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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DI STRICT OF OKLAHOMA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
NO. 86-CR-38-02 and 03

V.

DEBBIE KAY ORR and
JAMES DARRIEL ORR,

T gt et et Nt ek h et it

Defendants.

ORDER

This matter comes before the Court on defendant Debbie Orr's
motion to dismiss Counts 58 through 63 in this action.

On May 17, 1986, defendant was charged in a sixty-four count
indictment. The case was tried to a jury on September 15 through
September 19, 1986. The defendant was acquitted on Counts 1
through 57 and Count 65. The jury failed to reach a verdict on
Counts 58 through 63. The Court declared a mistrial on September
23, 198e6.

The defendant now seeks to invoke the doctrine of collateral
estoppel as incorporated into the double jeopardy clause to bar
further prosecution and relitigation on the remaining counts of

the indictment. The Supreme Court in Ashe v. Swenson, 397 U.S.

436 (1970) clearly recognizad the use of collateral estoppel in a

criminal context. See, Unitad States v. Oppenheimer, 242 U.S. 85

(19161}, In Ashe the Supreme Court also articulated the standard
that the court must use in deciding whether an issue has been so

litigated that collateral 2stoppel will bar further prosecution.



"Where a previous judgment of acguittal was based
upon a general verdict, as is usually the case,
this approach requires the court tc 'examine the
record of a prior proceeding, taking into account
the pleadings, =vidence, charge, and other
relevant matter, and conclude whether a rational
jury could have grounded its verdict upon an issue
other than that which the defendant seeks to
foreclose from corsideration.' The inguiry 'must
be set in a practical frame and viewed with an eye
to all the circumstances of proceedings.' Sealfon
v. United States, 332 U.S. 575, 579. Any test
more technically restrictive would, of course,
simply amount o a rejection of the rule of
collateral estoppel in criminal proceedings, at
least in every case where the first judgment was
based upon a general verdict of acquittal."

The Tenth Circuit reccgnized the applicability of collateral
estoppel in a criminal context and also embraced the Supreme

Court's Ashe guidelines of analysis. Abramson v. Griffin, 693

F.2d 1009, 1011 (10th Cir. 1982).

Arfter analysis of the case under the Ashe standards, the
Court finds that the defendant can be retried on Count 58 of the
indictment charging conspiracy and further finds that the
government is collaterally estopped from retrying the mail fraud
counts, 5% through 63, of the indictment. For the reasons set
forth below, the defendant's motion to dismiss Count 58 of the
indictment is denied and the motion to dismiss Counts 59 through
63 is hereby granted.

Count 58 of the indictment charged a violation of 18 U.S.C.
$286 stating "whoever enters into any agreement, combination, or
conspiracy to defraud the United States, or any department or
agency thereof, by obtaining or aiding to obtain the payment or

allowance of any false, fictitious, or fraudulent claim ..."




shall be guilty of a violation of the laws of the United States.
It is well settled in the law that conspiracy and the substantive
offenses which may be an object of the conspiracy are two

distinct crimes. United States v. Khamis, 674 F.2d 390, 393 (5th

Cir. 1982).

The Court's instruction on the conspiracy Count 58 required
that four essential elements be proved in order to establish the
offensge: (1) that the conspiracy described was willfully
tormed; (2) that the accused willfully became a member of the
conspiracy; (3) that one of the conspirators thereafter knowingly
committed at least one cf the overt acts charged in the
indictment; and (4) that the overt act was knowingly done in
furtherance of some object or purpose of the conspiracy as
charged.

The indictment charging conspiracy lists some eleven overt
acts the government contends may prove a conspiracy. The
defendant, Debbie Kay Orr, is named in seven of the alleged overt
acts. The Court finds that the acquittal on Counts 1 through 57
and Count 65 have not "necessarily resolved" in her favor the
elements necessary for conviction on the remaining count of
conspiracy. However, the Court does find that the overt act
numbered 11 which incorporated the acts charged in Counts 1
through 57 is foreclosed from consideration in the second trial.

This approach finds Support in the case of United States v.

Mespoulede, 597 F.2d 329 (2d Cir. 1979), where a defendant was

acquitted of a possession of cocaine charge and a mistrial was




declared as to a conspiracy to distribute cocaine count. The
defendant was subsequently brought to trial on the mistried
conspiracy count and the Sacond Circuit ruled that the government
was precluded from introducing evidence of the previously
acquitted possession charge in the conspiracy case, This
preclusion of evidence, however, did not prevent the government

from retrying the defendant on conspiracy. See, Mespoulede at

336.

The Court finds that reprosecution on the conspiracy charge
absent evidence or introduc:ion of the claims charged in Counts 1
through 57 does not offead double jeopardy. Under a conspiracy
charge the government is required only to prove that at least one
overt act was taken by one of the conspirators in furtherance of
the conspiracy; it need not prove that the substantive offense

was consummated. United States v. Todd, 735 F.2d 146, 151-52

(5th Cir. 1984).

Defendant Orr also seeks to preclude relitigation of Counts
59 through 63 of the indictnent. Said counts charged a violatiocon
of 18 U.S5.C. §1341 commonly referred to as mail fraud. The
Court's instruction on Counts 59 through 63 required two elements
be shown. First, that the defendant devised or intended to devise
a scheme to defraud as charged in the indictment; Second, for the
purposes of executing stuch a scheme the defendant placed or
caused to be placed a letter or other communication in a post
office or authorized mail depository, or that the defendant

knowingly caused a letter to be delivered according to the



instructions thereon to the United States Postal Service by use
of the mails. Each mail fraud count alleged in Counts 59 through
63 is linked to a specific tax return the subject of charges in
Counts 1 through 57 of which the defendant has been acquitted.
The Court finds that the acquittal on Counts 1 through 57 and
Count 65 collaterally estops the government from future
prosecution on Counts 59 through 63. The Court finds that the
defendant has met the burden of establishing that the issue that
she seeks to foreclose in the second litigation was "necessarily

resolved in her favor by the first verdict." United States wv.

Seijo, 537 F.2d 694, 697 (24 Cir. 1976), cert. denied, 429 U.S.

1043 (1977).
The jury's verdict on Counts 1 through 57 and Count 65
acquitting the defendant of "willfully, knowingly and unlawfully

presenting and causing to be presented to the Internal Revenue

Service a federal income tax return ..." is the final decision on
the issue that the government seeks to relitigate in the mail
fraud counts. The proof required for the conviction on the
remaining mail fraud counts will necessarily involve relitigation

of the defendant's willful, knowing or unlawful presentation of a

tax return or the defendant's knowledge of the falsity or
fraudulent nature of the claim. Even the government, in
explaining that general verdicts can be arrived at for different
purposes said:

“"Likewise, in this case, as previously suggested,

the jury may very well have found thact the

defendant, Debbie Kay Orr, did not 'present or

cause to be presented' the false federal 1ncome
tax returns alleged in Counts 1-57, and that she




also did not 'open two checks,' as alleged in
Count 65 of the Indictment--or at least that the
government's btrden of proof was not met on these
issues at the first trial." Government's Reply
Brief, p. 8.

For the very reasons just quoted from the government's brief, the
court finds that the defendant will be exposed to repeated risks
of conviction for the same conduct contrary to the protection of
the double jeopardy clause of the Constitution if the mail fraud

cCounts are retried, e.g., United States v. Mespoulede, 597 F.24

at 337.

The Court holds that the govermment may retry the conspiracy
count of the indictment but is precluded from introducing
evidence with respect to the filing of false returns alleged in
Counts 1 through 57 and also evidence relating to the conduct
charged in Count 65. The Court further finds that the defendant
has sustained her burden of proof that an element essential to
conviction has been determined in her favor by a valid and final
judgment in the first trial. Essential elements of the mail fraud
claims remaining are precluded by the acquittal and retrial is
barred even though the charges are technically separate offenses,

See, United States v. Bowman, 609 F.2d 11, 17 (D.C. Cir. 1979).

