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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF LAUDERDALE COUNTY

ROOSEVELT BIGBEE, JR 
v.
JONATHAN LEBO, Warden 
STATE OF TENNESSEE

, TN

FILED
MAH 1 6 2020

RICHARD JENNINGS 
CIRCUIT COURT CLERK

R.D. 7138

ORDER

The petitioner filed a for Habeas Corpus on February 19,2020, alleging he is 

currently incarcerated in Lauderdale County with TDOC for a conviction from 

Montgomery County. He received a sentence of life plus 11 y

His conviction was affirmed on appeal._State v. Bigbee, No 01-019106CC00173, 

1992 WL 75849.

ears.

He has previously filed for habeas corpus, which he alleged in this petition that 

the “legality of the restraint has already been adjudged upon prior proceeding.” 

petition, alleging similar grounds was dismissed which was affirmed on appeal. See, 

Bigbee v. Lindamood, No. M2016-00440-CCA-R3-HC.

His prior

See also, Bigbee v. Lebo, 2019 Tenn. Crim. App. LEXIS 483, 

00051-CCA-R3-HC.
No. W2019-

The Petitioner was subsequently resentenced to life impris 

erved consecutively to the life plus eleven year sentence he had received for the 

previous felony murder and robbery convictions in Montgomeiy County. The sentence 

was affirmed by this court on direct appeal, and our supreme court denied his application 

for permission to appeal. State v. Roosevelt Bigbee, No. 01C01-9601-CR-00045,

Tenn. Crim. App. LEXIS 32, 1997 WL 13738, at *1 (Term. Crim. App. Jan. 16, 1997), 

perm. app. denied (Tenn. Sept. 15, 1997).

onment,
to be s

1997

Habeas Corpus relief is available "only when 'it appears upon the face of the 

judgment or the record of the proceedings upon which the judgment is rendered' that a

lef



convicting court was without jurisdiction or authority to sentence a defendant, 

defendant's sentence of imprisonment
or that a

or other restraint has expired." Hickman v 

153 S.W.3d 16 (Tenn. 2004). Archer v. State, 851 S.W.2d 157,
164 (Tenn. 1993).

Petitionefs sentences have not expired. The Criminal Court has jurisdiction or

authority to sentence a defendant to the sentence he received. Habeas corpus relief is not
appropriate.

The petitioner's sentences have not expired, and the courts had jurisdiction, 

petition must be dismissed.

The petition is dismissed.

The petitioner attached an affidavit of indigency and costs are assessed

The

against the
State.

All of which is so ordered this March 16,2020

respondent warden,

^f'^mh1o20Cer,"y tha‘'haVe mai‘ed 3 COpy of ^ ordCT “ dire««l to /&*>

7
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IN THE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS OF TENNESSEE
AT NASHVILLE 

Assigned on Briefs October 19, 2016

ROOSEVELT BIGBEE, JR. v. CHERRY LINDAMOOD, WARDEN

FILEDAppeal from the Circuit Court for Wayne Coijnty 
No. 15783 Robert L. Jones, Judge

NOV 2 9 2016 

Clerk of Ihe CourtsNo. M2016-00440-CCA-R3-HC

The Petitioner, Roosevelt Bigbee, Jr., appeals the dismissal of his habeas corpus petition 
in which he challenged the legality of his convictions for first degree murder and robbery 
and his sentences of life for the murder conviction and eleven years for the robbery 
conviction, to be served consecutively. After a thorough review of the record, we 
conclude that the petition was properly dismissed, and we affirm the judgment of 
the habeas corpus court.

Tenn. R. App. P. 3 Appeal as of Right; Judgment of the Circuit Court Affirmed

John Everett Williams, J., delivered the opinion of the court, in which Thomas T. 
Woodall, P.J., and Norma McGee Oqle, J., joined.

Roosevelt Bigbee, Jr., Henning, Tennessee, pro se.

Herbert H. Slatery III, Attorney General and Reporter; Brent C. Cherry, Senior Counsel; 
and Brent A. Cooper, District Attorney General, for the appellee, State of Tennessee.

OPINION

The Petitioner was convicted of first degree murder and robbery by the use of a 
deadly weapon. He was sentenced to life for the murder conviction and eleven years for 
the robbery conviction, to be served consecutively. On direct appeal, this court rejected 
the Petitioner’s argument that the evidence was insufficient to support his convictions and 
upheld the judgment of the trial court. See State v. Roosevelt Bigbee, No. 01- 
C019106CC00173, 1992 WL 75849, at *1 (Tenn. Crim. App. Apr. 16, 1992).



charging him with felony murder during the perpetration of a robbery and robbery with a 
deadly weapon violated the constitutional protection against double jeopardy and, thus, the 
indictment was void on its face. The petition was summarily dismissed. On appeal, this 
Court affirmed the dismissal of the petition, holding that “[t]he Petitioner failed to establish 
a double jeopardy violation and, therefore, is not entitled to relief.” Roosevelt Bigbee, Jr., 
v. Cherry Lindamood, Warden, No. M2016-00440-CCA-R3-HC, 2016 WL 6956811, at *2 
(Term. Crim. App. Nov. 29, 2016), perm. app. denied (Tenn. Feb. 15, 2017).

