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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE!
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA © &

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

Ve,

PEDRO RIOS,

Defendant.

e N e e N St N e et

No. 86~-CR~177~C

MOTION AND ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon, tﬁe United
States Attorney for the Northern Diét;ict of Oklahoma hereby moves
to dismiss without prejudice the Igdictment against PEDRO RIOS,
deféndant. Dismissal of the Indictment without prejudice is
requested for the reason that the defendant PEDRO RIOS has entered
a pleé of guilty to certain counts of an Indictment before the
Honorable James O, Ellison in case number 86-CR-98-E., A term of
the defendant”s agreement with the government in that matter
includes dismissal of the instant indictment. The government will
not object to an application of defense counsel submitted to this
Court after sentencing in case number 86-CR-~98~-E for this

dismissal to then be entered with prejudice,.

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

Lt (e

Ass¥stant 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/H. DALE COOK

United States District Judge

Date:
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ORLAHOMA E‘ I LED

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, IN OPEN COURT

Plaintiff, DEC 8 1286

Jack C. S-ilvef, Clerk
US. DISTRICT COURT

vs.

RAMON C. STEPHENS,

Tt Mt Nt ot Tt Vit Syt Nt “wnt’

Defendant. No. 86-CR-135-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
Stéies Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma hereby
moves to dismiss, with prejudice, Counts Twe through Thirteen of
the Indictment in this case, filed September 4, 1986, against

RAMON C. STEPHENS, defendant.

/Sy
Assistant United States Attorney

Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED.

(Signed) H. Dole Conk

H. DALE COOK, CHIEF
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Date: | 2. (8-Fb




oot o NORTHERL JISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
RAMCN C. STEPHENS _ K  OORAT MG, et _B6=CR=135-C

EFENBRAT |

e e e e e bk i P T e v v e v AR ik acpms 4 o, e i |

; ~o i ile preseace of the attornay for the jovernment FONTR TAY TR
! the daiendant appeared in person on this date _ E.-,,,..l 12 18 1986
4 . : . . o i
|
TUUNMBEL | L WITMOUT COUMSEL However the court advised deferdant of right 45 counsel and asked whether defendant cesited 2o have

vounsel appornted by the court and the defzndant thereupon wabkved 25sfstance of c%nsei. oy

e
4 S
$ . i - i o T "
’Lﬁgwmumm&tL“_gffEiL m&f&iLﬁﬁfﬁgam__#;LA&Ju;ﬁﬁ;_;
Tarry Gullekson {Musue of Coumsat) SR
e,

91980
SEA &l_l&_} 2 UNTY, and the court being satisfied that L IROLOCONTEMDERE, | iNOT %&'} =R
e ; viesas is a factual hasis for the plea,
. C T
) { L__iNOTGUILTY. Defendant is discharged 1.5, DSt
i Tinee eing o finding /SHAR of { ’
1 X cunry.
_ & Defenaant has been convictad as charged of the offensers) of having violated Title 18, U.S.C.,

e

LRRHENT ? §1341, as charged in Count 1 of the Indictment.

5

—_—
’ :‘; The court osked whethor defondant bad anything 1o <av why fudgment shouid not be pronounced 3acause no sufficient cause to the contrary
¢ AHN SROWA, BT AP to the roart, the court adiadoed the defendant zuilty 23 charged and ronvicted and ordered that: Thumimmrians s
: T e e o Ve i ok i e B RS G R D sl an ks pe s 2 LT A R & "‘_' LRGSR L ara i) ol
TENTENCE | o . o L
- L Count 1 - The imposition of gsentence is hereby suspended
smasavay | and the defendant is placed on probation for a period of Five
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i $50.00. : :
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR u‘EHEa g i
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA; g nun,—N. %:"")‘ UT'
S35

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
.!3Ck . "‘51 s 'ﬂfﬂi\-:’r

saiy 4

U. 8. ISRy

Plaintiff,
vS.

GEORGE ALEXANDER BROWN,

Defendant. No. 86-CR-126~B

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 with prejudice Counﬁs Two through Thirty-Two of the

Indictment against GEORGE ALEXANDER BROWN, defendant.

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

b

Assistant 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 Counts of the Indictment.

/JA%/&/

Unlted States District Judge

Date: ;’-2.._{8“_(5;6




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE |
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA FILED

IN OPEN COURT

-UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

M& DEC V77 1986

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
_LL& DISTRICT COURT

VS.

JACK DALTON,

Defendant. No. 86~CR-127—CL/

MOTION AND ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48{a) of the PFederal Rules of Criminal
Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed héreon, the United
‘States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma hereby moves
to dismiss with prejudice Counts Two through Five of the

Indictment against JACK DALTON, defendant.

LAYN R, PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

Assistant 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 reguested Counts of the Indictment.

Unlteé %tates 5istr1ct Judge

Date:ikcaﬂﬂﬁixfjj/gf&
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SOUNSEL }L.__I WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to hene
| counsei appomnted By the court and the desendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

x
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1 EA L2 1 SUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L IMOLO CONTENDERE, | iNOT (;in__m 7 1385
E faaoeo is a factual basis for the plea, P

L.t NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

Thame betww a Finding X3 of
LEIGuULYY. _ ) .
Dafendant has been convicted as charged of the oifense(s)of having violated Title 18, U.S.C.,

TIREMG &
IBEMENT } §371, as charged in Count 1 of the Indictment.

Y Tho cowt asked whether defendant had anvihing to say why judgment shouid not be pronounced Recause no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or anpearad to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as rharged and convicted and ordered that: Theosiadtard o 46
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IEHTENCE _ . _
A P Count 1 -~ The imposition of sentence is hereby suspended and
fﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ the Defendant is placed on probation for a period of Three (3) Years.

: IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Defendant shall pay a fine
unto the United States of America in the amount of $2,000.00, and
shall stand committed until said fine is paid or until released
SPECIAL according to law.. The Defendant is hereby granted until December 17,
cowmivans | 1987 in which to pay said fine in f£ull.

PRUBATIEN
ADDITIONAL in addition to the special conditions of probaticn impased zbhove, it is hereby ordered that the f-s-rn:-ml conditians of prohatian et out on the
CONDITIONS reversa side of this judagment B2 imposed. The Tcurt may change the conditions of orobatien, reduce or axtend the period of probation, and
oF at any time during the nrobatien period or within o maximum proharian period of five vears nermitted by law, may issue a warrant and
=ROBATION revoke profation for a vialation occurring during the nrebation period.
The court arders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, 't is ordered that the Clerk deitver
TOMBATMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN- ' and cammitment to the 1.5, Mar-
DATION . shal or other gualified officer.
—_— v
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OE AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs.

NACMI GERALDINE BARNETT,

Defendant.

1L E D
g el COHURT

DEC1 71986,

[ g
L5

No. 86~CR-125-E

MOTION AND ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a)
Procedure, and by leave of court
States Attorney for the Northern
to dismiss with prejudice Counts

against NAOMI GERALDINE BARNETT,

of the PFederal Rules of Criminal

endorsed hereon, the United
District of Oklahoma hereby moves
Two through Ten of the Indictment

defendant.

TAYN R, PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

Fioh (Onl

Assistant 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 Counts of the Indictment.

Date: /;@/7573ﬂ§

United/States District Judge
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e . . U.: R S
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e
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant make restituti%?ﬂiﬁ}bher_
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

FILED

Plaintiff, IN OPEN COURT

ve- - DEC 177 1085
JEFFREY ALAN DAVIS, Jack C. Silver Clerk
US. DI y
Defendant. No, 86-CR-69-C STRICT COURT

QRDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48{a} of the Pederal Rules of Criminal
Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon, the United
States Attorney for the Neorthern District of Oklahoma hereby
moves to dismiss, with prejudice, Count One of the Indictment

filed June 5, 1986, against Jeffrey Alan Davis, defendant.

