidence, viewed in the light
most favorable to the Government, would establish that Ecton was
present when Keeter and Ramirez discussed their plan and that
Ecton overheard their discussions and knew what the plan was.
The evidence would further support the inference that Ecton knew
Ramirez was a drug dealer and that Ecton was involved in the drug
culture as a user of cocaine. Finally, the evidence would support
the inference that when Ecton agreed to drive Keeter to pick up
Ramirez at the Tulsa airport, Ecton knew that Ramirez was
bringing cocaine to Tulsa for distribution and that Ecton
intended to further the distribution plan. The conspiracy between
Keeter and Ramirez is admitted. "In conspiracy cases, a
jury's determination of guilt will not be disturbed where the

record shows slight evidence of a particular defendant's

connection with a conspiracy that has already been established




through independent evidence." United States v. Petersen, 611

F.2d 1313, 1317 (10th Cir. 1979); United States v. Andrews, 588§

F.2d 961 (10th Cir. 1978). In evaluating the evidence presented
herein against the appropriate standard, the Court concludes that
when the evidence is viewed in the light most favorable to the
Government, there is sufficient evidence to sustain Ecton's
conspiracy conviction.

Defendant next contends that his "mere presence" at the
scene, with knowledge that a crime is being committed, is not
sufficient to constitute aiding and abetting. However, the
evidence clearly established that Ecton was not merely present at
the airport with knowledge of the crime being committed. Viewed
in the light most favorable to the Government, the evidence
established that Ecton actively contributed to the drug scheme by
providing the necessary transportation for Keeter to meet Ramirez
at the airport and then to transport them and the cocaine into

Tulsa. In United States v. Zamora, 784 F.2d 1025 {(10th Cir.

1386), the Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit addressed the
sufficiency of evidence to establish participation in a criminal
scheme, To establish aiding and abetting, the Govermment must.
show that the defendant "wilfully associated himself in some
positive way with the criminal venture by showing that he joined
the enterprise as something he wished to bring abou-t and by
seeking to make it succeed by some action on his part." United

States v. lTaylor, 612 F.2d 1272 (10th Cir. 1980). The necessary

association may be established by circumstantial evidence and

15
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evidence of "relatively slight moment may warrant a jury's

finding of participation." United States v. Garguilo, 310 F.2d

249 (2d Cir. 1962); zamora, supra, at 1031. "It is not necessary

to exclude every hypothesis of innocence so long as the totality
of the evidence is sufficient to support a conviction. Zamora at
1031. Viewing the evidence in the light most favorable to the
Government, the Court concludes that there is substantial
evidence of Ecton's willful association in a pbsitive way with
the criminal venture and that Ecton joined the drug venture "as
something he wished to bring about and by seeking to make it

succeed by some action on his part" Taylor, supra. For these

reasons, the Court finds there is sufficient evidence to support
the jury's verdict on each count and the Defendant's Motion for
Judgment of Acquittal is overruled.

IT IS SO ORDERED, this .<7 day of _. , 1986.

Q_a‘

THOMAS R, BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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menTa Untired SIa0es Liasimoer Leury ior

Linitor States -

e o . NORTHE  DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA __
DEFENDANT ” DANIEL HOWARD CUNNINGHAM CLARK e NG 86-CR-76-C . o
___________ e el —— 80T 0~

CR77-C

in the presence of the attorney for the government™ .~ R v re T 7 ‘ Da_wr . T
the defendant appeared in person on this date — L v ’
P S ™08 27 1986

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

LXWITHCOUNsEL |____Susan Otto, Federal Public Defender .. . . & . _ _ 4
{Name of Counsel) i . - :
PLEA L J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L INOLO CONTENDERE, L___INOTGUILTY; 3 i
there is a factual basis for the plea, S o
—_—— o
L | NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/‘x}w{x of
e . WX JGUILTY.  cov o e e e e e e

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hav:Lng VlOlated Tltle 18 U 3.C.,

FNOMGE 162113 (a) as charged in the Indictments.

JUDGMENT

_

\ The court asked whother defendant had anything 1o say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the conrtrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudaed the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed o the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a perind of

SENTENCE :
o . Five (5) Years, pursuant to 18 U.S.C. §4205(b) (2), together with a
PROBATION Special Assessment in the amount of $50 00 as to each case, for a

_ DRDER total of $100.00.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant make restitution to
Sooner Federal Savings and Loan Association, Tulsa, Oklahoma, in the
amount of $8,812, less any confiscated funds, which shall be returned

SPECIAL directly to said Sooner Federal. The restitution herein ordered shall
CORDITIONS be reduced by any amounts returned to Sooner Federal.

OF . .
PROBATION IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the sentence impcsed in 86-CR-77

shall run concurrent with the sentence imposed in 86-CR-76.

ADDITIONAL In addition tu the spraal condittons of prohoation imposed above, it is hereby andered thar the goneral conditinns of prohation set out on *h e
CONDITIONS reverse side of this judgment Le imposed  Tha Coarl rmay change the conditions of prabation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and
at any tima during the probation period or within g maximum prebation period of five years permitted by {aw, may iscsue a warrant and
OF g p
PROBATION revoke probation for a violation occurning during the probation period

> The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorey General and recommends, s ordered that the Clerk deliver

' : Py a certifted copy of this judegment

cgéi'g::g:T that the defendant be incarcerated in a facility g e copy o L e

DATION where he will receive vocational rehabilitation. shal or other qualified officer.
SIGNED BY

LXJ us District Judge

s/H. DALE COOK
l...._....f U5 Magistrate

H. Dale Cook-

]
‘August 27, 1986,

Date .=




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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

)
)
Plaintiff, )
) -y —
vs. ) 82~CR-4-C o
)
VERNON CARPENTER, ) I RPN e P
Defendant. ) ,
S
ORDER OF REVOCATION IR RN LN RSO |

On the 26th day of March, 1982, came the attorney for the govern-
ment, and the defendant appeared in person and with counsel.

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the defendant, upon a finding of guilty,
was convicted of having violated Title 21, U.S.C., §843(a)(3), as
charged in Counts 7, 10 and 13 of the Indictment.

IT WAS FURTHER ADJUDGED that the imposition of sentence be suspended
and the defendant was placed on probation for a period of Five (5)
years.

Thereafter, and on April 10, 1986, there having been filed an
application by the supervising probation officer that the defendant's
probation be revoked and the grounds therefor being set thereon, and
upon approval of the Court, a summons was issued to said probationer.

Thereafter, and on May 1, 1986, pursuant to said summons, the
probationer appeared before this Court. The Probation Officer advised
the Court and defendant the grounds of revocation.

