UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAMOMA

United States of Amerlea, )}
)
Libelant, g
wg. } Ho. 3A57 Civil
)
}
9 Bags &rticle labeled im part )
"100 Lbe. net weight Riceland ) E .
Rice, Belle Isle Rice, extra ) R
faney plump tender grains’, ;
Cleigant. ) ’
AN R T
Cherk, VLS g

D E C R E E

Ca December 31, 195k, 2 libel of information against the above
described article was filed on behelf of the United States of Amerieca. The
1libel alleged that the article proceeded against is an article which wae
introduced into interstate commerce in .violation of the Federal Food, Drug,
and Commetic Act and was adulterated within the mesning of 21 U.8.€. 352(a)(3),
in that it eonsisted wholly or in part of a filthy substance by reason of the
presence therein of rodent urine and rodent exeretsa, and within the meaning of
3k2(a)(lk} in that it has been held under insanitary conditions whereby it may
have become contepinated with filth; It appearing that process was duly issued
herein end returned according to law; that notice of the seizure of the above
deseribed article was given aecording to lav and that no persons have appeared
or interposed a claim before the return day named in ssid process;

B)W, TEEREFURE, on motion of B. Hayden Crawford, United States
Attorney for the Northern District of Oklshcms, IT 15 ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND
DECREED that the defaults of all persons be und the same are entered hereln;
and

Tie Court being fully advised in the premlses, it is on like motion
further ORDERED, ADJUDGED AMD DECHEED that the artlicle so seized is sdulierat-
ed within the meaning of said Act, 21 ¥.8.C. 342{e)}(3) and 342(a)(k), in that
11 consisted whelly or in part of a Cilthy substance by reason of the presence
therein of rodent urine and rodent excreis and in that it has been held under
inganitary conditions whereby it may have become contsminated with filth, and
is condemned as forfeited to the United States and the United States Msrshal
in and for the Northern District of Oklahemscos forthwith destroy the same and

meke return of his action to this Court.
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1IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN

DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

% * % * % * #*

DANT & RUSSELL, INC., A Corporation,
Plaintiff,

-vE- No. 3 ar e
ve [+ 029 i"v ; L "::1 g;;

HOLLOWAY MATERIAL & SUPPLY COMFANY, Civil _ o
A Corporation, AR

NOBLE 7 3

Defendant. Clorh. Ul o

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

ORDER SETTING APPLICATION FOR ORDER FOR
SALE OF REALTY AT PRIVATESSALE FREE
AND CLEAR OF TAXES, LIENS AND ENCUM-
BRANCES FOR HEARING, RIRECTING
NOTICE and ORDER TO SHOW
CAUSE

IT APPEARING TO THE COURT'S SATISFACTION from the
verified Application of E, LAWTON BRAGG, Receiver of Holloway Material &
Supply Company, a Corporation, in this cause, that it is necessary, desirable
and that the best interest of the estate will be congerved by the sale of certain
realty belonging tothis estate, to-wit:

Lots Three (3), Four (4), Five (5), and Six (b)

in Block Twelver (12), Hodge Addition to the

City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma,
for the reasons set forth therein, and that said sale be had by Private Sale in
accordance with Title 28, U. S, Code, Secs. 2001 {b) free and clear of taxes,
liens and encumbrances; and that the liens of mortgages, tax liens, and other
lien claimants, if any, be transferred witj out prejudice from the said premises
to the proceeds of the sale of said property, subject only to costs of adminia-
tration, said procecds to be heid by the Receiver and stand in the place and
stead of said real property, subject to the determination of priorities herein,
if any, of mortgages, taxes and liens, upon confirmation of sale,

IT 1& THEREFORE ORDERED by the Court that hexing of said
Application of Receiver for Order for Sale of Realty at Privage Sale be had

before this Court at the U. S, Court Howe and Post Office Building, at Tulsa,

Oklahoms, on the - /ei:)(day of February, 1955, at 9:30 o'clock A.M.;



cune’ L

1T 1S FURTHER ORDERED that the following creditors, mort-
gagors, lien claimants and governmental agencies, and all persons interested
in this estate, to-wit:

Holloway Material & Supply Company, Thlsa, Oklahoma

H. ¢. Chapman, Treasurer, Tulsa County, Okiahoma,
County Court House, Tulsa, Oklahoma.

United States Directer of Int,efnal Revenue, Oklahoma
City, Oklahkoma.

Oklahoms Tax Commission, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma.

Oklahoma Employment Security Commiasion, Oklahoma
City, Oklahoma.

G. H. Galbreath & Company, Tulsa, Oklahoma,.
W. R, Johnston Company, Tulsa, Oklahoma.
National Bank of Commerce, Tulsa, Oklahoma,

Allied Paint Manufacturing Company, 2200 North Lewis,
Tulsa, Oklahoma.

Barclay & Company, Inc., Seattle, Waghington {c/o
Spillers & Spillers, Attorneys, Tulsa, Oklaboma),

Butler-Sparks Equipment Company, Oklahoma City,
Oklahoma {Americsn National Building),

Central Supply Company, 101 West Cameron, Tulw,
Oklahoma.

Central States Steel Company, ¢/o 801 East 1st Place,
Tulsa, Oklahoma.

The ConCor Company, 4550 Main Street, Kansas City,
Migsouri.

Max Cohen, Wichita, Kansas

Dant & Russell, Inc., Portland, Oregon {¢/o Ungerman,
Whitebook, Grabel & Ungerman, Tulsp, Oklshoma.

Deaters Supply Company, 34 North Owasso, Tulsa,
Cklahoma.

Economy l.umber Company, 528 East 4th, Tulsa,
Oklahoma.

Jess Farnum Lumber Company, Tulsa, Oklahoma,
¢/e6 W. C, Abrams, Attorney).

First National Bank, Wagouner, Oklahoma.

Forster-Clark Truck Company, 1001 South Cincinnati,
Tulsa, Oklahoma.
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Gordon Chemical Company, Kansas City, Missouri.

Independent Material Company, 24 North Owasso,
Tulsa, Oklighoma.

Inland Steel Products Company, Chicago, Illinocis.

Kenslow Planing Mill, 1201 South Hudson, Tulsa,
Oklahoma.

Jesa ©. McMichael Concrete Company, Tulga, Okla-
homa {c/o Ungerman, Whitebook, Grabel & Ungerman,
Tulsa, Oklahoma).

Nordstrom Ingurance ‘igency, Box 4025, Tulsa,
Oklahoma.

O.K, Machine Company, 421 East let Street, Tulsa,
Oklahoma.

Oklahoma Paint Dist, Gompany, Tulsa, Oklahoma.
Oregon-FPacific Lumber Company, Portland, Oregon.

Phillips Tie & Supply Company, 1010 East Admiral,
Tulsa, Oklahoma,

Reintz Sash & Door Company, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma.
Reintz Paint Company, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma.

Rouads & Porter Lumber Company {Wichita Ass'n)
Wichita, Kaneas

A. G. Stanfleld, Tri-State Building, Tulsa, Oklaboma.

Tulsa Paecific Wholesale Lumber Company, 521 East
11th Street, Tulma, Oklahoma,

Townsco Equipment Company 202n South Lansing,
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma.

Vimcar Sales Company, Box 2395, Los Angeles, Calif.

Western Door & Plywood Corporation, Ft. Smbth, Arkansas.

appear before this Court at said time and place and show cause if any they

have, why said Application should not be granted and Ordexr granted to the

Receiver to gell the above described premises at Private Sale in accordance’

with Title 28, U.S.Code, Secs. 2001 (b), free and clear of all taxes, liens,

and encumbrances; and show cause if any they have why the liens of mortgages,

tax liens and other lien claims, if any, upon adjudication and allowance by

this Court and confirmation of said sale, should not be transferred, without

prejudice, from the said premiges to the proceeds of the sale of said property,

standing ir the place and stead of said real property, subject to the determina~



tion of priorities therein upon confirmation of sale; and in consideration of
the transfar of the liena of said mortgages, taxes and lien claims, if any, to
the proceeds of the sale of said real property, to cause said parties, if any
there be, to execute and deliver fuil, complete and proper releases of said
mortgages, liens, and encumbrances from the said property to which its Ien
attaches: and why guch further and other relief should not be granted which is
just and proper in the premises;

IT 18 FURTHER ORDERED that Notice of said Hearing be given
and gervice of ths Order may be made by mailing a true copy of thig Order via
Registered United Statea Magil, Return Receipt Requested, postage prepaid, to
the addresses of the parties above ghown, on or beford theﬁ%f‘; of January,
1955, being at least 10 days prior to the date get for hearing.

7
Dated this 4//7/-}-'5'%&? of January, 1955,

3

ﬁ/ O{’:Z‘-" /\j- "M-f-t;w__..

United States District Judgé



Y TH- FHITON STATRES DISTIICT SO0 T Fol THY CTHERN
DISTRICT OF &7 2HT A
* E ] * #* L
TANT & U USS0LL, INC,,
f Corporation,

Jeintiff,

- .

e e e

HOLLOY AY MATINIAL & SUPPLY SGMEANY,
¢ Lorporation,

Defendnal.

GRDER VACATING ORDEDR A0DPLOVING RIVOOIVEL TS SALE
AT PRIVATE GALE

For Good Cause Showing

It is hereby ordered by this Jourt that the order entered
herein on the ﬁf_ day of November, 1984, approving the ° <ceiver's sale
made herein by ... lawton Bragg, Foceiver for the Holloway daterial &
Supply Comveny, . {orporation, ef the reul estate Jegerited as nots 3, 4,
5 and 6 in Bleck 172, ¥Hodge Addition to the City of Tulss, Tulsa County,
Oklahoma, according to the recorded niat thereof, to one 5. H., welch for
the total sun: of $53, $00, 00, be, and the same is haveby vacated, nultified
and set aside in all respects, and the seid sale be set aside in ite entirety
te the sald I3, Y. eich of the premiscs Jescrited hereln, and the Hecelvey
herein be, anl he ig further ordered and direciod to caure o forthwith to bhe
returned to the sald . 3. Welch the considerstion deposite. wy the said
o M. Weleh wpon swbking the bid at privote saie of the e rty Jescribed
herein, and ail srocesdings beretofore hod by the wald 7 eceiver ertaining
to the sald salic ot vivate sale of the pronerty Jescribed hovein e, and the

7.

satn: are vacated, noilifie] and set aside de felr ontiroty,

MNo. 3029 - Civit

854



Diated this
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day of Nozember, 1454,

United 7States District ;Tudge
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IN THE UNTED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN
nISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

S

W. . COTTRELL,
Pleintiff,

Vg, Ko. 36GGE
ENGINE 3SAIES & SERVICE,
INCORPORATED, & corporation

in the State of Oklaboma,
tefendant, ) R R

ORDER_OF DISMISSAL
T BREJUDICE

This cause coming on for hearing upen the motion of the plain-

tiff fov an order of Aismiasal with projudice to the brinring of a
Puture action hy reason of the partles Lorein having conmpromised
their differences and having entered into an accord and satisfaction
thereof, and after hearing argument and statenent of coursel, and
examining the pleadings oh file herein, 1t 1is

Ordered that the above entitled getion be and the z2ame is hereby
dismissed with prejndice to the bringing of any Tuture action with
costs in faver of ithe plaintiff.

DATED Janusry Z¢¥ , 1855,




UNITED STATES DIZTRICT COURT FOLh THE
NORTHERY DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

Mary Brasier and (eorge H. Brasier,
Plaintiffs,

Civii setion No. 3510

United States of Americap T. Colemen Andrews,
Internal lievenue Commissioner, washinpton, D. C.,
Earl K. Wiseman, District Director Internsl fievenue
Oklahoma City, O<lshoma, and Charles &. Llackard,
Internal Revenue Agent, Tulsaz, Uklahoma,

M e N N Mt N N S e e St S S et

Defondants.

i v HOD
s EMeteiot oo

JULUKENT

on this 1hih day of January 1955 appesred defendants, United States
of Amcrica, T. Coleman Andrews, Larl ¥, Wiseman, and Charles M. Blackard, by
Robert &, Hisley, Assistant U, &. Attorney for the Northern Listrict of Cklahoma,
and the plaintilfs, hary Drasicr and Georgs .. Urasier, appesred by thelr attor-
ney, George i. Brasiery and it eppearing to tne Courl that tos notion to dismiss
by the defsndant, United States of America, should be sustaired for the reason
that this ig an action to enjoin the coliectien of taxes, and the United States
has not consented to be sued in such an aetion; that the metlen to dismiss of
defendant, 1, Coleman Andrews, should be sustained for the resscn that T. Colemsn
Andrews is rot within the territorial jurisdietion of tnls Courd, and has not
been served with proocess ..::inj that the motion to dismiss of defendants,
Earl K. Wiseman and Charles il, Slackard, should be sustained for the reasons
that this is an action to restrain the collection of internal revenue taxes,
the maintensnce i which ia jrohibited by Seclion {2h1(2) of Internal hevenus
Code, lyshs that it appesrs upon the fac: of ihe complaint that the plaintiffs
have an adegquaie remedy of law, and for the Iurther reason that it appears on
the face of the coupleinl that the action is premature as there ig no threat
of imminent injuly tc the plaintiffs,

IT 18, THEMEFCRR, ORDE-ED, ALJUDGED, 4N DECRRED by the Court that
this action be dismiesed ageinst the defendants, United States of America,
T, Coleman Andyews, warl R. Wiseman, and Chsrlss . Blackard.

Dated tiis 17th day of January 1950,

/é} \,")iju_: A, JZSjn’t-&rmféq_:__'
Tnited Sbates DistBict Judge

arsy
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA, AT TULBA

RETHA NATION
Plaintiff

iN OPEN COURT
JAN 19 1955

i

; No. 3623 Civil

) o, P ivi Frl L« EZ E)
R. GORDON BENNETT ;

Detendsnt

ORDER OF DISMISSAL NOBLE C. HOOD,
Clerk, U. 8. Disteict Court

The above entitled cause having been fully compromised
and settled anil a stipulstion for dismigsal signed by the
parties and thelr respective attorneys having been filed, it 1s
hereby ordered, adjudged and decreed by the court that the above
entitled cmuse shall be and is hereby dismissed with prejudice
at the cost of the defendant.

Dated this 19th day of January, 1955.

ROYCE H. SAVAGE
ffnited States District Judge

Jel
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICYT COURT FOR

THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA, & . ,

The Atchison, Topeka and Santa TFe
Railway Company, & corporation,

Plaintift,
VE.

Yid-States Pipe & Supply Co.,
& corporation,

Defendant.

JUDGMENT

)

)

)

)

3 :

; No. 3583-Civil
)

)

)

)

Now oa this day this cause came on regularly ifor heariong

at pre-trial, sawme having been continued from a previous setting.

The plaintiff appeared by its attorney Valjean Biddison,

and the deifendant appeared by its attorney, Jacol. L. Horehead.

find 14 appearing to the Court frow the verified petition

of the plaintiff and the admissions
by counsel for the defense that the
that there is no real issue of fact

should be entered for the plaintiff

and statemeonts of facts
defendant offers no defense;
in dispute and that judgment

for the principal amount

sued for, $112.77, $15.00 Clerk of the Court, and $2.00 Marshal's

cost, or a total of §129.77.

IT IS THERSFORE CONSIDERED, ORDERED ARD ADJUDGED that the

plaintiff have and recover from the defendant the suwm of $129.77.

DATED January 17,1935,
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UNITED SEATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICI GF CKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

Fo. 3590 Civil

THE COOTG APARTMENTS, INC., & corporation;
FUBLIC LERVICE COMPANY OF CKLAHOMA, a
corporation, SOUIHWESTERN BELL TELEFHONE
COMPANY, a corporatica; CITY OF TULSSA, OKLA-
HOMA, = Munieclpsl Corporstion; MURRAY R.
WOMDLE COMPANY, ¢ wartnershlp, and E. B.
ERUNER,

St B St W et N ot M N e Wbt My e Vg g B

Def'endants.

ORDER SUSTAINING MOTION TQ RISMISS

This cause coming or. for hesring this 18th dey of January, 1955, upon the
motlon of the plaintilf to dismiss this action as to the defendents, Public Service
Company of Qklahoma, o corporatlion; Southwestern Bell Telephone Company, & COrpors-
tion, and the City of Tulsa, Oklahoma, a Municipal Corporation,

And the court heving bheard the argument oi counsel, being fully advised in
the premises, and on cue ccnsiderstion therecot,

IT IS THEREFORI: QRDERED thet plaintiff's azction be and the came is hereby
dismissed, without prejudice, as to the defendants, Public Service Compeny of Okla-
homs, & corporation; Southwestern Bell Telephone Company, a corporaticn, ond the

City of Tulea, Oklshone, o Munieipsl Corporatiocn.

LS i/ﬁ’]"” A TR
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IN THe DISTRICT COURT QF THi UNITED 514Tnd
FOW CPHE NOLTHERN wIsTRICT OF OKLAHGA.

Superior Insurance Company,
a corperstion,

)
)]
Plaintiff, §
VS. g
Ko. 31}83 Civil,
! Bl E
Ted Long, et al., g
iiefendants. ) .
(1‘-\‘«‘“" a‘.;‘_‘.l'ﬁ- EE

FINDINGS OF FACT, GONCLUSICHS OF LAW, AND

JUUGHENT, ‘

This matter comes on for trial on this 24th day of
August, 195k, the parties appecring by their respectlve counssl
of record, and after the introduction of evidence, the matter
is taken .nder advisement for the submisslon of briefs. And
now this case comes on for the entry of findings of fact, con-

clusions ¢f law and Jjudgment.
FIKDINGS OF FACT.
The Gourt mskes the following findings of facgt:

{1) The Court finds that plaintiff is a corporation
organized and existing under the laws of the State of Texas;
that the celendants are all citizeng of the State of Jklahomaj
thit the amount in controversy exc¢eeds the sum of $3,000,00,
exelusive of interest and costs; that the Court has jurisdicte
ion of the partics and of the subjeet matter, and thst this is
@ proper proceeding under the leclaratory Judgment ict, 28 USC

220,

aArd



-l

(2) Flaintiff issued to Harry Long, as named insured,
upon his 1750 Chevrolet two-ton truck, iedel 6403, its pelicy
of insuranze Ng. A«731566, extendin; for a term of one year
automobile liutility insurance against the liability imposed by
law upon the insured for bodily injury and property damage sus—
tained by third persons arising out of the operation of such
vehicle.  the policy provides insuring limits of £10,000,00

. for injurivs to any one person, and %20,000.00 for injuries to
any number of persons arising out of any ocne accident, and pro-
perty damage coverage in the amount of §5,000.00, The policy
provided insurance coverayge to persons driving the insured auto-

. moblle with the consent of the named insured under the so-called
"omnibus clause", the pertinent portion of which pelicy pro=

- vision, found in Paragraph III of the "Insuring Agreemente"

: under the heading of "Definition of Insured®, is as follows:

"with respeet to the insurance for bodily

1120151ty , the wnquelifien word 1insareq!

includes the named insured and slso in-

cludes any person while using the automoe

bile . « « provided the actual use of the

automobile is by the named insured or with
nis permission”,

{3) The Court further finds that during the term of
the policy uand on November 23, 1953, the insured vehicle, while
! beiny driven by the defendant Ted Long, wes involved in an accle
Jdanb on State Righway 99 approximately 17 miles north of Pawhuska,
and in which accident Garl MeClusky met his death and the various
‘Williams delendants ¢laim to have reeceived personal injuries.
Claims have been made for such death and injuries, and all of
the defondants are contending that pleintiff's policy covers such
accident and claims to the extent of the poliey limite, which

contention pluintiff denies. in this econnection the Court finds

s S R e



and coneludes that there is a justiclable controveray existing

betwean the parties.

{4) The Court further finds that pricr to the oceur-
rence ol the acciaent, Ted Lony had been granted express per-
misslon by his brother, the named insured Harry long, o drive
the insured truck arcund and upon tnac city trash dunp located
on Harry Long's property, for the purpose of colleetin: waste
paper ana baling iv for sale. The Qourt finds thst no other
eXpress permlssion was pgiven by Harry Lony toe Ted Lony for the
use of such vehicle, but that Ted Long, with the knowledge of
darry Long, habitually drove the truck in haulin;: water for Ted
anu darry lonpg's mother for household and drinking purplses,
ana to the filling étation of VWhitey Trough for gos and oll, and
on many cccaslons drove the truck to lulsa for the purpose of
haulin. baled wzste paper salvapged from the trasl dump to a
waste paper cowmpany for sale, and ihat Ted.Long had implied per-
mizslon Lo use such truck for such business purpose. The Court
finds thut the truek, when not in use, was parked either at the
house owneo and sccupied by Harry Lone or at the house owned by
Harry Long but wvecupied by his mother and Ted Louy, with the keys

Yeft in i,

{5) 'ihe Court finds thut Harry Long never
Long express permission to use the truck for pleasure or other
personal purposes, but on the contrary had rejected reguesis
for such type of use when made by ‘Yed Long. The Gourt finds
Lhat tbere was n. use for personal purposes by Ted Long of such
truck frow whieh permission mipht be implied for the type of use
Lo which ihe vruck was being put at the time of the oecurrence

ol the accldernt; thut on the uay of the uzceident Ted Long had

pocriven als uncle, Ueorge ZéTly, to bhe latier's hose ane there

e oo b T ALY 51
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picked up harilyts coon dog, and then drove north of fswhuska,
droppin  the dog off at a friend's house to be trained for hunt-
ings “ed Lony then proceeded farther north, iptending to po teo
visit 4 friend, and while enroute was involved in the subject

aceldent.

(6} in this conneetlon, the Court finds thut the use
to which the insured vehicle was beins put om the day of the
aceivent and at the time of the occurrence of the accldent was
purely for the pleasure and personal objectives of Ted Long
f'or which he hiod neither the oxpress nor implicd pormission of
the named insured, Harry Long, znd led long wasd not covared by

plaintiff's poliicy aforesald,

{7} "he Court finds that the defendant, Ted Long,
filed nc answer in this case, was not represented by counsel,

ang was nct present at the trial.
CORCLUSLIOL: G Lak.

(1} Tthe Court has jurisdiction of the parties and of

the subject matter,

{2} the use of the insured vehicle st the time of the
acclaent by Ped Long was without thu consent, express or im=
plied, of the nawmed insured, Harry Long, and vwas not within the
purview of the cuverage of plaintiff's policy.

