The Supreme Court of the United States in Faretta, supra stated:

The Sixth Amendment does not provide merely that a defense
shall be made for the accused:; grants the accused perscnally
the right to make his defense. It is the accused, not coun-
sel, who must be informed of the nature and cause of the
accusation, who must be "confronted with the witnesses
against him'', who must be accorded "compulsory process for
obtaining witnesses in his favor." Although not stated in
the Amendment in so many words, the right te self-represen-
tation—to make one's own defense personally—is thus nece-
ssarily implied by the structure of the Amendment. The
right to defend is given directly to the accused; for it is
he who suffers the consequences if the defense fails. (at 5008).

Wherefore on the basis of the Constitutions of the State of Okla-
homa and the United States of America as interpreted by the courts, the
Defendant respectfully requests that he be allowed full participation

in the trial as co-counsel for his own defense.

Res?ectfully submitted,

Dr * oad s
Garvin A. Isaads
%tFQIney for Defendant
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF MAYES COUNTY, PENRMT -
STATE OF OKLAHOMA MAR 191979
GI§T,
STATE OF OKLAHOMA, ) 7
PLAINTIFF, ) o
vs. ; No. CRF-77-131
) CRF-77-132
) CRF-77-133
GENE LEROY HART, )
DEFENDANT, )

MOTION TO PROHIBIT INTRODUCTION OF THE
AUTOPSY OR INVESTIGATION

Comes now Gene Leroy Hart and moves this Court prohibit
the 1ntioduction of any photographs taken during the autopsy
of Michelle Guse, Lori Lee Farmer or Doris Milner and further
prohibit the introduction of photographs of the bodies of the
three victims for the following reasons:

1. Gene Leroy Hart has agreed to stipulate to the

Autopsy reports as set out in the attached stipulation

and further to the location of said bodies and their
condition.

2. The photographe are gruesome and as evidence will
duly arouse the sumpathetic, hostile, or prejudicial
emotions of potential members of the Jury .

3. Due to the publicity associated with these charges the
grobative value of the photographs is greatly outweighed
y thelr prejudicial quality.
4. The prosecution offers the evidenee not for proof
of any disputed fact In [ssue, but only to arouse the
passions of the community.
WHEREFORE, Gene Leroy Hart respectfully requests this Court

sustain his motion and the photographs be sealed.

Respectcfully submitted,

‘ M{V;’w{p )M

- Attorney for Defendant
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STATE OF OKLAHOMA 1148 191979
STATE OF OKLAHOMA,
: ; CRF-77-131
vs. No. CRF-77-132
Rt . CRF-77-133
GENE LEROY HART,
| Defendane.

MOTION IN LIMINE If
mmmmmmmncwm il

!wcmsthabehndant.Gcm!..mtt,byuud'thrgghhid'i%" b
attorneys, and moves the Court for an order prohibiting the

Prosecutor from making any reference, directly or'indizeétly', “\, fl ‘” J“/ [
or asking questions about any of the following matters d‘urj.n‘i ’ ”l | " I
the course of the trial: J"‘JI“l'H,"H

iy
1. Making any reference to the testimony of Larry Dn“ |
pertaining to Gene L. Hart looking for glasses in 19933 '” “ ”"
2. Making any reference or asking any queations of ’ ’”
any witness about alleged observations or conve:uticda
involving Gene L. Hart with minor children tncludd.né f}
Dry; ’
3. Making any reference or asking any questions of \
any witnesses about alleged abamnttons or convotqa “
imvol.vtug Gene L. Hart and nnqggd aTRUMENCS concornius’ ’I
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[ T i
on January 11, 1979. Ms. DAVIS retained the remainder of
semen from each individual for preservation at the 0.5.B.I.

These semen specimens and duplicates of all the

unstained, unfixed seminal smears were packed by Ms. DAVIS over
%Mlﬂpﬂﬁ%-”ﬂtl&pﬁﬂﬁ%tﬁd“ﬂiﬂgof

January 11, 1979, and were delivered to me at my laboratory :
in New York City at 11:30 a.m., January 12, 1979. The %
package seals were unbroken. The semen lpoc'm” carefully

labeled by Ms. DAVIS for Mantitiution ‘,(su 'fame 1), were
found over the ample dry ice reua.i.n:l.ng ; he conta.

t

in the frozen state. In saparcte mta‘ !
the two sets of seminal smears mac Bt ¢
rial Reformatory, and later in m:w-

was accompanied by a letter from lls.. DA
total procedure followed by her, pr:l.?

AU
allowed to liquify at room eenpe:ature ("‘“ at 2

process which took about thirty minutes. m\ df p

from each sample was then examined muntﬁly‘bdw«ﬁn slide
and cover glass at high dry uqnuication (abaui: 400_X), to
ﬂhr.ming th. m:bxmn sperm countl /ml o: et.ch pthonor
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New seminal smears were made for examination and
classification of the sperm morphology if only to confirm
that a deterioration in the morphology had not occurred as a
result of the processing and shipment of the semen. This
point will be discussed below in detail.

