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| UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
F\’ ) Northern District of Oklahoma APR 0 1998
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA : T bapbardi, Olerk
V. ' Case Nurmber 97-CR-146-001-C
| abriaiaioie B o cholbtenry

LARRY STEVEN ORECHIA

Defendant. : LAT: ’7f'/( 35// 7L

- JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL CASE
{For Offenses Committed On or After November 1, 1987)

The defendant, LARRY STEVEN ORECHIA, was represented by Gene Castleberry,

The defendant pleaded guilty to Count 1 of the Information on December 17, 1997, Accordingly,
the defendant is adjudged guiity of such count, involving the following offense:

B Date Offensa _ Count
Title & Section Nature pf Offense _ __ Concluded N N_urnberjs}
26 USC 7201 " Tax Evasion 4/16/95 1

N As pronounced on April 28, 1998, the defendant is sentenced as provided in pages 2 through 4 of

Zhis Judgment. The sentence is imposed pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984,

Itis ordered that the defendant shaill pay to the United States a special assessment of $ 50, for Count
1 of the Information, which shall be due immediately.

It is further ordered that the defendant shall notify the United States Attorney for this district within
30 days of any change of name, residence, or mailing address until all fines, restitution, costs, and special
assessments imposed by this Judgment are fully paid.

Signed this the ,g i day of ( %ZAM 4 , 1998.

:' United States Diéirlu Court 1 %

- Narthern Distridt of Ollahoma he Honorable H. Dale Cook

- I hereby certify that the foregolnn United States District Judge
;s ohtme gy of the original on kle _

~in this

_ i tomberdi, Cark

by
puiy
—Defendant’s SSN: 002-42-0735

Shefendant’s Date of Birth: 2/15/51
Defendant's residence and mailing address: 7000 Seawall Bivd., #211, Galveston TX 77551-2098
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fﬂefendant LARRY STEVEN ORECHIA
ase Number: 97-CR-1486-001-C

PROBATION
The defendant is hereby placed on probation for a term of five (5} years.

While on probation, the defendant shall not commit another federal, state, or local crime; shall not

illegally possess a controlled substance; shall comply with the standard conditions that have been adopted
by this court (set forth below); and shall compiy with the following additional conditions:

If this judgment imposes a fine, special assessment, costs or rest:tutlon obllgatlon it shall be a condition of probation that the
defendant pay any such fine, assessment, ¢osts and restitution.

The defendant shall not own or possess a firearm, destructive device, or other dangerous weapon.

The defendant shall successfully participate in a program of tasting and treatment {to include inpatient) for drug and alcohol
abuse, as directed by the Probation Officer, until such time as released from the pragram by the Probation Officer.

The defendant shall be placed on home detentian to inciude electronic monitoring at the discretion of the U. S, Probation Office
for a period of six (6} months, to commence within 72 hours of sentencing data. During this time, the defendant shail remain
at place of residence except for employment and other activities approved in advance by the probation office. The defendant
shalt maintain a telephone at place of residence without any special services, modems, answering machines, or cordless
telephones for the above period. The defendant shall wear an electronic device and shall observe the ruies specified by the
Probaticn Office. The entire cost of this program shall be paid by tha defandant.

The defendant shall abide by the "Special Financial Conditions" enumerated in Miscellaneous Order Nurnber M-128, filed with
the Clerk of the Court on March 18, 1992,

While on prohation, should the Internal Revenue Service determine the amount of any delinquent tax and applicable penalties
owed by the defendant, such amount shall be paid in accordance with any schedule established by the Internal Revenue
Service.

STANDARD CONDITIONS OF PROBATION

While the defendant is on probation pursuant ta this judgment, the defendant shall not commit another federal, state or local

crime. In addition:

1)
2)

3
4}
B}

6}
7

8)
9

10)
11
12)

13)

A

The dafendant shall not leave the judicial district without the permission of the court or probation officer.

The defendant shall report to the probation officer as directad by the court or probation officer and shall submit a truthful and
complete written repert within the first five days of each month.

The defendant shall answer truthfufly all inguiries by tha prebation officer and follow the instructions of the prebation officer.
Tha dafendant shall support his or her dependents and meet other family responsibilities.

The defendant shall work regulariy at a lawful oceupation unless excused by the probation officer for schocling, training, or other
acceptable reasons.

The defendant shall notify the probation officer within seventy-two hours of any change in residence or employment.

The defendant shall refrain from excessive use of alcohal and shall not purchase, possess, use, distribute or administer any
narcatic or other controlled substanca, or any paraphernalia refated 1o such substances, except as prescribed by a physician.
The defendant shall not freguent places where controlled substancas are illegally sold, used, distributed, or administered.

The defendant shall not associate with any persons engaged in criminal activity, and shall not associate with any person convicted
of a felony unless granted permission 10 do so by the probation officer.

The defendant shall permit a probation officer to visit him or her at any tims at home or slsewhara and shall permit confiscation
of any contraband obsarvad in plain view by the probation officer.

The defendant shall notify the probation officer within savanty-two hours of being arrested or questioned by a law enforcement
officer.

The defendant shal! not enter into any agresament to act as an informer or a special agent of a law enforcement agency without
the parmission of the court.

As directed by the probation officer, the defendant shall notify third parties of risks that may be occasioned by the defendant's
criminal record or personai history or characteristics, and shall permit the probation officer to make such notifications and to
confirm the defendant’s compliance with such notification reguirement.

'The dei‘endant sha!l subrmt to unnalysns testmg as dlrected by the U 5. Probanon Offlce
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«efendant: LARRY STEVEN ORECHIA
-ase Number: 97-CR-146-001-C

FINE
The Court has determined that the defendant does not have the ability to pay interest, and it is
accordingly ordered that the interest requirement is waived.

The defendant shail pay a fine of $ 4,000, as to Count 1. This fine shall be paid in full immediately.
Any amount not paid immediately shall be paid during the period of Probation,

If the fine is not paid, the court may sentence the defendant to any sentence which might have been
originally imposed. See 18 U.S.C. & 3614.
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fﬂlefendant: LARRY STEVEN ORECHIA

.ase Number: 97-CR-148-001-C

STATEMENT OF REASONS

The court adopts the factual findings and guideline application in the presentence report.

Guideline Range Determined by the Court:

Total Offense Level; 10
Criminal History Category: I

. Imprisonment Range: 6 months to 12 months
Supervised Release Range: 2 to 3 years

--Fine Range: $ 2,000 to $ 20,000
Restitution: $ n/a

—

The sentence is within the guideline range, that range does not exceed 24 months, and the Court
finds no reason to depart from the sentence called for by application of the guidelines.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOI\IAF E L E D

Plaintiff, ) Phil Lombardi, Clerk
. ) U.S. DISTRICT | COURTY
) /
v. ) Case No. 98-CR-30-H
)
| )
MARIA ESPINOZA, ) ENTERED ON DOCKET
) _
Defendant, ) DATE jf’" _2/ ,) - ?(5/

ORDER

e : :
~ Now on this_Zf 7day of _frwse- , 1998, this cause comes on upon the motion of the

United States and without objections by the Defendant, Maria Espinoza, for good cause shown

and in the interest of justice, the Indictment in Case No. 98-CR-30-H pending against Maria
Espinoza is hereby dismissed without prejudice.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

SYEN ERIK HOLMES
'UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




' UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

UNITED STATES DISTRICT 'COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ENTEREp g DOCKET

owe _Yif gy
Ne. 97=CR-163-H /
FILE D)
APR 2 7 1998 (A

Phil Lombardi, Clerk
U.S. DISTRICT COUrFiT

Plaintiff,
Ve

HARLEY REVIS, TERRANCE REVIS,
AND ROMAN YAHOLA,

Defendants.

ORDER _
On this I377"4’day of April, 1998, this matter comes on for
the Court's consideration of Plaintiff's Motion for an Order

Granting Leave to Dismiss Count 12 of the Indictment and Amending

_Counts 10 and 46 of the Indictment pending in this cause.

FOR GOOD CAUSE SHOWN, the Court finds and orders that the

Plaintiff, the United States of America, be and it is hereby

granted leave of court to:dismiss.¢ount 12 of the Indictment and
it is ordered that Count 12 be and it is hereby.dismissed and it
is further ordered that Count 10 of the Indictment should be
amended to add an additional patient.name of “Farbe" and an
additional date of service.of 8/25/95 and that the check number
tabulated in Count 46 of the Indictment should be amended to
reflect check number 661219365 in lieu of check number 661219.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Counts 1 through 11 and Counts 13
through 64 inclusive shall remain in full force and effect and

proceed to trial as docketed.

sver! Erlk Hoimes
United States District Judge
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR ' ._ o | L E

THE NORTHERN LiSTRICT OF OICLAHOMA
P N
urd! é‘%’?ba
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA )
Plaintiff )
) /
V' ) Case Number 96-CR-144-001-H
) |
MILTON THOMAS WALTON ) ENTERED ON DOCKET
Defendant )

paTE 41598

ORDER REVOKING SUPERVISED RELEASE

Now on this 23rd day of April 1998, this cause comes on for sentencing concerning

allegations that Walton violated conditions of supervised release as set out in the Petition on

Supervised Release filed on April 3, 1998. Walton is present in person and represented by counsel,

' Stephen Greubel. The Government is represented by Assistant United States Attorney, Kevin Leach,

and the United States Probation Office is represented by Terril R. Sweetwood.
A Revocation Hearing was held this date and the defendant stipulated to the allegations noted
in the Petition on Supervised Release Said allegations reflect that Walton submitted urinalysis

samples which tested posmve for Marljuana on November 13, December 17, 22 28 and 31, 1997.

.Addxtlenally, he submltted positive samples on January S and 8, 1998. Walton also submitted

positive sample on March 23, 1998 for marijuana after being placed in the sanction center. On
February 22, and March 23; 1998 Walton submitted a sample which tested positive for cocaine.
Additionally, the Petition on Supervised Release reflects that Walton left the judicial district in
December 1997 and traveled to Texas without the permission of the Probation Officer.

The Court found that Walton was in viola,tier_x of the conditions of his rclease and supervised

release was revoked. Sentencing was held at which time the Court found that the conviction occurred




. aflrNovenber 1, 1987, and tha Chupter 7 ofhe U . Setening Guidolines i pplcale, Further,
the Court found that the violation 6f supervised release constituted a Grade C violatioﬁ in éccdrdance
with USSG § 7B1.1(a)(3)(B), and Walton’s Cﬁ@nal History Category of V is appliéable for
determining the imprisonment range. In addition, the Court found that a Grade C violation and a
Criminal History Category of V establish a revocation imprisonment range of seven (7) to thirteen
(13) months in accordance with USSG § 7B1.4(a). The following sentence is ordered:

It is the judgment of the Court that the defendant, Milton Thomas Walton, is hereby
committed to the custody of the U.S. Bureau of Prisons to be _i_mpﬁsoned for a term of t\.:vel.ve (12)
moﬁths‘ The Court recormhends, the defendant be hacarcefaied ata jail~type facility, and specifically,
the Bureau not designate a community corrections facility as the place of confinement. Further, the
Court recommends that the defenda_nt.be placed in a facility providing substance abuse counseling,

~‘Walton is remanded to the custody of the U.S. Marshal pending transportation to the

A7 4

The Honorable Sven Erik Holmes
United States District Judge

designated institution.
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- UNITED STATES DISTRICT COUHT ~ APR 28 1993

- Northern District of Oklahoma
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA CT COuRT

v, Case Number 97-CR-148-04-C

ENTERED ON DCOCOKET
MICHAEL TODD STEGAL

Defendant. oate 4/24/98
[ L4

JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL CASE
(For Offenses Committed On or After November 1, 1987)

The defendant, MICHAEL TODD STEGAL, was represented by WILLIAM E. HUGHES.
On motion of the Unlted States the court has dlsmlssed Count 1 of the indictment,

_ The defendant pleaded gualty to count 1 of the Informatlon on February 2, 1998. Accordingly, the
defendant is adjudged guiity of such count, involving the following offense(s):

: : o Date Offense Count
Title & Section Nature of Offensg '_ ' _ _ Coricludad Number(s}
/T21:843(B)  USE OF A COMMUNICATION FACILITY IN FACILITATING THE
| COMMISSION OF A FELONY 9/25/97 1

As pronounced on 04/22/98, the dafendant is sentenced as provided in pages 2 through of this
Judgment. The sentence is imposed pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984.

It is ordered that the defendant shali pay to the United States a special assessment of $ 100.00, for
count(s) Count 1 of the Information, which shall be due immediately.

It is further ordered that the defendant shall notify the United States Attorney for this district within
30 days of any change of name, residence, or mailing address untll ali fines, restitution, costs, and special
assessments imposed by this Judgment are fully paid.

-

Signed this the 2 & day of , 1998,

The Honorable H. Dale Cook
United States District Judge

Defendant’s SSN: 445-78-3289 E-ﬁg?‘d s;.,ée:t D;ﬂ:fdﬂilm ) 8
“Mefendant’s Date of Birth: 6/1/78 arthera Distri g
Jefendant’s residence and mailing address: 4110 WEST PERRIER DRIVE, sm,;rgﬁ;!{ ;ﬂmf"“& .
in this court,

P Lombord, Clak

. YA
By dasespl
puty
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/Sefendant: MICHAEL TODD STEGAL
.. -ase Number: 97-CR-148-04-C
\MPRISONMENT

The defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the United States Bureau of Prisons to be
imprisoned for a term of 26 months.

The Court makes the following recommendations to the Bureau of Prisons: (1) THAT THE
DEFENDANT BE DESIGNATED TO THE SHOCK INCARCERATION PROGRAM, OTHERWISE KNOWN AS THE
INTENSIVE CONFINEMENT CENTER (ICC) PROGRAM PURSUANT TO USSG § 5F1.7 AND (2) PROVIDE
DRUG TREATMENT CONSISTENT WITH PROGRAM AVAILABILITY AT THE ICC PROGRAM

The defendant is remanded to the custody of the United States Marshal.
RETURN
| have executed this Judgment as follows:
Defendant deliversd on : R -
at ” . with a certified copy of this Judgment.
Y C | " United States Marshal |

Deputy Marshal
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Defendant: MICHAEL TODD STEGAL -
{"“ase Number' 97-CR- 148 -04-C

.Jddgment--Pagej 3 of &

o . SUPEHVISED RELEASE
Upon relaase from 1mprzsonment  the dafendant shail be on supervised release for a tarm of ONE {1)

years.

- While on supervised releasa, the defendant shall not commit another federal, state, or local crime;

shall not illegally possess a controlled substance; shall comply with the standard conditions that have been
adopted by this court {set forth below}; and shall comply with the following additional conditions:

1.

)

The defendant shail report in person to the Probation Office in the district to which the defendant is
reieased as soon as possibie, but in no event, later than 72 hours of release from the custody of the
Bureau of Prisons. _ _
If this judgment imposes a fine, special assessment, costs, or restitution obligation, it shall be a
condition of supervised release that the defendant pay any such fine, assessments, costs, and
restitution that remain unpaid at the commenceément of the term of supervised release. '
The defendant shail not own or possass a firearm or destructive device.
The defendant shali successfully participate in a program of testing and treatment (to include
inpatient) for drug and alcohol abuse, as directed by the Probation Officer, until such time as released
from the program by the Probation Officer.
The defendant shall submit to a search conducted by a United States Probation Officer of his person,
residence, vehicle, office and/or business at a reasonable time and in a reasonable manner, based
upon reasonable suspicion of contraband or evidence of a violation of a condition of release. Failure
to submit to a search may be grounds for revocation. The defendant shall not reside at any location
without having first advised other residents that the premisas may be subject to searches pursuant
to this condition. Additionally, the defendant shail obtain written verification from other residents
- that said residents acknowledge the existence of this condition and that their failure to cooperate
‘could resuit in revocation. This acknowledgement shall be provided to the U. S. Prabation Office
immediately upon takmg residency.

STANDARD CONDITIONS OF SUPERVISION

While the defendant is on supervised relasss pursuant to this judgment, the defendant shall not commit another federal, state,

or local crime. In addition:

1)
2)

3}
4
5)

8)
7}

8)
8}

10}
1)

12)
£3)

14}

The defendant shall not leave the judicial district without the permission of the court or probation officer.

The defendant shall report ta the probation officer as directed by the court or probation officer and shall submit a truthful and
complate written report within the firet five days of each month.

The defendent shall answer truthtully all inquiries by the probation officer and follow the instructions of the probation off'cer
Tha defandant shall support his or her dapendants and meet other family responsibiiitios.

The defendant shall work regularty at a lawful occupetion unisss excussd by ths probation officer for schooling, training, or other
acceptabie reasons.

‘The defendant shail notify the probation officer within ssventy-two hours of any chenge in residence or employment,

The defendant shall refrain from excessive use of alcohal and shail not purchass, possess, uae, distribute or administer sny
narcotic or other controlled aubstance, or any parephernualia related to such substances, except as prescribed by a physician,
The defandant shall not frequent places where controllad subsatances are iliegally sold, used, distributed, or administered,

The defendant shall not associate with any persons engaged in criminal activity, and shall not assaciate with any person convicted
of a felony unless granted parmission to do so by the probetion officer.

The defendant shall permit a probation officer to visit him or her at any tima at home ar alsswhsre and shall parmit confiscation
of any contraband obsarvad in pisin view by tha probation officer,

The defendant shall notify the probation officer within saventy-two hours of being arrested or questioned by g law enforcement

officer.
Tha defendant shall not antar into any agreemant to act as an informer or & special agent of a law enforcement agency wnthout

the parmission of the court.
As dirscted by the probation officer, tha defandant shall notify third parties of risks that may be occasioned by the defendant’s

criminal racord or personal history or characteristice, and shail parmit the probation officer to meke such notifications and to

“confirm the defendant’s complience with such notification requirement,

The defendant ghall submit to urinalysis testing as directed by the U. S. Probation Office.

AQD 2456 8 (Rev. 7/83HN.D, Okla. rov.} Sheot b - Fine




Judgment--Page 4 of 5
ﬁgjendant: MICHAEL TODD STEGAL
...ise Number: 97-CR-148-04-C =

FINE
The defendant shail pay a fine of § 500.00. This fine shall be paid in full immediately. Any amount
not paid immediately shail be paid while in custody through the Bureau of Prisons’ Inmate Financial

Responmsiility Program. Upon reiease from custody, any unpaid balance shail be paid during the term of
supervised release, '

If the fine is not paid, the court may sentence the defendant to any sentence which might have been
originally imposed. See 18 U.S.C. § 3614.

4




™,

;]

. AO 2455 (Rev. 7/83)(N.D, OKle. rev.) Sheat 7 - Statement of Ressons .
_ _ Judgment--Page 5 of &
¢ efendant: MICHAEL TODD STEGAL
. .ase Number: 97-CR-148-04-C

STATEMENT OF REASONS

The court adopts the factual findings and guideline application in the presentence report.

Guideline Range Determined by the Court:

Total Offense Levei: 13

Criminal History Category: vV

Imprisonment Range: 24 months to 30 months _
Supervised Release Range: 1 year ' Count 1 of the Information
Fine Range: $3,000 to $30,000 Count 1 of the Information
Restitution: $n/a Count 1 of the information

1

S

The sentence is within the guideline range, that range does not exceed 24 months , and the court finds no
reason to depart from the sentence called for by appiication of the guideline.

L]




IN THE UNITED STATES DIsTRICTCOuRT ~ F I L E

" FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
' APR 2 21998

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Phil Lombardi, Clerk

g U.S. DISTRICT COURT
Plaintiff, )
)
vs. ) No. 94-CR-27-05-B /
) (97-CV-162-B)
JOSE A. GARCIA, )
o ) ENTERED O
Defendant. } _ '\1 DOCKET )

DATE 9
RDER Aim

Before the Court is the pro se Defendant's motion to vacate, set aside, or correct sentence
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2255 (Docket #136). The Plaintiff United States of America has filed its
response brief (#141) and Defendant has filed a rebuttal to that response (#144). After reviewing the
enitire record in this case, the Court has determined that an e\}identia.ry hea.n'ng' is not necessary and
that the métion lacks merit and should l.s.e c.iém'ed.. -

BACKGROUND

Defendant was charged in two counts of a Third Superseding Indictment filed June 8, 1994
(#44) with conspiracy to distribute cocﬁine and marijuana in violation of 21 U.8.C. § 846 ("'Coqnt
1") and with the substantive offense of distributing cocaine in violation of 21 U.8.C. § 841(a)(1) and
2U.S.C. § 2 ("Count 5"). Defendant was not charged in the remaining Counts 2-4 of the Indictment.
Defendant énd the government entered into a plea agreement providing that the govemmeﬁt would
dismiss Count 1 in exchange for Defendant’s pleading guilty to Count 5. In his petition to enter.a
guilty plea, the Defendant admitted fthat on or about December 16, 1993 he provided approximately

one ounce of cocaine to Doug McGowan, a convicted drug offender operating as a government

T




o~ -informant at the time.

| As part of the plea agreement, the govéfnfﬁent also stipﬁlatéd that Defendént had accepted
responsibility for his actions and should receive a three-point downward adjustment of his criminal
offense level for purposes of the sentehc_:ing guidelines. The agreement also provided;

There are no agreements whatsoever as to what sentence your client will or should

receive pursuant to this plea agreement. In other words, sentencing will remain in the
total discretion of the trial court judge, within the requirements of the United States

Sentencing Commission guidelines in effect at the date of the plea. This letter makes
no representation as to what range of punishment the guidelines provide for the
offenses or what the defendant’s final numerical leve] under the guidelines will be.
- _ Pursuant to this agreement, on Count Five Mr. Garcia faces a maximum of twenty
(20) years imprisonment, up to a One Million Dollar fine, at least three (3) years
supervised release and a $50.00 special assessment,
(emphasis in original)
On July 15, 1994, the Court conducted a plea inquiry at which Defendant testified under oath
o that he delivered about 1 ¥ ounces of cocaine to Dohg McGowan. As part of those proceedihgs, the
" Court advised Defendant of the maximum penalty which could be imposed pursuant fo the plea
agreement (i.e., 20 years), reiterated that the Court would ultimately determine where Defendant’s
sentence fell within the sentencing guidelines, and emphasized that "irrespective of what your lawyer
Mr. Fischer has told you what he thinks these guidelines will be, as far_ as your sentence is concerned,
the Court is not bound by that in any way." (Tr. of Change of Plea at 10-11.)