On February 19,2020, the Petitioner filed a second petition for writ of habeas corpus 
in the Lauderdale County Circuit Court, which is the subject of this appeal. The Petitioner 
again alleged that his indictments were void because they violated the constitutional 
protection against double jeopardy. The petition was summarily dismissed on March 16, 
2020. The Petitioner filed a timely notice of appeal.

In Tennessee, “[a]ny person imprisoned or restrained of his liberty, under any 
pretense whatsoever . . . may prosecute a writ of habeas corpus, to inquire into the cause 

s0f such imprisonment and restraint.” T.C.A. § 29-21-101. While there is no statute of 
limitations for filing a petition for a writ of habeas corpus, the grounds upon which relief 
may be granted are narrow. Hickman v. State, 153 S.W.3d 16, 20 (Tenn. 2004). Habeas 
corpus relief is only available when it appears on the face of the judgment or record of the 
proceedings that the convicting court was without jurisdiction or that the defendant is still 
imprisoned despite the expiration of his sentence. Id.-, Archer v. State, 851 S.W.2d 157,

, 164 (Tenn. 1993). In other words, habeas corpus relief may be granted only when the 
; judgment of conviction is void, rather than merely voidable. Summers v. State, 212 S.W.3d 
251,255 (Tenn. 2007). A void judgment is “one that is facially invalid because the court 
did not have the statutory authority to render such judgment.” Id. at 256 (citing Dykes v. 
Compton, 978 S.W.2d 528, 529 (Tenn. 1998)). A voidable judgment is “one that is facially 
valid and requires proof beyond the face of the record or judgment to establish its 
invalidity.” Id.

The petitioner bears the burden of showing by a preponderance of the evidence that 
the judgment is void. Wyatt v. State, 24 S.W.3d 319, 322 (Tenn. 2000). However, if the 
habeas corpus court determines that there is nothing on the face of the judgment to indicate 
that it is void, the court may summarily dismiss the petition without the appointment of 
counsel and without an evidentiary hearing. Summers, 212 S.W.3d at 261; T.C.A. § 29- 
21-109. Because the issue of whether habeas corpus relief should be granted is a question 
of law, we conduct a de novo review without any presumption of correctness given to the 
decision of the lower court. Summers, 212 S.W.3d at 255.

On appeal, the Petitioner argues that his indictments violate the constitutional 
protection against double jeopardy because the indictment for felony murder includes 
language from the robbery statute, which is a lesser-included offense of robbery with a
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And the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do further 
present and say that on the date aforesaid, and in the State and County 
aforesaid, the said JOEL PATRICK HOOSIER, JOE T. BAKER and 
ROOSEVELT BIGBEE unlawfully and feloniously did kill and murder 
Vada E. Langston, a reasonable creature in being and under the peace of the 
State, in the perpetration of the crime of Robbery, that of feloniously, 
willfully and maliciously, that of taking property from the person of Vada 
E. Langston against her will by the use of physical force or violence, and by 
putting her in the fear by threats and intimidation, all this with the intent to 
permanently deprive said victim of the property, in violation of TCA 39-2- 
501 and against the peace and dignity of the State of Tennessee.

Although the indictment cited to the robbery statute in .clarifying the underlying 
felony and did not cite to the felony murder statute, the language in the remainder of the 
count makes clear that the Petitioner was indicted for felony murder. We note that a 
citation to the statute is not necessary to establish the charged offense in the indictment. 
Malone v. State, 707 S.W.2d 541, 543 (Term. Crim. App. 1985). Here, when the charge 
is read in whole, it is clear that the Petitioner was charged with felony murder and that the 
predicate felony statute citation is simply included in the charge. Even if the citation was 
erroneous, its inclusion is “mere surplusage” when the charge is read in whole and is “not 
fatal to the charging instrument.” State v. Bowers, 673 S.W.2d 887, 888 (Tenn. Crim. 
App. 1984) (citations omitted). The Petitioner failed to establish a double jeopardy 
violation and, therefore, is not entitled to relief. Id. (“[Ujnless an accused can show a 
substantial right was prejudiced by an alleged or actual variance a conviction will not be 
set aside thereon.”).

The Petitioner also argues that his sentence is expired because he is entitled to 
sentence reduction credits for “good-time” served thus far and that he should accordingly 
be released. The Petitioner was sentenced to life in prison for the felony murder 
conviction and eleven years for the robbery conviction to be served consecutively, and 
the TOMIS report he appended to his petition shows a release eligibility date of May 7, 
2051. As an initial matter, the record indicates that the trial court awarded the Petitioner 
pretrial jail credit. The Petitioner claims that when his pretrial jail credits and his “good­
time” jail credits are combined with his sixty percent release eligibility for felony murder 
committed prior to 1995, the release eligibility date has already been reached. See T.C.A. 
§ 40-35-501(h)(1). We note that the Petitioner’s sentences were to be served 
consecutively, and that even if he had served his sentence for felony murder, his sentence 
for robbery would not have expired. In any event, we cannot consider the Petitioner’s 
claim of “good-time” credit, because this court has held that “claims for post-judgment 
jail credit are not cognizable habeas corpus claims.” Yates v. Parker, 371 S.W.3d 152,
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156 (Tenn. Crim. App. 2012). Rather, “[t]he proper avenue to address post-judgment jail 
credit for prisoners is through the TDOC administratively.” Id. at 155. Accordingly, we 
hold that the Petitioner is not entitled to relief on the basis of post-judgment jail credit.