{3) Fiaintiff hss no obliyution or ii:billity (o the
defencants, or any of them, on account of the alvresaid aceci-
dent under itz aforessid insursnce policy, and ls entitled to

Jud.omeny as jaeyed for in its conpluinte

37




JULGe Y.

o (sl

£ Do CeubRaD, abJULGhw, LsCREED Ally LECL

kD by the

Court upon the [foregoing findin = of uct and conclusions of
law, which are by this reference nade a part hereof, that at the
vie o the cccurrence of the atoresauid accident on Kovembsr 23,
1953, plaiacifft's policy lo. i-731560L, issued to surry Long and
described in the complaint, did not cover the use of the aute-
wobile at sueh vime and for the purpose to which it was belns
put; and plaintiff, Superior Insurance Company, & corporation,
had ne licbility or obiisaticn to the usfendants, Led Long,

John Larp, administrator of the Lstate of Carl lcllusky, Ue-
censed, Archie .1lliums, Uladys iarie willlams, foy lienry
willlams, a minor, Mary willlams, a minor, anu caymond tilliams,
a winor, and Carmon U. Harris, the duly appeointed Guardian id
Litem for oy Henry Williams, lary willlams and Laymond Filliams,L

winors, or any oi them, in connsctiuvn with sald aceldent or any

o iy e b b o o & P At ——— T L

clains arising therefrom.

WaL iy this é 2% day of danuary, 1¥55.

H

T

-
L ol e
L

e Iie

bt g eat/TeA

niterney for Flaintiil.

ey 4 ‘_; i )

e oo o VS iy
kL ) vy T
(o L Dbt e Lo Xt it
attorneys for Defdndants®

*:'g%yfz/ ;ﬁi fé§d4fﬁz7a



IN 2100 UNITD

J ISTRICT O OLLAHCNA,

Plofvtior

The Yenasylvania Hzilroad
Company, = aorjoration' and
the st. Louis-3an Frqncieec
Rnijwﬂy Comman, = enraoration,

et e e e e e e e e

Derendant a.

Tow on thtsz l4th dar ar (20t s Lk Beuci

™

srndant

on for hasring $he antion of the d

Bo dlmmlsa plain

' e]

Fromeuang tet ey 7 SEany

Comiiaint, mnl §he 37 o of Y

¥ty

ct

Lo the furialietion of thils Court, an? the

Lhe ewitenes, exaniae the exbibits ons e

Louwl gelirnm

Bolrond Zoinan ia net aning busines in

is not subject to tre Jurisdieiion of this

ey

I 0 W e IPORE

filed hervein on beholi of the 5t,

Comrny, 1a hepr
grld delendanyg g i

Court wlatansirs

1T 1. TURTH R ORDERID  that the Plea to Jurigdi-tion

of this Court, 'ilnn
venls Tallvond

action <

ATRS DISTBICT COURT @0

oRAanm g 3y Tt B

e

il ahoma,

sustained, and plaintifr!

fased with nrejudioe,

HOTHE HORTHERH

No. 3bB32-C

thers oomaa

6. Loula=an

Rullway Doy

Tourt hav o

Ainge nd L Tiar

Toolw edwistd in the premiscs, finds thet mlaintiff s
cruse of getlon againast the defendent 5t.

Mraneleeo nallway Comnany, and that the Pennavlvonis

Court.

CHDER-D that the Motion %o Dismiss,

Louls-5an Franeisco Fullwaey

2etion arsingt

to whieh order of

eXaezobs and such exeevtions are allowed,

herein on behall of the dAerfendont Pennsyle
Tomoany, ls hereby ausisined and nlaintiffls

nAngt fald defendant is dlamisszed without preajudice

for want of Jurisdiction, to which orcer o Court nlalnti’?

exoentgs and guch exgentions are nllow:sd,

‘/—”{ Ny }’{Tf_ %{r #u—w

Diabrict Junvv

and therafore,
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IN THiE UNITED STATES bISTRICT COURT

Fol 13 NOWTHEN DISTRICT O uialluid

WEAVER DRILLLW COi'aNY, }
an Oklahema corporction }
)
)
)]
Plaintiff )
)
VSe ) No. 3626
)]
)
}
ROY POOLEH, ET il )
J .
) LI i
)
befendants }
JNR i LT
Tevk e

ORDE SUSTAINING MOTION TV DISMISS
AND DISMISSING COMPLAINT

Thiy causez came on for hearing on the 17th day of January,
1955, upon defendarts! motion to dismiss plaintiff's complaint, pursuant to
regular setting. [I'laintiff appeared by David Young, its attorney, and the
defendants apprared by Joln Wheeler, Jr., their attorney. The court, after
considering the argument of counsel and the briefs teretofore submitted, and
being fully advise(, sustained said motion to dismiss upon the ground that
the complaiunt shows on its face that it states no cause of action in faver of
the plaintiff and ssainst the defendants, to witich ruling and order of sald
court plaintiff duly excepted. Thereupon, plaintifi having in open court
refused to smend siid coaplaint, and electing to staad thereom,

IT 1§ u¥ TS CUURT ORDERED that said complaint be and the same

is hareby dismisser, and judgment is hereby entered for defendantss

we ;‘%{, ol
‘ Judge

P



TTOARD FOR M uau

sidcA  Tubging

Flaintlif,

CIVIL &0 ®0, 36R3

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

THn ALLEY d/h/a C1OLS0RE BUG TRRVIL 14 )
Jo . TAVIS, ac Ledividuely KANEtA TReiis, T
TN, a norporaticon; and SOUTHLHETHE
HETORTVS G, A sorporation,
Defaniunta, .
I f pd

ORDER O DEuAND

This meiler somirg on for heering op thig 14th day »f Jenuary, 1965,
upop the plrictiff's Yotion to Remend the seis asaee te tho Gistrlet Court in
med for Tulse County, Cklahoma, the plrirtiif sppearing by ~rd throigh her
attorney, Yloyd L. Walier, e:nd the deferdunt, Fensas Treils, I:0e, spperring by
through its attorrsy, Creen end Feldman, by Ve Te Groeen, wnil o other nemed def=
endarts apperring act ip person mor by aticrrey, The Court »fter hoaring the
apguments srd stetonnnts of aoursel, sxecining the records and pleoadings in ssid
onuse takes the matter under advisement snd oortinues the veswin; Ln the seid
oruse until the 24%h day of Jenuary, 18568. how on thiz 24%¢h dey of Jamary, 1855,
thie matter noad-. o Tor farkher considsretion, nand the Coort Lelbrns othervise
well and 111y advies? in the preuises £irls thet this notlcr v o uoe was Lo
properly remove! from the Distriet Court of 9oliss County, ©9iinhoomi that the ssid
rotion 48 not » nortrovoray wholly betwser citizans of diffsrent statss, in tha!
plaintiff and @ of the defendants, J. . Dsvis, arve orch sitizens of the Stale
of Dirlabomag el Ehut 1is Ceuwrt dees rat have Jurisdistion of the seid antinng
and that the stieupted wrd purperied resovsl procsedingze aro s villity and vold.

EDo, CEEHAVURE, IT TR ¢ SRERY CRUEPLD, LOJUDGER AT 5 RYT that the
gnid esuse Ls “oraby rewanded to the Dilstrict Court in and for 7olse Gounty,

Olab-na, fron voteh the artemplat renwal wer inproperly edo on the 20%h day of

Negsuber, 1954.

T TN TRIT Bah Ty
w18 DTENRIAT D

. UH-f: :
O e Cn AR, g
CTETEIOY GouET FOR YL

GCCr Crgen ! Tollusr
011 Capltol ©14, .

Trlgm, Oblal-on
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IM THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR
TAZ NCRTHERN DISTRICT QF UELAHDMA

d ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok sk ok ok sk ok ok ok ok sk ok ok ok ok X

Defendant.

JAMES B, COPPEDGE, As Trustee in )
Bankruptecy of the kstate of KDITH VAUGHN )
MO CLUNG, A Bankrupt, )
Plaintiff, }
)
VE. ) CIVIL NO. 3622
)
)
STACIFIC FINANCT, CORP,, A Corporation, ) & T
) o s iag
)
)

JOIANAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

Now on this 1%th day of January, 1955, there came ou for
Ure Trial befure the undersigned United States Tdstrict Judge, the above
styled and numbered action, Plaintiff appearing in person and by hLis
attorney, Irvine . Uagerman, and the Detendant appearing by its
attorneys, Gable, Uotwals & Hays, and upon the admission and stipula-
tions of counsel, the Court finds that the Plaintiif is entitled to a judg-
ment against the Defendant herein in the surn of $250, 00 together with
all the court costs of this action,

IT i3, THFEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED
BY THIS COURT thai the Plaintiff have and recover judgment of and as
against the Delendant for the sum of $25U, UU, together with all of the

court costs of this action,

United Gtates District Judgp
ATPROVED AG TO FORM:

- - P P ST
s &t uﬁ"- PRREERR 8 IR Y L

1 s St et s 2 8

Attorney for Flainudif

Gabley Gorwaln & Hayg
/% - 4‘
By A A 4D giiﬁ«&

Attorneys for Defcnixan




IN 9413 UKITED STATES DISTRICT COURT WITHIN AND FOI Tif3
RORTIRN DISTRICT OF OKLAH(RMA £

s
3

H

J. (EAS SMET and M, M, DONAHO, d/b/a
SMITH-DONATO CONTRACTING COMPANY, &
co-partnershin,

Plaintlffs,
¥E.

PIILLIPS PYPE LINE COMPANY, &
Dalaware corporation,
Defendant. {by original summons),

&l HO. 3063
SMITH CONTRACTING CORPORATICN, a
Texas corporation,
Additionz]l Defendant {on counter-
elaiw and crese-claim),

and

HARTFORD ACCIDEMNT AND INDEMRYITY
COMPANY, a Conmecticut cerporation,

Additionsl Defendant (on cross-
claim).

Vvvvvuvv\-‘vuwuuuuvkuvw‘

JUDGMENT

This cawse came on for trial befors the Court without a Jury
on Juns 21, 195k. The cause was tried upon sll issues presented by all
of the pleadings, es amended, of all parties to the action, except that
by stipuletion cf all of the parties in open court duly approved by the
Court the gqueation of the asmount that any party mey be entitled to re-
cover upon awy item which it is sdjudged that such perty is entitled
£ recover phall be tried and adjwiged upon & further hesyins in this
cause. ALl parties presented thelr evidence upon the issues presented
snd reasted on June 2k, 1954, and thereafter, within the time apecified
by ths Court, thy parties submitted suggested Findings of Fact and Cop-
clusions of Law und written briefs in support of their contentions. The
Court being fully sdvised rendered and filed herein on Januvary 10, 1955,

its Opinion, which is hereby ordered spread of record, epd the Court belng

=
d
)



fully and sufficiently advisad in the prewises horeby renders Judgmsent
1n accordaace with said Opinton es followz:

14 in herehr ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DRCREED thet neither the
plaintiffs, J. fBerb Swmith and M. M. Donako, d/b/a Smith-Donaho Combracting
Coopauy , & co-parthership, with respact to any cauge of sotion allsged in
any of their Amended Complalots or any emendmeats thareto nor the additional
defendant, Smitt Contracting Corporation, & Texss corporation, with respect
to any cavee of sction alleged in any of its Amended Counterclaslms or any
smendnments thereto, is emtitled to any velief as sgalust the defendant,
Puillips Pipe Line Company, and any and all ceuwses of action set forth in
aithar sald Amended Complainte of said plaiptifls or in sald Anwended Counter-
claims of said ndditicnal defendent as against the defendiant, Phillipe Pipe
Lips Company, ave dismissed on the merits with prejudice and said plaintiffs
and gaid additismal defendant shell take nothing a8 agalnst the defendsnt,
Fhillips Pipe Line Company, and gaid defendant, Phillips Pipe Lins ¢ campany ,
ghall recover its costs herein.

Tt ig hereby further ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED thet the de-
fendant, Phillips Plpe Iine Company, is entitled to recover and iz hereby
given judgnent upon 1ts Amended Counterclain and Amended Cross Claims as
against the plaintif?s, J. Herb Smith avd M. M. ‘Domaho, d/v/a Smith-Donaho
Contracting Capsary, & co-partnership, the sdditional defendant, Smith Cot-
tracting Corporation, a Texas corporetion, and ths sdditional defeniant,
Hartford Accident end Indemnity Company, & Comnecticut corporation, joinbly
snd severally, in th: sum of (1) the cost to defendant, Phillips Pipe Line
Company, of eoupleting the clean up required under the terms of thz written
contract of December 11, 1951 between it and the additicnal defendant, Seith
Coutrasting Corporation, and (2) the amount of right of wey clsims settled
and paid by it properly attributable against the contractor in gaid written
contract of December 11, 1951 and (3) reasonablc attorneys' feas to the
defendant, Philllips Pipe Line Company, by reagon of the breach by the plain-
£1ffe and the ndditloma) defendant, Smith Conbtracting Corporatiom, of covemants
of mald written contract of December 11, 195L, less any amount due the plain-
tiffe or their sasignees for work actually performed under sald written con-
tract of Decemper 11, 1951 but rebained oy the defendant, Phillipc Pips Line

Company, plus costs heraln.
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Tt 1s further ORDERED, ADJUDGEC AND DECRESD that the additional
defendant, Hartiord Accident snd Indewmity Cospany, 1s enbitled to recover
and 1z hereby granted Judgment upon 1ts Cross-Claim as sgainst the additional
defendsnt, duelth Contrecting Corporation, in such amouat as Hartiord Accident
and Indemnity Company mey be required to psy and peys to sstisly the Judgmant
herein rendered against 1t in favor of the deferdent, Phillips Plps Line Company,
plug any sxpenss, including reasonzble pthorneys' feeg, which it is out ineident
to this action upon the bond wherein 1t 18 surety.

It 1s furthar ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the addltional daw
fendant, Hartfod Aceldent end Indemnity Company, is entitled to recover anpd
is hereby grantod Judgment vpon its Cross-Claim as against the plaintiffes,
J. lierb Smith end M. M. Domsho, co-partners, d/b/a Smith-Donsho Contracting
Company, e co-purtnership, and upon 1ts Third Party Compleint as egainst the
third party defundant, Houston Fire and Caesualty Insurance (ompany, 4 Texas
corporation, to be held hermless by and recover agelnst sald plaintiffe and
sald third parts defendsnt such emount as sald sdditionsl defendant, Hartford
Accident and Indemuity Company, may be regulred to pey and pays to satisfy the
judgment harein rendered sgainst it in favor of Phillips Pipe Line Company and
ocemsionsd by the failure of sald plaintlffs to falthfully perform sold written
contract of December 11, 19%1; snd likewlse, the additional defendant, Smith
Coutracting Corporation, is entitled to recover and is hereby pranted julgment
%o be held harmless by and vecover ageinst said plaiwtiffs and said third party
dsfendant such nmount ss said sdditiomal defendant, Smith Contracting Corporstion,
usy be required to pay end poys to satisfy the judgments herelr rendered sgeinst
it, ome in favor of Fhillipe Pipe Line Compauy and one 1n favor of the additionmal
defendant, Hartiord Accident and Indemnity Compeny, snd occesioned by the fallure
of said plainti’fs to felthifully perform sald written comtract of December 11, 195L.

It ia Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED AKD DEVRIED that the thlrl party de-
fendant, Howston Fire and Cagualty Insurance Company, i entitled o recover apd
is nersby granted judgment upon its Cross-Compleint as againat the plaintiffs,
J. Herv Smith al M. H. Domsho, co-partners, d4/b/e Smith-Donaho Contracting Com-
pany, & co-partuership, Lo be held harmless by and recover ageinst sald plain-
titfs puch amowit a6 sald third party defeodsst is required to pay and pays

to satisfy ths juwigment herein rendeped against it in favor of the additionsl
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defendante, Hariford Accldent and Iwlemnity Compauy and Bmith Contracting
Corporation, plus any expenses, Includlng reasonuble abtiorpeys' fees, which
4 is oul locigent to thie ection uper the bond whereln 1t le surety and
oceaslongd by the failore of sald plaintiffs +wo falthfully perform sald
wrltten conbract of Decembar 11, 1051,

It iz further CRDERED, ADJUDCED AND DECREED that this cause be
held open and scet for Puxther hearing before this Court with respect oply
to and for the nole purpose of determining the following ilssues: (L) the
cost to the defendant, Phillips Pips Line Company, of completing the clean
up reguired undor the terme of saild written contract of Decenbor 11, 1951;
{2) the amount of right of way claims settled ani pald by the defendant,
Phillips Pipe Line Compauy, apd properly attributeble sgalust the contractor
in sald written contract of December 11, 1951: (3) reasomble attorneye' fees
to the defendent, Phillips Pipe Lins Company, by reason of the breach by the
plaintiifs apd the sdditiovsl dafendawt, Smith Contracting Corporation, of
covepants of sald wrltten contract of Decewber 11, 1981; (&) the swmount due
the plaintiffs or their assignees for work actuslly performed under sasid
written contract of Dacember 11, 1951 but retalued by the defendant, Phillips
Pipe Line Compmty; (5) the expsnses, including ressomable attorneys' fees, of
the additicosl cefendant, Hertford Accldent end Indomnity Coumpany, incident
to the gubject action on the bopd in which it is surety and (1) the expenses,
including reascuablie stiorneys' fees, of the third party dedendant, liouston
Fire and Casuslly Insursnce Company, incidenl %o the sub,ject astion on the bopd
in which it is sureby, all of sald lssues havigg ocen excspbed Upon the trial
of this case for determination subsequent to the determivetion of the rights
sndl ligbillties of th: parties ss hereln adjuwiged.

It is Curther ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DACREED that upon the determins-
tion of the mwounts of the judgments to be enteved in favor of the partles
88 herelin sdjudged, such jodgwents in the swounts 3o determlined shall beer
interest et the legal Tate o six per cent (S%) per sunun commencing with

the date of the entry of the judgwent so determinlog such amonicts.
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ENTERID this dmy of

PR

United States District Judge

Approved es to iform tils
day of s 1955,

GIEED 5 FaLIMAG

By

PARMaY, WOOLSEY, FLIPPCG & BALLEY

By

Attorueys for tie Plaintilffs and
the Additionsl Deferdant, Smith
Contractlng Corporation.

Approved aa to f'orm tils
day of __ , 1955.

W, J. feman

Attorney for the Defeodaut,
Phillips Pipe Line Compeny.

Approved as to f'orm this
dzy of » 1955.

KOTHE & HUFF

By

Attorneys for the Additionei
Defendant, Harti'ord Accident and
Indemnity Company.

Approvaed as to form this
o day of ___ s 1955.

LOONEY , WATTS, 1083, LOONEY & KICHOLS

By

Attorneys for Iird Farty Defendant,
Houston Fire amil Casualty Insurance Company.

i i akirtin e e p e vy e el =



I¥ THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOL THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ORLAHOMWA

DOLIA ¢, TAVBURINI, Individually and as Ancillary
Txegubriz of the Last Will and Testiment of ARWOLDO
¢ oSUILES T TTAMIITT, Doesased,

Plaintiff,

P

Sy

~apaingte Ho. 3539

BOARD OF “DUCATION Independent Sehool TNistrict ¥o. 1,
Tulss Countyr, Oklshoms, and THT GOLDMAN FOUNDATION,
g Corporstion,

e i S e Y S M e et St N Nt S ek e Syt R

Tefandant,

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Tnon the Yotlon of the plaintirff and for good cause
shewn the cormploint Diled In this cususe is hereby Jdismissed with

prejualce,

Doted this _=& _ day of Jamiemy, 1957,

e v e g —— £ "




I U RITNN STeTUL DYISTRICT DOUET TOR YR FORT

OF ORI A

R TIPS prp y
SALTED B, N /
Tleistiff,)
)
)
Vi )] CIVIL OG5l M. S558
)
) oty e e
MR . NDRGAY, j FlilE i
Dofendant.)