Also as part of the plea proceedings, the U.S. Attorney and Defendant’s attorney estimated

that "relevant conduct”? for sentencing purposes would most likely include three controlled cocaine

1 Under § 1B1.3(a}2) of the United States Sentencing Guidclines (the "Sentencing Guidelines") in effect at

the time of Defendant’s guilty plea and sentencing, factors to be considered in determining the guideline sentencing
range included acts that were part of the same course of conduct or common scheme or plan as the offense of convietion.




buys amounting in total to close to a hundred gramsé but would not reach the level of 500 grams

' which would cause a jump in the sentencing fe:i.ng"e'uhdér the gu:dehnes The Court, however, told

Defendant that it would decide his sentence independent of the parties’ suggestions or
recommendations and that the amount could be somewhat zbove or under a hundred grams.
Defendant stated that he understood these statements. (Tr. of Change of Plea at 14-15.) Based upon
Defendant’s admissions and answers to the Court’s questions at the plea inquiry, the Court accepted
the guilty plea but reserved its finding of whether the plea agreement adequately reflected the
seriousness of the actual offense behavior. (Tr. of Change of Plea at 29.) The Court then directed
the Probation Office to prepare a pre-sentence repor“;..

In preparing the pre-sentence report, Probation Officer Beth Dow interviewed Doug

McGowan and Amy Stickman, another informant, who told Ms. Dow that Defendant had delivered

from 1/4 pound to one pound of cocaine to them per week for approximately 32 weeks, had directed

them in drug activity, and had possessed a firearm in connection with his drug business. The probation
officer determined that Defendant was responsibie for the sﬁle or possession of a total of 1,032.5
.grams of cocaine (equivalent tb 206.5 Idiograms of @ijuana) and the delivery of 40 pounds (18.14
kg.) of marijuana, for a total cocaine and marijuana equivalent of 224.64 kg. of marijuana. Pursuant
to the Drug Quantity Tables set forth in § 2D1.1(c) of the Sentencing Guidelines, Ms. Dow arrived
at an offense level of 28,7 corresponding to a guideline range of 78 -97 months imprisonment. The
pre-sentence report also recommended the imposition of a Class B felony offense, raising the

maximum pené.lty to not less than five nor more than forty years. Both Defendant and the

¢ Starting with a base Jevel of 26, Ms. Dow added two points for firearm possession and three points for
supervision of at least two individuals, then reduced the total by three points for acceptance of responsibility.

3




govemment ﬁled objectlons to the pre—sentenoe report

On October 28 November 3 and 4 1994 the Court hold sentooolog hoztmtgs for "tho purpose |
of addressing the discrepancy between the cocaine quantities stipulated to by the parties as relevant
conduct (approximately 96,95 grams) and the much greater amounts estimated in the presentence
report (over 1,000 grams). The Court decided to examine the informants McGowan and Stickman
to assess their credibility, despite both parties’ objootions that their testimony was not credible. These
witnesses testified one week apart consistent with their statements to the probation officer.
Defendant’s attorney vigorously oross-exatnined McGowan but did not cross-examine Ms, Stickman
or present witnesses to refute either of these witnessos’ testimony.

On the eve of the second day of hearings, the Probation Office presented an addendum to the

pre-sentence report. This addendum had been prepared by Rod Baker, Chief of Probation, after he

mterwewed several Tulsa pohce oﬂicers who had pa.mclpated in mvesttgatlons w1th McGowan _

.:.Baker S report stated that three of the four officers, including Officer Dmght Cole, indicated that they

considered McGowan credible. The government responded that Officer Cole had denied to another

party that he had told Mr, Baker that he considered McGowan credible. The Court then questioned

- Mr. Baker who stated that his report accurately reflected information provided by Officer Cole. The

government later offered a stipulation that if two undercover officers from the Tulsa Police
Department were called, they would testify that they had worked with McGowan on controlied drug
purchases and always worked in tandem with him because they didn’t trust him. On the morning of
the last day of the proceedings and after the parties had rested their cases, defense counsel asked for
a continuance to obtain the tostimony of Officer Cole. The Court denied Defendant’s request, finding

that Defendant had been giifen amplo opportunity to call witnesses prior to that point.




At the conclusxon of the proc:eedmgs the Court found that Defendant was mvolved in
dxstnbutmg 499 grams of cocaine and that there was sufﬁment .evtdence to support the enhancement
under the sentencmg guidelines for use of a ﬁreann and for supervising at Ieast two persons. The
Court adopted an offense level of 26, with a corresponding guideline range of 63-78 months, and
sentenced Defendant to 72 months imprisonment, followed by three years’ supervised release, and
mposed a fine of $2000 (#72).

Defendant was represented by new appointed counsel on direct appeal and raised these issues:

(1)  The Court violated separation of powers principles by enhancing his sentence over the
government’s objections; -

(2)  The Court committed various procedural errors during sentencing that require
resentencing, specifically:

{a) The Court’s reference to Defendant’s refusal to testify;

(b)  The Court’s failure to inform Defendant of its consideration of the wiretap
affidavit as required by Fed R.Crim.P. 32(c);

(c)  The testimony of the informants McGowan and Stickman was not sufficiently
reliable to serve as the basis for the estimated drug quantity calculation;

(d)  The Court’s denial of Defendant’s motion for a continuance to subpoena
Officer Cole; and

(¢)  The government’s failure to prove the factual grounds for enhancement by a
preponderance of the evidence.

The Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit affirmed the Court’s decision sentencing
Defendant to 72 months imprisonment. United States v. Garcig, 78 F.3d 1457 (10th Cir. 1996). The

United States Supreme Court denied Defendant’s petition for writ of certioran on June 3, 1996.




iy -

In his present motion to vacate, set aéide, or correct sentence under 28 U,S.C, § 2255,

" Defendant raises the following .grd'l_lnds"for'reliéf .(listed on page 3 of his brief in support of the

motion):

(1)  Ineffective assistance of counsel, based on seven grounds (six are specifically
numbered and one is generally stated),

(2)  Denial of equal Iprotection;

(3)  Breach of the pléa agreement;

(4)  Errors in the application of the Seﬁtenéirig guidelines;

(5) Error in basing Defendant’s sentence on the pre~sentenc_e report;

(6)  Violation of Rule 32, Fed. R. Cnm Proc. |

In its response to Defendant’s motion pursuant to § 2255, the government raises the defense
of procedural bar and also responds tha:t the cla.ifr_ls are without merit.

U ANALYSIS

Except as to Defendant’s claim of ineffective assistance of counsel, which is addressed
separafely below, Réspondeﬁt asserts the defense of procedural bar. The C.ourf first addresses this
defense generally and then as it applies to each of Defendant’s claims (2) - (6).
A, Procedural Bar in General, |

It is well settled that ."[s]ection 2255 motions are not aVailaBlc to test the legality of matters
which should have been raised on direct appeal.” United States v. Warner, 23 F.3d 287, 291 (10th
Cir. 1994) (citation omitted). Consequently, a defendant may not assert issues which were not raised
in his direct appeal unless he establishes cause for his default and prejudice resulting therefrom, or

can show that a fundamental miscarriage of justice will occur if his claim is not addressed. United




514 tes v g:Qg 45 F.3d 388 392 (10th Clr 1995) The procedural default rules developed in the

context of habeas corpus cases apply wr:h equal force in § 225 S cases. Umtggi States \'g E:gdy 456

1.5, 152, 166-69 n. 15 (1982).

The "cause" standard requires a petitioner to show that some objective factor external to the
defense impeded Defendant’s ability to raise an issue on direct appeal. See Murray v. Carrier, 477
U.S. 478, 488 (1986). ﬁxaroples of such external factors inolude the discovery of new evidence or
a change in the law. 1d. Ineffective assistance of counsel is another example of an external factor
that may constitute "cause" excusing a procedural default. Cook, 45 ¥.3d at 392. As for prejudice,
a oeﬁtion_er must show "actual p'rejudioe’ resulting from the errors of which he complains.” United
States v. Frady, 456 U.S. 152, 168 (19.82). The "fundamental miscarriage of justice" exception

requires a petitioner to demonstrate that he is "actually innocent” of the crime of which he was

_ cormcted McCleskey v, Zant, 499US 467, 494 (1991)

Defendant does not spemﬁcally respond to Plaintiff’s defense of procedural bar, However,

in his inftial brief attached to the § 2255 motion, Defendant generally refers__ to the doct_rine__of

procedural default and notes that he is raising the issue of ineffective assistance of counsel.

Therefore, construing Petitioner’s pro se motion liberally as required by Haines v. Kerner, 404 U.S.

519, 520 (1972), the Court examines whether Defendant’s allegations of ineffective assistance of

 counsel constitute "cause” sufficient to overcome the procedural bar as to his claims (2) - (6). After

careful review of the record and as discussed below, the Court determines that Defendant fails to
meet this burden.
To establish ineffective assistance of counsel a defendant must show that his counsel's

performance was deficient and that the deficient performance was prejudicial. Strickland v




'of evaluatmg a clmm of meffectwe assnstance of tnal counsel the same test is apphed in assessmg

the ineffectiveness of appellate counsel. United States v. Cook, 45 F.3d at 392.

Because the procedural bar is imposed due to Defendant’s failure to raise his ¢laims on direct
appeal, the Court must examine the merits of the issues omitted upon appeal. Id, If the omitted
issues are without merit, counsel's failure to raise them does not amount to cqnsﬁtutionally ineffective
assistance of counsel. Id, at 393.

1. Denial of Equal Protection.

Defendant does not provide any factual basis_for this claim, other than a statement on page

1 of his brief that "Petitioner was not afforded guaranteed protection of the rights to a fair sentence

under the sixth and fourteenth amendment [sic], thereby his due process and equal protection of law

- werein vmlatlon [sw] " To the extent that Defendant is aJIegmg a v1olat10n of h]s Sixth Amendment

_ nght to counsel thls 1ssue is addressed below in the dlscussmn of Defendant s claim of meﬂ'ectzve

assistance of counsel. Defendant’s specific due process claims relatmg to his sentence are also
discussed below.

2 Breach of the FPlea Agreement.

Defendant states that "[tThe Government bearch [sic] its plea agreement when the Government
agreed not to sentence Petmoner {to] more then [sic] 24 months." Defendant states that he expected
to receive a sentence of about 12to 18 months and that this the orﬂy reason he pleaded guilty. He
alleges that the Government promised that only evidence occurring between December 10, 1993 and

January 26, 1994 would be used.




- This specific claim was not raised by Defendant on direct appeal, thus, the Court must

determine if Defendant has shown cause and prejudice sufficient to overcome the procedural bar, i.e,,

in this context whether Defendant’s counse! was deficient in failing to raise this iséué on appeal and
if so, whether such error was prejudicial. As discussed below, the Court finds this issue to be without
merit; thus, counsel did not err in omitting to raise it on appeal.

The record provides no support for Defendant’s claim that the government breached the plea
agreement. On page 5 of the plea agreement signed by Defendant, the terms of the agreement are
stated to be as follows: "I will plead guiity to Count V; any other counts against me in indictment will
be dismissed, including conspiracy.” And on "p:ag;: 6 of that agreement entitled "Sentencing,"
followiﬁg the statement that sentencing ié a matter left exclusively in the province of the Court, is the
Defendant’s declaration:

I declare that no officer or agent of any branch of government

(Federal, State, or local) has promised, suggested or predicted that T

will receive a lighter sentence, or probation, or any other form of

lenience if 1 plead "GUILTY", except as follows [instructions

omitted]: Guideline sentence for single substantive count only.
The government also stipulated in connection with the plea agreement that Defendant was entitled
to a three point reduction in the sentencihg Ievel_ because he accepted responsibility in pleading guilty.

Defendant, who testified that his education included four years of college, acknowledged at
the change of plea hearing that he understood all of the foregoing, i.e., that sentencing remained
totally in the Court’s disgretion notwithstanding any predictioﬁs of a probable sentence made by his

attorney, and that no promises had been made to him other than contained in the plea agreement. (Tr.

of Change of Plea at 15 and 17))




Viewing the events which transpired at sentencing againét the provisions of the plea
agreerﬁenf, itis élear tﬁat fﬁe gOvetﬁménf &id abide. by thé plea ag@éméni 'i_h.zlls'king for aisnlissal of
Count 1 against Defendant at the close of sentencing. (Tr. of Sent’g Hr’g at 210.) Further, the Court
adopted the government’s stipulation that Defendant had accepted responsibility and adjusted
Defendant’s offense level downward by three points, While Defendant may well have been expecting
2 lesser sentence than he ultimately received, the severity of hi_s sentence was not—and legally could
not have been—part of the plea agreement nor the subject of a promise bf the government. Thus,
this claim 1s without merit and Defendant’s counsel did not render ineffective assistance in failing to
raise it on appeal. )

The only other avenue by which Defendant can have this claim reviewed is by showing that

a “"fundamental miscarriage of justice" will result if the procedural bar is invoked. This exception

_ apphes ”where a constltutxonal \nolanon has probably resulted in the convxctlon of one who is actually

innocent." Mungy £§g£ rier, 477 U S 478 496 ( 1986) Here, Defendant does not allege that he
is actually innocent of the crime (i.e., distribution of cocaine) to which he pleaded guilty; he claims
only that he should Have received a lesser sentence.

Accordingly, because Defendant has not shown cause for his failure to raise this issue on
direct appeal or prejudice resulting therefrom, or that a miscarriage of justice would result if this issue
is not reached on its merits, the Court is proceduraily barred from reaching this claim.

3 Error in Application of the Sentencing Guidelines.

Defendant contends that the evidence does not suppdrt any of the fbllowing: starting at level
28, the 3 point enhancement due to befgndant’s being a leader of two or more individuals, or the 2

point enhancement for possession of a firearm during a drug transaction. Defendant states that the
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Court based its sentence solely upon the information provided in the pre-sentence report and "did not

‘accept evidence, documents or reports except the pre-sentence report and motion from the

Government." Defendant points out that a state case charging him with a weapons offense was
dismissed and asserts that the probation officer preparing the pre-sentence report misled the Court
as to that dismissal.

To briefly summarize the applicable sentencing procedures: Defendant’s sentence was
determined pursuant to the provisions of the 1993 'Sentencing Guidelines, which required that the
Court consider Defendant’s "relevant conduct" in determining the "Base Offense Level” and any
adjustments, Factors considered pursuant to § 1B1 .3(;)(2) inchuded all acté and omissions that were
part of the course of conduct or common scheme or plan as the offense of conviction. As an example

in the commentary illustrated, where a defendant was involved in three drug sales but was convicted

~ on a courit charging only one of the sales, the total quantity of drugs sold was used to determine the

offense level. § 1B1.3, Comment. (n. 3). Section 2D1.1(a}(3) provided that the "Base Offense
Level” for Defendant’s offense of drug trafficking was determined according to a drug quantity table,
If different @gs were involved, they would be converted according to equivalency tables provided.

Addressing the various points made in Defendant’s claim, the Court first notes that for
purposes of the Sentencing Guidelines the Court found at least 400 grams but less than 500 grams
of cocaine or its equivalent and thus started at the Base Off‘ense Level of 24 (not 28 as alleged .by
Defendant here). The Court then added three points for supervision of two or more persons in a
criminal activity, subtracted three points for acceptance of responsibility, and added two points for
use of a firearm in connection with the drug activity, to arrive at its total of 26. Also, the Court did

receive substantial evidence—including witness testimony-—in addition to the pre-sentence report.
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On direct appeal, Defendant argued that the goveriistient h_ad fa.iled__t_o pr'oye'gnhan_c_jcr_nent_ of

his sentence by a préponderance of the evidence. The Tenth Circuit held that this Court "propetly

employed its discretion to decide a sentence by determining whether a preponderance of the evidence
warranted a sentence greater than the government’s recommendation.” Garcia, 78 F.3d at 1467.

Thus, Defendant’s claims as to tile sufficiency of the evidence supporting enhancement of his
sentence have been previously considered and disposed of on appeal. A defendant may not raise in
a § 2255 petition issues that have already been adjudicated on direct appeal. United States v. Cox,
83 F.3d 336, 342 (10th Cir. 1996); United States v. Warner, 23 F.3d 287, 291 (10th Cir.1994).
Accordingly, Defendant is barred from now raising tI‘IiS issue.

Further, counsel’s failure to rai.se: an issue relatihg to the alleged dismissal of a st.at'e.We.apoﬁ’s

charge, even if error, did not prejudice Defendant because the record reflects ample uncontradicted

- testimony as to Defendant’s use of a gun on numerous occasions in connection with his drug business

by M.ch.a.wan and Stickman; t;io witnéésés whom.t.he Court found credible on thfs point..
Therefore, as to those issﬁes nbt already considered and disposed of by the Tenth Circuit,
Defendant has failed to show cause and prejudice sufficient to overcome the procedural bar.
4. Error in Basing Sentence on the Pre-Sentence Report.

Defendant contends the Court relied upon the allegations of the pre-sentence report which

‘were not supported by any evidence, and, thus, the Court violated Defendant’s due process rights by

making a determination without a hearing, Also, Defendant contends that "the Court’s blind reliance
upon the pre-sentence report violates this Constitutional provision [separation of powers]."
This ground for reliefis clearly without merit as the Court did hold a sentencing hearing over

a period of three days. Two witnesses testified at that hearing, and the parties also presented




stipulations relatiﬁg to various points. The Court based its sentence upon the testimony of witnesses

it found credible which supported the determiinations of the pre-sentence report. Additionally, on

appeal the Tenth Circuit concluded that this Court did not violate separation of powers principles by
refusing to honor the government’s stipulations r_egarding the drug quantity and cred_ibility of the
informant witnesses. Garcia, 78 F.3d at '1462. Because the separation of powers issue was
considered on appeal, Defendant may not raise it under § 2255,

Accordingly, to the extent that_th;'_s ground for relief was not disposed of on direct appeal, the
Court finds that it is without merit and Defendant has not shown cause and prejudice sufficient to
overcome the procedural bar, )

5. Violation of Rule 32, Fed. R. Crim. Proc.

Defendant does not explain the factual basis of this claim. However, on direct appeal

Defendant did argue that he was not glven IlOthB of a WIretap aﬂidawt relied upon in deterrmmng his
.- sentence in v1olat10n of Rule 32(0)(3)(A) The Tenth C1rcu1t detenmned that the dlsclosure

requirements of Rule 32(¢)(3)(A) were not technically violated. Gagcia, 78 F.3d at 1465. However,

that Court did find that counsel were not given the opportunity to comment on this information unti

after sentencing. Id. Notwithstanding this violation of Rule 32(c)(1), the Tenth Circuit held it to

be harmless error that was not shown to have had a substantial influence on the ultimate sentencing
determination. Id.
Based upon the Tenth Circuit’s consideration and disposal of the Rule 32 issues on appeal,

the Court concludes that Defendant is barred from now raising this claim in his § 2255 motion
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B. Ineffective Assistance of Counsel.
" The Court next turms to Defendant’s claim that his Sixth Amendment right to counsel was
denied on several grounds, which are described and addressed below.
As previously noted, to establish ineffective assistance of counsel a defendant must show that

his counsel's performance was deficient and that the deficient performance was prejudicial. Strickland

v. Waghington, 466 U.S. 668, 687 (1984); Osborn v. Shillinger, 997 F.2d 1324, 1328 (10th Cir.

© 1993). A defendant can establish the first prong by showing that counsel performed below the level

expected from a reasonably competent attorney in criminal cases. Strickland, 466 U.S. at 687-88.
To establish the second prong, a defendant must show that this deficient performance prejudiced the
defense, to the extent that "there is a reasonable probability that, but for counsel's unprofessional

errors, the result of the proceeding would have been different.” Id. at 694. Seeg also Lockhart v,

_ _L@Ell 506 us. 364 369- 70 (1993) There isa "strong presumpt1on that counsel s conduct falls

| w1th1n the range of reasonable professmnal assistance.” ankland, 466 U S at 688 In makmg this

determination, a court must "judge . . . [a] counsel's challenged conduct on the facts of the particular

case, viewed as of the time of counsel's conduct.” Id., at 690, Moreover, review of counsel's
] ’

performance must be highly deferential. "[I]t is all too easy for a court, examining counsel's defense

after it has proved unsuccessful, to conclude that a particular act or omission of counsel was
unreasonable." Id. at 689,

The Court will address each of Defendant’s assertions of ineffective assistance of counsel.

A Defendant asserts that his attorney should have objected to the Court’s abuse of

discretion when it did not follow the government's recommendation that not more

than level 24 be used and that his attorney erred "by allowing the Cowrt to use the

theory of ‘a lot of young blacks were doing long sentence in the federal penenrzary
[sic].’ stated at: page 5 line 1 through 19 of November 7, 1994 In Camera Hearing."
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- . .The issue of the Court’s enhancement of Defendant’s sentence over the government’s
aobjection was specifically raised on appeal, and the Tenth Circuit held that the Court acted within its
discretion when it declined to follow the government’s recommendation concerning sentencing,
stating that "[t]he district court may decline to follow a sentence recommendation when it finds the
stipulated facts do not accurately reflect all relevant conduct beai'ing upon the guideline rangé"'
Garcia, 78 F.3d at 1462-1463.

As to Defendant’s second issue, the Plaintiff correctly points out that this statement was made
in the context of a post-sentencing in camera hearing, as part of an overall discussion of the
sentencing guidelines as they applied to relevant conduct for drug offenders. The Court’s comment
was not open to objection by Defendant’s counsel, and it clearly was not prejudicial to Defendant as
he had already been sentenced and this statement had no bearing on the determination of that
sentence. Therefore Defendaﬁt’é counsel was not ineffective in failing to obj ect to this comment.

2. Defendemt claims his attorney failed to 'ihi:e.stigate the Sentencing Guidelines and did

not investigate the case at all, or he would have investigated some police reports that
"show that defendant never deliver [sic] drugs with Mr. Cordova [sic], as stated on
Pre-Sentence report and the Indiciment,” Defendant also states that he told his
attorney that he had never delivered cocaine to Mr. McGowan, but his attorney
advised him to accept the plea agreement for delivery of one ounce and he would not
get sentenced to more than 24 months.

The record in this case plainly contradicts Defendant’s statement that his attorney failed to
investigate this case or the Sentencing Guidelines. Defendant’s trial attorney objected in writing
(#71) and verbally to the pre-sentence report’s application of the Sentencing Guidelines. Defense

counsel also vigorously cross-examined Doug McGowan relating to his alleged purchases of drugs

from Defendant.