States Attorney

Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED,

Bigred: B Tt Font
G :

§. DALE COOK _
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Date: December |7, 1986
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- “=—~, In the presance of the sttorney for the goversment ) ;_M(}NTH DAY YEAR

{ s e - : L o :
the defendant anpeared in person on this date _ _ m_.!lz 17 1986
COHNEEL L IWITHOUT COUMSEL  However the rourt advised cefendans of right to counsal 2nd asked whether defendant desired to have
counse! appoiniad by the court and the defendant 'hereupon waived assistance of rounsel .
| L% swirmcounser __ Paul D. Brunton, retaimed _ = moo;ecea
. : - " . ~ of T W iR - ] : ..':5_\..._:? oo
AEA LX ! GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L INOLOCOMTEMDERE, ' NOT Gd!l.'{ﬁte 1 ,3
' there is a factual basis for the piea, 7 [uole
;E.. g ot C . .

) i MOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged {‘ ‘,;;““ ‘f’-ﬁ- =

Thare being a finding/ M2t of s, DISTE \m.i :CEZ_
X GULTY.
Defandant has been convicted as charged of the offensa(s) of hav:l.ng v:l.olated Title 18, U.5.C.,

\,55922(a) (6) and 922(h) as charged in Counts 2 and 3 of the Indictment.

—_—

" The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not ha pronounged. Bocause no sufficient cause fo the contrary
was shown, of appeared to the court, the court adiudged the Jdefendant guiity 2s charged and cenvicted and ordered that- The defendant is
hereby commutied ta the custady of the Attarney Genaral or bis aut thorized .»nrpsentatwe for imprsonment for a pericd of

LSENTTNCE Con 2 hi . . _
o X cunt 2 - Thirteen (13) Months.
PROBATION
PREER Count 3 - The 1mpos;t10n of sentence is hereby suspended and
: the Defendant is placed on probation for a period of Five (5} Years,
to commence upon the expiration of sentence imposed in Count 2.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant shall pay a Special
Assessment in the amount of $50.00 as to each Count, for a total of
SPECIAL 1 $100.00.
oF IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the execution of sentence is deferred
PROBATION. until January 12, 1987, 9:00 a.m., at which time the defendant shall =
surrender dlrectly to the institution as designated by the Attorney
General, through the Bureau of Prisons, in execution of sald sentence.
ADDITIONAL In addition to the special conditions of prubation impased above, it is hereby nrdered that the gerersl conditions of probation set aut on the
CONDITIONS raverse side of this judgment be imposed The Court ray change the conditions of srobation, reduce or extend the period of nrobation, and
oF ot any time during the probation porind or within a maximum urohation neriod of F'\e years permirted by taw, may issue a warrant and
D0RATION revoke arobation for a violation corurring during the prodation | seriod. -
> The rourt orders commitrment to the custody of *he f‘-"mmev {Jencral ar‘u‘* roe'rwmmend'.- T it .:.-. arderéd that.t.he Clefk deliver
SoMWITHENT | that the defendant be incarcerated in a facility 3 ‘j’“““r‘i :;z;tﬁl e if‘;gm"r‘
AECOMMEN- and commi s L5, Mar-
o1 where he will receive drug rehabilitation. -hal or other qualified officer.
—_—
SHCNED BY

L).{._l U.S Chstrict judge

et LS Magistraee

o,

. wm&%ﬁ&% Maﬁmm mm for

JEFFREY AIAN DAVI S

fosh )

pae December 17, 1385




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COQURT FOR THE N
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ORLAFOMA F I ]‘_: E D

IN OPEN COURT
DEC 17 1286

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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vS.

FRED ALPHONZO TOBIE,

Tt it e St Nt e et At St

Defendant. Ro. 86-CR-112-07-C

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 4B(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 August 6, 1896, against Fred Alphonzo Tobie, defendant.

Assiscant United States Attorney

Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED.

{Signedt H. Dale Cook

H. DALE COOK _
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Date: December |7, 1986
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_FRED ATPHONZO TOu.d a/k/a o __ggggﬁghu

DI STRIC‘I‘ OF OKLAHOMA

v for Jhe goverr ment : ¢ T DAY EAR

fsonon*“iff‘at‘ : ' Mansuia . 12 17 . 1986

§

NEY
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: PenruayY COUNSEL However the court agvised defendant of right to counsel znd zskad whether defendant desired to have
foynsel anpotniad by the court and the c=fendant themupon waived assistance of counsel,

LE 1 wive counggL | James Barlow, appointed

R~ 2 o S T
- LX_§ GUILTY, and the court being satisiied that L INOLO CONTENDERE, |___i NOT GUILTY
there is @ factual basis for the plea, BEE 1 1?’;983
f" _ L1 MOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
Thare being a finding g of
12X Qunry.
_ . Detendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 21, U.S.C.,

eaeNT 5"'5843(}:‘) as charged in the Superseding Information.

_
The court asked whether dafendant kad saything to tav why judgment should not be proucunced. ecause no suificient cause to the contrary
was shown, or anpeared to the court, the cour ad:udged the defendant guilly 25 charged wnd convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby commutted o the costady of the Attornay Ceneral or Fis authonzed renresentative far imprizonment for a peried of )
SEMTERCE :
o8 .. Three (3) Years, together with a Special Assessment in the amount
?mmmmaf? of $50.00.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the execution of sentence is
hereby gsuspended and the defendant is placed on probation for a
period of Five (5) Years.
mpECIAL ' IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant shall be confined
LOMBITIONS in a local treatment facility when one becomes available, pending
-2 further order of this Court.
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL in addition 1n the special conditions of prohation impesed above, it is heroby ordered that the general conditions of probation sat oyt on the
COMDITIONS reversg sice of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of arobation, meduce or axtend the gertod of probation. and
oF at any time during the probation nericd or wiihin @ imaximum peohztion pertod of five years permitted by baw, may issue a warrant and
PROGATION ravoke probations for & vinlation cocurring dunng the peohation rn?rmd.
\> The court érders commitment 1o the custody of ’wp Artorney Ganeral and cacam mﬁmis, E it is.;_}rém'mi t.'h.a’. ti.\.e .(_'.i)?..rk“i.if_’.ii\.:t-‘r” -
COMMITHMENT !oa cartified copy of this judgment
FECOMMEN. : | and commitment to the U.S. Mar
RATION ' | shal or other qualified officer,
—_—
LMONED BY

L}LJ LS. Districe Judge \’ )

| U5 Magistrate A /}j}-f% 1
baie owe December 17, 1986
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FILED

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA_, IN OPEN COURT

Plaintiff,
pEC 17 1786

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

VS.

DONALD GENE MAXEY,

Defendant. No. B6-CR-112-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 QOklahoma hereby
moves to dismiss, with prejudice, Count One of the Indictment

filed August 6, 1986, against Donald Gene Maxey, defendant.

ssistan nited States Attorney
Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED.

ISigned H. Dole Cook

H. DALE COUK
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Date:}December {7, 1986

-
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\ . ;NORTHER“ DISTRICT OF_QELQ&QM&_““ ,
EFEROANT - | . : -
ol DONALD GE_N_EJ%Eig__mM e i BOCKET NG, mniBime B GZQ:’%T;J‘Z”O 9=C - 1

- 2 the oresence of the attomey for the government _ CTRAONTH DAY TEAR |
Yy - . . ]

|

i .,-‘:e vafendant appearad in ROrson on i.i_‘;ls date

12 17 1986 |

SOUNSEL LL...._E WITHOUT COUNSEL Howaver the' court sdvised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether Cefendant desired to have
counsel appointed by the court and tha defendant thereupon warved assistance of counsel.