Gr Ty

SRS
JOTREAL BRTHY OF JUTCHEET

L HOED

N PNstrier o

[

Olerl, L

¥ow on this 19%h day of Ootobar, 1954, this metter coning on for trial
rursuant to resulsr cetting nnd rotice tn the partiesy and both plaintiff and
defendant huvlirg horetofora weivaed irial by lvry in writing, the seld ancse
care on to =8 heard vefors the Honorable .« We Wallace, Tnited Ghoies Distrlet
Judgee The plaintiff appenred Ly -nd through his atlorney, } loyd L. Walker, and
arnounced rerdy for trisl, the defendant supesred in person mod by and through
his attornay, Robert C. Ssunders and annouwse’? pesdy for triale

vhnoveupon tie following proesedin.s were hady The pl zogifl intreduced
his svidones and rosted, defendsnt denmurrsd to the ovidencs of the pleintiflf,
whioh demurrer wess by tho sourt overruled rnd axseption silowsd to the defendant,
The deferdart then introduced his avidense avd rasted and the seid onuro wes
takon unler ndviscment Ly the sourt until the %lst day of Jammry, 1956. Yow
on this 31lst day of Jamuary, 1955, the ccurt having beard te evidenoce, exaniped
the files and sleedings and having censidered the writter briefs ol tha parties
Pinda thet all ol ihw metoeriel sllagetinsa of plairtif{'s complaint are gusteined
by the evidersep nnd the scurt further Yinis Lhat the evldence ls olasr and cous
vineing thatj

Pleintifi huretofeore resovercd - 3judpmout egalnst ove Sodlrey e Coohe
ran, io the Dletrict Court of Sedgwiok Couwty, Kensse on the 0bh day of Fehruary,
1952, thrt th: enid judgment was {or money damejes in the auwount of $37,000.00
for bodily ininries, -nd £1,400.98 lor oroperty dameyes

That the seotinn Lo tle Digtriot Court of Gedpwich County, Hensses arose
out of an amubimobllc anoldent oeouring oo ihe Gth day of November, 1951, betwesaen
pleintiff and Todfyey %o Cochrang

That on tro 9th dey of Hovembaer, 1951, Codfrey ¥, Coohran wes the
owner of nn 1 supance polliesy for antomolile lin™ility inswr neg, scold and issued
to him by the ol jienrance Cowpany, op! wh'dh lnsured the sald Toochren for
£5,000.,00 for bollly injurles and §6,000,00 for property donms.e. Thot aiter

473
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coourad
the said aseidznt/on the Sth day ef Hovember, 1U6L, plaintiff acguired a voste

od right suid ntersrt in snd to the bene{lvs uwl procends peyabls under the terms
of the poliey:

That thars-fter ocn or sbout the Jlst sy of Necember, 1232 an aotion
was institutod or the polley in the Distriet Urnurt of Tulse County, Oklahoms,
Creo Ho, 84914, wharein Welter R, Crehem woes plaintiff, =nd tho Yoral Insurrnce
Company wan daflendent, end which action gesked to recover the bensfits payeble
undar the terus of the polloys

That therselter, and prior to the ¥rd day of June, 1953, Max T, Horgan,
ae proasidant of +he florsl Insurence Sompany enterad Lnto s plar, scheme, trick
and {racdulerd. device to fraudulovtly econesal the oxletence of thoe insursnce
pelicy from the plaintiff end in furtherrnoe of such plan and schome on the
drd day of Jure, 1963 filed an sffidavit in arid cause Fo. 84014 in whiech
defendent as ihs affiant denled that the Morel lnsurance Coupany hed ever lasusd
s pollcy of insur noe to Godfrey W, Cochrang thnt thersafter , and after the said
defendant hind beon served with a subpoens ducss tecum to produse the records of
the 6nid sompeny, defendant knowingly represented falsely thet the sald ocompany
hed never issued & polloy of insur noe to fodfrey #., Coshrsrn, -rd that he hed
brar unable to find any records of the erid company pertsining to any soch poliey
of insurence, Thet the perjury in question wes not the orux of pleintiffis eclaim
but merely one segment of a scheme iniiisted Ly the defondent to copenl the ex-
istance of the issuad peliey and unlawfully prevent pleirtif{? frox benefiting
thareunder;

"hat the pleictiff in reliaves nron the false affidncit, -nd fulse
repregentntiors of +he defendant, Max T. Vorien, did on ths 50th day of Seplanber,
1958, disniss without prejudisce his wotion ~.nlnst the oral Insur noe Coupany
then pending in the Tistriet Court of T-lsa County, Cree Foo 849143

Thet nz - resuld of the frlse, freudnlent misrepresentabion end con-
sealuent of ibe insuronee poliey by %ho defendant, Lax T. Yorpan, the pleintiff
has beer dams.ed in thert anount which he world hnve been ertitled to oollect IS
the g+id poliey he'i not bean fraudulently oconcenled, $6,000,00 for bodily ine—
juries, §1,40C.40 for property danmge, ord lnterest st the rete of &7 per annum
on the totnl Kensns Judgment, §3£,400.,00 froq the B4h dsy of Febroary, 1757 until
the date the ~ction war dismissed in the Digtriet Courd of Valsa County, Yeptemher
30, 195%, whick irterast amounts to the sun of £3,747,80, That in «ditle there=
te pleaintif: ir ontitlod to recover an adliitlopnl sun of £ 2, B00,00 inposad upon the
defendant rs ssnmnlary denecns, s punishment ~rd Tor the secke of exnwple, aaking
In »11 o tetel rouovary My the plalptilT of 12,048,706,
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FORE, IT IS MBLIRY G

T UBCED,

£ DECREND by “he court

that the plaintif! have snd reaover of the deferdant judpment in the amount of

$12,0648.79, o his coote hereir expended,

APRROVED rL 760 Forve

15/ Wrﬁcdj @, iﬁ%m

/3 W R Dageae

f'or a1}l of which let wxesution Lesue,

Rovert T, Tnunlers, 'wlorney for
Dafendant, Max Te Yorerne

27 fj,},t o7 Lornedan s

Ylove LbValke, tTTorray {or
Floiciff, wWaluer L. " reahan,

L e AT R et

Yy e WRI1A0B, JLSErIOT JUAES
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHE RN

e

DISTRICT OF UKL aHOMA FOLEL
* # * ® % ¥ R
DANT & AUSHELL, INC,, s Cerporation, } DL
$aingif, § h ,
vE- ; No. 3029 Civil
HCLLOWAY MATERIAL & SUPPLY ;
COMPANY, & Corporation, )
Defendant, i

CRDER AUTHORIZING RECEIVER TCO SELL REALTY
Al PRIVATE SaLE FREE AND CLEAR GF LIENG,
TaRES AND ENCUMBRANCES

Now on this 1st day of February, 1955, thig cauee came on
for hearing before the undersignod, District Judge, upon the Applicat on of
©. Lawton Bragg, Receiver, for an Order for Sale of Realty at Private Sals
Fres and Clear of all Liens, laxes and Encumbrances, and Order to Show
Cauge, said llece.ver appearing in person and by his Attorney, Irvine L.
Ungerman, and the Plaintiff appearing by its Atlorneys, Ungerman, Whitebeok,
Grabel & Ungermnan, and the National Bank of Commerce appearing by ita
attorney J. €. Pinkerton, and the Court having heard evidence offered in
support of said Application and being fully adviged in the premises, thece
being no objeciion thereto, finds that said npplication should be pusta.ned and
Order graated as prayed for the sale of realiy at Private Sale, {or cash, and
pursuant to tae provisions of Iitle 28, U. 5. Code, Sec. 2001{b) free and
clear of liens, tawes and sncumbrances.

The Court further finds that due aud legal Motice of the
Hearing of this Application and duly and legal service of the Grder to Show
Cause hug been given and had on all intevested parties, in accordance with
the Order of this Court entered on Januavy _14 . 1935, all as more particu-
larly shown by FProo! of Mailing filed herein; and said Notice and Service of
Order to Show Cause -8 horeby in all respects approved.

The Gourt further finds that the realty belonging to this

cgtate, to-wxl
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Lots Three {3), ¥Four {4), Five {3}, and Stx

{6), Bleck 12, Hodge Addition to the City of

Tulsa, Tulss County, Oklahoma
is located on the edge of the Business District of Tulss, Okiahoma; that it i
too valuable to be contiaued to be ocecuplied by the Receiver in connect.on with
his operst ons as Hece'ver in this case; that said property has value in excess
of the liens and encumbrances thereon and upon sale thereof there is vemson-
gble prospect that a surplusg will be left over for this estate; that the premises
are not naccesary to the continued operat onof the bupiness of the Receiver-
ship; tha: the persnnal property located on said premises and employed in
the bus.neag of the estate his been moved to another location owned by the
eatate, without interference of its confinued operations and ¢ at it is to the
best interest of all parties concerned that the Hacaiver be suthorimed to sel
said premises at Frivate Sale for eash upon the terms and conditions herein-
after set forth and that the bagt interest of the cstate will be consexvad thereby.

The Court further finde that the interests of morigagors,
judgment and tax lien claimants aan be properly protected by trangfer of said
liens and encumbrances to the net proceeds to be derived from the sale of
said premises and that the said premises should be acld free and ciear of all
liens, tazes sand encumbrances, creditor's claims znd coste of administra-
tion, and in accordance with the provisions of Litle 28, U. S. Code, Sec.
200% (b}.

It 1S THEREFORE OUDERED, aADJUDGED AND DECREED:

1. That &. Lawton Bragg, tecsiver, be and he i3 hexeby
authorized and directed to sell the following real property of this estate, to-will

i.ots [hree {3), Four {4), Five (5}, and Six

(6) in Block 12, Hodge addition to the City of

Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklakovnn
at Private Sele, without warranty, for casgh, freec and clear of all liens, taxes
and encumbrances, creditor's claims and costs of administration, upot
writ en bids had and received as herein directed.

2. That T. G, Grant, Kenneth Crouch and Ben U. Kirkpatrick,

all of Tulsa, Oklahoma, be and they are he eby appointed to forthwith cause an

appraisal to be made of the said real property, to-wiis

Z
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g 3, 4 5 and b, in Block 12, Hodge Sddicion
to the City of Uulsa, Dulss County, Oklahema

and file an appraisal of same in this Court within 10 days from this date.

3. That the Receiver be and he (s hereby anthorized and
directed to enter into negotiations with prospective Purchasers for the sale
of said premises; that after negotiating a sale satisfactory (o the Receiver,
providing ssid bid s more than two-thirde of the appraised value, the Re
ceiver shall report his acts and doings Lo thie Court together with hig recoem -
mendations a3 to the bid or bide received, wh.ch bid or bids shall be
accompanied by a Ceshier's Checlpayable to said Receiver, in the amount of
10% of the bie, to be poasted by the prospective purchaser; said report or
Return of the Recewver to be filed within 10 days {rom this date.

4. Upon {iling of Rece.ver's Report oy Reiurn, and Applica-
tion for Approval or Confirmstion, said Applicat’on shaii be set for hearing
by this Court and Motice of said hearing shall be given ali interasted partics
by United States Mall, Registered, Return ileceipt iigguested, and by publica-
tion of said Notice :n the Tulsa Daily Legal News, a ncwspaper ol general
circulation in Tulsa County, Okinhoma, at least 10 days prior to said date sat
for hearing cn Application for Confirmation,

5. That the Receiver require all bids as bona fide. valid and
for acceptance by the Recelver for a peried of aot to exceed gix months from
thig date, and gubject to confirmation as hevein provided by this Court,

6. That no bid so obiained wiil be accepied and no private
sale will be confirmed by this Court i & bona fide offer is made, accompanisd
by a Cashier's Check in the amount of 147 of the bid by the progpective
purchasaer, in writing, to the Receiver or to the Court, prior to the date of
Hearing on Applicetion for Confirmation, or iz open Court at the time of sad
Hearing, which guaranteee at least a 10 por cent increase ovex the higheat
price offeres at the private sale; and no private sale will be confirmed at &
price less than two-thirds of the appraised value, In the event additional bids
are vecelved guaranteeing .t least a 10 per cenl increade over the price

offered in the highest private saie bid returned by the Recever, the sale will



e conlirmed io the highest vddey, providing said b’ shall be wmore than
two-thirds of the appraised value,

7. Fece ver shall have the right toreject any bids and all
bids shall be sublect to the approval and conlirmation by this Conrt as afore-
sa'd.

8. Sale to be made on the following basis: Upon confirmation
the Receiver is authorized to deliver purchaser Receiver's Deed conveying
such title as the Recelver may have, without warranty, but free and ciear of
all taxeg, lieng, encumbrances, creditor's claime and costs of administration.

9. Lieng of mortgages. taxes, tax liens, judgment licns and
other liens or lien claims, upon adjudication and allowance of sad cleims by
this Court and on confirmatinn 6f sale of aaid premises by the Court, shall be
iransferred without prejudice to the net proceads derived from the sale of
said veal property, subject ooly to the payment of fees, costs and expensgss
invoived in ccnsummating said sale; the said proceeds to be held by the
Aeceiver and stand in the place wnd stead of said real propecty,

14, Upon tranafer of said liens to procesds Hecelver shull
obtain {rom prope parties and said partics ahsll be required to execuie and
deliver full, complete and proper releases of mortgage, judgmeni, lien or

lien claim from said resl property to which the lien attaches,

/576?"704— H/ vfw—%
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N THE UNITE D STATES STRICT COURT FUR THE
NCRTHERN QISTRICT OF GALARUMA

farrie mMae vezlck,
Plaintiff,

ve

James Alexander fulion,

}
)
)
}
) Wo. 36lh Civil
)
)
)
gefendant. 3

DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Comes now the plaintlft, all izsues Involved in thir casge
naving been rully scttled and compromised, and dismisses the above
sivled and numbered action wits prejudice io the right to bring s future
action.

Jated tile 2nd day of February, 13335,

laintiff ¥

SANDERS & McELALY O

By e M

Attorneys for o lalntify

LIS HEREBRY GRLDERED tuat the above styied aod sumbered

action he disiissed with prejudice, 1 Gad day of Febrimry, 1:353,

. l‘ustrict Jddye

rdi/mr
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IN THE UNLTED STATDES DIHTRICT CUURT FUR THD
Wi THERN DISTRICT o ChLAHUMA

Yiltima: Wesley Mezick, H

Slaintiff, }
va. } No. 38516 Clvil
James Alexsznder Fulton, )

Defendant, )

DISMISeAL WEL | hedULICE

Tomes now the plaintiff, all issues luvolved in this case
having oeen fully settled and compromised, and digmnisses the abeve
styled and aambered actiun with prejudice 16 the right lo bring a future
action.

Dated tuis 2nd day of ¥ebruary, 1855,

w%’)ﬂ_ﬁ,

Tlaintiff a’ o

SANGERS & MekLBG

:ttt)i"fieY:S for "latntiff

0T Lo X REBY URDKHE tast the above styled aad numbered

action he dismissed witu prejudice, tiis Ind day of February, 1855,

VY4 f;przdc.//'v‘éé*m

. A Distriet inghe

rdh/ iy
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iN THE UNITED STATES
DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT GF OKLAHOMA

WILL JURGENS AND DICK JURGENS, )
PLAINTIFFS, ;

Vs, ; No. 3661

BASIL GEORGES, ; PR T S
DEFENDANT )) IRERE

STIPULATION FOR DISMISSAL

It is hereby stipulated that the zbove entitled action

may be dismissed with prejudice, each party toc bear his own costs.

W1§ J u?;,gena

- Z
F o o D
7 L g T
L Sy

TDick Jurgens. ks
PLAINTIFF
= . G

-~

asil George

DEFENDANT

&R DER

It is ordered that the action be and it is hereby dis-

Rdyce H. favage, U. ¥ .Judge

Northern District of Oklahoma.

missed with prejudice,

o
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URLITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
RORTHERK DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

Unlted States of America,

Livelant,
vy, Ko. 3432 Civil
One 1952 Dodge Convertible, i .
Motor No. Di-34626, il e D
Respondent,

Interstate Securities Company, Inc.,
of Tulsa, Oklahoms, et al,

SO B I IR I SRR T

e et S ol e N N gt Wy e St o S e ot

Clalmants.

JUDGMENT PURSUANT 4O MANDATE

Thiz matter coming on for hearing this i—-— day of Pebruary,
1955 and the court being fully advised in the premises finds that on the
18th day of December, 195%, the United States Court of Appeals for the Temth
Circuit rendered o decision in this cause und thereafier a wandate was filed
in this court reversing the judgment entered on the 8th day of March, 1954 to
the extent that Intergtete Securities Campany, Inc., of Tulsa, Oklahoma, be
not allowed mitigation of forfelture and that on the Tth dey of June, 195%,
Interstate Securities Compsny, Inc., was sulhorized to take possession of the
1952 Dodge Convertible, Motor Neo. Du2-3h£26h, involved in this actlon upon the
execution and filing of & redelivery bond iu the amount of $BL0.00 representing
the appraised value of such automobile.

' I8, THEREWCRE, OHDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Interstate
Securities Cappany, Ine., of Tulsa, Oklshome, e and 1t 1ls hereby denied miti-
gation of forfelture.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that in accordance
vith this judgment and the order of this court entered on the 7th day of June,
1954, Interstate Securliles Campany, Inc., pay into court tie sum of $800.00,

by delivering the $800.00 to the Clerk of this Court.

. -';9
c'/ > W}’ d s %
7 . 5 Bm%—_
(4

(Y
5
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I8 Tl DISTRICT CGouhy
FLR THE RURUTHERE

SAVAGE G ot PULILATL Ll\ j
a CDPqu&tLOn, i
Plaintiff. |
)
/
] ,
v, } CIVIL ACTIOH
i NG, 3644,
i
LLLIGTT 24713 AL LEGN DAVIS } b A vl
martuers Jdoeing business under ] T e R
the firm name cf DAV/S )
SPCRTING GUODS, \ i3l
Defendant. |
S

CRDER LF DISMISSA

Un motion of the parties,

AT I8 CRDSKED That this case be and hereby i1s dlsmissed
without prejudice, at plaintiff's costs.

/“(:Z\. '

et d
GATSL This 7 7 day of February, 1755,

il ) ﬁMé(v%! 'M?fj,c

&/ NTSTRICT JUDGE.

e

-

»/;f ) /L@(i@hékﬂ—
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IN THE UNITSD ST ATES DIBTRICT COURT WITHIN AMD FUOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF DL AHOUW -

NATION, L. - 2TY CORPCOR ATION,

a New York corporation, and THE N TIUNAL
CHRETY MARING INTURANCE COR POR & TIGN,
a Mew York corporation,

taint s,

Mo, B0
S, N CCLON, d/'b/a COON CONSTR UL TIGN

COMBPANY and COON BOILER & MACHINE

COMPANY; GR/CY D, GRAVES; J. v, G¥ AVE®
and FalMiv© CROIUTT,

i
bl
]
Tt et tem T wmt Wt A it gt gt gt W medt et

Defsndanis,

D E C R ¥ E

In accordance with the Findings of Fact and Tonclusions of
Law made on Jasuary 14, 155, and untered and filed with the wlerk of
thiz Jourt pn January o4, 1955, judgmert iz entered in aciordance
therewith in favor of the defendants and reguiring the plaiatiffs, under the
provisioas of ~aiud policy, to defend any pending suite or aoy »uits suhee-
quently filed by remson of the allsged injuries of Novembar 15, 1753, and

to pay &ny judgment rendered thereon.

Darced this __é/ day of 3_;__94 1985,

( ,*;/MZ@/E)/,,«’W-
LK Tajtefl tates District Tudge /'

LOCONEY, wWoTTo, RO, LOGONEY & NICROL

44//)/'4/f oTLA B

ttornmy- for laigdifs

é/ ﬁ'}f ‘. e/éé 2
“ttorney fcv defandants, v, N. Goon,

Coon Boiler & Machine Dompany sixd ooy
: fmstrui,cwa Tomipany, and Tames Ooooul

W/’ ”; //&W

©odttorney for defendant J.oovv, Ciraar s OF uﬁm D, GHRVES

K4




UNITHD STATIS DLSTRICY COURT FOR THE
RORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

Mary Brasier and George H. Brasier,
Plaiuntiffs,

VE. Civil Action No, 3510

United States of America; T, Coleman Andrews,
Iaternal Revenue Commissioner, Washington, D. C.,
Earl k., Wisenan, District Director of Internal
Revenue, Clklahoma City, Oklahoma, and Charles M,
Blatkard, Interual Revenue Agent, Tulsa, Oklahoma,

Defendants.

JUDGMENT

On this 11th day of Fabruary 1955 appeared defendants, United
States of America, 7. Uoleman Andrews, Earl R, Wiseman, and Charles .
Blacksrd, by Robert $. Rizley, Assistant U. 8. Attorney for the Northern
District of Oklahomg, and the plaintiffs, Mary Brasier and (eorge M. Brasier,
appearsd by (eorge H, Brasier; and it appearing to the Court that the peti-
tion for rehearing, filed by the plaintiffs on Jenuary 2k, 1955, should be
denied,

IT IS8, THEKEIQWE, ORDERED, ADJUDGHED, AND DECREED by the Court

that the petition for rehearing is hereby denied.




TH RS URITED ST ES DISTRICT COURTY FOR THE NOKVHEAN
DISTRICT OF OKLAHGMA
® # % % % *
DaN{ & RUSSELL, INC., A Corporab on,
Plaintiff,

)
)
)
)
Ve~ ) No. 3029 Civil
) oL BRI
HOLLOWAY MATERIAL & SUPPLY ) R
COMPaNY, A Corporation, ) CER S s
) %’,{ R ol
} MORLE (0 HOOT
Cer Y, BILER, Thstrior Do
CRDER SETTING RETURN OF PRIVATE S5aL6 OF
Bitak. ©5TATE and APPLICATION FOR CONFIRMATION
CEF 84L10 OF REALTY AT PRIVATE SALE FRLE AND CLULAR
CF TAXES, LIENS AND ENCUMBEREANCLS FOR BEARING AND
DIRECTING NUTICE

Defendant.

The verified Return of £, LAWLON BRAGG, Receiver of
Holloway Material & Supply Company, a Corporation, in this ceuse, having
been filed herein reporting the private sale of certain realty belouging to this
estate, to-wis

Lots Chree {3), Four (4), Five {5}, and Six (6)

in Bloek Twelve {12), Hodge Addition to the

Gity of Tulsa, Tulsa County, Cklghoma,
in sccordance w:th Title 28, U. 5. Code, Secg. 2001 (b) free and clear of taxes,
liens and encumbrances;and Application for Confirmation of said sale being
made,

1T 135 GRDLRED by the Court that heaing of said Return of
Rece.ver and Application for Confirmation of Sale of Realty at Private Sale be
had before this Goure at the U. &, Court House and Fosgt Oifice Building, at
Tulga, Oklphoma, on the 28th day of February, 1955, at 9:30 o'clock A, M.

iy 13 FURTHER ORDERED and Notice is hereby given that in
the absence of objections thereof the bid in the sum of $46, 506, 90, for the sale
of said premises will be sccepted and private sale confirmed by thisg Couxt
unlesas a bone fide offer ia writing, accompanied by a Caghisr’s Check in the
amount of 105 of the said bid is received by the Recelver prior to the date of
Hearing on Application fox Confirmation, or made in open Lourt at the timse -
said Hearing, which bid guarantees af least 2 10 par cent increase over said

SR
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bid of $44 500, 00 and which shall be not less than two-thirds of the appraised
valua, In the event additional bids are received by the Receiver guaranteeing
ai ieast a 10 per cent increase over Lhe said bid of $46, 500,04, ihe sale will

be confirmed to the higheat bidder. All bids subject to the approval and con-

lirmation of the Couri and subject to the Crder of this Gourt entered February

17 15 FURTHER ORDERED that Notice of said Hearing be given
to the following creditors, mortgagees, lien claimants, aad goveramental
agencies, to-wic

Holloway Material & Supply Company, lulsa, OUklahoma

H. G. Chapman, Treasurer, lLulsa County, Ollahoma,
County Court Howe, Tulsa, Okiahoma.

United States Director of Internal Revenue, Uklaboma
City, Oklahoma.

Oklahoms [ax Commission, Oklashoma City, Ukiahoma.

Chkinhoma Employment Security Cormmmission, Oklaboma
City, Oklahorna.

G. il. Galbreath & Company, Tulsa, Okliahoma,
W, X, Johnaton Company, Tulsa, Uklahoma.
MNational Bank of Commerce, Tulsa, Cklahoma.

Allied Paint Manufacturing Gompany, 2300 Morth Lewis,
fulsa, Okiahoma.

Barclay & Company, Inc., Seattle, Washington {c/o
Spillers & Spillers, Attorneys, Tulsa, Oklahoma).

Butler-Sparks Zquipment Company, Oklaboma City,
Oklphoma (American National Building)

Central Supply Company, 101 West Cameron, fulsa,
Ckizhoma.

Central States Steel Company, ¢/o 801 Bast 1et FPlace,
Yaiga, Gklahoma,

The Gon Cor Company, 4550 Main Street, Kansas Gity,
Misgouri.

Max Cohen, Wichita, Ransas.

Dan & Russell, Inc,, Portland, Oregon {c/o Ungerman,
Whitebook, Gerabel & Ungerman, Tulsa, Oklahoma).

Dealers Supply Company, 34 North Owasse, ‘olsa,
Lklahoma.

2
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Zeonomy Lumber Company. 528 Last 4th, l'ulsa,
Oklghoma.

Jeggy Farnum Lumber Cormpany, Talsa, Oklahema,
{c/o W. O, sbrams, Attorney).

Yirst Natienal Bank, Wagenoer, Cklahoma.

Forater-Clark Truck Company, 1001 South
Cincinmati, Tulsa, Oklahoma.

Gordon Chemical Company, Kausas City, Missouri,

independent Matevial Company, 24 North Uwasso,
fulga, Oklahoma.

Inland Stecl Products Company, Chicago, Illinois

Kenslow Planing Mill, 120} South Hudsan, Tulsa,
Oklahoma.

Jess O. McMichael Concrete Company, Tulsa, Ukla-
homa (c/o Ungerman, Whicbook, Grabel & Ungerman,
Tulga, Okiahoma).