CONCLUSION

Based on the foregoing analysis, we affirm the judgment of the habeas corpus
court.

r

JOHN EVERETT WILLIAMS, JUDGE
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IN THE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS OF TENNESSEE
AT JACKSON

ROOSEVELT BIGBEE, JR. v. JONATHAN LEBO, WARDEN

Appeal from the Circuit Court for Lauderdale County 
No. 7138 Joe H. Walker III, Judge

FILED
JUL 3 0 2020No. W2020-00510-CCA-R3-HC

Clerk of the ADpellate Courts
By _J\pL----

The Petitioner, Roosevelt Bigbee, Jr., appeals the denial of his petition for writ of habeas 
corpus. The State has filed a motion asking this Court to affirm pursuant to Court of 
Criminal Appeals Rule 20. Said motion is hereby granted.

Tenn. R. App. P. 3 Appeal as of Right; Judgment of the Circuit Court Affirmed

Camille R. McMullen, J., delivered the opinion of the court, in which John Everett 
Williams, P.J., and J. Ross Dyer, J., joined.

Roosevelt Bigbee, Jr., Henning, Tennessee, pro se.

Herbert H. Slatery III, Attorney General and Reporter; Sophia Lee, Senior Assistant 
Attorney General, for the appellee, State of Tennessee.

OPINION

In 1990, the Petitioner was convicted by a Montgomery County jury of one count 
of first degree felony murder and one count of robbery with a deadly weapon. The 
Petitioner received consecutive sentences of life and eleven years, respectively.1 The 
Petitioner’s convictions were upheld on direct appeal. State v. Roosevelt Bigbee, No. 
01 CO 1 -9106-CC-00173, 1992 WL 75849 (Tenn. Crim. App. Apr. 16, 1992).

In December 2015, the Petitioner filed his first petition for writ of habeas corpus in 
the Wayne County Circuit Court. The Petitioner alleged that the counts of the indictment

1 The Petitioner was also convicted of felony murder in Sumner County and eventually received a 
life sentence to be served consecutively to the sentence in this case. See Roosevelt Bigbee, Jr. v. Jonathan 
Lebo, Warden, No. W2019-00051-CCA-R3-HC, 2019 WL 3814830, at *1 (Tenn. Crim. App. Aug. 14, 
2019), perm. app. denied (Tenn. Dec. 10, 2019).



The Petitioner then filed a petition for the writ of habeas corpus, arguing that his 
convictions violate double jeopardy principles and that he is entitled to “good-time 
credits.” The trial court granted the State’s motion to dismiss without a hearing. The 
Petitioner now appeals.

ANALYSIS

The granting or denial of a petition for the writ of habeas corpus is a question of 
law reviewed de novo with no presumption of correctness. Edwards v. State, 269 S.W.3d 
915, 919 (Term. 2008). The petitioner bears the burden of showing by a preponderance 
of the evidence that the sentence is void or his confinement is illegal. Wyatt v. State, 24 
S.W.3d 319, 322 (Term. 2000).

Article I, section 15 of the Tennessee Constitution guarantees that “the privilege of 
the writ of Habeas Corpus shall not be suspended, unless when in case of rebellion or 
invasion, the General Assembly shall declare the public safety requires it.” Term. Const, 
art. I, § 15. The writ, guaranteed constitutionally, is regulated statutorily. See T.C.A. §§ 
29-21-101 et seq. The grounds upon which the writ will be granted in Tennessee are very 
narrow. Taylor v. State, 995 S.W.2d 78, 83 (Term. 1999).

Habeas corpus relief is only available when “it appears upon the face of the 
judgment or the record of the proceedings upon which the judgment is rendered, that a 
convicting court was without jurisdiction or authority to sentence a defendant, or that a 
defendant’s sentence of imprisonment or other restraint has expired.” Archer v. State, 
851 S.W.2d 157, 164 (Term. 1993) (quotations omitted). In other words, a habeas corpus 
petition will only be successful where the judgment challenged is void and not merely 
voidable. Summers v. State, 212 S.W.3d 251, 255 (Term. 2007). “A voidable judgment 
is one that is facially valid and requires proof beyond the face of the record or judgment 
to establish its invalidity,” whereas “[a] void judgment is one that is facially invalid 
because the court did not have the statutory authority to render such judgment.” Id. at 
256 (citations omitted). In deciding whether a judgment is void, the question “is always 
one of jurisdiction, that is, whether the order, judgment or process under attack comes 
within the lawful authority of the court or judge rendering or issuing it.” Edwards, 269 
S.W.3d at 920 (quoting State ex rel. Anglin v. Mitchell, 575 S.W.2d 284, 287 (Tenn. 
1979) overruled on other grounds by Archer, 851 S.W.2d at 162-64).