The Court orders that Counts 59 through 63 alleging a mail fraud
violation are hereby dismissed and the govermment may proceed on
the remaining conspiracy count currently scheduled for trial on

February 17, 1987.




The parties are to file any trial briefs, regquested voir

dire and requested instructions on or before February 10, 1987.

IT IS SO ORDERED, this S day of W 1987.
{

4

M. G F7

THOMAS R, BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




tited States of Americavs - JAey iotes Jiistrict Court sor

TN

|  HARRY JAMES WALK... a/k/a . . NORTHEL _DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA _ _ |
EFENDANT > .
o David Clay DOUKET N, =g ii—— | 86-CR-161-C *

in the presence of the artorney tor the government ; MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person an this date ﬁ——l Q1 28 1987
COUNSEL L1 WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to have
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon warved assistance of counsel.
LX i withcounset |____Wesley Gibson, Federal Public Defender e
P arme ot Counsel)
LX) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L. INOLOCONTENDERE, L__INOY GUILTY
PLEA ‘ .
there is a factual basis for the plea, :
Ty . .

5 L INOYGUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/vngdict of 4
{ ZX iGunTY.

. Defendant has been convicted as charqed of the otfense(s)of having violated Title 18, U.s.C.,
) , ]
HRMENT | §2252, as charged in Count 1 of the Indictment.

SENTENCE
IR
PROBATION
TROER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS

»

MOBATION

The court isked wharner riefandant had snvtning to vday why judgment should not be pronounced Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appearsd 1o the court the court scadged tae detemdant suivy o5 charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
tereby committed 1o tha custody of tae Attarnes Toneral or Tis authonized representative for imprisonment for a period of

r COUNT 1 - EIGHT (8) YEARS, together with a Special
Assessgsment in the amount of $50.00.

IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED that the above sentence shall run
concurrent with the sentence imposed in Case #CR3-86-136-R,
U. 5. A. v. Harry James Walker, U. 8. District Court, Northern
District of Texas at Dallas.

ACDITIONAL in acdditenn to the wpecial corgittong of probatine nposed ahove s hereby crdered that the general conditions of nrobation set out on the
CONDITIONS | ieveree soce thin cppment be crposed The U moy Cnoanee the conditans of probation, reduce ar extend the penod of probation, and
OF ' ot oany e o 2 the prabation peniod or owitu s onaamum arohation poneed ot Tive years permitted by law  may issue a warrant and
PROBATION | revoke nrobation s s vialation oo grring dusing *he prohatiep parad
kY
Z The cour arders commitment 1o the custody o the Artnrney eneral and recommends, it s ordered that the Clerk deliver
SOMMITMENT I . . a certified copy of this judgment
AECDMMEN- that the defendant be committed for evaluation and commitment to the U.S Mar-
DATION and treatment at the FCI, EBastrop, Texas, as shal or other qualified officer.
recommended by Judge Jerry Buchmeyer, in Case Cr. =~
#3-86-136-R, U.S5.D.C., N.D., Texas at Dallas.
SHOMNED BY

|_XJ LS District Judge

L1 us Magistrate

e ¥, J
H. DALE COCK January 28, 1987

Date




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs.

HARRY JAMES WALKER,

L ey

Defendant. No. 86-CR-161-C

MOTION ANL ORDER QOF DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules
Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon, the
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma
to dismiss with prejudice Count Two of the Indictment

HARRY JAMES WALKER defendant.

LAYN R. PHILLIPS

FILED
IN OPEN COURT

AN 281987 PN

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

of Criminal
United
hereby moves

against

United States Attorney

Foad Wl

Assistant United States Attorney

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

of the requested Counts of the Indictment.

Date:

ates District Judge

the

rs dismissal



Jnited State:

s of Amgrica‘-v‘-s'.:'- S - : ; Un.ited States Distl'ictcouftfor

LTAE_ NORTHY DISTRICE OF OKLAHOMA.

DOCKETNQ..-f——-L 86‘“‘ 189-- 1*13‘1" 1

JUDGIVIENT AND PROBATION/(‘ _ 'VIMTMENT ORDER 02000 88

PLEA

FINDING &
- JUDGMENT

CONDITIONS
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL

CONDITIONS
oF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT
"RECOMMEN-
DATION

In the presence of the attorney for the-government _ e . {MONTH DAY- : “YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date -— - e — @1 28 2

L WITHOUT COUNSEL . However the court advused defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desured to: have .
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel :

LEEIWITHCOUNSEL I _Philliy X. Blougn. IX. Appointed Counaal _
. {Name of Counsel) -
S E » ]
LAl GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L__INOLO CONTENDERE, . L___INOT GUILTY .
there is a factual basis for the plea, ‘ JA N 2 8 1987

LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged iaci C. Sitver, Clerk
There being a finding/verdigtof § - . Py ! o
© { xacuny. 4 & DEQTRECT COUKT :

" Defendant has been conwctedaschargedoftheoffi'nse(s)of navz.nc: violated "’:Ltle 13‘ U.8.0.,
©  Secticne 5, 495 & 17-08--313 charged in Counts 1,4 & $ 0f 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: Tmmx

hﬁhkm&%{ﬁ&&ﬂ%y@mﬁvﬁﬁgm&mﬁﬁ%&ﬁmmmm

> Counts 1, & 8 - Imposition of sentence is 3uspendec. and the
Defencant is placed on probation for a period of Five (5)-
years,

1T IF PURTHER ORDERED that the befendant make res*ltu tion in the
amount of $4E3.00 as directed by the U.S. Ppobaticn Qffice and
recaive treatment and supervision for alcohol abuse.

In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set -out on-the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the periad of probation, and
at any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant. and
revoke probation for a viclation eccurring during the probation period.

S
SIGNED BY

I_.;";;A U.s. Districtl:ludze
L1 Us. Magistrate el — _ }

> The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, 1t is ordered that the Clerk defiver

) a certified copy-hf thls judgment

Auproved as’ to form: and comumitment xthe U.S. Mar-

- / / 4 haléﬂothef iialitied officer.
: A .-f" ¢ : 3
A T o
g '/" A _.-r-';f D T : CERT:HE’D AS A TRUE;OPYON

:\e‘nnetu I'. &noke, AUSE .

Tms;bA N
I L

THOKAE R. BRETT Date 1-26-87 |




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, =1l LED
dN CPTM OTURT

JAN 273 1386

Jack C. Siivar, Uiark
U. S. DISTRICT "~

No. 86-CR-189~B

Plaintiff,
vsl

MICHAEL RAMSEY,

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 of Oklahoma hereby moves
to dismiss with prejudice Counts Three and Six of the Indictment

against MICHAEL RAMSEY, 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 requested Counts of the Indictment.
)

United States District Judge  °

Date: [-2y%-&7




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA |~ H i_

N CPEN COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, JAN 28 1986
Plaintiff, JaCk C S“*mr Pf'%‘
ve. U.S. DISTRecT -

GERLDENE RAMSEY,

Defendant. No. 86-CR-189-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 Five through Eight of the

Indictment against GERLDENE RAMSEY, defendant.

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

A YA

Rssistant 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,.