Nordstrom Insurance Agency, Box 4025, Tulsa,
Cklaboma,

C. Machine Company, 421 Last 1st Street, L'ulsa,
Cklaboma,

Ckiahoma Paint Dist. Company. Tulsa, Oklaheroa,
Cregon-Pacific Lumber Company, Fortland, Oregon,

Phillips Tire & Supply Company, 1010 Hast Admiral,
Tulsa, Okighoma.

Reintz Paint Company, Oklahoma City, Oklaboma.

Rounds & Forter Lumber Company (Wichita Asghu)
‘Wichita, Kansas.

a. G. Stanfield, Tri-State Building, Tulsa, Oklahoma.

vulsa Pacific Wholesale i-umber Gompany, 521 Sast
{1th Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma,

i ownsco quipment Company, 202 3. iL.ansiag,
Zklahoma City, Oklahoma,

Viracar Sales Company, Dox 2395, Los angeles, Lalif,

Western Door & Plywood Corporaton, I, Smith, Arkansas.

by mailing & irue copy of this Urder via Negistersd United States Mail, Geturn

Receipt Keguested, postage prepaid, to the addresses of the partics above

ghown, un or before €. ¢ 18th day of Febr ary, 1955, being at ieast 10 days

prioy o the date set for hearing, and by Fublication of Net'ce of Hearing in

A AL A ST AR R - -
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the Juisa Dia ly i.egal MNews, a newspaper of general circulat.on in fulsa
County, Uklahoma at least 10 days prior to the date of said Hearng .,

+&
Dated this __/_ 5= day of ¥ ebruarv. 1955,

A Ay

,_\\,

I

Hoyce H. Savage, United States
Bistrict Judge.

0
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LOT CUURY UFOTTH DREITED BTALS

GHTHERD SISTRICT OF OKIADGA

Plalntice,

A 28 foot wide ensement or righteolwway
for wuter pipeline purposes to be lacsted
upon, over and acrcegs & sertain traot of
land 1n Delaware Ccunty, Oklahoma, snd

effecting the 4itle to certain Cherokea
Indien lands nrevicusly sllotted in fee
with certaln restraints on alienation,
and prosertly owned by fullblood Cherckes
Indian heirs; and

Cagse Xo. 3630

Luoy Sharp, Cledys Hilderbrand, nee Sharp
Stenley Sharp, Thomss Sharp, Charlie Cordon
herp, tanay Lou Sharp, lartin sharp, Archie
Sharp, Huckleberry Sharp, Jinm Sharp, willianm
Sharp, Jackson fuzzurd, exlne 3uzzord,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
3
ihe United Stantes cf Ameries, o & mabter ;
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
%
Sersh 'Field, nee 3harp, and Lon Kirby, )
)

)

Defendantg.

ORDER GUMFIRMING REPORT OF COMMISSIGHERS, DETERMIFING
CGWNERBFIP, AMD DIRRCTING DISTRIBHTICH

Purasuant to regular setting on the Court dooket this matter oams on for
heariny on this the 1lth dony of February, 1965, on the mobtion of plaintiff to con=
firm the r.pert of commissionerg, and for debermination of owneorship, ond for an
order of distributions fThe Court having sonsidered said motion and beins fully
advised in the premi .ses, findg:

That after tekiny the oath presoribed hy lew and the order of the Court,
the commissioners herstofore apreinted by the Court filed their report under date
of Jenuary 18, 1860, Pixing the damages sustained by the owners of the roal estate
dogoribed in the plendings herelin et the sam of v100.00 The Court further findg
that the Arsee Dirsctor of the Muskogee Ares and succssgor te the SJuzerintendent of
the Pive {ivilipod “ribes his clesc caused the apprelsement of the properity, amd that
the report of the nppraisors to sald Ares Pirector fixed She densge ot the gum of
%80,00s  The Goury further findg thit tho sum of +100.00 fixed by the commigsioners

ﬁhz‘ntﬁﬁ by the Covrst is » falr and recsonsble gunm snd thet the report of the come
miasionera should be coulimmode
The Gourt Iurther Tinds thut the roal estits invelved hernin was allotted

to Yahgv n
Yanhg I -
¥ Shiry Leaf 3 fullblood chorokes, Zoll tos 16961 That she died many years

1.



aro and left surviving na hor sole and only heirs at lew slx oblldren, namely
Louig Sharp, Ducklsberry Sharp, Jim Sharp, Willism Sharp, 0llle Guzravd, nee Sharp
and Sarsh OtField, nee Sharpe That 1l of soid ehildren are now 1lving with the
axception of Louls Sharp and 0llle Sugsard, nec Therps

e Court finda what Louls Charp is nhow deaessed, and that he left aurvive
ing ns his sole end only heirs st lew the followins persone, namelys his widow Luey
Sharp, end his childron, Gladys 8ildervrard, nee Sharp, itemley Gharp, ihomas Sharp,
tharlic fordon Sharg, taney lou Sharp, Martin sharp, and Arehle Sharp. That under
the laws of suowapsion of the 3tate of Oklehoma, the seld luey Sharp Snherited an
undivided 1/5 o th: 1/5 interast in eald real ostute lnherided by said Louls Shary,
or 14/25 of the whcley tims onch of ssld ohildren inherited en undivided 1/7 of 2/%
of sald 1/6 intarest, or 4/252 of the wholes Ihe Court further finds that the five
living ehildren of Yancy Sharp Leaf, deoecszed, esch inherlted an undivided 1/6 or
42/ 248,

. Court finds that 01lie Durzerd, nes Sharp died ip 1951 and left survive
ing as her sole and oirly feira et lew her husbsnd Juckson Aussard and her deughtey
Hexine Jugserd, sech of whom lnherited an undivided L oor 1/6 intarest in soid renl
entute, or an undlvided 21/26R.

The Court finds that Lon Kirby was mode e party deferdant herein by migboke,
and that this notion should bw dimmismed as to hime

Tha Cowrt further finds thet ©illiem Sherp, one of the sbove named heirs of
¥aney Sharp Lenf, ar shown by hie affidevit dated Docember 14, 185, abtinched to
plaintiff's mutlon, vm Joptember 15, 189558, sold to one Tom House the inherited 1/6
interest in the roul estate invelvsd herein inherited by :illiem Sharp, from his
mother Nanay Sharp lasfs that by rosgen thereof Tom louse should Lo eubstituted for
%41liam Oharp as one of the oeners of the renl estate involved heroin wnd a8 bolag
ontitled to 1/6 of tho oward mede by commigsioneras The Courd further finde that
seeh of the pergons heroin detertined to Le ownera ls anti4led to the portien of sald
awnrd of the gommissloners in which sush parson is enhitled the pmount seb oppesite
+the veme of ench of seid porsons us follows, So-wii

Luoyslmr;:--.-.-.--..noc.-------....c.‘:v\.-ﬁ?

Clodys Nildarernnd, N0e Sharps » ¢ ¢ ¢+ ¢ o ¢ 9 s s 0 2 0 = 0 o .59

Gbonloy Shal'De o a # o ¢ # 2 # & ¢ 8 ¢4 b 8 8 s ¢ ¢ 00 s 00 1.9

Thomas SHAUIe » € o 2 3+ o 2 4 ¢ 8 & v ¢ v 0 ¢ 8 & 0 8 4 ¢ s 2 Le5D

Charlis Cordob i“hﬁ!”}}- . 4 & B B & % & & ® B 8 R O 4 e G & e o 1.8

e
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Tenoy Low SREYDe e « o o # o & o 8 o o5 0 s 0 0 & s o oo o5LeBD

Hartin SHEYD « o » 8 & & o 8 o s o ¢« 2 ¢ ¢ 0 ¢ a « ¢ ¢+ ¢ o LeB@

Archie SHAYDPe o ¢ o s o o s 8 ¢ ¢« ¢ s 4+ 8 v » 8 8 v o o ss Le59

Huckleberry SharDe « « ¢ o o o ¢ s o o 2 5 ¢ 2 5 s » » o ol8.60

“im SKETPs + ¢ « + 5 o 8 4 s s 2 s s & e 4 e 6 o & s s 0 2lBaGE

Jom Moua; (sherc of Williem 3harple « + o o ¢ o o =« ¢ o o 1666

Jagkson Buzzarduerse o o o 5 o o o s 2 5 & » & 8 4 » & ¢ 5433

Maxine Bugzards s » o o o o o ¢ 9 + 5 0 0 8 & ¢ & 4 8 40 G433

Sarah OfField, nNee SHErPe o o o 4 + ¢ 4 & s & o v 0 & » 16.66

The Court finda thet Joo T« Dewberry of Jey, Oklahome is & sulteble person
to meke distributicn of saild sward, he bLeing faniliar with the parties and their poste
office nddrasgng.

IT I8 TFERSFORE ORDI-AD, ADJUDGED AND DWCREED by the Court thet the report
of the sommiszioners filed herein be and the same is hereby approved end confirmede

IT 1S YFURTAER ORDEREU, ADJUDGED AID DEIRIED by the Court that this aotion
be and is hereby dismissed as to defondant Lon Xirdy, end thet Tom Mouse be apd he
is hereby subetituted in lieu of Williem Sharp as one of the owners of the real
eatoto herein desoribed end one of the persons sntitled to pertleipate in the award
of the occnmiesionerss

IT IS FURTHER CRDERED,ADJUDGED AXND DECRESD by the Court that the sele and
only heirs At lew of Neney sSharp Leaf, deceased, who ers now living and entitled to
perticipate in the award of the commiesioners ars the following nemed perscnst Lusy
Sharp, Gledys Hilderbrend, nee Sharp, Stenley Sherp, Thomes Sherp, Charlie CGordon
Sharp, Senoy Lou Sharp, Mertin Sherp, Arohie Sharp, Hucklebarry Saarp, Jim sharp,
Jaokson Buczard, Mexine Buzzaerd and Sareh U'Fleld.

i7 IS FURTHER ORDARED, ADJUBGED AND DECREWD by the Court that Joe Te
Dewberry, s member of the bar of Deleware Cownty, Oklahoms, be and he iz hereby
degizgnated and appointed by the Court to mske distribution of the sward of the com=
migsioners to the persons hersin above pemed &y entitled to pertioclpete thersin, and

that he filed with the Clerk of this Court hia affidavit showing such distribution.

s
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UNITTD STATES DISTRIGT 05

FOR PP WORTHTRY DIXT 0% AF DKL HRA

Uaited Stater f Anerica,
SIVIL ACTION M7, 338
; FILED

62,50 fcres of Lend, nore or )

)

Plaintiff )

}

=V J

lase, situate in Tsage County, ) Junaox e uT INOPEN QOURT
Cklahoma, and ., !, Jackson ) ey 4
Con!,pnn_v,,at al, and unknown y Fund 17 1985
ounery, 4 - )
Defendants } IN()BLE . HOGD}

Cler. 0. Dt e “logrt

Now o1 thim 17th day of Februsry, 1965, this matter comss on lor
hearing upon the complaint of United States of America, Plsintiff. The
folloming appesrances wers noted: United Stotas of Amerdes, Plaintife,
by and throuph linited States District Attorney B, Hayden Crawford; L. B,
drokson Conpsny, Tsuline P, Jacksen, Pauline P, Jackzon guardian of
11liam Christopher Jackson and Robhert Lewis Jackson, Minmors, Willilam
Chrietopher Jrckson, "vhert Lewis Jackson, Penrl 7, Jackson individually
and as Co-meecutor of the estate of L, B, Jeokoon, decexsed, lLewis [i,
Juckson, algo known as L, B. Jeckson Jy., individually and ze Co-exseutor
of the estante of L. I, Jackson, deceased, all by and through their nttorney,
Randall G. West; 7. ¢, “pillers, Trustee under the will of deraldire 2,
Cnedden, deconsged, by and through his attorneye, 'pillers ongd Spillers,
The Court, being fully advised in the premises, Tinds as follows:

i. That the Undted States of Americs, Pluintdff, and sll of
the above named parties Defendant ‘wve heretofore entered inte a stipu-
lation and apresment which to the effect that the fair mnd reasonsble
value of the interest Leing taken herein, and of the estates Tor which
United States of “amerlca is 1iable in this procoeding s the sum of
Three Hundred Fiity and ¥o/l00 Tollare (9350,00).

2. The Court findg thatl the appliszation for judgment shoudd,
therefore, be sustsired and the relief preyed for should be ¢ rontad,

TrOIS TP RTRTDOATNJUNRER AND UWCRT D that sald stimalation
and apreement with reference to the walue of the iaterest or estaie ine
volved in this ryrossedice be and the game hereby iz confirmed and
anproved, and judrment is entered es prayet for by the Pladtntiff with

referance to Lt w0 tract,

e e o e B e 2 e e el Bt 5 o s e Wbl B 11



I8 FURTHER 5 0FRPT ADJEDOTT: AWML OR0FFD that the value of the
gatates for which the United States of Amorins is lisble in thig pro=
cecding 1s the totel sum of Three Humdred Fifty and No/I00 Dollare {7350,00),

IV P TOERED ADJURCED ABD NFOREED that said smount iz finel
in all respectc as to the falr cash market value of said trect of land, in=

cliding all danape as whatsocever nature.

,,5 L\ e ff )ﬁML 4 o
o J\Jﬁgﬂ
v \\j

D, ¥

United Stotes of Arevics, Plaintiff

L. #, Jackeon Company,
Pauline [, Jacksen,
Pouline P. Jackson punriian of
Wi113m Christopher Jacison and
Robert Lewls Jacksen, . inors,
Will3awm Christopher Jackson,
Tobert lewls Juckson,
Pearl . Jackson individually and as
So=exeoutor of the Frtate of L. B, Jackson deceased,
Lewis ', Jockson, also imown as L. B, Jaokaon Jr.,
individuslly and as Co-exsoutor of the ectate of
L, ¥, Jackason, deceased.
el ’1

.

Ey!": e ’.... 19 L( r(//}tf[ /

Atsorney

1, C. Spillers, Trustee under the will
of Ceraldine H. Snedden, decessed.

Spiiters 7 S s T ormeys
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G Tile GWITLY SFalhS LISTRICT COUKRT FOI THE KOGTHRRE DLISTRICT

OF CRLANTOMA

COAL OrlianTfub CGAEUALTY CCHPANY
OF PokhiiLVAGIA, Flaintift

Vs

Mutialy PAPE & SUNELI GOPANY,

a corporation, GoChul SAiik

and DOGNA KAY Cidvin, & winor,

by and throuwsh her fatier and

next riend, DOWLL &, OLIVELR, Defendants

CAUm OF LISHISSAL WITH FREJUDICE

§

Ne. 3647

It appearing to the couri, upon written metlon of the Flaintiff to

dismiss this case with prejudice that this case has been compromised and that

said moticn sheuld e prantedi

It is therefore ordéred that this case Lo and hereby is dismissed

with prejudice at the cost of the Flaintiff.

y

4
Done at fulsa, Oklahoma, this 2? day of February, 1955,

. ..kr e . "y ) *_! -
) e Sl PN i Mo
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Tighrict Judye
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iN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
JFOR THE NCORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

'+ H. KEABLER,
Plaintiff,
Vi
w. F, INORSTING, JR.,
Defendant.

STAHOLIRD QIL PURCHASING COMPANY,

Garnishee.

Case No. 3527 Civil

PILED Feb, 24, 1255

Noble C. !nod

Clerk, 1. 2.

Comea W. Hoe KEASLER and dismisser the above

action with prejudice.

3/ v, H, Reagler

« H, Keasler, aintif
Robert J, Woclge
ober ooligsey

Attorney or Plaintiis

RDER DISMISSAL

retrict Cowm

]

It ir ordered that this case be and it iz hereby

dismisged with prejudice.

ATTEST #

A True Copy of Original Noble C.
Hood, Cler:

By 8/ M. 4, Buing Deputy

<] e ——————

e
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iN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF QOKLAHOMA

¥red &. Glass, Sr,
Plaintiff,
ve, Civil No. 3649
Robert A. Glass, Jr., 8. I. Hill

end Southwest Qilfield Transporta-
tlon Company,

5
1
i
oy
e

Defendants.

ORDER REMANDING SUIT

The motion of plaintiff to remand this suit to the
Distrlet Court of Tulss County, Oklzhoma, coming on for hear-
ing on the 1lth dzy of February, 1955, pursuant to regular
setting and notice to partles, and the Court having heard the
argument of counsel, and being fully advised, upon considera-
tlon finds that the motion should be sustained.

IT I8, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the motion of plaintiff
to remand this cause to the District Court of Tulsa County,
Oklahoms., be and the same 1s hereby sustalned and this cause
1s hereby remanded to the District Court of Tulsa County, Okla-
noma, for furcher proceedings.

Dated at Tulsa, Oclahoma this 24th day of February,

1955,

ROYCE H. SAVAGE
Judge, Thited Stateg District Tourt




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

EARL V¥, NICHOLS,
Plaintiff,

No. 360 3-C

e,

SECURITY INSURANCE COMPANY
OF NEW HAVEN, CONNECTICUT,

Deiondant,

JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

Now or. this 18th day of February, 1985, the above matter came
on for trial, and pluintiff appearing by his attorneys, R. Milion Cowen
and Merrill 3, Bernard, the interveners Robert Hiram Smith and Bonnie
Jean Smith appearing by their attorneys, R. Milton Cowen &nd Merrill
S. Bernard, and the defendsnt, the Security Ingurance Company of New
Haven, Comnecticut, appeariang by its attorneys, Doerner, Rinehart and
Btuart, and the Court having this day made and entered findings of facts
and conclusiore of law herein,

IT I5 THEREFORE, GRDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that
the Plaintiff, Zarl V. Nichols, have and recover judgment against the

defendant, Security Insurance Company of New Haven, Connecticut, for

the sum of $3, 850. (0 togeiher with interest at the rate of 6 percentum per

annum from the _2(th day of October, 1954, together with his coets herein

expended,

IT 15 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the

interveners Robert Hiram Smith and Bonnie Jean Smith take nothing by



reason of their petition of intervention, that defendant go hence without

day, and that judginent ie hereby rendered on said petition of intervention

for the defendant and that it recover {ts costs herein sxpended in connection

with sald petition of intervention.

e Z Ay, b~

, 8y ;19 P el

A ; el

/& b ¥ ;f b

5/
Judge

United Stated District Court

Ny
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TN THR UNTTED STATES DUSTHIIT JOURT

WITHIN AND FOR THE NORTHEAN DTSTIICT OF OKLANOMA

V. H. KEASLAR,

Plaintirf,
el b

Vs, Ho. 3527 ey e
S i

W. . HOSSTING, IR,

Dafendant,
RICT ORI = LR L A

Db Disteler Coatd

JUDOMENT

»
o 4 . " , ' :
dow en this ¢ F -7 day of ¥ebruary, 1955, thls cause comes on for hwaring

in its regnlarc ordar having heen duly set for trial, Plaintiff and Defendant
appearad in pernon and by their counsel and said cause proceeded to triai.
Agtor opening statenents of counsel and the submission of evidence, witnesses

sworn and examined in open court, the court finds the issues in favor of the

Plaintift and fixes the amount of his recovery at §_oYJs .o .
/
§T IS THEREFORE, ORIERGD, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the court that Plaintiff

8 L =
have judgment against Defendant in the sum of § JgJor.c/O ANG for Plain-
7/

tiff's costs herein laid out and expeunded.

L f g dodg
7 /jTFDGE {_”j{ 14

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
FARMER, WOOLSEY, FLIPPO & RATLEY

A torn?fs for Plalnti@?

vobe Ut

o e A S it t e s e oot et e s *
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TN Tivm JNITESD 5T27i8 DISTRICT COURT FOR THL NORTHoAN

DISTRICT OF ORIAHGMA

] * * * #* W %
DANT & RUHSHE L., INC,., a Corporation, )
)
Plaintiff, }
)
-vs- ) No. 3029
)
HOL OWAY MATERIAL & SUPPL ) A
COMPANY, A Corporation, )
) ;
Defendant, ) -

T T

ORDiE CONFIRMING SALE OF REAL ESTATS
AT PRIVATE SALE FREE AND CLEAR OF
TAXAS, LIENS AND ENCUMBRANCES
(Title 28, U, 5. Code, Sec. 2001 b)

At Tulsa, Oklahoma, within the Northern District of Ckiahoma,
on this 28th day of February, 1955, this matier came on for hearing before
the undersigned, Royce H, Savage, United States District Judge, on the
Return of the Receiver, and Application for Confirmation of sale of Really
of Holloway Material & Supply Company, a Corporation, Defendani, at Privace
Sale, Free and Glear of Taxes, tiens and Encumbrances, sold pursuant to
the nrovisioas of Title 28, U, &. Code, Sec, 200! {b}, and the Grder of this
Court antherizing same, dated February ist, 1955, The Receiver, i,
t.awton Bragg, appeared in person and by his Attorney, Irvine . Ungerwman,
and D, H. Welch, app-ared in person; no other persons or claimants appeaved,

Thereupon the Court examined the {iles and the Receiver's
Keturn and report of Sale and finds that the foilowing described property:

l.ots Three {3}, Four {4), Five (5} and Six {3)

Block Twelve {12), Hodge Addition to the City

of Tulsa, Tulsa County, Uklahoma,
pursuant to Urder of this Court dated February lst, 1955, authoriaing same
and in the manner therein provided was ofiered for sale by the Receiver at
Privag  Sualc upon written bids, without warranty, but free and clear of all
taxes, liens and encumbrances; that as a result thereof the Receiver received

2 bid from Iy. H. Welch, Tulsa, OUklahoma in the sum of $46, 500,00 for said

wroperty, accompanicd by a Cashier's Check as by law provided in thoe surm of

Mo

L U

e e gt s et o - — .



id% of the bid price; that said bid was the highest, best and only bid which the
Hecelver was able to obtain, and was duly returned fo the Court.

Thz Cour: further finds that pursaant to the Order appointing
T. G. Graot, Kenneth Crouch and Ben . Kirkpatrick appraisers, said
appraisers culy made an appraisal of said premises and filed herein their
appraisal showing said premisees to be of the appraised value of $55, 000, 00,

The Cour: further finds that in accordance with the Statutes and
the Crder of this Court entered herein on February 15th, 1955, hearing of the
Receiver's Feture of Sale and Application for Confirmation was by the Court
aet for Febraary 28th, 1955 at 9:30 o'clock A. M. ; that the Receiver duly gave
notice of said hearving together with notice that in the absence of objections
thereto the kid in the surm of $46, 500, 00 for the sale of said premises would
be accepted and private sale confirmed by the Court unless a bona fide offer
in writing, offering at least a 10 pev cent increase over said bid of $46,500, 00
accompanied by a Cashier's Check in the amount of 10% of the said bid was
received by “he Receiver prior to the date of Hearing or made in open Court
at the time of said Hearing, to all of the creditors, mortgagees, lien claim-
ants and governmental agencies named and get forth in said Order of February
15th, 1955, by mailing to each of said parties a true copy of said Order via
Registered United States Mail, Return Receipt Reguested, postage prepaid,
to the addresses therein set forth 10 days prior to February 28th, 1955; that
additionatly due and lega. notice of sald hearing and as above set forth was
given b Publication for 10 days prior to said hearing in the Tulsa Daily iegal
News, as shown by Praeof of said Publication on file herein; and that due and
proper notice has in all respects been had.