The Petitioner argues that his judgment is void and, thus, unconstitutional under 
the Double Jeopardy Clause of the Fifth Amendment of the United States Constitution 
because the indictment for felony murder contains a citation to the robbery statute when 
indicating the underlying felony. The Petitioner was charged in the indictment for felony 
murder as follows:
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deadly weapon as charged in the third count of the indictment. However, as stated in this 
Court’s previous opinion, “Although the indictment cited to the robbery statute in 
clarifying the underlying felony and did not cite to the felony murder statute, the language 
in the remainder of the count makes clear that the Petitioner was indicted for felony 
murder.” Roosevelt Bigbee, Jr., 2016 WL 6956811, at *2. Thus, the two counts of the 
indictment charged the Petitioner with two separate and distinct offenses, namely the 
killing of the victim in Count 2 and the stealing of her property in Count 3. Our Supreme 
Court has held that double jeopardy principles permit convictions of both felony murder 
and the underlying felony. See, e.g., State v. Blackburn, 694 S.W.2d 934, 936-37 (Tenn. 
1985) (opining “that the legislature intended that multiple punishments be imposed on 
conviction of a defendant for felony murder and for the underlying felony”). The 
judgments in this case do not violate the constitutional protection against double jeopardy 
and are not void. Therefore, the Petitioner is not entitled to habeas corpus relief.

When an opinion would have no precedential value, the Court of Criminal Appeals 
may affirm the judgment or action of the trial court by memorandum opinion when the 
judgment is rendered or the action taken in a proceeding without a jury and such judgment 
or action is not a determination of guilt, and the evidence does not preponderate against the 
finding of the trial judge. See Tenn. Ct. Crim. App. R. 20. We conclude that this case 
satisfies the criteria of Rule 20. Accordingly, it is ordered that the State’s motion is granted. 
The judgment of the trial court is affirmed in accordance with Rule 20, Rules of the Court 
of Criminal Appeals.

CAMILLE R. MCMULLEN, JUDGE '
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF TENNESSEE 

AT JACKSON

ROOSEVELT BIGBEE, JR. v. JONATHAN LEBO, WARDEN

Lauderdale County Circuit Court 
7138

No. W2020-00510-SC-R11-HC

Date Printed: 10/12/2020 Notice / Filed Date: 10/12/2020

NOTICE - Case Dispositional Decision - TRAP 11 Denied

The Appellate Court Clerk's Office has entered the above action.

James M. Hivner
Clerk of the Appellate Courts



FILED
10/12/2020IN THE SUPREME COURT OF TENNESSEE 

AT JACKSON
Clerk of the 

Appellate Courts

ROOSEVELT BIGBEE, JR. v. JONATHAN LEBO, WARDEN

Circuit Court for Lauderdale County 
No. 7138

No. W2020-00510-SC-R11-HC

ORDER

Upon consideration of the application for permission to appeal of Roosevelt Bigbee, 
Jr. and the record before us, the application is denied.

PER CURIAM
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(A/-U■i !No.t ' ■RgJjSS No. A TRUE BILL'7
UA
17STATE OF TENNESSEE 

Sealed as to Count 4 only . I 
vs. | : Indictment for ‘ :

A TRUE BILL J Signed bySTATE OF TENNESSEE

vs. | Presentment for
/ "Foreman of the Grand Jury. Foreman of the Grand Jury.FIRST DEGREE MURDER (statutory) S

TC’a " 39-2-202 " |
FIRST DEGREE MURDER (felony) 1
fCS"'3'9^r2'::‘5in T I
ARMED ROBBERY 39-2-501 |

i AndSUMMONS FOR THE STATE:

J. Runyon, CPD !
1

t

\„*(as to Joe T. Baker only) 2.
. —. -

WITNESS,
SUMMONS FOR THE STATE: 3.

i.DEFENDANTS:___________
JOEL PATRICK HOOSIER, 
JOE T. BAKER and 
ROOSEVELT BIGBEE

\ I 5.(.■

I' 6.
WITNESSES: ! 7.

8.

9..:.
. Were sworn during open Court before the 

4^ /rand Jury to give evidence on the within

indictment, this the
v—- ; io.

—day of 

.,19.11
11.

March
12.

7 13.Foreman of the Grand Jury. Grand Jurors.By order of
By order of. . I1

J. Runyon
Prosecutor. .Term, 19—Attorney-General, jj-: Attorney-General

(lit MARI HALL ft ftRUCe-HASHVIULC

Filed____ day of ., Clerk.19_

/■
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* 'IN THE CIRCUIT COURT. PART II. 19TO JUDTCTAI. niSTRTCTTHUE BILL

State of Tennessee
__Montgomery

:■

.County.

fiatO-h ..Term, A.D. 19-83

The Grand Jurors for the State of Tennessee, duly elected, impaneled, sworn, and charged to inquire in
... , In the State aforesaid, upon theirand for the body of the County of...?l£!ltfS2IH*EX_____

oath, present: That ..v...J.QEL...RATRI.CK_jiOOSI.ER^...iQJ...Tt,...B.AKE_R...an.<3.... 
ROOSEVELT BIGBEE

i.

....... 19....?..?,of said County, heretofore, to wit, on or about the__S.t.h

....... and prior to the finding of this indictment__
January.day of.

‘

in the County of. JMont*omerir.................. ... aforesaid, then and there, unlawfully..  . ...
I! -.....f.eLoniftHsly.,...._willfullyA.__deliberately,....premeditatedly, and _

maliciously did make an assault upon the body of one Vada E.
I —...1/an g st-on-,—and—then...and—there...di&...unlawfnJ.Ly..,....felon.iausl.y......
L willfully, deliberately, premeditatedly, and of their malice
I .......aforethought'...Kil'l"" ''and "ntur'der” the" said -Vad-a—E-.—Lang-ston; •in-

...... violation....of TCA 39-2-202 and against the peace and dignity
of the State of Tennessee. / }

T

I

iRNEYGHNERALAT'
*.