¢ /;;'//M&W'C//@ %f%

United States District Judge

Date: (.28 )" 7/




Inited States

DEFENDANT

yo

of America vs. ' United States District Court for

. R N 1+ S

L OGhdunigebak JFloenk v R MBI —_ DOCKET NO, =il | 5% 0 W7 BT R e J

s LSWRICT _OF

L ——

COUNSEL

PLEA

H"m“a& L 4 (- : b LR -~ b 21 . . T L " s - » - et : i
Bactions 4, 49% & 1706 ags charvad Lo Lounts 1.4 & 4 ol ine ladac

JUDGMENT

-

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/OMMITMENT ORDER 1o0ws0e

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date — - Sy
7 A i i

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

L] WITHCOUNSEL |__deslay Ciugoi, Appolintes Counge. : g
{Name of Counsel) - i: gﬂ ;" @

{_.2) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L———INOLO CONTENDERE, L_._INOTGUILTY

there is a factual basis for the plea, ‘ JAN 28 1987
LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged o saver, Glerk
There being a finding/verdictof . % 3 i.,:S! ';:;CT cuum
. Lo ) GUILTY. .
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s)of  avipo wioliavea Witle 1v. LE

1

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should -not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to,:c!\e‘_cqr]trary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: Thel defehdaitAss
helebyscommitted toAhecstony:otNeAR ey B eneyal dr his Authorkzed apresentativr for Smprisonmentfora pefindof

SENTENCE
OR > Counts 1, & 4 - Impositlon of szntence 1s sugpentou o L
PROBATION Lt wlaced on probation for & werico of Five (3)
ORDER ye
SPECIAL . o ey s gt eTre L —_ , .
CONDITIONS . I 1S pudTuil OREOURIC wazt the Lefencant mas s resvitucion in the
OF armoaut of $485.00 as directed by tone U.E. wwion Offica
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL In addition fo 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 probatien, reduce or extend the period of ‘probation, and
OF at any time during the probation period or within a2 maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue 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 L a certifigd_cppy- of £ "!.s\j‘udgment
RECOMMEN- Fppivias as and commitment to the U:5. Mar-
DATION Ll shal orother qualified officer.
ool HH e 1 CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
— 7 lguasta F.oosnoche, . T
SIGNED BY THIS DATE ~_

Leesi] us. District Judge k
| ] us. Magistrate '

b LT . VLoE E e, T e e e
PLiOLisy BELO503WT Date iy




iUnited States of America vs. -~ United_«States District Coul't for

DEFENDANT , z
. _C. Fred Stites DOCKET NO ——imem | 86=CR=-187~C id

In the presence of the attornay for the government MOMNTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date — 1 27 87

COUNSEL e 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.

{Name of Counsel}

PLEA X | 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 being a finding/ SRR XEX

X GUILTY.

FNDING & L Defendant has‘ been convicted as charged of the of!::anse(s) of having v%olated Title 18, U.S5.C.

JUDGMENT Section 1003, as charged in the Information.

was shown, or appeared to the court, the court acjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: P HotohHaa KO
SRR RIS SO SER S0 S 3 ehe 2 ttame WO S oL M 0L 30400 ML 20 DE 30 2UO00E B DORI MO X0 S K IR N0 B e Ko X

] The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pranounced Because no sufficient cause to the contrary

SENTENCE
oR > The imposition of sentencsz is suspended and the defendant is
PROBATION hereby placed on one year unsupervised probation.
ORDER
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant pay a fine of $2,000 and
an assessment of $25.00.
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF 1A T
PROBATION '”\:'- *"7 ' 7
-
AL . e
Rt
ADDITIONAL tn addition to the special conditions ot probation impes.sd above, 1t is hereby ordered that the geperal conditions of probation set out on the
CONDITIONS reverse side ot this judgment be snposed The Court may change the condstions of probation, reduce or extend the periad of probation, and
OF at any time during the probation penod or within a imaamum probation penod ot five vears permitted by law, may issue a warrant and
PROBATION revoke probation for a violation occurnng during the probanon penind
> The courl orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
SOMMITMERT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN- and commitment to the U.5. Mar- L
DATION shal or other qualitied officer.

-/

SIGNED BY

L] us Distnet judge /
‘_E(__J 1S Magistrate // 1 >

Maglstrate John Le6/ﬁagnehw 1-27-87 !




S eriCans, - ‘jiﬁm:m :iﬁ”ﬁﬁ‘f LTRE or
__________________ ————ee .. __NORTHERN_DISTRICT QF_ OQOKLAHOMA _ ;|

‘-:\1)'3“" ”
U E?.IE_H_A_EEEEP_I_)Q_N_,EEEES“_-_..._...-__-..... COUKET N(Q) e il | 86_CR-11_2_.:;_Q"C B
T T tha presence of the attorney for the governmen: T ONTH DAY TEAR
‘ha ¢ afendant appeared in person on this date
| nt appe | -—| 01 27 1987
{
MREL i e WTHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to hawe
;" counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel
D LXiwetwcounset | Joe Stanley Glenn, appeinted e d
DI (Mame of Coumnsol}
_—_
s €A P"L'_}'SJ LUILYY, and the court being satisfied that Lo INOQLO CONTENDERE, | _INOT GUILTY
’ i isafactua sis for the prea,
= eawe is 2 f | basis for the g
R
\;:’ t } HOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
. Thers boweg a finding/ SEREX of
i { WX GuULTY.
. Teferdant has been convicted as charged of the oifense(s) of having violated Title 21, U.S.C.,
Nl &

f@ﬂT?b §§841(a) (1) and 846, as charged in Count 1 of the Superseding

Indictment.

e —a,
“re court asked whether defendant had anvthing 1o say why judgment should not be prorounced. Because nn sutficient cause to the contrary
~a3% snown . or irpearad to the court, the rourt adjudeed the defendant zuiity as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
"ereny committed 1o the custody of the Attorney Ceneral or hes authorized represantative for imprisonment for a pertod of
GeRLE O . \
4 : Count 1 - Four (4) Years, together with a Special Assessment
-
EUTN O :
=31 in the amount of $50.00.
i
i
!
i
TECIAL
TMITIONS |
F 3
THAATIIN
;
i
i
i
!
COATIGNAL ¢ lmoaddinoen to the special corditians of pronation impoed abnve. ot s hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out an the
' NG sevarse side ot this judgment Se imnosed  ihe Jourt mav < hange the condibions of arobation, reguce or extend the oeriod of probation. and
1 any ume duning the prebation nenod or wirtin 2 mavmum probation penod of five vears parmitted by oa, may issue 8 warrant and

eyoke probhation for a violation occurnng dunng the arobistion period

I B ' o~ Py "
Thae court orders commitment 1o the custody ot the Artarney General and recommends, [t s ordered that the Clerk deliver |

|
CMBITHENT |
ELGHMEN. | . . . . .
e institution where he will recelve treatment shal or other qualified atficer.
| for substance abuse.
—
CIGNED BY

a certified copy of this yjudgment
and commitment to the U.S. Mar- !

that the defendant be incarcerated in an

__}.{,._A‘ US [District fudee

bl us Magistrame ?

MNate _J,anuary 27: 1987

H. Dale Cook

17
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE .
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA F [ L E D

IN OPEN COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
El f 2
e JAN 29 1987

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

Plaintiff,
vsS.

MICHAEL WELDON LEWIS,

N T Nt Nt N Mt s St et

Defendant. No. 86-CR-112-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, the United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma hereby moves
to dismiss with prejudice Count Six of the Indictment against
MICHAEL WELDON LEWIS, defendant.

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

— Y
/ ] . s
(ng:;CAZ¢wuL: )//

Assistant Unitgd 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. ‘ﬁ\

UNITEDs TES DISTRICT JUDGE

Date: January 27, 1987




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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
VS. No. 84-=-CR-27-C

JOHNNY L. EINERT,

L N . W N N SN

Defendant.

ORDER OF REVOCATION

On the 23rd day of May, 1984, came the attorney for the government,
and the défendant appeared in person and by counsel.

