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DEFENDANT

PLEA
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SIGNED BY

~ "Unitedgltates District Court for

L____________Q ___________ | |__NORTHERR WFSTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

__GABRIEL YRANCO-CARVAJAL | DOCKETNG ~—imm- | B6-CB=191-02-E -~ |

in the presence of the attornay for the government

the defendant appeared in person on this date — : ' S——

MONTH - _D'AY ) YEAR

8 ’2?8 - 87

X ) wiTH COUNSEL | _Jerry Truster, Retained

there is a factual basis for the plea,

LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/yerdick of '

&

L Lcunry.

\, 546 & 841(a)(1), as Bharged in Count 1 of tbe S8 Indict.mt.

< COUNT 1 - TWENRTY (20) YRARS.

4203(b) (2).

revoke probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.

——————————— —waems - EE D

I__X.J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L___INOLO CONTENDERE, L__INOT GAU‘G 2 8 1987 i

Jeek C. Snlver Clerk
u.s. D!STRICT COURT

- Defendant has been conwcted as charged of the offeansets) of hcving violatad 'l'itln 21. U s. C. . s:uction

K

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 o- his authorized representative for im pnsonme"ﬁt‘for a penod of

. IT 15 FURTHER ORDERED, that the defendant may become eligible for parole at such
time as the ?qulc Comnrission may determined as providod in 'r. 18, u.Ss. C., Ssction

IT I5 FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant p.y an mumut of $50.00.

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

l_..x._.l U.S. District Judge

L1 us Magistrate L

L. .J 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. :

3

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

It is ordéred that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.S. Mar-

shal or other qualified officer.

_ THISDATE

~JEFES U, ELLISOF §=26-57

Date

CERTIVFIED AS A TRUE COPY-ON

{ JCLERK
{ IDEPUTY




Jnited States of America vs. 6 United States DiStl'lCt Court for-

_______ } MEE.QJ _D.IS-‘EEI@-&—GKLM@A

DEFENDANT

~ BOCKET NO. ——— B7-—CR-9Q_B | |

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/C("V!-‘\’H"'!‘J! NT ORDER A0 205 1982

In the presence of the attorney for the government _ : MONTH DAY, _ YEAR _
the defendant appeared in person on this date : ' P | S R
. ‘ . 08 28 R0

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 théreupon waived assistance of counsel. :

t__&wnﬂcouusn I_J_lﬂn_.e_q_ﬁmallxﬂada..ﬁei:amai!;omalF I—L _E_.D___:

{Name of Counsel)

L XXI GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L JNOLO CONTENDERE, I Nﬁwlyg 1987

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
- . : > ' Jock C. §; Iver,
_ L NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged ‘U.S. DISTRICT Cgfsrk
There being a finding/verdigt of § _ RT
' LXX I GUILTY.

FINDING & . Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(sj of having viclated Title 18, U.s.C. , :
soement { Section 1241 as charged in the one count informatéon.

\ 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: hMg

- hmmWnMuﬁmmmmmmm
SENTENCE

PROBATION ~ Count 1 - Imposition of sentence is suspended and the Defendant is
ORDER placed on probation for a period of One (1) year.

SPECIAL - -
CONDITIONS

" ADDITIGNAL 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, . 1t.is ordered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT . 7 . - a certified copy of this judgment |-
RECDMMEN- ‘Approved /‘aﬁ !:tO Eom s and commitmént#o the 1).5. Mar-
DATION [ R 2 _ [ shalor other- quahf:edvof ger* '
S "' & .‘?‘d g /M: s £ 'h 5 :.'Ju-n- 'f
. T A SO SRt cepunzoAstu{c’omon 73
————  Xenneth P. Snoke, AUSA™ : . : WA A
l:"' ) :’Aﬁ /:"% ‘

SIGNED BY ' TH[S DATE.
Lxx.l' U.5. District Judge - ' .

1 U.S. Magistrate V : ] |
“THOMAS R. T'SR“' Y Date 8~28~-87 1 : ( Qﬁf’;UTY




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA F I L E D

AUG 26 1987

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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs.,

LARRY LEE COLE,

Tt Tt ! Nt Nkl g W e Vg

Defendant. No. 87-CR-24-B

MOTION AND ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 43(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 4, 5 and 6 of the Superseding

Indictment against the defendant LARRY LEE COLE.

TONY M. GRAHAM
United States Attorney

Cdoe | Do e

Assistant Uni}fed 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 4, 5 and 6 of the Superseding Indictment.

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT
United States District Judge

Date: Wa?é’, /96 7



United States of America vs. . = “Unite statw ' Distl'ict Coul't for
_ ‘ ' DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA |

DEFENDANT . :
L_DAREN PATRICK _ . _ _ __ . | bockeTno. —me— | S7-CR-19-B |

In the presence of the attorney for the government o RO NG FEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date . ' - RS
- - .08 25 87

L1 WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel apd asked whether defendant desired to-have .- -
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel. ... .

[(Mame of Counsel]

LXX) WITHCOUNSEL |_James _Lang, Retained Counsel _ __ _ _ _F_I__t;_E_',]j___:

LXX ) GUILTY, and thé court being satisfied that L____INOLO CONTENDERE, L___| Nomm
there is a factual basis for the plea, 3 25 1987

PLEA

| _ Jack C. Silver, Clerk
Ty L——! NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged U.S. DISTRICT COURT
There being a finding/vesticicof :

- _ . L XXM GUILTY.
FNDING & ‘: ; nt has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U S c.,
JUDGMENT ; Ot:l.on 1501 as charged in the one count information.

) The court asked whether defendant had anythrhg 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: Tlnjgm

_ﬁmm' RN ebr IORRIMRIER xR R MO RER s ROk B e RO ROR SERI SRR YOO R SeREE N SOKAR O R

OR rCount 1 - Imposition of sentence is suspended and the Defendant is
PROBATION . placed on probation for a period of Two (2) years, Fined
ORDER $2,000.00 to be paid as directed by the U.S. Probation
Office and a $25.00 Special Assessment.

SPECIAL
 CONDITIONS
PROBATION | e _ L

- 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. '

It is ordered -tﬁat the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN- and commitmeént to the U.5. Mar
DATION shat or other qua-!ifie;i pff"?h.r
CERHFIED AS mus COPYON,
— A Tatherine J J Hardin, AUSA “ : ; 9’7
SIGNED BY [ TH@EATE 5 & !