> SECOND COUNT:
And the Grand Jurors aforesaiar^pbn"T:TVeIr"6aTr^6rMaI2rr”

......do.... further....pEeaen.t.-and_sa.y_that..Qn..the..da.tfi...aforesa.id^an_d...
in the State and County aforesaid, the said JOEL PATRICK

JOE—Tv—-BAKER-and-ROOSEVELT'BIGBEE-unlawfully-and— 
and murder Vada E. Langston, a

in being and...uhdfef'the-p'eace-af-the'...
.....State,.....in. the.perpetra.ti.on..o.f ...fcbg..:sr.Ame . of ...Robbery,.. that of

feloniously, willfully and maliciously, that of taking
..... property.... from...'the....person... of-Vada-E.-Langs-fcon-against-her...

will by the use of physical force or violence, and by 
putting her... in"
with... the... intent—to...p.e.rjnangnt.ly._.dep.riye said victim of__the^ _
property, in violation of TCA 39-2-501 and against the peace 

.. ' and dignity of-the—Stofce-ef—•Eennesseg^------- ------------------------------

f HOOSTERV
feloniously.....did kill
reasonable creature

/

t

!

i
ii

iiliagainst the peace and dignity of the State of Tennessee.

‘ Patrick ii. McCutchen, Attorney General
f
&

i
■
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STATE OF TENNESSEE 
VERSUS
JOEL PATRICK HOOSIER,
JOE T. BAKER and 
ROOSEVELT BIGBEE 
PAGE TWO
*********************************A**************************

j

THIRD COUNT;
And the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, 

further present and say that on the.date aforesaid,: and 
County aforesaid, the said JOEL PATRICK 

BAKER arid ROOSEVELT BIGBEE unlawfully arid 
force and arms, did make an assault upon 

the body of one Vada E. Langston, and the said Defendants 
did then and there unlawfully and feloniously put in fear 
and danger of his iife, and then and there'unlawfully, 
feloniously and violently did steal, take-and carry away 
from the person and against the will of the said Vada E. 
Langston certain personal property, to-wits U.S. Currency, 
of a value of under $200.00, the property of the Beach's 
Market, said robbery being accomplished by the use of a 
deadly weapon, to-wit: pistol, in violation of TCA 39-2-501 
and against the peace and dignity of fchf'State of

j ■
ATTORNEY 'GEN

do
in the State and 
HOOSIER, JOE T. 
feloniously, with

Tennessee.

ERAL
FOURTH COUNT:
And the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, 
do further present and say that on the 25th day of January, 

and in the State and County aforesaid, the said JOE T.
having taken a lawful oath upon the Holy

1989,
BAKER unlawfully,
Evangelists of Almighty God, to speak the truth, the whole 
truth and nothing but the truth, in a certain matter, 
to-wit: the preliminary hearing of the case of State of 
Tennessee vs. Joel P. Hoosier, Docket No. 907038, charging 
the said Joel P. Hoosier with First Degree Murder, and 
Docket No. 907039 charging the said Joel.P. Hoosier with 
Armed Robbery,, said offenses constituting felonies in which, 
by law, an dath is required, before the Honorable Carol A. 
Catalano, Judge of Division I of the General Sessions Court 
of Montgomery County, Tennessee, duly elected by the 
qualified voters thereof, the said General Sessions Court 
being then and there in session under the control and 
supervision of the said Honorable Carol Catalano, wherein 
and before whom it became and was material to inquire as to 
whether the said Joel P. 
murder weapon to the said Defendant,
January 9, 1989,
told 
when

Hoosier had given a suspected 
Joe T. Baker, on 

and whether the said Joel P. Hoosier had 
the said defendant, Joe T. Baker "The bitch was alive 
I left" later on the day of said murder, the aforesaid 

oath having been administered by the aforesaid Honorable 
Carol Catalano, being authorized to administer the aforesaid 
oath in the aforesaid General Sessions Court, did then and 
there, unlawfully, willfully, corruptly and falsely swear 
that the said Joel P. Hoosier had told him "The bitch was 
alive when I left" later on the day of the murder which said 
swearing was material to the point under consideration by 
the said General Sessions Court aforesaid, and the said Joe 
T. Baker did then and there well know that said statement 
was false in point of fact when he deposed to it, thereby 
committing the crime of perjury, in violation of TCA 
39-5-601

;•

!
I

and against the peace an gnity of the State ofi Tennessee.

ATTORNEY5' GENERALt
II



A 5
SNNESSEEIN THE CUII- ML COURT OP MONTGOMERY COUNTY, 

I9TI! JUDICIAL DISTRICT, DIVISION IV

STATE OF TENNESSEE __ COUNT. * ■ 2 -
Robbery bv Uae-of

CASE * ■ 26444
INDICTED CUAR9B ____a Deadly Weapon ,
AMENDED CHARGE (If any)

--To
V O. 1■VS.
Roose~velf,'~Biqbee ;

(DEFENDANT) -'
3-15-70 -r^.