Further, the Court also cannot conclude that defense counsel erred in advising Defendant to

icckpt the plea agreement, which had the effect of dismissing Count One of the Indictment relating.

to conspiracy. Had Defendant not entered into the plea agreement, he faced potentially higher
sentences on the two counts, as the evidence at trial may very well have established much greater
amounts of drug possession/distribution. Additionally, as discussed above, Defendant was advised
by the Court on several occasions that the plea agreement explicitly left open the amount of the
seritence. Thus, this ground is without merit.

3 Defendant contends his counsel was ineffective "by not advising fhim] to withdraw
his plea agreement that exposed [him] to a 5 to 40 year sentence. When the court
stated at this point that the sentence was going to be based on level 28 which carries
a minimum of 5 years."

Even construing this allegation liberally, as required by Haines v. Kerner, 404 U.S, 519, 520

(1972), the Court is unable to perceive Defendant’s point. The plea agreement provided only that

' the sentehbe could range up to a ma:dmﬁm imp'ﬁ'sonr'nent term of 20 years. While the pre-sentence

repoft, to fwhich defense counsel objected, recommended classifying the offense as a Class B felony,
punishable by 5 to 40 years and also recqmended using a sgntencing level of 28, the Court did not
fuily adopt those recommendations, In fact, the Court discussed the possibility that if it determined
there was substantially more than 500 grams of cocaine involved in the relevant conduct
determination, which would subject Defendant to the Class B felony classification recommended by
the probation officer, Defendant shouid be given an opportunity to withdraw from the plea agreement
because the 5 to 40 years’ custody range exceeded the 20 years’ maximum in the plea agreement.
(Tr. of Sent’g Hf’g at 29-31.) As it turned out, however, the Court found only 499 grams of cocaine

in order to preserve the plea agreement and determined a total offense level of 26, with a
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corresponding guideline range of 63 to 78 months. “The Court then sentenced Defendant to 72
months. Accordingly, the Courts finds this claim to be without merit.

4. Defendont states that his counse! "failfed] t0 object to Ms Stickman’s testimony that
she had gone to Dallas, Texas to pick up drug [sic]. But in fact she stated that she
never saw any drugs. At this point she was just assuming and her conclusion were
[sic] unsupported.”

Defendant is apparently referring to the portion of the pre-sentence report relating to the three
point adjustment for role in the offense (i.e., serving as manager or supervisor of at least two
individuals involved in a criminal activity having at least five or more participants). In the report, the
probation officer determined that Defendant recruited Benny Beard and Amy Stickman to travel to
Dallas for the purpose of transporting illegal drugs.

Amy Stickman was not asked about this trip during her testimony at the sentencing hearing.

However, she did testify that Defendant "frented" her cocaine to sell and sometimes required her to

* "cut" the cocaine. (Tr. of Sent’g Hr'g at 47-52.) She also testified that there were more than five

participants in{folve'd in Defendarlt’s. érﬁninal aétivit_y énd némed foﬁr individuals other than hersetf
and Doug McGowan. (Tr. of Sent’g Hr'g at 57-38.) McGowan also testified as to these activities.
Thus, there was adequate evidence supporting the Court’s three-point upward adjustment for role
in the. offense.

Insofar as Defendant is also claiming counsel should have attacked the reliability of
Stickman’s testimony, this issue was raised and decided against Defendant on direct appeal. There
appellate counsel argued that the testimony of Stickman and McGowan did not possess "‘sufficient
indicia of reliability to support its probaﬁle accuracy.”" Garcia, 78 F.3d at 146..6‘ The Tenth Circuit

found that "McGowan and Stickman testified only as to their personal knowledge of specific facts
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relating to Defendant’s drug transactions. [Their] testimony sufficiently corroborated each other’s

statements—as well as the statements they made to the probation officer—to further indicate that the =~

testimony was reliable.” Id, The Tenth Circuit further noted that it has previously held that "courts
may employ out-of-court statements not independently corroborated when the informant was
identified." Id. (citing United States v _Ballard, 16 F.3d 1110, 1115 n.5 (10th Cir, 1994).

Because Defendant’s case was not prejudiced by his trial counsel’s failure to object to this

testimony, this allegation of ineffective assistance of counsel is without merit.

5 Defendan? conteﬁds thét his counsel "féfled to call witnesses ?o testify that céuld
have impeach [sic] the government main witness or CI.  this were [sic] three officers
that would have testify [sic] that the CI's testimony was not true."

Again, Defendant does not elaborate on this statement. Apparently Defendant is referring to

Doug McGowan as the "CI" or chief informant, but Defendant does not name the three officers who

allegedly would have contradicted McGowan’s testimony. At the sentencing hearing, the government

| stipuléted that two Tulsa pbiicé officers (Ofﬁc.:efs”G.Ién Uhren and Jeff Cash) would fesﬁfy if called

to serve as witnesses that they did not trust McGowan, (Tr. of Sent. Hr'g at 151-152.) The record
also reflects the Assistant U.S. Attorney’s feport that he spoke to Officer Dv'vight.Co'le_who denied
maicing a representation to the probation officer that McGowan was a credible witness. (Tr. of Sent.
Hr’g at 189.) The Court assumes that it is these three officers—Cole, Uhren and Cash—whom
Defendant claims his attorney should have called as witnesses.

- Assuming arguendo that defense counsel erred in failing to call these witnesses who might
have testified as to their .o'pinio'n of McG.bwéh’:s'bredibiﬁty_, Deféndén_t has not sh_dwn that such
deficient performance prejudiced the defense, to the extent that "there is a reasonable probability that,

but for counsel's unprofessional errors, the result of the proceeding would have been different."

.. 13”




Strickland, 466 U.S. at 694. Rod Bak_e_r, Chief of Probation, had provided a statement that three of

 the four Tulsa police officers he interviewed (including Officer Cole) considered McGowan credible.

Further, Defendant does not articulate how these officers’ testimony would refute McGowan’s
specific testimony on the crucial issues relating to: the amount of cocaine purchased from Defendant
over a multi-month period, Defendant’s possession of a firearm in connection with his drug déalings,
and the number of participants in the overall criminal éctivity. The stipulations and other sentencing
proceedings reflect only that these officers did not trust McGowan or might not judge him a credible
witness. As McGowan’s testimony rélated to his confidential dealings with Defendant, the Court is
wholly unconvinced that these officers would have ;estiﬁe'd that McGowan’s "testimony was not

true."

In any event, however, the testimony of Amy Stickman independently corroborated

 McGowan’s testimony as to the c_rucial issues, and Stickman’s testimony is in itself sufficient to
establish the higher drug quantities and enhancements. Defendant does not claim that any witnesses

“should have been called to refiite Stickran’s testimony or credibility. Therefore, because Defendant

has not established a reasonable probability that his sentence would have been different had counsel
called these three police officers to testify, his claim of ineffective assistance of counsel must fail.

6. Defendont contends counsel was ineffective when he told the Court Defendant was
living in "Famtasy Land" when it came to relevant conduct and that counsel had
advised Defendant about relevant conduct. Defendant states that the relevant
conduct he was told about was the 68.95 grams that he agreed to accept in the plea
agreement, which was the relevant conduct between December 10, 1993 fo January
26, 1994 and no more. Also, Defendant states that his attorney told him that the
Court could not use more or even prove any more.

The "Fantasy Land" statement was made on the last day of the sentencing proceedings after
_ o

the parties had rested. Defendant had made the statement that he was guilty of one ounce. (Tr. of
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Sent’g Hr'g at 192-194.) Upon questioting by the Court defense counsel stated that Defendant 5

'"'plulosophmal belief was that he should be pumshed for the crime he pled gullty to rather than based

on the relevant conduct theory, "although, as his counsel, I recognize that he is living in a fantasyland
in that regard and that we are subject to relevant conduct.” (Tr. of Sent’g Hr'g at 194.)

These allegations agajn do not establish ineffective assistance of counsel. Counsel’s choice
of words to describe Defendant’s "philosophical belief" about sentencing may have been unfortunate
but Defendant does not allege that such statement affected or prejudiced Defendant’s case in any way.

Defendant’s second allegation is that counsel incorrectly told him that the "relevant conduct"
determination would be based only upon-a quantity of: 68.95 grams of cocaine, w_hich represents the
drug transactions documented by police records in December, 1993 and January, 1994 and which

Defenda_nt "agreed to accept in the plea agreement.” Even assuming such representation was made,

- Defendant has not estabhshed that it was prejudu:lal i.e., but for such i mcorrect adee "the result

of the proceedmg would have been d1fferent " Smgklgngl_ 466 U S at 694

The Court initially notes that the plea agreement does not contain any representation or
agreement as to the quantity of drugs .to: be considered for sentencing purposes, and the Court took
pains at the time of the plea inquiry to ensure that Defendant understood that sentencing was left
totally in the Court’s discretion notwithstanding any predictions of a probable.sentence made by his
attorney. (T1. of Change of Plea at 15 and 17.)

While the parties verbally agreed at the sentencing hearing to an amount equal to 96.95 grams
for sentencing purposes, (Tt. of Sent’g Hr’g at 16), the Court was not bound by that agreement.
Addressing this precise issue on direct appeal, the Tenth Circuit held that "{t]he district court may

decline to follow the sentence recommendation when it finds the sti'pulated facts do not accurately
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reflect all relevant conduct'beaﬁng upon the guideline range." Gargia, 78 F .3d at 1462 (citing United

' States v. Easterling, 921 F.2d 1073, 1079 (10th Cir. 1990). Defendant totally fails to allege how his

defense at the sentencing hearing was prejudiced, even if defense counsel incorrectly advised him as
to the quantity of drugs to be considered for sentencing purposes. Thus, these allegations do not
establish ineffectis}e assistance of cbun;sell., |

7. General allegations of ineffective assistance of counsel.

Defendant claims that "[i]nstead of serving as petitioner’s Advocate before trial, Counsel

- abandoned Petitioner and affirmatively aided the Government in their efforts to persuade the Court

that there was not reasonable doubt that Petitioner was the person involved in those crimes." He also
contends that "[p]etitioner’s Counsel abandonment of his duty to loyalty to Petitioner by assisting the

prosecution also created a conflied [sic] of interest." Further, he alleges that his attorney made no

~ defense to the Court c_'alling witnesses, and told Defendant that the Court could not use anything that

the government was against using, and that once the sentencing hearing began "Counsel was a mere

spectator in Court."

These allegations are not supported by the record. Defendant pled guilty to the crime of
distributing cocaine. The Court determined that Defendant was making this plea voluntarily and
knowingly before accepting the guilty plea. Thus, there was no issue of "reasonable doubt" as to
Defendant’s involvement in this crime. There is also no support for Defendant’s assertion that his
attorney "abandoned" him, assisted the prosecution, and became a mere "spectator” in court.

On the contrary, the record demonstrates that defense counsel made many objections on
Defendant’s behalf (e.g., to the pre-sentence report and to the Court’s calling and examining

witnesses on its own initiative), cross-examined McGowan and made numerous arguments for
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Defendant on various subjects during the course of the sentencing hearing. The Defendant fails to

“point to specific nstances supportmgmsallegatlonsthat defense counsel failed to act as an advocate

for Defendant. The Court concludes that Defendant has not shown that counsel performed below
the level expected from a reasonably competent attorney in criminal cases. Strickland, 466 U.S. at
687-88.
CONCLUSION

Defendant’s claim that his counsel provided ineﬁ'ét:tive assistance is without merit.
Defendant’s remaining claims are either proceduraﬁy .ban'ed or are barred because they have been
previously considered and disposed of on direct a;-).pea.l. Therefore, the Court concludes that
Defendant’s motion to vacate, set aside, or correct sentence should be denied.

ACCORDINGLY IT IS HEREBY ORDERED thnt Defendant s motion to vacate, set

aside, OT correct sentence pursuant to 28 U. S C § 2255 (#136) is demed

SO ORDERED THIS 2.2 day of //3} - , 1998,

I-IOMAS R. BRETT Senior .Tudge
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

2 R Northern District of Oklahoma  entER=> C3 pooues
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA | | DATE % i /f
v. o Case Number 97-CR-032-007-K
CALLIE M. HOLT - I FILE
Defendant. ’

' s LEE G2 s
JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL CASE 27 el

{For Offenses Committed On or After November 1, 1987) ppj | grmbard, %

e
Gt ..Ti“\

(LS, DISTRIGT COURT
The defendant, CALLIE M. HOLT, was represented by Jim Heslet,

The defendant pleaded guilty January 7, 1998, to Count 1 of the Indictment.
Accordrngly, the defendant is adjudged guﬂty of such count, mvol\nng the following offense:

Date Offense Count
' Tn:!e & Section Nature of Offense Concluded Number{s)
18 USC 371 Conspiracy to Utter, Possess and o . _ 2/9/97 1

Pass Forged Securltles

£ . |
R As pronounced i Apr:l 16 1998 the defendant is sentenced as prov:ded in pages 2 through 4 of
this Judgment. The sentence is imposed pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984.

It is ordered that the defendant shall pay to the United States a special assessment of $ 100, for
Count 1 of the Indictment, which shall be due immediately,

It is further ordered that the defendant shall notify the United States Attorney for this district within
30 days of any change of name, residence, or mailing address until al! fines, restitution, costs, and special
assessments imposed by this Judgment are fully paid. '

Signed this the jQ day of {/724,0&./ , 1998,

The Honoff)ie Terry &/ Kern, Chief
United Sthtes District Judge

. Defendant’s SSN: 287-72-8318 °

- Mefendant’s Date of Birth: 07/23/72
Defendant’s ma:lmg address: PO Box 349 Fowl oK 74031
Defendant’s residence address: Oklahoma Department of Corrections

T4
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~Defendant: CALLIE M. HOLT

uase Number 97-CR- 032 007 I(
"JMPmSONMENT

N . _The defendant is hereby commltted to the custody of the United States Bureau of Prisons to be
tmprlsoned for a term of 16 months as to Count 1, said term to run concurrently with Rogers County District

. Court Case Number CF96-356 and Okmulgee County District Colrt Case Numbers HCF97-5009 and CF97-
61.

The Court makes the following recommendatlons to the Bureau of Prisons: that the Bureau of Prisons
desngnate the Oklashoma Department of Correctlons as the place of service for sentence.

The defendant is remanded to the custody of the United States Marshal.
RETURN
I have executed this Judgment as follows:
Defendant delivered on | to .
at _ . with a certified copy of this Judgment.

United States Marshal

By

Deputy Marshal




AQ 245 S (Rav. 9/97}(N.D. Okla. rev.) Sheet 3 - Supervised Release
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fm\Defendant CALLIE M. HOLT
Case Number: 97-CR-032-007-K

© SUPERVISED RELEASE |

‘Upon release from |mpr|sonment the defendant shall be on supervised release for aterm of three (3)
- years.

While on s”upervised release, the defendant shall not commit another federal, stafe or 'Iocal'crime
_shall not iflegally passess a controlled substance; shall comply with the standard conditions that have been
‘adopted by this court {set forth below} and shall comply w;th the followmg additional condmons“ '

1. The defendant sha!l raport in persnn 1o the Probatmn Offlce in the district to which the defendant is released as soon as

possible, but in no event, later than 72 hours of release from the custody of the Bureau of Prisans.
2. If this judgment imposes a fine, special assessmant, costs, or restitution obligatian, it shall be a condition of supervised release

that the defendant pay any such fine, assessments, costs, and restitution that remain unpaid at the commancemeant of the
term of supervised release

3. The defendant shall not own or possess a firearm, destructive device, or other dangerous weapon.

4., The defendant shall successfully participate in a program of testmg and treatment {to include inpatient) for drug and alechal
abuse, as directed by the Probation Officer, until such time as released from the program by the Probation Officer.

5. The defendant shall submit to a search condicted by a United States Probation Officer of his person, residence, vehicle, office

and/or business at a reasonable time and in a reasonable manner, based upon reasonable suspicion of contraband or evidence
of a violation of a condition of release. Failure 10 submit to a search may be grounds for revocation. The defendant shall not
reside at any location without having first advised other residents that the premises may be subject to searches pursuant to
this condition. Additionally, the defendant shall abtain written verification from other residents that said residents
acknowledge the existencé of this conditien and that fheir failure to cooperate could result in revocation. This
acknowledgement shall be provided to the U. S Prcbat:on Offlce mmedxate[y upon takmg res:dency

- The defendant shall perform 100 hours of on s di €

STANDARD CONDIT[ONS OF SUPERVIS'ION

While the defendant is on supervised release pursuant to this judgment, the defendant shall not commit another federal, state,
or local erima. In addition:

1} The defendant shall not leave the judicial district without the permission of the court ar prabation officer.

2} The defendant shall report to the probation officer as dirested by the court or probation officer and shall submit a truthful and
complete written report within the first five days of each month.

3} The defendant shell answer truthfully all inguiries by the probation officer and follow the instructions of the probat:on officer.

4} The defendant shall support his or her dependents and meet other family responsibilities. _

&) The defendant shall work regularly at a lawfu! occupation unlass excusad by the probation officer for schooling, training, or other
acceptable reasons.

6} The defendant shall notify the probation officer within seventy-two hours of any change in residence or employment.

7)  The defendant shall refrain from excessive use of alcohol and shall not purchase, possess, use, distribute or administer any
narcotic or other controlied substance, or any paraphernalia related to such substances, except as prescribed by a physician.

8] The defendant shall not frequent places where controlled substances are illegally sold, used, distributed, or administarad.

9) The defendant shall not associate with any persons engaged in criminal activity, and shall not assaciate With any person convicted
of a felony unless granted permission to do so by the prabation officer, S

10) The defendant shall permit a probation officer to visit him or her at any time at home or slsewhére and shatl permit confiscation
of any contraband observed in plain view by tha prohation officer. _

11} The defendant shall notify the probation officer within seventy-two hours of being arrested or questioned by a law enforcement
officer.

12} The defendant shall not enter into any agreement to gct as an informer or a special agent of a law enforcement agency without
the permission of the court.

13} As directed by the prebation officer, the defendant shall notify third parties of risks that may be occasioned by the defendant’s

f"\"’\ . criminal record or personal history or characteristics, and shall permit the probation officer 1o make such notifications and to

’ .~ .. confirm the defendant’s compliance with such notification requirement.

14} The defendant shall submit to urinalysis testing as directed by the U. S. Probation Office.
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-Defendant: CALLIE M. HOLT

- Case Number: 97-CR-032-007-K

" STATEMENT OF REASONS

The court adopts the factual findings and guideline application in the presentence report,

Guideline Range Determined by the Court:

Total Offense Level: 6

_ Lriminal History Category: Vi
Imprisonrnent Range: 12 months to 18 months
Supervised Release Range: 2 to 3 years

" Fine Range: $ 500 to ¢ 5,000
Restitution: ' $ n/a

‘The fine is waived or is below the gtjideline' range because of"the. defendant’s inability to pay.

The sentence is within the gu;delme range, that range does not exceed 24 months and the court

fmds no reascon to depart from the sentence cailed for by application of the gu:dellnes

£
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

z""“ | Northern Dlstnct of Oklahoma - KT
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA o S /7Z =5 - rfg
v, Case Number 9_7-CR-1.30—00‘£-K
PATRICIA BALL | | Friy, B
Defendant. i _ _ _ o , s
2 P )
JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL CASE R &/

{For Offenses Commltted On or After November 1, 1987)* Hibg OMLis

)(_,!“: i
BRI S ,ﬂ,{iz“
)

The defendant, PATRICIA BAL_L, was represented by Stephen J. Greubel.

The defendant pleaded guilty January 15, 1998, to Count 1 of the Information.. Accordingly, the
defendant is adjudged guilty of such count, involving the following offense:

_ Date Offense Count
Title & Section Nature of Offense Cencluded Number{s)
18 USC 4 Misprision of a Felony 5/14/97 1

A: .I .
% - As pronounced on April 17, 11988, the defendant is sentenced as prov:ded in peges 2 through 4 of
this Judgment The sentence is imposed pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984.

it is ordered that the defendant shall pay to the Unlted States a speclal assessment of $ 100, for
Count 1 of the Information, which shall be due immediately.

It is further ordered that the defendant shall notify the United States Attorney for this district within
30 days of any change of name, residence, or mailing address until all fines, restitution, costs, and special
assessments imposed by this Judgment are fully paid.

Signed this the o2l day of Q/ﬂ/k/(/ , 1998.

JM@

he)Honorab Terry C. rn, Chief
United Statés District Juddge

Defendant’s SSN: 408-17-6762
- *Defendant’s Date of Birth: 4/27/68
- Defendant’s residence and mailing address: 2250 Marsh’ Lane Apt 1102, Carrollton TX 75006

£
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Defendant: PATRICIA BALL
. Case Number: 97-CR-130-001-K

PROBATION
The defendant is hereby placed on probation for a term of three (3) years.

While on probation, the defendant shall not commit another federal, state, or local crime; shall not

illegally possess a controlled substance; shall comply with the standard conditions that have been adopted
by this court {set forth below); and shall comply with the following additional conditions:

if this judgment imposes a fine, special assessmant, casts or restitution obligation, it shall be a condition of probation that the

defendant pay any such fine, assessment, costs and restitution,

The defendant shall not own or possess a firearm, destructive device, or athar dangerous weapon,

The defendant shall successfully participate in a program of testing and treatment (to include inpatient} for drug and alcohol

abuse, as directed by the Probation Officer, until such time as released from the program by the Probation Officer.

The defendant shal! participata in a program of mental heaith treatment {to include inpatient), as directed by the Probation

Officer, until such time as the defendant is released from the program by the Probation Officer.

The defendant shall submit to a search conducted by a United States Probation Officer of his person, resndence vehicle, office

and/or business at a reasonable time and in a reasonable manner, based upon reasonable suspicion of contraband or evidence
of a violation of a condition of release. Failure to submit to a search may be grounds for revocation. The defendant shall not

reside at any lecation without having first advised other rasidents that the premises may be subject to searches pursuant to

this condition. Additionalty, the defendant shall obtain written verification from other residents that said residents
acknowledge the existence of this condition and that their failure to cooperata could resuit in ravocation. This
acknowledgement shali be provided ta the U. S. Probation Office immediately upon taking residency.

The defendant shall serve the first six months of probation on home confinement. The term of homa confinemant shalt include
electronlc monltorlng at tha dlscretlon of the superwsmg probatlon ofﬁcer

“$TANDARD CONDITIONSIIOF PROBATION

While the defendant is on probation pursuant to this judgment, the defendant shali not cammit another federal, state or local

crima. In addition:

1)
2
3)
4)
5)

6}
7

8}
9)

10}
1M
12)
13)

TN

4

Tha defendant shall not leave the judicial district without the permission of the court or probation officer.