L. u.s Magistrate ’ dﬁﬂ”ﬁ*%ﬁaﬂ 71 e "?.»—?_"_’ }" - H R ,{?w,ﬁ

THOMAS R. BRETT  pue — 8<25-87 L bRty

XX} uss. District Judge A o i T A NNy
- s .,;_g-.,/m«aw 22




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FCR THE F: I I EE [)
RTHER DISTRICT QOF OKLAHOMA
NO N c IN OPEN COURT

AUG 251987

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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs.

DAREN PATRICK,

N Tt gt Nl ol Vet Nt i St

Defendant. No. 87-CR-19-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 the Indictment and Superseding Indictment

against the defendant DAREN PATRICK.

TONY M. GRAHAM
United ,States Attorney

.

Asslistant United ptates 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 and Superseding Indictment.

d/{y

United States District®Judge”

Date: églzg§L£97

B R 1
o



Inited States of America vs. . _ Unite tes District Court for

e e e O ——— | LBORTHERY
DEFEMDANT
L —ROHERT A HAMELPON- — — — — — e —— | DOCKETNO. ~——8e |__ 52 £8 0u B I
JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER oz
In the presence o)f the attornay for the government : : MONTH DAY ;EAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date - g g 37:

. : » : -
L— 1 WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel qn@asked whether defendant desired ta hav‘? . 1
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereuponvaived assistance of counsel. - o ’ ) !

‘L] WITH COUNSEL ' |_ Jack $allere,—Retatned————— —— — —— S e
: Jack—saHere,—Retatned— oot Courmeh : F I L E D
PLEA L X GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L JNOLO CONTENDERE, L__1NOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, AUG 2 5 1987 b
) L___1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged Jack C. Silver, Clerk
There being a finding/vgsgist of - U.S. DISTRICT COURT

LX IGUILTY.

FINDING & &DEfendamhaS been convieted as charged of the offense(s) of paying violated Title 21, U.S.C., Section |
JUDGMENT B41{a)(1), e&a charged in Count 2 of the Indictment. .

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be -pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary

was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted a_nd ord_e_ered 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 > COUNT 2 & KIGHTEEN (18) MONTHS

PROBATION

ORDER 1T 15 FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant may become aligible for parole at such

time a¢ the Parole Commission may determined as provided in T. 18, 0.5.C., Section
4205 (M {2). - : :
IT 1S FURTHER ORPERED that the defendant serve @HE (1) YEAR supervised release,

c::;%s to commence upon ralease from imprisounment. :

OF

PROBATION _x"r 15 FURTHER ORDERED that the execution of seuntence is deferred wntil 12:00 noon
. on September 15, 1587, at which time the dafendant is to report to designated
institution via his owm trassportation.

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 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 ) § . a certified copy of this judgment
AECOMMEN- placement at U.S. MSdical Center, Springfield, MO. and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
BATION shal or other qualified officer.
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY THIS DATE
l._..ﬂ U.5. District Judge
. * ) By— = = —m = = — — — — — =~
| LS. Magistrate - e | . { )ECLERK

JAMES O, ELLISON §-25-87 1 ( JOEPUTY

Date




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE .m EE E)
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA H I l—
’ w3 MeEN COURT

AUG 2 5 1987

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff, fark €. Sitver, Cleark

U. S. DISTRICT COURY

vs.

ROBERT A, HAMILTON,

L L N )

Defendant. No. B87-CR-60-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 with prejudice Count One of the Indictment against

ROBERT A, HAMILTON, defendant.

TONY M. GRAHAM
United States Attorney

Assistant United States Attorney

Ieave 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.

SY IAMIN £ ey

United States District Judge

Date: ¢/25/¢7




3 s A ‘f'%‘; L._/J"Ji‘{ 30"
}, _TEE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

EDITH MARIE TAYLOR—MACK & . 87 CR—82 B

[ - et et e e e o it i+ e et me o | RIS N

VXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX

il

= i "\ DR A0, e o el ey Tt : SN TH DAT TFAR
i e oiondart o By r R C— Ziks. F
{ohe e taant o I ? L 777 -
| | 08 25 87
CCUNSEL L'_J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of sight 12 counsel and asked whether d=fendant. desired to have

counsel appomted by the court and the defendant thercupon waived assistance of counsel.

LXX) witHcounseL |_Wesley Gibscn, Federal Public Defender

1
- [Namp m(oumen - F_I _-I E I

MLEA L XX GUILTY, ana the courr heing satisticd that L—inoto conTenpere, L iNoTountAUG 95 1987
there is a factual basis for the plea,

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
LI MOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged U.S. D,STR’CT COURT
There being a finding /XX of
XX S cunry.
N Defendant has been convicted as charged o1 the nffense(s) of hav1ng violated Title 18 , U.8.C.,
Section 641 as charged in the one count indictment.

SIDGMENT
—_—
G ot bl vbetner defendant Bao oo Lo La ey rademont Shion s not he oropnced e anse o sefficienl oo v the caontrary
; A sared T OHRE ot Tho e eed the derendant saitny oy chergedd g covetad and ordered that XXXXXXXXX
XXXXXX.X.XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX
LIHTENCE
3R .. Count 1 - Imposition of sentence is suspended and the Defendant is
PROSATION placed on prokation for a period of Four (4) yvears and a
[ADER $50.00 Special Assessment.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Defendant make restitution in the
amount of $5,617.00 as directed by the U.S. Probation Office.
SPECIAL
CUNDITIONS
aF
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL In addition ta the spedial conditions of probation imposed above it is hereby ordered that the goneral conditions of probation -et out on the
CONDITIONS reverse side of ths radgirent be imooved The Coan mav chamne the conditn s of omobatior seduce or astend the pertad o nrebation, and
Gr at any time duging ine probation senod o sethine U axenuil P0G ten e o tive ye s ermited by Lea, ey s 3 warrant and
FROBRATION renoke probation Lor wviobatien e rrin s durie e e yatec peresy!