X aATH COUNSEL | Caesar C. Lat:.mer, apno:.nted

Nme of Coumel)
ALEA R GUILTY, and the court being satisfizd that L. INOLO CONTENDERE, L[ iMNOT cuuw
“hemew is a Factual basis for the plea, o 40
g - pEC 171985
3 LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged . e
Thatre bavinng 2 finding/ vaendsciot Jadk G SO ‘
L2 GUILTY. S {}S i -

Cefemalant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having vioclated Title 21, U. S C.,
BGHENT ?5841(&1) (1) and 18, U.8.C., §2(a) as charged in Count 7 of the Indictment.

——

% The court asked whethar deferdant had anvthing to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause o the contrary

was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant zuiity as charged and convictad and ardersd that: The defendant is

kereby committed to the custody of the Attorrey Ganeral or his authorized rapresentative for insprisonment for 2 perind of
CENTERCE
P, Count 7 - Three (3) Years, together with a Special Parole
RDSATION ~ Term of Five (5) Years .
TADER
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant shall pay a
Special Assessment in the amount of $50.00.
SPECIAL
SOHRTIZNGS
iBF ’
- ARDITIONAL 12 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
o at any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation peniad of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and
SONRATION ravoke nrobation for a violation occurring during the probation period.
N : - .
S The court orders commitment ta the custody af the Attorney Gene_ral and recommands, It is ardered that the Clerk daliver
TOSAMITMENT ' ' a certified copy of this judgment
REC A MEEN- and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
SATION shal or ather quaiified officer,
PR
SIGNED BY

L3 s bistiicr vahgpe

i1 Us. Magistrase 1

H. Dale et DECember 17, 1986
‘Ilgd)?, . - par




Uni.téd.'S“tate;qf-Américavs., T _ (g\ A : Umted,—stam Dlstl'lct Court ior

S B s 5 0l

ln the presence of the attorney for the govern ment '
the defendant appeared in person on this dat_e

DAY YEAR
_ | iy R 1
I_IWITHOUTCOUNSEI. However the court adwsed aefendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to have
y 3 counsel appointed by the court and the defendant theteupon waived assnstance of-counsel.- :
LY ) WITH COUNSEL - | Rabert ¥. Bosenbline; Retained Couwnsel o
) L e e e e T T T (Nm",c,,u,,,eg . F I 1:: E I
L% J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied t:hat_ L INOLO CONTENDERE, L. __J NOT GUII.TY '

thereisa factua! basis for the plea, - - o N f% BED 1 7 1986

{1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged : Jack C. SHVPT Ci""'

Thiere bein afinding/ee;d_ix:tof - . :
) oo UEdgeunyy, o L U.S. DISTRICT COL.-___.

Defendanthasbeenconvictedaschargedoftheoﬁense(s)of h qhvigg vigiateg, _a*lhj_a, 18, ;3 &,
> Section 1582 end Title 23 U.5-C.,.Sectlon. aéﬁ{b} A% charged ,in
JUDBMENT | ;e two coant Superssding Information.

- M Al mo Lwtw oo

FINDING &

i, \ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronou nced Because no sufﬂcient cause to the contrary
- was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: Thedefepdantyis

herehy.comm ee.,ds&z&e&%&ﬁmﬂmﬁeﬂﬂeﬁw%m%&»m&m%%ﬂm

SENTENCE
R Counts 1 & 2 - Impesition ¢f sentenve. t4 guspenialt akia e
PRUBATION Defendant is lam.u on u¥opation for a pericd of
ORDER - PR Co - Pour {(4) _{Lﬁxa as to sach Count TO Tun cdnraryent
' cangd a ‘;adf.u*" ’*’ipw clal Rssessuent a5 Lo 2acy QCRAT .
SPECIAL . . :
CONDITIONS ' _ ' _ : : S
PROBATION . . . . .. . . e e e

" ADDITIONAL | In addutlon to the special condi itions of probation rrnposed 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 T_;

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

> The court orders commitment to the custddy of the Attor_ne‘y GCeneral and recommends, It is ordered that the Cler.k.delrvet':__ o
COMMITMENT o N . a certified copy of ;!y{ iudgment
RECOMMEN- AL 2;’{3%1; &3 to fors: and commltme (fs Mar-'
DATION s . o _shal or oth’er,;:'ina .;,:i
) . fygte R R ™
e e g | CERTIES D*ASA"TRUEtOP:;: _N
e/ Catazrine o. Serais, AUSBS 2 cfi“__,“‘ v ’G '
SIGNED BY ' o THISPRIES.
L4 us. District Judge _ _ _ t %ﬁ}% B
L._J U.5. Magistrate - } '.*}"1‘-’ .
WEHOMAE B, DBRETL SRR ' : BN

Date - —1




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE . .=, 1 /i
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA R

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

VS.

DONALD KISHBAUGH,

Defendant. No. 86~-CR-48-06-B

MOTION AND ORDER QF DIYISMISSAL

The defendant, having pled guiltyhto Counts One and Two
of the Second Superseding Information, 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 Nerthern
District of Oklahoma hereby moves to dismiss with prejudice Counts
One, Two and Thirty-One of the Indictment and the first Superseding

Information, against the defeadant Donald Kishbaugh.

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
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 Counts of the Indlctment.

et Z >y

United States Drstrict Judge

Date: December 17, 1986
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE .
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA _ E D

IN OPEN COURT
NEG 161986

. C. Silver, Clerk
ﬁ?sc.‘cplsfrizllcr COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Praintiff,
VS s

DAVID JAMES EBCHULTIZ,

T S N N el N N NP A

Defendant. No. 86=-CR-146-%

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 with prejudice GCount Two of the Indictment against

DAVID JAMES SCHULTZ, defendant.

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

Vet ol

Agelstant 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 Count of the Indictment.

United ates Distriet Judge

Date: AZ/%y@Z




United Statgs of Americavs. P e Umtec;...Statm Dlstl'lct Com-t for

~v,iieﬁa+w_ N

L.___é VLL_ME f’!ﬂ?? T

In the presence of the attorney for the governme_nt
“the defendant. appeared in person on:this date ———

L__........l WITHOUT COUNSEI. - However the court adwsed defendant of nght to counsel and asked ,whether defendant desued to have "
. ) counsel appomted by the ¢ourt and the defendant thereupon wa_lﬁassirnctfuﬁ. E - !
L«}—J WlTH-COUNSEl- I___.,g.ﬁ.%ﬁ.ﬂm _?3’??’ NIRRT R N Lt At )
o (NameofCounsel) : : :
L1 GUILTY, and the court béing satisfied that L NOLO CONTENDERE — l@& 3986 B g '

thereisa factua[ basis for the plea, _ . i
: - ' : Juck C, Silver, Gz’ o
. ) ' § LI NOY GUILTY. Defendant is d,ischa'rged U S, DISTRICT LO“‘ o

There being a finding/serdiet of "o Co

FNDING & Defendanthas been conwctedas chargedoftheoffense(s}of %mving ,1;1“&5 Titl& 13 .g g‘,
aer.icm 1342, ag ehavgad iu Cosnt 1 of the ladictﬁmnt, . '

JUDEMENT . e """'-j= et r.'l,"-.--_r

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why ;udgment should not bepronounced Because ne suffrcnent cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged. and convicted and-ordered thar The defendant is
hereby committed to the'custody of the Attormey General or his authorized: representative forim pnsonment for a peried of’

SENTENCE | coper 1 - FIVE (S) YEARS. . o

LU A . i I RS B PR S

XIT 1% ﬂ!e‘mm OBRDERED that, the defendaut my h«ecnm eligib,‘ie—' for
_-_,parele a6 ruch time aa t’éxé‘ Parole Q&wniasian nay ;!etermine as
| prevides g 1. 18, ¥.S.C., See. 4203(8)(2). .