+

All of the seminal smears, including those prepared
by Me. DAVIS, then were fixed and stained by the Papanicolaou
procedure described in previous reports, and used for analysis
in the evidence submitted in the HART case. As a final step
in procedure, I decided to subjact the remaining semen from
the Kansas prisoners to the same processing used by me in
the HART case, namely to apply the semen to underwear
similar to that worn by HART, and attempting to recover the
spermatozoa in the dry state by normal saline elution from

the seminal sites forty-eight hours later., The spermatozoa

recovered from the respective semen specimens were stained

and classified by the same procedure used for those obtained

directly from the cemen. These readings are recorded in the
accompanying tables.

I1X. ANALYSES AND INTERPRETATION OF THE SPERM MORPHOLOGY READINGS

III(a) From three to five hundred (300 - 500)
mature spermatozoa in consecutive groups of one hundred were
identified in each smear and classified according to cephalic
(head) conformation. An additional classification, namely
.}po:natldl (immature precursors of the mature spermatozoa)
deférves special mention in the present report because these
cells were not present in the germinal cells recovered from
the underwear of GENE LEROY HART or from the three victims,
mzmm GUSE', LORT FARMER, and DENISE MILNER) , whereas they
v-ro abviouo Ln rolatlvnly large numbers in the whole semen




umuoum-num {1,000 X), they clearly
can be {dentified as immature cells of the germinal line
prematurely exfoliated from the germinal epithelium (usually
under "stress") at a late stage of spermatogenises and
environmental conditions, including health, if found at all,
human ejaculate (from 0 to 2%). 1In all my publications,
n-mum&;.nwuozumumm

line in the ejaculate. ‘!l\hzohsctuatim m bcdn adhered
to in the present report. ’

Mme:mm-mmu«mumm it
eluates from HART (the whole semen was m&&m us din
HART case) left open the possibility M immature forms
Af present in the whole semen of HART, nj t have pa:
into the aumfjnumi‘t,"" ssary for me
‘to perform the extra step of using the ﬂulibf procedure in
the semen of PETERS and W

II1(b) The Seminal Cytology of DeWAYNE rgw‘mlgi | |
1| |
mmmmcmmmnmmmna -
mmumw-ummmm liqutq
mo m?m.umu- tdwms umh
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to a microscope in Kansas and.was not able to do a count
prior to sending the cells t°£?‘ before the smears were
made, Actually, the readings on these three smears of
PETERS' showed essentially the same subnormal pattern of
sperm morphology. This pattern is characterized by a low
percentage of normal (oval) forms and a high percentage of
small (microcephalic) types, the latter cells, showing a
normal (oval) cephalic contour, but are only about one-half
the size of a normal cell. In addition, a sizeable percentage
of the latter cells were placed by me in the “amorphorous"
category (in slides JJJJ-5 B lnd JJJJ-5 D), because in the

crowded condition of the collz’in these smoarh, they appeared
over-stained and thus to have dense chromat

:‘This is a
rather common finding in the routine axnmlna?idﬁ 'of sperm
Ji1] (1]
morphology. It is always obvious to‘¢h§ ‘ ; .qed analyst

that the cells actually described as ﬁmi \{

o s“ are small
forms, but they are distorted in a crowd |

Jx tl ‘
An additional conspicuous éompqn ‘ Altho seminal
cytology of PETERS is, as already mentidned tha prosance of
a rather high percentage of immature gér¢1na1\cells (under

Spermatid Heading in Tables I and II). The rhnios of these

cells were consistent in the three smears made from the
semen in Kansas, Oklahoma, and in New York, but the ratio
was smaller in the cells recovered from the eluates of the
underwear. However, the fact that these cells were present
at all in the underwear smears (JSE in Tables I and II),
suggests that if they had been present to an appreciable
degree in the semen of GENE LEROY HART, they would have been
found in the semen deposited on his underwear, and in the
culates made from them. None was found in the latter or

anywhere £ug that matter, (see previous report) However ,

since in the HART report and in the spermatozoa recovered
fronm the anal and vaginal canals of the three victims in
that case, ﬁu referred particularly to the similarity in the
ooqbiapa *;thou ol tapcrtnq and olongaeca spermatozoa founa
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in the three victims and in the underwear of HART, we should
perform a similar comparison under similar experimental
conditions or circumstances in the sperm morphologies of the

Kansas prisoners. We shall do so in a summary after considera-
tion of the semen of WILLIAM A. STEVENS.