The defendant shall report to the probation officer as directed by the court or probation officer and shall submit a truthful and
complete written report within tha first five days of each manth. '

The defendant shall answer truthfully all inquiries by the probation officer and follow the instructions of the probatian officer.
The defendant shall support his or her dependeants and meat othar family responsibilities.

The defendant shalt work reguiarly at a lawful ococupation unless excused by the probation officer for schooling, training, or other
acceptable reasons. '

The defendant shall notify the probation officer within seventy-two hours of any change in residence or employment.

The defendant shall cefrain from excessive use of alcohol and shall not purchase, possess, use, distribute or administer any
narcotic or other controlied substance, or eny paraphernalia related to such substances, except as prescribed by a physician.
The defendant shall not frequent places where controlled substances are illegally sold, used, distributad, or administered.

The defendant shall not associate with any persons engaged in criminal activity, and shall not associate with any person convicted
of a felony unless granted permission to do so by the probation officar.

The defendant shall permit a probation officer to visit him or her at any time at home or elsewhere and shall permit confiscation
of any contraband observed in plain view by the probation officer.

The defendant shall notify the probation officer within seventy-two hours of being arrested or guestioned by a jaw enforcement
officer. '

The defendant shall net enter into any agreement to act as an informer or a special agent of a law enforcement agency without
the permission of the court.

As directed by the probation officer, the defendant shall notify third parties of risks that may be cccasioned by the defendant’s
criminal record or personal history or characteristics, and shall permit the probation officer to make such netifications and to

“confirm the defendant’s compliance with such notification requirament.

The defendant shall submit to urinalysis testing as directed by the U. 8. Probation Office.
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P‘Jefendant PATRICIA BALL
_.Case Number: 97-CR-130-001- K

FINE

The Court has determined that the defendant does not have the ablllty to pay interest, and it is
~accordingly ordered that the interest requirement is waived.

The defendant shall pay a fine of $ 500, as to Count 1. This fine shall be paid in full immediately.
Any amount not paid immediately shall be paid during the period of Probation.

If the fine is not paid, the court may sentence the defendant to any sentence which might have been
originally imposed. See 18 U.5.C. § 3614.
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~~Defendant: PATRICIA BALL
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£

" _Case Number: 97-CR-130-001-K

STATEMENT OF REASONS

" The court adopts the factual findings and guideline application in the presentence report.

Guideline Ran'ge Determined by the Court:

Total Offense Level: 6

Criminal History Category: li

Imprisonment Range: 1 months to 7 months
Supervised Release Range: 1 year

Fine Range: $ 500 to $ 5,000
Restitution: $ nfa

The sentence is within the guideline range, that range does not exceed 24 months, and the Court
finds no reason to depart from the sentence called for by application of the guidelines.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

,e-\ . ... . .. . Northern District of Oklahoma ___. ... = s;cket
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA . o am 6/4& 5 -7 £
V. Case Number 97-CR-114-001-K
| -F&EQF
WILLIAM SOURS _ _ _ o ' ) o
: Defendant ' AP B
JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL CASE  Fllftompoy,
{For Offenses Commltted On or After November 1, 1987) CRETCT Rt
The defendant, WILLIAM SOURS, was represented by 'F.'Randolph Lynn.
The defendant pleaded guilty December 18, 1997, to Count 1 of the Indictment
Accordlngly, the defendant is adjudged guilty of such count, lnvolvmg the following offense:
. Date Offense Count
Title & Section _ Nature of Offense _ _ -7 Concluded _ Number(s)
18 USC 2118{a)  Armed Rabbery involving R | 711797 1
& {c} Controlled Substances and -
f N !nterstate Travel o -

As pronounced on Apnl 17 1998 the defendant is sentenced as prowded in pages 2 threugh 5 of
this Judgment. The sentence is |mposed pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984.

It is ordered that the defendant shall pay t6 the United States a spemal assessment of § 100, for
Count 1 of the Ind:ctment which shall be due immediately.

It is further ardered that the defendant shail notify the United States Attorney for this district within
30 days of any change of hame, residence, or mailing address until all fines, restitution, costs, and special
assessments imposed by this Judgment are fully paid.

Signed this the 022- day of { z;t‘:&ﬂé . 1998,

THe Honor, 1e Terry CKern, Chief
United States District Judge

Defendant’s SSN: 486-60-3000

H\Defendant s Date of Birth: 4!8;’53
Defendant’s mailing address: ¢/o US Marshals, 333 W. 4th Street, 4th Floor, Tuisa OK 74103
Defendant’s residence address: Missouri Department of Corrections

27
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.Defendant: WILLIAM SOURS _ _ '
- . Case Number: 97-CR-114-001k = N
IMPRISONMENT
The defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the United States Bureau of Prisons to be
imprisoned for a term of 96 months, as to Count 1, said term to run consecutively to any other previously
© imposed sentence.

The defendant is remanded to the custody of the United States Marshal.

RETURN

| have executed this Judgment as follows:

Defendant delivered on to
at . , with a certified copy of this Judgment.

- Unitéd St.ates Mars.hal

By'

Deputy Marshal
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Defendant: WILLIAM SOURS

.. Case Number: 97-CR-114-001-K
SUPERVISED RELEASE

~ Upon release from imprisonment, the defendant shall be on supervised release for a term of three (3)
years. '

While on supervised release, the deféndant shall not commit another federal, state, or local crime;
shall not illegally possess a controlied substance; shall comply with the standard conditions that have been
adopted by this court {set forth below}; and shall comply with the foIIowing additional conditions:

o

1. The defendant shall report in person to the Probation Diface in the district to which the defendant ig released as soon as

possible, but In no event, later than 72 hours of release from the custody of the Bureau of Prisons,
2, If this judgment imposes a fine, special assessment, costs, or restitution obligation, it shall be a condition of superwsed relaase

that the defendant pay any such fine, assessments, costs, and restitution that remain unpaid at the commencement of the
term @f supervised release.

3. The defendant shalf not own or possess a firearm, destructive device, or other dangerous weapon.

4. The defendant shall successfully participate in a program of testing an *reatment {to inciude inpatient} for drug and alcohol
abuse, as directed by the Probation Officer, until such time as released from the program by the Probation Officer.

B, The defendant shall submit to a search conducted by a United States Probation Officer of his person, residence, vehicle, office

andfer business at a reasonable time and in a reasonable manner, based upon reasonable suspicion of contraband or evidence
of a violation of a condition of relaase. Failure to submit to a search may be grounds for revocation. The defendant shall not
reside at any jocation without having first advised other residents that the premises may be subject to searches pursuant to
this condition. Additionally, the defsndant shall obtain written verification from other residents that said residents
acknowledge the existence of this condition and that their failure 1o cooperate could result in revocation. This
ff-\\ acknowledgement shall be provided te the U. 5. Probation Office immaeadiately upon taking residency.
- R The defendant shall abide by the "Special Financial Cond!t:ons enumerated in Miscellaneous Order Number M-128, filed with
' ' theCIerkoftheCourtonMarch18 1992, o LT A o

STANDARD CONDITIONS OF SUPERVISION

While the defendant is on'supervised release purSuémt to this judgment, the defendant shall not commit another faderal, state,
or local crime. In addition:

1} The defendant shall not leave the judicial district without the parmission of the court or probation officer.

2}  The defendant shall report to the probation officer as directed by the court or probation officer and shall submit a truthful and
complete written report within the first five days of each month.

3} The defendant shalt answer truthfully all inquiries by the probation officer and follow the instructions of the probation officer,

4)  The defendant shall support his or her dependents and meet other family responsibilities.

B) The defendant shall work regularly at a lawfu! occupation unless excused by the probation oificer for schooling, training, or other
acceptable reasons. '

6) The defendant shall notify the probation officer within seventy-two hours of any change in residence or employment.

7}  The defendant shall refrain from excessive use of alcohol and shall not purchase, possass, use, distribute or administar any
narcotic or other controlled substance, or any paraphernalia related to such substances, except as prescribed by a physician.

B) The defendant shall not frequent placas where controlled substances are illegaliy sold, used, distributad, or administered..

9) The defendant shall not associate with any persons engaged in criminal activity, and shall not associate with any persen convicted
of afelony unless granted permission to do so by the probation officer. '

10) The defendant shall permit a probation officer to visit him or her at any time at home or elsewhere and shall permit conﬁsca‘uon
of any contraband observed in plain view by the probation officer.

11) The defendant shall notify the probation officer within seventy-two hours of being arrested or questioned by a faw enforcement
officer.

12} The defendant shall not enter into any agreemant to act as an informer or a special agent of a law enforcement ageney without

P the permission of the court,
™13) As directed by tha prohatian officer, the dafendant shall notify third partias of risks that may be occasioned by the dafendant’s

criminal record or personal history or characteristics, and shall permit the probation officer te make such notificatiens and 1o
confirm the defendant’s compliance with such notification requirement.

14) The defendant shall submit to urinalysis testing as directad by the U. 5. Probation Office,
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(‘\Defendant WILLIAM SCURS
_Case Number: 97-CR-114-001-K =~ ~

RESTITUfION AND FORFEITURE
RESTITUTION

The defendant shall make restitution in the total amount of $1,470.72.

The defendant shall make resti_tutio_n_to the f_o!lowing persons in the following amounts:

Name of Payee Amount of Restitution

Getman Pharmacy $1,470.72
Attn: Denny Lansford '

1725 E. 19th Street

Tulsa OK 74104

Payments of restitution are to be made to the Clerk of the Court for the Northern D:str[ct of Oklahoma
for transfer to the paveel(s).

£ - Restitution shall be paid in full [mmedlate!y Any amount not paid lmmedlately shall be paid while

o in’ custody through “the Bureau of Prisons’ Inmate Financial ‘Responsibility” Program ‘Upon release from
custody, any unpaid balance shall be paid as a condition of supervised release.

If a victim has received compensation from insurance or any other source with respect to a loss, any
restitution ordered shall be paid to the person who is a victim before any restitution is paid to any such
provider of compensation.

Any payment shall be divided proportionately among the payees named unless otherwise specified here,
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P-ED_efendant: WILLIAM SOURS _
"’Ca__s'e' Number: 97 CR 114- 001 K

STATEMENT OF REASONS

The court adopts the factual findings and guideline application in the presentence report, except the
Court concurs with the defendant’s objection to the presentence reports and finds that the defendant has
clearly demonstrated his acceptance of responsibility for his involvement in this offense. In addition, his
acceptance was done in a timely manner that prevented the government from having to prepare for trial.
The total offense level in the presentence report should be reduced three levels pursuant to the provisions
of USSG 3E1.1{a) & {b}{2).

Guideline Range Determined by the Court

Total Offense Level: 24

Criminal History Category: Y

Imprisonment Range: 77 months to 96 months
Supervizad Release Range: 2 to 3 years

Fine Range: $ 10,000 to $ 100,000
Restitution: $ 1,470.72

The fine is waived or is below the guideline range because' of the defendant’s inabhility to pay.

m e The sentence is within the gwdehne range that range does not exceed 24 months and the court
“finds no reason to depart from the sentence called for by application of the guidelines.

ot
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT -

A - Northern District of Oklahomaizzen ois poaet
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA DATE, 71+ &l T(ﬁ? _‘V

V. _ Case Number 97-CR-157-001-K

TAMMY JEAN FRITTS

Defendant. ' FILETD
JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL CASE 150 0 oap

{For Offenses Committed On or After November 1, 1987}

Phii Lombardi, Ciark
JU.S. DISTRICT COURT

The defendant, TAMMY JEAN FRITTS, was repres_ented by Robert Payden,

The defendant pleaded guiity January 8, 1998, to Count 1 of the information.
Accordingly, the defendant is adjudged guilty of such count, involving the following offense:

Data Offansa Count
Title & Section Nature of Offense _ Conc!uded_ } _ Ngmper_{_;!
18 USC 513(a) Uttering Forged Securities 2/6/97 1

S As ‘pronounced on April 13, 1998, the defendant is sentenced as ‘provided in pages 2 through 5 of -
this Judgment. The sentence is imposed pursuant to the Sentencing Refarm Act of 1984,

It is ordered that the defendant shall pay to the United States a special assessment of $§ 100, for
Count 1 of the Information, which shall be due immediately. '

It is further ordered that the defendant shall notify the United States Attorney for this district within
30 days of any change of name, residence, or mailing address until all fines, restitution, costs, and special
assessments imposed by this Judgment are fulty paid.

Signed this the oZJ day of éx%o&z 1998,

& Honora Terry ¢. Kerh, Chief
United Statgé District Judge

Defendant’s SSN: 442-66-7666
T Defendant’s Date of Birth: 9/29/568 § S S '_
' Defendant’s residence and mailing address: 19724 E. Pine, #127, Catoesa OK 740156

-

S
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£efendant: TAMMY JEAN FRITTS
..vase Number: 97-CR-157-001-K

IMPRISONMENT

The defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the United States Bureau of Prisons to be
imprisoned for a term of five {5} months.

The Court makes the following recommendations to the Bureau of Prisons: that the defeﬁ'darit Serve -
the term of imprisonment in the Turley Community Corrections Center in . Tulsa, Oklahoma., . _ . . .

The defendant shall surrender for service of sentence at the institution designated by the Buraau of
Prisons before 2:00 p.m. on June 1, 1998, :

RETURN

I have executed this Judgment as follows:

- Defendant delivered on | to o
at ' ' , with a certified copy of this Judgment.

~

A L Un:ted States Marshal |

By

Deputy Marshal




-

AQ 245 5 {Rev. 8/97}N.D. Ok'fa. rev.} Sheet 3 - Supervised Release

Judgment--Page 3 of §
£ Defendant: " TAMMY JEAN FRITTS

Lase Number: 97 CR 167-001-K
SUPERVISED RELEASE

Upon release from imprisonment, the defendant shall be on supervised release for a term of three (3)
years. '

While on supervised release, the defendant shall not commit another federal, state, or local crime;
shall not illegally possess a controlled substance; shall comply with the standard conditions that have been
adopted by this court (set forth below}; and shall comply with the following additional conditions:

1 The defendant shall report in person to the Probation Office in the district to which the defendant is released as soon as
possible, but in no event, later than 72 hours of release from the custody of the Bureau of Prisons.’
2. if this judgment impases a fine, special assessment, costs, or restitution obfigation, it shall be a condition of supervised release

that the defendant pay any such fine, assessments, costs, and restiwtion that remain unpaid at the commencement of the
term of supervised release.

3. ‘The defendant shall not own or possess a firearm, destructive device, or other dangerous weapon,

4. The defendant shall be placed on home detention to include electronic monitoring at the discration of the U. S. Probation Office
far a period of five (B) months, to commenca within 72 hours of release from imprisonment. During this time, the defendant
shall remain at place of residence except for employment and other activities approved in advance by the probatien offica.
The defendant shall maintain a telephone at place of residance without any spacial services, modems, answering machines,

or cordless telepheones for the above period.  The defendant shall wear an electronic device and shall observe the rules

specified by the Probation Office. The entire cost of this program shall be paid by tha U.5, ‘Probation Office.

The defendant shall ahide by the "Special Financial Conditions” enumerated in Mlscellaneous Order Numbser M-128, filed with
the Clerk of the Court on March 18, 1992,

The defendant shall perform 200 hours of commumty service, as directed by the Probat:on Office.
The Court suspends the requirements for mandatory ufine stresning as dictated by 18'USC § 3608, but speCIflcallv re‘tams
the probatron officer's authority to administer such tests for cause as permitted by the standard conditions of supervision.

STANDARD CONDITIONS OF SUPERVISION

While tha dafendant is on suparvised relsase pursuant ta this judgment, the defendant shall not commit another federal, state,
or local crime. In addition:

1} The defendant shail not leave the judicial district without the permission of the court or probation officer.

2} The defendant shall report to the probation officer as directed by the court or probation officer and shall submit a truthful and

© - complete written repart within the first five days of each month. '

3}  The defendant shall answer truthfully all inquiries by the probation officer and follow the mstruct:ons of the probation officer.

4} The defendant shall support his or her dependents and meet other family responsibilities.

5] The defendant shall work regularly at a lawful occupation unless excused by the probatmn officer for schooling, training, or other
accaptable reasons.

6} The defendant shall notify the probation officer within seventy-two hours of any change in residence or empicyment. _

7} Tha defendant shall rafrain from excessive use of alcohol and shall not purchase, possass, use, distributa or administer any
narcotic or other controlled substance, or any paraphernalia related to such substances, except as prescribed by a physician.

8} The defendant shall not frequent piaces where controlled substsnces ‘are illegzlly soid, used, distributed, or administered.

9} Tha defendant shall not associate with any persons engaged in ¢riminal activity, and shall not associate with any person convicted
of a felony unless granted permission to do so by the probation officer.

10} Tha defendant shall parmit a probation officer to visit him or her at any time at homa or elsewhaera and shall permit conflsca't:on
of any contraband observed in plain view by the probation officer,
11} The defendant shall notify the probation officer within seventy-two hours of being arrested or questioned by a law enforcement
officer.
12} The defendant shall not enter into any agreement'to act as an informer or a special agent of a law enforcement agency without
f—f.\ the permission of tha court.

3] As directed by the probation officer, the defendant shalf notify third parties of r:sks that may be occasioned by the defendant’s
criminal record or personal history or characteristics, and shali permit the probation officer to make such natifications and to
confirm the defendant’s compliance with such noﬁficatio_n requirement.

14) The defendant shall submit to urinalysis testing as directed by the U. S. Probation Office.
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Defendant: TAMMY JEAN FRITTS

"...case Number: 97-CR-157-001-K

RESTITUTION AND FORFEITURE

RESTITUTION

The defendant shall make restitution in the total amount of $57,359.39. The interest on restitution
payments is waived.

The defendant shall make restitution to the following persons in the following amounts:

'Name of Payee  Amount of Restitution
Alta View Animal Hospital $567,359.39
Gary McCall ' ' '

7717 East 21 Street
Tulsa OK 74129

Payments of restitution are to be made to the Clerk of the Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma
{-(qr transfer to the payee(s).

‘Restitution shall be paid in full immediately. Any amount not paid immediately shall be paid while
in custody through the Bureau of Prisons’ Inmate Financial Responsibility Program. Upon release from
custody, any unpaid balance shall be paid as a condition of supervised release.

If a victim has received compensation from insurance or any other source with respect to a loss, any
restitution ordered shall be paid to the person who is a victim before any restitution is paid to any such
provider of compensation. '

Any payment shall be divided proportionately among the payees named unless otherwise specified here.
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Defendant: TAMMY JEAN FRITTS
+. Case Number: 97-CR-157-001-K

STATEMENT OF REASONS

The court adopts the factual findings and guideline application in the presentence report.

Guideline Range Determined by the Court:

"Total Offense Level: 11

Criminal History Category: |

Imprisonment Range: 8 months to 14 months
Supervised Release Range: 2 to 3 years

Fine Range: $ 3,000 to $ 30,000
Restitution: $ 57,359.39

The fine is waived or is below the guideline range because of the defendant’s inability to pay.

The sentence is within the guideline range, that range does not exceed 24 months, and the court
finds no reason to depart from the sentence czlled for by application of the guidelines.

ro

S




.  FILED
- UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT o054 000
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

AMMENDED APRIL 21,1998 5l bombardi, clenc

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
Plaintiff
VS Case Numbers: 91-CR-150-001-B

)
3
) 92-CR-085-001-C
)
)

ERIC KNIGHT
Defendant

ENTERED CN DOCKET

“pare_ APR 221598

Now on this 12th day of March, 1998, this cause comes on for sentencing concerning
allegations that Knight violated conditions of supervised release as set out in the Petition
on Supervised Release filed on _Déc:émber_B 1, 1997. The defendant is present in person
and represented by counsel, Rob Nigh., The Government is represented by Assistant
U.S. Attorney Susan Morgan, and the United States Probation Office is represented by

Doug Bucris.

As to 91-CR-150-001-B, the defendant was heretofore convicted on his plea of guilty to

Counts One and Two of an Indictment, charging Possession with Intent to Distribute

- Cocaine Base, in violation of 21 U.S.C. 8§ 841(a)(1) and 841(b)(1)(C), and




Dlstubutmn of Cocame Base, m onlatmn of 21 TS, C §§ 841(a)(1) and 841 (b) (1 )(C)

. On Ilﬂy 1 1992 he was smtenccd to tmty.s (27) monthsi.cusmdy’ and a thrce (3) Tt

year term of supervised release. The offender began his term of supervised release on
January 22, 1996, after being released from custody. Knight was also ordered to pay a
$50 Special Moner.a.ty Assessment, and to comply with urinalysis as directed by the

probation officer.

As to 92-CR-085-001-C, the defendant was heretofore convicted on his plea of guilty to
a one-count Indictment, charging Distribution of Cocaine, in violation of 21 U.S.C. §§

841(a)(1) and 841(b)(1)(B). He was sentenced to forty-eight months (48) custody, and

a three (3) year term of Supemsed rdease The offend.er bega.n hlS term of supemsed

release on ]anuary 22 1996, after bemg released from custody nght was a.lso
ordered to pay a $50 Special Monetary Assessment, and to comply with urinalysis as

directed by the probation officer.

On Febrﬁary 13,1998, a Revocﬁtion Hearing .we.xs held regarding the all.egations noted
in the Petition on Supervised Release, filed on December 31, 1997, said allegation being
that on December 31, 1997, the defendant committed new law violations: Possession
with Intent to Distribute Cocaine Base and Possession of Marihuana. Knight stipulated

to the violations at the Revocation Hearing, and sentencing was set for March 6, 1998.




: As to 91 CR 150 OOI-B on March 6 1998 asa result of the Sentenang I-Icanng, the

Court found that the vmlatmns occurred after November I, 1 987 and that Chapter 7
of the U. S. Sentencing Guidelines is applicable. Further, the Court found that the most

serious violation of supervised release, Possession with Intent to Cocaine Base,

- constituted a Grade A violation in accordance with USSG § 7B1.1(a)(1), and that the

defendant's original Criminal History Category of III was applicable for determining the

imprisonment range. In addition, the Court found that a Grade A \}iolation__ and a
Criminal History Category of III establish a revocation imprisonment range of eighteen

(18) to twenty-four (24) months.