Therecafter, and on May 2, 1986, an evidentiary hearing was conducted



? }

and the Court deferred decision until a later date.

Thereafter, and on August 21, 1986, the Court found that the
defendant had violated the terms of his probation and that probation
should be revoked.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the Order of Probation, entered
on March 26, 1982, be revoked and set aside.

NOW, on this 22nd day of-August, 1986,

IT IS ORDERED that the defendant, Vernon Carpenter, is hereby
committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized
representative for imprisomment for a period of Fourteen (14) months
as to Counts 7, 10 and 13 of the Indictment, Counts 10 and 13 to run
concurrent with the sentence imposed in Count 7.

THE COURT ORDERS commitment to the custody of the Attorney
GCeneral and recommends that the defendant be incarcerated at Fort:
Worth, Texas, where he will receive drug rehabilitation.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk of this Court deliver a
certified copy of this Order of Revocation to the U. 8. Marshal or
other gualified officer and that the copy serve as the commitment
of the defendant.

DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma, this 22nd day of August, 1986.

II. DALE CTOCK, CHIEF JUDGE
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United States of Soerieg e - 1‘12;1’5{:\ Siﬂt o Bé&fﬂt» CGLK’E I.ae
e e e NORTHE 4 DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

DEFENDANT SCOTTIE LEANDER HOWE{LL
__j e oram e e e e e e e o e 2 et e+t e S mem s 2 | NOCKET N, s i L_,,.§§_I_§.R'57-C A

in the presence of the attorney for the government ‘ o ‘ TRORTH DAY - YEAR |

the defendant appeared in person on this date —

08 26 1986 |

COBNSEL LI 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. o

LX_ 3 WITH COUNSEL | Richard Winterbottom, Federal Public_Qefender__

__________________________ De: ST
(Name of Counsel) Lo E , }:{ _J‘}

PLEA LX _§ GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L INOLO CONTENDERE, L __INOTGUILTY _ -

there is a factual basis for the plea, R RTE R WG
4—!——-—-—-—\ - . A -
L__1 NOT GUILYY. Defendant is discharged R

There being a finding/gr3gdiet of PrownT
C . LZ IGUILTY. e o — .
FINDING & Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.S.C.,

> §1708, as charged in Count 3 of the Indictment.
JUDGMENT

v The caurt auked whether detendant had anylhing to say why judgment ShOU.'f{ not he proacunced, Becauss na sefficient cause to the contr o
was shown, ar appeared to the court, the court adiudged the defondant guilte a5 charped and convicted and ordered that: Thestism o
b o s ke S o . e ) e st o e o St L P 4 A B 0 Tk sk bk e e e . e e e o e e e
SENTENCE : . s .
o8 Count 3 - The imposition of sentence is hereby suspended and
PROBATION ~ the Defendant is placed on probation for a period of Five (5) Years,
nn%é together with a Special Assessment in the amount of $50.00.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant shall pay a fine unto
the United States of America in the amount of $200.00. The defendant
is granted 120 days to pay said fine or shall be incarcerated until

SPECIAL said fine is paid or until released according to law.
CONDITIONS
oF
PROBATION
ALUETION AL in addition 1o the specal condiions of probaten imposed wlos b boeels aefer o that the seneral condelions of coebation set oo e
CONDITIONS e side ol 1o sudgiment be imipaed The Codrio may charn she comndiniers of orcnatiog redyee or extond the ponact ol peckote oy L
OF at any tme dunng the ormbation penod or weton a mavimum probation peced of fve years poemitted by law, oy tsee g s s
PROBATION revoke probation for a violation ocogrnng duarieg the probation perid
> The court orders commitment to the custedy o7 the Attorney Conerat and reconmends It iy wrdiied Wat the Ciame den o1
COMMITHEHT a rerhfied copy of this judgma: E
RECOMMEN. and commitment to the U'S Mar
DATION hal orather quabfied officer J
_ S
SICNED BY

L);..._._] U.S District Judge

& s M, DALE COUR
L_._J U.S Magittrate _ S, i
H. Dale Cook oue BUgust 26, 1986

SRUHAF A




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FILE

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) IN OPEN COURT
)
vs. g Jack ¢ Silver, Clerk
SCOTTIE LEANDER HOWELL, ) US. DISTRICT CouRT
) )
Defendant. } No. 86-CR-57-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
moves to dismiss, with prejudice, Counts I and II of the

Indictment in this case, filed May 7, 1986, against SCOTTIE

(3. Ballen

Assistant United States Attorney

LEANDER HOWELL, defendant.

Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED.

r CHIEF
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Date: August 26, 1986




LIEea St o A - Uniieg States Disirict oyt o
) AHMED SAMMUEL VIC IO a/k/a . _NORTHER DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA _ _ .

\_ .
DEFE“““"D” ' Donald J. Vermillion

In the presence of the attorney for the goveramert o . _ [MOATH OAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in perscn on this date |- 08 26 | ‘1986

COUNSEL L1 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 caunsel. -
(X | WITH COUNSEL | Richard Winterbottom, Federal Public —D—eifﬁﬂig—;g'—— o
i B aa e

5
e o e B kb S o M L e e e i £ e ——— et e i e e e V.
. I

PLEA LX__1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L____INOLO CONTENDERE, L ____INOT GUILTJ’,?; S
there is a factual basis for the plea, et -
{ L___INOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged .
There being a finding/ REXXnf s
‘ i_l X _IGUILTY. - A . -
FINDING & Oefendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.S.C.,

JUDGMENT [ §§922(h) and 924(a)}, as charged in Count 2 of the Indictment.

)

~, . * i P
The court asked whather defeadant Lad anything to say why judgment shoultd not be pronounced Because no sufficient cause to the corftrary

was shown, of appeared to the court the rourt adjud zed the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered thal Vhe defendant 1s
hereby cammitted to the costady of the Attarney Ceneril or his authorized representative for imprisenment for a perind of
SENTENCE
oR Count 2 - Two (2) Years, together with a Special Assessment
paosaTioy [ in the amount of $50.00.
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATIOH

ALDITION AL b webdition 1y the cpecial candite e ¢ obation oot shave g is Berehy ordered that the generst conditinns of proboran et ot ot
CONDITIONS crvmive stda nf this qudament e e b The Tt oay change the conditions of probation, reduce or exterd the genod o archation aed
oF voany time dunng the probatar penad ae aathin a1 5 samum pronation penod of five vears permitted by faw, may citue o warrant and
PROBATION revoke probatin for g violation ar s g duning the pradaoan period
\) e o e e e
The court arders commitment ta 1 e ustody of the Sttarney General and recammends It 1 ordered that = O lerk el et ;
‘WE . . . a certified cony of ‘e judgment |
c:é‘::’ggz’:;:" that the defendant be incarcerated where he will e i 115
- + ) ] 0 2 k y . -
DATION recelive drug rehabilitation. shal or ather qualif:ed officer

)

SIGNED BY
L_.&.Ii U S District Judge
> s/H. DALE COOK

H. DALE COOK Gate August 26, 1986

L i us Mayistrate

ol .