III(e) Seminal Cytology of M'A. STEVENS
)

The sperm count in the semen of STEVENS (38 million
M)mmchlmthnﬂntotm. but his sperm

nrphomgy onthnvholc.hnthrgoodandemumbty
mmunymmmmuumem-wy.
WyummmuofmthMm

. . eyt

in lbl.llll“ smear.

mxum}g'mmlmt of :l-lt.m| [
in the semen of . 1In other words, the
mwmoozmmmmmméu
different in pattern within themselves. Since we Eo'aot._
mmnunmmmm.wm»um
.wo:muum”m.mammxm‘o: (it
mmotmmum-wmzmeum.‘mtw'
munmmaummmwm
eluates in all three cases. w.mnmuczm ‘ta
in more detail in the following dis
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A second obvious feature of the sperm morphology
in the semen of PETERS, is the presence of relatively large
numbers of immature cells of the germinal line (chmtu_l.
Tables I and II). None was found in the vaginal and/or anal
canals of the three victims, nor in the eluate sperm mor-
phology from the HART underwear. All the experimental
evidence we have to date it that this cell type does not
appear in the ejaculate, particularly in the numbers found ~
in that of PETERS, unless the testes have been subjected to
some form of "stress®,but mdu such conditions, they _
usually are accompanied by h:ge numbers of acutely tapering
mature forms. The latter cells in the .jmln_u of PETERS
are at a minimal level (Table I). In rather striking contrast,
the sperm morphology in the semen of William A. STEVENS
is much closer to the "normal” level than that of PETERS,
(Tables I and II), or of that of HART and the sperm found in
the three victims. This is tt;! particularly in the smear
made from the underwear eluate (line 5, 'nbl.o IX), in which
75% of the spermatozoa persent were in the aomi *oval™ .
class. 1In the composite whole semen morphology (line 6,
Table II) of STEVENS, the ratio of oval forms is lower (63%)

. of 1,100 cells classified), the difference being due, in
part, to the presence of a sizeable percentage of the “"megalo-
oval® type (lines 5, 6, and 7, Table 1), in the three seminal
smwesars made at intervals after the semen was produced in
Kansas, However, mmtmmmmmmozm
sperm nwlm of this prisoner are: (1) that the ratios
of m 'M' oom is mmcnbl.y MM and (2) the




:mmum themselves and neither bearga close
resemblance to that found in the three victims.

Before ooulﬁhg thh report, I should emphasize
again the importance o! m eluate pcosodm (dmnaa in ay
ummqumuyczmmmmmuomnm
spermatozoa morphology, is ﬂm-. obtained by moi.ng phy-d.o.logial
saline through dried seminal stain (elution) on ummq
worn by him during his solitary confinement i .‘ -
jail and the McAlester State mimu.:;} c g j
11), that this procedure does ‘allow theﬁ e
spermatozoa showing virtually the nu
morphology as that seen in the o::lgm&
the underwear, was demonstruted hy me |
using semen (preserved by do-p-!:uk g) ©
sperm morphology obtained from p_nt_!.'
In the latter cases, the sperm moo
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AFFIDAVIT OF WITNESSES AS TO ATTENDANCE AND MILAGE
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF MAYES COUNTY

STATE OF OKLAHOMA. $s.
COUNTY OF MAYES

IA DART: J Case No. @’gﬁ.??" 137

We do solemnly swesr that we were subpoenaad as witnesses in the aboue entitled cause, in behall of the plaintiff and/or
detendant and that, in cbedience to said subpornae, we attended court this date and in gaing 1o sid returning Trom ssid
Court traveled the number of miles set opposite our respective names, and have not claimed o recsivad 3 witness fae in sny
othor case this date:

Marmes m;: = AGGREGATE ANQUNT DUE
and leage
Addresses Way coltans aEnTe
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DISTRICT gg &: 0! A\'ES GOUN‘I‘Y
FILED IN THE DISTRICT COURT

MAYES COUNTY, UKLAHOMA
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AFFIDAVIT OF WITNESSES AS TO ATTENDANCE AND MILAGE

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF MAYES COUNTY
FILED IN THE DISTRICT COURT

STATE OF OKLAHOMA. } = MAYES COUNTY, OXLAHONMA

HAR 281979

COUNTY OF MAYES

_dtte

~ PLAINTIFF,

==

== OEFENDANT, J Case No. (_':A.j— 7= /3/;/%?,/3}

We go solemnly swear thot wa were subposnard as witnassas in the ahove entitled cause, in hmulf of tha plaintisf and/or
defendant and that, In chadience to said subpoenae, we attended court this date and in going 1o and returning from =id
Cotirt traveled the number of miles s=t opposite our respective negmes, and have not clamad or racewved g wilnass feée in any
other cas? this date:

Nurries llemhpr of 3 l AGGRIGATE AMOUNT DLE
and Miles Each Mileage i
=5 ;
Addresses ! Way i COLLARS CTaTS

Q«Ql/)/mm.u .’;(GA_ \7?/)44/ | 45 : 70 /g,‘JQ
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Subzeribnd ard sworn to befors me this (.91 ? day JLA?{ Q‘é ;z‘?‘ .
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF MAYES COUNTY
STATE OF OKLAHOMA

State of Oklahoma,

Plaintiff, CRF 77-131
CRF 77-132
-vs- CRF 77-133
Gene Lerov Hart,
Defendant.

