
United States of America vs fI . 
~ L....1UIS A • ..J!RIh.R'IE-___________ ' 

U~States District Court 10. 

L--.llQJ.LrnlluuSTllli:::r.QLTIlX6lL 1.1~ 
~L. _____________________ I 

DOCKIT NO -~ .. _ L_H!l=-B.2"-"2"2,40-S>-"1-00"1~--,~ __ --' 

. ·JUDGMENT AND PROBATION£COMMITMENT OR13ER ~C<'"' .. , 

COUNS'El 

In the presence of the at~rney for the government MONTH DAY HAR 

the defendant appeared In person on th,s date ---------------... --l--'~~"''b<''.--'~__'~~_J November 30, 1983 

L.....J WITHOUT COUNSEL How""", the court advISed defendant of "sht to coun.el and asked whether d .. fendant de."ed to have 
(oumet apPointed by the court and the defendant ,t...,eupon waived .,,,,Iane,, of counsel 

L--XJ WITH COUNSEL 1 __ ....Bc.a1t..J....Atlas.... ___________________________ ....l 
INameol Cou" ... I) 

---::-l~ GUilTY, and the court being satisfied that 
~ there IS a factual bas,s for the plea, 

L-...J NOLO CONTENDERE, L-..J NOT GUILTY 
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L--I NOT GUILTY. Defendant IS dIscharged 
There bemg a fmdmg/ge(mt of 

L..X-J GUILTY. 

Defendant has been convICted as charged of the ofiense(s) of accessory after the fact, in violation 
of Title 18, United States Code, Section 3; and Title 15, United States Code, Section 
78dd-2(a)(3), as charged in the one-count superseding superseded information. 

\ 

The court a,ked whether defendant had anyth,ng to ,ay why Judgment should nOI be pron"unced Becau.e no sufhclent cau'" '" the contrary 
wa. ,hown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant gUIlty as charged and co~vlcted and ordered that xh!tlbtM~ 
iInF:Irx~m...1R~~H~~~~~ 

The imposition of sentence is suspended and the defendant is placed on probation, 
without supervision, for a period of one year, with unrestricted travel. 

On motion of the government, Count I of the original indictment is dismissed, and 
the one-eount superseding information (H-82-224-S) is dismissed. 

:;U::~1<. U S. DISTRICT COURt 
SOU I TiER;'\! DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

F I LED 

DEC 1 91983 

JESSE E. CLARK, CLERK 
In add,t,,,n to th~ sp~c,.1 c,,"d,tlon, of prob.tlon Impo,~d above It " hereby order~d thaet(.~T'ltorAljo~~c-ba\I ... ~t on the 
reve,,,, "d~ "f thl< ludsment be Imposed Th~ Court may change 'he condItIon, of p,obatl"n ,e;:luce or extend the perl"d C>f pmhatlon, and 
at any "me d""ng 'he p,obatl"n peflod or w'lh,n a maxImum p,oba"on p""od of five year> permItted by law may "'ue a warrant and 
,..,voke probahon fo, • vlOl.hon occurrmg dUring th~ p,,,batlon period 

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

A P PR 0 VED'._III"'Al"'--__ 

It .. ord~,..,d that the Clerk d .. I", .. , 
a certIfIed copy of th" Iud~m .. nt 
and commitment to the U SMa,' 
shal 0' other quahfled of/,e .. , 

i 
L.XJ u, D"t"<1 Judgo 

L.....J us Mag"".t. 

GEORGE E. CIRE 
Date 