L [ " . -

7 Phevourt orders commutment to the oL, o0 7 A58 ey Ciener, T sl Cmmmie ey, ; Poge rdered that the Uler donser
COMMITMENT Approved as to_form: [ certitied copy of 1 judgment
BECOMIAEN- —— and commitment to the LS Mar-

NATION {% + (?(1/%'{/\ shal or other qualitied ofbicer

/ Ben F. Baker, AUSA

SIGNED BY

XX | Us Distret udge

! S Magistrate

THOMAS R BRETT



I ; P, U B .
AR SEAT N LT el e JAlnr CLOEES BTt Lot jor
 THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

LARRY LEE COLE o L BZ_E}R-E 4-0 1-B N

R v n T e gl TR T i il e B
' D 4 XXXXXXXXXXXXXX N
'“ Yo the pracence of tha AXoimes of the goveinment

: = s tha atlorey S MorTH XY YEAR
i the defendant anpeared th norson on this date wa | g 21 87

el

COUNSEL L I WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whethes, .“tnrjiant Jesired t hab

counsel appointed by the court and the defendant the reupon waived assxstantr hcou
' (XX witncounseL | Jeffrey D, Fisher, Retained Counsel

{Name of Counsei} m 2 1 w

PR . o e . XX LT .

a > ¢ 4] 3 : IMOL NTENDERE, |22 INOTGU]LT

SLEA L] S FULTY' and the cou‘rr’r‘e ng satisfied that L INQLOCO? jac‘k C SIWEf CIe[k
there is a factual basis far the plea,

— U. S. DISTRICT COURT

jLX NOT CUILTY. Defendantis discharzed, as-to Count 3 of tha
There being axRx:/verdict of ¢ Suparseding Indictment,

{ X _.cunty, as to Count 1.
. Defendant has been convicted as charged of the affense(s) of having violated Title 21 s U.8.C,,
FNDING

wpement ¢ Scctions 846 & 841(a) (1) as charged in Count 1 of the Superseding
H :  Indictment.

Podhiether detendant Yad cnciinmg b g wrey jrthumeant should net be rronounced, Bacause ro sufticient cause to the contrary

arec ta the covart thae cort veoAderonaant ety sy ocharpen and cong

cted and ordered that: The defepdant s
Sk renreentative forimarisoraront for 3 period of

S THTI iR b Aty 1)

TENTENCE |
By 5. Count 1 - Four (4) years and a $50.00 Special Assessment.

PROBATION |

wmoeR |

1

SPECIAL
SORDITIONS
OF
PRCBATION
ADDITIONAL In addition 1o the special conditions of probation impaied above, it is herchy ordored that the general conditions of prohation set out on the
CONDITIONS reverse side of this iwdgment be onposed The i may change the conditions of probation, reduce or sxtend the penod of probation, and
OF sbany tine daring the probation period or wirtie g mavemaem prohation period of five vears permitted by law, may sssue @ warrant and
PREOPATION sevoke nrobation for g viclation oocurring -hmrm tha nrobat.an perod

’ The courg arders c ommitment

tythe cusrody o th e s ey Goneraf and recommends iy ordered that the Ciork deliver
W crtihied cony of thiv judpment
COMBMITHENT a tertifiee : !
b:::ﬁ?ﬁ;i&ﬂ- ved as and commitment to the U S Mar-
' DATION / shal or ather qualified officer,
N : v&fb\/ ,ﬂ/(z

Catherlne . Hardln
SIGNED BY

l_X__X._j U'S Dustrict Judge

L._l US Magistrate

" THOMAS R. BRETT 8-21-87




Jnited S;a;es of Americavs. . . . Unite axtates Distl'iCt Court for

DEFENDANT. _ =

— DAY, YEAR
21 87

L] WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel ard asked whether defendant desired to have l}
. i

. . ¥

&

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

counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance-of counsel

NSEL |01, B. & :
—XxJ w'TH COU ]_M&m’—mmtﬂ-—m;eﬁau;eﬁ-—————--——-F—T—]:—%—D

L_X J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that ~ L___INOLO CONTENDERE, L__iNOT GU“TAUG 21 1987 -

PLEA

there is a factual basis for the plea,
- Jock C. Silver,: Clerk
L_I NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged _ us DESTRLCT"COUR-T
There being a finding/ygsdigg of ‘ ‘ -
LEJIGUILTY. oo i .
FINDING & Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s} of having ’Viﬁht‘d ﬁth 18, U.S,C., Section ;§
_ 7 1708 & 2, as charged in count 3 of the Indim. R
JUDGMENT v
‘ . - ) ) - . :

' \ 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 ad;udged the defendant gurlty as charged and conv:cted and ordered that: Tmreiehemdeeics

SENTENCE
8 4 couwr 3 - The imposition of sentence is suspesded and the defendant is "horcby
"‘::;ET:’" placed on probation for a period of EIGHTEEN (18) NONTHS from tMs date.
IT IS FURTEER ‘thet the defendant pay saesessment of $50.00.
SPECIAL ‘ )
CONDITIONS IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant participate ian a drug program,
OF .
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL In addrt!on 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.S. Mar-
DATION shal or other qualified officer.
) CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPYON
SIGNED BY THIS DATE
l__} U.5. District Judge . ’
v T R _i-')?. ‘/: .K}-_‘;/g/",."___. e S By ————————————
L} us. Magistrate L e J { )CLERK

Date

JAMES 0. ELLISON 8-21-87 1 ( )DEPUTY




United States of America vs. . . Tk Unite . tates - Distl'ict Court for

DEFENDANT

e i _KRORTWERY_} _OF OKIABOMA _____ _ _ |
DOCKETNQ————| 87"““7:‘0” : 1

143

in the presence of the attorney for the govemment .
the deféndant appeared in person on this date ——— — . —

/K B

MONTH . _;,_Diw VEAR

-LXJ WITHCOUNSEL |_Robert S. lowery, Ct. Apptd.

—

1 {1 WITHOUT COUNSEL However the coust .ldwsed defendant. of- nght to counsel andgaskeg vhether defendant desired to have
: counsel appointed bv the court and the defendant thereupon waf'ved assistance of-counsel: “e

“rmaemn T TEF T T B D

. ) L - i
L_X | GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L INOLO CONTENDERE, L ____INOT C“ugz ]_ WZ

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

o 3

BTN

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
—
. L__INOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/ygrdiet of '
s - Utaeonry,
FDING & Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of h,.vms vﬂhtod 'H.tle 13 B.S.c. . Sectiﬂn
JUDEMENT. r 1708 & 2, as cburged in count 3 of the Indictment.

. \ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be- pronounced Because no sufflcuent cause to the contrary

SENTENCE

was shown or appeared to the court, the court adludged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: w

a4 n.|.1.;-.|.1.u.-

OR r COUNHY 3 - The imposition of sentence ia suspended and the defendant %s hereby

~'PROBATION
ORDER o Lo date,

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
oF -
PROBATION

I . m - e

Vit

placed on probation for a miod of ucmm (IB} mns fm this

'IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant pey assessment of $50.00.

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 permltted by law, may issue a warrant and

- PROBATION revoke probation for a \nolatlon occurring during the probation period.

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

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

—_

SIGNED BY

LA us. District Judge - » .

o , -/’i-r o .
N

;I U.S. Magistrate -

1t is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.

JAMES O, FLiISOR E=Z1=87

Date

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

THIS DATE

‘( JCLERK
{ JDEPUTY



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THF | L E D
NORTHERN LISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA |nf mPEN COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, AUG 21 1987
Plaintiff, fnnle 0, Bilune Ol
beoge LCTEVIT COURT

vVsS.