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the defendant, upon a finding of guilty,
was convicted of having violated Title 21, U.S.C., §§841(a){l) and
846, as charged in Count 2 of the Indictment.

IT WAS FURTHER ADJUDGED that the imposition of sentence be sus-
pended and the defendant was placed on probation for a period of Five
{5) Years.

Thereafter, and on June 3, 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 July 14, 1986, said probationer having not
appeared pursuant to summons issued, a warrant of arrest was issued.

Thereafter, and on January 5, 1987, pursuant to said warrant,

the probationer appeared before the U. S. Magistrate for the

N




Northern District of Oklahoma and a preliminary hearing was conducted
and concluded before the Magistrate and said probationer was bound
over to the District Court for revocation hearing.

Thereafter, and on January l5, 1987, the case was called for
revocation hearing before the District Court. The Court directed the
Probation Officer to recite and advise the Court and the probationer
the grounds of revocation. The probationer, having been given a
written notice of the alleged violation of probation, and having been
given an opportunity to present evidence in his own behalf and to
question witnesses against him, admitted said violations and waives
his right to an evidentiary hearing. The Court, having found that
the probationer was in violation of the conditions of probation as
alleged, found that probation should be revoked.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the Order of Probation, entered
May 23, 1984, be revoked and set aside.

NOW, on this 23rd day of January, 1987, IT IS ORDERED that the
defendant, Johnny L. Einert, is hereby committed to the custody of
the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprison-
ment for a period of Three (3) Years, pursuant to Title 18, U.S5.C.,
§4205(b) (2).

IT IS5 FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk of the Court deliver a
certified copy of this Order to the U. 8. Marshal or other qualified
officer and that the copy serve as the commitment of the defendant.

DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma, this 23rd day of January, 1987.

p,/jltﬂ-/

H. DALE OK (
Chief Judge



mica VS, ' . Uni States Distl'iCt Cou.l.'t for

e e e | BN ORIBERR-SISERILST O ORIAROMA ———1 |
DEFENDANT "’,,//”
J |[KTRUETE JOBY GRIZA¥FY _ ! DOCKETNO.— e | 86eCPml158mR I
JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 1o 5w
In the presence of the attorney for the government 2 MONTH _ .pp:v . YEAR | ¢
the defendant appeared in person on this date : — —.r 1' 23 ) 87

i
. ) . s By . { 13
COUNSEL | L. WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to c?punsel #hd asked whether defendant desired to have
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant théreuporf waived assistance of counsel.

LY | WITHCOUNSEL ‘|___Sunan Otro, FPR __ F1-LELEDB--

‘(Name of Counsel)

A

—_ - -
plEa  >LE— GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L___INOLO CONTENDERE, L___INOT GUILTY & 'E:g? )
there is a factual basis for the plea, - Py
| - Jack €. Bilver, Clerk
, L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged u. '_ mﬂﬂlﬁ’ m

There being a finding/wesdicg of _ o & T i .

_ U cunry. A o - ; %

_ Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense f ol ' : 1 g

-FINDWG & Section 2314, as charg ed :r: E:SS);ndiazizgtyin?‘?ﬁt'fm*z"Titla 18 G.8.Co %‘ :

_

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pranounced. 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

-

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

POUR (4) YFARS,

IT IS PURTEER ORDERED that the defemdant may become elipible for
parole at such time a5 the Parole Commission mey deternine as
provided under T. 18, U.5.C.,, Sec. 4203(b)(2). B

SPECIAL IT IS FURTHER ORDFRED that the execution of sentence is deferred
CONDITIONS until 12:00 noon on Marech &, 1987, at which time the defandant

OF ie to report te deaignated insetr
ution.
PROBATION . . — & . :
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. ’
& 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.
' . CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY-ON
SIGNED BY | THIS DATE
I—-!—I, U.S. District Judge _
) < ) . o e , By— - — - — - - —— — — =
L1 us. Magistrate = BT L R I A e s ] C
. - e LERK
JAHES 0. TLLISOK 1-23-87 )
/ Date J { )DEPUTY




-ates of Americavs. = . United, States District Court for

e e e —— — ————— | L-RORTRERT—DISTRICTOF BELARONA———!
DEFENDANT
LIepey neaw RILL e —e————— ol DOCKETNO ~——fiem | BH-CE-356%9=-2 // 1

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER oz
In the presence of the attorney fér the government o ..h :; MONTH DAY YEAR ;:
the defendant appeared in person on this date . ;-_J_ 1 23 37 & g‘

COUNSEL Ll 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.

L WITH COUNSEL |_Jfén_l.6,aa,_c.c_,_.5.pm_ _____________ I
. ” {Name of Counsel) ) o ’3 L E D
PLEA Ly GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L__ INOLO CONTENDERE, L___INOT GUILTY &
there is a factual basis for the plea, ISR 1567
) LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is dischargef} »y Jagk C. Silver, Clerk
There being a finding/verdict of oMy " BIST k
o | mgi_* LX_1GUILTY, " g U! 3 MHNCT GOUR‘IJ_E
mmw-& .| Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of haviog viola t‘hd ’fit je 21, U.S8.C., s,i’
\ gectioms B8431(a)(1) and 844(a), ss charged in Counth 1 and 3 of the '
JUDGMENT
. Indictment,
-/ ' A

} The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be-proncunced. 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 -

SENTENCE
oR o COURUTI —- FOUR (4) YEARS .
PROBATION , : -
ORDER COUNT 3 - OXE (1) YEAR, to rum concurrently with sentence impomed
in Ceount 1. A

17 1S FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant mey become eligible for
parole at such time ae the Parole Commission may deternine ae

SPECIAL provided in ¥, 1§, U.5.C., Sec. 4205(w)Y{(2).

CONDITIONS _A ,

m::m" 1T IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant pay an sssessment of

$75.00.

ADDITIONAL 1n 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.

) > The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney Genera!l 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.
PR, CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
THIS DATE

l_!_J U.S. District Judge

L__! us Magistrate- L g LI L i - : ‘( )CLERK

) b
JAMER O.E'.JZI,ISOR 1-23~-87 . ( JDEPUTY

Date
‘
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE~omny COUNT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
JAN 2 3 18/ (}

Jack €. Siwer, Ciori
J. S, DISTRILT <OL~:

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vSs.

JERRY DEAN HILL,

Defendant. No. 86-CR~-169-F

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 Two, Four, and Five of the

Indictment against JERRY DE4N HILL, defendant.

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

Zeard 0 gl
Assistant United‘éééffﬁ%ﬁttorney

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.

Unite%&?ﬁates District Judge

Date: <Y 23,4597
rd



United States of America vs. . Uni tates Distl'ict ‘ Coul't for
1L j __NORTHE STRICT QF QFLARCMA |

DOCKET NO. ——ieee— 36-‘32-—135»}; //- w

In the presence of the attornay for the government _ : MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date : — 1 ey 87 &

TS Al o
[ - - r uiied

: . EoE Ly . : ‘
L WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to couhsél asked whether defendant desired to have .
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon whlved assistanceof counsel.  ~

“LXZ_J WITHCOUNSEL |__Larty GHLileksor, Batained s

(Nnme of Counsel)

PLEA LX.J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L__JiNOLO CONTENDERE L NﬁIIJLLw

there is a factual basis for the plea,

i1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

There being a finding/vesdiciof x _ }
_ L= I GUILTY. N s '

Defendant has been convncted as charged of the offense(s) of h‘vins 71 gﬂ‘«gbd 1‘9{; ;
% Section 1344, ae charged in counts one thtou;@%ve of the Indictn&

b
e,

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

-/

\ 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 defendanl is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment fora perlod of

SENTENCE . _ %
| cOUNTS 1 -5 - RREE (D) TRARS. 2259 S1Eh S2RREAcE°TRS.L tEE%te
PROBATION
DRDER
I? YIS FERTHER ORDERED that the defendant may becowe #ligibhle for
parole at such time as the Parcle Commission may determiane as
provided in T. 18, U.S5.C., Sec. 4205(B)Y(2).
SPECIAL
~ CONDITIONS 1T IS FUETHRR ORDERED that the execution of sentcnce 1 deferred ontil.
OF 12:00 noon on March 3, 1937, at which time the dafendant is to report

PROBATION . | “to designated institution.