Thereupnn the Court proceeded to examine the bidmade by said
D, H. Welch, and finds that it is in proper form; that said bid is more than
2/3rds of the appraised value of the said premises, that said bid is fair and
reasonable aad that it is to best interest of this estat and 2ll parties concerned
that the bid ke accepted by the Receiver and sale be approved and confirmed
by this Ceurt and said property sold free and clear of taxes, liens and en-
cumbrances, and there bzing no objection thersto, no adverse interest being

iy
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sresent the Court finds that the fteceiver's application to confirm should be
sustained and gnid sale confirmed and avproved.

IT fn, THEREFORE, ORDERED AND DiCREED;

t. That the Receiver, E. Lawton Bragg, accept the bid of
D, H. Wetch in the sum of $46,500.00, {for the purchase of the lollowing
described premisea, to-wit:

Lots Three (3}, Four (4), Five (3) and Six (6)

Block Twelve (12), Hodge Addition to the City

of "Tulsa, Tulsa County, Uklahoma
for said prernises, without warranty, but Free and Clear of all liens, taxes
and encumbrances, except ad valorem taxes for the year 1955, and that the
sale of said premises to D. H, Welch, be and the same is hereby confirmed,
upon receipt by the Receiver of the balance of the said purchase price.

Z. That the Receiver be and he is hereby directed, upon receipt
of the full purchase price, to convey by proper Receiver's Deed to said D. H,
Welch, the titie of the Receiver to said premises, without warranty of title by
the Receiver, and as is, but free and clear of all taxes, liens, costs of ad-
ministration, creditor's claims or encumbrances, including ad valorem taxas
to and including the year 1954,

3, The Receiver is furthier directed to hold and keep the pro-
ceceds derived from said sale segregated, scparate and distinet, and said pro -
ceeds held by the Receiver shail stand in the place and stead of said real
property, and subject only to the payment of fees, costs and expenses involved
in congummating said sale are hereby impressed with the liens of mortgages,
taxes, tax liens, judgmont liens and other liens or lien claims which had
affixed to said real premises prior to February 1st, 1955 and prior to the
Qurder of this Court anthorizing said sale, excepting only ad valorem taxes for
the year 1955 which lien, if any, shall follow the land.

4, That upon transfer of said liens to the proceeds of sale,
the Heceiver shali apply for and subsequently osbtain proper order of this Court
as to prierity of liens and as to liens attaching to said funds and for payment
and distrikution of said proceeds, and upan distribution thercof shall requis

and obtain frown all parties receiving paymen: proper releases of mortgage,

- {
“o U
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judgment, lien or claim {rown said real property and from the proceeds

thereof to which the lien now attaches.
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Pigptings of Tact ag w0 legws {1) to
{5), inclusive, stipalsted epd agrosd
e and form of Julgomat guuwoved this
- 16th "m of Fﬁbm, ]%5-

ROER & PO

By [slMa.B.Gresn
PRSI, WOOLIRE, TLIVAC & BARLEY

v /s/ Robert J. Weolsey

Attorwmene oy Lo Vlaingifls and ¢o
AAA LG Lo Delondan | Joith Cenboweting
Corporation,

Findings ¢f fwct ow Lo tamees (L) o
(&), imelueive, stipulated aol agrood
1o and Form o Nfloment spaproved Ghile
u2oth | dwy of Popeonry, L55.

/s/ Wm. J. Zenan
T .

Eitocrmy for Lo Defesdant, Pllips
PLpa Line Compeuy .

Fipdivgs of fact ox su loses (1) to

{k), ivolustve, stijulated and sgroed

to and Fore of Adgemrt oporowd thic
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UNITED STATES DISTRICY COURT FOR THE
KORTHERN DISTRICT OF ONLAHOMA

United States of America,
Plaintify,

v, ¥o. 3590 CIVIL
The Coote Apnrtmentz, Inc., & corporation;
Public pervice Company of Oklehomm, a corp-
oration; Southwestern Bell Telephone Company,
4 corporation; City of Tulsa, Oklahoma, &
vunicipal corporation; Murray R. Womble Come
pany, & partoership, and E. B. Bruner,

FILED

Defendante.

£

g Ub G ¥ E KB T
NOV, on this 18th day of Februsry, 1955, the sbove entitled matter

coming enn for hearing pursuant to regulsr aassignment, the plaintiff, United
States of America, appearing by B. Hayden Crawford, United States Attorney for
tiie Northern Bistrict of Oklehoms, the defendsnt, The Coots Apmrtments, Inc.,
8 corporation, appearing by its attormey, Primus C. Wede, the defendant, Hurrey
K. Womble Company, & partaership, eppearing by ita sttornsy, Villard Martin,
Jr., and the defendant, E. B. Bruner, felling to appesr either ln perscn or by
hig attorney, it is found by the court thet this is a sult upon & promiescry
note and for foreclosure of & mortgage upoh resl estate securing the note,
vhich resl estate is located in the County of Tulsa, State of Oklshomm, within
the Nerthern Judiclal District of Oklehams, and for foreclosure of a chattel
mortgage exscuted s additiomal security for such promissory note, the items
coverad by the chattel mortgege alsc being located in the City of Tulsa, State
of Oiklshcms, within the Korthern Judicial District of Oklahoma.

It is Parther found by the court that upon the motion of the plain-
tiff, United Jtatec of Americs, this action hes been dimaissed without preju-
dice as to the defendants, Public Service Company of Oklahoma, & corporation,
Southwestern Bell Telephone Campany, & corporation, end the City of Tulsa, a
municipal corporation.

It s Turther found by the court thet the defendant, The Coots
Apartmenta, Inc., a corporation, hes filed ap snswer to the complaint herein
in which 1t ailnite the execution of the sote ond mortgege sued upon and thet
i1t becmme in defauli on Apxdil 1, 1954 wad that there is a balance due on the
note, the exnot amcunt of such balance belry uokmown to the defendant, The

Coote Apartmerts, Tac., a corporatic.



The court further finds thet the deiendent, Murray H. Wemble Company ,
e partnershlp, has filed its answer 1o the complaint herein, aimitting all
allegations of such complaint, except the aliegation that plaintifif's lien on
e resl eatate coverad vy the moritgage is superior to the llen of the defendant,
Murray K. Wosble Company, a partnership, aoé that this defendant bas also filed
a ¢ross-claln against the defendent, The Covts Apartments, Ine., e corporation,
io recover the sus of $2,076.23, together with luterest, costs end attorney's
fees and allzaging that such amounts are due it beceuse of & Judgmeni cbtained
in the District Court in and for Tulse County, #tate of Oklahomae, on September
1k, 1954 and slleging that such judgment is o valid lien on the real property
involved herein and superior to the ilens of all other parties to this sction.

Thie court further finds that due and legal personmi service of
susscns bes heen made upon the defendant, X. B. Bruner, in this state requiring
that he answer the complsint filed herein in not more than twenty (20) deys
after the date of service of summons, September 10, 1954, aud that the defendant,
E. B. Bruner, haa falled to answer the complsint or to otherwlse plead herein
or to appear et the hesring and he ls, therefore, wholly in default end the
defendant, E. B. Bruner, is thereupon adjudged to be in defeault.

Avd the plalntlff having introduced the testimany of witnesses eworn
in open court, togwther with the note and mortgage sued on herein and the courd
being fully advised, finds that on July 18, 1950, the defendant, 'The Coots
Apariments, Inc., # corporation, executed and delivared a mortgage note to
Manufscturers Trust. Ccapany, & corporation, in the primcipal sum of $203,k50.00,
bearing lnterest al. the rate of Uf per annum and being due snd paysble Ln monthly
installments. Subsequently, this morigege wote wes duly assigned by Mamufactur
ers Trust Campeny, & corporation, to Norman P. Mason, Weshington, D.C., ea scting
Federal Housing Conmissloner, his successors and assigng, snd since such aasign-
ment by endordement of the mortgege mote the Federal Housing Administrator has
been the ovmer gnd holder of this note; on July 18, 1950, for the purpose of
securing payment of the note, the defenimnt, The Coots Apartments, Inc., a
corporation, {id execute snd deliver to Manutsctuers Trust Company, a COrpore-
tion, a real ¢steie mortgege covering the Tollowing described property, to~wht:

ALl of Lovs Une (1), Two (2}, Three (3), Four (L), Wive

(5), and Eighteen (18), Kineteen (15), Twemty {20 s Twen-

ty-one (21) and Pwenty-two {(22), Block 8ix {6), Coots

Additien to the City of Tulss, County of Tulss, Stete of
Uklahoma, accordlng to the Hecorded Plat thereof,

e o s A R
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together with all flitures, goods and chattels and articles of personal props
erty owned by The Coots Apartments, Inc., & corporsation, es are more partlcu-
larly descriked in the real estate mortgege recorded in Book €113, at pages
187-160 of the office of the County Clern for Tulss County, Cltlahoms; ok July
23, 1951, The Coots Apertments, Inc., a corporation, mortgagor, amd Hamufactur-
ers Trus: Conpany, mortgagee, entered intu s wodificetion sgreewent modlifying
the terms of the aforementioned wortgege with respect to the payment of the
balance of the principal ae shown by the modification agreement recorded in
Book 2u63, at pages 49B-500 of the office of the County Clerk for Tulea County,
Oklahome; on Juns 1, 1954, Manufacturers Trust Company, a corporeticn, assigned
this mortgage to Norman P. Hason, as scting Federal Houslag Coumissioner,
Washington, D.C., his successors ami sssigne, in exchange Iror debenture es
provided in the Rationel dousing Act, which assignment was duly recorded in
Book 24657, pages T9-80 of the office of the County Clerk for Tulsa Couaty,
Okluhoma.

The cowrt further finds that on October 3, 1951, the defendant, The
Coots Apartments, Inc., 8 corporation, to further secure the payment of the
indebtedrness represented by the mortgage note aforementioned, excecuted in favor
of Mamufecturers Truat Company, & corporation, its chattel moutgage covering
certain eesily removable real estate ltems located in The Coots Apartments,
Inc., & corporation, buildings of Tulsa, Oklahous, 8B more pavticularly des-
cribed in the chattel mortgege and Exhiblt 4" etteched theretc illed as Chattel
Ho. 11988k cn October 3, 1651 in the office of the County Clerk for Tulsa
County, Okleh:ma; ¢n June 1, 1954, Marmfacturers Trust Cumpany, a corporation,
sesigned this chattel wortgage to Norman P. Mason, ae acting Federal Housing
Commisaloner, HWashington, D.C., his successors snd assigns, vhich ssslgnment
wes duly filed in the office of the County Clerk for Tulas County, Oklabhcme
on June 3, 19k as No. 320633.

The court further finde thei the defendant, The Coots Apartments,
Inc., & corporation, falled to meei the monthiy installment due under the wmort-
gagas end mortgage note on April 1, 1554 and ii becams in defanlt snd that
there is due iromw the defendant, The Coota Apartments, Inc., & corporation, to
the plaintifr, United Steties of Ameries, on the note and mortgages the gum of
$195,104. 3¢ 2o unpaid principel on the note and the euwnm of §7,548.76 as interest
at W% per emnam fron March 1, 1954 watil the date of this Judgment, February 18,

1955, together with the costs of this action,

e e
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Tie court further finds that all of the allegations and sverments
in the complaint of the pleintiff are true, except the allegations and aver=
ments in reepect to the interests of the defendants, Public Service Compeny,
8 curporatics, Jeuthwestern Bell Telephone Company, & corporation, and the
City of Tulsa, a munleipal corporation, snd the court makes no Tinding with
respect to the sllegations and svermente s Lo these defendants in view of
the disdesal without prejudice as to such defendants.

The couwrt further finds that the plaintiff hes a first mnd prior
lien on the real estate and premises described in i%s compleint by virtue
of ite real sstete mwortgage es executed for the payment of such indebtedness,
interesi and cogts, which property ie described as follows, to-wit:

ALl of Iots One (1), Two (2), Taree (3), Four {4},

Five {5), end Eighteen (18), Nineteen {(19) Twenty

{20), Tventy-one (21) and Twenty-two {22), Block

Six (6), Coots Addition to the City of Tules,

Coanty of Tulss, State of Oklshome, secording to

the Recorded Plat therepf,
and the court finds, after hearing srguuent of counsel, that the lien of the
defenﬁnat/cn:ss-claimt, Murray R. Womble, s pactnershiyp, le subasequent,
secondary amwi inferior to the mortgage lien of the plaintiff, United States
of America.

Thv: court further finds that the real estate mortgage contsins the
vords “apprel.sement walved“ and thet, in sddition, the detendant, The Coots
Apartments, Inc., & corporation, has elected to walve sppraisement.

17 1:., THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the court thet
the plaintifi’ have aund recover of end from the defendant, The Coots Aport-
wents, Luc., a corporation, the sum oi $202,653.08, with interest on the
prineipal sun of $195,10k.32 at the rate of 6% from this date, together with
the coets of this actlon acerued and accruing.

IT 15 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the court that the
defendant/cross-claimant, Murray K. Wouble Company, s partnership, have and
recover fros the defendant, The Coots Apartaents, Inc., & serporation, the
sum of $2,633.72, vith interest on the principal sum of $2,076.23 at the rate
of 6 from this date, together with the coste of this sction acorued and

ageruing.

.



IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGEL AND DECRRED by the court thet in
the eveni defendunt, The Coots Apariments, Inc., & corporation, fails for
six (6) wonths from the date of the entry of this Judgment to pay the sum of
§802,653.03, with interest and the costs of this action as aforesaid to the
plaintiff, that en order of sale shall issue to the United States Marshal for
the Northern District of Oklahome commanding him to sdvertise and sell accorde
ing to law, without appreisement, the lands and tenements described in the
mortgage, to-wit:
ALl of Lots One (1}, Two (2), Three (3), Four {4),
Five (5), and Eighteen (18), Nineteen (19), Twenty
(20), Twenty~one (21) and Twventy-two {£2), Bloock
8ix {6}, Coots Addition to the City of Tules,
County of Fulsa, Btete of Oklahcme, sccording to
the Recorded Plat thereof,
together with all fixtures, goods and chettels and articles of personal prop-
erty owned ty The Coots Apartments, Inc., & corporation, as are more partieu-
larly described in the mortgage recorded in Book 2113, at pages 187-190 of the
office of the County Clerk for Tulse County, Oklshoma, and in the chattel mort-
gage filed as Chattel Fo. 119804 in the office of the County Clerk of Tuisa
County, Oklahous, and to spply the proceeds arising fram the sele ms follows:
i. In payment of the costs of the eele and of this action;
2. In payment of any unpatd texes duoe;
3. In peyment to the plaintiff the sum of §202,653.08,
with intereei on the principal mum of $195,104.23 at
the rete of &% from thip date;
4. In payment to the defendant/cross-claiment, Murray A.
Womble Compeny, a partnership, the sam of $2,633.72,
with interest on the principal sum of $2,076.23 at the
rate of 6% from this date, together with the costs of
this action, accrued and acceruing;

5« 'The residue, if any, to be paid to the clerk of this
court to awalt the further order of this court.

If the amount derived frow the sale iz insufficient to satisfy the judgment,
interest and costs, execution may issue agailnst the defendsnt, The Coote
Apertmenis, Inc., u corporation, for the remainder unpaid.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by this court that from
and sfter the sale of such real property ubdey and by virtue of this judgment
end detree, the defendants and ench of them and all perecns cleinming under them
or either of <hem since the Tiling of the couplaint herein, be and they are
forever berred and foreclosed of eng from eny and every lien, right, title,

interest, estote or equity 1 and to or upon the real estate or any part thereof.

Y
U5, DISTRICT ANIE
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APPROVEL.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

/) .
2. Heydeq Cravford
United dtates Attorney

THE CQ_O\’J?S APARTMENTS, INC., A COAPORATION

I
By \oneww (B Zprade

Primus G. wWede, Atcorney for

The Coots Apsa-tments, Inc., a corporation

MURRAY R. WOMBLE COMPANY, A PARTNERSHIP
By _Martin, Logan, Fionsy & Moyers

By %%‘}%4 & )
i Mertin, Jr., Attorneys for

Murrey R. Wombile Company, a Partnership

T [ m———
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IN THC UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

* » ® % #

F. PAUL THIEMAN, JR,, As Trustee in
Bankruptcy of the Estate of WAYNE O,
KILGORE, A Sole Trader, doling business as
PEOPLES I'URNITURE MART, A Bankrupt,

Plaintiff,

No. 3614 - Civil

-V E -

THE FIRST NATIODNAL BANK OF NOWATA,
OKLAHOMA, A Banking Corporation,

Defendant.

T

“ q.
LT AT
% [Aa

JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

Now on this /ﬁzﬂr day of March, 1955, the above styled and
numbered action came on for trial before the undersigned United States
District Judge for the Northern District of Oklahoma, the plaintiff appearing
in person and by his attorney, Irvine E. Ungerman, and the defendant appear-
ing by its attorney, John F. Pendleton, and the Court after hearing the
teatimony of a witness for and on behalf of the plaintiff, and no evidence
being offered by the defendant finds that The First National Bank of Nowata,
Oklahoma, defendant herein, did issue a certain Cashier's Check Mumbered
43723 to Wayne O, Kilpore, the above named Bankrupt, in the sum of
$1, 100,00 an the 14th day of December, 1953, and on the same date the said
defendant did cause to be issued ite Cashier's Check Numbered 43724 to the
said Wayne O. Kilgore, the Bankrupt herein, in the sum of §770.07, and that
the said funde represented by the said Cashier's Checks are funds properly
belonging to the Fankrupt's estate herein, represented by the plaintiff herein,

and that the defendant herein be required to pay the proceeds of the said

e
2%}
[
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checke to the plaintiff herein.

IT 1S, THERPEFQORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED
BY THIS COURT that the plaintiff have and recover judgment of and as
againet the defendant herein for the total sum of $1, 870.07; for all of which
let execution issue herein; the cost of the action to be taxed as against the

plaintiff herein.

15) Krpr H e sge

United Stgtes Dietrict Judge

APPROVED:

s

Atio

0Aﬂtt5rne:y?or Defendant
P

a S et

i-’i;“nay for Plaintief




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURY FOR THE
NOITHERN DISTIICT OF OKLAHOMA,

et . it « et AR SRR < WA s T e Bl LA 28— SR e

K. S, A0eM:, 3
}
Plaiariff, )
3 CIVIL ACTION
3 ) No w78
H
}
Col. HOYT, 1
)
)

Defendant.

ey on thils ../‘!f:_!m dry of Macah, 1955, this matter anving
comn aon hafo o tun Court or Pla ntifé's Motion to Aemand Action to 1o
Dlgtr ot Court ~f Hoshingron County, Oklshom:, on Merch 4, t953; Plaiatitf
appaaring by tis attarneys of record and tho Defandant appenr ng by his
sttornays of ~ocord, and Tha Gourt, having heard argument of counsel and
being fully zdvised in the preaises, finds et said Mut-on s wuld be
sugtatngd,

IT 18, THEUFOD, OWERLD, ADJUDGES, AH) DECRTED WY THED SOURT
that Plafot #1%6 Mot on o Temand this ceuse of action to e Disieflct

Court of Washington County, Olahoms, ba, aod the samo Derehy 1o, sustatnaed,

Jtrdqa*!f;; the Untted Stnigs
T oavriot Coprd for he Nortoarn
Distr of of Dhlshom.

0.K,

gé:/ /'V'/rttmwub /{kdw

......... o i e b bt A Al AP

Mfornws for Pl amhff

La/_ﬁa_e%i PN 7" N
A

rm-ys farr Fardart

i kel e e ¢ e et b et bR+ ' B




Ackrcwlodgngnt i6 made of the service of The above Order

and a copy vherest lu acknowledged ¥'.is _. . day of March, 1953,

'—Efﬂ::wrmv for Defendant ‘
Ackncw ledginent is mode of the service of the above Order

and a3 copy theoresf s acknowledged this .. dey of March, 1955,

1 A 818 AV 4o M P A A AR % i A R S 1 g

trorney for Defendant




- THE EQUITY MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY,

© MIDWEST WHOLLSALE COMPAWY, et al.,

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

Plaintiff,

¥5.
No, 3625 (Civii

Defendants.

ECREER

The sbove-entitled matter having come on for trial on the 1Tth
day of Februcry, 13595, and all parties appearing and having announced ready
for trial, ard the court baving heard the evidence and argureni of counsel,
and beingz fwlly advised;

IT %5, THEREFORE, CRDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the court that
the plaintiff, The Equity Mutual Insurance Company, be required to defend
Midwest Wholesale Qompany, a co-partnership consisting of Edward J. Trainor
and Florence I,. Spreenm, and H. E. Spreen, in Cause No. 88525, pending in

the District Court of Tulsa County, Stete of Oklsghoma, wherein Charles

1 Ryburn, a miror, sulng by Leon Ryburn, father and next friend, is plaintiff,

and David Shcemaker, Midwest Wholesale Company, & co-partnership consisting
of Fdward J. Trainor, E. E. Spreen, snd Florence L. Spreen, and Hubert
Green are defendants, and that the Equity Mutual Insurance Compeny shall
pay any judegnent rendereé therein which does not exceed the policy limits
of the policy herein concerned.

TT 1S FURTHER ORDERED that the costs of this action shall be
assessed against plaintiff, The Equity Mutusl Insurance Company.

Dated this lng?_day of March, 1955.

By L;ﬁéﬁyam. A g

United Syﬁkes Digtrict Judge

Y
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APPROVED AS 70 FORM:

R A T
tttorneys for Plaintiff

. PRI . ’
e, el AR B,/
i Attorpeys for Defendants, Charles Ryburn
i nnd Leon Ryburn.