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

FILED

IN OPEN COURT

VS.

AHMED SAMMUEL VICCHIO,

e 261985

T N M Mt ot St Mt e

Defendant.

=2
o]

85-CR-170-C _jack C. Silver, Clerk
0. DISTRICT COURT

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
moves to dismiss, with prejudice, Counts I and III of the
Indictment in this case, filed December 4, 1985, against AHMED

SAMMUEL VICCHIO, defendant.

1S <. Salhen

Assistant United States Attorney

Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED.

H. DADE COO?, CHIEF

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Date: August 26, 1986




United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

COUNSEL

United States District Unurt for
e ~ __NORTHERN DISTRICT.OF OKLAHOMA _ _

DOCREING ==l B 6«CR=-67-E

In the presence of the attornay for the government i TR

the defendant appeared in person on this date

— 08
L

— I WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to have
counsel appointed bv the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.
L fwirmcounser |____Garvin A. Isaaes _ . J
{Name of Counsel)
PLEA LJ GUILYY, and the court being satisfied that L___INOLO CONTENDERE, L X INOTGUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea,
— X o .
here b Sverdictof 4> I NOT GUILTY, Defendant is dlscharged his bond exonerated
ere being a “‘w“ﬁ verdic and the Indlctmen
e | e e o I GUILIY. t dlsmlssed )
FINDINE & DﬁmmamXxxmxxxxxxxxxkxxxkk&xmkxxk&ﬁ is not guilty upon a verdict of
\not guilty, of the offense of having violated T. 18, U.S.C., S
JUDGMENT [ 1 v BeDeb., DEC.
112, as charged in the indictment.
e
% xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxXxxxxxxxxxkxxxxxxkxxxxxx22&%2kx§k&§ KR KKK AR AR AT R RS
KAXXXXAKKXKKKX
XAXXX XXXXXXXXK};XXX}CXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX’XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX}%XX
xxxxxxxxxxmkxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxkkaKRXXXXXRXxxxxxxxxxxxxkaﬁfkﬁ
SENTENCE
oR ?
PROBATION
[ 1986
SPECIAL . '
CONDITIONS Lok G 8wy, o
uF . 4 a) n(ﬁ-{ aRaPERE
PROBATION _ e e e e C S DISTRIGT o
ADDITIONAL In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
CONDITIONS reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and
oF at any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and
PROBATION revoke probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.
g The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT ) a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN- and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
DATION shal or other qualified officer.
_
SIGNED BY

l_X_J LE.S. District Judge

L1 us Magistrate

JAMES O.

ELLISON

Date

8-25-86
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- in the prosence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YeAK
) . . . Te o4 . o,
the defendant appeared in person en this datd rm— 1 (8 25 86

CCUNSEL LI WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counse! and asked whether defendant desieed to have

L X 1 WITH COUNSEL | Richard Winterbottom g4 '%'t i

oLEA _X_J GUILTY, and the court heing satisfied that L INOLO CONTENDERE, L.__INOT&UITY 1083
there is a factual basis for the plea, T
LY
SRR LU
—_— [ .- B
LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged RREH N
There being a finding/sex¥k st of
_ _ . LE i GuILTy. . _ A
FINDING & Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s)of having violated Title 18, U.S.C.
., Section 1708, as charged in Count 4 of the Indictment. - - -— =
JUDGHENT b % 3 ; _'J %
u E Je Ha A

—_— VUL I SIS b
- S e v RO A
The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because nopsnfficrerd eause-to the contrary
was shown, or appeared ta the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and Gidered tHat” The defendant is

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

SENTERCE .
oR \, COUNT 4 - The imposition of sentence is suspended and the defendant
PROBATION is hereby placed on probation for a period of TWO (2)
" GRDER ' YEARS from this date. C ' ‘
cﬁgﬂ&s IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant make full restitution
OF in the amount of $524.10.
PROBATION | e . : . e e e e -
ADDITIONAL In addition to the specia! conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
CONDITIONS reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and
OF at any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and
PROBATION revoke probation for a violation occurring during the probration period.
> The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, 1t i5s ordered that the Clerk deliver
" COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN- and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
DATION shal or other qualified officer,

SIGNED BY .
l_?.(_! U §. District Judge 2
*
L us Magislrat.e } ;; |

JAMES 0. ELLISON o 8-25-86 ,




|
3
)

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

“f OF"EI’\T E
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) COuRT
Plaintiff, ; AYE 2 5 1986
vs. ) | Jack DCI.S Silver, Clory
DEBRA JO HOPPER, ) TRI COURT
Defendant. ; No. 86-CR-39-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 Oklahﬁma hereby
moves to dismiss, with prejudice, Counts I, IT, and III of the

Indictment filed April 2, 1986, in this case, against DEBRA JO

T Safhen

Assistant United States Attorney

HOPPER, defendant.

Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED.

Y/

JAMES /@. ELLISON
UNIT STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Date: August 25, 1986




United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

United_States District Court for

NORTHERN STRICT OF OKLAHOMA

86-CR-60-E

DOCKET NQ. =——fii— |

In the presence of the attornay for the governmerit . e * [TAONTH DAY . TEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P— 08 22 86
COUNSEL | S 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. E?counsel
LX iwitHcounseL (__ William Lee . ijI_ Jw
(Name of Counsel) B
PLEA L-X_1 GUILTY, and the ¢ourt being satisfied that L _INOLO CONTENDERE, L._..INOT GU|L1‘4U8 2. 1995
there is a factual basis for the plea, Bt
‘-’-g-, * -_—
. SR TR PN
N - 11 R N T S
LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged TR .
There being a finding/sexxiot of X -
. e e - L _JGUILTY. o ‘
FINDING & Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hav:Lng v1olated Title 18, . U, S.C.
\. Section 1708, as charged in Count 3 of the indictment.
JUDGMENT ' o
-/

} The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment shoutd ﬁot 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 ordored that' The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Atterney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