Robberv hy Han nfCONVICTED CHARGE
a Deadly WeaponVDATE OF DIRTH: 

RACE SEX__ M
315-25-1348

■& EELONY/CLASS MISDEMEANORCL^S5S#
JUDGMENT '

(Fill In all applicable blanks and check all applicable provisions.)
the District Attorney General for the State and defendant with oounsol of record, 

, for entry of judgment.
, 19 on the defendant, having;

Comes
Hugh Poland

On the 241Inlay of
(__ ) entered a guilty plea,
(X ) been found guilty, by Jury verdlot,
1 ) been found guilty by bench trial,

Is oonvlofed of the offense of Robberv bv Uae <ot a na«d1 y: Weapan
_________ January '22 ■ 19 89 . which Is a ( X ) Class a Felony,

(__ ) Class . Misdemeanor. •
After considering the evidence, the entire record, and all factors In TCA Title 40, Chapter 36,- 
ell of whloh ore incorporated by reference herein, the Court’s findings and rulings ore;
1. The defendant Is:

(__J an especially mitigated offender with a
(X ) a standard offender,
(___) a multiple offender,
( i a persistent offender,
(___) a career offender.

The.sentence shall be in Range
2. The defendant shall pay a flue of $
3. The eentenoe .imposed le 11 years, ____ months,..^
1. This sentence shall be served:

( ) concurrently with sentences In the following cases and/or Counts:

Atiyiiflh

, committed on

X rolease eligibility data,

:
n

days.

(y_) coiioeontlvely to sentences in the following 'cases and/or Counts:
______________Count )!'.

Restitution 1s ordered ns follows:
(_________ ) ‘ •______________________________ ____

( ) community service without compensation ___ days
The place of confinement Is:

(___ ) the local jail.
(_J) the local workhous
( X) the Department of Correction, or,
(___) the sentence Is a community based alternative to incarceration under TCA Title 40,

Chapter 30, as provided In the attached supplemental order incorporated herein.
The defendant shall be:

(JL_) continuously confined, (For a period of 11 years)
( ■) continuously confined Cor a period of

a period of ____________ j________ ,
(__ ) periodically confined as follows (specify total time and days or parts of days the

defendant Is to be confined): • •
followed by probation for a period of ____________ • " .

(__ ) granted immediate probation for a period of _________ • _________ .
Tho conditions of probation arc enumerated In the attached supplemental order Incorporated 
herein.

/
3.

- hours.
3.

I

J,

followed by probation for

3. 'The defendant, having been sentenced to confinement In tbe local Jail or workhouse, shall be 
eligible for work release or o.ther rehabilitative programs, but not parole after serving: 
(Felony) __ 0*. __ 10*. ^__ 20*. X 3QS, 40%. ___ C0%
(Misdemeanor) __ 0%, __ 10*. ___20%, 30%. ^__40%, __ 60%, 60%. ___70%, __ 76%
The reloaee date of the defendant confined in the local Jaii or workhouse shall be after

_ days on this sentenco for ln-custody dates
prpflcnh ■ ,»

i.
serving Rn %.

10. The defendant is allowed jail credit of
of 1-37-RQ t-n

tl. The defendant:
C X) i8 or ^__) £S not rendered infamous.

12. The costs of this cause shall be paid by
13. Tho defendant's driver's license Is revoked for a period of (__) months,or,

for a period of (®J75 years.

the defendant

rAJvxJi12-6-90
iDATE OF JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE Jh 

HSTRICT ATTORNEY APPROVAL:_jSO .
Steve Garrett
Ilf || ilt

Robert W. Wedemeyet/, Judge ' 
Circuit Court,.Pa 
Montgomery County^ Tennessee

II

«. 1 i I



flrfftVldrf- A ‘S’* <^*NAI. COURT off-^foUHERV COUNTY^ENNBSSfcF. ^*^"1 
ill judicial nrsTUiCT. division .;• tM IN THE CH

r'

STATE OF TENNESSEE __ _ COUNT.' * H -
First Degree Murdfr f Felony!.

RooseveltTHr^hge / A-
“ (DEFENUANTj'-i^^

DATE OF niRTHi March 15, *I9ZQ 
RACE __g
ssi A15-25-1348

CASE t 26444 
INDICTED CIIAROE !

VS. ^AMENDED CIIAROE (if any)

QcnMuiriiltfi charge First Degree Murder (FslOnyi

SEX M ■CLATSf- A FE1.0NV/CLASS ___MISDEMEANOR

JUDCMriNT
(Fill in nil applicable blanks nml check all applicable provisions.)

defendant with'counsel of record,the District Attorney General Tor the State and 
. for entry <>r Judgment.
__. ip 90. the defendant, having!

Comes
Hugh Poland

AugustOn the 24th day of
(___) entered a guilty plea.
( y j been found guilty by Jury verdict.
(___) been found guilty by bench trial.

Is convicted of the offense of . First Decree Murder (Felony!.—=—
.Tnmiarv 9 . 19 89 , which Js n (_£_) Class _J— Felony.,a™lo-2---------- ---- -■ (___, Ci„s ____  Kls.demenncr.

After considering the evidence, tins entire record, and all factors in TCA Title 40, Ciap et • ,
: ali of which ore incorporated by reference herein, the Court's findings and ruling;. 0 

1. The defendant Isi
{___) on especially mitigated offender with a
j Y * 1 a standard offender,
(___ j a multiple offender.
( j o persistent offender,
(___ ) u career offender.