As to 92 CR 085 001 C on March 12 1998 asa resu.lt of the Sentenc:mg Hcarmg, the

| .Court found that the wolanons ocalrred aftcr November 1 198? and t.hat Chaptcr 7' an

of the U. S. Sentencing Guidelines is applicable. Further, the Court found that the most
serious viclation of supenriscd release, Posséssion with Intent to Distribute Cocaine __Base., |
constituted a Grade A violation in accordance“ﬂthUSSG § 7B1.1(a)(1), and that the
defendant's original Criminal sttory Category of IV was applicable for determining the
imprisonment range. - In addition, the Court found that a Grade A violation and a
Criminal History Category of IV establish a revocation imprisonment range of twenty-
four (24) to thirty (30) months. However, the statutory maximum in this case is
twenty-four (24) months. Therefore, the guideline imprisonment term in this case is

twenty-four (24) months.




In consideration of these findings and pursuant to U.S. vs, Lee, 957 F2d 770 (10th Cir.
1992), in which the Circuit determined that the policy statements in Chapter 7 were not

mandatory, but must be considered by the Court, the following was ordered:

As to 91-CR-150-001-B, the defendant is committed to the custody of the U. S. Bureau
of Prisons to be imprisoned for a term of twenty-four (24) months. As to 92-CR-085-
00I-C, the defendant is committed to the custody of the U. S. Bureau of Prisons to be
imprisQned for a_ter'm of twenty-fou; (24) months, sajd tefm to run ..concum:nt with the

term imposed in 91-CR-150-001-B.

" The Court recommends to the Bureau of Prisons that Knight be placed in a

comprehensive substance abuse treatment program while incarcerated.

'The defendant will be allowed to self-surrender to the facility designated by the Bureau

of Prisons on April 9, 1998, at 11?00 a.an.

The Honorable Thomas R. Brett
United States District Judge

#azoE
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT coort  FILE D’

r Northern District of Oklahoma  x-fipg 29 1998
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA Phil Lombardi, Clerk
e | © . U.8. DISTRICT COURT
V. i} Case Number 94-CR-178§- OO‘i:EU _./”

PETER JOSEP_H MQMAHQN ' | : | : . .f ENTERED ON DOGIK
Defendant. | _ D‘\qu ,;’"? Q,EN_

AMENDED JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL CASE
{For Offenses Committed On or After November 1, 1987}
Conviction on (:ount 3 Vacated

The defendant, PETER JOSEPH McMAHON, was represented by Stephen Greubel,

The defendant was found guiity March 23, 1998, on Counts 1,2, and 3 of the Superseding
Indictment on March 23, 1995 after a plea of not guilty. On July 26, 1996, the 10th Circuit vacated the
conviction in Count 3 of the Supersadmg Indictment. Accordingly, the defendant is adjudged guilty of such
counts, involving the fo!lowmg offenses:

Date Offense  ~~ Count
Title & Section Nature of Offerse - Ccncluded Number(s)
fﬂ\*l g8 UsC 922{9}{1) Possession of a Ftrearm After Former Feiony Conwctmn 09;’09;’94 1
and 924(e)(1) .
18 USC 922(g1) Possession of Flrearm Ammumnon After Former Felony  10/06/94 2

and 8924{e){1) Conviction

As pronounced on April 15, 1998, the defendant is sentenced as provided in pages 2 through 4 of
this Judgment. The sentence is imposed pursuant {o the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984.

itis ordered that the defendant shall pay to the United States a special assessment of $ 100, for
Counts 1 & 2 of the Superseding Indictment, which shall be due lmmedlately

It is further ordered that the defendant shall notify the United States Attorney, for Mﬁ ﬁilﬁﬁ'ﬁﬁd”'t'?'

aP?

30 days of any change of name, residence, or mailing address until ali fines, rest:tu%

assessments imposed by this Judgment are fully paid. 1 haraby “mi, thot the iamzmq
' ' ' ' is 0 true copy of the

Signed this the _2¢&  day of Q‘m,g , , 1998. in this coul. m_!mhgld. {latk

efendant’s SSN: 443-46-5092
|befendant s Date of Birth: 01/09/48 = '
Defendant’s mailing address: 5146 S. Utica, #12, Tulsa OK_ 74105
Defendant’s residence address: C/O Tulsa County Jail, 500 So. Denver, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

149"
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¢~ Defendant: PETER JOSEPH McMAHON
" “Case Number: 94-CR-176-001-BU =~
IMPRISONMENT

The defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the United States Bureau of Prisons to be.

imprisoned for a term of 235 months as to each of Counts 1 and 2, said terms to run concurrently, each

with the other. -

The Court makes the foilowing recommendations ta the Bureau of Prisons: that the defendant be
designated to a Bureau of Prisons Facility that will provide Intensive Substance Abuse Treatment.

The defendant is remanded to the custody of the United States Marshal.

RETURN

[ have executed this Judgment as follows:

Defendant delivered on to

at

. with a certified copy of this Judgment.

United States Marshal

- By

Deputy Marshat’
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mDefendant: PETER JGSEPH McMAHON

Judgment--Page 3 of 4

‘Case Number: 94-CR-176-001-BU

SUPERVISED RELEASE

Upon retease from imprisonment, the defendant shall be on sugervised release for a term of & vears as 10 each of Counts 1

and 2, said terms to run gongurrently, each with the other.

Whiie on supervised relgase, the defendant shaif not commit another faderal, state, o'r'loc'al crima; shall not ilegally possess

a controlled substance; shall comply with the standard congditions that have been adopted by this court {set forth below); and shalt
comply with the fellowing additional conditions:

1.

2.

The defandant shall report in person tg the probatacn affice in tha district to which the defendant is released within 72 hours
of release from the custody of the Bureau of Prisons.
If this judgment imposes a fine, special assessment, costs, or restitution obligation, it shafl be a condrtron of supervised relaase

that the defendant pay any such fine, assessments, costs, and restitution that remain unpaid at the commencemeant of the
term of supervised release.

The defendant shall not awn or possass a flrearm or destructive device.

The defendant shall successfully participate in a program of testing and treatmant (to inciude mpatlent} for drug and alcehol
abuse, as directed by tha Probation Officer. until such time as relegsed from the program by the Prebation Officer.

The defendant shall submit to a search conducted by a United States Probation Officer of his person, residence, vehicle, office
and/or business at a reasonable time and in a reasonable manner, based upon raasonable suspicion of contraband or evidence
of a violation of a condition of refease. Failure to submit to a search may be grounds for revocation. The defendant shail not
reside at any location without having first advised other residents that the premises may be subject to searches pursyant to
this condition. Additionaily, the defendant shall obtain written verification from other rasidents that said residents
ackrowledge the existence of this condition and that their failure to cooperate could result in revocation, This
sckrniowledgement shall be provided to the U. S. Probation Office immediately upon taking residency.

Tha defandant shali abide by the "Special F:nanclal Caonditions" enumerated in Miscellaneous Order Numbar M-128, fllad w:th
the Clerk of tha Court on March 18, 1992,

STANDARD CONDITIONS OF SUPERVISION

While the defendant is on supervised release pursuant to this judgment, the defendant shall not cormmit another faderal, state,

or local crime. [n addition:

LB]
2}

3)
4
5)

8
7)

8)
9)

10)
11
12)

13}

14}

The defendant shall not lesve the judicial district without the permission of the court or probation officer.

The defendant shall report to the probation officer as directed by the court or probation officer and shalt submit a truthful and
camplete written report within the first five days of sach month.

The defendant shail answer truthfully all inquiries by ‘the prabation officar and follow the instructions of the probation officer,
The defendant shall suppart nis or her dependents and meet other family responsibilities.

The defendant shall wark regularly at a tawful occupation unless excused by tha probation officer for schoolmg, trammg, or other
acceptable raasons.

"The. defendant shail notify the probation officer within seventy-two hours of any change in residence or empioyment,

The defendant shall refrain from excessive use of alcohol and shall not purchase, possess, use, distribute or administer any
narcotic or ather controliad substance, or any parapharnalia related to such substances, except as prescribed by a physician.
The defendant shafl not frequant places where controfled substances are illagally sold, used, distributed, or administared.

The defendant shall not associate with any persons airgaged in criminal activity, and shall not associate with any person ‘convicted
of a telony unless granted permission to do so by the probation officer.

The defandant shall permit a probation officer to visit him or her at any time at home or elsewhera and shall permit confiscation
of any contraband observed in plain view by the probation officer.

Tha defendant shall notify the probation officer within seventy-two hours of being arrasted or quastioned by a law anforcement
officer.

The defendant shall not enter inte any agresmant to act as an informer or a special agent of a law enforcement agency without
the permission of the court.

As directad by the probation officer, the defendant shall netify third parties of risks that may he occaslonad by the defendant‘s
criminal record or parsonal history or characteristics, and shall parmit the probation officer t¢ make such notifications and to
confirm the defendant’s compliance with such notification requiremant.

The defendant shall submit to urinalysis testing as directed by the U. 8. Probation Office.

PR e s _

EX RS

T

CEr w-@- MENE OTT OO
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¢~Defendant: PETER JOSEPH McMAHON :

‘Case Number: 94-CR-176-001-BU

STATEMENT OF REASONS

The court adopts the factual findings and guideline application in the presentence report except the
Court finds the total offense level should be 33 rather than 34,

Guideline Range Determined by the Court:

Totat Offense Level: 33

Criminal History Category: ' Vi

tmprisonment Range: 235 to 293 months Cts. 1 &2
Supervised Release Range: 3to 5 years ' Cts. 1 &2
Fine Range: $17,500to0 $ 175,000 Cts.1&2
Restitution: $ N/A

The fine is waived or is below the guideline range because of the defendant’s inability to pay.

The sentence is within the guideling range, that range exceeds 24 months, and the sentefice is
imposed for the following reasons: because of the defendant’s age and the length of sentence.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

€ Northern District of Oklahoma

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

v, Case Number 97-CR-004-01-H '/
JACKIE LYNN MARTIN _ - ' 'EH E" E @
Defendant. 'qPR 20
AMENDED JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL CASE 'U_ghﬂiomba X 98'
(For Offenses Committed On or After November 1, 1987} ’ D"sm;crrd': Clopy,
-Modification of Sentence Pursuant to Fed. R. Crim. P.35(c) COURT

The defendant, JACKIE LYNN MARTIN, was represented by William E, Hughes,

The defendant was found guilty on March 14, 1897, on Counts 1 through.8 of the Indictment after

a plea of not guilty. On April 10, 1898, on remand from the 10th Circuit, the Court granted the defendant’s

Motion to Correct Sentence pursuant to Fed. R. Crim. P. Rule 35(c} Accordmgly, the defendant is adjudged
“guilty of such counts, involving the following offenses

) Date Offense Count

Tltle & Section ' ' N_ature of Offense ' . ' ' Conc_IUded ' Number{s}

{ USC 1951 Interference With Commerce 12/19/96 1,4, &7
.. 2ot By Threats of Violence ' ' o o :
18 USC 924 {c) Use of Firearm During Federal ' 12/19/96 2&5
’ Crima of Violation
18 USCT 922(g) " Possession of Firearm By 12/19/96 3&6
Convicted Felon
18USC 2113(a) & Armed Bank Robbery ; 12/19/96 8

{d)

As pronounced on April 10, 1998, the defendant is sentenced as provided in pages 2 through 5 of
this Judgment. The sentence is imposed pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984,

It is ordered that the defendant shall pay to the United States a special assessment of $§ 800, for
count(s} 1 through 8 of the Indictment, which shall be due immediately.

It is further ordered that the defendant shall notify the United States Attorney for this district within
30 days of any change of name, residence, or mailing address until all fines, restitution, costs, and special
assessments imposed by this Judgment are fully paid.

Signed this the __/ Z day of /A'/L.

fendant’s SSN 445-46- 7762

Pefendant’s Date of Birth: 5/6/47 | The Honorable Sven Erik Holmes
Defendant’s mailing address: ¢\o U.S. Marshal United States District Judge
Defendant’s residence address: 7130 Hawthorne Ridge, Woodridge L

e
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£ Tafendant: JACKIE LYNN MARTIN
~ase Number: 87-CR-004-01-H

IMPRISONMENT

The defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the United States Bureau of Prisons to be
imprisoned for a term of 600 months; 240 months as to each of Counts 1, 4, & 7; and 300 months as to
each of Counts 3, 6, & 8. The sentences on Counts 1, 3, 4, 6, 7, & 8 shall run concurrently, each with the
other. As to Count 2, a mandatory five-year term of imprisonment is imposed. The sentence on Count 2
shall run consecutively to the sentences imposed in Counts 1, 3, 4, 6, 7, & 8. As to Count 5, a mandatory
twenty-year term of imprisonment is p'mposed. The sentence on Count 5 shall run consecutively to the
sentences imposed in Counts 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, & 8, for a total sentence of 600 months,

The defendant is remanded to the custody of the United States Marshal.

RETURN

| have executed this Judgment as follows:

Defendant delivered on 1o
at . with a certified copy of this Judgment.

United States Marshal

By

Deputy Marshal
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£ “efendant: JACKIE LYNN MARTIN

Judgment“F‘age 3of b

case Number: 97-CR-004-01-H

'SUPERVISED RELEASE

Upon release from imprisonment, the defendant shall be on supervised release for a term of five (5)

'years. This term consists of three {3} years as to Counts 1, 2, 4, 5, & 7; and five (B} years as to Counts
3, 6, & 8, all counts to run concurrently, each with the other.

While on supervised release, the defendant shall not commit another federal, state, or local crime;

shall not illegally possess a controlled substance; shall comply with the standard conditions that have been
adopted by this court {set forth below); and shall comply with the fo!lowing additional conditions:

The defendant shall report in person to the probation office in the dlstnct to which the defendant is released within 72 hours

of release from the custody of the Bureau of Prisons.

if this judgment imposes a fine, special assessment, costs, or restitution obligation, it shall be a condition of supervised release

that the defendant pay any such fine, assessments, costs, and restitution that remain unpaid at the commencement of the

term of supervised release.

The defendant shall not own or possess a firearm or destructive device.

The defendant shall successfully participate in a program of testing and tréatment (to inciude inpatient} for drug and alcohol

abuse, as directed by the Probation Officer, until such time as released from the program by the Probation Officer.

The defendant shalt submit to a search conducted by a United States Probation Officer of his person, residence, vehicle, office

and/or business at a reasonatle time and in a reasonable manner, based upon reasonable suspicien of contraband or evidence

of a violation of & condition of release. Failure 10 submit 10 @ search may be grounds for revocation. The defendant shafl not

reside at any location without having first advised other rasidents that the premises may be subject to searches pursuant to

this condition. Additionally, the deferndant shall obtain written verification from other residents that said residents

acknowledge the existénce of this condition and that their falluré to cooperate could result in revacation. This
" acknowledgement shall be provided to the U. S. Probation Office immediately upon taking residency.

STANDARD CONDITIONS OF SUPERVISION

While the defendant is an supervised release pursuant to this judgment, the defendant shail not commit another federal, state,

or tocal crime, In addition:

1
2)

3}
4)
5)

&)
7}

8}
9)

10}

The defendant shall not leave the jodicial district without the permission of the court or probation officer.

Tha defendant shall report to the probation officer a8 directed by the court or probation officer and shali submit a truthful and
complete written report within the first five days of each month.

The defendant shall answer truthfully all inquiries by the probation officer and follow the instructions of the probation officer.
The defendant shall support his or her dependents and meet other family responsibilities.

The defandant shall work regularly at a lawful cccupation uniess excused by the probation officer far schoaling, training, or other
acceptable reasons. '

The defendant shall notify the probation officer within saventy-two hours of any change in residence or employment.

The defendant shall refrain from excessive use of alcohol and shall not purchase, possess, use, distribute or admmlster any
narcotic or other controlled substance, or any paraphernalia related to such substances, except as prescribed by a physician.
The defendant shall not frequent places where controtled substances are illegally sold, used, distributed, or administered.

The defendant shall not associate with any persons engaged in criminal activity, and shall not associate with any person convicted
of a felony unless granted permission 10 do so by the probation officer.

The defendant shall permit & probation officer to visit him or her at any time at home or elsewhera and shall parmit confiscation
of any centraband observed in plain view by the probation officer,

_ The defendant shall notify the probation officer within seventy-two hours of being arrested or guestioned by a law enforcement

officer.

The defendant shall not enter into any agreement to act as an informer or a special agent of a law enforcement agency without
the permission of the court.

‘As directed by the probation officer, the defandant shall notify third parties of risks that may be occastonea by the defendant's

criminal record or personal history or characteristics, and shall permit the probation officer to make such notifications ang to
confirm the defendant’s compliance with such notification reguirement.
The defandant shall submit to urinalysis testing as directed by the U. 5. Probation Office.
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£ Pefendant: JACKIE LYNN MARTIN
~ase Number: 97-CR-004-01-H

RESTITUTION AND FORFEITURE

RESTITUTION

The defendant shall make restitution in the total amount of $1,071.10.

This amount is the total of the restitution imposed on individual counts, as follows: $750 on Count
T,and $321.10 on Count 7.

The defendant shall make restitution to the following persons in the following amounts:

Name of Payee Amount of Restitution

Dry Clean Supercenter $750.00 as to Count 1

Attn: Rod Cleavelin

7216 East 41 Street

Tutsa QK

Total Petroleum $109.00 as to Count 7
ttn: Tim Sullivan

£ 01 South Union

. ulsa 0K

Thelma Lantz $212.10 as to Count 7

13940 Elm Avenue

Glenpool QK 78033

Payments of restitution are to be made to the Clerk of the Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma
for transfer to the payee(s).

Restitution shall be paid in full immediately. Any amount nat paid immediately shall be paid white
in custody through the Bureau of Prisons’ Inmate Financial Responsibility Program. Upon release from
custody, any unpaid balance shall be paid as a condition of supervised release.

Any payment shall be divided proportionately among the payees named unless otherwise specified here.
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£ efendant; JACKIE LYNN MARTIN

" .ase Number: 97-CR-004-01-H

STATEMENT OF REASONS.

The court adopts the factual findings and guideline application in the presentence report.

Guideline Range Determined by the Court:

Total Offense Level: 34

Criminal History Category: VI

tprisonment Range: ' 282 months to 327 months Cts. 1, 3, 4, 6-8
60 months Ct. 2

240 months Ci. b

Supervised Release Range: 2 to 3 years Cts. 1,2, 4,5, &7
3 to b years Ct. 3,6, &8

Fine Range: $ 17,500 to $ 175,000 Cts 1-8

Restitution: $1,071.10

The fine is waived or is below the guideline range because of the defendant’s inability to pay.

The sentence is within the guideline range, that range exceeds 24 months, and the sentence is
é.'-i-n:_nposed for the following reasons: a sentence in the middle of the guideline range is imposed to reflect the
' riousness and extensive nature of Martin's criminal record.
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~UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

 _ Northern District of Oklahoma
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA :
v, ' Case Number 97-CR-059-001-H /
ROY L. CORN F I L E
Defendant. _
JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL CASE
(For Offenses Committed On or After November 1, 1987) U. S D"STRC s Clork

COURT
The defendant, ROY L. CORN, was represented by Stephen J. Knorr,
On motion of the United States the court has dismissed count(s) 1 through 61 of the Indictment.

The defendant pleaded guilty December 17, 1997, to Count 1 of the Information.
Accordingly, the defendant is adjudged guilty of such count, involving the following offense:

_ Date Offensa Count
Title & Section Nature of Offense - _Concluded Number{s)
18 USC 1344(1)  Bank Fraud N ~ 4/3/96 1

As pronouhced on April 3, 1898, the defendant is sentenced as provided in pages 2 through b of this
Judgment. The sentence is imposed pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984,

It is ordered that the defendant shall pay to the United States a special assessment of $ b0, for Count |
1 of the Information, which shall be due immediately.

It is further ordered that the defendant shall notify the United States Attorney for this district within
30 days of any change of name, residence, or mailing address until all fines, restltutlon costs, and special
assessments imposed by thus Judgment are fully paid.

Signed this the __ /7" f{y of ,#xﬂ.- - . 1998.

A4,
Honorable Sven Erik Holmes
United States District Judge

Defendant’s SSN: 443-66-8377
Defendant’s Date of Birth: 10/1/61 _
Defendant’s residence and mailing address: 120 Clinton Park, San Francisco CA 94127

%
9

—
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»=Defendant: ROY L. CORN

sase Number: 97-CR-059-001-H
IMPRISONMENT

The defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the United States Bureau of Prisons to be
imprisoned for a term of 20 months.

The Court makes the following recommendations to the Bureau of Prisons: that the defendant be

placed in a facility where he can successfully participate in Comprehensive Substance Abuse Treatment
during his term of incarceration. :

The defendant shall surrender for service of sentence at the institution demgnated by the Bureau of
"nsons as notlfled by the U S Marshal wnthln 45 days of sentenc:ng :

RETURN

| have executed this Judgment as follows:

at ' . with a certified copy of this Judgment.

United States Marshal

By

Deputy Marshal
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FaDefendant ROY L. CORN

i

. Sase Number: 97-CR-059-001-H
SUPERVISED RELEASE

~ Upon release from imprisonment, the defendant shall be on supervised release for a term of thres {3)
years. ’ '

While on supervised release, the defendant shall not commit another federal, state, or local erime; - -
shall not illegally possess a controlled substance; shall comply with the standard conditions that have bean
adopted by this court {set forth below}; and shall comply with the following additional conditions:

1. The defendant shall report in person to the Probation Qffice in the district to which the defendant is
released as soon as possible, but in no event, later than 72 hours of reiease from the custody of the
Bureau of Prisons.

2. If this judgment imposes a fine, special assessment, costs, or restitution obligation, it shall be a
condition of supervised release that the defendant pay any such fine, assessments, costs, and
restitution that remain unpaid at the commencement of the term of supervised release.

3. The defendant shall not own or possess a firearm, destructive device, or other dangerous weapon.

4, The defendant shall successfully participate in a program of testing and treatment {to include
inpatient) for drug and alcohol abuse, as directed by the Probation Officer, until such time as released
from the program by the Probation Officer.

5. The defendant shall participate in a program of mental health treatment (to include inpatient), as
directed by the Probation Officer, until such time as the defendant is released from the program by

£ . the Probation Officer.

~ 8. The defendant shall abide by the "Speclal Financial Conditions" enumerated in Miscellaneous Order
Number M-128, filed with the Clerk of the Court on March 18, 1992.

'STANDARD CONDITIONS OF SUPERVISION

While the defendant is on supervised release pursuant to this judgment, the defendant shall not commit another {ederal, stats,
or lacal crime, In addition:

1) The defendant shall not leave the judicial district without the permission of the court or probation officar.

2) The defendant shali report to the probation officer as diracted hy the court or probation officer and shall submit a truthful and
complate written report within the first five days of each month.