IT I3 mewm QE‘N’R Tﬂ that i:?:w dafem}aat pay a:a ansessmﬂﬂ: nf $50 ’35‘

.

" ADDITIONAL | In addntnon o the specral conditions of probation. mposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general condltrons of pmbatron set-out on the

. -CONDITIONS reverse side of this judgment be imposéd. The Court may. change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of pmbatmn and

DF at any time during the probation peried or within a maximum probation period of five years perrmtted by law, may. lssue a warrant and
PROBATION revoke probation for a violation gccurring during the probation period. . B

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

‘COMMITMENT | p1acement where defendant will have oo sontact with| ? certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN- 1e frow Tew Terk and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
. DATION reck - - - - | shal or otherqualified officer.

.CERTIFIEDAS A TRUE COPY-ON

;_,__wez

SlGNED BY THIS DATE
L.'Z_I U 5. District Judge .

: o ' By— — — — —— e ==
L..._i L1.S. Magistrate - i . bl I -{ )CLERK

“13-16-5%

Jamag 0.% . ) .
tamas 0..%1 ‘Date - : ! .U )DEPUTY
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n the presence of the attorney for the government £ S S MONTH : D{\? YR
the defendant appéared in person on thus date - e _ . T

i__IWITHOUTCOUﬂSEl - However the court adwsed defendant of r:ght to ‘counsel and asked whethef defendant desnred to have -
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assnstanceof counsel. - : :

(Name “of Counsel}

__mwmmounsn L,.S.'&sm:..nt.tn.,..m‘.‘z' N S » SN S—

L___J GUILTY, and the court bé’i'ng satisfiedthat - L_.__INOLO coni:’nmnz, : L.g_-_l NOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, . ‘. . '

_ h ' o
LR AGUITY. o a 47 Lot S oo
g‘z_aa

|__1NOT GUILTY. Defendant is d{?charged
There bemg a{g&%verd ictof -

‘ Deiendant has been comncted as charged of the off se(s] of hevin.g vinlatﬁé (T:!.t 1e 13 g g .

ANDING &
-lillfﬂllﬂ" > Seecitm 1798 as chargeﬁ in Counts I, 3 3 &4 of bhfe Fd%t nnE _E_}

e’ : : - S ( : Jack C vae'

I . B \ The court asked whether defendant had anvthmg to say why ;udgment should not be- pronounced Becal.ui&? sﬁﬁﬁﬂtﬁskﬂme aontrafY '
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and couwétecLand ordered tmtﬂﬁ:%ﬁf

hee‘wmﬂ @ﬂ%ﬁfﬁwﬁw&%xﬁﬁmmw*mmfg i ifemm:e

o.m eeems i, _2 , 384 - The 1&9@911:19,2;#135 se'ﬁtenee 1‘#7' _su‘nvam!eﬂ az;f: the
PROBATION ' _ . defendans e hereby placed on ‘probetion for a :
. ORDER |- - oo © - v pearigd of FOUR (&) TRARE, frow &id dste, ecunts
S . . 2 thru % tn ram cennurrently with probet:lom i.n

¥ . .
SPECIAL -
conpmons | XY %5 PURTEER 9&?321} ‘that the_ éefe:ndaﬂt mke fnll reet H'.at iou in
OF payments ms determiuea %y the ?rahntion office ma pay - éﬂm Dﬁ*
PROBATION | asseaemeet s, e e e e o

ADDITIONAL | Im addltlon to the special conditions of probatlon lmposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general condutlons of probation set out on the

CONDITIONS' | reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditians of probation, reduce or- "extend the period of probation, and ~
OF at any time doring the probation period or within-a- maximum probation ,period of five vears permltted by law, may issue a warrant and

PROBATION revake prabation for a. wolatlon occurring during the probatlon period. :
>'-The court orders commitmen,t to the custody of the Attorney General and recomn‘_&_{ends, _ . It is ofdefed that the Clerk deli_ver =

COMMITMENT i ' ) ’ : . 1 a certified copy of this judgment
-RECOMMEN- o . : ' ' ' and commitment to the U.5. Mar-

DATION ' : T : : shal or other qualified officer.
' CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

SICNEDBY THIS DATE

L...E—..] U.5. District Judge : )

Byw — — — — —~ — — — = = =

L1 us. Magistrate - I D ‘() CLERK.
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SENTENLE
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“ROBATION
TROER

ADDITIGNAL
CONDITIONS
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In the vresence of the attarmey fer the aovernment _ l MONTH DAY YEAR
ine dafendant appeared in person on this date : e § 12 16 86

L WITHOUT COUMSEL However the court advised defendant of right to zounsel and asked whether defendant desired to have
<ounsel appoinied by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel,

LAX warwcounsit |_Jeffrey D. F%QQL_BQEQLTA@.@_CQ_QHE&_?_,,_“

Piow of Counsel) ~,
L3 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L 1HOLO CONTENDERE, XX NOTGUILTY
there is a factual basis for the piea, ' '
‘{ b ROTGUILTY, Defendant is discharged Vel (00 e 0T

o v e et
!J.D.' PP U S WA N PN

There being a finding/valistst of

é EEL GunTy.

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 21, uU.s.C.,
Section 841(a) (1) and Title 18, U.S5.C. Section 2 as cnarged in the
ong count Indictment.

The court asked whether defendant had anvthing to say why judgmen® shiould not ba proaounced, Becayse no sutficien? cacse ta the contrary
was shown, or appeared 1o the court, the soutt adjudged the defendant guilty as <harged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby commitied to the custedy of the Attomey General or hiis authorized representative for imprsenment for a pefind of

> Count 1 ~ Four (4) years with a Bpecial Parole Term of Four (4) years
and a $50.00 Special Asszessment.

'n addition to the speciat conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general cond:tions of probation set out on the
feverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, roduce or extend the period of probation, and
at any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation periad of five years permitted by law, may issug a warrant and

PROBATION

HONED BY

revoke probation for a violation nccurring duning the probation period.

%’ Shewgurt orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney Ceneral and recom mengds, It is ordared that the Clerk <defiver
s to form: : a cartified copy of this udgment
. and commitment to the U5, Mar-

' L shal or other qualified officer,

avid E. O'Meilia, AUSA

XX
IL.-....:J‘& U5, District [udge

Lt U Magiatrae ﬂ%F:::ﬂ:éﬁé&4ﬁ4ﬁfff§gﬁzéi>%i;; .

L

THOMAS R. BRETY 12-16-86 y
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT: .~ ="
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA _. . i

i

-
AL e -
o e T

U.S DI

NCO. 86-C-736—
No. 4-CR-69-B)

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

[4r]

V.

CHARLES ROBERT KILLINGSWORTH,

T e Nt st e e

Movant.

ORDER

This is a pro se motion to vacate or set aside sentence
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §2255. The case has been assigned civil
case number 86-C-736-B, and docketed in movant's criminal case
No. 84-CR-69-B.

Movant is currently a prisoner at the Oklahoma State
Penitentiary at McAlester, Oklahoma, serving a state sentence.
The movant herein pled guilty to a charge of violating 18 U.S.C.
§871 (threat against the President) on November 29, 1984, and was
subsequently sentenced on December 12, 1984, for a pericd of four
years to run consecutively with his state term.