DEFENDANT'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTION NO.

Certain objections have been made by the attorneys and
ruled upon by the court during the course of this trial. As
the court informed you st the beginning of the trial you
should not speculate on the reason for the objection or the
reason for the particular ruling made by the court at the
time. YMoreover, where evidence has been excluded by the
court and vou have been adwonished not to consider such
evidence vou are again reminded that such evidence should

not be considered by you in arriving at your verdict.

r

e @-Say

S

{ h\ . R
ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT

Given
Denied
/ 4
Y
(}[u LA~
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v INVESTIGATIVE -REPORT
Cove: « | ®mporting Dete: . v Raporting Apent(s) s i | Reviewed By: -
CR 477-114 Pebruary. 20, 1979 .. ... LARRY W, BOWLES |: Sl s
Otterne. CoseAgent: OHice: f | ryped iy Dote: .,
somicide = .= | c. Thurman. | Tulea el [Le - ok "~ 2/21/79
L oer- ; ' Activiry: H Sl R B 1
(EYE LEROY EART 3 T o (VA Interviewgwith JOYCE BLLEN PAYNE e
¢ - LORI PARMER, DORIS MILMER,. ... |. . .... .l... ! L
1{ZCEELLE GUSE M S il ; el

On December 28, 1978, Mrs. JOYCE ELLEN PAYMS, 506k,West
14th Street, Bartlesville, Oklahoma, provided the following information:

In February of 1977, her 17 year old son, LARRY, brought
BILL STEVENS to their home in Okmulgee, Oklahoma, after a concert. | | LA
Be introduced them and he realized that she had known STEVENS as a ... . . 0
youngster in Seminole, Oklahama, but had last seen him when he was ° ° 7 7% G
just 12 years old. He said that he had fust returned from Ge il :
where he had been in the sarvice.. He visited their house often after
that until she;learned. that he'was nsing drugs. and she told herison
that jshe did notzlike}for them to asaociate with § SR SR )

N -

e S ARVTIR DS St PRSI NALT (1

[ ; ;
In May of 1977, her oldeaf son, OWEN, . a new Buick
and came to visit her. At that time He had a little red flashlight.
Since she nesded a flashlight, she asked him for it.  He said that i
it wasn't much good and that he had just put it together. . He.told | L.l
her-that there was a wire loose inside/the light and Aif itswould not F it
come-ony to shake {t W If that didn't’work, take the lens/offlso you'
could see where he had the wirs taped down.. 'He told her that if it &0
came loose, to.retape nd ha gave her the light. A few! davs later
STEVENS borrowaed the light .from her becauge he said that he and LARRY i
were going to.take some girla swimming that they were going to it i
do aome fishing that nghht. She loaned him the flashlight which he' ® " 7
promised to return the next day.. . About a week latar she asked him for s
+he flashlight and he said it was at home and he wonld bring it to her.

= On May .12, 1977, her youngest. daughtex, CAROLYN SHORT, .. ... U
and her’ boyfriend were leaving for Alaska and they were having,arqoinqi‘%ffr;r?&
away party at the lake. She again nfked STEVENS for the light and he ' ° '~
3aid, "Oh I keep forgetting it, I!11 hring 1t to vow." s He stil] did not
return thepflashlight and she eventually  forgot about itlL| Around noon

on the day after the girl scouts were murdexed, DEWAYNE PETERS, her son

LARRY, and a n@éghbor DEAN (L) ,. and she were sitting on the front pooch

of her house in Oxmulgee discussing the murders vAhfm STEVRNS, drove up
in his maroon hatchback car. and parked in front of the house. He had “i41, #
been dating a girl named IRIS HOLT from Okmulgee and they had not seen §/11
him for a couple of days. , He walked up and stood by tha porch and they

e

o
asked him where he had been. . He told them that the dgmy beforas he had il
started to the State Hospital In Vinita to wisit her daunghter, GAYLA, | .
he made the wrong turn, got lost, and went to Locust Grove insteadr He® 'f'