PAMELA KAYE JONES,

Defendant. No. 87-CR-72-E

MOTION ANLI 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 Two of the Indictment

against PAMELA KAYE JONES defendant.

TONY M. GRAHAM
United States Attorney

e d gl

Ssistant United States ttorney

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.

A

United/ptates District Judge

Date: §/21/57



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

FILED
IN OPEN COURT

AUG 2 1 1987

Plaintiff,
vs.

DARRYN KENNETH HERRON, Jack C. Sitver, Clerk
!

No. 87-CR-72-g U- S DISTRICT COURT

Defendant.

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 One and Two of the Indictment

against DARRYN KENNETH HERRCN defendant.

TONY M. GRAHAM
United States Attorney

Assistant United States Httorney

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,

%@(Mz/wﬁ\

United£§fates District Judge

Date: J?é2?4f7
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N In the presence of the attorney for the government MOMTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date — e
G 21 87

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

L2 WITH COUNSEL | sl _Si e, Tedegal Puslic nefepder 3 _I_-L—E—D

[Name of Lounﬁel)
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. U.S. DISTRICT
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FILED
IN OPEM COURT

AUG 2 11987

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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs.

MARILYN L. EVANS,

B . L S A L A

Defendant. No. 87-CR-75-B

MOTION AND ORDER OQF DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed herecon, the United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma héreby'%oves
to dismiss with prejudice Counts Two through Eleven of the

Indictment against MARILYN L. EVANS defendant.

TONY M. GRAHAM
United States Attorney

Wt o

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.

@mﬂ@éz

United States District Judge

Date: @ 2(-§7



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

FILED
AUG 21 1967

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

ey _ Jack C. Silver, Clerk
No. 83-CR-133-B )" DISTRICT COURT

\"E

GERARDO ANTONIO GOMEZ,

D N N

Defendant.

ORDER

This matter comes before the Court on the motion for
reduction of sentence by the Defendant, Gerardo Antonio Gomez,
pursuant to Fed.R.Crim.P. 35. Defendant was convicted of
violating 21 U.S.C. §846 anc 841(a)(l) on March 9, 1984. On
April 17, 1984, he was sentenced to a term of ten years
incarceration and fined the sum of $25,000.00.

The Court finds that the Defendant's Rule 35 motion is
timely in that the petition for certiorari to the United States
Supreme Court was denied within the last 120 days, following
affirmance of the conviction by the Tenth Circuit Court of
Appeals.

The Court has reviewed in some detail the sentence given the
Defendant Gomez in this case and the reasons therefor. In
addition, the Court has reviewed the letter of July 29_, 1987,
from Stephen Schlessinger, Assistant United States Attorney for
the Southern District of Florida, on Mr. Gomez' behalf. The
Court concludes that the Defendant's cooperation with the

Government in assisting drug enforcement officials has been



considerable and finds that the Defendant's sentence should be
modified to ten years incarceration with no monetary fine.

IT IS SO ORDERED this _;2/' day of August, 1987.

‘/; J
¢::Lﬁzé;zz/a4ﬁ<:44fﬁéﬁi2552%;;?\

THCMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




Inited-States QfA-Merica vs. ' . _ . o Unite tates Distl'ict Cou.l't for
o ' | NORTHERN

" JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COIVIIVIITMENT ORDER A0 205 1982

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

the defendant appeared in person on this date

. 20 83
COUNSEL L] WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right.to counsel and askgd whether defendant desired to have
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel:

X WITHCOUNSEL | Sene Epacont$8 o~~~ L E

L_XJ GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L INOLO CONTENDERE, L___INOTGU .
PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea, Hﬂh 2 0 1987 ﬂ
—_— | cci C. Silver, Clerk
L...) NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged ! T
. . . U.S. DISTR!CT COUR
There being a fmdlng/w&of _ :
1 GUILTY.

Defendant has been conwcted as charged of the offense(s) of b ' : . . _
FINOING & aving violated Title 18, U.S.C.
wpeuenr - 1708 & 2 ae charged in the Indictment. - » U.8.C., Section

\ 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 gullty as charged and convicted and _ordered that: m

cwaitied 1a.th ndy.af the Attorpey General or his autharized renresen : rimrlsonmentforaYlodof
It . . i EEEX AR

SENTENCE
OR ? COBNT ] ~ The iwposition of sentence is smpmdnd and the defandant is he
reby placed
Pﬂ::;’:)ll _ on probatm for a perind of FIVE (5) YEARS frow this date.. i
IT IS FURTHER OBRDERED that the defendant tale rastitution of $384.00, in payment
a8 deterninod by the Probation office and pty an assessment of $50.00. - Pe *
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS,
w i
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 a2 maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and
PROBATION revoke probation for a vuolatlon 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

Lx ! u.s. District judge

]

L1 u.Ss Magistrate - s e T . ‘. T 1 ' ‘{ )CLERK
Jm 0. FLLISOK Date fm 23817 ] ( YDEPUTY
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE .
NORTHERN LCISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA FT l L- E: [)

IN OPEN COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, AUG 2 0 1987

Plaintiff, )
Jack C. Silver, Clerk

U. S. DISTRICT COURT

v3.

DIANE GRAYSON,

PP A R T e

Defendant. No. 87-CR-61-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 2 and 3 against DIANE GRAYSON.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

S 5 (Sl

Assistant U. S. 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.

JAMES 0,ELLISON
United ‘States District Judge

Date: August 20, 1987
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in the presence of the attorney 1or the government
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L
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COUNSEL L 1 WITHOQUT COUNSEL Howover the court a-dvised cetendant of nght to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to have
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance 0f counsed
L220 WITH COUNSEL __Juzonice Mrooks & Jane Ann Cobl, Retained Counsels. —_—
{Name of Counsel}
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COMMITMENT a certitiec copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN- Approved as Lo form: and commitment to the U5 Mar-
DATIOR e, T P ‘A shal or other qualitied officer
‘ LT CERTIFIED AS & TRUE COPY ON
Teity wiaron, MOS
SIGNED BY /? - 5
. THIS DATE 2087
e P
Lo | us District Judge o O/QJ
o - “W‘.l’ et A A /‘ﬂ Ly ) 7 BV— - -
e PN ~ ST _,./ ‘ __./‘.- i
— 1 us. Magstrate —- . S W 5 -t-. her P { JCLERK
SR S AR DA Date o FONE AR _— (/]/DEPUTY




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE -
"NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Atz on 1oy

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff, /
b

vs. No. 86-CR-191-

PAULA JEAN THOMAS a/k/a
PAULA JEAN THORTVEDT,

[P R S e R

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 the Superseding Indictment against

defendant PAULA JEAN THOMAS.

gés Attorney
Leave of Court is granted for the filing of the
foregoing motion to dismiss and the Court hereby orders dismissal
of the requested Superseding Indictment.
R R LT TP = R N

JAMES O. ELLISON
United States District Judge

Date: August 18, 1987
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA E D

IN OPEN COURT
RUG 29 1987

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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
VS.