SENTENCE
OR > '
PROBATION COUNT 3 - The imposition of sentence is suspended and the defendant
ORDER is hereby placed on Probation for a period of THREE (3)
YEARS from this date.
1T IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant pay an assessment of $50.00
SPECIAL
CONTHTIONS
GF
FROBATION
ADDITIONAL In addition to the special conditions of probation imposad above, it s hereby ordered that the general conditinns of probation wot out en the
CONDITICNS reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the peiiod ai probation, an!
OF at any time during the probation period or within a maxmum probation period of five years permitted by law, may e 2 warrant ard
PROBATION revoke probation for a violation occurning duning the probation period
> The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, It s ordered that the etk deliver
COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMER- and commitment to the U $. Mar-
DATICN shaf or other qualifbed cfficer.
-/
SIGNED 8Y

L..}i.l 'S District fudge

L _§ us magistrate

%&@m/f

JAﬂ%S 0. ELLISON

8-22-86

Date ——




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

Hirf‘LF#G CEELJE)
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) - RT
Plaintiff, ; AUG 2 2 1986
vs. ; J'k C. Sitear, Clark
MELODY ANN COOK, ; ¢ 8 DIETRICT couRT
)

Defendant. No. 86-CR-60-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
moves to dismiss, with prejudice, Counts I and II of the

Indictment filed May 7, 1986, in this case, against MELODY ANN

Kg..,i.'?a—z-b\

Assistant United States Attorney

COOK, defendant.

Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED.

Qfﬁ«{zzf(j V(// ( .

JAMES, 0. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Date: August 22, 1986
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Ul s . YTt d Siaten Diarplot Cgured o
71 o Ko . A e ekt M dad o LY S SO T
..., NORTHERN STRICT OF OKLAHOMA

DEFENTAKT >
e/ i« REBORAH K. JONES

I ekl

o e

COUNSEL

PLEA

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

—
)

SENTENCE

in the presence of the attorney for the government ’r MM LAy Sy
the defendant appeared in person on this date —
08
| 21 86

e WITHOUT COUNSEL Flowever the court advised defeadant of right to ccunse! and asked whether defendant desired to have

counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupar: waived asifanT (Orel.
| - ED
E . _J

L X WITH COUNSEL | Arla Blasingim

(Name of Counsel)

il R
e i
L X GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | IJNOLO CONTENDERE, L ____INOT EJ\'JI L’Sa
there is a factual basis for the plea,

t____INOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/ XXX Xof
. . ‘ X sGuiLry. o : :
Defendant has been convicted as'charged of the offense{sjof  having violated Title 18, U.S.C,
Section 656, as charged in Counts 1 thru 5 of the indictment.

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

OR ., COUNTS 1 thru 5 - The imposition of sentence is suspended and the defen

PROBATION dant is hereby placed on probation for a period of
ORDER THREE (3) YEARS from this date.
SPEGIAL
CONDITIONS
oF
PROBATION ;e - - - .
ADDITHONAL In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed abave, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
CONDITIONS severse side of this judgment be imposed The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and
OF st any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitied by law, may issue a warrant and
PROBATION revoke 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
COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN- and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
DATION shal or other qualified officer.
SIGNED BY
L us. District yudge '
L.._..J U.5. Magistrate ]
JAfES 0. ELLISON — 8-21-86 K




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

T 1. ED
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) s ~TN COURT
)
Plaintiff, ) AUG 2 1 1986
)

Ve ; jrel Do, Cff
DEBORAH K. JONES, ) Lo LIt woeld
)

)

Defendant. No. B86-CR-54-E

MOTION AND 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
moves to dismiss, with prejudice, Count Six through and including

Count Twenty-nine of the Indictment in this case against DEBORAH

ééites Attorney

Asslstant United

K. JONES, defendant.

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the
foregoing motion for dismissal and the Court hereby orders
dismissal of the requested counts of the Indictment.

8/ JAMES O. ELLISON

JAMES O. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

"Date:




e L Eo

T Tpe 24

WYL

SOt 3 etes OF CRerica vs

M\[”_n__“ﬂmu__“___ﬂ_. % ____. NORTHERN  STRICT OF OKLAHOMA :
DEFERDANT } T
L..._qhg,&];_g_.@.p@:q{\ﬁl_@&q_....._,...._._..._.........‘ BOWKET MO —Biw—  B6-CR~51-E .
W B DR TR SRR AN
MR E e damE g TS AT F T
*Fa“f uraidi s } ‘L;?f..ﬁl;flfii;,,.s;z““ o

- In the presence of the attorney for the government ) ATt 5 TR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P
08 21 86

COUNSEL L d WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and a<ked whather defendant desired to have
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistaﬁof iunse_! E ]‘”‘&
) ., }

t_ X witHcounseL | ___Howard R, Mefford . . . 4
(Name of Counsel)
AUG 2 - 1988
PLEA X GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L INOLO CONTENDERE, L ___INOTGUILYY
there is a factual basis for the plea, Tk oo
8 e g

HSowen oA -
\ L___1NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged o

There being a finding/XXXx of

e e e WX GuiLtY. : S :

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

A . Sec?lons 841(a){l) and 843(b), as charged in Counts 1 & 3 of the

JUDGMENT Indictment.

_

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be prencunced Because no sufficiont cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeated 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 Ceneral or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

SENTENCE
oR > COUNTS 1 & 3 - FOUR (4) YEARS
PROBATION
ORDER It IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant may become eligible for
parole as such time as the Parole Commission may determine as
provided in T. 18, U.S.C., Sec. 4205(b)(2). S - -
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PHOBATION E—. N .- B B e o s e e e [ P .
ADDITIONAL In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
CONDITIONS reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and
QF at any time during the probation period or within a maximue probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue 2 warrant and
PROBATION revoke probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.
> The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recom mends, It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT : a certified copy of this judgment
AECOMMEN- and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
DATION i shal or other qualified officer.
P
SIGNED BY
L___JX U.5. District Judge '

L1 us Magistrate 1
- JAMyé 0. ELLISON owe _ B8=21-86 |




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

|

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) IN OPEN COURT

)
Plaintiff, ) AUG 2 1 1986

)

JULIO MADAN-CARILLO, ) S vlendi LLUm
)
)

Defendant. No. 86-CR-51-E

MOTION AND ORDEﬁ 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
moves to dismiss, with prejudice, Counts Two and Four of the

Indictment in this case against JULIO MADAN-CARILLO, defendant.

ssistant United fStates Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the
foregoing motion for dismissal and the Court hereby orders

dismissal of the requested counts of the Indictment.

s/ JAMES O. ELLISON

JAMES 0. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Date:
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT elroriy
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA SR

MG 20 B3 %/

Cii L8l Vf it CLERK
S.DISTRICT COURT

™.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
JA&
Plaintiff, U

V. No. 85-CR-63-B
JACKIE LEE GREEN,

Defendant.

O RDER

Pursuant to the order of the Court of Appeals of the Tenth
Circuit dated August 18, 1986, the judgment and sentence entered

herein on the 2nd day of July, 1985, is hereby vacated and set

aide.