looked < red and LARRY asked, "What happened to yon?"| He said that | |
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" 2is ear broke down near Lacust Grave and he had to slaep on the | i .'a-,;” ! 2
side of the road.in the weeds. .She naticed that he had some spotsifii. ..
on his brown boots which.he said was barn paint. STEVENS and, (LARRY . /™"
went into the house where ha tried without sucoess to wash the spots.
of# the boots. STEVENS and LARRY then drove into town where STEVENS i
bought a new pair of black hoots,, During that period, STEVENS was - yell
1iving wish Xia father in the country mtslueﬁofhglmilqeﬁ and. \;os’king
for a drilling company as a roughneck... One of the rigs he worke
cn was in thoqt.ocuut gtove. area. . Later she again asked STEVENS about
har flashlight and he said that he had lost it anlﬁwoul.d have to bu.y
harx another one. ARSI TR i R )
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In Novamher of 1977, DEWAYNE PETER
arrested in Garden City,.Kanaas,. .for. rape and J:i app.i.nf;, Il m
visited PETERS at the county Jadil, he said that STEVENS had told
himithatihe had killed: 'tho. .c:lr.l. .scoutg.f-’-;B’['INBNs told rmags ;
it wag.like being in the,army..a §~throuqhm enelbyy
camp He related hougpagxnn “ Qto. in
girl¥scouts and £inallyiwent’inta ﬁhlt‘tent - only“'~
gant the one girl but gha mada .a no:Lae and the other t:wp bcqaxm rto
wake up sc he had to kill tham all.  He also told how ha +ied them
up and what he usad (electrical cord, tape, or etc.).  She said th,nt.',,-'l
when' STEVENS first told him, PETERS did. nat believe him pe.ca\mq\ A
‘ETEVENSTis a chronie’ liar...&xe..al.so o) d.{.the tqry o, Mril TOM
. PETERSYattorney, /who, adviu:dr.hgn‘to uiet aince it - boﬁi
“ hurt PETERS at his tri{all"yMrs/ 'PAYNE alfo said that she 'susp
of STEVENS even bcforo.thu.nrzantuin Garden Clty,. Kansas.. the. adl
that ‘she had voiced her suspicions to MITCH SHAMAS [(phonetic)),
attorney in Okmulgee. ' She told him that she helizved the :lashl
found at the girl acout camp was hera and ahout the spots on Q*BVFNG‘
shoes. He advised her not to become involysd, She was also told b
308 O'BANNON, a friend and student at Okmulgee Tech, that STEVENS mad
raped a woman {in Seminocle. . O'BANNON was alileaedly with STHEVENS
Jhen the rave occurrsd, They ware drinking and (tripping ouk on
.. Arugaiwhen thay plckod AuUp tha woman, atl Aitkbelr, Ghen E"EVENS'sbaxtad£$$
to-attack her, O'BANNON left and returned to town on foot. She wasa!'
w13 g\ anaothar £frand, SOABY (LNU) | thak| SIEVENS (Nad caned Al 13\yoar
vid glvi Lo Semdnole. Tha girl s tuhwe’Uﬁ~t1y MOV ki Cnlifarnia.
fas these reasons, she suspoctod STEVENS and| sihe wos not couplubnly‘
- surprisad whan PETERS told hor of STEYENS afdniassions in Nansas. ||
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After her conversatinn with 'TOM SMITI, PETERS nttotneyij‘
she return»d to Okmulgee where she talked to SMAMAS again about| kel ,11
GTEVINS adnlssions. Ne adviasd her to leave wall unough aldne but[¢;wJ
t5 do what ahe thought was dhast. . Sha then nved Lo Wawoka, Oklahoma;
where sha wrote a letter ta PETE WEAVER, Sherlff of Mayas County, |1
and sent him a picture of STEVENS. Hhen she did not recelve a reply ||’
ahe talked to a Deputy Sheriff {n Wewoka who is sunposed to be
reiated to COUSINS or ISARCE, hoplng to gat a messacs tol one

-,
=

< “ o -
s e e

—

them., Ho took down & shatement and sald be would ok ik ko (! i
tnem, She still did not. hear anything. . Meanvhile, she moved to | .l ﬁx;ﬂﬁ
Jhawnee, Oklahoma, where she talked to a local attorney, TERRY WEST:nv ﬁfagmr

i s il il ;"5‘30
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e wanted no part of thowm.. Rar son, mmu r.h-nxecamnd-d t.lut. .‘:....
she contact DOUGLAS BROWN, another Shawnee attorney, which sha’'did. R
fe listened to her story and said he would arrange for her ta- speak
with ISAACS. She called ISAACS who sent BABRY COUSINS to meet her

»7% he took a written statement from her. They subsequmitly traveled

to Ransas where he (COUSINS) talked with DEWAYNE PETERS and took a ;
taye recorded statement., lLater she met ISAACS at tha OSBI Headquarters

in Oklahosa City where he had made arrangements for her to examine

tha flashlight found in the girl scout case..

ISANCS instructed her not, to give her name and not to
touch anything, She examined the f£lashlight and made a positiwe
identifi{cation based on the repaired switch, the golor, a cracked
lens, and scratches on the hody of the' nqht. About a week later
Nr.. BROWN, ISAACE, Mrs, 'PAYNE, and h-:h?