IT IS PURTRER ORDERED that the de fgndant make restitution in the amounat -
of 5738,547.19 and pay an assessment in total of $250.00. .
ADDITIONAL In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions: of probation set out off” thc <
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.

The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, 1t is ordered that the Clerk deliver

COMMITMENT placement st FCI, Fr. Horth Texas and that the a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN- defendant be al lowed to have har baby at a and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
DATION private h08p1t!1 near igstitution. shalprotherquahfledoff;cer.
' ) CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY-ON
SIGNED BY THIS DATE
LL' U.S. District Judge T
R R By— = = = = — — — — — — =
Ll us magistrate - ;a‘-fsw;f’?e SR LA e & | { )CLERK
Jamew O. Fllimsonm I :
- Date 1-23-87 ) ( )DEPUTY




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 4 C-EN COUFRT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA .
JAN 2 G 1967

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Jort €. Sitror, Clark

3. SISTRICT CoeaT

'
i )
Lowheotbind o

Plaintiff, .
vS.

RUBY A. BROOKS,

e Nt T M et Y N gt

Defendant. No. 86-CR-105-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 Counts Six through Twelve of the

Indictment against RUBY A. BROOKS, defendant.

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

L]

sgistan nited 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.

Unite tates District Judge



snited stff s e - Laited nies Jistmer UGUrt ior
' . NORTHERN ISTRICT OF WKLAHOMA

]
e e e et e e e o o e i e s | ot — ki 0 e e e e ]

SOCKET MO ——iiimem 1 §6—CR-112-06-C .

i the presence of tne attorney ior the government | MONTH DAY YEAR
Y ine cerendant appeared in person on tnis date -._l 01l 22 1087
COUNSEL L WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to have
counsei appontad by the court and the detendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.
| %, wiwcounser __Jack M. Short, appointed_  ___ L A——
/ iNavme of Couniei)
T =i
X GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L____INOLO CONTENDERE, | ___INOLGUILYY .0/
PLEA . )
there is a factual basis for the plea,
_— o .
L. 1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/ e XXXof
F__Gunry.
. Detendant has been convicted as charged of the ofiense(sj of having violated Title 21, U.S.C.,
e L §843(b) as charged in Counts 1 and 2 of the Superseding Information.
SJORMENT
-/
\ The court asked whether defendant nad anything to say why judgment shouid not be pronounced Because no suificient cause to the contrary
z was siiown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant zuiity as charged and convicted and ordered that: The detendant is
nereby commtied to the custody o1 the Attorney General or his autnorized representative for impnisonmentior a penod of
SENTENCE _ ‘
0 L Count 1 - Two (2) Years, together with a Special Assessment
i
FROBATION in the amount of $50.00.
ZRDER .

Count 2 - Two (2) Years, to run concurrent with the sentence
imposed in Count 1, together with a Special Assessment in the amount
of $50.00.

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
F
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL In addition to the special conditions o1 wiabation imposed above, it s hereby wederad that the general conditions of probation set out on the
CONDITIONS ceverse stde o1 this wdgment Be sapored The Court imay change the conditions of probation. reduce or extend the period of probation, and
iiF ot any time dunng the probaton sennd or wittin d maximum probahon penod of frie years cermited by law, may ssue g warrant and
PROBATION rovoke probation for a viclation cocurnng durnng tne prosation penod.
\
& The cour! urders commitment to the custody ot the Attorney Generai and recommends. it s orderad that the Uleck dehiver
COMMTMENT a cerutied copy of this judgment
AECOMMEN- and commitment to the U.S Mar-
DATION shal or ether qualitied officer.
-_ /
SMENED BY

L_..X_J U S District judge

l...__.} U S Magistrate -
H. . January 22, 1987

Dat —

R08




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ORLABEOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, IN OPEN COURT

Plaintiff, AN 29 1087

Jack C. Silver, Clerk

U.S. DISTRICT COURT

)
)
)
)
vs. )
)
RICHARD Z. WARD, )

)

)

Defendant, No. 86-CR-112-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, the United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma hereby moves
to dismiss with prejudice the Indictment filed August 6, 1986,

against RICHARD Z. WARD, defendant.

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
Upised States Attorney

For the filing of the foregoing motion to dismiss the

Court hereby orders dismissal of the requested Indictment.

UNITED STATES JUDGE

Date: January 22, 1987



United States of America vs. — Uni : stam Distfict " Coul't for -

® . THE_HORNEERS DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMZL |

e e e e Y e R e e e

E0LSOR . MUBER | | 86~CE~165-B% L

JUDGIVIEI\:T AND

T * - R : TR RN
In the presence of the attornay for the government o e e {oNTH L “TAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date —=— e i e | B g &6

" L—J WITHOUT COUNSEL . However the court advised defendant of. vight to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to, have
counsel appointed by the court and the detendarit:thereupoh waived assistance of-counsels~ . - e

L&, Robert lni . vsooth Retaiped Coungel : -
WITH COUNSH TR L Ae 2R '____._.__.... etk S — e —
I_ i © (Name TofCounsel) o F T I -E-—B
PLEA L.X X)) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L INOLO CONTENDERE, |L___INOT GU"'TI]A N 2 1 1987

there is a factual basis for the plea,

dﬁiwwm

__.\ . . .
. . L___! NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/v¥rdict of . U Q‘ iﬁm m
s TR LR - h l:.‘—J GUIlTY - :‘ 'A el gy ma et hAeeeoam e B LAt il B . e

FIDING & 'Defendant has been convicted as charged of the of‘rensefs] of naving -violated 1‘1*.‘.1& 18, U.S «Cuy

moemenT [ Section 287 & 2 as charged in ‘the five' count iddictwest.

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment’ should not be- pronounced Because no sdfflClent cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guifty as charged and convpcted and ordered that: TREXGE SN HEX
mmﬁmﬂmﬁﬁmﬁmﬂmﬁﬁﬁw =

SENTENCE
Count 1 - Imposition of sentence ia suapanuec. -and:the Defendant is

PROBATION placed on probation for a period of Six {6) months with a
ORDER _ B :?,y&c_ia;_conult; on of probation that the Defendant ba confined
, in the Salvation Army Pre—-helease Center for a period of
. FPour (4) months anc a $50.00 Spacial Assessment. :
Counta 2,3 .4845 < Imposition of sentence is-suspended and tne- Befendant
is placed on propation for a period of Four and one half

SPECIAL (4 & 1/2) years to run consecutive to the sentenceé imposed
mgm_us - in Count 1 and a $52.03 Special Assessment as to each count.
PROBATION

“13- IS PURTHER ORDLRED that the- mfcndant make restitution as ulrﬂctea
by tile U.S. Probation Cffice. ‘ne awmount of restitution to be
- uetermne\. in a furtiier order of tiis Court.

el et e

ADDITIONAL In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general condltlons 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 g revoke probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.