The sentence shall be In Range . X 
Z. The defendant shall pay a fine of $ None_______
3. The sentence Imposed Is _____
4. "This sentence shall be served:

(___) concurrently with sentences in the following cases and/or Counts:

, commit ted .on

a; release eligibility date,
!/'
>■'

!

dasyraijt Life Imprisonment.irnwMw,5NKKKXX

( * ) consecutively to sentences In the- following cases and/or Counts: I

5. Restitution Is ordered as follows:
(_)
(___) community service .without compensation ____ days ......... hours.

Q, The plnoe of confinement is:
(____) the local Jail.
(_j__ ) the local workhouse.
( x ) the Deportment of Correction, or.
(____j the sentence Is a community based alternative to incarceration under TCA Title 40,

Chapter 39, as provided In the attached supplemental order Incorporated herein.
7, The defendant shall be:

( X ) continuously confined,
(___j continuously c»nf Inert for a period of

a period of _______________________ .
( 1 periodically confined as follows (specify total lime and days or purls of days the

defendant Is to be confined):-------------------------------------------------------------------------- -------
. followed by probation for a period of __________________

'(___) granted immediate probation for a period of ....................................... ..  ..... ..........•
... ....The conditions of probation are enumerated in the attached supplemental order Incorporated

herein. * ,
0. The defendant, having been sentenced to confinement,In the local Jail or workhouse, shall be 

' eligible for work release or other rehabilitative programs, but not parole after serving:
(Felony) .___0*. ___10*. ___?.o*, ___30*. ___40*. ___AGS

• (Misdemeanor) ___0*, ___10*. __ ;20*. 30*. ___40*. ___30*, ___oo*. ___70*. ___75*
9. The release date of the defendant confined In the local Jail or workhouse shall be after

serving *.
10. The defendant"is allowed Jail credit of 574 . days on this sentence.for ln-custody dates

of January 27, 1989 to present____________________.______________ •

.

I
I
!
!followed by pmbntJnn for
i

1
i

■i

l\

11. The defendant:*
(‘X ) le or (___) Is not rendered Infamous.

12. * The costs .of this cause shall be paid by the defendant
13. The defendant's driver's license Is revoked for a period of (__ ) months,or,

, for n period of (__ ) years.

August.24, 1990
DATE OF'JUDGMENT ANO SENTENCE 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY APPROVAL:

Robert W;'WSdemeyeV,. CRIMINAL COJJRT, PART II 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY, TENNESSEE

1
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STATE OF TENNESSEE ti
!"TRIAL AND VERDICT"VS: 926444 First Degree 

Murder, Armed Robbery I

Came again the Attorney General 

who prosecutes for the State and
ROOSEVELT BIGBEE

the defendant, Roosevelt Bigbee, 

the jury heretoforein person and by counsel, Hugh Poland, and again 

elected, impaneled and sworn in this case, to-wit: 

1. Carolyn Duncan

come

8. Dudley Rives

9. Joe M. Baldwin2. Kernetha L. Reese
10. Martha S. Janice3. Joe Gullett
11. Olivia E. Carr4. Jim D. Crosby

12. Truman I. Hester5. Charles H. Swift
13. William S. Rudolph6. Ronald M. Daniels
14. Patricia Shemwell7. Bobby Morrison

in the jury box, and upon being asked by the Judge

television accounts of the
who again take their seats

if they discussed the cause with anyone, watched any

radio accounts of the cause, read any newspaper accountslistened to anycause,
influenced In the trial of this cause, each jurorof the cause or any way were 

answered, No, and the hearing of the cause is resumed.
At the conclusion of all'the proof,

mistrial in this cause, which motion the 

the action of the court in
the defendant renews his motion for a 

Court again denies and the defendant excepts to

again denying this motion.
At the conclusion of all the proof,

for judgment of acquittal for the defendant,

the defendant excepts to the action of the
the defendant renews his motion 

which motion the court overrules and 

court in again overruling this motion.
Whereupon, after introduction of the 

proof, argument of counsel and the charge of the court, William S. Rudolph and

excused, the Jury retires to the

• -n

Patricia Shemwell, being alternate jurors are 

jury room to consider of their verdict, and after due consideration thereof, 

they return into open court and on being asked if they have agreed, they say 

their oaths that they find the defendant, Roosevelt Bigbee, Not Guilty 

being First Degree Murder (Statutory), Guilty of count two 

being First Degree Murder (Felony) and Guilty of Count three same being

upon

of count one same

same

Armed Robbery.



imSI.

i
i-

i

i
Thereupon, the court, after

acceptance of the verdict and 8entence of the Jury,, sentenced the defendant, i
!Roosevelt Bigbee, to serve Life Imprisonment in the State Penitentiary for 

the offense of First Degree Murder (Felony) same being count two of the

indictment. I
Thereupon, the Court,; after

acceptance of the verdict of the Jury in count three of the'indictment same 

being Armed Robbery, sets the sentencing hearing on October 2, 1990, at

I

the. probation department is ordered to file a pre-'pentence report, 

to be furnished to the court, the attorney and the Attorney General at least

1:30 p.m.

five (5) days prior to the sentencing hearing.
■This 24th day of August, 1990.
i
i-

I
fJUDGE, ROBERT W. WEDEMEYER

t

i

!