] structions Dm

OSBI t:!ﬁco.
positively identified the,,
that!she. may vo-ba?;‘oﬂ

She'felt that ISAACS was'going ',txuk»!iex as a side ‘ahow to'ge -
HART off without any effort to daveldp the real killer. She resented
the fact that he was going to make no attampt to protect DEWAYNE
PETZRS so she decidsd to contact uri.:mmxs Ammmtmig zagénvulo. : L
Oklahoma. Mrs., PAYNE has A common- .M::iaz PETERS .« Jialis
‘and ina{sts.that.she. is. primarily in 2 pratecting. L e
interests with her: testimanyiXliShe: sai. t7she is willing’ ki Rk ¢

to Kansas State Industrial Rrison, Hute non., Xansas, and urge
DEMAYNE: PETERS to talk freelw sith investigators., She ia
intareated in any resard or cowenua!:ion for her offorts. She
also never been offered nor rscelved any compensation from: m, e
TSAACE, or COUSING. COUMKES$played the redorded statement he took
{rom PETERS while they were driv back from Ransas and said he

would give her a copy. Latar he taold her tha tape had broken ané
Ae could not make another one,
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Oklahoma. Mrs. PAYNE has A dommon-law marriage ta DEWAYNE rnyns
~and insists. ‘that she.is.p
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Hie wanted no part of ﬂumg.. Har son, m thenxccmﬂnd.d that . St
she contact DOUGLAS BROWN . anather Shawnee attorney, which sha aid. T
te listened to her story and said he would arrange for her to ‘speak
with ISAACS. She called ISAACS who sent BARRY COUSINSG to meet her

274 he took a written statement from her. They subsequmitly traveled

to Kansas where he (COUSINS) talked with DEWAYNE PETERS and took a ;
tape recorded statement. Later she met ISAACS at the OSBRI Headquarters

in Oxlahoma City where he had made arrangements for her to examine

the flashlight found in the girl scout case..

ISANCS instructed her not to give her name and not to
touch anything, She sxamined the flashlight and made a positiwe
identification based on the repaired switch, the color, a gracked

lens, and scratches on the hody of th- nq‘ht. About a week later
Mr.. BROWN, -ISAACS, Mrs. PAYNE, and

.-xl m alad. vil!.tod,;{tbof
OSBI office. With the sama .Lnamnumu., OWEN also examined"
pouu;.l.v.lyvimuﬁod”q%; sl Wmtﬂnio
that ve . ol % ' ngathe

She 'felt mip;sms ‘Was gaing to treat her as a side show to'

gat "
HART off without any effort to develap the real killex, She resented
the fact that Be was going to make no attempt to protect DEWAYNE
PETZRS so she decided to contact Mr, ILOUIS AMALER in Baruonvnlo.

rimarily. interested in protecting h
intereats with'her- testimonyii)She- sa a0 :
to Kansas State Industrial Rrison,, ! arge
DENAYNE. PETERS to talk: fredy.jdxh Anvastigators., She. ia-
interested in any resard or compensation 'for her cfforts. @ has _
also never been offered nor xrecelved any. ccnpanutinn Lrom BROWN, = 00 3E
THRNCS, or COUSING. COUSERE$played the recorded shatoment he took it
from PETERS while they were driv back from Kansas and said he

would give her a copy. Later he told her the tape had broken ané
1 cculd not make another one.
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his car broke down near Lacust Grave and he had to gleep on .
side of the road.in the weeds. ..She naticed that he had some.
on his brown boots which.he. said mas barn paint.. STEVENS and LARI i
went into the house where ha tried without success to wash | BpO .
off the boots. STEVENS and LARRY then drove into town wh-nlsmmsw

bought a new pair of black hoots.. During \MM:U period, STEVENS was -

l1iving with his father in the country cm:gh.e of Okmulges and working
for a drilll.ng company as a raughneck.. - One of the rigs he worked
cn was in the Locust Grove Area, . Later she aqh.ln a%:

ked STEVENS about . .
har £laghlight and he said that he had logt it uld hav& to by (S
haz another one. =il T‘ . g U i il

In m:vemher of 197'7,
arrasted in Garden city,,mnm‘ | for.
visited PETERS at the co

‘himithat he had killed: the §irl dxlm;

it wag.like being in.the, army..aqg.
e mzel;tad‘rh,
“ “girl¥acouts and final ‘

got the one girl but she.mnda a‘HnoLa
wake up 50 he had to kill them all..
up and what ha usaed (electrica.l\“cor taj
vhddL STEVENS first t:oi%kr i1

| 'i{s a chronic’’

.,.j.LPE'l,:‘,n actozney,who adviae

W hurt PETERS at his triali i Mrs,
of STEVENS even before) & o Arxeat.
ChaEYRRA  Mad | volGed iHEE suapici
attorney in O)mnlqee. } S

x.‘ed a .mnan in Bemincle, . )
w"o-n the rape occurred,., They. were !
o Axugsiwhen: they pleked up thewoman,
tomattack her, O'BANNON left and re
014 by another fikend, BOEBY (LNU) | kha
ol ety Lo Seminole.  The girl as ‘5; b
faz thest reasons, sae suspected ST ENSA )