DANIEL L. SIMMONS,

R R L L T N N

Defendant. No. 87-CR-74-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 Two through Ten of the Indictment

against defendant Daniel L. Simmons.

ek (Ve

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.

jﬂm

THOMAS R. BRETT
United States District Judge

Date: August 20, 1987



tates gf America vs. ! _ Unite tates Distl'ict \'Court:for

nemnmf

In the presence of the attorney for the government . B vTeTYa T DA\' YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date - y -
. g . 1% 82

L I WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to coﬁnsef and asked whether defendant desired to ha'\_;e !
counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon vyai\?ed assistance of counsel. R ! :

L_X J WITHCOUNSEL |__Pred M. Schreeder, Retadned . _ ____ ___ }--

{Name of Counsel)

 niedn E D

L_X J GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L JNOLO CONTENDERE, L __INOTGUILTY

PLEA .
there is a factual basis for the plea, AUG 1 9
1987
) . L___I NOT GUILYY. Defendant is discharged Jock C. Silver, Clark !
There being a finding/vgm of o 4
LX_IGUILTY. H u.s. DISTRICT COURT &

FINDING & Defendant has been convicted as charged of theoffense[s) of hmus viohtuﬁ‘l‘ttln 18, ‘; s_c" Section
JUDGMENT 511. a8 charged in count 1 of Yhe Infoermation. _ , )

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be-prenounced. Because no sufhcrent 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 COURT 1 - YOUR (4) YEARS and NINE (93 MONTHS, on the coudition that the defendant
PROBATION ~ shall be coofined in a fail-type.or treatment institutiom for a period
ORDER _ of Three (3) Months, the execution of the remsinder of the sentence is
hereby suspended and the defendant 1s placed on probatien for a paricd
. of FIYTY~FOUR (54) MOKRTHS, to commence when the defendant is relesged
from confinement, :
SPECIAL 1T IS PURTHER ORDERED that the defendant make restitution in the smount of $7,291.10,
CONDITIONS in payments determimed by Probatiom office and pay an aseessment of $50.00, due
OF impediataly.
PROBATION S . . .
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the execution of sentence is deferred umtil 12:00 noom,
September 15, 1987, at which time the defendant is to raport to designated institutiom
via his own transportatioem.
ADDITIONAL In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the gereral condmons of probation set out on the
CONDITIONS reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probahon 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 permjtted by law, may issue a warrant and
PROBATION revoke probation for a v|o|at|on occurring during the probation period. -
L
> 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
"G;"’ BY . THIS DATE
\_I U.S. District Judge
. By—m = = = — — - = — - — =~
——1 U.5 Magistrate I — - ] «( )CLERK
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN CISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA __

o 1L ) E’
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, G
R 19 587
Plaintiff,
UL Ty Clark
- VL SIGURCT coup

MICHAEL R. O'BANION,

Defendant. No. 87-CR-25~E

MOTION AN 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 Ccunt Two of the Information against

defendant MICHAEL R. O'BANICN.

Assistant United/Statés 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 Two c¢f the Information.

JAMES ELLISON -
United”States District Judge

Date: August 19, 1987
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DEFENDARY o .
L __EDWARD WASHINGTON _ | DOCKET NG, i | 3 7=CP~24-02-1 |

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

the defendant appeared in person on this date | 08 19 37

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

R witHcounsel | Clark ©. Drawstar & David A, Twilin, fetainsd Counnsels

_________________________ FILED

{Name of Counsel)

PLEA L GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that {___ _INOLO CONTENDFRE, XX JNOTGUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, AUG 1 9 ]987
4 L__I NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged Jack C. silv
There being a fiERE/verdict of U.s. DfSTRlC;r’CC,erk
¢ 1 GUILTY. OURT
FINDING & Defendant has been convicted as charged of the cffense(s) of Javing violatad Titlae 21, U.8.C.,
supeMent [ Sections 246, 841(a)jil), 341(A){1) s (2) & 342{H) ae charged ina
Counts 1, 2, 7, & & 9 of the Iadictment.
—_

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

SENTENCE - . .
R Zount 2 -~ Three {3 vears narsuant to Title 13, J.2.0. S=o. 4205(b) {(2)
PROBATION and a ;53.00 Stecial Assossment,
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and a 3533.00 "naecial Fssagsment as to sach oounc.

1 - . . o . . -

c&ﬁﬁ%ﬁs The Court recomuends the Jefendant be considered for placemaent in
OF 7.Cef. 21 Reno Camn.

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

0OF at any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation penod of five years permstted by law. mayv issue a warrant and
PROBATION revoke probation for a violation nccurring during the pre bation penod
> The court orders commitment te the custady of the Atinrnev General and recommends, it is ordered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT Inproved as to Sormn: a certified copy of this 1yrtigmt'nt
RECOMMEN- and commitment to the U § Mar-
DATION ) ) shal ar other quahfied ofticer.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT bl f%}
FOR THE NORTHEEN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA RTINS

IAERI BY R

Jalin TSN yER, CLERK

LS. BiSTRieT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
v. No. B7-CR~24-B

LARRY LEE COLE and
EDWARD WASHINGTON,

A L N P W)

Defendants.

ORDER

This matter comes before the Court on the Motion for
Judgment of Acquittal by Defendant, Edward Washington. The Court
has previously overruled motions for judgment of acquittal on
behalf of this Defendant after the close of the evidence by the
Government and at the close of all the evidence at the jury trial.
The Defendant urges the Court to re-examine the evidence and
ascertain whether the jury's evaluation of the evidence and
resulting guilty verdict constitute a miscarriage of justice.
For the reasons set forth below, the Defendant's Motion for
Judgment of Acquittal is denied.

The Court in ruling on a post-trial motion for judgment of
acquittal must consider, in the light most favorable to the
Government, all direct and circumstantial evidence and the
inferences that may be reasonably drawn from that evidence.