DATED this :

day of August, 1986.

N~/

THOMAS R, BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

-




United States of America vs. - Uﬂited\{)tates District {Court tor
o e . _NORTHER: DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA .
DEFENDANT /7~ LUELLA F. OLIN

- In'the presence of the attorney for the government e etk ayaes [ MONTRY wrlDAY o - VEAR

the defendant appeared in person on this date —— | no 20 1986

COUNSEL L WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to have
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel. ™™™ 77 7'

L% WITH COUNSEL | Jim H. Heslet, retained N L g

——...—_..-——___—-__.....__._______.-.-.u——.——-——.._—.——_-_..-.___—-_m-.._

{Name of Counsel)

PLEA L% ! GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L___JNOLO CONTENDERE, L__INOTGUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea,
TN T
b.... I NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a f:ndmgb{:xxx of
- . . X JGUILTY. : - R . . e e
FINDING & Defendant has been convicted as charged of the ofiense(s) of hav:.ng v1olated Tltle 18 u.s.c.,
341, as char formation. : o Coes
JUDGMENT ~ §1 ged in the Information
e
Y\ The court asked whether defendant had anything -tn say why judgment should not be prongunced Becauss no sufficient cause to thg contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudped tha defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered thateTim wb o e ke '
o e . e e o ....7..5.'.,,..._.,.‘...,.'.....{_;.._'.-*a—'.__-'i-a'—l.,-:—-l-'i'--_'ﬁ-’@ai‘-&'a-‘-;‘-':;sﬁf_._'ggn’;'ww;‘ﬁ_ﬁ-h‘#;ﬂi{-i'ﬁ....
SENTENCE
o > Counts 1 and 2 - The imposition of sentence is hereby
PROBATIOR | suspended and the defendant is placed on probation for a
ORDER period of Five (5) Years as to each count.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant shall make
restitution in the amount of $363,498.44, in such amoggtsw : AN
opecny. | @0G at such times as set out by the Probation Office. d g; @ i~
COHEITIONS '
OF e T
PAOBATION : Coe MG 2 Q60
T o -
e meT LT
ADDITIONAL In ad:btion ro the special conditions of probation imposed above, itis hereby orlured that the zenera! conditions of probation set out on the
CONUITIONS reverse sice of this podmment be oot The Court may change the comdimns of prabation, reduce or oxtend the penod of probation and
OF at any tme durng the probation porod or within a mavimum prebation period of five years permtted by law, may issue a warrant and
PROBATION reverke probation for o viclation oo arring daring the probation peniod
> The court orders commtinent Lo the custudy of the Atrorney General and cecommends 1€ s ardered that the Clerk deiivur
COMMITMENT ) a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN- and commitment to the U.S Mar-
DATION shal or other qual:fied officer
SIGNID BY

L..}.{__J US Distnct fudge
s/H. DALE COOK

1
H. Dale Cook August 20, 1986i

Date

L. us Magistrate

2.
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'IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  |< |} gfij o
" FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ~ ¢ 1ini i) /.

- UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs.

No. 84-CR-92-BT \,//

CLAUDE B. LONG,

Nt Tt Nmmt Nt N N Nt Wt Vma

Defendant.

ORDER

This matter comes before the Court on the motion of
defendant Claude B. Long for reduction of sentence pursuant
tc Rule 35, F.R.Crim.P. On February 8, 1985, the Court
sentenced the defendant to ten years for having violated Title
18 U.S8.C. §§ 2{a) and 2113(a)&{d), as charged in a one count
indictment. The Court has reviewed the sentence given the
defendant and concludes that it should be modified such that
the prisoner may be released on parole at such time as the
United States Parole Commission may determine, pursuant to
Title 18 U.S.C. §4205(b) (2).

The defendant's sentence is hereby modified. The defendant
is hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or
his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of
Ten (10) years, under 18 U.S5.C. § 4205(b) (2).

IT IS SO ORDERED this é ’6%ay of August, 1986.

4 N )

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




vmted HEates T A erica vs RAAF AN AR A FGREREAS A AL AN A tF SR w1t

(CHARLES BENJAMIN '~UL, JR., aka_ .. . NORTHEF™ DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA __ __
DEFENDANT Daniel Lee Rose, «..2a Danhy Rose
e e e e e e et e e | . DOCKET NG. =i | 86_CR-52_C e e

In the presence of the attorney for the government | o o ] " [MONTH - ,..p,\y'ﬂ._:_n YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P08 4. 19 1986

COUNSEL | L—1 WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court’ adwsed defendant of rlght to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to: have
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel. ~ 7777

LX) WITH COUNSEL | Richard Winterbottom, Federal Public Defender ' ¥

{Name of Counsel]

PLEA LX__J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L INOLO CONTENDERE, L_ __iNOTGUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea,
— -
LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There bemg a flndlng/mof
Kieuwry, o L . el
FIDING & Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hav1ng VlOlated Tltle 21 U S C.,
SUDGMERT > §843 (b), as charged in Count 2 of the Indictment. 3
—_— A

\ 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 deferdant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General ¢r his authorized reprosentative foi imprisonment for a period of

SENTENCE

OR > Count 2 - Two (2) Years, pursuant to Title 18, U.S.C.,
PROBATION | §4205 (b) (2), together with a Special Assessment in the amount

ORDER of $50.00.
FILED

SPECIAL AUG 1 © 1986

CONDITIONS

OF o
PROBATION : o S : Ir‘(;( C. Sver L 3
rr
11.5. D HCT O
AU TN AL in addion ro the specnad conditions of probation imposed above 3t Qs herslsy ordered that the generat 2onditions of prabation wf oot on the
CUNUTIONS roverse side of thee pidament be opesed. The Court may chanae the condvwns of probatom, redace o extend the period <F coobation, ard
or At any hime dunng the probation penod o within g masimarm seobation period ol e years permittod by law, oy fwsie a warrant and
PROBATION revohe probation for a vielaunn s urring during the probation period
> The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney Genera' and recommenids 1t s ordered that the Cerk donver
COMMITRERT a certified copy of this judgment
MMITH: . "
recounry. | that the defendant be given drug treatment. and commument to the U.5. Mar-
DATION shal or other quatified officer
SIGNED BY

L—x__l US Distnict judge ‘ .
p (Signed) H. Dale Cook

)
H. Dale Cook Date August 19, 198§_J

L1 us Magistrate

LAY

T e

e

3 LI e A e s
S

i SRR R




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FILED

IN OPEN COURT

AUG 191986

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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs.

CHARLES BENJAMIN HALL, JR.