Mli.UTIi:^ I. MINAL COURT, S’ - 'Ell COUNTY, _•____ ISSliJj), JilNUTliS ^ NOVJSMJiliK---------- -995

IN TUB CRlMlNAL/CIRt-^IT COURT OFCOUNTY, TBNNESSHIJ
C«h Number; j? / f ft'Muni f, /  _. Attorney for the Stale i^'r“X

Judicial I Hen let /,?______Judicial Division_____________ Counsel for Httcnaia^Jf MfCs-i.-J-' £
|ji;i Retained; jj^lCppolmedF K'd 1‘oblle lleftjjoli'i

lifi

;Slate of Tennessee

Defendant

Dale iif nkih .?''//37 '/'Pikx Z1!

VI.
Ainu

s-w '3ZE-2^J133S *.Tt>OC *From indielmufit it Wiirrum i
fYlkJJUDGMENT

Copies the lUmrlrt Attorney Opncrol for the State and the defendant with counvcl of record for entry of Judgment. 
On ihe/£* *"• day the defendant:

Indictment; fT|n« (circle <vnc):^Tc^) A II X*. 1) II ■^Jj-Fflony 
onuHfcc t fia r /gc /Wi/ATi/trf y S

Amended Cliurgc v ^

Offrnttc tlulc/z* H&lftfy County a

Conviction offence fy***^r'[7rt4&ru t

TCA #i 3?’*i Q^_~^ XcniopM-Impcitttd Quit\/Z!

Umrtrtlon claw (Vltcit one):^sj) A I) V H li

Afior"«m*IdtTrnB^^'^i*l^c^7u»^enirfeTtc0rJrHnd*i*llTiicro« In T.C.A Title 40, Chapter 35, all of which urc IncorjuRulctil lty reference 
heroin. iHe Court'* (Indiana and jollng* oiei

ijlji: MUdcincnnorl|| plod guilty

It ftmndT

Itm/-
t|/vjffry verdict

! !_ nnl

not guilty (>y khsoh ol InMinily

ll'ijij l»cmli ulnl 
iji:i| jtolo I'Ofltcmlcrc •jJ^Fclouy Misdemeanor

('um uiunt with;iiljiil'ic 1VB2 .Sentence; _______

|j^ iMj^cgfoe Murder 
jjtJr^Wtltencc Reform Act of li>82 

ijijil 20% Range )

&jj 30% Rouge | 
jj|;(35% Range 2 
Hifll4tWjJp<iE0 2 
i^Kfiiugrce Murder

|g|j Sentence Reform Avt of I9BV 
jjiili Mitigated 2o%

|ijlj MUlgtuod 30% 
jjijjj Standard 30% Huuge 1 
i#i Mulllplo >3% 2
|jii|j I'crslslcnl 45% Runge .3 
Ujjlj (.’nicer AOOfc 
5!!!j Ui Ueureo Minder

Consecutive lu; 1^.

}h|l Multiple Rapist 
& Child Rujh.sI

Sentence l^-r>(lh:Oealcncsnlcnctxn

ifrwoc
to;

IlHIl DemitMnntltG ^ _ I>uy*Yf«i«
Yciug ____MojuIi* ____ l>«y*

Years

|ii;jj Ucgloitiil Workliuusc 
ijiii; County Jail

H|ht. bvc. pHur to prt.i^ruin t»r work rekubo

Week-ends l’crloilic;(Mouths  ___ l>nys I jours
____mini bvc. prior to tc-lente (Mifcdeincnnot only)

Months Hays ____ Hours Week-ends __ pcrUxil^f \Ijiii; Workhouse vents
% n,|,|t kVc. prior to pro^imu or wtit'k' relenuc ^ 01 mill. sve. prh>r to rclcnsu (MlwJomcumn only)

Week-endsMonths ____Days _____Hours

Month* _ Hays iCffccilve;

Moulin;___ l>ny» Homs

|j!i-!j Work Release 
ijil3 Prohullon 
^j! ('outuumlty limed Alietnuilvc ^ Yntib

SjKflfy;_________________

lYdriul Jflii Credit PliIikI: from

Years

Yctirb
Week-ends

1.M.J $f«> don. ZJZ.J____ *i. of Nuntlicr of i> ZiiT^ZZZ

lUctltullunt 
Viiilm^ Nftitte .... 
Address _______

(kturt Ordered Fees mid Fines:

$_ rir _____ ('rlmiital Injuries

(.'oinj>cnsaiion 1'mul 
Soj'uvlslon 
C'hild Support 
ClJUtt (2l.MK

____per month
Days,____Weeks._____Months

$.Tolul Amount $ ___________________ _____
|i|jj| Unputd C.'omrmmlly Service; Honrs.---
i;£yTfiCl>cfcnduril having L»ccn foumf guilty Is icndcicd hirumoub.

FINK ASSF.S.SHI)

Special CVndilious:

J/-j'£j2£JAN IS WHUATCHAFT A
Dniu Ilf Unlry of Judgment

Judye'a NdPlfi

White copy - Ctlntlmii Court Clerk
Yellow Copy - TN Dept, of CutrcctUm-MlS-SMSf'
rinlt Copy - Senundng (.'oiiunla.lim
Cloldcnrod - Jail I

CR-3419 (ifdV. 10/92^)

Dclcndont s Anorncy/STgortiurtTfoplIonal)

RDA- 1167 /L-<^'iu>
1 . . r// .,fi