In his §2255 motion, movant allegés three errors in the
taking of his plea of guilty on the offense charged in the
indictment: 1) that the plea of guilty was unlawfully induced
without understanding the nature of the charges and conseguences
of the plea. (Movant bases this contention on the fact that he
was under the influence of a strong sedative (Mellaril) at the
time of his guilty plea as well as at the time of sentencing);
2) the movant claims he was denied effective assistance of

counsel during the proceedings. (Movant claims that his court




appointed counsel did not discuss the conseguences of the plea
and also the fact she knew that he was under the influence of a
strong sedative); and 3) there were not any court transcripts
filed on any court proceedings in his case.

The Court has examined the movant's motion to vacate
sentence, the court file ané records, and further has listened to
the tape recordings of the movant's change of plea hearing and
the subsequent sentencing hearing and finds that the movant is
not entitled to relief from his sentence and therefore the motion
is denied.

Movant's first asserticn that he was under a strong sedative
and unaware of his surroundings if refuted by the clear and

straightforward dialogue from the change of plea hearing as

follows:

THE COURT: Within the last 48 hours have you been under
the influence of any drugs?

MQOVANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: And what are those?

MOVANT : Mellaril,

THE COURT: And what's that for, please?

MOVANT: It's a psychotic drug. They gave it to me
this morring.

THE COURT: Does that in any way interfere with your
ability to understand what's going on here
and for you and me to communicate with one
another?

MOVANT: No, sir., It just makes me sleepy.

THE COURT: Very well. Are you wide enough awake here to

understand what's gone on thus far in this
proceeding?




MOVANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Although you say it makes you sleepy, you
look reasonably wide awake to me. Do you
think that's a proper characterization of how
you look at this time, that you are wide
awake?

MOVANT: Yes, sir.

(Change of Plea Hearing, November 29, 1984.)
In addition, the following dialogue took place at the

sentencing hearing after movant's counsel informed the Court the

plaintiff was under medication:

THE COURT: Very well, did you hear the comments of your
counsel, Mr. Killingsworth?

MOVANT: Yes, sir. T did.

THE COURT: Do you concur in those comments?

MOVANT: Yes, sir, T do.

THE COURT: In other words, do you think you are mentally

about yourself enough that you understand the
significance of our proceeding here and that
yYou are able to respond appropriately to the
court's questions?

MOVANT: Yes, sir. I am.

The Court is satisfied that at the time of the change of
plea the movant was coherent and understood his surroundings as
evidenced by the foregoing dialogue and the movant's appearance
at the hearing. Therefore, the Court finds that the movant's
first assertion of error is without merit.

Second, the movant c¢laims that he was denied effective

assistance of counsel. However, during the change of plea

hearing, the Court asked the movant point blank how he felt about




the counsel he had received. In this context the following

dialogue took place:

THE COURT: Throughout this proceeding have you been
represented by your counsel, Ms. Sondra
Fogley Houston?

MOVANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Have you been satisfied with her representa-
tion of you in every respect?

MOVANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: In other words, has she been a good lawyer on

your behal.f?
MOVANT: Yes, sir.

(November 29, 1984 Change of Plea Hearing.)

In light of the movant's own statementsl acknowledging

the adequate assistance of counsel and the Court's observance of

the counsel's conduct during the course of the hearings and her

statements on the movant's behalf, the Court finds that the

movant's second contention of error is also without merit.

Third, the movant asserts that he is somehow prejudiced by

1 I'n addition to his oral declarations, the movant signed and
swore in a document entitled Petition to Enter Plea of

Guilty the following:

1}. "My mind is clear * * * T further offer
my plea of guilty with full understanding of
all matters set forth in the indictment in
this petition,
* * *

2). "My lawyer has counseled and advised me
on the nature of each charge .,.." and "I
believe that my lawyer has done all that
anycne could do to counsel and assist me, and
I am satisfied with the advice and help he has
given me." (Petition at page 2).




lack of transcripts in this proceeding.2 However, the Court
has reviewed the tape recordings of the proceedings and is
convinced that the Court had proper jurisdiction at the time
of the change of plea and sentencing hearings and that the
sentence imposed was authorized by law. Movant did not request a
free transcript pursuant to Z8 U.S.C. §753(f) but asked the Court
Clerk only for documents and transcripts in his file. The Court
finds that movant's motion is frivolous and therefore will not
authorize a free transcript pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §753(f). There
has been no denial or infringement of constitutional rights of
the movant in any of the proceedings before this Court.

Therefore, the movant's motion under 28 U.S.C. §2255 1is

hereby denied. i
J - {/
IT IS SO ORDERED this _~  day of December, 1986.
/! - __H_ﬁnﬁm—
L /”r/’ L ,Z/C":,-;'\//{/ /.,-'
THOMAS’R BRETT 7

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

2 No transcript nas been made of the change of plea or sen-
tencing hearings as no reguest for transcription has been
made. The proceedings are preserved by tape recordings and
stenographic notes.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTI & >*"”
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OH_.'AHOMAY_F o g nMm
e C,-“,\'?-T,:LER!:
. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, SACE T TN E L ATRT

U.E. Do i
NO. 86-C=736-B 1"
G. 84-CR-69-B)

v.

i

CHARLES ROBERT KILLINGSWORTH,

Nt gl N bt Mt e

Movant.

QR DER

- This is a pro se motion to vacate or set aside sentence

pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §2255, The case has been assigned civil

case number 86-C-736-B, and docketed in movant's criminal case
No. 84-CR-69-B.

Movant is currently a prisoner at the Oklahoma State
Penitentiary at McAlester, Oklahonma, serving a state sentence.
The movant herein pled guilty to a charge 6f violating 18 U.5.C.
§871 (threat against the President) on November 29, 1984, and was
subsequently gsentenced on December 12, 1284, for a period of four
years to run consecutively with his state term.

" In his §2255 motion, movant allegés three errors in the
taking of his plea of guilty on the offense charged in the
indictments 1) that the plea of guilty was unlawfully induced
without understanding the nature of the charges and conseguences
of the plea. {(Movant bases this contention on the fact tha_t he
was under the influence of a streong s'edativ:e (Meliaril) at the
time of his guilty plea as well as at the time of sentencing);
2) the moﬁant claims he was denied effective assistance of

counsel during the proceedings. (Movant claims that his court




aﬁpointed cxnaﬁsel éid not discuss.the_bonseqdences of”the plea
and also the faét she knéw that he was under the influence of a
st.rong- seda,tive); and 3) tl:léré. were not any court transcfipts
filed oﬁ any court proceedings in his case,

The Coﬁrt has examined'the movant's motion to vacate
sentence, the court file and records, and further has listened to
the -tape recordings of the movant's change of plea hearing and
the sub.s.equenlt sentencing hearing and finds that the movant is
not entitled to relief from_his sentence and therefore the hotixpn_
is denied.

Movant's first assertion that he was under a strong'sedative
and unaware of his surroundings 1if refuted by the clear and

straightforward diélogue from the change of plea hearing as

follows:

THE COURT;: Within the last 48 hours have you been under
the influence of any drugs?

MOVANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: . And what are those?

MOVANT: Mellaril.

THE COURT: And what's that for, please?

MOVANT: It's a psychotic drug. They gave it to me
this morning.

THE COURT: Does that in any way interfere wﬂﬂlyour
ability to understand what's going on here
and for you and me to communicate with one
another? '

- MOVANT: No, sir. It just makes me sleepy.