Defendant. No. B86-CR-52-C

MOTION AND 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
moves to dismiss, with prejudice, Count One of the Indictment in

this case against CHARLES BENJAMIN BALL, JR., defendant.

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the
foregoing motion for dismissal and the Court hereby orders
dismissal of the requested count of the Indictment.

{Signed] H. Dale Cook

H. DALE COOK, CHIEF
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Date:




United States of America vs - Unit?ﬁ Stat&ﬁ District Qﬂlﬂ't for

b o e e o o et i e e e ot o ot s e

. DONALD R, DANIELS |

e e v e b Sl ke MAmr i i et o L ———— ——— e, o t——

DEFENDANT

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

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

L XX witHcounsii | _W. Creekmore Wallace, II, Retained C

_______________________ el _ . _
(Name of Counsel) , I I:” E D

PLEA LEZX ; GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L____INOLO CONTENDERE, L__.NOTGUILTY ‘
there is a factual basis for the plea, o AUG1 9 166°
‘ LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged Jacdk C. Siiver. Cv.:

There being a finding/ XXX of

US. DISTRICT CC.i

DING & Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s)of having violated Title 21, U.S.C.,
;:ﬁMENT . Sec. 846,841(a) (1) as charged in Count 1 of the Indictment.

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

SENTENCE
o > Count 1 - Four (4) years.
PROBATION
ORpER
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION h Defendant h . - . .
The Defendant has used cocaine, marijuana, amphetamine and alcohol.
The Court recommends he receive Drug/Alcohol treatment and
Supervision.
ALDITIGNAL i s bAitien to the speci s o dilians of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
CONDITICNS toverse side of this judiinent be imposed  The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of prehation, and
OF at sy titae during the rubation period of within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by taw, may issue 2 warrant and
PROBATION revoke nrabation for a vielation accarring during the prahation period
e The Court orders comaniment ta the custody of the Attorney General and recornmends, It is ordered that the Clerr deliver
COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECCMMEN- Approved as to form: and commitment to the US Mar-

DATION m#%f}/ﬁ shal or other qualified officer.
-

—————’/ Frank McCarthy

SIGNED BY AUSA

L‘i.! U 5. District fudge /
»

Lo} us Magistrate >C’ # /WM )

TIIOMAS R. BRETT Date —_ . 8—19-86 1




United States of America vs. - United Qaies DPistrict Court ior

e e e e | LHORTH ER STRICT OF

OnRLAOMA i

DEFENDANT

mw&ﬂﬂg—aﬂi.ﬁa—__! DOCKET NE) =i 1_7:86:_'(2}*-'%6-}‘.

Kl

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

COUKSEL L—! WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to have
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waive

L XIWITHCOUNSEL | __Risbard Winterbotbom .

(Name of Counsel)

(3

MONTH DAY Yt AR

ssnstancp of counsel

T1TLED_.

PLEA L) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L INOLO CONTENDERE, L1 nBUEHL1v986"

there is a factual basis for the plea,

r
S i/'

C oo v* e
—_— L 5 e
L___INOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged HS DSt
There being a finding/vergigtof
. . L& GUILTY.
: i - 3':
FINDING & Defendanthas been conwcted as charged of the offense{s} of na\ung V.I.Olatt.d T.‘Ltle 18 U 5.C.,

JUDGMENT Section 1708, as cnaryed in Count 2 of the Indictment.

)
)

¥

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

SENTENCE
OR > COUNT 2 - OKE {1l) YEAR. B
PROBATION N o
ORDER |- IT IS PURTHER ORDERED that the defendant may become elipible for
parole at such time as the Parole Coummission may dctgrmlna &8
provided in T. 18, U.S5.C., Sec.. 4205(1::} (2}). SR
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATON | . . _ - — e e
ADDITIONAL In addmon to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
CONDITIONS reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or exterd the pericd of probation, and
1] at any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permxtted by law, may issue a warrant and
PROBATION L revoke probation for a victation occurring during the probation period.
- SN
The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, It is ordereﬁ! jigat t! 'é‘(i n”rk deliver
COMMITMENT | - : a Lertif fiell " cppy, ¢ udgment
RECOMMEN: | ... p}fcement ‘at FCI ’ Forc Worth, Toxas. 2hd; ebmm,tmﬂw?%yg Mar-
. DATION o R - . : lh-“ e e g ,". T oL i ., .V;..,.,_‘.,j,.u-..‘ Fsi;afcn'other quahft a’“ ej' .
= B e o , y - . ol o v
S ,cERTchD AL 'hzus%%h‘fm
— . LR - ¢
SIGNED BY R ) ) o . . ’ ﬁfi
L.il 1.5, District Judge _— h Coo e o
L1 s Magistrate J i Lt : ;,'.” o .r'/‘ L e

JAMES /0. ELLISON Date




United States of America vs. []ﬁi'hﬂh Siﬂﬁ% DiSﬁ‘in Cﬂui’f for

.A~
e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e !
DEFENDANT CATEY DERISL HUGHES, a/k/a
ﬁmﬁﬁﬂﬁxrrvﬁmﬁ# ———————— !
In the presence of the attorney for the government ‘ S 4 AGNTH DAY YLAR
the defendant appeared in person on !hlS. date B— 08 15 26
COUNSEL L) WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired 1o have
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel. .~ . i
™ . -
L X WITHCOUNSEL |____Richard Winterborrom _ _ _ _ ___ .ii_il_ SR ¥
[Name of Counsel) ] f!_w D
X . . - |
L J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L. INOLO CONTENDERE, |_AW63 GUILTY
PLEA . .
there is a factual basis for the plea, ’986
Jae A
AEE Y .\_ ~ .
Ty T o .
L___I NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged .S  Diem S0
There being a finding/vextice of M - T s
X GUILTY.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having ‘violated Title 18, U.S. (.:.' ¢
FINDIRG & r Section 510, as charged in Count 1 of the Indictment. ‘
JUDGMENT ‘ : ‘ : T T T T T

-

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced Because no sufhcmnt cause lo the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: Thextwam i

mammxmﬁmmxmammm* SR ReRIT R srAes R eRtier knruot ohe

SENTENCE .
OR > COUNT ) - The imposition of sentence is suspended and the defendant
_ PROBATION is hereby placed on probation for a par:.od of THREE (3)
ORDER | - © o - YEARS which is vo commence upon tine expiration of the
_Sentence ngen in 86-CR-56~E.
© IS FURTHER ORDERED that the ‘defendant Day an aasessment of $30 00
SPECIAL
CONDITICNS
oF
PROBATION | = ... _ . . ... .. s e e e
’ f.r;_f'";;:‘ oo CoTmemRT s T e )
ADDITIONAL In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probatlon set out on the
CONDITIONS reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the penod of probation, and
OF at any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may |ssue a warrant and
PROBATION revoke probation for a viclation 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
COMMITMENT | - - ) : . T | a certified cop)‘r of thls judgment
RECOMMEN- |.- = o . ‘ o ) ' e _ and commitme S Mar—

L DATIDN o j‘_;q‘-_ﬁv:a'.-o-*p:"#ﬂ.&yvl'ﬁ"!r.f‘ -f‘”ﬁ‘w \,,1 e .._,-r.. S <~ Sl Rl e e ‘—.‘a«;‘-;_- BRI u- - ;;ﬁ:;qn_imja-rf—m-;n:, -{- shalpf&;hqﬁdh;? fdf-'

SIGNEDBY : : : .