United States v. Hooks, 780 F.2d 1526 (l0th Cir. 1986). The

Defendant, in discussing Hooks, supra, interprets previous Tenth

Circuit holdings to conclude that a conviction cannot be based



upon evidence which is consistent with both innocence and guilt.
See, Defendant's Brief at p. 3. Defendant's interpretation of
the Tenth Circuit standard for judgment of acquittal in Hooks
misses the mark. The Court of Appeals in Hooks clearly stated:

“... The use of tais language ['that a conviction
cannot be based upon evidence which is consistent
with both innocence and guilt'] is unfortunate for
it suggests that a criminal conviction cannot be
sustained if a reasonable hypothesis could be
designed which is consistent with innocence.
Indeed, if there was any validity to this
proposition after Corbin [253 F.2d 646 (10th Cir.
1958)], it was flatly rejected by the Supreme
Court in Jackson v. Virginia, 443 U.S. 307, 99
S.Ct. 2781, 61 L.Ed.2d 560 (1979)..."

In ruling on the instant motion the Court will apply the

following test:

"The evidence - both direct and circumstantial,

together with the reasonable inferences to be

drawn therefrom ~ is sufficient if, when taken in

the light most favorable to the government, a

reasonable jury could find the defendant guilty

beyond a reasonable doubt." Hooks at 1531.

In this case the Government was required to establish beyond

a reasonable doubt that the Defendant conspired to manufacture
phencyclidine (PCP) in viclation of 21 U.5.C. §§ 841(a) and B846.
The Defendant in his review of the evidence produced by the
Government, admits that the Defendant was involved in a plan to
possess piperidine, but argues there has been no showing of the
Defendant's role in an unlawful plan to manufacture PCP as
charged in the indictment. The Defendant states:

"The evidence showed the Defendants were planning

to sell piperidine with reasonable cause to

believe that sooner or later, down the chain of

sale and resale, it would be used by somecne to

manufacture PCP, But the evidence went no further.
It did not even suggest that those who were to



purchase piperidine from the Defendants were
themselves, or along with others, going to use it
to manufacture PCP, as opposed to re-selling it on
the black market like a commodity as Special Agent
Coonce says is commonly done with piperidine.

Brief at p. 10.
In contrast to the Defendant's interpretation of the

evidence, the Court finds that the tape-recorded conversations
between the Defendant and an unindicted co-conspirator
produced at trial, indicate that the Defendant possessed
knowledge of a plan to manufacture PCP and had knowledge of
parties who would purchase the piperidine for manufacture. In
addition, the transcripts indicate that the Defendant was aware
of the process of manufacturing PCP and that the Defendant was
aware of the general scheme to manufacture PCP.

The Defendant's argument that he lacked the requisite
knowledge of a conspiracy to manufacture PCP in violation of 21
U.5.C. §§ 841(a) and 846, ard that he did not agree to cooperate
in achieving the object of the conspiracy is refuted by the
following recorded conversation introduced at trial:

EW: C.D. I need a gallon of this shit this ain't
gonna work I'm talkin you, its not gonna work, now
these boys that buy this shit they cook, okay,
they need so much of this shit, here this is bout
the first stage thkey use in makin that, that PCP
and what they'll do they'll come down there and
set up a little tking and they®ll let this shit
set they gotta make crystals out of this shit,
then if the crystals cut of this shit, then if the
crystals come back right, they'll want it and this
ain't enough to do what they want to do, I'm

talkin you I know.

CD: Well when I get back Thursday I mean you know I
can probably get you another sample out of this.

Plaintiff's Exhibit 4(a), Telephone conversation between Carl

Dyer (CD) and Edward Washington (EW) on January 13, 1987.



wt,

Based upon the above-cited conversation together with other
circumstancial evidence in the record, the Court concludes the
jury could have properly found that the Defendant possessed the
requisite knowledge of the conspiracy to manufacture PCP, as
charged in Count 1. The Court finds that based upon all the
evidence produced at the trial that a reasonable jury could have
found the Defendant guilty beyond a reasonable doubt on Count 1

of the Indictment. See, Jackson v. Virginia, 443 U.S3. 307

(1979).

Count 2 of the Indictment charged Edward Washington with
possession of piperidine with intent to manufacture PCP and/or
having reasonable cause to believe that piperidine would be used
to manufacture PCP. Defendant argues that the evidence adduced
at trial is insufficient to sustain a conviction on Count 2.
Defendant bases this argumert on the theory that the evidence
is clear that the Defendant Washington wanted the chemical
piperidine for testing purpcses only and had no intention that
the sample of piperidine provided by the unindicted
co-conspirator would be used to manufacture PCP. Based upon the
previously noted conversation between the Defendant and the co-~
conspirator, it is clear the Defendant Washington knew that the
piperidine sample would be used to make crystals which, by his
own admission, is an initial stage in making PCP. Defendant
Washington argues that the evidence can only show that the
Defendant possessed the piperidine with intent to sample or test

the chemical and not to manufacture pCp and that the Defendant




had no intention or reasonable cause to believe that the subject
piperidine would be used to manufacture PCP. The Court, after
reviewing all the evidence in a light most favorable to the
Government, finds that a reasonable jury could have found the
Defendant guilty beyond a reasonable doubt on the offense charged
in Count 2.

In light of the Court's denial of the Motion for Judgment of
Acquittal on Counts 1 and 2 and the admission in evidence of
tape-recorded telephone conversations during the course of the
trial, the Court finds that the jury had substantial evidence
upon which to base its guilty verdicts on Counts 7, 8 and 9 of
the Superseding Indictment which charged violation of 21 U.S.C.
§843(b).

For the reasons set forth above, the Defendant's Motion for

Judgment of Acquittal is denied.
Py _ﬁ(, 4

IT IS S0 ORDERED this /¢ --day of August, 1987.

i -7
s zaar L ANA 7 v

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA F I L E D

IN OPEN CQURT
AUG 18 1987

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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs.

JULIUS L. STAMPER,

B e L B P P

Defendant. No. 87-CR-48-BR

MOTION AND ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon, the United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma hereby moves
to dismiss without prejudice the original Indictment filed April 9,
1987, against JULIUS L. STAMPER, defendant.

TONY M. GRAHAM
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 Indictment. -

s -

i o
United States District Judge

Date: August 18, 1987



Jnited States qf .;Am‘erica vs. o . , ) _ Uni d tes Distl'ict Coul't for

DEFENDANT > |

In the presence of the attornay for the government : MONTH DAY TEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date — 8 18 gy
Lo : [
T F T

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

LX | WITHCOUNsEL |___Wesley Gibeon, ¥PD _ . A
- (Name of Counsel) ‘P I L E D
PLEA LX | GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L—INOLO CON'.I'EN_I?ERE, L___INOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, E AUG 1 8 ]987
\ i1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged Joek C, SI!Ver Clerk
There being a finding/Wf us. DISTRICT COURT
o LX_1GUILTY. |
FNDING & Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having ml‘w ‘1;1. 7, . s_‘, . mtm g j i’
2024(b), as charged in the Indicguent. ¥ ]

JUDGMENT

} The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment sh%uld not be-pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant gullty as charged and convrcted and ordered that: T

s

e

~ SENTENCE

bt > The impositdén of sentence is nua;mnded and the defendaot is placnd on probation
PROBATON | ¢or o period of TWO (2) YEARS from this date.