The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, 1t is ordered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT . N . a certified cop,y_of this” judgment’
RECOMMEN. | Aeprroved.as to form: ‘ and comm%e%@g the U.S..Mar- -
DATION . _ "{ shalor othe{hﬁ |flmoff|¢r : )
Ll - : L : CERTIFIEDASATRI:IE%@]WOH '
———“ ¥renk k. HMcCarthy, AUSE . b 3?
SIGNED BY 'n-nsn ATE "{' ;o_,f‘.:‘
istri fo:;
Lo us. District Judge - ) _‘_ j . ,{{%}f“\: g
. C . T o BV— — =-r V § -
L} u.s. magistrate - " _ : S : ’ . ] . /
THOMAL Foo oPRed Date ~&1-37 |




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

EARMON CRAVEN,

Defendant. No. 86-CR-163-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, the United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma hereby moves
to dismiss with prejudice the Indictment against EARMON CRAVEN,

defendant.

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 Indictment.

(Signed] H. Dale Conk
United States District Judge

Date:




AMerica vs. o UW Statu Dislﬁct ‘COIIl‘t for

L .NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA |

tnited States c

P S— P S LR

DOCKET NO ~—dmme | 86—-CR-89-02-C i

in the presence of the attorney for the government ‘ MONTH DAY YEAR

the defendant appeared in person on this date ! 07 21 1987

COUNSEL L1 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 counsel. T

LX jwarmcounsel | Wesley Gibscn, Federal Public Defender 4
{Name of Counset)
MEA L% _J GUILYY, and the court being satisfied that L_-__INOLO CONTENDERE, L___INOYGUILYY
hare is a factual basis for the phea,
—_— o

LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged

Theve being & finding /N2 of
LX | GUILTT.

. Defemdant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s)ot having violated Title 21, U.S.C.,

> §§841(a) (1) and 846, as charged in Count 1 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 adiudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney Cenera: or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

SENTENCE
oR s Two (2) Years, together with a Special Assessment in the
amount of $50.0
PROBATION 3 0.
ARDER
T BRI
i )
SPECIAL s RER
CONBITIONS S ek
OF
. i {,; v ' ‘:.:'} EJ‘:. rad
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 conditionsof 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 occurrning during the probation period
> The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, it is ordered that the Clerk detiver
COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN- and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
DATION shal or other qualified officer.
—_—
SHGNED BY
LE_J us Dstrict judge
L1 us. Magistrase
DALE COOK Oate January 21, 1987,

.G




United States of America vs - UnitﬂLStam Dm Cou.l't for

DOCKET NG —-dmmem | 86—CR=168-C e ]

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

the defendant appeared in person on this date = 01 15 1987

COUNSEL L WITHOUT COUNSEL However the cour: 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.

L% wirmcounsel | _Susan Otto, Federal Public Defender - I___E_
(Mame of Counsel) F 1 —BJ
LX) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that [ INOLO CONTENDERE, L__ _INOTGUILTY
MEA Hwaee is a factual basis for the piea, JAN 1 5 1987!
. 1’
) L___1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged Jack C. 3'}"6“,‘3‘,‘?!’:‘
There woing a finding /¥EXHH of U.s. DISTRICT \-O'V--r
L¥_cunrr.
. Defendant has been convicted as charged of the cffense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.S.C.,
> §472, as charged in Counts 1 through 9 of the Indictment.
SUDGMENT
—
Y

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment shauld not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the coust adjudued the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attoraey Generé | or his authorized representative for imprisonmaent for a period of

SERTENCE Count 1 - Three (3) Years.

Hm;;mu Counts 2 through 9 - IT IS ORDERED that the imposition of sentenc
GRDER is hereby suspended and the defendant is placed on probation for a
period of Five (5) Years, to commence upon expiration of sentence
imposed in Count 1.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant shall pay a Special
SPECIAL Assessment in the amount of $50.00 as to each count, for a total of
CONOITIONS $450.00. Further, the defendant shall make restitution in the amount

oF of $1,800, in such amounts and at such times as set out by the Probation
rresaTON | Office.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the execution of sentence is deferred

until February 23, 1987, 9 a.m., at which time defendant shall surrender

- directly to the designated institytion ag directed by the Attorney
ADDITIONAL IrGener a':.l'l'te thxﬂpghmt—henp}lgaaumq f;.JRr%S).OnSJ i mérI%d g\’&eq"},ﬁ%fﬂq oﬁfﬁon??ﬁ%%ba%&&e %E\Cég fhe

CCNDITIONS raverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court mav change the corditionsof prebation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and
OF at any time during the probation peried or wihin 4 maxumam probation peried of five vears permitted by law, may issue a warrant and
PROBATION revoke grobation for a viclation occurring during the pre bation period
> The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, It i1s 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 é |
L3 Us. District e
b us Magistrase '

H. Dale Cook e January 15, 1987,

7.



e e e ———— I LMORTHERNE

United States oflAmerica V5. E ' Uni 7‘ tates Distl'ict Coul't for

COUNSEL | L1 WITHROUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel ana. asked whether defendant desired to have
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel. - -+
LZ IWITHCOUNSEL | __Susan Otto, F¥®0L e S g
- {Name of Counsel) i =
I_Z_J] GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L. INOLO CONTEN6ERE, L__INOTGUILTY -
PLEA . . L1 T pm
there is a factual basis for the plea, : J,i,_ iy 1 o i0h
-_ﬁ : . - !
_ LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged - i
There being a finding/vardigt of - - oy
: X _GuILTy. 7 o
FNDINE & Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s}of hawing vielated Title 18, UV.S8.0.,
\. Seftton 1341, as charged {n Count 1 of the Indictment.
JUDGMENT ¥
\ The court fed whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficieﬁ;t,cause to the contrary
was showfi, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The: defendantyis
| hershpeommistedtothermotnekthorttarae Gerrilyane xutheuadranraer it vy formarnarn enk iRvey Rdot
SENTENCE . _
OR > COUNT 1 - The imposition of sentence 1z suspendéd and the defendant
. PROBATION is hersdy placed on probation for a periloed of THREE (3)
ORDER YEARS from this date. \L '
c:'ﬁ%'is 1T IS GRDERED that the deferndant make restitution i the amount of
oF $1,576.00, in payments azddetermined dy the Probation o ffice.
PROBATION Defendant 18 to pay assesswent of $50.00.
ADDITIONAL Véddition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions jof probation set out on the
CONDITIONS |{-feverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions ojjprobation, reduce or extend t & period of probation, and
OF 47 at any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permittediby law, may issue a warrant and
PROBATION revoke probation for a violation occurring during the probation period. {ff
The court orders commitment to the eustb%y of the Attorney General and recc:rn_mer:uf’sv,-vfj:’gi ™1t is ordered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT il i a certified copy ‘of this judgment
RECOMMEN- - AR and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
DATION - ' e A shal or other qualified officer.
S A -
' NS CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY-ON
SIGNED BY i ' ) THIS DATE
LX__I u.s. District Judge _ .
‘ By—m — - - — = - — — = — —
L1 us. Magistrate - _ Lo e "'":"""“""‘"é 7 ' ( JCLERK
Jameaf,_ﬂ. Ellison Date i-15-1 ( JDEPUTY

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

N

TavnieTr DX Am_7._| .
__________ | DOCKETNO ~—dmwm— | 8€~CR-324~E , i

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER rors 0

MONTH DAY YEAR

1 15 87




UNITED STATEE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Py
- B

0 OPEN COUNT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, .
JAN 15 183/

Plaintiff,

Jack C. Siwer, Clarl;
250 DISTRILC T 0LeT

V8.

JEFFREY M. FUTRELL,

it Nt Nl Sl ot St St S sl

Defendant. No. 86~-CR-124-E

MOTION ANLD 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 Two through Eight of the

Indictment against JEFFREY M. FUTRELL, defendant.