THE CQURT: Very well. Are you wide enough awake here Fo
understand what's gone on thus far in this
proceeding? '




MOVANT: ' ' Yes, sir.
THE COURT: ' Although you say it makes you sleepy, you
_ _ : ook reasonably wide awake to me. Do you
think that's a proper characterization of how
you lock at this time, that you are wide
awake? :
MOVANT: Yes, sir.
(Change of Plea Hearing, November 29, 1984,}
In addition, the following dialogue took place at the

sentencing hearing after mov_é‘nt's' counsel informed the Court the

plaintiff was under medication:

THE COURT: . Very well, did you hear the comments of your
counsel, Mr. Killingsworth?

MOVANT : Yes, sir. II did,

THE COURT: - Do you concur in'those comments?

MOVANT: Yeg, sir. I do. |

THE COURT: In other words, do you think you are mentally

about yourself enough that you understand the
significance of our proceeding here and that
you are able to respond appropriately to the
court’'s gquestions?

MOVANT : Yes, sir. ' I am.

The Court is satisfied that at the time of the change of
plea the movant was coherent and understood his surroundings as
evidenced by the foregoing dialogue and the movant's appearancé'
at the hearing. Therefore, the Court finds that the movant's
first assertion of error is without merit,

Second, the movant claims that he was denied effective

assistance of counsel. However, during the change of plea

hearing, the Court asked the movant point blank how he felt aboiit
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the counsel he had received. 1In this context the ﬂﬂjawing.
dialogue took place:

THE COURT: Throughout this proceeding have you been

: ' - represented by your counsel, Ms, Sondra

Fogley Houston?

MOVANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: 'Have you been satisfied with her representa-
- tion of you in every respect?

MOVANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: In other words, has she been a gocd lawyer on

vour behalf?

MO%ANT: ' Yes, sir.

(November 29, 1384 Change of Plea Hearing.}

In light of the movant's own statementsl a cknowledging
the adequate assistance of counsel and fhe_Court's observance of
the counsel's conduct during the course of the hearings and her
statements on the movant's behalf, the Court finds that the
movant's second contention of error is also without merit.

Third, the movant asserts that he is somehow prejudiced by

1 In addition to his.oféi.decléraﬁidné;.tﬁe.ﬁéﬁéﬁ£”5ignéd”ahd"
swore in a document entitled Petition to Enter Plea of
Guilty the following:

1). "My mind is clear * * * I further offer
my plea of guilty with full understanding of
all matters set forth in the indictment in
this petition,
* * *

2). "My lawyer has counseled and advised me
on the nature of each charge ..." and "I
believe that my lawyer has done all that
anyone could do to counsel and assist me, and
I am satisfied with the advice and help he has
given me." (Petition at page 2).




lack of transcripté in this proceeding.z'Howevén therurﬁ
has reviewed the tape reccrdings of the proceedings and is
conviﬁbed that the Court had proper Jjurisdiction at the time
of the change of plea and sentencing hearings and.that the
sentence imposed was authorized by law. Movant did not regquest a
free transcript pu:suanﬁ_to 28 U.5.C. §753(£) but asked the.Cburt
Cleiﬂ{ only for documents and transcripts in his file. Thé Court
finds that movant's motion is frivolous and therefore W.ill not
authorize a free transcript pﬁrsuant to 28 U,s.c. §753(£). There
has been no denial or infringement of constitutional rights of
the movant in any of the proceedings before this Court.

Therefore, the movant's motion under 28 U.S.C. §2255 1is

hereby denied. Ny
' : d?-%%gz - _
IT IS SC ORDERED this Lo day of December, 1986.
T B

THOMAXS R. BRETT _
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

2 No transcript has been made of the change of plea or sen-—
tencing hearings as no request for transcription has been
made. The proceedings are preserved by tape recordings and
stenographic notes.
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L__ABDELSALM‘I ABDALLA NATSHEH _

—— e —

YEAR

1986

MCHTH

‘12

In the presence of the attornay for the government .D.w_ -
tha defendant appearad in person on this date 0'9 o

L WHTHOUT COUNSEL

COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of rrght to munsel and asked whether defendant desm.-d to hﬂ __
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.’
(¥ wYMCOUNSEL. | Marjorle A. Auer, ap901nteawm¢uﬁﬁw,uwh o L
LI 1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfiad that L INOLO CONTENDERE, L .. __iMNOTGUILTY
' siwe is 2 factual basis for the plaa,
L I MOT GUILYY. Defendant is discharged
Yhﬂhﬁgaflndmg}ﬁi’.ﬂxtof '
- X GLULYY,
. D.-ftwd&nt has been convncted as charged of the offensc[s] of hav1ng VlOlatEd Tltle 42, U S C. r
soament [ S408(9) (2), as charged in Count 2 of the Indictment, -~
—_—

v The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judesment should not Ee pronounced. Recause no sufficient (Ea.use to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to tha court. the court adjudgzed the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: Tm gatentdznris
hembu-c-ummﬁw&sa—the—mmoémhhsﬂtamq-@-mamhﬂu—aubonmér-ea-rasonta-bw.immmmmfo&a.parm.d..

SENTEHCE e .
RN Count 2 - The imposition of sentence is hereby suspended
PROBATIN. | and the defendant is placed on probation for a period of Three
OROER (3) Years, together with a Special Assessment in the amount of
$50.00.
e ER T
C S S s N
SPECIAL . E
COMDITIONS _ ~
oF DEC  CiSBo
ADDITIONAL In addition to the special conditions af 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
{F 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 prohation period. :
> The court orders commitment to lhe cusmdy of the Attom_ey Cene_réf aﬁd recc}mmends n qt..; grﬂeredthat theCIerk dcilver
COMMITMENT o ' a certified copy of this judgment
RECGMMEN- and commitment to the LS. Mar
DATHM shal or other quakified afficer.
—_——e’
SIGRED BY

L}S_.J tJ.5. Diskrict Jwdge

L] us magistenre

)
o December 9, 1986,
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR 'I_'BE‘B 1L LED
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA .0 ~or)"COURT

e 9188

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff, &k C. Silver, Clerk

]
: U(.:S. DISTRICT COURT

ABDELSALAM ABDALLA NATSHEH,
/53

)
)
)
}
vs. }
)
)
) No. B6-CR-&-C

Defendant.

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL =~
Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon, the United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma hereby
moves to dismiss, with pkejudice, Counts One and Three, only, of
the Indictment in this case, filed September 4, 1986, against

ABDELSALAM ABDALLA NATSHEH, defendant.

Assistant United States Attorney

Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED,

ISigned} H. Dale Cook

H. DALE COOK, CHIEF
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Date: December 9, 1986




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE -
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA = 2
' . Ew;ﬁﬁﬂiﬂ)ﬁﬁr

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

)
)
Plaintiff, ) " Lol
: ) Jack €. Shver, Ciard
vs. . ; U. S. DISTRICT coUeT
)
)
}

=2

JOHNNY L. ROY,

Defendant. No. 86-CR-147-E

ORDER KK DISMISSAL

Pursu&nt 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 0Oklahoma hereby
moves to dismiss, with prejudice, Counts Two through Nine of the
Indictment in this case, filed September 4, 1986, against
JOHNNY I,.. ROY, defendant.

G

. o : -

{ i
{14.2//‘/ y A
BAssistant qpited States Attorney

£

Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED.

JAMES ELLISON

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
Date: A%/? £€
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* ADDITIONAL
. CONDITIONS
!