3) The defendant shall answer truthfully all inquiries by the probation officer and follow the rnstructwns of the probation offlcer

4) The defendant shall support his or her dependents and meet other family responsibilities.

B) The defendant shall work regularly at a lawful cccupation unless excused by the probaticn officer for schooling, training, or other
acceptable reasons.

8) The defendant shall notify the probation officer within saventy-two hours of any change in rastdence or employment.

7]  The defendant shall refrain from excessive use of alcohol and shall not purchase, possess, use, distribute or administer any
narcotit or other controlled substance, or any paraphernalia related to such substances, except as prescribed by a physician.

8) The defendant shall not frequent places whera controlled substances are illegally sold, used, distributed, or administered.

9} Tha dafendant shalfl not associate with any persons engaged in criminal activity, and shall not associate with any parson convicted
of a felony unless granted permission to do so by the probation officer.

10) The defendant shall parmit a probation officer to visit him or her at’any time at home or elsewhere and shall permit confiscation
of any contraband observed in plain view by the probation officer.

11} The defendant shall notify tha prohation afficer within seventy-two hours of being arrested or questioned by a law enforcement
officer. :

12} The defendant shall not enter inte any agraement to act as an infarmer or a spacial agent of 2 law enforcement agency without

f—"‘ the permission of the court,

’ i3} As directed by the probation officer, the defendant shalt notify third parties of risks that may be occasrcned by the defendant’s
criminal record or personal histery or characteristics, and shall permit the probation officer to make such notifications and to
confirm the defendant’s compliance with such notification requirement.

14} The defendant shall submit to urinalysis testing as directed by tha L. 5. Probkation Office.
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¢ Defendant: ROY L. CORN
. -ase Number: 97-CR-059-C01-H

RESTITUTION AND FORFEITURE

RESTITUTION

The defendant shall make restitution in the total amount of $228,752. The interest on the restitution

amount is waived.

The defendant shall make restitution to the following persons in the following amounts:

Name of Payee Amount of Restitution
Bank of Oklahoma $228,7652
Attn: Lowell Faulkenberry

BOK Tower -

Box 2300

Tulsa OK 741892

Payments of restitution are to be made to the Clerk of the Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma
or transfer to the payee(s). ' '

Restitution shall be paid in full immediately. Any amount not paid immediately shall be paid while
in custody through the Bureau of Prisons’ Inmate Financial Responsibility Program. Upon release from
custody, any unpaid balance shall be paid as a condition of supervised release.

If a victim has received compensation from insurance or any other source with respect to a loss, any
restitution ordered shall be paid to the person who is a victim before any restitution is paid to any such
provider of compensation,

Any. payment shall be divided proportionately among the payees named unless otherwise specified here.
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#~Defendant: ROY L. CORN |

Sase Number: 97-CR-059-001-H

STATEMENT OF REASONS

The court adopts the factual findings and guideline application in the presentence report.

Guideline Range Determined by the Court:

Total Offense Level: 14

Criminal History Category: |

Imprisonment Range: 15 months to 21 months
Supervised Release Range: 3 to 5 vears

Fine Range: $ 4,000 to $ 40,000
Restitution: $ 228,752

The fine is waived or is below the guideline range because of the defendant’s inability to pay.

The sentence is within the guideline range, that range does not exceed 24 months, and the court
finds no reason to depart from the sentence called for by application of the guidelines.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT * 1 L E &

Northern District of Oklahoma APR 171998 )
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA Ph
_ A bt i
v, _ Case Number 97-CR-172-001-C
JACK PHILLIPS S | Fob L\/[(,,/qg

Detendant.

JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL CASE
{For Offenses Committed On or After November 1, 1987}

The defendant, JACK PHILLIPS was represented by Kathy Fry.

The defendant pleaded gmlty January 1'3 1998 to Cotints 1 & 2 of the Information.
Accordlngly, the defendant is adjudged gunty of such counts, involving the following offenses:
Date Offensa Count

Title & Section Nature of Offense Conciuded Mumber{s}
16 USC 703 & Sale of Migratory Bird Parts - S 6/27/97 1&2

_707 {a) (A M:sdemeanor)

As pronounced on Aprll 14 1998 the defendant is sentenced as prowded in pages 2 through 4 of
this Judgment. The sentence is imposed pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act of 1884,

It is ordered that the defendant shall pay to the United States a special assessment of $ 10, for
Counts 1 & 2 of the Information, which shall be due immediately.

It is further ordered that the defendant shal! notify the Umted States Attorney for this district within
30 days of any change of nam=, residence, or mallmg address urnitil all fines, restitution, costs, and special
assessments imposed by this Judgment are fully paid.

Signed this the _ AS day of AR 7 ~ . 1998.

g
Unit eﬂS*'uIas !Jts}”zr? f AR
tgr*‘?em E&s HU uf Calsf‘crm _ 3-_

'ms ’

e ..GIE‘LG'u

".)efendant s SSN 448-50-4403
Jefendant’s Date of Birth; 9/27/51 _ B '
Defendant’s residence and mailing address: 313 E. Rogers, Skiatook OK 74070

—5
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{“’)efendant JACK PHILLIPS _
+ . ~ase Number: 97-CR-172-001-C

PROBATION
The defendant is hersby placed on probation for a term of one {1} year.

While on probation, the defendant shall not commit another federal, state, or local crime; shall not

illegally possess a controlled substance; shall comply with the standard conditions that have been adopted
by this court {set forth below); and shail comply with the following additional conditions:

T.

W

If this judgment imposes a fine, special assessment, costs or restitution obligation, it shall be a’
condition of probation that the defendant pay any such fine, assessment, costs and restitution.
The defendant shall not own or possess a firearm, destructive device, or other dangerous weapon,
The defendant shall perform 4Q hours of community service, as directed by the Probation Office.
The Court suspends the requirements for mandatory urine screening as dictated by 18 USC § 3808,
but specifically retains the probation officer’s authority to administer such tests for cause as
permitted by the standard conditions of supervision.

STANDARD CONDITIONS OF PROBATION

While the defendant is on probation pursuant to this judgment, the defendant shall not commit another fedaral, state or tocal

crime. In addition:

f“n

2}
3)
4)
5)

6)
7)

8
9}

10)
11
12}

13)

14)

The defendant shall not leave the judicial district without the permission of the court or proba‘tlon officer.

The defendant shall report to the probation officer as directed by the court or probation officer and shall submit a truthful and
complete written report within the first five days of each month.

The defendant shall answer truthfully all inquiries by the probation officer and fellow the instructions of the probation officer,
The defendant shall support his or her dependents and meet other family responsibilities.

The defendant shall work regularly at a lawful occupanon unless excused by the probation offlcer for schoohng, training, or other
acceptable reasons.

The defendant shall notity the probation officer within seventy-two hours of any change in residence or employment.

The defendant shall refrain from excessive use of alcohol and shall not purchase, possess, use, distribute or administer any
narcotic or other controlled substance. or any paraphernalia related to such substances, except as prescribed by a physician,
The defendant shall not frequent places whera controlled substances are illegally sofd, used, distributed, or administered.

Tha dafandant shall not associate with any persons sngagad in criminal activity, and shall not associate with any person convictad
of a felony unless granted permission to do $0 by the probation officer.

The defendant shall parmit a probation officer to visit him or her at any time at home or elsewhere and shall permit confiscation
of any ¢contraband observed in plain view by the probation officer.

The defendant shall nottfy the probatmn ofﬁcer within seventy-two hours of being arrested or questlonad by a law enforcement
officer.

The defendant shall not entar into any agreamant to act as an informer or a special agent of a law enfarcemant agancy without
the permission of the court.

As directed by the probation officer, the defendant shall notify third partias of risks that may be cecasioned by tha defandant's
criminal record or personal history or characteristics, and shall permit the probation officer to make such netifications and to
confirm the defendant’s compliance with such notification requirement.

The defendant shall submit to urinalysis testing as directed by the U. 3. Probation Office.
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a"‘jefendant JACK PHILLIPS
-Case Number: 97-CR-172-001-C

- FINE

The Ccurt has determlned that the defendant does not have the ability to pay interest, and it is
accordingly ordered that the interest requirement is waived.

The defendant shall pay a fine of $ 450, as to Count 1. This fine shall be paid in full immediately.

- Any amount not paid immediately shall be paid during the period of Probation. The defendant shall pay the

amount of $450 within 2 months; $225 within the first 30 days of Probation, and the other $225 within
60 days of Probation.

If the fine is not paid, the court may sentenice the defendant to any sentence which might have been
originaily imposed. See 18 U.S.C. § 3614.
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£ Vefendant: JACK PHILLIPS

* Case Number: 97-CR-172-001-C

STATEMENT OF REASONS

The court adopts the factual findings in the presentence report.

Guideline Range Determined by the Court:

Total Offense Level: n/a o
Criminal History Category: nfa
Imprisonment Range: nfa
Supervised Release Range: n/a
Fine Range: n/a
Restitution: n/a

The sentence is a non-guideline sentence.

L=
(4
Lo
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| UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  spg g nog
o Northern District of Oklahoma | o

N | _ Pl Lot cin

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA . STRICT SCURT

v. | ' Case Number 97-CR-150-002-C

ENTERED ON DOCKET
ALBERTO GONZALEZ

Defendant. ' DATE ’7/4/45
o

JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL CASE
(For Offenses Committed On or After November 1, 1987}

The defendant, ALBERTO GONZALEZ, was represented by Keith Ward,

The defendant pleaded guilty January 5, 1998, to Count 1 of the Indictment,
Accordingly, the defendant is adjudged guiity of such count, mvolwng the foliowing offense:

. . Date Offensa Count
Tltle Section Nature of Offense Concluded Number(s}
21 841(a)(1)& Possession With intent to ' 10/7/97 1

(b}(‘l HA) Distribute Methamphetamine

“As pronounced on Apnl 1, 1 998 the defendant is sentenced as prowded in pages 2 through 5 of thIS
Judgment. The sentence is imposed pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act of 1884,

It is ordered that the defendant shall pay to the United States a special assessment of $ 100, for
Count 1 of the Indietment, which shall be due immediately.

tt is further ordered that the defendant shail notify the United States Attorney for this district within
30 days of any change of name, residence, or mailing address until all fines, restitution, costs, and special
assessments imposed by this Judgment are fully paid. ' '

Signed this the zﬂ’;« of @/mu/ , 1998.

i W)

The Honorable H. Dale Cook
United States District Judge

United States District Court ] %

Defendant’s SEN: None . . § . Narthern District of Oklohema )
Jefendant’s Date of Birth: 3/26/67 I hemhy camfy thet the fo ;gnmg
Defendant’s residence and mailing address: ¢/o US Marshal, 333 W. 4th Street, 4&1‘\" ifo3

m;a Lombayd, Cerk
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£~ Mefendant: ALBERTO GONZALEZ
-~ ~ase Number: 97-CR-150-002-C
IMPRISONMENT

The defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the United States Bureau of Prisons to be
imprisened for a term of 120 months.

The defendant is remanded to the custody of the United States Marshal.

RETURN

| have executed this Judgment as follows:

Defendant delivered on to
at . with a certified copy of this Judgment,

United States Marshal

By

Deputy Marshal
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(" Defendant: ALBERTO GONZALEZ
- Case Number: 97-CR-150-002-C

SUPERVISED RELEASE
Upon release from imprisonment, the defendant shall be on supervised release for a term of 5 vears.
While on supervised release, the defendant shall not commit another federal, state, or local crime;

shall not iliegally possess a controlled substance; shail comply with the standard conditions that have been
adopted by this court {set forth below); and shall comply with the following additional conditions:

1. The defendant shall report in person to the Probation Office in tha district to which the defendant is released as soon as
© ' possible, but in no gvent, later than 72 hours of release from the custedy of the Bureau of Prisons.
2, If this judgment imposes a fine, special assessment, costs, of restitution obligation, it shall be a condition of supervised release

that the defendant pay any such fine, assessments, costs, and rastitution that remain unpaid at the commencement of the
term of supervised release.

3. The defendant shall not own or possess a firearm, destructive device, or other dangerous weapon.
4. The defendant shall successfully participata in a program of testing and treatment {to includa inpatient} for drug and alcohol
abuse, as directed by the Probation Officer, until such time as released from the program by the Probaticn Officer.
5. The defendant shall submit to & search conductad by a United States Probation Officer of his parson, residence, vehicle, office

and/or business at a reasanable time and in a reasonable manner, based upon reasanable suspicion of contraband or evidence
of a violation of a condition of release. Failure to submit to a search may be grounds for revocation. The defendant shail not
reside at any location without having first advised other residents that the premises may be subject to searchas pursuant to
this condition. Additionally, the dafendant shall abtain written verification from other residents that said residents
acknowledge tha existence of this condition and that their failure to coopaerate couid result in revocation. This
acknowledgement shall be provided to the U. §. Prabation Office immediately upen taking residency. '
f""’”’i Upon completion of term of imprisonment, the defendant is to be surrendered to a duly authorized immigration official for
¢ .. . . deportation in accordance with the established proceduras provided by the Immigration and Naturalization Act, 8 USC §8
' 1101-1524. It is a further condition of supervised release, if ordered deported, the defendant shall remain outside the United
States until tarmination of the term of supervised release.

STANDARD CONDITIONS OF SUPERVISION

While the defendant is on supervised release pursuant to this judgment, the defendant shall not commit another federal, state,
or local crime. [n additian:

1] The defendant shall not leave the judicial district without the permission of the eourt or probation officer.

2) The defendant shall report to the prebation officer as directed by the court or probation officar and shall submit a truthful and
complete writtan raport within the first five days of each month. _

3) The defandant shalf answer truthfully all inquiries by the prebation officer and follow the instructions of tha probation officer.

4} The defendant shall support his or het dependents and meet other family responsibilities.

5} The defendant shall work regularly at a lawful cccupation Unless excused by the probation officer for s¢hooling, ‘training, or other
acceptable reasons.

6) The defendant shall netify tha probation officer within seventy-two hours of any change in residence or empioyment.

7)  The defendant shall refrain from excessive use of alcohol and shall not purchase, possess, use, distribute or administer any
narcotic or other controiled substance, or any paraphernalia related to such substances, except as prescribed by a physician.

8) The defendant shall not frequent places where controlled substances are illagally sold, used, distributed, or administered.

9) The defendant shali not associate with any persons engaged in criminal activity, and shall not associate with any person convicted
of a felony unless granted permission to do so by the probation offfcer.

10} The defendant shall permit a probation officer ta visit him or her at any time at home aor eisewhere and shall permit confiscation
of any contraband observed in plain view by the probation officer.

11) The defendant shall notify the probaticn officar within seventy-two hours of being arrested or quastioned by a law enforcement
officer.

12} The defendant shall nat enter into any agreement to act as an informer or a special agent of a law enforcement agency without

f"'\ the permission of the court.

“. 13} Asdirected by the probation officer, the defendant shall notify third parties of risks that may be occasioned by the defendant’s
criminal racord or personal history or characteristics, and shall permit the probation officer to make such notifications and to
confirm the defendant’s compliance with such notification requirement.

14) The defendant shall submit te urinalysis testing as directed by the U. S, Probation Office.
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¢ yefendant: ALBERTO GONZALEZ
* oase Number: 97-CR-150-002-C

FINE
The Court has determined that the defendant does not have the ability to pay i_nferest, and it is
accordingly ordered that the interest requirement is waived.
The defendant shall pay a fine of § 500, as to Count 1. This fine shall be paid in full immediately.
Any amount not paid immediately shall be paid while in custody through the Bureau of Prisons’ Inmate

Financial Responsibility Program. Upon release from custody, any unpaid balance shall be paid during the
term of supervised release.

If the fine is not paid, the court may sentence the defendant to any sentence which might have been
originally imposed. See 18 U.S.C. &8 3614.
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£ efendant: ALBERTO GONZALEZ
~ase Number: 97-CR-150-002-C

STATEMENT OF REASONS

The caurt adopts the factual findings and _guideline a_ppl_ication in the presentence report.

~ Guideline Range Determihed by the Court:

Total Offense Level: 31

Criminal History Category: i

Imprisonment Range: 120 months to 135 months
Supervised Release Range: 5 years

Fine Range: $ 17.500 to $ 4,000,000
Restitution: $ n/a

The fine is waived aor is below the guideline range because of the defendant’s inability to pay.

The sentence is within the guideline range, that range does not exceed 24 months, and the court
finds no reason to depart from the sentence called for by application of the guidelines.

A
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 150 g 1ocs

fh - .~ . o - Northern District of Oklahoma
_ ' ' ' : Phil Lombardi, Clerk
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA U-S. DISTRICT COURT
V. ' Case Number 27-CR-164-002-C

ENTERED ON DOCKET
'ROGER BYERS -
Defendant. DATE "‘é/ 9 / A f(

JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL CASE
{For Offenses Committed On or After November 1, 1987}

The defendant, ROGER BYERS, was represented by Stephen J. Knorr,
On motion of the United States the court has dismissed Counts 1, 3, & 4 of the Indictment.

The defendant pleaded guilty January 8, 1998, to Count 2 of the Indictment.
~ Accordingly, the defendant is adjudged guilty of such count, involving the following offense:

Date Offense Count
Title & Section Nature of Offense _ Concluded Numbsrlgsl
g‘ 8 USC 2314 & 2 Interstate Transportation of Stolen 10/1/96 2

Goods and Causing a Criminal Act

As pronounced on April 1, 1 998, the defendant is sentenced as provided in pages 2 through 5 of this
Judgment. The sentence is imposed pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984,

It is ordered that the defendant shall pay to the United States a special assessment of § 100, for
Count 2 of the indictment, which shall be due immediately.

It is further ordered that the defendant shail notify the United States Attorney for this district within
30 days of any change of name, residence, or mailing address until all fines, restitution, costs, and special
assessments imposed by this Judgment are fully paid,
\

Signed this the iﬁ"lfday of @ , 1988,

Yy,

The Honorable H. Dale Cook
United States District Judge

United States District Court
~Defendant’s SSN: 446-64-7471 | Horthern Disrct of Oklohoma ) s
Defendant’s Date of Birth: 2/1/87 - ' ' - frue mb;;:m”;%mf:?a
Defendant’s residence and maiiing address: 11418 E. 38th Street, Tulsa OK 741 his curt,
Pl lﬂ:lb?'i, Qerk

4
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£ Jefendant: ROGER BYERS
~ JSase Number: 97-CR-164-002-C
IMPRISONMENT

The defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the United States Bureau of Prisons to be
~ imprisoned for a term of 4 months,

The Court makes the fellowing recommendations to the Bureau of Prisons: that the Bureau of Prisons
designate the Turley Correctionat Center, in Turley, Oklahoma, as the place of confinement for this sentence.

The defendant shall surrender for service of sentence at the institution designated by the Bureau of |
Prisons before 9:00 a.m. on May 18, 1998,

RETURN

I have executed this Judgment as follows:

Defendant delivered on to
at : . with a certified copy of this Judgment.

o o - S T United States Marshal

By

Deputy Marshal
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')efendant ROGER BYERS
Jase Number: 97-CR-164-002-C

SUPERVISED RELEASE
Upon release from imprisonment, the defendant shail be on supervised release for a term of 3 years.
While on supervised release, the defendant shall not commit another federal, state, or local crime;

shall not illegally possess a controlled substance; shall comply with the standard conditions that have heen
adopted by this court {set forth below); and shall comply with the following additional conditions:

1. The defendant shall report in person to the Probation Offica in the district to which the defandant is released as soon as
possible, but in no event, later than 72 hours of release from the custody of the Bureau of Prisons.
2. If this judgment imposes a fine, special assessment, costs, or restitution obligation, it shall be a condition of suparvised reiease

that the defendant pay any such fine, assessments, costs, and restitution that ramain unpaid at the commencement of the
term of supervised raiaasa. '
3. The defendant shail not own or possess a firearm, destructive davica, or other dangerous waapon.

) The defendant shall be placed on home detention to include electronic menitoring at the discretion of the U, S, Probation Offica
for a period of 4 months, 1o commence within 72 hours of releasa from impriscnment. During this time, the defendant shall
remain at place of residence except for empioyment and other activities approved in advance by the probation office. The
defendant shall maintain a telephone at place of residence without any special services, modems, answering machines, of
cordless telephones for the above period. The defendant shalt wear an electronic davice and shali observe the ruies specified
by the Probation Offica. The entira cost of this program shall be paid by the defendant.

5. The defendant shall abide by the "Special Financial Conditions” anumaratad in Misceilaneous Ordar Number M-128, filed with
the Clerk of the Court on March 18, 1992,
6. The Court suspends the requirements for mandatary urine screening as dictated by 18 USC § 3808, but specifically retains
P‘ the probatlon ofﬁcer s authonty to admlnlster such tests for cause as perrnltted bv the standard condltlons of supervision.

STANDAHD COND!TIDNS OF SUPERVISION

While the defendant is on supervised retease pursuant to this judgment, the defendant shail not commit anathar fedsral, state,
or local ¢rime. in addition:

1} The defendant shall not leave the judicial district witheut the permission of tha court or probation officer.

2} The defendant shail report to the probaticn officer as directed by the court or probation officer and shall submit a truthful and
complete written report within the first five days of each manth.

3} The defendant shall answer truthfully all inquiries by the probation officer and follow the instructions of the probation officer.

4} The defendant shall support his or her dependents and meet other family responsibilities,

5} The defendant shall work regutarly at a lawful occupation uniess excused by the probation afficar for schooling, training, or other
acceptable reasons.

6} The defendant shail notify the probation officer within savanty-two hours of any change in residence or employment.

7} The defendant shali refrain from excessive use of alcohe! and shall not purchase, possess, use, distribute or administer any
narcotic or other controtled subsrance, or any paraphernalia related to such substances, except as prescribad by a physician.

8} The defendant shall not frequent places where controiled substances are illegaily sold, used, distributed, or administered.

9) The defendant-shall not associate with any persons engaged in criminal activity, and shall not associate with any person convicted
of a fetony unless granted permission to do so by the probation officer.

10} The defendant shall permit a prebation officer to visit him or her at any time at home or elsewhere and shali permit confiscation
of any caontraband observed in ptain view by the probation officer.

11} The defendant shall notify the probation officer \mthm seventy-two hours of being arrested or questioned by a law enforcement
officer.