- mmrimnd when PETERS told her of ST

i

“5 do what she thought was bn.st. Jﬂxz the
whare she wrota a/letter to PETE mvnm \She
and sent him a picture of STEVENS. ‘l!!hen
ahe talkad to a Deputy Sheriff in Wewokm\ ho ‘
ralated to COUSINS or ISAARCS, hoping to get
ol uhem, Ha took down a shatemsnt qxhd said
tnem, | She still cid not. he.a;..nny.thing ]
Shawnes, Oklahoma, where. .she talk.ed Qto ‘a ‘,v

|
GTEVENS ad.nlns!.ons. 3‘ ! N‘»‘;f ; il
|
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He wanted no part of the case... mmm xeomnd‘dmg_f”.,‘;
she contact ngmm BROWN ,. anather Shawnee Atf.omy, which sha did. Y‘,{' ;
He listened to her story and said he would arrange for her to speak ~

with ISAACS. She called ISAACS who sent BARRY COUSINS to meet her

2n2 he took a written statement from her. They subsequedtly traveled
to Xansas where he (COUSINS) talked wikh DEWAYNE PETERS and took a
tage recorded statement. Later she met ISAACS at the OSAIl Headquarters

in Oxlahoma citz where he had made arrangements for her to examine
the flashlight found in the girl scout case..

132005 instructed her not. to give her name and not to
touch anything, She examined the flashlight and made a posit¥we
identification based on the repaired nd.tch,.m golor,. a atmhd

lens, and scratches on the hody of mmg
CMr mnxm, m',"!m»m
OSBI office. With the

positively identified the
that!she ma Lmﬁpam
She‘felt that ISAACS was goir

HART off without any ol!o:t.t.o d-vclm thn ml killot. She resented
the fact that he was going to make no. nw to protect DEWAYNE

PETZRS 30 she decided to contact Mr. AR mr.f.havinc.
Oklahoma. Mrs.. A - PETERS

PAYNE has a common-law ma
_mmu.mt,m.x.. lq
‘interests with her tes
to Kanshs State Industrial Prison,

DEMAYNE: PETERS to ta.lkg:fru.lyx!xh .
interested in any resard or compensat ) r nf!o:to. 1 :
also never been offered nor xecelved any compensation from: novm, '"%c‘

THRNACS, or COUSING. COUBFRE$playsd the uwm statement ha took

irom PETEHS whiie they were driv back from Ransas and said he

would give her a copy. Later he told her the tapa had broken and
1= coculd not make another one. §
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V - LORI LEE PARMER, DORIS un.usa.
NICHELE GUSE'
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Inio:viow

On January 3, 1979, at approximately 1:45 p.m.,

DEWAYNE (NMM) PETERS was intexviewed at the Kansas State !bfon-
atory at Hutchison, Kansas, where he is presently serving a
fifteen year to life sentance out of Finney,County

pleading gquilty to kidnappthggand robbery.

nms ducxipuvc dau is aa folloun:

N o RN Ly

M.-r“

pmmu(um; PETERS -/,
IM, DOB: 12/11/57

POB: Seminole, Oklahoma
L

pounds

Black hair, brown aeyas l.
¥anaas Institution 0311 1&

« BSM:s441-62-3898, |
By 2e7aTe Bt

PETERS was charged conjo!.utly

whitc mala, DOB: 10/30/56G,. Kansas Insti
kidnapped and robbed.a 50 yesar old woman'

only STEVENS.

instead of GINE LEROY HART...

house to aee him,

STEVENS further stated that he had been working on an oi
Arilliing rig near tho avea of Camp Scott and having baéen reared in

(i

| |
Ll l m‘l G \||”' "Hh ’..Il'l

v Kmu, after

t du n"thil
interview were OSBI Agent's LARRY BOWLES and ‘“TOM PUCKETT, DEWA

PETERS and HNis attorney;LOULS AMPLER from Burt!.uv:nle; mm ol

l.th WILLIAM A. mm
tion #31108, after they . .
' Kansas. The victim was | .=
also beaten and raped, however, PETERS did not participate in this, = 7
It was deerrmined necessary to interviaw PETERS bacause
nf information recelved from JOYCE PAYNE, whita fdmale, DOB: 3XZL/39,
(PETERS common-law wife) indicating that PETERS had specifiec knowledge
that WILLIAM A. STEVENS committed the homiclides at Camp Scott in 2977 o
PETERS advised he first became acquainted ' - o
with STEVENS during the lprlnq semester of 1977 whila they ware attend-
ing Oklahomaafitate Tech at Bkmulgee, Oklashaia.
with LARTY SHORT, sone of JOYCE PAYNE, and STEVENS oftan cama by PAYNE's

PETERS had been living with JOYUE PAYNE for several
months at 416 North Alabama Strect, Okmulgas, Oklahoma,

month that followed thelr flrat meeting, STEVENS aml PETHRS became
buddics: often drinking beer and smoking marijuana together. | |
times duting the month of October of 1977, while STEVERS and pmns‘
worn Ariving around in STEVENS 1971 jor 1873 Chuwrolet Nova Hatchback,
red in color, drinking beer and smoking marljuana neax Oxmulgee lLake
which i= loeated in Okmulgee County, Oklahoma, STEVENS allégedly |

told PETERS that he, STEVENS, killed the three girlacouts at Cam

PETER waid good friends

puring the
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P December 12, 1378...