LX | us District judge ~ LT ' _ -

Lo it T R e B e PR Lt L RV o T L Lo LA BNETENR T G
- ' oo _ i o ) PR .

l._..._.l U.S. Magistrate a4 et B, A -, |

S ' : - JAMRS 0, ELLISON Date 8-15~-86 ]




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA -

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
\ FILED
Plaintiff, ) N OPEN COURT
)
vs. ; AUG 1 5 1986
CATHY DENISE HUGHES, ) ]
a/k/a Cathy Denise Jenkins, ) . Jack C. Silver, Clerk
) il. S. DISTRICT COURT
Defendant. ) No. 86~CR-~56-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
moves to dismiss, with prejudice, Count I of the Indictment filed

May 7, 1986, in this case, against CATHY DENISE HUGHES, a/k/a

N Sk

Assistant United States Attorney

Cathy Denise Jenkins, defendant.

Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED.

. ELLISON
{5~ UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
Date: August FF, 1986
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 4 -
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHoMa AUG 1 41966

™~
i

C S
S, Disyrycy - Clerk
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Ci Ry

Plaintiff, 5 .
g e
vs. No. 84-CR-160-B V/

CYNTHIA KAY ERVIN,

Defendant.

ORDER FOR REDUCTION OF SENTENCE

This matter coming before the court upon the motion of
the defendant and the court being fully advised in the
premises;

It is hereby ordered that the defendant's sentence of
six (6) months imposed in this cause on April 2, 1986 is

reduced by sixteen (16) days.

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT

Thomas R. Brett
Judge United States District court




United States of America vs. . UnitEdmstates District Court for
L EUGENE IRVIN RON, o ___ I THE NORTE AN _RISTRICT.OF OKLAHOMA __

DEFERDANRT
— ————— e | DOCKET NO. —---- L 86-CR’"130"BT 4

In the presence of the attornay for the government A . : ‘_" MONTH DAY YEAR

the defendant appeared in person on this date - : e — 08 12 . 86

COUNSEL —— WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right t6 counsel and asked whether defendant desired to have
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel. e

X WITH COUNSEL {_ _SLZS_QEL.M-_.QtL.Q;_AS.Slﬁi:ﬁni:_FﬁdeIaJ_PJlb.ll.c._D.&ﬁendEL_____J

{Name of Counsel) : F I L E D

PLEA .21 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L. INOLO CONTENDERE, L___INOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, AUB 1 2 198b
B o i
. o . LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged Juck C. Silver, Clerk
There being a finding/ge3ctax of x US. DISTRICT COURT
C s cunry. ' > ~
FINDING & Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hav1ng violated Title 18 U.S.C.
\, Section 491(b), as charged in the Information.
JUDGMENT : E )
\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be prencunced. 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 thatX MM HelXEXN NN
ADCR R RRTH KKK REH KR HRR ARRR KGRI K HHKAHH R HHOON RKIH KK MM X K R AOXHRRHRRK
SE";:"CE the imposition of sentence is suspended and defendant is placed on
PROBATICN ? probation for a period of two (2) weeks, together with a special
assessment of $25.00.
ORDER 3
¥
SPECIAL . .
CONDITIONS Defendant is ordered to complete twenty-one {21) hours of community
oF service.
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the genvral conditions of probation set out on the
CONDITIONS reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and
oF at any tirne duning the probation period or within a maximum prohiation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and
PROBATION revche 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
COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN- and commitment to the U S Mar-
PATION shal or other qualified officer.
—
SIGNED BY

[__J LS. District fudge

L_KJ U S Magistrate

n Leo Wagfier Date —(08B=12=86___ 1




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vVS.

OLU GARBRIEFL ARK~MAJIYAGBE,

.
b
o

Defendant. No. B84-CR-80-E

MOTION AND ORDER OF 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 moves
to dismiss without prejudice the Indictment against OLU GARBRIEFL
ARK-MAJIYAGBE, defendant.

Dismissal of the indictment without prejudice is
requested for the reason that the defendant is a fugitive, has
never been arrested on the outstanding warrant, and is believed to
have left this country to return to this native country in Africa.
Jeopardy has not attached in the instant matter and there have

been no factual resolutions of the matters contained in the

indictment.

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

Ward-

Asgistant United States Attorney




Leave of court is granted for the filing of the
foregoing motion to dismiss and the Court hereby orders dismissal

of the requested Indictment.

S/ JAMES O. ELLISON

United States District Judge
Date:




v e gt T A O s

THE NORT..cRN_DISTRICT_OF. OKLAHOMA_

BEFERTENT

‘ _ ./« RILEY MITCHELL JONES. ___._ __ __ . __ DRl TN =g 86-CR-05~04-E .. .
et T e TuL L LTI I T T T e e e e
. ‘ ; FER Proe e
In the presence of the attarney tor the government e T,
the defendant appeared in prrson on the date | g 07 86

COUMSEL

L JWITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant devred to bave
counsel sppointed by the court and the defendant theretpon waived assistance of counsn!

LX_J\'VlTHCOUNSEI. 1 John DOWdEJ.l’ Court quOinted

(Name ot Counsel}

L} GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that [ INQLO CONTENDERE, L X INOT GUILTY ..
PLEA . . R ]
there is a factual basis for the plea, 1R § ]986
—— oo
| NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a ¥xxw/verdict of -

. X Guiry. .

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 21, U.S.C
FIKDING & I . . : 4 e
JUDGMENT ection 846, 841(a)(l), as charged in the Indictment, Count 1.