C S R M. P/
i AtEor(eys for Defendanfs, Midwest Wholesale

i, Company, et aul.
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UNITED STATES RISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of Americs,

)
}
Plaintifr, ;
vs, ) Civil No, 3667
)
)
Shep Woodfork, Linda Woodfork, ) o
Virgil L. Love, ind Lillie Mae Love, g $} i iﬂ k; i}
Defendants, )

JUDGMENT

i

On thie __L:i:i: day of March 1955, the asbove=entitled action coming
on for hearing, the plaintiff, appearing by Robert S. Rizley, Assistant United
Btates Attorney, for tne Northern Distriet of Oklahoma, and the defendants ap-
pearing not, and the Court having heard the evidence of the plaintiff and heving
examined the file, finds that the defendants were duly served with summons herein
more than twenty (20) days prior to thie date, and having failed to appear or
ansWer are and should be adjudged in default,

The Court fwrther finds that all the allegations of plaintiff's come
plaint are true; that on Janmuary 23, 1951, for g valuable consideration and in
acoordance with provisions of the Federal Housing Administration Act, the de-
fandants did execute a written promissory note in the sum of $495.22 to the
National Terndting and Fleorbracing Company; that on August 19, 1952, for a
valuable conslderation and in acgordance with provisions of the Federal Houging
Administraticn Act, the defendants did sxecute a written promigsory note in {ge
sum of $1,528.08 .0 All=State Home Improvement Company; that the defendants dee
faulted in the payment on each of the notes, and in accordence with the provisions
of the Federal Housing Adminigtration Act, the notes were assigned to this plain-
tiff; that there is now dug and owing upon the first note the sum of $28L,51, plus
intersst at tie rite of six per cent (6%) per annum from February 1, 1952; that
there is now due snd owing upon the second note the sum of $900.60, plus interest
at the rate ol six per cent (6%) per annum from November 1, 1953,

The Court further finds that the plaintiff has filed herein an affie
davit stating that none of the defendants is in the wilitary service, or an

infant, or an tncowpctent, wiich is found to be troe,.

aka)
Lars

B e e



The Court further finds that the notes were given lor the purpose
of paying for peimanent improvements on property located at 2052 Bast Woodrow
Plsce, Tulsa, Oklahoma, more particularly described as:

Lot 1, Block B, Coots Second Amended Addition to the City
of Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma,

and that by reason thereof is subject to execution and sale for the colleotion
of the Judgment,

THEREF(RE, IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREZD by the Court that
this plaintilf hive Judgment against the defendants, Shep Woodfork, Linda
Woodfork, Virgil L. Love, and Lillie Mae Love, for the sum of $28hL.5l, plus
interest at the rate of six per cent (6%) per annum from February 1, 1952,
until paid in full, and for the further mum of $900,60, plus interest at the
rate of gix per cent (68) per annum from November 1, 1953, until paid in full,
and for its costs, and for further judgment directing the levying of exscution

upon the above~described premises.

ﬁ@f}ﬂb /\/Qd/a»v-ﬁ%»

Unitqu States District/Uudpe
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IN 'THL UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FORt
THE NCRTHER® DIGTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

W, G, Damzon, J
Plainwiff, }
¥

v, } Civil No. 3559
)
CLYDE BRGWN, )
pefendant., )

JUDGRENT

Co this 16th day of Harch, 1955, this cause cuwme on for
hearing. Plaintiff appeared by his attorney, Floyd L. Rheam,
and the defendant appeared in person and by his attorney, James
CG. Ellison, and both parties haviog snnounced ready lor trial, a
Jary ts waived, and the case Ly agrecrenti Is tried to the Court.

The defendant in open court confessed judgmeunt ia favor of
the plaintifi, admitted that the plalatiff was the vwaer of and
entitled Lo the possession 0f 79 heed of catile involved in this
action and stated to the Court that he, the defendant, had dis-
rosed of said cattle and could not deliver the possession thereof
to the plezintift and agreed in opeu court that the value of said
catile wae $3,Y30¢.00., Plaintiff stated in open court that he
had received the suw of Seveu Hundred aninetly three B 18/100
Dollars ($793.1B} and that the defendant was eniitled to credit
for said asmount,znd the defendant zgreed that the plaintiff take
Judgment for the sum of Two Thousand Four humdred Forty Five &
82/100 Dollars (%2445.82), wsnd the costs of thie asetion.

IT IS HERERY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that plaintiff
recover of daeflzndant the sum of Twe Thousand Four Hundred Forty
Pive & B2/100 Dollars ($2445,82), snd the costs of this action,
and that plaintiff have oxecutiocn therefore. The plaintiff und the
surety on his Replevin Bond are releaged from any and all liabilitsj

tc be hercinaiter incurred, 1o/ T pyon o ettt v
7 JUDGE 7




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NOCRTHERN DISTRICT

OF OKLAHOMA

JOHMN L. TITTERINGTON, Plaintiff
vs

STEGER PRODUCTS MANUFACTURING

I
{
k
3
I
I
I
CORPORATION, efendant |

CRDER. OF DISMISSAL

NO. 3613

On motion of plaintiff to dismiss the above cause with prejudice, it

appearing to the court that said cause has been fully settled and compromised

by the parties,

IT IS HERIEBY BY THE COURT ORDEREID that said cause be and the

same i8 hereby dismissed with prejudice to a future action.

’S7 //))?,w W%jév-;—ggz
( /; Judge.

c
0. K.

Attorney fpr Flaintiff
O. K. L A

Attorney for Defendant

i Ml sl e & e i e 1



IN THE UNTTED STATED DISTRICT COURT I AND FOR UL CCRTHERN DISTRICT 00 CKLATOMA

JANMES HE'RY TAMAGUCT ) LULMER LARGOTON,
aid QUINTON ROCBEVELT LANGSTON, a partnership
2fo/n THNRY LAMGETCL ¢ SONS PRODUCE B

e e e e

Plaintifis,

Ho. 352

-vg-

GEORGE ANDETW, NICHOTAS C. ANDRFW,
CHRISTINA ANDREW, JOIN 5. ANDREW,

and TOUIS G, ANDREW, individually end
as co-partners, 4/o/a INCIALGE FRODUCE
CCMPARY .

R L L VS NS NS I RN S
3

Defendants.

ORDER GRANTING LEAVE TO DISMISg

This mabtter came on for hearing on plaintiffe’ Appliceticn for Leave to
Dismiss cn this 1oth dey o March, 195%, at which time it wes shown by the plaine
tilfs that all ceuses Liave veen settled and compromised and thet there sxists
o further issues or facts for destermination betusen the nisintiffa and the de-
fendants in thie action.

BE IT, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, thet the plaintiffs
be and thoy are hevesy selhorized o dismiss their action with prejudice to

Tuture actions wpon bhe peyuent of eccrued cosbs.

/ &5/ C)’ﬂ’ju/ /:/ . C;%Jm @
JUDGE OF/THE UNITED STK-'I‘-ﬁ DISTRICT COURT

BOR U NORTHERN DISTRICT OF QITAHOMA

iF o)
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UNIT o oTa7ed ol JTRCT SUDRY Fo A
WAL LN L IsleilT SF CR
' IRV )
Lefendant ¢
V. { FWo. _30659
IETURIR I NEAS W IR I O s CLENTING GObalh g
Plaintiff { :
AEUSL JUMGET LHTERGD PUASU. UL TC OKLEK ;
Gt i 1wl SoTTOLR K SUMEARY JULGHNT,
A moticn by the defendant above named for summary
judgment in ris favor dismigsing the action, having been
dule brougat on to be hesrd and the Court having made
an order pursuant therseto granting the defendants motion
and the airecting that judgment be entered herein in the
defendant's favor dismissing this sction wlith costs and
disbursemcnts, it is hereby
ORDhod, 6oJLLGEL Adu ¥0.0 LD that the complaint
nersin be ana che same i3 hereby dismissed on the merius
anu that judsment be ana is hereby entered in favor of
defendant, Hrlliburton Cil well Cementing Company anu
against pleintifl, Vernon Vogel and that the defendant
have and recaver ais eosts from thes plsiatifi.
Lated ‘hisz tue ___/é 4 day of ___{{’{wv s 19nh.
5/ ()Wyw . Jmﬂ_
Uﬂitou pnies Jluthrt Judge.
Q72
T

+ e et 1 e oot At
e e ——————————
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IN THL UNITED STATES DISTHICT CUURT FOR THE
NOATHERN DISTRICT ¥ CiLAHUMA

AVEZADA CETROLEUM CUR FURATION, }
A Corporatio, )
)
Plaintitt, )
)
ve, }ooWo, 385 Civil
)
JCAN . BURLING, )
) _
Defenaant, ) R

JUDGHENT

i'ursuant to the findings of fact and conclusions of law heretofore
gigned and filed by the court,

ITI: CRUERED, ADJUDGED AND U CRESD that plainitiff take
hotilog and that the defendant have judg.uent for his costs herein expended,

g7, .
Dated this /72 day of - dee s, 1055,

Pire g Voo 8 lehtn £
, "L 5. District Judge'




I# TiE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, #0R TWE

HOATHFRN DISTRICGT OF NELAIITMA,

Standard Hagnesium Corporatlon,

a esrporstion, Fiaintifr,
V8.
Mo J, Trrse Hroufacturing Company, Civil #detion

a2 cornoretion, Pipe line Anode

Lorooration, a corporation, D. .

Curran, Yale ¥, 1! tierington,

dartley <, Tavis, Hugh A, Brady,

frank T, Helulty anJ Richard ¥,

Lussar, Iefendants,

Ho, TEOEC,

ot e S N e e e e

N S et Mt

STIPULATINN FOR DISEISSAL YITH PREEJUDICH ™ +F '

T4, is stipulated betwnen the parties herste that the
anve couge shall be diemissed with prejudice to the filing of
any subsequent action. This dismlagal ghall be at Maintiff's

coat,

- 2 ; . -
- 2'4‘“ T e r”,ﬁ - S .r-"‘“:ﬂ/;?/“'#f-»w (I,;,*;"‘VL.._

/ ., .'.,z‘./.
l(‘ H
/”_ Sq g{gr Ry ‘L/u Lokl
A “c.tnI“'lga‘LTc for Plaintiff

—"

.
0
!

R b 0
- H O R A ,/
= ﬁ-ﬂd&—f i J" AT é’.-ﬂ‘m(vga&

PEN

: i J.,e-(:é-r-» s b
»‘tyféme*s far Defﬂndnnts

Pursuant to the above gtipulation,
the above cangsz ig dismisged =ith
predudice, this dz?ﬁ day o
Y¥arcn, 1U5E,

/I oo A suraga
Onited Btates Judge Toff the
Nortaern District of “%lahoms,
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COUKT FOR THE
KORTEERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United Stetzs of Ameriea,

Plaintiff,

ve. Ho. 3683 (ivil

13 bags, nore or less, each contalning 25
pounds end 1 begs, more or less, each
conteining 50 pounds of an article lsbeled
in part: (bug) “#%% Prige Teker Fency Short
Patent A1l Purpose Bleached Flour Enviched
Phosphated "; 10 begs, more or less, of
an article labeled in partt (bag) "#e* 1,
Malt ##% 5) Lus. net #"; g cages, more or
less, each containing 2 packages of an arti-
¢le labeled in part: (pkg) "Wet Weipght 1b

Q2. Skinner's De Luxe Enriched Shell Macaroni
#4" and § cases, more or less, each containe
ing 24 packeges of =n article lsbeled in
part: {pkg} *Het seight 14 Oz, Skinner's De
Luxe fnriched Large Elbow Macaront ",

e e e e e e et M ™ M et et o o S St Yat? el s S A

Claiment.

Dk C K I K

On Marchi 2, 1955, & libel of information sgainst the wbove deseribed
article was filed on behalf of the United States of Americs. ‘The iibel
alleged that the erticle proceeded ageingt is an article which was introduced
into interstate ccmmerce in vielation of the Federsl Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act and wes adulterated within the meaning of 21 U.s5.C. 342(a)(3) in that it
consigted wholly or in pert of & filthy substance by reagson of the presence
therein of (Ilour) rodent urine, (flour and walt) rodent exereta, and (mere-
coni) insects, and within the meaning of 342(a)(¥) in thzt it has been hsld
under inganiiery conditions vhereby 1 nas becowe contemineted with filth; It
appearing that process was duly issued hereln and returned sccording to law;
that notlce of the selzure ol the wbove described erticle was given aecording
t¢ lew and tket to persons have appesrcd or interposed a claim before the
return day nemed in sald process. And it further sppearing to the court that
the 13 bags, mere or less, each containiug £ pounds and 51 bags, more or less,
each coplaining 50 pounds of an article lebeled in part: (bag) “##% Prige
Teker Faney Short Patent All Purpese Bleached Plour Enricbed Fhosphated %,
§ cases, more or Less, each containing 24 packages of an article lsbeled in
part: (pkg) "Nei Welght 14 Oz. Skinner's De Luxe Gnriched thell Macaroni Se#
and ) cases, aore or less, esch coabaining 24 packages of an article lsbeled
in part: (phg) “Jet Welght Lh Oz. Skinncets e luxe Pariched Large Xlbow

Mecaroni ' Lay slresdy been progpesly desbroyeds
g




HOW, THEREFORE, on motion of B. Hayden Crawford, United sStates
Attorney r'ar the Northern District of Okishoms, IT IS CHDERED, ADJUDGED
AND DECAEED that the deraults of all persons be Bnd the same are entered
hereln; and

he Court veing fully advised in the premises, it is cn iike motion
further CRDEReL, ADJUDGLED ANU DECKEED thei the 10 bags, wore or less, of
8a article laveied in part: (bag) "#%t I, Malt *¥% 50 Lbs. pet 9 go geilzed
1s adultersted within the meaning of said Act, 21 U.S.C. 342(a)(3) and 342(e)
(), in that it consieted wholly or in part of & filthy subatance by reason
of the presence therein of rodent excrete shd in thet it has been held undar
insanitary conditione whereby it mey have becope contaminated with filth, and
is condenned as forfeited to the United Stetes and the Undted States Mershal
in and for tae Northern District of Oklabhome do forthwith degtroy the same

and make retarn of his action to this Court.

DATED this 22nd dny of March, 1555.

ROYCE H, SAVAGE

.7 5. DIBTRICT JULGE
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IN THE URITED STATES DISTRICT COURT,
FORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

CITY OF TULBA, OKLAHOMA, )
g municipal eorporetion, )
)
Plaintiff, }
)
-Ve- % CIVIL 3459
TUL8A CITY LINES, IRC., a }
Delaware Corporation, } ‘
} ~ Yy
Defendant., ) Fik e
NMAR 2 9 R

NOBLE

Clerk, 43,0 Shsr

DISMIEBESAL

WHIREAS, on the 30th day of September, 1954, said plaintiff by
its attorney, R. K. McGee, and said defendant by its attorney, Trumen Rucker,
appenred and it appearing that the defendant's motion to dissclve the
injunction should be susteined, It is ordered by this Court ithat thie
cause be, and the same hereby is dismissed without prejudice to plaintiff's

right to bring a new action in its behalf.

. -

PR \ g

() e Ny s
Judge of the United Sthtes Diatrict
¢ for the Northern District of
Oklahoma



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICYT COURT

FOR THlk NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OQKLAHCMA

PAUL K. HEEHRWAJEN, )
Flainciff g Civil Action No. 3534
V3., )
)
OWENS - CORNING FIBEFGLAS CORPORATION, FILED
)
befendant. ) MAR - & 1955
WS T TR
JUDGMENT Clerk, b o, skt Louek

Thils action came on to be tried before ithe Court,
and the eviden:ze adduced by the parties having been heard,
and the Court naving made its findings of fact and concliusions
oi" iaw, 1t 1z nereby

ORDEXED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the complaint
herein be and the =zame 13 hereby dismiseed on the merits, with

costs to the defendant.

ROYCE H., SAVAGE
Unlted Stvates District Judge
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I PEF UONITED STATRS DISTALICT COJRT FOR THE
ROdPUERE DISTRICT 27 GEVAHONA

CTRT CETTH

Plaintifs,

I

va., ' 4o, 2671 - Civil.

TRALK LS, 4/b/a Reliabls
Wiping Cloth Conmreny,

et

FILED
feaR 91805

WLy D HOOD
Clevk, J. 200 st Lonrt

—

De fendnntb.
JIDGHRNT

WiERLA S, the defsndsnt herein has heretofors lled a
motion to Alsmlas and bag now attaecned shereto un wii'ldsvit of
Paul i. jiodsson 1n accordence with Fiule 567 of the #iles of
0ivil Procedure, nnd the Court hes apresd to consider sueh
mation rnAd affidavit ar » motion for =zummary juwirwent, and the
Conrt now Tinds thet the defendant Is entitled te » suammary
Judement as a metiter of law,

IT IS IHELIDWAE ARDERED, ADJILOET £ RD DEGHT L0 That the
defendant's motion fPor summary jud-meni be end the seme is hereby
graented, and Lhst the plaintiff neve snd recover ucthing by his

sult,

s/ HOYOS SR

JUDGR

Anproved:

a/ R, oD, iosos
Attorney or plsintifs
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L PHY CTTEIC ATOVRES DISTHICT SOURT WIMIk AND FOR THE
NORTHERY DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

and

STANOLIND OTL PURGHASING 09.,

He Mo KEASLTU and )
MLEGDA A, GwSLER, )
} L
PMaintiffs ) i
¥ g Ro. 3525 tff
Y. F. UORSTING, JR., )
Nefandant, )
)
)
)
)
)

Garaishee,

[OUANAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

How on this 1st day of April, 1955, this cause comes on for ikearing on the
Hotion of the Plalntiffs for entry of judgment for failure to comply with the
previouy judmment of the court and on the amended motion for judgment, Plaintiffs
appeared by .lotert J, Woolser, ons of Plaintiffs® Attorneys, and the Defendant,

W, ¥. Horsting, Jr, appeared by one of his attorneys, Villard Martin, Jr., and the
court having considered aaid Hotion finds that the dDefendant has failed to develop
the drilling program as required by saild judgment and hos falled to re-ugsign to
the Plaintiffs the noneprocducing acreage, the court finds that the noneproducing
acreage consists of 150 rcres and that the Defendant, W, F. Horsting, fr. should
pay Plaintiffs $25.00 per acre or a total sum of $3,750.00,

TT IS THEREFORE JRDERID, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Plaintiffs, W. H. Keagler
and Rebecea A, Keasler, have and recover judgment agalnst the Defendant, W. V.
Horsting, Jr., in the sum of $3,750.00 and for their costs herein laid out and

expendad .

/ﬂf /w AMM A
JUDCE ,.:‘/

ACCEPTED A5 TO rouM:

ﬁtoﬁey for Pls.inﬁf i)

: e, 1 |
ttorney for Defendan:

i

-



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

RUSSELL MAGUIRE,
Plaintif'f,

va. NO. 3538-CIVIL

SOUTH CHESTER TUBE COMPAKRY,
a corporation,

%
|
)
!
3

Defendant. F:‘.‘ ! L' E D
APR - 5 1985
MNOBLE © 300D
JUDGMEDN Clerk, L%, Distrier ot

The Clerk is directed to enter the following judgment in

the above entitled cause:

1. Plaintiff shall take nothing upon his Uomplaint
against the Dafendant and his Complaint is dismissed upon

the merits.

2. Defendant shall have and recover its costs against

the Flaintiff,.

Deted at Tulsa, Oklahomz, this day of April, 1955.

ry, Koo A ?éﬁ%&ﬁn?k=
Upited States Digtrict Judge
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exbibite, ane wo oawbke fluddn s ©i Deet sno gontloslons of low
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Fihadb o 1 5.0

e Lourt gekes the Sollowior Pindln s of oot

i} he Uourt finas ios Jacte oo stdpuisrved Lo hersin
vy Ghy parcles in Lhg written ¢oipude.ien fllem on Lovenbop €,
AwSh, and btoat vhere ds @ diversity of eitdgensndp existing
Lo twgal e canbnddfD ane Lhe celendantg Ip vhls guse which

nwvedvesr  ore han ¢3,000000, exelusive of Interasty una oo

Sy
Cha BOAs weRrl nueg Jurdgdietion ¢ the psrlics and e pubjeet
et i LB SEfeelive frow vedwcher o, 753 wa scu lur i, L¥54&,
kb i lssuwed boe podley Loe L5257 o selwono Lt o Le Hald,

@ Lrug Cupy G Woleh s ELvaehss e axcodbit oo wg pdiinnifiVe

dwant, waie geliey durin saen yorles eriended uotumobile

Liobifloy oover. @& L. Lbe variuus solor vehlodes sporoaed by

g dnsured in oLof LORupation of oo lnourads ceuoriosd in swild

~oliey.

(&) oifeetive Ivew June 1, 1251 o dune 1, 1754, do-

Pthentstin. snsulee Ty dnaesnd vy -0 ono o N COomps fonaea 16

poliey o delerdens sod Ball, .nce, o Lros SURY 9L snlon 1§ ate
ceavw oea Lxblban B oo vhe answer o aet oselly, Lo, s
cuaurerts anivandiny o ond Sngucenoe w0 TARY, SeVEPLRD CHe wOLOT
verdeuler epers Liolis te Lbd bolly siua, w93 il rhoer Por ondre
gl cerblfic. e fron ohe fnosry. o obuosrae o ceolsolon and

Teprr R Lol wGPRURCLLOR wGmah odun s GLhBE W o ailie

cOVien oopnelsg. e sopelies e a8 seaoood AN

AR
o i 9‘7‘



el Benent uvarin hired wovor vebicles «nier proviaed covers
o8 wloam Gl Velbacdes ndred or lessed by bed sell, dne., end

used In 1 .p DuningsSeE s 2 CuBMUT ChLIrler Af Lo Eranc,orbation

Wl fredoti,

ot

i3] oo oeareh 15, 1954, celyndafil . fe a1l By a
wrilten legsse ot operatin | wsreeenl, @ Grus Suoy of whlen 1s

b Eeay ab LEBLOAL A LO Lbe encwer o0 ouletaan i sall,

ARCey ab alborer's Indestilly sbd Lniarenoce wo peny, leaged Lo
cuid bakly dnee, on dntertiidonsd treck for ow trip frer Japulpa,
whlanows Lue canvier, Goelerado, viich lease, amon. o.hur things,
WITUVE #R dn Paraarepl L0

Tow o ww Hedl, nerelunafter terswa the lsssor,
Fereby lesses and dellversg complele sosge
esslon afte cunwrol Lo ded ball, ing., of uhe
following squipment”,

Lhenih fudlows Lac seseripiion of the leased moilcr vehiclep =znd
pruviaed fn o arayraph 5, Lhat:

Tay ke Qurther unsersieocd ans éenread thet
while the foresgoimg equipronl iz ander ihe
wirectivn and eunirol of ced sidldl, anc.e, It
shadd be operated oniy by toe lessor or his
vepreseriatlive vidle n oLue ewploy of e
Bhil, ARG

whic dn bara raph 7 Qurvher provioed Loutd

teed ell, sne., furthur o rees Lo proe
care il.bilivy wne uperty dass,e ahu
Cx ¢ JOOUPRRCE &8 TéoueslGo by law buos
0o wirey thelty or collisuien lnsurance ou
@uul asnl ueBeribed sroved.