12} Tha defendant shall not enter into any agreement to act as an infarmer or a special agent of a law enforcement agency without
the permission of the court. '

13} As directed by the probation officer, the defendant shall notify third parties of risks that may be occasionad by the defendant’s
criminal record or personal history or characteristies, and shatl permit the probation officer to make such notifications and to

r\ﬂ confirm the defendant’s compiiance with such notification requirement. o
4} The defandant shall submit 1o urinalysis testing as directed by the U. S. Probation Office.
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Judgment--Page 4 of 5
£ Defendant: ROGER BYERS
- oase Number: 97-CR-164-002-C

FINE

The defendant shail pay a fine of $§ 1,500, as to Count 2. This fine shall be paid in fuli immediately.
Any amount not paid immediately shail be paid while in custody through the Bureau of Prisons’ Inmate
Financial Responsibility Program. Upon release from custody, any unpaid balance shall be paid during the
term of supervised release. ' - ' - ' ' '

If the fine is not paid, the court may sentence the defendant to any sentence which might have been
originally imposed. See 18 U.5.C. § 3614.
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. Judgment--Page 5 of &
¢ Jefendant: ROGER BYERS
© Case Number: 97-CR-164-002-C

STATEMENT OF REASONS

The court adopts the factual findings and guideline application in the presentence report.

Guideline Range Determined by the Court:

Total Offense Level: 11

Criminal History Category: 1

Imprisonment Range: 8 months to 14 months
Supervised Releass Range: 2 ta 3 years

Fine Range: '$ 2,000 to $ 20,000

Restitution: $ n/a

The fine is waived or is below the guideline range because of the defendant’s inability to pay.

The sentence is within the guideline range, that range does not exceed 24 months, and the Court
finds no reason to depart from the sentence called for by application of the guidelines.

s




™ . UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR__ {1 E D
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
APR -9 1203

Fr" Lombsrdi, Clork

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA U.8. DisTRCT COURT
Plaintiff
vs Case Number: 94-CR-092-001-E

- STEPHEN M. BUFORD

ENTERE N DOCKET
Defendant ERED © CCKE

T e M et Vet Mot St

DATE 472/ %

AMENDED JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT ORDER
ON REVOCATION OF SUPFRVISED RELEASE

Correction for Clerical Mistake (Fed. R. Crim. P, 36)

m o Now on thlS 26th day of March 1998 ﬂus cause comes on for sentencmg upon the |
T defeedant 5 stlpulatlon that he wolated conditlons of supemsed release as set out in the Petltlon on
Supervised Release filed on March 10, 1998. The defendant is present in person and represented by
counsel, Randal Morley. The Government is represented by Assistant U.S. Attomey Charles
Mcloughlin, and the United States Probation Office is represented by Randali Drew.
. The defendant was heretofore, on April 28, 1995, s'enten_ced after a plea of guilty to Coun_ts
One through five of a five-count Information charging Conspiracy. to Commit Wire Fraud, and Wire
Fraud and Causing a Criminal Act, in violation of 183 U.S.C. §§ 371, and 1343 and 2, respectively, -
In counts one, two, and three Buford was sentenced to four months custody of the U.S. Bureau of
Prisons to be followed by a three year term of supervised release. The defendant stipulated to
allegations pertaining to his failure to ablde by the special financial conditions, by failing to submit

2,1 States Distriet Court l

riherp District of Okluhoma
£ Y. . a tmthﬁzl and complete wntten report, by fallmg to pay restltutlon as ordered and- %1 Mﬁyma&m fure’ ping
L s o frue copy of the origing] on tile

iz this couet,
: & Hlil;';l;bﬂﬂﬁ, Cerk
o Dépuiy E

e 3




truthfl with the probation officer. At Buford’s request; a sentencing hearing transpired on the same
| déte éé révl'océtilén... o o | | o

The Court found that the instant conviction occurred after November 1, 1987, and that
Chapter 7 of the U.S. Sentencing Guidelines are applicable as to counts one, two, and three, Further,
the Court found that the violations of supervised release constitute Grade C violations in accordance
with U.S.5.G. §7B1.1(a)(1), and that the defendant’s original Criminal History Category of IT is
applicable for determining the imprisonment range. In addition, the Court found that a Grade C
violation and a Cn:mnal History Category of II establish a revocation imprisonment range of four to
ten months. In consideration of these findings, .and takiﬁg notice that the policy statements in Chapter
7 are not mandatory, but must be considefed by the C.ourt, the following is ordered;

The defe'n.daht. is cbrrﬁnitt'e.d. to the .custod}.F of irhé U.S. Buféau of Priéohs to iae impﬁso'néd |
for a term of __f:h_irt_e_en ‘months (13) months as to count one of the Information. The Courf
recomménd§ to the. U. S Bureau of Pris;..cm.s thaf the sentence be served in a “jail tyﬁé” facility and
requests that the Federal Correctional. Institution in E! Reno, Oklahorna, be desigﬁated. All
restitution previously ordered remains in effect.

The defendant is bereby ordered to surrender to the designated institution no later than 12:00

noon on the 27th day of April, 1998.

onorable James O. Ellison
Sefiior United States District
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

_ | _ v
™ -~ Northern District of Oklahoma APR 08 1998
s e s e D EETPEA IR DR A REHRNA 'Ul’shiIDLgmbardi Clark
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA | | udmmmsm'r%%ﬁ
v, Case Number 87-CR-080-001-M
WILLIAM M. MORGENROTH, JR. | | ' ENTERED ON DOCKET
Befendant,

| i pate _4-¥ 9
JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL CASE
{For Offenses Committed On or After November 1, 1987}

The defendant, WILLIAM M. MORGENROTH, JR., was represented by Jack Schisler.
The defendant pleaded guilty January 6, 1998, to Count 1 of the Information.

Accordingly, the defendant is adjudged guilty of such count, involving the following offense: :
' Data Offense Count

Title & Section Natyre of Offans_e _ Conciuded Number(s)
18 USC 228 Failure to Pay Legal Child ' 3/10/97 1

Support Obligation

L - As pronounced on April 6, 1998, the defendant is sentenced as provided in pages 2 through 4 of this
Judgment. The sentence is imposed pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984,

It is ordered that the defendant shall pay to the United States a special assessment of $ 10, for Count
1 of the Information, which shall be due immediately.

It is further ordered that the defendant shall notify the United States .At_torn'e'_y for this district within
30 days of any change of name, residence, or mailing address until all fines, restitution, costs, and special
assessments imposed by this Judgment are fully paid.

Signed this the ?"{ day of /Z,PE/Z , 1998,

2 ;//Vﬁ_wf

The Honorable Frank H.
United States Maglstrate A res District Court }
' ' Northern District of Oklz5omn ) 5

| hereby cestify thei the farenaing
is 0 true copy of the origingl on Kle

in this court,
Phil tombardi, (leck
efendant’s SSN: 277-44-1476 o 3
Yetendant’s ‘Date of Birth: 11/6/59 _ - - T Ceputy
- Defendant’s residence and mailing address: 332 $. 119 E. Avenue, Tulsa OK 74128 _ O
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FDefendant WILLIAM M. MORGENROTH, JR.

Judgment--Page 2 of 4°

Case Number: 87-CR-080-001-M

PROBATION

The defendant is hereby p!aced on probation for a term of five () years.

m

While on probation, the defendant shail not commlt another federal, state, or locat crime; shall not

ilegally possess a controlled substance; shall comply with the standard conditions that have been adopted
by this court {set forth below); and shall comply with the following additional conditions:

1.

2,
3

. crime,

1)
2)

3
4)
5)

6}
7)

8)
9)

10}
11

12}

If this judgment imposes a fine, special assessment, costs or restitution obligation, it shall be a
candition of probation that the defendant pay any such fine, assessment, costs and restitution.
The defendant shall not own or possess a firearm, destructzve device, or other dangerous weapon,
The defendant shall successfully participate in a program of testmg and treatment (to include
inpatient) for drug and alcohol abuse, as directed by the Probation Officer, until such time as released
from the program by the Probation Officer.

The defendant shall participate in a2 program of mental health treatment {to mclude inpatient), as
directed by the Probation Officer, until such time as the defendant is released from the program by
the Probation Officer.

The defendant shall abide by the "Special Financial Conditions" enumerated in Masceilaneous__{_}rder
Number M-128, filed with the Clerk of the Court on March 18, 1992.

The defendant shall remain current with payments set up by South Carolina in the original order of -
child support. ' '

The defendant shal[ prowde health care to the minor chvld :f necessarv, un'nl he reaches majonty

STANDARD CONDITIONS OF PROBATION

While the defendant is on preobation pursuant to this judgmant, the defendant shall not commit another federal, state or local
In additian:

The defendant shall not feave the judicial district’ wnthout the permission of the court or probation officer. _

The defendant shall raport to the probation officer as diractad by the court or probation officer and shalt submit a truthful and
complete written report within tha first five days of each month,

The defendant shall answer truthfully all inquiries by the probation officer and follow the mstruct:ons of the probation officer.
The defendant shall support his or her depandents and meet other family responsibilities,

The defandant shall work regularly at a lawful occupation unless excused by the probation officer for schooting, training, or other
acceptable reasons.

The defendant shall notify the probation officer within saventy-two hours of any change in residance or empioyment

The defendant shail refrain from excessive use of alcohol and shall not purchass, possess, use, distribute or administer any
narcotic or other controlled substance. or any paraphernalia related to such substances, except as prascribed by a physician.
The dafendant shall not frequent ptaces whare controlled substances are iliegally soid, used, distributed, or administered,

The defendant shall not associate with any persons engaged in criminal activity, and shali not associate with any person convicted
of a felony unless granted permission to do so by the probatlon officer.

The defendant shail permit & probation officer to visit him or her at any tlme at home or alsewhere and shall permit confiscation
of any contraband observed in plain view by the probation officer,

The defendant shall notify the probation officer within seventy-two hours of being arrested or questioned by a law enforcement
officer.

The defendant shall not enter inte any agraement to act as an informer or a special agent of a law enforeement agency without
the permission af the court. '

As directed by the probation officer, the defendant shall notify third parties of risks that may be occasioned by the defendant’s
criminal record or personal history of characteristics, and shall permit the probatlnn officer to rnake such notifications and to

* - confirm the defandant’s compliance with such notification requiramant.

The defendant shall submit to urinalysis testing as directad by the t). S. Probation Office,
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Judgment--Page 3 of 4
r\Defendant WILLIAM M. MORGENROTH, JR.

Zase Number: 97-CR-080-001-M

RESTITUTION AND FORFEITURE
. RESTITUTION

The defendant shall make restitution in the total amount of $17,801.90, The interest on restitution
payments is waived.

The defendant shall make restitution to the following persons in the following amounts:

Name of Payee | ' Amount of Restitution
~ Tulsa Child Support |  $17,801.90

Enforcement Division _

Box 3643 N . 1

Tulsa OK 74101-3463

Payments of restitutlon are to be made to the Clerk of the Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma
for transfer to the payee(s).
N i | | T
R Rest:tutlon shall be pald |n fuli |mmed|ately Any amount not pa:d lmmed:ately shali be pald durlng
the period of probat:on_.

If a victim has received compensation from insurance of .any other source with respect to a loss, any
restitution ordered shall be paid to the person who is a victim before any restitution is paid to any such
provider of compensation.

Any pay.ment shall be divided proportionately among the payees named uniess othérwi_se specified here.
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_ Judgment--Page 4 of 4
(;"‘?efen_dant: - WILLIAM M. MORGENROTH, JR.

—ase Number: 97-CR-080-001-M

STATEMENT OF REASONS

The court ad?s;fts the factual findings in the presentenCé report non-guideline case.

Guideline Range Determined by the Court:

Total Offense Level: n/a
Criminat History Category: n/a
Imprisonment Range: n/a
Supervised Release Range: n/a
Fine Range: n/a
Restitution: $ 17,801.80

The fine is waived or is below the guideline range because of the defendant’s inability to pay.

The sentence is a non-USSG case. , >
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT R mmawj
a | - Northern District of Oklahoma - oate ABR DS 1398

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

V. ' Case Number 95-CR-080-H /

MICHELLE FARMER | Fr LE D

Defendant. APR ? 7998

Phij

JUDGMENT OF ACQUITTAL Lom
' Us, DISTR%QM“ Clerk

The defendant, Michelle Farmer, was represented by Art Fleak.

Pursuant to the Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals opinion reversing the defendant’s conviction under
18 USC § 1623(a), as to Count Four of the Indictment, this cause was remanded to the district court for
the entry of a judgement of acquittal. ACCORDINGLY, IT IS ORDERED that the Defendant is acquitted and
discharged, and any bond is exonerated.
P
Signed this the _ 7f day of Mareh, 1398.

Thé Honorabld Sven Erik Holmes
- United States District Judge
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 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT PR - 71998

Northern District of Oklahoma
Elit Lombardl, clark
U8, DIBTRICT SGURT
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

v. Case Number 97-CR-139-01-K /

CHRISTINE ANNETTE CRANE o E@O L\/_‘I/&fg

Defendant.

AMENDED JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL CASE
(For Offenses Committed On or After November 1, 1987)
Correction of Sentence for Clerical Mistake {Fed. R. Crim. P. 36)

The defendant, CHRISTINE ANNETTE CRANE, was represented by Stephen J. Knorr.

The defendant pleaded guilty December 1, 1987, to Count One of the information.
Accordingly, the defendant is adjudged guiity of such count, involving the following offense:

Date Qffense ‘Count
Title & Section Nature of Offense Concluded Number(s}
18 USC 656 Misapplication of Bank Funds 8/1/97 1

: - Class A Musdemeanor
‘ As pronounced on March 4 1998 the defendant is sentenced as pro\nded in pages 2 through ) of
 this Judgment The sentence is imposed pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984.

Itis ordered that the defendant shall pay to the United States a specla! assessment of $ 26.00, for
Count One of the Information, wh:ch shall be due immediately.

It is further ordered that the defendant shall notify the United States Attorney for this district within
30 days of any change of name, residence, or mailing address untll all fines, restitution, costs, and special
assessments imposed by this Judgment are fully pald

S:gned this the :Z day of / , 1998.

r/a

““The Honorable So#t A. Joyner
United States Magistrate Judge

£ efendant’s SSN: 441-68-1673
%t Jefendant’s Date of Birth: 10-28-60 o
"Defendant’s residence and mailing address: Box 5§62, Inola, OK 74036

4
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- {™efendant: CHRISTINE ANNETTE CRANE

Judgment--Page 2 of 4

"~ Case Number: 97-CR-139-01-K

PROBATION
The defendant is hereby placéd on probation for a term of two {2} years.

While on probation, the defendant shall not commit another federal, state, or local crime; shall not

illegally possess a controlled substance; shall comply with the standard conditions that have been adopted
by this court (set forth below); and shall comply with the fo[lowing additional conditions:

1.

If this judgment imposes a fine, special assessment, cosis or restitution obligation, it shall be a
condition of probation that the defendant pay any such fine, assessment, costs and restitution,
The defendant shall not own or possess a firearm, destructive device, or other dangemus WeSpon,
The defendant shall abide by the "Special Financial Conditions” enumerated in Miscelianeous Order
Number M-128, filed with the Clerk of the Court on March 18, 1992.

The defendant shall perform fifty (50) hours of community service, as directed by the Probation
Office.

The defendant shall remain in the custody of the Bureau of Prisons for a period of forty- eight (48)
hours to commence on March 13, 1998, as directed by the U.S. Marshals Service.

The defendant shall make restitution payments of $112.00 per month during the term of probation.
The Court suspends the requirements for mandatory urine screening as dictated by 18 USC § 3608,
but specifically retains the probation officer’s authority to admlmster such tests for cause as
permrtted by the standard condltrons of superwsmn.

STANDARD CONDITIONS OF PROBATION

While the defsndant is on probation pursuant to this judgment, the defendant shall not commit another federal, state or Insal

crime. In addition:

1)
2}

3)
4)
5)

6)
7)

8
9)

10}
11}

12)

13y

P

‘The defendant shall not lesve the judicial district without the permission of the court or probation officer.

The defendant shall report to the probation officér as directed by the court or probation officer and shall submit & truthful and
complete written report within the first five days of each month. h '

The defendant shal! answer truthfully all inguirias by the probation off:cer and follow the Jnstructlons “of the' pmbatmn officar.
The defendant shalf support his or her dependents and meet other family responslbliltles N
The defendant shatl work regularly at a lawful occupation unless excused by the probation officer for schooling, training, or other
acceptable reasons.

The defendant shall notify the probation officer within seventy two hours of any changa in residence or employment.

The defendant shall refrain from excessive use of alcohol and shall not purchase, possess, use, distribute or administer any
narcotic or other controlled substance, or any parapharnalia related to such substances, except as prescribed by a physician..
The defendant shall not frequant places where controlled substances ara illegally sold, used. distributed, or administerad. '
The defendant shall nat associate with any persons engagad in criminal activity, and shall not associate with any person convicted
of a felony unless granted permission ta do so by the probation officer.

The defendant shall parmit a probation officer to visit him or her at any time at home or elsewhere and shall permit confiscation
of any contraband observed in plain view by the probat:on officer.

The defendant shall notify the probation officer within sevanty-two hours of being arrested or questioned by alaw enforcement
officer. .
The defendant shall not enter into any agreement to act as an informer ora speclal agent of a law enforcement agancy wn:hout
the permission of the court.

As diracted by the probation officer, the defendant shall notify third parties of risks that may be occasioned by the defendant’s
¢riminal record or personal history or characteristics, and shall parmit the probatton officer to make such naotifications and to
confirm the defendant’s compliance with such natification requirement.

The defendant sha!l submlt to urinalysis testing as directed by the U. §. Probation Office.




* AD 245 S (Rev. 7/93)(N.D. Okla. rev.) Sheet 6 - Restitution and Forfeiture

_ o o Judgment--Page 3 of 4
{ “efendant: CHRISTINE ANNETTE CRANE | | |

Case Number: 97-CR-139-01-K

RESTITUTION AND FORFEITURE
RESTITUTION

The defendant sha!i' make restitution in'the total amount of $2,658.57.

The defendant shall make restitution to the following persons in the following amounts:

Name of Pavee - Amount of Regtitutidn

Bank of Inola

11 West Commercial

Inola, OK 74036

Attn: Larry Dalvine $ 2,658.57

Payments of restitution are to be made to the Clerk of the Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma
for transfer to the payee.

Restitution shall be paid in full immediately. Any amount not paid ii'mhediately shall be péid at the
¢ ate of $112 .00 per month during the term of probation. _

S S

If a victim has received compensation from insurance or any other source with respect to a loss, any
restitution ordered shall be paid to the person who is a victim before any restitution is paid to any such
provider of compensation.

Any payment shall be divided proportionately among the payees named unless otherwise specified here,
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t’.\ _ o - s ' Judgment--Page 4 of 4
# ' Jefendant: CHRISTINE ANNETTE CRANE o
"Case Number: 97-CR-132-01-K

STATEMENT CF REASONS

The court adopts the factual findings and guideline application in the presentence report.

Guideline Range Determined by the Court:

Total Offense Level: 7

Criminal History Category: |

Imprisonment Range: 0 months to 6 months
Supervised Release Range: 1 year

Fine Range: $ 500 to $ 5,000
Restitution: $ 2,668.57

The fine is waived or is below the guideline range because of the defendant’s inability to pay.

The sentence is within the guideline range, that range does not exceed 24 months, and the court
finds no reason to depart from the sentence called for by application of the guidelines. '

s




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

SN " NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
| UNITED STATES OF. AMERICA, ) ENTERED ON DOCKET

Plaintifs, ) pare APR 07 1398

v. | ; No. 98-CR-13-H ./

JAMES TYRONE PEi\TﬂNiNGT.O.N, g ; '
Defendant. ; FILE D

APR 6 1998
oRDER ufs'?“nlig'rr"gﬁ'ccoum
Now on this _*_;fo% day of Apfil, 1998 ﬁhis cause domes oh to

be heard in the matter of the plaintiff'é Motion for Leave to
Dismiss, without prejudice, the Indictment against defendant James
Tyrone'Pennington in the above styled cause. The court finds that
' fﬂj o Sald request ought to be granted and the Indlctment agalnst
| defendant James Tyrone Pennlngton is dismissed, WLthout prejudlce

IT IS SO ORDERED.

SVEN E. HOLMES
United States District Judge
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  ENTERED ON DOCKET

A Northern D:stnct. of leehoma  oare _47/- éﬁ%y

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

" | Case Number 97-CR-156- o1 ] L E D,}V/

ELITA S. AMANUEL | APR 06 1998
Defendant. Phil Lombargi,
- - U DISTRICY COURT
FORTHERN DISTRICT OF ORLAHOMA

JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL CASE
{For Offenses Committed On or After November 1, 1987)
The defendant, ELITA S. AMANUEL, was represented by Stephen J. Knorr.

The defendant pleaded guilty December 19, 1887 to Count 1 of the Information.
Accordingly, the defendant is adjudged guilty of such count, involving the following offense:

Date Offense “Count
Title & Section Natura of Cffense Concludad MNurmberis)

18 USC 656 ' Misapplication of Bank Funds 4428197 1

m (A Class A Misdemeanor}
e * As pronounced on Apni 2,1998, the defendant is sentenced as prowded in pages 2 through 4 of thls
Judgment The sentence is imposed pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984, '

~ ltis ordered that the defendant shali pay to the United States a special assessment of § 25, for Count
1 of the Information, which shall be due immediately.

It is further ordered that the defendant shall notify the United States Attorney for this district within
30 days of any change of name, residence, or mailing address until all fines, restitution, costs, and special
assessments imposed by this Judgment are fully paid.

Signed this the & L day of __ 2FR¢ , 1998.

The Hongrable Frank McCart

United States Magistrat e mos
- %nﬂ%m%s Distrid Court ) «
Northern District of Oklohoma )
{ hereby certify thot the fareguing
s o frue copy of the origing! on file

in this court,
Phit Lombardi, Clerk

¢/~ Defendant’s SSN: 440-78-7092 : I : O Mgy tr—
~_efendant’s Date of Birth: 10/10/74 f Z"{ Doputy O
Defendant’s residence and mailing address: 6408 S. 107 E Avenue #4, Tu!sa OI( 7%133
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£ efendant: ELITA S, AMANUEL

Judgment--Page 2 of 4

case Number: 97-CR-156-001-BU

PROBATION
The defendant is hereby placed on probation for a term of one (1) year.

While on probation, the defendant shall not commit another federal, state, or local crime; shall not

“illegally possess a controlied substance; shall comply with the standard conditions that have been adopted
by this court (set forth below}; and shall comply with the following additional conditions:

1.