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

Asslistant 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.

: ”u)(/ %/ff‘-f__ir;-
1 ed States District Judge

Date: //%5/5L/




Jnited States of America vs. — United_,,ﬁtat&ﬂ District Court for

NORTHERN LSTRICT OF OKLAHOMA '

e e e ————————————— i ——— | e e e e —— g

JEFENDANT _ DOROTHY RUTH RIDDLE

| oockerno ——@mm | 86=CR=BL=C ..co o oo

Ed

dan et

In the presence of the attorney for the government o . MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date — 01 13 1987

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

L X withcounser (__ William R. Edmison, appointed . _ —d
reams of Counset)
A L_X 1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that t . INOLOCONTENDERE, L__INOTGUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea,
—
LI MOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/werbtxof
X Gunry. o
. Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s)of having violated Title 18, U.S5.C.,
> §1071, as charged in the Superseding Information.
-_—

) 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-teferdaneis

-hareb#-ﬁm&tﬁc&te-t-ha-@uykpdy-d%HﬂMan»his—aebhwm«d#eﬂmmwdeﬂ o el e ol o
SENTENCE '
OR IT IS ORDERED that the imposition of sentence is hereby

PROBATION ~ suspended and the defendant is placed on probation for a period
ORDER of Eighteen (18} months.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant shall pay a
Special Assessment in the amount of $25.00. }? 1: ]; — ii)
_ =g

PwoBATION o . JANT 31967

Jack C. Silver. QI :
WS, DISTLLCT 0L/

ADDITIONAL In addition to the special conditions of probation impcsed 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 @ maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and

PROBATION Lrevokc probation for a violation occurring during the probation period

The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, It 15 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.
P
HGNED BY
Lil U5 District Judge )
. us Magistrate ’ l k 1
H. Dale QO
oare January 13, 1987

gt‘




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, P [ L E D
Plaintiff, IN OPEN COUTT

POROTHY RUTH RIDDLE, Jack C. Silver, Clark

)
)
)
)
. ) a3
)
} U.S. DISTRICT COU'T

Defendant. No. B86-CR-81-C

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(z) 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, the felony Indictment

in this case, against DOROTHY RUTH RIDDLE, defendant.

‘e o 3
T e g AT { L2y L1

ASSlStant United States Attorﬂey

Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED.

H. DALE COOK
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Date: January 13, 1987



United States of America vs, - . - - Unite tates Distﬁct Court for

L . _ | WBE_T_‘_?_’E_!_{_’_%_ _“‘!'_RL{‘;!_{“? ORLARGHA

DEFENDANT

L WAYNE LEE RORERTSON | DOCKETNO.——dmem— | 86-CR-165-% /_,/ |

In the presence of the attornay for the government | WONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date | . 7 87

COUNSEL L WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked v;rhether defendant desired to have
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

LE_JwiTHCOUNsEL |_ K4 Morrisom, Ct. Apotd, __ ___ ELL_ E_-IL

(Name of Counsel}

PLEA LZ 1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L— JNOLO CONTENDERE, L INOT GUI[TUAN 7 19
: there is a factual basis for the plea,
Jack C. Silver, Ci:-%¢
- N . ~——— -
' L____3NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged - US. DISTRICT CCL..
There being a finding/verdiekof
WK __IGUILTY. _ Lo

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s)of having violated T itie 1 g, B. 5.

FNDINGE | g . tiom 659, as charpged in the Indictwment.
JUDEMENT , v

r

T\ 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: e fafongdantis

thmﬁﬁmmmshsﬁ@wm'mbmmMaﬂ nepcasaniodve oL ERHEINTER (PaPRInt el
SENTENCE

OR > The imposition of sentence 18 suspended and the defendant is= hereby
PROBATION placed on probation for a period of TNREE (1) YEARS from this date.
" ORDER
IT IS FURTHER ORDEEFD that the defendant make #destitution of 31,050.00
iz payments as determiomrd by probation and pay §50.00 sssegement.

SPECIAL IT IS FURTVYER QBQEREE%}hat defendant recelve ocet-patisat counseling.
CONDITIONS N
OF g .
PROBATION . R
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 mav 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 L 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.5. Mar-

DATION : shal or other qualified officer.

' CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY-ON
_  /
SIG:ED o ] THIS DATE
L_X | us. District Judge

. - . .. ;':' R o 7 BV ____________
L_.—1 U5 Magistrate . T e } { JCLERK

" Jameg ©., Xllison Y727
Date 1 { )DEPUTY




United States of America vs. .

DOCKET NO. = | 86~ r‘n 9{5 03 - |

In the presence of the attorney for the government S el 2 MONTH ] !'..b‘:(Y
: fendant ared in person on this date ' e LA I ML R )
the defendant appe p —S— :'_.__ 1 ) 8"

L | WITHOUT COUNSEL . However the court advised:defendant of right to counsel-and asked 7whetﬁer defendant desiréd t'd' have
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant theréupon Waived' assistance of-counsel. -~

PR Y wegi- 1 J&y Shields, Retalozae . ] )
L FWITHCOUNSEL | __ = _.._.._..B_i N —_——
N ) . (Name of Counsel) -L E_ -

¥
PLEA L GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L____INOLO CONTENDERE, L.___.I‘rm GU,?.T@BT
there is a factual basis for the plea,

Y ' ' Silver, Clerle
L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged Jock C|STR1CT ’CO e
There being a finding/¥erdid of . Us. D
GunTy., . =

i Defendant has been conwcted as .c.harged of the ofiense{s] of HlVﬂl ﬂ' “vi ol aked Ti'{lﬁm 2 ]3 T.8.C, »

ANDINGE | sectien #43(k), as charged in Count 2 of the Indictment. , .
JUDGMENT | DA TR R R e AR .
—_

. . . I Tl e R j._:,'f- R '.‘;.I -
1 The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be proncunced. 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 ot his authorized representative for impristinment for a period of *

SENTENCE L | o X
OR > COUNT 2 ~ THRE® (3) YEARS., = R o
PROBATION _ o N S o
ORDER 17 18 FURTUYR NRNFPED THAT the deféndant may become eligitde for

.. pAYOje at sueh_time ag the Parole Commission may deternine as

nrovided 4a. T. 18, U.S8.C., Seec. 620_5(!3)(‘;2),' and _pay’ A FIRI of
33,960.'3&. : '

SPECIAL

CONDITIONS 17T IS FURTHEE OPDERED THAT the execution of sentence in deferred
OF ‘unti) 12:00 noonn on February 5, 1947, at whieh time the defeadant
PROBATION |  is to raport to designated institution,

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 Iaw may. issue a warrant and -
PROBATION L revoke probation for a violation occurring during the protation 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.
CERTIFIED AS A TRL!E COPY-ON
SIG;EDI\' ] THIS DATE
I 1 us. District Judge ’
: R T PR By—m — - — — — — - — — = =
L} U.s. Magistrate L <A 1 ' { )CLERK
Javegs . F11lmou T—-7- 137

Date 3 ' { JDEPUTY




United State

s of America vs.

COUNSEL

PLEA

FANDING &
JUDGMENT

SENTENCE

PROBATION
" ORDER

(y

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS

PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

In the presence of the attorney for the government

the defendant appeared in person on this date
L1 WITHOUT COUNSEL

X | wiTH COUNSEL |

DOCKET NQ. =—=jilitnee- |

JUDGMENT AND PROBATIbN/COMMITMENT ORDER :o:s0m

SRRICF—HF—DE
$6-CR~

tates District Court for

133-:

L_Z_J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that
there is a factual basis for the plea,

> Section 1341,

There being a finding/yggiqt of

LI NOT GUILTY, Defendant is discharged

L__JGUNTY.