{isd wvn caren 1o, 4954, tine siorescdid Inlortuational
SEUCK Bedlon Ine Lo usiGntall e e el ooned goevored by nias polley
winile opers.es in ads bosiness, war: fovolved in oon agceldent on
e e Uiy Geg¥ b LB Sebla weunivy o ol fnioay welol b chmvralat
LI LG Qe dod by welondant L. oo wavorg, resslidsn o din injuries
WO nEaGors Lor o wolen be baetlivtes an osotion in Loe Liste Lige
UL OL wbodth LD TUABRE SURIHLYy A iy wowE bue JY G WUE, Cupe

SRR e e e lPEy wkadmiilly vee owd all, o

o
o




dyom

arper Liuny ow we o a0dly G se e colioUruekln Loavice, Lond

LO¥ Besd) anoeaty celen TUT Ay PEQLVGEY Ol w5 In Lhe

Loial w0 BT GulelA, whien @one Lo omov ponain. .

{(5) cald snvernpationad truek was al tr. time of Lhe
segienl Lessed Lo Lhe delenvsnt wd wll, ince, sncer the
lewse o rvenwhe sforessid, oxhblii o Lo Lae snover o el tall,
“liCey i wao bedn, dariven by uelernvant oy keal inman, wn
Viadg gudneebtlion the dourt finos thut (nnae wes in Lno cangral
einley o ueleausnt s Lo Hull G4 tae tiwe of 1oe aceloent, bus
in Liw sreciol e ploy of defenusnt oo il, inge, fl sueoh Lime,
shL 118 acent ab servant und under i.s doeminion, surarvision
A Guniredy Losl Ab e time of Une secident uelenoant .. i
dadlomn e el of guntrel ever delesdant Loy nekl lnman in
seineehicn with the operstion of suid lesved Lruck. 1 the

Liwe WD Lhe weoioent, o0y feal invan wag aotine within Lhe course

ol adw wiploynent ar & special woployee uwi Led fwli, lne.,
shieh wel sesporsible snd Ifable Jur Nlu neplisent sotiong, i
anyy sivd Lor waden delencunl .o e eld otk no responsibility

L diabill LWae

(v} ne policy of wefendant [psurerts duwiernley snd
ingurance  ooipeny aforesaic wen in foree upen seid Insernailons
al Lruak ot uhe Jlme 0f the eotlosnt, ab. Sovered defendant Led
bull, inge, Lhe gased insueed, in ted oporotion of sugn vehisle
ab gueh tlie, und i da obligpted o defend ohe avoressld cuusie
COLEOL Lws Badb L qud pnyY «<BY  Junohant pondered o.oreln azalnst

cud Gubdy e, withha lts polley Iinius. lvs policy aid not
cover

P hglenannL Y Reab dhman b Conseeilloo wath weeh acclident, snd

it sne mu wbdd cciin o ndae

VD shw govera e ¢! tesw coiley tesued by Linintifl ue

dalendant o e ell sloresald upen sobs onoernsolonsl truek wae




sedpenoed curdn tag purdos of seld leses one 2L Uaw lue O the
ACCRCBAL , wlnd UL DL COVEDR e e hwll OF any ooy Lurson bt
Lo Ldue ol wpa ln onnedtion wath suen aecliueni. ERTAY ] o lak of -

M pelaey nad Lo scegelled omnibuz or perclesive-user glauze

She Wl ol gov oy Lhe driver oy szal lnean under any clrewss

o e

(8) dhe Goure finds vhor pladnadftts ecuplolnt and the

Lipredn

ehala et Torth herein £1 well unsen, anu b roidel

grayes Lor muacala be granted,

zd s aourd finds tn vhe eross elals o defend=

St e e radd wraldnot vne aefendunis e Ul cwaanes osnd Hed

dall, ing., oo indwrorts lnogapicy ano dnewrsuce Goopany, 48
well teran wne ibe relied theresin prauved Uer, adjusiecsing that
ne wae neLw regcoonsible sor ULhe sels of Yhe driver oy desl

Sgmabo a4 boe Bhme ol the weelusni, shuwle be cruanted.

dpon Lhe foregeiay fioncin.s ol gty o o Luurh soekes

sie follovin sonCiusicns of Liwg

Ll vue couwrt has Jurlsoievion of the o tiew and of

vow Bub el o ter

{n] wald dnvernsiioicl Lrecs was &b e viny of Lhe
aeeldens lesser Lo wne aefesusne - ed etly, ane., unocer the lease
Arreeaent afcraseala, LxEIVIS o to oy anawer of Lwd o uuil, inc.,
afis wat pedn o criven by aofendant v ugel Lnmai. in thls
conpedtlor oo Lwa b gonelwdey v Dhewh Wen in Lhp - emeral
woploy wil wleroanb ce oce Saldlonn the some of o soeloent, but
Lo the foeglel cuploy of gelvrusnt ceu Sully .aove, on Su@k Lise,

waa L oo bk ono SePVEDD sAs oniger L. don sdon, o opsrvision




-0

1l e e

Le LI Loe sGGloent aw i

EOG CORLPUGL] el &bouue
cudd dud Lk Caoub 94 CeRLrel ever olspdent Loy cuol Tamn in
gunneebicn wiln ths gpersiica of vald lewsed lPats. 4 the

it GL Lile w0CLiient, Roy heal inrun was acting witbin the gourae
el Wk monloynsst gy o spselal eaploles of oed il JIiCe,

chens, L

Wi O Whi Fespounsible ang L1oble for 5is ne o1l oen.
sy e @fla Foer wideh welendent oo e el oLas ne responslbdlily

r liebiiliy.

o

*

(2) :ne policy of sefencunt insurorts lnueonicy wnd
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SYATES DISTRICT

Min DISTRICT Or

Lawrence Diend,

Flaintitt

Mo . 3hod Divio

VA .
Mnillips Fevroleurn Tumgany, - S T A
s corporation, . S
} ,I\Y_.-;;: R .
Defendant ] HUTHROT R M
ORDEER Mg TR

Lok . N

Mow on this lst day of April, 1955, this matter Calie on
to be heard upon the moticn of the defendant herein to disriss and
upon notice therefor. The parties appeared by their counsel, the
plaintiff being represented py Fred Tiliman, of the firm ot Tillman
+» Tillman, ot Pewhuska, Oklahoma, and the defendant and movant by
Sanders & McElrcy, Tulsa, Oklahoma.

The defendant presented their motlion 1o dismiss in this
matter and the ¢ame was argued to the court Dy the respective parties.
Tnereupon, the plaintiff, Lawrence Dienl, moved the court to dismiss
the cause ot action against the defendant for the reasos and on ths
ground that the same was timely and that tnere hac been o ansasel,
intervention, or otner pleading asking artitmative relier filed in
said cause znd -hat said motion to dismiss was proper and well taken.
The court thereupon authorized the dismissal of tnis case without
prejudice at the cost, it any, of the plaintitff. 1T 15 50 ORDERED.

WITNESS my hand as such Judge of the Northern District of

Ok lahoma thj.s_,_"ﬂ day ot April, 1923,

e by

/{:;vaCA J&/‘4¥

- ™

TUBGE OF THE UNITCD STATES RISTRICT
COURT IN AND FOR THE NORTHERN DIS-
TRICT OF OKLAHOMA.

L 4‘——-&.«-? o
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IR THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF

OKLAHOMA
ROSEMARY JUME YOHD, ))
Plaintiff, g
va ) Case No. 3573
)
AGNES MARY YOHO, und g ——
United States of America
! ) FilLE 0
Defendants., )

APR 1] 1955

\NO’BLE C. HOOD
T UDGHED T Clerk, U. 8, Dhistric: Cour

IT I8 HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREND that AQNES
MARY YOHO is the beneflciary of FNational Service Life Insurance
Policy No. XC50L40G5; that ROSEMARY JUNE YOHO has no interest there-
in, and that the Veterens Administraticn make payment of Agnes Mary
Yoho d the benefits under the above mentioned policy.

Dated as of this 2lat day of Februsry, 1055.

8/ Royce H. Savage
Judge of the Unlted Btates District
Court for the Northerm Diatrict of
Okliehcma.

APFROVED:

18 EPoA R ptiw

Attorney for Plaintiff.

B
[ (plitebes [ieinigy
Atbrney for Defendant.

./ ,
/é‘ )‘jv A{'fb(é/t./ ;_/MML/
United Statyﬁ District Afforney.
o

e
e
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IN TEE UNITEL STATIS DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF

OKLAEOMA
ROSEMARY JUNE YORHO, g
Flainti?f, g
va. )) Case No. 3573
)
AGNES MARY YCHO, and ; .
United Stateg of Anerica
: ) FILED
Pefendants. )

APR ) 955

NOBLE ¢. Hoop
erk, U.S. D el h -y
JUDGMENT fateiet Court

IT I8 HEREBY ORDEWED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that AGNES
MARY YOHOC is the bteneficiary of Natlonal Service Life Insurance
Policy No. XC50L40495; that ROSEMARY JUNE YOHO has no interest there-
in, and thet the Veterans Administretion mwake payment of Agnes Mary
Yocho d the benefits under the above mentioned policy.

Dated ag of this 2lst day of February, 1955.

8/ Royce H. Savage
Judge of the United Btetes District
Court for the Horthern Distrlct of
Cklehoma.

APFROYED:

15 &Pl P dtiis
Attorney for Plaintiff.

15 hacdy T

Atbrney for Dafendent.

S y
1z Qaéﬁmﬂ e
Tnited Btatyé District A{forney.

e revre ke clcah by s < ae — A A B i i
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA.

UNTTED STATES CF AMERICA, 3
!
Plaintiff, )
V5. ; No. 3570 Civil
%
LOUISE BECK, nee FINNELL, )
Chelsea, Oklahoma, )
) = =
Defendent. ) Ll ED
MNOBLE O HOOD
ORDER OF DISMISSAL Clerk, 1.3 Distrier Conrt

Pursuan; to Fule bi{a)(2) of the Pedersl Rules of Civil Procedure
and & Dismiseal Tiled by the United States bttorney for the Horthern Dis-
trict of Cklabomse ir the above styled cause,

I I5 HEREBY OHDERED that the sbowe styled cause be dismissed &3
te sll parties of record.

Dated thls JLth day of April, 1955.

s et et o



IN THE UNITED STATES DETREICT cOounT
FOSTHE NORTHERN DISTICT OF OKLALIIOM A
L, b, S ITTH,
Palntidd,

bo. 8BEG
il ED

ARy UGEG

MNEOYBLE O BOOD
Clevi, L5 Eisivies Cougt

T

Pog d, CROSE MaNUFACTURING

G, BT AT,

iefendants,

Tt et gl N et ot Tt et e et

Nuow onbris %_/fday of March, 180D, the above entltled cause
comtng on régularly to be heard and atfter consideration oo all rhe evi-
dence by the plain iff and ader plaintiff's resting his case, upon de-
cendants’ moti vo disniiss the action because of non-inringemsnt of
patent No, 2,632, 417 in sult by any device manufactured and zold by
2i her o! th: defendanis he=rein, it is hereby ordered and ad udged that
there iz no in ringement of patent Nu. 2, 032, 417 in sull of the devices

insrodoced in evidence and the action e divmissed with cost to e

plaintist.
o /’/We:e s wm%d
U, S./District Judye 74
Date: L
Ry P
i 1 14575
{7

APDPROVED A5 TO FORM:

k-// ( + N e e L

Attor

5@} Plaintiff
Attorney/rl on “Defendant 8




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FCR THE NORTHEHRN
DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

James P. Mitchell, Secretary of Lator,
United States Department of Labor,
Plaintiff,

vs No. 3643-Civil
W. C. Hale and George Stoots, individually _
and as partners d/b?a SHALLOW RUN MINING

COMPANY, F ‘I I:E D

Defendants. ) APR1 8 1955

NOBLE C. HOOD

FINDINGS OF FACT AND JOURNAL ENTRY Clerk, U. 5. District Court

Now this 1lth day of April, 1955, same peing a judicial
day of said Court, this cause comes on for trial on the
plaintiffts petition and the answer of the defendant, W. C.
Hale. The plaintiff and the defendant, W. C. Hale, appear
in person and by their attorneys of record and waivea trial
by jury and announce ready for trial. Thereupon, the attorneys
for the respective parties litigant mede their cpening state-
ments to the Court, witnesses were sworn, and the plaintiff
introduced his testimony and rested. 'Thereupon, the defendant
introduced his testimony and rested and both sices finally
closed. The Court having examined the pieadings and proceedings,
having heard the evidence and being well advised in the premises
finds the facts as follows, towit:

FINDING 1. The Court finds that prior to December 25, 195z,
George Stoots and Harold Yoast were partners engaged in mining
lead and zinc ores on ths Southwest Qiarter of the Northeast
Quarter {(SWi-NE4), Section 23, Township 2% North, Range 23 East
of the Indian Meridian, Ottawa County, Oklahoma, and that said
partnership did, about the first of Dacember, 1952, employ
plaintiff to watch their properties on said lands when they had

high grade ore on the surface of the ground, but not to exceed

e AR AR



one or two nights each week, for whicn they agreed to pay

plaintiff $20.00 per week.

#INDING 2. That on or about December 29, 1952, defendant,
W. C. Hale, pought the undivided one-half interest ol Harold
Yoast in said partnership, and thereafter, down to March 17,
1953, Georze Stoots and W. C. Hale operated said minins property
as partners.

FINDING 3. The Court finds that during the whole periocd of
plaintiffts employment aforesaid, the defendants were engaged in
commerce within the purview and meaning of the Fair labor
Standards Act of Congress.

FINDING 4. The Court finds thav plaintiff watched for the
defendants, Stoots and Hale, down to April 9, 1953, during the
same hours and under the same contra:zt of employment and for the
same wage as that under which piaintifi was employed originally
by George Stoots and Harold Yoast.

FINDING 5. The Court Finds that within a few davs after
December 29, 1952, the defendant, Hale, moved a trailer house
on said mining lease and thereafuer the plaintiff cccupied said
trailer house as a place of residence, and the deferdant, Hale,
furnished said plaintiff gasoline ard propane for use in said
trailer house frow on or about January 1, 1953, to april 9,
13533 that during said period of time the plaintiff accepted
in payment of his services as watchman tne sum of $20.00 per
week without objection and without demanding additional payment
tfor his alleged services as watchman, and that by reason of the
payment to him at the rate of $20.00 per week, and the use of
said trailer house and services, the plaintif: has been paid in
full for his services as watchman for defendants herein, and
that no violaticn of the Fair Labor Standards Act has been
committed by the defendants or elthszr of them.

1T IS THEREFORE ADJUDGED AND DECHEED thas plaintiff's action

. o i+ A A MM it <



be and the same is hereby dismissed and that plaintiff take

nothing by reason thereof.

AZ“VL” ‘1’4“'“*%‘

T Judge ~7
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IN THE JNIIED @A 1I8S DISTRICT GOURY FUR YHE NURTHERN DI WRICT
OF OKLAHOMA

MATILDA NINES,
Plaintifyf,
R 53
Ho. 3508 Civil
FRED JONES COMPANY, ia Oklahoma corp., Fm ! L. E D

LOUIS M., JONES AND REX A WANN, d/b/s
CREEKMORE MOTO® 3ERVICE AND REX 4. WANN,

APR § 91985

NOBLE C. HOOD
URDER GHANTING MUTION FOR SHTRMARY JupgMEMerk. U.S District Court

Defendantea.

The motion of the defendont, Fred Jones
Company, on Gkl: noise sorporavion, foy sanmary Judgnenl pursuant
Lo rule 95 (56-¢) of the Rules of Civil Frocedure, hevlog been
presented, snd Lhe codrt belng fully wdvised,

Phe court flnosy ohat the delendant, Fred
Jones Compaay, on OKlahoms corporsatlion, Ls entiltled To & summary
dudpgment. ag o mobiber ul law.

IT IS THEREFCORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND
DECREEDL thst the delendant's motion lor summsry Juadgmon. be,
snd the same hercby 1s granted, thet the plaintifd hove and re-
cover nobhlug by Lwhelr sulb, thot Lhe deflendant, Fred Jones
Compony, an Okizhowma corpeoration, o henece without delay, and
thnt defendint recover its coste g chorges in Lthis bennll ex-

pended snd heve erxeccublon therefor.

kEnter:

-

1 s
Deted this “/“7 Tmdny of April, 1955,

- gt N

ey P A N begre s G
Judme uf'uhc United Craten DIsp@ict
Court: f'cr the Northern Diztrict of

Uklahom:




UWITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR TEE

HORTHERYN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA.

United States cf America, g

Pleintiff, )
VE. ;
Toy M. Pitts g No. 3505 Civil
{Derew, COklahows }

’ Defendent. ) FILED
APR 2 ¢ 1855
o T et NOBLE C. HOOD
ORDER OF PISMISGAL Clerk, UL S Phstrict Court

Pursuant, to Rule 41(a)(2) of the Federal kules oi Civil Procedure
ond a Dismissal filed by Lhe United Stetes Attoraey for the Nortbhern Dis-
trict of Oslshoma in the stove styled cause,

17T IS HEREDY ORDERED that the obove styled cause be dismissed as
to all partles of record.

Dated this 22nd day of April, 1955.

e i ki e i et e = et A A oAb R e



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURY Fuk THE
NOTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHUMA

Naticnal Bark of Tulsa, )
a National Bancing Assooiation, g
Plaintiff, )
)
vs. } Civil No, 3641
)
) e
Earl R. Wiseman, )
Director of Internal fevenus, g F [ L" EE [j
fendant
Defendant, % AQ?;E1Q5J
J. A. Frates, Jr., Receiver, ) . .
) NOBLE C. HOOD
Intervenor., ) Clerk. 1.8, Diswict Court

JUDGHKENT

s

NOW, on this &7 Tday of April 1955, upon trial of this cause

and pursuant to ile Fiudiogs of Fact und Conelusions of Law filed herein,

IT 13 CROERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECHEED that the $5,011.69, now in

possession of plaintiff, be paid over to intervenor.

UHi ted 5 ates tr:Lct Juelge

"’(,/t 2N ’{iiﬂ{‘ i



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CUURT FOR THR
NORTHERN DIDTRICT OF CELAHW AL

Zilbert Mueller, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
VE. } No. 3682 <ivil
)
Willism H, Lawrence, }
)
Defendant, ) £ ! E“.‘.'J Iy

STIPULATION FUR DISMISSAL

it is hereby stipulated and agreed by and between the partles and
their respec:ive counsel of record tnai the above styled and numbered action

may be by tie court dismissed with prejudice.

k/
/f(émm N o

Attorney for Ldamt;/{/\

Attorney for Defendant

IT 15 A 0BY GRDEKED that the above gtyled and numbered action

A
be digmissed with prejudice this’, da of Aoril, 1955,
J £

v . N
deg e N

v ftent Pl
U, &, Distriet Judge

dhy/mr
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18 THY UNITED STATES DISTRICT CODRT FOR Thi
.":i‘l BRE DISTR ¥ K LANGMA
the amerlcen Koupital and Life }
Ingurance Company, & corporation,
Plaintiff,
va. No. 366C0-0ivil
Mrs. Louiee Rebholz; and P e
Wyome Jean MoCov, T e R
Defendsnts. By s PG
0 D PRE-TRIAL o

NW, on this 18th day of April, 1955, thls csuse
comes ox for pre-trial hearing before the Honorable Royce H.
bavage, Judge of said Court. Plaintiff, The Amsprican Hospitael
énd Life Insurance Company, & corporation, is vepresented by 1ts
gounsel of record, B, H. Carey. Defendant, Mrs. Louise Rebholz,
is present ln person eund represented by ner eounsel of record,
He F. Fulling; and defendant, Wyome Jean MeCoy, is represented
by ber counsel of record, James B, Coppedge. By agzrsement of
the parties end thelr counsel of record, and upon considersation
of the pleadings and admissions mede thereln, as well sg certain
l1tems of evidence introduced st the pre-trisl hearing, snd
being otherwiss fully and gompletely mdvised in the premises,
the Court rinds:

(1} That plaintiff properly brought and instituted
this action of interplpader in the United States District Court
for the liorthern [HMsiriet of Okleuoms under tne provisions of

Title 28, U. &, C., Sections 1335, 1597 and 2371, sgainst the

defendant, Mrs. Louiss Rebholz, & citlzen of the Stete of

Oklahoma, and tas defendant, Wyome Jeen MeCoy, & citizen of
the Btate of Wyoming, and esch of them, and deposited in the
Regimtry of uiw Court the total obligation of plaintiflf under

1 b AT AL a1 TS st 5
e —— A R T e
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Certificats of .insurance No. 242, issved uwnder Group Pelley
No. 175, on the life of Clifford Welton Eidd (being ope and
the sams person as Clifford W. Kidd), irrespective of the number
of ¢laimente thwreto, to vwit: the sum of §1,000.00, plus ilnterest
at the legal rete {rom Rovember ¢, 1954, the dete of insured's
deatih, to date of filing Gomplaint werein, in the sum of
$16.08, or a total deposited in the Fegistry of the Court of
$1,018.04.
(2} 7hat due end regular service of process was
hed upon defendints above naled, and each Oof them, and that
s8id defendants, and each of them, nave appeared generally
herein and oave filed lotsyples and ansvers, &nd have in all
respects submitted themselves to the Jurdsdietion of this Court.
That toe Court, therefore, nas hefore 1t all adverss claimapts,
to vit: Delendente hereln, and eech of them, to the fund o0
paid by plelntiff into the Reglstry of the Court to abide the
order and judgment of the Court, and that toe Court nas Jurisdiction
of the subject matter and has obtained jurisdlction of the parties,
and 1s empoveraed to enter appropriate orders and judgmeat hereln.
{(3) Toat pleintiff should be relessed and foreveyr
discharged rrom any and all liabilicy to defendants sbove named,
or elther of them, anc as sgainst the whole world, unrder agic
insurance Cortificete Ne. 242, issued under Group Poliey No. 175,
by plafintifl on tne life of Clifford Wslton Kidd, nov deceased)
that out of the fund on deposit with toe Regletry of the Court
plaintiff's counsel P. H. Cerey, should be sllowed an attorney's
fee of $100.00, olus reimbursement for Clerkts fees, Marshalls
fees dnd travel oxpenses in the sum of $H5.24, a5 shown by
itemized statement attéohed beveto ss "Plaintiffts Exhibit AA",
or & totsl sllovwance to B. H., Carey for sttorney's fees, costs
and expenser of $l45.84%; and thatv the detendants, &5 sdverse
cleimant: Lo tiw fund on depoeit in the Registry of the Court,
should be requirec to litigate betwsen themselves as to the

L A
e

- 0 o-
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pelapce of said fund ip this pending sction, and that

said defendants should be permanently and forever enjolined
from instiinting or prosecuting any other proceeding or scilon
against plaintiff ip apy St8te or United States Court for
recovery on said insurance Certificate end Group Polley, or
of asid fund now before the Court.