ORDER
IT 1S FURTHER tmnm that the defendant ]}Iy restitition of $2,541.00, in payments
sas directed by the Probarion office and pay an assessment of §50.00,
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION
g
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 maxlmtgn probation .period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and
PROBATION revoke probation for a vnolatlon 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
NED B
SIGNED BY THIS DATE
I ¥ us District judge
) . Bym — = — — — = — — — — =
L__i u.s. Mmagistrate - S i . — e o | ‘ ‘( JCLERK

JAMES O, KLLISON e . G-16~87 | ( )DEPUTY




United States of America vs. . United_States District Court for

L"_f..._""':' ______ !.__ _________ 1 EQR. THE ATHEBH_.D.ISIBIL‘L OF OXTLAHOMA

DEFENDANT . :
L..ﬂ_}LIHS.L...S.’fAMEER _________ —_l Docano‘—I-!—-l__B_J:CR:A%-g.:ﬁ.J._-.B_____._J
JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMAMTMENT ORDER 100w

In the presence of the attorney for the government ) [TMONTH . DA?. — ViR
the defendant appeared in person on this date : —— Toa
. 08 18 B7

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

L XXI WITH COUNSEL |_Rabart S. Rizle: __R'at.aj.ned._cha.L___m_F_; ' :
: ) ¥ - [Name of Counsel) ‘ . ) r I E D
PLEA LX) GUIL'!’Y, and the cou_rt being satisfied that L INOLO CONTENDERE, L___INOTGUNTA UG 1 8 1987
there is a factual basis for the plea,
» Jack C, Salver Cl
_ , Clerk
‘ L. NOT-GUILTY, Defendant is discharged _ }”‘L ‘U.S. DISTRICT COURT

There being a finding/verstigt of
LXX : GUILTY.

Defe.ndant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of

FINDING & having violated Td.tle 18 U S C.,
woenent [ Section 3 as charged in the Second Superseding Informatéan.

_—
\  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: me

SENTENCE Wﬁmmﬂmﬁmm

oR
PROBATION ~ Cbunt 1 - Imposition of sentence is suspended and the Defandant is
ORDER placed on probation for a period of Five (5) .years, Fined
- $5 000 00 and a $50.00 Special &sseament.
IT IS BHRTHER ORDERED that the Defendant make restituti.on in the
amount of $14,295.35 as directed by the U.S. Probation Office.
SPECIAL :
CONDITIONS
oF
PROBATION 1
ADDITIONAL In addition tg-a the special conditions of probatioﬁ 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 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 ? ;rk dellver 7
COMMITMENT .. a certufled oopy'o h an'\
RECOMMEN- Appro-:qu as to me‘ ' and comi tme B,
DATION c £ rqﬁlfleﬂqﬂ'@r 5

js‘-

P S e S P @ .‘
~——— TWenneth P. Snoke, AUSA HEDASA TR
SIGNED BY : THIS DATE. " v 8y
L}Q{J U.S. District Judge T Ll - .-

> A o TECEMT
L. us Magistrate . l"_'/f{-rfjf,f’/,:_f’;:: ;A f R A N

WAL oo sl Al St D ') CrERK

THOMAS R. BRETT

| (FYDEPUTY
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SENTENCE |
OR
PROBATION
ORDER
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ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

JUDGMT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER rozeie

. B841{a)(l). as chxrged in the Informetiom.

Inited Stqtes_of America vs. ’ ' o A Unite Distl'ict CO“.l't for

W _vomrmmy NSTRICT OF OmLAG .

|__BURTQN SAMUEL BARTLETT _ _ _ _ _ _ | DOCKETNO.—dmmmm | 87=CR~77-E - )

In the presence of the attorney for the govérnment MONTH DAY YEAR /
the defendant appeared in person on this date — e —t 8 18 a7 '

N ES

L___J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked ,whether' defendant desired to have'.
counse] appointed by rhe court and the defendant theréupon waived assisggqce of counsel.

L_y] WITH COUNSEL I___Jack Wine,—Rets T __E.__ A
) = : duad (N:ime of Counsel} —E { D_
%] GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L____INOLO CONTENDERE, L | NOT%UETI 8 igg;ﬁf i
| there is a factual basis for the plea, ) ! :
. E . JGC,’( C. Sf’\/er ¢l K
. ’ . .s- D, T,. ! r er'
LL NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged ~ * STRiCT COURT
There being a finding/vggaighpf i
‘ _dcuiry. S L4 i i ¢

DefendaHt hés Been convictéd as charged of the offense{s} of hawing violated Title 21, .u,s.c_ » Sectiem ,

¥ I3
i

N b

%

_ 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 deffndant is
‘hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of co

EIGHTEEN (18) MONTHS

IT 1S YURTHER ORDERED that the defendent may become eligible for parcle at such
time as the Parole Commission may determine as provided in Y. 18, ¥U.S5.C,, Section
4205(b) (2). ' ‘ : | e

1T 15 FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant serve One (1) Year supervised release
upon release from institution.

1T IS FURTHEL ORDERED that the defendant pay an assessment of $50.00.

1T 1$ FURTHER ORDERED that the exacution of sentecce i suspended and the defendant
is pd report by 12:00 moon on Saptember 15, 1967, to designated institution wvia his

own trangportatiom. . o . : N . :
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.

> 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.5S. Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.

—

SIGNED BY

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY.ON

THIS DATE

I_I] .S District Judge

L ! us mMa

-

L, e e ! { )CLERK
JAMES. 0. RLLISON E-18-87 ] _ ( )DEPUTY

Date

gistrate




United States'of America vs.

DEFENDANT

(PAULA JEAR THOMAS,

AI k/a Thortvedt

Uni

LEOETHERY B!

DOCKET NO. ~—{ilm=— |

DiStﬁCt COlll.‘t for

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COI‘VIMITMENT ORDER

L—J WITHOUT COUNSEL

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

YEAR

87

MONTH DAY

b

However the:court.advised defendant of right to counsel i’and" asked ;whether defendant desired to have

counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon wiived assistance of eounst E D

LX) WITHCOUNSEL' |__Steve Mnshisshor, Ratain

o

(Name of Counsel)

Uﬁﬁlfﬂg&?