- msmmu

JUDGMENT

the defendant appeared in’ Persog o

y L.;j_._l GUILT\‘ and the court bemg satlsfaed that

| e

*senTence: | _ i
P cem 1 - the iu\puitiaa nf"sné‘ﬁin < -:l_ euapen@e:é

"J

In the presenc‘e of the attorney '

. rid . asked. whether defendant desued tq have
mted bv the murt and the de@ndant ﬂ’ie‘f'éupon w‘ewed a{slstaneeoﬁ counsel—é»-' T LA L

[Name‘ df Cnﬂnse!] .

"

L INOLOC couit_npm,

there isa factual bas:s forthe plea S

. _ . i e P, . ;
_The cotrt asked whether defendant had anythmg to say’ wﬁv |udgment shou'ld noct Ee pronqunt_:ed ecause no sufhc:ent cause to the r:ontrary
was. shawn, or appeared to the court the court adjudged the defendant gulitv as charged and conv;cted and ardered that' : '

ey

Itis orclered tha the Clerk deliver
a certifisd’ topy thls 1udgmen
. and. commltm,ent .
“shal g other qual:fled:off:cer

. SIGNED BY -

L__%' El. S, Dlsl’tlr:t ]udgl:

' _CERTIFIED ASATRU ; COPYQ[:I

: '.."'_"THIS DATE "

| .' luguu_‘i-

Ny I. oL ' ( ]CLERK -
1. U YOEMUTY:




WITHOUT cauusu efenfant desireg.ig-have

However the: court adwsed defendan‘l. of rlgh y

: .c’*" &vzpm.-

(Name of Cnunsel) _

_‘: .f.' .

3 GUILTY; and the court heing satisfied that L wa_ﬁdﬁfmntlgé; : L.._.__l NOT GL
' there. |safactual basw for the plea, R S S P . Jgdﬁ

T I_._I NOT GUII.TY Befendant is dlschar ed
There be'ing a ﬁnding/vﬂfft'of . :
. e X c.uu'rv

Defendant haslbeen conwcted as.charged of the of ense(s) of -

SQction 134&1, as ehargua An. Camg-t-

) The court asked whether defendant had any‘thmg to 53y whyﬂ ent shoul not be
© was showdn, or appeared to the court the cqurt admdged }ﬁe dgfen' apt: _@

CJH:°F”:*> c@vnrg 176 2 - The tepeaition of sentea =
. PROBATION ' defandant 1s hersby placed on p 1
- p&rinﬂ ‘of THREE (3) YEARS frod thge a_ar. K
L 2 9 run cu:rutly with ytubatian huwuaa :ln

‘k ennnnm_;_ tha”'-_ ,ﬂw aafandwnt mkn nmtitntim in the

1T 15 ¥uRt : L
L3 pnmnta lﬁ éetam wed ‘ky gtefbatim uff‘lm :

| ewowat of #2,7&&.

* - ADDITIONAL"

~ -CONDITIONS -

e
PROBATION

I “ 1t is- ordered that the -
 COMMITMENT . S i AR i A e _ ORI -+ -} .a certified-copy.-of

RECOMMEN: - . ' ' o e Lo 2 e * and commitment, 1o fhé
‘.. DATION . i - IR _ - PN L o ', _'shalorotherqual;f:ed offm:er

Y A S T csnnrlsnas.vrnutcowon

soweosy o : e ey THISDATE
L.X_IUS Dl.'vtl‘lcljudge. B T o S . o .

M L (' )CLERK

| :I | u_'s,.nlw" ; el . -y
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UNITED STATES'DISTRICT”COURT'FOR'Tﬁ% C‘

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA N COUF‘JT
DEC =
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, “EEm,éé
Plaintiff, -bCfC Sivver, Clark
' DESTR T soueT

va.

BOBBY JOE SHAW,

e

No. 86-CR-136-E

L I L N )

Defendant.

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 OELOklahoma hereby moves
TEE . P
to dismiss withee prejudice Counts (e g:ﬁrough Eighteen of the

Indictment against BOBBY JOE SHAW, defendant.

LAYN R._PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

Assistant Unite tates Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

foregoing motion to dismiss and the Court hereby orders dismissal

Al

ates District Judge

of the requested Counts of the Indictment.

Date: Iﬂz/%/ﬁé




"United States of America vs.

- DEFENDANT

e

LTIMOTHY BOOHER

r A e o o o et ey e o . .

Livedy et i infél"lf?;kﬁzh”
THE NORT. ’_‘_‘_'

A T R e

: h

- PROBATION

- COMMITMENT
" "RECOMMEN-
.. DATION .

SIGNED BY

. ‘._.._J US D:stﬂct ludge _

L_l us. Magu

the defendant appeared in person on this date ~—.—

Kxﬂjw““counﬁlt_parl Hqgnes, Retained Counsel

S S e e _
EX ) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that- -  L__INOLO c_ours_nntn_:. L ng;:%uu{%i; ,

--Ap ved as t fgm, S 'f : Cc o ] and commitment to the U.S. Mar-

~ 'YEAR

01 g

n the presence of the attorney for the government CMONTH '_ - n,w

L3 WITHO_UT COUNSEL . However the court adwsed defendant of rnght to counsel and asked whether defendant des:red to have

* counsel appomted by the court 2nd the defendant thereupon waived ass:stance of counsel.”

BT "’{Naﬁé of C‘ounse[}’

" there is a factual basis for the plea, : S o —

L
3
3
]

4No
473
5851

L— I NOT GUILTY. Defenda_nt is_dischafged o oF

-There being a finding 20ttt of . L ) R c:r**

&Guun

P P o P [

"Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s} of hav.lng v:.oiated TJ.ESE 21, 0.8.¢6.,
Sﬂction 963 as,. chargaa z.n Count One of __the Indlctme '

The court asked whether defendant had anvthmg o say whv ;udgment should not be pronnunce .
was shown, or appeated to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty ‘as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is

1 héreby committed to the custody of the Attornéy Ceneral or his authortzed representatwe for imprisonment for a period-of

Ccau.nt 1 '~ Three (3) years on the .condition that the Dbefepdant he =
confined in a Jail Type or Treatment Institution for

wo.period of 8ix (6) months, the execution of the .remainder .

- of the gensence is suspended and the Defendant is plagced

o OB Probation for a .period of Thirty - {30} -months to commenca_
upon release from. conflnement. and & $50.00 Spec1al LT
Assessment. o e e e e, _

IT I8 FURTHER ORDERED that the execution of the seutence is deferred

until 131:00 a.m, on 1-5-87 at which time the Defendant is to .present

'-g}-h::.mself to the’ des:.gnated instx,tuta.on. . U S Marshal to advise. of.
| the des:.cmatea 1n$t:.tut10n. o e s ,

- In addition to the speciéi conditions of probation. imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions © ;')-rnbat'lon';et out on the

“reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation; reduce ar extend the perlod of probation, and
" at any time during the probation period or- within a' maximum, probahon permd of fwe years penmtted by law, rnay :ssue ‘a warrant and
- revoke probation for a violation occurring durlng the pmbatlon period. .

The court orders tommitment tothe custody of the Attornev Ceneral and recommends 1t is ordered that the Clerk deliver
- a- certified copy of this judgment

shal ar other gualified officer.

t%%au, h ﬁm - | .. :" R CERTIF]EDASA'TRUE_CQ?Y-_QN__.'
(:Eit31€31f13162 IJ }Kfiiiszi]_Il, j&IJs;;& . :_ . - . e - T .