P

{Name of Counsel}

*

4;%—

MONTH

¥

DAY

1 7

YEAR
~R7

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s)of % gvin g 71 olarted ‘I':I_t ie 18

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 assi

"L ED

L—INOLO CONTENI;ERE L___iINOT GJM 7 :!987[?

Jack C. Silver, Czr't
Us DISTRICT COL...

7.58.C.,

as charged in Count 1 of the Indicteent.

date,

£ RL

CODHT 1 - The iwmposition of sentence is suspended and tbg
is hereby placed on probnt!on for a period of" !IVE {5) YEARS
from this ‘

1

o ~o

1

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment shoutd 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: T¥Ed M %

ety X et S0 LISt X et Korme K S erak ov Rte AuhTie criXepIe se Rt i AR SR W o 2 ReEN okt

‘defendant

<
IT I8 PURTRER QRLFEED rhat the ﬂefendant pay restitution of $1 635.00,
snd a $50.00 assesgment.

In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and
at any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and
revoke probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.

_

SIGNED BY

L_..x.l U.S. District judge

L..__] U.S5. Magistrate

v i

PR s WA

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

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.5. Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.

_ THIS DATE

.Jamas

0. F1lisears

B3
&

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY-ON

(. JCLERK
{ JDEPUTY




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

VS.

WILLIAM D. HARPER,

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE IEIL E
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA OPEN COURT

i
\-iAn P‘“ 2N

[ Ry

Jack C Silve ,
LS, DISTRICT co

Plaintiff,

L el S R R I )

Defendant. No. B6-CR-133-E

o
ORDER EéR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 43(a) of the PFederal 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 through Twenty-one of the

Indictment in this case, filed September 4, 1986, against William

D. Harper, defendant.

Date: /-

Asslstant Unite;?Ltates Attorney

Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED.

37

JAMES 0. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

7577




United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

PLEA

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

—_—
)

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
OADER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

-V

SIGNED BY

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER .0

“Uni

LNDBRTHEE

States District Court for

YISTEICT OF OVLAHNWFA . .1,

DOCKET NO. ==—={iiinn- |

E6~CR-17 3T S—

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

MONTH DAY YEAR

| 5 g7

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.

__ Vesley Johnson, Cr. Apptd.

[Name of Colnsel)

o

L___I WITHOUT COUNSEL

_________ —_———— e e

Lse—J WITH COUNSEL

P,

2

;

T,

L INOT GUILTY

T

LX 1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that
there is a factual basis for the plea,

L INOLO CONTENDERE,

{1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/vgrgigyof ' _

L% ) GUILTY. (
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of

Section 2113(s),

having violated Title 18,
as charged 1w the Indlctment.

7.8.C.,

R

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 Ceneral or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

THELVE (12) YFARS.

IT IS YURTHER ORPERED that the defendant may heceme elipible for
pareole at such time as the Farcole Commiselior wmay deterrine as
provided im T. 18, B.$5.C., Sec. &4205(d»)(2),

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that defendant pay $50.00 asgessment.

In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce-or extend the period of probation, and
at any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and
revoke probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.

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

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

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY-ON

_THIS DATE

b ¥ us. oistrict Judge

L...._.J U.S. Magistrate

{ )CLERK
{ JDEPUTY

Bllison

Janesn ?.




Jnited State

s of America vs.
e e W ————— |

R RIGEMIE— I ———————— !

Unite tates District Court for

FEORTUER N IS RO O O AROMA |
DOCKET NO. —=fiiime '—-Bé—&ﬂ-—-l—&-ﬁ—-F—fi—J

PLEA

R

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

—
N

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
DRDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

COMMITMENY
RECOMMEN-
DATION

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

" JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER <010

MONTH DAY YEAR

i

L WITHOUT COUNSEL

L1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that
there is a factual basis for the plea,

There being a finding/vggi_ft of
T UL ey, -
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of

> Section 2113(a),

TWELVE (12) YEARS

1T IS PURTHEER OBRDERED that
parcle at such time as the
provided ia T, 18, 0.8.C.,

IT I8 FURTHER ORDERED that

L—_INOLO CONTENDERE,

L1 NOT GUILLTY. Defendant is discharged

S 1 5 7 = -

]
However the court advised defendant of right to counsel anJ asked whethet defendant desired to have &
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived ‘assistance of counrsel -

L | WITH COUNSEL I_J’_as;ayﬁm;a-r-{‘-ﬁu—&pﬁs-d
am:

_______ EIL E L

e of Counsel)

L—INOTGUPAN 5 iC87 ,w
Jack C Theee O
US DISTi: :T ::,v_.'._...i

naviang vula:ed Titie 18, v.8.C.,

&g cbarycdiﬂ the Iudictmant.

The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be-pronounced. Because no sufflc:ent cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and conwcted 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

the defendant may become eligible for
Parole Commiseion may determine as
Sec., 4205(B)(2).

the sentnmme imvosed in this case will
run concurrently with the seatence imposed in case 36-CR-173-%F.

- IT I8 FURTHER ORDERED that defendant pay $50.00 assesnment.

In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and
at any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation .period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and
revoke probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.

. )

SIGNED BY

I.___‘l:_l U.5. District Judge

L1 us ™Ma

P B £ el

gistrate

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

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

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

THIS DATE

Jaae,{ 0. Ellison

Date

! : «( JCLERK

}DEPUTY

b
H
Wy

-&7

] (




United States of Americavs.

e h < s

LIACE YLIKGE® ' |

il i, S S e AT ——— . L) e TP . St SrA— —|—— —

In the presence of the attornzy for the government - : ' ' MONTH DAY VEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 1 " a7

| " i £
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 thereupoen waived assistance of counsel.

LEZ 1 wiTHCOUNSEL |__Jay Shields, Retalned ______ & _F_.__........;.,n;.._.____l
(Name of Counsel) k.
PLEA LX_ 3 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L _INOLO CONTENDERE, L_.JN(PAﬁUI . ~ .
there is a factual basis for the plea, <87
-.a po LL c f
\ L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged s, J'ST. - l-f- .
There being a finding/vgrdiet of , RO O

—Eigunry. oo B
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 21, U,%.0..%

ANDINES | c.crion 841(b), as charpged in Count 2 of the Indictment.
- JUDGMENT ¥

—

Yy 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

SEN;ENGE COUKT 2 ~ THREE (3) YZARS.
R
>

PROBATION | vy 1S FURTHEE ORDEEED that the defendant may ¥ecome elipible for

N

ORDER parole at such time as the Parole Commission may determine ade
provided in Y. 18, ¥.5.C.., Seec. élﬂ&ﬂé) (2), and pay ) FIEE of
£3,000.90,
1T IS FORTOEERE ORDERED that rthe execut 1on ef sentence 15 deferred
SPECIAL until 12:50 noon on February %, 1987, at whick time the defendant
conpitions | 15 to report to designated #nztitution.
OF
PROBATION
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 probaticn 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.5. Mar-
DATION shal or other qualified officer.

CERTIVFIED AS A TRUE COPY.ON

 THIS DATE
U.S. District Judge '

U.5. Magistrate S o J
James . Fllimon IEENEE Y ( )CLERK
Date ] [ JDEPUTY




1L E &
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE ¢ -

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs.

JACK KLINGLER,

Defendant.

(N TN COURT

No. 86-CR-98-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

Indictment against JACK KLINGER,

of the Federal Rules of Criminal
endorsed hereon, the United
District of Oklahoma hereby moves
One, Three and Four of the

defendant.

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attormney

Huth Wl

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 Counts of the Indictment.

Date: /.3’/1’7

C el

United States District Judge
/