Sk ‘s i

MILNER, FARMER, and GUSE®wtiuiss.

-

-remove,
away and bought

’ ¥ eI '
_Of STEVENS allaged Rénis
"8hn wrote-a-le ~to-PETE ZR,” Sheriff Of Mayes !Caun
EEISS0Oklahora;-and dncluded a photograpn of STEVENS, but ' recs

- RO reply, She contacted DOUG BRoWT, Lttarnoy-at-Law, Shawnea
Low Yirme who put her in wouch with 7SAACS, who Y LEROY y

.- ~t0 PETE WEA

aE > = rM'S M‘m.um!n.y. 3y
. :'-.Q.,hia"lga_fud

is GENE Lumoy
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iIN THE CWSTRICT !OURT Oi MAYES CUUNTY, SiAJOF_ KL '.

SUBPOENA FILED N THE ormlcr wunr

CRIMINAL
)
STATE OF OKLAHOMA 4P .301970
e Plaintiff
vs
LEROY HART
Defendant Case No.  CRF-77-131
CRP-77-132
L CRP-77-133
Names Addresses

JOHNNY LEE ROSS 107 Plainview Drive, Hulbert Okla.

h“
You are hereby commanded to appear before the District Court of Mayes County, sitting in the City of Pryor, \‘ lH\ “
Oklahoma, at the Mayes County Courthouse, on the 28 day of __March 197.9, at _ 9:30
a'dock & M., of said day, then and there to testify on the behalf of the &‘f:muoom
YOUR FAILURE TO APPEAR WILL SUBJFCT YOU TO PENALTY UNDER THE LAW.
YOU WILL REMAIN IN ATTENDANCE UNTIL DISCHARGED.

Witaess my hand-and scal of the Court at Pryor, this 28 __ day of __March

1972
Attorney for Deflendant

Eloise
By:

Service of this subpoena beyond Mayes County is authorized, and the attendance 0f the witness herein
named is hereby ordered. |

Court Clerk (e
R

SHIERIFE'S RETURN
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, mmscmmmnwmurmmm
DEFENDANT, GENE LEROY HART, FOR THE CRIME OF MURDER IN THE FIRST
DEGREE. THERE ARE THREE CASES, ALL FILED BY INFORMATION, CONSOLIDATED
FOR TRIAL. :rummwonmmxmmrorm.
1977, IN MAYES COUNTY, STATE OF OKLAHOMA, GENE LEROY HART, DID

THEN AND THERE WILFULLY, UNLAWFULLY, FELONTOUSLY AND WITH MALICE
mamommrmcamormmmmmmmmm
MANNER AND FORM AS FOLLOWS, TO-WIT:

THAT 1S TO SAY, THE SAID DEFENDANT, IN THE COUNTY AND STATE
AFORESATD, uooummvmmammn,mumem.
w:rumx_g_znmmwm DID THEN AND THERE W . UNLAWFULLY










"U ao._‘é_ —
SITUATION THE KILLING OF ANOTHER HUMAN BEING WITH MALICE -
APORETHOUGHT 1S DEFINED AS MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE.  MALICE
1S HEREINAFTER DEFINED IN THESE INSTRUCTIONS,

SEVERAL CRIMES, INCLUDING FORCIBLE RAPE IS DEFINED AS MURDER IN
REASONABLE DOUBT THAT THE DEFENDANT DID EITHER, THAT IS KILL ANY

APORETHOUGHT, OR DID KILL ANY OR ALL OF THOSE PERSONS NAMED TN

THE INFORMATION WHILE COMMITTING A FORCTBLE RAPE: IN EITHER
.mnsMuommmmnmmm
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STATE OF OKLAHOMA
State oF O CASENG: (L5 (£~
el
s X 'l%
G{ftaé‘!f’sjﬁ:‘ﬂ‘f— 5 3 B |
Defendars :
ORDER ALLOWING REVIEW OR
CHECKOUT OF CASE FILF

NOWONTHIS __ 7%  payor Sesrte, b , 2004, BY
PERMISSION GF , A JUDGE OF
TEE DISTRICT COURT OF MAYES COUNTY, Tony =57 7 #5 15
;wﬁ‘inmzam':ama*rc&msﬁ%ma Tes Alovs
;L\-x}?fims.‘mcmmoxmw THE /57~ DAYOF

)i

- 23'5

JUDGE OF THE DISTRICT COURT ~—