- e . | . THISDATE .@_Lf__“_

¢ . .. : AT R P fye — @ C 6 z! /

— el Mf’%/ e LERK

 THORAS R. BREIT ...~ 1271786 ';- s t DEPUTY

strll:e

Date




United States_(.)f A_;nerica vs. '_ _ - . . . Uﬂit@"l- Sﬁates Dlsmct Cﬂm for

DEFENDANT

in fhe presence of the atforney for the government ATMORTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date 12 01 8f

i WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right ta counsel and asked whether defendant desired to have
counsel apnointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel,

EX 1 wiTHCOUNSEL §_ROY W, Byars. fproz.nted Counsed . . . J
i r— e Rt - fName Gy Counsef‘ S ':Z;. - .
_ L iy
- KXt GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that. {._INOLO CONTENDERE, L.} N&*cuuﬁ” e
there is a factual basis for the plea, S ' ‘ 3 s
i
: : . ) ) ’ .' . . -
- 3 LI NOT GUILTY, Defendant is discharged s
There being a findingmrdict of : gg
o XX IGUITY. . '
' & '] Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of nav1 ng vlolatea Tl Ll.;‘ik lg, U.S.C. ;
FINOME B,

ADCMENT ~ Sgctlon 495 as charxrged in Counte 1 & 5 of tite Indictment.. . -

S ) The court asked whether defendant had anvthmg to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Be-cause no sufflc:ent cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudeed the defendant guilty as charged and canvicted and ordered that: The defendant s
heveby committed to the custady of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment fora period of

B ~Count 1 - Three (3) years and Defendant to n*ahe restn,tut:l.on in the
prosaron (- ' amount of $1,221.03. | |
m Count 5 = Three (3) years to run concurrent with sentence ::.I"n.»osed in
Count 1 and Defendant to make restitution in the amount of
_ $363.00. : o o A
SPECIAL
- CONDITIONS _
mo::mn_ The Coumt recommends the Defendant receive drug treatment and
T supervision. : : ' . L _

- ADDITIONAL In additicn to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby orderad that the general conditions of probation set sut 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

- DR at any time during the prohation 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. )

o ' > The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,  * } It is ordered that the Clerk deliver ;
COMMITMENT | ' & certified copy of this judgment
‘RECOMMEN.- | Acproved as to form: ' : and commitment to the U.S. Mar- l
DATION —— ) : shal or other qualified afficer.
[-LJ.J.A ™. i‘]ﬂ\/s/\ .
. L} B e, R CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
—— Ben F. Rager, MI&:A : -
snepsy : / | | THispate A/ FE

k;.iu&om&umu e
L.....,..J U..S.;ﬂas..is!rate @WWM/{M% / /24(/(’ ' Bvu " FQ jgf&;’iﬁ:ﬁ(

THOMAS R. BRETT ' Date .9—-‘!—-2(% S _ { YDEPUTY




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE = e B
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA =[] 7meag =

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

vs.

ROBERT WILLIAM STAFFORD,

Defendant . No. 86-CR-88-B

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Pederal 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 Counts 2, 3, 4, and & through 15 of the

Indictment in this case, filed June 30, 1986, against ROBERT

T 5obr

Asstistant United States Attorney

WILLIAM STAFFORD, defendant.

Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED,

il e e Wy Mg
THOMAS R. BRETT
UONITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Date: December 1, 1986
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United States of America s, o . Unitr, States District Court -go,-.
T R 'I Ef'x:. NOR’.[ E.N DISTRIC'I‘ DF OKLAHOMA
—— S . _

‘—ALFRED GONZALES ; : I, . DOCKE! r\o-—-m——-l 86 CR‘113 Bm

in the presence of the attornay for the government ' ) MONTH DAY YEAR

the defendant appeared in person on this date ; S— — o | 3 o, 01 65

Led WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsei and asked wiisther defendant desired to have
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived asgist ﬁqce of counsel.

£X ) witn counser | ZATTY Gu‘"ie“i?i‘:.f‘?f:f?i‘fiffi’.”ﬁ*_e«imﬂ...__t?.;:_...;—*ﬁ__..;
[Nameof Counsel) "7 [ R, .

';"3 — 1 b
EX 1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that. . JNOLO CONTENDERE, L r!?ﬁ‘puuw T
there is a factual basis for the plea, 77 D pemeny
. : OO 82 Gt
: : : S o © . _
. : : o 5
_ t——J NOYT GUWLTY. Defendant js discharged _ -z

There being a findingAverdret of %
o GU".TY
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s)of having
Hmm8§.> Section 2024{5}(1) as charged in Counts 1
- JUDGHENT - 1 formation. '

‘viclated Title 7, U.S.C.,
and 2 of the sSuperseding

] .Y The court asked whether defendant had any:h;ng to say why judgment should not be pranounced Beczuse no sufhcnent cause to the contrary
C was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant gmity as charged apd convicted and ordered that The defendant i
herebv committed to the custady of the Attorney General or his authorizad representative for im prisonment for a period of )

SENTENCE _
O OR » Count 1 ~ Three (3} months and a $25.00 Special Assegsment.
~PROBATEN ¢ Count 2 - Imposition of sentence is suspended and the Dafendant is
- OADER ce placed on prebation for a veriod of One {1} vear to commence
: upon releass from canLinﬁmert and & 525800 Epecial Assessment
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED as a condition of ﬁrobatlcn thah the Defendant
receive alcohol treatment and cuﬁerv1blohn“ ' '

goecin, | IF I8 FURTHER ORDERED that the execution of th*”éénpénbe”is dzferred
conormows | wntil 13:00 a.n. on 1-5-87 at which time the Defendant is to present
oF himself to the designated institution. U.S. Marsazi Lo advise of

PROBATION |. the uealgnatem dnstitution.

- ADDITIONAL In addition ta the special conditions of probation impased 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 probatior, and
“QOF - ' at any time during the probation pericd or within a maximum probation peried of five vears permitted by law, may issue a warrant and

i PRDBAﬂON revoke probation for a violation occurring during the probation period. .

o > The court orders commitment to the custedy of the Attorney General and recommends, It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
coMMTMENT | Ehe Defendant be glaced in & minimum security .} a certitied copy of this judgment
RECOMMER- | institution. i and commitment to the U5, Mar-
" el o N o t i lified officer.
n_ATll:lu EI_:‘?DIJO ved as to, I.O}’_“I‘_’L., o - B - ) sha orotnet.qua. ified officer
' C “T/ ' ” v . s - B ' CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY.ON
T j ”r)‘rl‘_r,fr{’ e )/ }‘245;{(,1-._,—" . : / F.‘
SIGNED BY . L . . L s
L Catnerine u.;narclu A”Sn _ e THISDATE _/
BX]) . S. Distrit Judge . /-—--—""_"""'""‘ .
. L, S '/‘ . By— — — o LALLELLR K
L | U.S. Magistrate CMV - i { )CLERK

oo - hemlTES ~ (eyBEPUTY.

L0
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE __ |
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA = § | & py

gM'@??W'@%wR¢ 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

vS.

ALFREDO GONZALES,

Defendant. No. 86-CR-113-B

MOTION AND ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Crihinal
Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon, the United '
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma hereby moves
to dismiss with prejudice the Indiectment against Alfredo Gonzales,

defendant.

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

sistant Uniped States Attorney

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

of the reguested Counts of the Indictment.

§/ THOMAS R. BRETT
United States District Judge

Date: /2-/-46
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE b E#ﬁf EE;:§3§
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA i (MUER COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, -

Plaintiff,

)
)
)
}
vS. ;
ALFRED C. GONZALES, }

)

)

Defendant. No. 86~CR-149%-B

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 with prejudice Counts One and Four.of the Indictment

against ALFRED C. GONZALES, defendant.

LAYN R, PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

Wit O, ‘

Assistant'ﬁﬁited 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 Counts of the Indictment.

s/ THOMAS R. BRETT

United States District Judge

Date: (2-(-gL