2

PLEA Lx J GUILTY, and the court béing satisfied that L__INOLO CONTENDERE L__INOTG
there is a factual basis for the plea, Clerk
Jack C. Silver,
_ U.5. DISTRICT COURT
TN .
_ LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a findingZaemint of ’
) A E cunry. | . T
FINDING & Defendant has been convrcted as charged of the offense(s) of turving Vinhttﬂ ﬁ‘tl& 21 U.S c., ’ Section
» B&6 & B4) (a)(l), as charged 1in the Information. e
» | % ‘ -3
The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be ;ironounceci Because no sufflélen'r'?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 deféndant is
L ] "hereby commrtted to the custody of the Attorney Ceneral orhis authorized representatlve for imprisonmentfor a petiod of :
SENTENCE FOUR (4) YEARS
OR > : - : : T -
_""::;ET;“" I7 IS FURTHER ORDERED ther the defendant may become eligible for parole st such
: time as the Parole Commission may determine as provided under T. 18. U.%.C.,
) - Section 4205(p)(2). | | o
| IT IS FORTHER ORDERED that the defendant pay am assesswent of $50.00.
SPECIAL _ _ .
CONDITIONS IT IS FURTHER OBDERED that the execution of sentence is deferred until 12:00 noon
OF on September 15, 19587, at which time the defendant is to report to designatid
PROBATION iostitution via her own tramsportation.
ADDITIONAL In a-ddition 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 frve years permrtted 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 Pl‘m at ¥CI, Yort Worth, Texas 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
LX_§ u.s. District judge ’ i
. e / e e - 4_:/‘{’_.‘ LR L Ny By{ ————————————
L] us. Magistrate L ’
—JANES U, ELLISUR F=IE=E7 ( )CLERK
Date J ( YDEPUTY




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

¢t 1L E D
£11G 1 3 1987

fack C. Silver, Clerk
No. 87-CR-12-B U.S. DISTRICT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
v.

AKOREDE MUSIBAU TORIOLA, No. 87-CR-13-B

N e Nt e et e’ e e et

Defendant.

This matter comes before the Court on Defendant Akorede
Musibau Toriola's motion to reduce sentence pursuant to
Fed.R.Crim.P. 35(b}.

Defendant was found guilty of violating 18 U.S5.C. §l1l11
and §1114 and 42 U.S.C. §408(g) (2). Defendant was sentenced
to one vear federal custody, four years probation, and a
special assessment totaling $400.00.

The Court has reviewed the sentence given Defendant in
this case, and the letter submitted by Defendant. After care-
ful consideration, the Court concludes that the sentence is
appropriate.

Defendant's motion to reduce sentence is hereby denied.

L i
DATED this // = day of August, 1987.

~ /27—& L= .Z(//f{.{@(ﬁ’-%?\

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

¢t 1L E D
s T 3987

trick C. Silver, Tlerk
No. 87-CR-12-B U.S. DISTRICT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
V.

AKOREDE MUSIBAU TORIOLA, No. 87-CR-13-B

Defendant.

This matter comes before the Court on Defendant Akorede
Musibau Toriola's motion to reduce sentence pursuant to
Fed.R.Crim.P. 35(b).

Defendant was found guilty of wviolating 18 U.S.C. §111
and §1114 and 42 U.S.C. §408(g) (2). Defendant was sentenced
to one year federal custody, four years probation, and a
special assessment totaling 5400.00.

The Court has reviewed the sentence given Defendant in
this case, and the letter submitted by Defendant. After care-
ful consideratiocn, the Court concludes that the sentence is
appropriate.

Defendant's motion to reduce sentence is hereby denied.

‘,zgi
DATED this // = day of August, 1987.

«~ Yo 4-;6./"{452 z

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COQURT FOR I: I
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA L E D
AU
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, G 12 198?(—
Plaintiff 1%k C. Silver C!
aintiff, u.s, DiSTRIC fOSrk
RT

vVS. No. 83-CR-133-B

MICKEY CROCKER, et al., OBA #1256

Defendants.

ORDER

NOW, on this 4Q2ffday of Augqust, 1987, the Court having
considered the motion for reduction of sentence, the Government's
response thereto, and the letter of intent of the parties, finds
as follows:

1. That the sentence of thirty (30) months heretofore
imposed herein on April 17, 1984, was affirmed by the Tenth
Circuit Court of Appeals on January 30, 1987,

2. That the defendant was previously sentenced by this
Court in Case No. 85-CR-106-B to three (3} years' custody on
February 7, 1986, said sentence to run concurrent with the thirty
(30) months' custody previously imposed herein. That the
defendant thereafter on March 3, 1986, commenced service of the
custodial three year sentence inposed in Case No. 85-CR-106-B,
while the instant case was still pending decision on appeal.

THEREFORE, THE COURT FINDS AND HEREBY ORDERS that the
sentence of thirty (30) months' custody herein should be ordered

nunc pro tunc to commence on the same day as defendant began




service of his thirty-six (36) months' custodial sentence in Case
No. 85-CR-106-B, to wit, March 3, 1986, and said sentences should

run concurrent each with the other.

,

cm;::::¥4ﬁ¢¢4>éﬂﬂj/<g?? , A{f\
JUDGE OF THE UNITED STATES

DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN

DISTRICT OF OXLAHOMA

READ AND APPROVED AS TO FORM:

L ot s

“/KENNETH P. SNOKE
Assistant United States Attorney

(e VG

"7 PAUL D. BRUNTON OBA #1256
Attorney for Defendant
MICKEY CROCKER




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

FILED

AUG 10 1987

Jack
No. 86-CR-159-B (.8 D%TSR‘

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

’Vﬁf ' C'ka
ICT Court

V.

LARRY A. COULTER,

Defendant.

ORDER

This matter comes before the Court on Defendant Coulter's
motion to reduce sentence pursuant to Fed.R.Crim.P. 35(b).

Defendant Coulter plead guilty to knowingly transporting and
shipping in interstate commerce visual depictions of a minor
child engaged in explicit sexual conduct in violation of 18
U.5.C. §1461. Defendant Coualter was sentenced February 23, 1987,
to five (5) years: six montas confinement in an institution and
the remainder on probation.

This Court has reviewed in detail the sentence given and the
reasons surrounding the sentence. The Court has also reviewed the
letters sent on behalf of Da2fendant Coulter. The Court concludes
the sentence should not be reduced and the motion is -hereby
denied.

bt
ENTERED this /¢ — day of August, 1987.

N /
= \%547%’2(7

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