-

} The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not he pronounced Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, ofr appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and coavicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custady of the Attorney Ceneral or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

SEN;:NCE COUNT 1 - FIVE (5) YEARS.
g
PROBATIN | 1T IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant may become eligible for

CRDER parole at such time as the Parole Commission may determine as
provided in T. 18, U.S.C., Sec. 4205(b)(2).
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant pay an assessment of $50.00.
SPECIAL ’
CONDITIONS
: oF
PHDBAT'“N - B . . e e - — e e e
ADDITIONAL in addition to the special conditions of probaticn imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
CONDITIONS reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court inay change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and
OF at any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue 2 warrant and
PROBATION revoke probation for a violation accurring during the probation period.
> The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN- L L and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
DATION ) shal or other gualified officer.
-_
SIGNED BY
L_}_(.J U S. District Judge 2 é M
L__l U.5. Magistrate ' ]
Jamg& 0. Ellison oue —08-07-86 ,




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR F&E f ! & [

S

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA * 4o e
aup g 8o
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, | | |
P L el

) 7
) i PN
Plaintiff ) Tt T f 0
' ) g. S’:n bl5‘i§1iu Lu’d‘ir
vs. )
)
JANICE RAYE BRANTLEY, )
)
Defendant. } No. 86-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
moves to dismiss, with prejudice, Count I of the Indictment in

this case, filed April 2, 1986, against JANICE RAYE BRANTLEY,

defendant.

Assistant United States Attorney

Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED.

57 JAMES O. ELLISON

JAMES 0. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Date: August 4, 1986
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United States of Americavs.

£

Giates District Court for

e

Uniied,
THE NOR

SRN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

In the presence of the attorney for the government - R R W To TR ;.:.z.D!\f TEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date )
P e B! 08 01 86
COUNSEL | WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised deféndant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to have
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel. o
EX  witncounse |__Howard R. Mefford, Appointed Counsel _ o '
(Name of Counsel} . E ! E ! E—i —D
PLEA LXX, GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L _INOLO CONTENDERE, L___INOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, AUS 1 1986:
N - ;
LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged Jack C. S”Ver: Clerk
There being a finding/v82%%t of u.s. DISTRICT COURT
= : : XX quiry. o . e
FINDING & Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of haVing violated Title 18, U.s.cC.,
JUGGHMENT Sections 371, 1952, 2, and 875(b) as charged in Count 1 of the

—

)

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CORDITIGHS
cF
PROBATIGH

ADDITICNAL
COHGITGha
GF
PROBATION

Indictment.

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgnient should not be proncunced Beocause no sufficient cause to the comrany
was shown, or apprared to the court, the court adjudped the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The daferaz-t s
hereby committed o the custody of ithe Attarney Ceneral or his authorized representative T imprisonment for a periad of

> Count 1 - Eighteen (18) months.

In a:bnen to the special conditcon of prabetion imposed above, it s hoerelyy codered i the geners! conditions of probation et -

The
at any tnne during the probaticn periud or within a pasimum probation peaod of five yoan pormitted by law, may issus a warre-- 3
revoke proabation for a viclation occurnimg during the prebation period

s

reverse side of s Judgment be o] Coust may change the conditins of probedon, reducs or eatend the pericd of pe

\

The court orders commitinent Lo the custody uf the Attorney Ceneral and recommends, It 1s urdered that the Cilern o5 -- )
COMMITMENT . a certified copy of this judgmen:
RECUSMEN- Approved as to form: and commitment to the U.S A
DATION shal or other qualified officer.
-—
SIGNED BY U.S. Attorney

I_X.)_{J LS District Judge

L1 us ma

gistrate
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IN THE UNITED STATES

DISTRICT COURT FOR TH
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA F l L E D

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

)
)
Plaintiff, )

)

V. )

}

DANNY EMHT, }
)

)

Defendant.

iN OPEN COURT
(B AUG 11986

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

No. 84-CR-133~BT //

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48({a) of}th
Procedure and by leave of Court e

of America, by its undersigned at

of the above-captioned case as against Danny Emht only,

therein.

By:

Leave of Court is granted for the

filing of

e Federal Rules of Criminal
ndorsed hereon, the United States
torneys hereby dismisses Count Two

defendant

Respectfully submitted,

LAYN PHILLIPS
United States Attorney
Northern District of Oklahoma

oy seow i

KENNETH SNOKE ' ~—
Assistant United States Attorney
Northern District of Oklahoma

Zz%/j/ /

A MARy/STERLING
Attorpey
U.S5. Department of Justice

- . . .
e foregoing dismissal,

s M i

F-’ - &6

ot

HONORABLE THOMAS R. BRETT
United States District Judge
Northern District of Oklahoma

sgs:RJ

DATE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT R e
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ol
- : AUG ~ I3
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) JAg i
) 4 i':: C er' ‘:f”_'
s VR, CLERK
Plaintiff, ) us. DISTRICT RH
) OURT
v, ) No. 85-CR-144-B \//
)
DON DAVIS SHIRLEY, )
)
Defendant. )
ORDER

This matter comes before the Court on the motion of defend-
ant Don Davis Shirley to withdraw his plea of guilty. Defendant
claims that the Assistant United States Attorney ("AUSA™) de-
liberately violated a plea agreement with defendant wherein the
AUSA allegedly agreed to make no statements concerning the defend-
ant's assumed or alleged knowledge regarding a marijuana operation
in Creek County, Oklahoma, or concerning any issue of cooperation
with the government. Shirley claims that at the sentencing hear-
ing before the Court, the AUSA speci.ically directed the Court's
attention to the defendant's alleged knowledge of the operation
“and ﬁherefore indirectly alleged a lack of cooperation by the
Defendant." Defendant's Brief in Support to Withdraw Plea of
Guilty Agreenent.

Defendant was indicted by the federal grand jury on October 2,
1985, in a two-count indictment alleging possession with intent to
manufacture 311 plants of marijuana and possession with intent to
distribute twenty pounds of marijuana. On March 24, 1986, pur-
suant to a plea agreement with the government, the defendant pled
guilty to a one-count superseding felony information. On May 6,

1986, the Court sentenced the defendant to the custody of the




e

Attorney General or his authorized representatives for imprison-
ment for a term of three (3) years; pursuaht to 18 U.S.C. §4205(b) (2).
The Court\fined defendant $5,000.00 and imposed a special assessment
of $50.00.

This Court has no jurisdiction to consider defendant;s motion
to withdraw plea of guilty. Rule 32(d) of the Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure provides that a motlon for w1thdrawal of a
‘plea of gullty may be permitted before sentence is 1mposed
imposition of sentence is suspended, or dlspos;tlon is had under
18 U.s.C. §4205(¢). "At any later time, a plea may be set aside
only on direct appeal or by motion under'28 U.s.C. §2255."

Defendant's motion to withdraw plea-of guilty is dismissed

for lack of jurisdiction.

57
DATED this _/ — day of Augqust, 1986.

2 T T
A Tfp i AT AN ATy
P - s e

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