If this judgment imposes a fine, special assessment, costs or restitution obligation, it shall be a
condition of probatlon that the defendant pay any such fine, assessment costs and restitution.
The defendant shall not own or possess a firearm, destructive device, or other dangerous weapon.
The defendant shall abide by the "Special Financial Conditions” enumerated in qucellaneous Order
Number M-128, filed with the Clerk of the Court on March 18, 1992,
The defendant shall perform 60 hours of communlty service, as directed by the Probation Office.
The Court suspends the requirements for mandatory urine screening as dictated by 18 USC § 3608,
but specifically retains the probation officer's authority to administer such tests for cause as
permitted by the standard conditions of supervision, - )
STANDARD CONDITIONS OF PROBATION

While the defendant is on probation pursuant to this judgment, the defendant shell not commit another federal,_ state or local

(—.\crime. in addition:

1)
2)
3
4
5)

G
7}

8}
9}

10}
11}
12}

13}

14)

The defendant shall not 1aave the judicial district without the permlssmn of tha court oF probatnon officer.

The defendant shall report to the probation officer as directed by the court or probation officar and shail submit a truthfut and
complete written report within the first five days of each month,

The defendant shafl answer truthfully all inquiries by tha prebation officer and follow the mstructlons of the probation officer.
The defendant shall support his or her depandents and meet other family responsibilities.

The defendant shall work regularly at a tawful occupation unless excused by the probation officer for schocling, training, or other
acceptable reasons.

The defendant shall notify the probation officer within seventy-two haurs of any change in‘residenca ar employment.

The defendant shall refrain from excessive use of alcohol and shall not purchase, possess, use, distribute or administer any
narcotic or other controlied substarce, or any paraphernalia related to such substances, except as prescribed by a physician.
The defendant shall not frequent places where controlled substances are illegally sold, used, distributed, or administered.

The defendant shal! not associate with any persons engaged in criminal ac:twnty, and sha!l not assomate wnth any person convicted
of a felony unlass granted permission to do so by the probation officer.

The defendant shall permit a probation officer to visit him or her at any tima at home or elsewhere and shall permit confiscation
of any contraband cbserved in plain view by the prebation officer.

The defendant shall notify the probation officer within seventy-two hours of being arrested or questroned by a law enforcement
officer.

The defendant shall not enter inta any agreement to act as an informer or a special agent of a law enforcemant agency without
the permission of the court. '

As directed by the probation officar, the defendant shall notify third parties of risks that may be occasioned by the defandant’s
criminal record or personal history or characteristics, and shall permit the probauon officer to maka such notifications and to
confirm the defendant’s compliance with such notification requirement,

The defendant shall submit to urinalysis testing as directed by the U. 5. Probation Office.
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¢ efendant: ELITA S. AMANUEL L
~ase Number: 97-CR-158-001-BU

FINE
The Court has determined that the defendant does not have the ability to pay interest, and it is
accordingly ordered that the interest requirement is waived.

The defendant shali pay a fine of $ 500, as to Count 1. This fine shall be paid in full immediately.
Any amount not paid immediately must be paid within the one (1) year Probation period.

if the fine is not paid, the court may sentence the defendant to any sentence which might have been .
originally imposed. See 18 U.S.C. § 3614,

T | T B .-.:.,,..'-«-;.\_r-:-;;a,-.z_;-«’_gw---r:.m. i T B 1 ' L
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¢ Defendant: ELITA 5. AMANUEL

Case Number; 97-CR-1566-001-BU

STATEMENT OF REASONS

The court adopts the factual findings and guideline application in the presentence repdrt.

Guideline Range Determined by the Court:

Total Offense Level: 7

Criminal History Category: [ .
Imprisonment Range: 0 manths to 6 months
Supervised Release Range: 1 vear

Fine Range: $ 500 to $ 5,000
Restitution: $n/a

The sentence is within the guideline range, that range does not exceed 24 months, and the court
finds no reason to depart from the sentence called for by application of the guidslines.
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£~ .~ 1IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE =~ '
& . . o NORTHERN DISTRICTMOF“OKLEHGHAW'" APR';G-GQB
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) Phil Lombardi, Clerk
) U.S. DISTRICT GOURT
Plaintiff, }
)
Ve ) No. 97-CR-53-C
D aRImAY and ) ENTERED ON DOCKET
)
Defendants. ) DATE ﬂﬁé%/?jy
ORDER
Now on this é"“"hday of ; , 1998 this cause comes

on to be heard in the matter of the plaintiff's Motion for Leave to
Dismiss, without prejudice, the original Indictment against
defendants Derric]_-: Kirtman.anc_l_ Sullivan Chaney in the above styled

’(’_\* " ‘cause.  The court findé that said request ought to be granted and
the original Indictment against defendént berrick; Kirtman and
Sullivan Chaney is dismissed, without prejudice.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

H. DALE COOK
United States District Judge

United States Distriet Court
£ S s L Hﬂﬂﬁmfﬂdd?ﬁeﬁumm;“
AN T S ereny cerfify that the i
- 1 a trye copy of the o?iginulunggn'

in this court,
" il Lok, Clrk
B, _/4/2,«:1,.*/.», “m%/‘é”/&
Deputy W '

/45
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£ UNITEDSTATES DISTRICT COURT  ,op o o0
i ~ forthe Yo

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA  Phil Lombardi, Clerk

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
Plaintiff
Vs Case Number: 94-CR-092-G01-E

STEPHEN M. BUFORD
Defendant

ENTERED ON DOCKET

DATE éf/ aZ[/ 45

'--'-M--\—'\.-Ih-r'-_-v

R Q R S

.. . Now on this 26th day of March 1998, this cause comes on for sentencing upon the
defendant’s stipulation that he violated conditions of supervised release as set out in the
Petition on Supervised Release filed on March 10, 1998. The defendent is present in
person cnd represented by counsel], Remdal Morley. The Government is represented by
Assistcuﬁ U.S. Attorney Charles Mcloughlin, and the United States Probation Office is
represehted by Randall Drew,

The defendemt was heretofore, on April 28, 1995, sentenced after a plea of guilty
to Counts One through five of a thirty-eight count Information charging Conspiracy to
Commit Wire Fraud, and Wire Fraud and Causing a Criminad Act, in violation of 18
U.8.C. §§ 371, emd 1343 and 2, respectively. In counts one, two, cnd three Buford was
sentenced to four months custedy of the U S. Bure_cm _of Prisons to be_ followed _by a three

year term of 'supervised release. The defendcuif s.tipu.l.c.xted to dliegdﬁons pertaining to

S « 4




~ his failure to abide by the special financial conditions, by fadling to submit a truthful ond

4

complete written report, by failing to pay restitution as ordered, and bf fm‘]ing to remain
truthful with the probation officer. At Buford's request, a sentencing hearing transpired
on the saame date as revocation. |
The Court found that the instemt conviction occurred after November 1, 1987, and
that Chapter 7 of the U.S. Sentencing Guidelines are qppli_cdble as to counts one, two,
and three. Further, the Court found that the violations of supervised release constitute
Grade C violations in accordance with U.S.S.G. §7B1.1{c(1), and that the defendant's
original Crimincd History Category of Il is applicable for determining the imprisonment
range. In addition, the Court found that a Grade C violation and a Criminal History'
Category of II establish a revocation imprisonment range of four to ten months. In
f“ + consideration éf these findings, cnd takmg notice __fhcr__t’the policy statements in Chapter
| 7 are not mandatory, but must be considered by the Court, the féllowihg is ordered:
The defendomt is comumnitted to the custody of the U.S. Burecu of Prisons to be
imprisoned fof aterm of thirteén monﬁs (13) months s to count one of the Information.
The Court recommends to the U.S. Bureau of Prisons that the sentence be served in a
"iail type” facility emd requests thet the Federal Correctional Institution in E! Reno,
Oklahoma, be designated. All restitution previously ordered remains in effect. The

defendaomt is hereby ordered to surrender to the designated institution no later them 12:00

Dol tteic

: 'Ij{nﬂeh{i Stnges Dm:}dﬂ%:u;lo } norable James O. Ellison
. ) orthern Distriet ahome
f‘""'\ ._ O ereby cariy that the !mf Semor United States District
s @ frue copy of the ariginol on fi
in this court, 2

noon on the 27th day of April, 1998.




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT APR -1 %903/
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ' /

THE UNITED STATES OF
AMERICA,
PLAINTIFF,

94 CR-139 E “//

ENTERED ON DOCKET

DATE APR-g-9-1996-

V3.

STEPHANIE ANNETTE CRAVEN,

R L W L ) .

DEFENDANT .
QRDER

Comes now, Defendant—-Probationer, Stephanie Annette Craven's
Application to Terminate her U. §. Probation ordered by this
Court on June 2, 1995, and upon review of her application finds
+hat same shall be sustained.

IT 15 THEREFORE ORDERED ADJUDGED and DECREED by the court

that Defendant—Probatloner shall be released from her court

prdered supervised probation effective this date.

T T

U.5. District Judg

%MJAMES O. ELLISON
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FILE D |

| o - Northern District of Oklahoma  hv'paR 31 1998
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA | Phil Lombardi, Clerk
| - - U.S. DISTRICT GOURT
V. _ Case Number 96-CR-081-001-BU
GEORGE W. ROBERTS ENTERED ON DOCKET
Defendant.

OATE_ Y~ |- 9%
JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL CASE
{For Offenses Committed On or After’ November 1, 1987)
The defendant, GEORGE W. ROBERTS, appeared pro se, having waived counse!.

The defendant pleaded guilty June 13, 1996, to Counts 1, 2, & 3 of the Information.
Accordingly, the defendant is adjudged guiity of such counts, involving the following offenses:

Date Offense Tount
Title & Section Nature of Offense Concluded Number{s}
18 USC 371 Conspiracy | 9/14/95 | 1
ﬁ"“ 8 USC 1955 & 2 Illegal Gambl:ng and Aldmg & Abett:ng ' - ' 9/14[95 2
18 USC 1511 Obstructlon of Just!ce o R 9!14f95 - 3 N

As pronounced on March 26 1998 the defendant is sentenced as provlded in pages 2 through 4 of
this Judgment. The sentence is imposed pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984,

It is ardered that the defendant shall pay to the United States a special assessment of § 150, for
Counts 1 through 3 of the Information, which shall be due immediately.

‘It is further ordered that the defendant shall notify the United States Attorney for this district within
30 days of any change of name, residence, or mailfing address until all fines, restitution, costs, and special
assessments imposed by this Judgment are fully paid.

Signed this the 3 Aday of , 1998.
Untited States District Cowtt ) <
. Kortherw District of Ckiohomg )

Iwaw;efnarhml;o {lou&mg
is @ t1ue topy of the wiginel on
mthtscom. _

. Piltombond{, Chotk .~ . - o A Hotorabis R e rage
BYR‘%‘&A NQ_, 5» WMQ‘&QJJ United States District ge

.Defendant’s SSN: 487 30-9459
Nefendant’s Date of Birth: 9/1 9/31
Defendant’s residence and mailing address: 612 W. McCord, Neosho MO 64850

43,
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F')efendant GEORGE W. ROBERTS
* . Case Number: 96-CR-081-001-BU

PROBATION

The defendant is hereby placed on probation for a term of five (5) years, as to each of Counts 1 '

through 3, said terms to run concurrently, each with the other.

While on probation, the defendant shall not commit another federal, state, or local ¢rime; shall not

illegaily possess a controlled substance; shall comply with the standard conditions that have been adopted
by this court (set forth below); and shall comply with the fol!owmg addltzonal condltlons.

1.

2.
3.

If this judgment imposes a fine, special assassment, costs or restitution obligation, it shall be a condition of probation that the
defendant pay any such fine, assessment, costs ard restitution. '

The defendant shall not own or possess a firearm, destructive device, or other dangerous weapon.

The defendant shall be placad on home detention to include electranic monitoring at the discretion of the U, 5. Probation Office
for a period of six (6} months, to commence within 72 hours of sentencing date. During this time, the defandant shall remain
at place of residence except for employment and other activities approved in advance by the probation office. The defendant
shall maintain a telephone at place of residence without any special services, modems, answering machines, or cordless
telaphones for the above period. The defendant shall wear an electronic device and shall chserve the rules specified by the
Probation Office. The entire cost of this program shall be paid by the defendant -

The dafendant shall abide by the "Special Financtal Conditions" enurmerated in Mlscellaneous Qrder Numbar M-128, ﬁ?ed with
the Clerk of the Court on March 18, 1992,

The Court suspends the requirements for mandatory urine screening as dictated by 18 USC § 3608, but specifically retains
the probation officer’s autharity 10 administer such tests for cause as parmitted by the standard conditions of supervision.

' STANDARD CONDITIONS OF:'PROB'ATI'{:_H__\'_{

While the defendant is on probation pursuant to this judgment, the defendarit shail not commit another federal, state or local

crime. In addition:

1)
2)

3)
4)

&)

6}
7)

8}
El

10
11)
12}

13)

o

The defendant shalf not leave the judicial district without the permission of the court or probatlon officer,
The defendant shall report to the probation officer as directed by the Gourt or probatrcn officer and shall submit a truthful and
complets written report within the first five days of each month.

The defendant shall answaer truthfully al! inquiries by the probation officer and follow the instructions of the probatmn officer.

The defandant shall support his or her dependents and meet other family responsibitities.

The defendant shall wark regularly at a lawful occupation unless excusad by the probation officer for schooling, training, or other
acceptable reasons.

The defendant shall notify the probation officer within seventy-two hours of any change in residence or smployment.

The defendant shall refrain from excessive use of ‘aleohol and shall not purchase, possass, use, distribute or administer any
narcatic or other controlied substance, or any paraphernaha related to such substances, except as prescribad by a physician.
The defendant shall not frequent places where controllad substances are illegally sold, used, distributed, or administered.

The dafendant shall not associate with any persons engaged in criminal activity, and shall not associate with any person convicted
of a felony unless granted permission to do so by the probation officer.

The defandant shall permit a probation officer to visit him or her at any time at home or alsewhere and shafl permit confiscation
of any contraband observed in plain view by the probation officer.

The defendant shall natify the probation officer within seventy-twa hours of besng arrested or quastloned by a law enforcement
officer.

The defendant shal! not enter inta any agreement to act as an informar or a specnal agent of @ law enforcement agency without
the permissgion of the court.

As directed by the probation officer, the defendant shall notify third parties of risks that may be occasioned by the defandant’s
criminal record or personal history of characterlstlcs, and shall permit the probation ofﬁcer to make such notifications and to
confirm tha defendant’s compliance with such notification requirement.

The defendant shall submit to urinalysis testing as directed by the U. 5. Probation Office.
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~—Defendant: GEORGE W. ROBERTS _
. Case Number: 96-CR-081-001-BU

FINE
The Court has determined that the defendant does not have the ability to pay interest, and it is
accordingly ordered that the interest requirement is waived,

The defendant shall pay a fine of § 5,000, as to Count 1. This fine shall be paid in full immediately.
Any amount not paid immediately shall be paid during the period of Probation.

e

H the fine is not paid, the court may sentence the defehc__i_ant to any_ sentence which might have been
originally imposed. See 18 U.5.C. § 3614.
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¢ Jefendant: GEORGE W, ROBERTS

* . Case Number: 96-CR-081-001-BU

STATEMENT OF REASONS

The court adopts the factual findings and guideline application in the presentence report.

Guideline Range Determined by the Court:

Total Offense Level: 15

Criminal History Category: I

Imprisonment Range: 18 months te 24 months
Supervised Release Range: 2 to 3 years "
Fine Range: $ 4,000 to $ 40,000

Restitution: $ nfa

The sentence departs from the guideline range for the following reason(s): upon motion of the
government, as a result of defendant’s substantial assistance.
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~UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FILED

o Northern District of Oklahoma MAR 31 1998 ¥
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA | Phil Lombard), Clerk
S | - - U.S. DISTRICT COURT
V. Case Number 97-CR-099-001-BU __~
FRANK GERALD SKAGGS ENTERED ON DOCKET

Defendant,

DATE. L=/ 7K
JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL CASE :
{For Offenses Committed On or After November 1, 1987}
The defendant, FRANK GERALD SKAGGS, was represented by Todd Hembres.,

The defendant pleaded gu'ilty October 20, 1997, to Count 1 of the Indictment.
Accordingly, the defendant is adjudged guilty of such count, involving the following offense:

Date Offense Tount
Title & Section : Nature of Offense _ _ Congluded Number(s)
18 USC 922{9)(1) Possession of a Firearm After _ 3/22/97 1

: Former Conviction of a Felony

" As pronounced on March 26, 1998, the defendant is sentenced as provided in pages 2 through 4 of
this Judgment. The sentence is imposed pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984,

~ It is ordered that the defendant shall pay to the United States a special assessment of $ 100, for
Count 1 of the Indictment, which shall be due immediately.

It is further ordered that the defendant shall notify the United States Attorney for this district within
30 days of any change of name, residence, or mailing address until all fines, restl‘sutlon costs, and special
assessments imposed by this Judgment are fully paid.

Signed this the éo"g" day of me , 1998.

eitad Stetes Gis et Cowtt ) 55
dertharn Oistrict of Ok 12%&”*5; }

| heisly (ﬂ’ﬂﬁf that tha 1o "’rsgomg
is @ tys oy ¢ § the-osiginal ca tie

in.this. oMb . pat b, Clatke

BV:\D‘; ﬁmq_,é‘\"\yuﬂg-ﬁ’b)

E}epuw

; Burrage
Judge

P! Defendant’s SSN: 447-84-1840
: Defendant s Date of Birth: 7/19/71
"Defendant’s residence and mailing address: Rt. 1) Box 182, Vian OK 74962

%\
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£ Defendant: FRANK GERALD SKAGGS _ .
© Case Number: 97-CR-099-001-BU
IMPRISONMENT

The defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the United States Bureau of Prisons to be
imprisoned for a term of 34 months. '

The Court makes the following recommendations to the Bureau of Prisons: that the Defendant be
incarcerated at a facility specializing in Comprehensive Drug Treatment.

The defendant is remanded to the custody of the United States Marshal.

RETURN

| have executed this Judgment as follows:

De_fén_dani; 'deliv_er'éd '_on' - o

at , with a certified copy of this Jud.gme.n't. -

- United States Marshal

By
: Deputy Marshal
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(‘Qefendant' FRANK GERALD SKAGGS'

Judgment--Page 3 of 4

~ase Number: 97-CR-099-001-BU

years.

SUPERVISED RELEASE

Upon release from imprisonment, the defendant shall be on supervised release for a term of three (3}

While on supervised release, the defendant shall not commit another federal, state, or local crime;

shall not illegally possess a controlled substance; shall comply with the standard conditions that have been
adopted by this court (set forth below); and shall comply with the following additional conditions:

The defendant shall report in persen to the Probation Office in the district to which tha defendant is released as socn as
possible, but in no event, later than 72 hours of release ‘from the custody of the Bureau of Prisons.

H this judgmant imposes a fine, special assessment, costs, or restitution obligation, it shall be a condition of superwsed releass
that the defendant pay any such fine, assassments, costs, and restitution that remain unpaid at the commencement of the
term of supervised relaase,

The dafendant shall not own or possess a firearm, destructive device, or other dangercus weapon.

The defendant shall successfully participate in a program of testing and traatment (to include inpatient) for drug and alcohol
abuse, as directed by the Probation Officer, until such time as raleased from the’ pregram by the Probation Officer,

The defendant shall submit to a search conductad by a United States Probation Officer of his person, residence, vehicle, office
and/or business at a reasonabla time and in a reasonable manner, based upon reasonable susp:cion of contraband or evidence
of a violation of a condition of release. Failure to submit 16 a search may be grounds for revocation. The defendant shall not
reside at any location without having first advised other residents that the premises may be subject to searches pursuant to
this condition. Additionally, the defendant shall obtain written - verification from other residents that said residents
acknowledge the existence of this condition and that their failure to cooperate could result in revocation, This
acknowledgement shal! be prowded to the U. $. Probation Office immediately upon taking residency

The defendant shall perform 200 hours of community ser\nce, ‘a& directed by the Probation Office.

STANDARD CONDITIONS 'OF SUPERVISION

While the defandant is on supervised release pursuant to this judgment, the defendant shall ot commit another federal, state,

or focal crime. In addition:

1)
2)

3)
4)
5)

&)
7

8
9

10}
11}

12)

14)

13)

The defendant shall not leave the judicial district without the permission of the court or probation officer,

The defendant shall report to tha probation officer as directed by the court or probarion officer and shall submit a truthful and’
completa written raport within the first five days of each manth.

The defendant shall answer truthfully all inquiries by the probation officer and follow the instructions of the probation officer.
The defendant shall support his or her dependents and meet other family responsibilities.

The defendant shall work ragularly at a lawful occupatmn uniess excused by tha probatlon offlcer for schootmg, training, or cthar
acceptabie reasons, '
The defendant shall notify the probation officer within seventy-two hours of any change in residence or employment.

The defendant shall refrain from excessive use of alcohol and shall not purchase, possess, use, distribute or administer any
narcotic or other controlled substance, or any parapharnalia related to such substances, except as prescribed by a physician.
The defendant shall not frequant places where controlled substances dre illegally sold, used, distributed, or administered,

The defendant shall not associate with any persons engaged in criminal activity, and shall not assocuate with any parsan convicted
of a felany unless granted permission to do so by tha probation officer.

-, The defendant shall permit, a probation officer 10 visit him or her at eny time at homa or elsewhere and shall permit confiscation

of any contraband observed in plain view by the probation officer. _ _ _

The defendant shall notify the probation officer within seventy-two hours of being arrested or questioned by a law enforcernant
officer.

The dafendant shall not enter into any agresmant to act as an informer or a special agent of a law enforcement agency without
the permission of the court.

As directed by the probation officer, the defendant shail notify third parties of risks that may be accasioned by the defendant 5
criminal record or persenal history or characterlst:cs, and shail permit the probation officer to make such notifications and to
confirm the defendant's compliance with such notification requirerment.

The defandant shall submit te urinalysis testing as directed by the U. 8, Probation Office.
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~~Defendant: FRANK GERALD SKAGGS
" Case Number: 97-CR-099-001-BU

STATEMENT OF REASONS

The court adopts the factual findings énd. guideline application in the presentence report,

Guideline Range Determined by the Court:

Total Offense Level: 18

Criminal History Category: l

Imprisonment Range: 30 months to 37 months
Supervised Release Range: 2 to 3 years

Fine Range: $ 6,000 to ¢ 60,000

Restitution: _ $ n/a

The fine is waived or is below the guideline range because of the defendant’s inability to pay.

The sentence is within the guideline range, that range does not exceed 24 months, and the court
finds no reasan to depart from the sentence called for by application of the guidelines.

L S AP A