In viewy of the above and foregolng, the Court
concludes aa 4 matter of lav, &nd IT I35 THEREFORE ORDERED,
ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE COURT:

(8) That plaintiff, The Americen Hospital and Life
insurence Company, & cerporation, snould be apnd ie hereby
forever released and discherged from sny and all liability to
defendantis, Mrs., Loulse Hebholz, snd wWyome Jeoan MeCoy, or
either of them, and as against the whole world, undey said
insurance Certificets Ko. 242, issued under Group Policy
No. 175, by plaintiff on the life of Clifford Walton Kidd
(being one snd the same person =& Clifford W. Kidd), nov decessed.

(b} what out of the fumd of $1,018.08 on deposit
with the Reglstiry of this Cours, there should be &nd is haredy
allowed to plaintiff the coste of this setion lncurred to date,
which includes an attorney's fee to Liis counsel, ¥, H. Carey,
in the sum of $100.00, plus reimbursement Zor Clerk's fees,
Merehal's fees bnd traveling expensss in the sum of §65.24, as
shown by itemized stabtement attached hereto ss "Plaintiff'a
Exhibit AA"; and the Clerk of the Court shounld be and is heveby
ordered, authorized apd dirscted to drew check opn the fund on
deposit in the Hegistry of this Court for ithe above stated
allovences payahle to B, H. Cavey, T25 Cravens Bwllding,
Oklahome City, Cklahoma, for the swn of $100.00 attorney's faen,
plus the sun of $65.84, As relmbursemeni for Clerk's fees,
Marshal's fees, and travellng expensss, or the totsl sum of
$105.24.

e e ol oo e el b e~



{c) 'That the defendenis above nemed, and ea&ch
of them, ae adverse clalmants to the fund on deposit in the
Registry of the CQourt, should be &nd are hereby required to
litigate bhetween themselves &5 {0 the belange of said fund
in this perding action; &and that w»sid defendants, and esaoch
of them, and apnyone ¢lalmipg by, througn or uwader them, should
be apd are hereby perwensntly and forever enjolned and
regtrained {rom lnetituting or prosecuilng sny other proceeding
or actlon egainst plaintiff in apy State or United States Court
for racovery on said insurance Certificate and Group Policy,

or of sald fund now before the Court.

tatos District Judge
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&.

ITEMIZED SIATEMERT OF TRAVEL EXPENSES ,
COURT COBYS AND WARSHAL'S FEES INCURRED
) O _DREALE OF PLAIBYIWVE,

- ... 5 Sl

February 23, 1955, cost deposit with
Clerk of Cowrt, - ~ - » « = - = = = -« - . 315,00

February 23, 1555, total Mershal fses

for servisce on defondant Rebholz in

Tulse Counsy, emd lor a2ervice on

defondant lhéey at Coapar, Wyoming, -~ - - $14.30

February 23, 1955, travel expense by

sujonmobile ﬁy eounssl for plaiatifl from

Oklshome Cisy to Pulss snd return, in

£iling interplesdsr sctiocn, snd in

obtaining order of Couwrt — 216 Miles

6t 7¢ per mile, plus $2.80 Turner

Turapike wllfm,--«-«-»-----—-$1?.9a

April 18, 1955, treavel expense H

sutomobile counsel for plaintisf from

Oklahems City to Tulss and return, in

attsading Pre-Frial Hsaring — 214 miles

8t T¢ per mile, plus $2.80 Turner

Turnpike o1l fure, - - = - - - ~ - -~ - - . g17 90

TORAL - - - - 465,08

"PLALNTIFF'S EXHIBIT AA"

e ., LA
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IN THL LSTTED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHFEN DISTRICT

OF OKILAHOMA

ROAANA WOLOS
Plaintitf

3 No. 347%
)
)
)
)

e donaant

O T g IR T U RO T

e B

SOl CaUSe CUklG O to Lo hicara on stipulaticn of both

nartic o aoe o Dot sty gotion oy e Jlanzszod, and Loth parties
Spocaring v hieoar weanective couneid, ong inoaccoudance with the

nerms ol sald ctipulatiorn,
L L COEDERED, ALJUDGER: AN DICULTED thet this action be

and the some 1o herchy disnissed on the peorits ansd 2 orejudice

“ooeny furcher sult or asction by plainti{f acsinst efendant with
respect Lo eny of the cattors ann thicos mont

in thie actior,

o . s R .
Datew at Tulss, Oklahoma, this {J_Zﬁt,(jay of e vg,&x .
4

/

e
PRSI

/éi’i, rycer A, Qfa4ﬁgg
Unlted/otates Tislerift ‘kfud‘ge

G. K.

f{,‘éﬁajﬂ.’u '.yﬂi/l Ry AN
Att@Fneyf for Plaintiff

“Attorney for Defend ar(t

A A T 3 2

ioncd In the complaint

Tt
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES YOR PHE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF OKIAHOMA

* * L * *

. -

NORTH AHFSICAH PHILIPS GOMPANY INC.,
A Corporation,

Plaintifr,
~y5= Civil Ne. 3617
HAZEL PARKER, DEWEY PARKER and CEN-

TRAL X-RAY and SURGICAL SUFPLY CORP,,
£ Corporation,

Fil &£m

FAY - F oo

Defendants.

JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT NOL1:
Clerk, U]

Now on this 18th day of April, 1955, there cameon

rsrict Qoo

regularly for hearing before the undersigned Judge of the District
Court of the United States for the Northern District of Qklahoma
the seperate motlons of defendant Hazel Parker, and defendant
Dewey Parker for Summary Judgment as againat the plaintiff,

North American Philips Company, Inc., & corporation, under Rule

56 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure (28 U, S. Code), plain-
tirf appearing by its attorneys, James R, Ryan and Hess Crosaland,
defendant Hazel Parker appearing by her attorneys Ungerman,
Whitebook, Grabel & Ungerman, and defendant Dewey Parker appearing
by his attorneys Ungermen, Whitebook, Grabel & Ungermar, There-
upon the Court jroceeded to examine the files herein and to hear
the statement of counsel tnereon, and plaintiff's attorneys there-
upon in open Court!{ confessed the scparate motlions end presented
no opposing affidavits or other matters In dafense, and the COUrg
belng fuily advised in the premises, finds: that no apposing
affidavits were filed by plaintiffy thet the pleadings together
with the affidavits show that as to the defendant Hazel Parker
there 15 no genuine issue a8 to any meterial fact and that the
defendant Hazel Perker 1s entitled to judgment as 3 matter of law;
that the pleadirgs together with the affidavits show as to the
defendant Deswey FParker thers 18 no gzenuine issue as to any material
faet and that toe defendant Dewey Parker i entitled to Judgment

as a matter o law,




NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS8 BY THE COURT ORDERED,
ADJUDGED AND DECREED that defendant Hazel Parker heve angd 15
hereby granted Judgment as against plaintiff, Worth American
Philips Company, Inc., & corporation, under Rule 56 of the
Federal Rules of Clvil Procedure, and that defendant Hazel Parier
be discharged herefrom together with her costs.

IT IS BY THE COURT PURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED
AND DECREZD thet defendant Dewey Parker have and 1swhereby granted
B judpgmen: as agalnet plaintiff, North American Philips Company,
Inec., & corporstion, under Rule 56 of the Fadersl Rules of Civil
Procedure, and that defendant Dewey Parker be discharged herefrom

together with his ccsis,

o tha Unite
States for the Northern District of Oklahoms

O, K. a8 to form:

. - A y

0. XK, a3 to form:

Ungerman, Whitebook, Grabel & Ungerman

By % Z#lg Y O coliis
orneéys lor ﬁ%ze! Parker and Dewey Farxer
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IN TR UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NOBRTHERN
DISTRICT 4 DR LAHOMA

% " * * # * *

MERIT JLOTHING COMEPANY, A Corporation,
Flaintiff,

No, 3699

WILLIAM JALE FITZWATER,

FiLER
Wit - o TN

i

— ot o et et

Defendant.

o

WIHE D R Hk_.r&_,‘E,

o Dhistriet L0

X ey, Vi
JUDGMENT

Now on this _.\:. n_rz"aay of —ii’i;QM~—-' 1955, the above
styled anu numbered action came on {ar hearing before the undersigned
United %iates District Judge upon the Aifidavit for Motion {ov Default
Judgment filed herein by Irvine E, Ungerman, Attorney for the Plaintiff;
said plaintilf appearing by its attorney, Irvine B. Ungermarn, .nd the
defendant appeared neither in person nor by couneel, The Court having
examined the files {inds from the sarrc that the defendant hag been properiy
sorved with process in the time and manner prescribed by law, and hase
failed to appear ancd answer and is now in default.

IT 15, THEREFORE, CORLERED BY THIS ©OURT that the
defendant be adjudged to be in default anc upon the Affidavit of said Irvine .
Ungermman, the Court finds that judgment should be rendersd in favor of the
plaintiff and as against the defendant in the sam of §7, 507, 87, with interegt
at € per ceant per annum from this date until paid, together with all the
costs of this acticn,

It Is, THEREFORE, CRINUED, ADJUDGED AND DECREES
BY THIS COU Y thar the Plaintiff, Merit lotbing Company, A Corporetion,
have and recaver luc peoeat of and asg wgaiinst the defendant Willjaws Tale

Fitawater for the <uw of 17,507, 87 with intorest at & BT DLUC Hes Annun

VR



St T

from this date until paid together with all the costs of this action.

[ @Ww &~ W"’W‘-.—f«m—

—n

United Stgtes District Judge

A AR B — 71 © e msa—t e ——‘c— [ T—————
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IN THe UNATeo oUaThn DISTECT Culin't  LTHLH alib FOR
oo

Toin sl THERN 018TRICT GF OnuAHJA

J. HERD 3iITH ana . . oORAHU, d/b/a
SHLTHesONAHU Gl THaUTL WG COMPANY, a
co-partnership,

Plaintiffs,

V.

PHILoL. 3 PlPL Llow CudPANY, a
Delaware corporation,

vefendant (by original

Bummons | ,
and

SHMITH CONTRACTLLG CUm ORATION, a
Texas corporation,

Ho. 3063
Additional Defendant
{on counter-claim and
cross-claim),

and

HARTE LD ACCLuhusl mvi LWOBMNITY
COMFANY, a Connecticut corporation,

Additional uvefendant
{on cross-claim).

B L WL VUL WD O e VR T St S P VPV

PR Y, By

L 1w
ol WNS EMsieler (s

CROER AubOWING HSMIooAl, WI1TH PREJULICE

It is ordered that the Hartford iccident and Indemnity Company,
Additional Defendant {on crogsw-claim), named above, claim for
attorney's feet against Houston Fire ang Casualty Company, Third
Party vefeniant herein, is hereby dismissed with prejudice.

Vg "‘;’J ['_I ,/ [

vated this A4 S Tiday of _ /s ol 1955,

;
.!‘
o

o !
,",' ,‘i, f’.' ﬁ,‘ o

ulstrict: Judge
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clemmon, surviving :

; Eoe feCommon, deccosed, !
cnd as adminictrotr ix :
of Hoy Lee Melommon :

Flaintiff,

zihisen, Toveka and Danta Fe :
cy Corrony, w corroration, :
Lefendant. :

CEDER OF SIs2To8AL,

g ; RPN P O e 1)
On this ﬂ@/; of . ., 1955,
ie rreconted the recelipt snd motion to miswiéé gn the
shove ontitled ection, duly axecuted by nlaintiff =nd her
sttormnoey; wnd the court beine Tully sdvised finds that
said wotion to dismiss should be <nG is nerebv suetalned,
IT Is BBEREFCRE ORDERED thet this
action be ond the seme is herebhy diemigsed vitl srejudice
il bheoeost of the olaintiff in ths stote conrt, the defen-

dent to rwoy the court costs in thls court.,

\tw%wtb W & A __.ﬁ/_>

Juase, -
oy I :
‘e N, ' (/

= =
sttornay inr S Laiatiff

J,_l,f_ _.4?1._1..1; 'L"‘"T"' .z--—-a-—u‘%r--———-———-—--mﬂ- 5,

...m_..._.‘h im
ttornous

¢ g A A L AP



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

JAMES E. COPPEDGE, Trustee
in Bankruptcy,
Plaintiff,
—Vg-

)
)
)
)
Case Lipe 3556
DAVID L. HENSCN and % # i ED
TURYA HENSON, )
Deafendanty . )

AT - 5 1405
NOHGRLE o e

JUDGMENT AND DECHEE . .. .
Clerk, Voo b rict Oon

(=42

This cuse came on for hearing on the 28%h day of April, 1958, pursuant
to regular setting on the non-jury docket ol the Courts Plaintiff and intertonor
aptearead Ly counsel, the defendant Norma llenscn appoared in person and the defende-
ant David L. henson appeared in person and vy counsels Al parties announced
ready for triemls Flaintiff thereupcn introduced his evidence and rested, and the
det'endsnt avid L. Henson interposed moticn to dismiss for insufficiency of evi-
dence.

The intervener thereupon introduced nis evidence mnd moved for Judgment
of the Court decreeing the deed offered in evidence to corstitute a liem secure
ing the intervener against liability on his endorsement of & note exeseuted by
David Henson and Jnss Hensone The deed was iniroduced in evidence as Exbibtit DZ,

and the note wus ir%roduced ir evidence as Ixhiblt D4, aind :rnterveusr was -=.

legve Lo withdraw toth exhibitse

The Teoart having considered :iv evilence am! “he - -oum Lh
sourt, mekes Lhe Collowine findings of frots

l: That the evidence irtroduse® o e nuiff ig R T A
out o crimafenie omse, opet thno the o K The ac T L e e
dlswiss irls motlon sk i o susiaelr .

2: That the defendant Norme loascr fag [D.od & . - s iarain, an

the Court finds that she has no right, +<i:ls or interest ir or %o the resl estate
involved in this mctione.

31 That the deed introduced 'r videnve Ly interveres as Brbis; . il
is dated the day of January, 1984, wnas executed by David L. Henson, a sincle
man to L. Keith Smiths That said decd was ackrewledsed on January 28, 19:4,

before a notary public in Fayette County, lllinois. That ®aid decd has never




“4te o0 roml astate

deed proported i+ onv

pa Lot mumioered three (S0 i Bloek

gitvatad i aves Dounbty, Oklshome, descrin

Lamiarverd four (4) in Pvwor Heivhts Adilticn, n subew ‘vigion in Vaves Uonnty, State

af Chilabose, ac orndine e tne officin? survsy wnd ciat Lherarc’s e said deed

AEERVERE VIRV | S VI TS

was rot o irntended a3 an absolute conoveunes ol

vener ba Feltt Smith o mzalinst liasidiauy an o sls ondorseeant VoA onete T o e
Irowmioara omn ona Tntt LUay wxeeunod doTeraabt SRV LY v g0 s ! ]

JRENIS I T o (F Y O S S [E R PRI VSR

due date, Ju 195% : and thet ‘niarverar is zrciiled to v lian wpen the abova
»

deseribnd La.o v oo Gn o Yo ureesnlnt i aoriopoenr o ot e Dieng P

45 Inet delendant David L. censon is thz owner 5i tne j'es slmp.. Lo

to the avove dessribed renl estate, frees and clear of any clais on the part of the

plaintif" herein as Irustee in Pankrurtey, ard subject only to the llen ol iiter-

vener Lo Eeith 3mith, and existing mortgares or other liens ~f record.

[t

T TS THEREFORE CEDERED, ADJULGED AND DEIREED by the Court that th
motion of Devid L. Henson to dismiss this mction v? and the same is hsrebl o ig-

tained, and that this cause be and the snme i3 heraby dismissed st the cost o

rlaintiff for the reason thai the evidance lri-amiu Ly onlaintiff s dngutfic’ane

to estalish 2 Primafacie Caze.

ant .orma senson i tivle o0 Troow come T s v R TR #oR e oo
= Ciks CRDERED, Ao oa T { v AR
e foitin 3 1y srepy decreed e lier o tre rou’ cstute |l T

it oseii lien may be o ote-

jmee anly ko mortgarss or other liers o0 v ooridy,

G Tawg o the Suate ol Uk Aol

clesed by inleriener in any manner oros il

ant wavid L. jiengon is tne cwner of the fes cinnle zitie bo tio reogl sgtele ..our

Adeseribed, subject to the lien of *rmtervevnr L. Keitr Smith, and tc any mortrAres

ANA

\ g
JISTRTTT TOURT FQOR fTHE WODNTHERE

or other liens of record.

JUDGE C°F TOE T. 3.

DISTRICT.

2-

U A B o -

L inte r-

X CGRDEESD, ALGS00 o & L JECRENT by tow Joourh that toe ooledd

TER URDERED, AUC DA DA D DRGRILD Ly the Lonrs that the celen. =



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

Charles Halpine,
Plaintiff

Vs, No.

Natlonal Cylinder (as Company
and €. H. Wallace,

Defendants.,

ORDER TO REMAND

3587
Fili.EDR
WHAY - (6 195D
MO HOOD
Cleck, L triptriet Coust

The motion of plaintiff to remsnd this suit to the

District Court of Tulsa County, Oklahoma, coming on for

nearing on the 18th day of April, 1955, pursuant to regular

setting and notice to perties, end the Court having heard

the argument of counsel, and being fully advised, upon con-

sideration finds that the motion should be sustained.

IT 18, THEREFORD, ORDERED that the motion of plaintiff

to remand this cause to the Distriet Court of Tulsa County,

Oklehoms, be and the same ls hereby suntalned, and said

cause be and it is hereby remanded %o the DMstrict Court

of Tulsa County, Oklahoma, for further proceedings.

DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma
thie 6th day of May, 1955




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

Tim Suliivan,
Plaintiff,

No. 3648 Civil

VE.

Roy Pligg and James Darrell Pigg,

51- f i@ EET ﬂj

LA
WA

Nt el T A Mt e e Nt St

Defendants.

e 4 A
AR
PR

DISMISSAL WITH PREJUBICE

Cones now the plaintiff, Tim Sulliven, ali issues involved inu%his
case having seen fully sottled and compromised, and dismisses the above siyled

and numbered cause of actlon with prejudice to the bringing of a future action,

Dated this ﬂ»day of %, 1955,
Flaintitf ; ‘
i \
 RAE Do

Attorney for Flalntiff

IT 1S HEREBY ORDERED that The above styled and numbered cause of

X " o
action be dismissed with prejudice this _#fi, dey of [Eigg¢ s 1955,
L

e 1;a4¢ayi #Lbuatﬁfw
Orited States District Judge

wik /el
4=-25-55



IN THI UNITED $TATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THL NORTHERN DISTRICT
OF GKLALCHA

HAROLD LeROY COOPER, )
Plaintiff )]

-y - 3 No. 8673 Civil
UNITED TRANSPURIS, Inc., )
a foreign corporation, y

Defendant

FHLED

Gohpa AL BOO

DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

v BTN E M by AT e

Comes now the plaintiff, larold LeKoy Cooper, =1l issues
invelved in this case having been fully settled and compromised,
and dismisses with prejudice to the bringing of a future action
the above styled and numbered cause of action, with the costs
taxed against the defendant herein&

P,
sated this 27th day of Wl 1955,

LEE & BCOTH
? wAst 16th Street

Tgl

9. Ok 1o

bT 1% HEREBY ORDERED that the above styled and numbered couse of

action be dismissed with prejudice this _Qgﬁ,day of May, 1955,

.(“ -
R P sl -
-!q‘io‘nng,rﬁ@}'ﬁi-:‘%: Jl‘i"‘l.l..'t.io‘l.c'l

Unifad States DistFict Judge



IN 'HE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT COR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

City of Tulsa, Oklahowms,
a muntielpal corporation,

Plaintifr,
ve. No. 3602 Civil

Onits Pinson, et sl., Ineluding Fﬁé LR
The Texas Company, a corporsation, Foms B

Defendant. fiy Bl

WORLT L D
dolepk, B, vela e ¢ L Ly
. JUDGMENT

Trisn cause came on regularly for trial on May 3, 13955,
plaintiff being present by its attorneys Richard K. McGee and
R, E. Lavender, Asaiatant City Attorneys of the City of Tulsa,
Oklahoma, and the defendant, The Texas Company, by its attorneys,
Yates A. Land and Willlam E. Leater. A Jury of twelve persons
wee regularly impaneled and sworn to assess tie damages sustained
by the defendant, The Texas Company, by reason of the appropria-
tion and taking by the plaintiff herein of the followlng described
real property situated in the County of Tulsa, State of
Oklahomat

The East 10 feet of the South 45 feet of Lot 6,

and the Eist 10 feet of Lot 7, all in Block 6,

Peoria Gardene Additlion to the City of Tulea.

Thereupon, witneases on the part of the plaintiff and
the defendant, The Texas Company, were duly sworn and examined.
After hearing the evidence, the arguments of counsel and instruc-
tions of the Court, the Jury reftlired to consider thelr verdict
and subssquently returned into court with thelr verdict signed by
the foreman, zsseasing the damages of the defendant, Tre Texas

Compeny, in tre sum of Seventeen Thousand Elght Hundred Slxty-silx

and 20/100 Dollars ($17,866.20}.



And it appearing that tre amount of gald verdiet 1s
in excess of the damages In the amount of Sixteen Thousand and
no/100 Dollars ($16,000.00) assessed by the Commissioners
appointed by the Distriet Court of Tulsa County, Oklahoma, for
the taklng of tre above described property by the plaintiff and
paisd bty the plaintiffl to the Clerk of seid District Court of
Tulaa County, Oklalioma, on September 14, 1954, the day of aald
taking, and that by reason thereof the defendant, The Texas
Company, 18 entitled to Judgment agalinst the plaintiffl, City of
Tulsa, Oklahoma, for the difference between sald amounts of
Sixteen Thousand and no/100 Dollars {$16,000.00) and Seventeen
Thousand Elght Hundred Sixty-six and 20/100 Dollars {$17,066.20)
together with interest thereon at the rate of six per cent (6F)
per annum from September 14, 1954, the date of sald taking, antil
pald, and together with the coste of this actlon; and the Court
beln;: fully édvised in the premlses:

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS CONSIDERED, ORDERED, ADJUDGED
AND DECREED that the defendant, The Texass Company, have and recgover
from the plaintiff, C¢ity of Tulsa, Oklahoma, a municipsl corpora-
tion, the sum of One Thousand Eight Hundred S5ixty-3ix and 20/100
bollars ($1,366.20) with interest thereon at the rate of aix per
cent (63) per ann.m [rom September 14, 1904, until paid, together
with tire costz of tllils action to be taxed by the clerk and pald
by mald plaintiff.

AND BY TEL COURT IT IS SO OHDERED.

. ) e o
N J,.-(.i‘,'fu‘ -")(: P L &

Todge 7
APPROVED:

T. A. Landritk, Jr., City Attorney

| e S O /,gﬂ’
Ridhard K. Mcdee,-Assliatant
City Attorney

Attorcney ror Plaintilf

iz 2. K@WQ)

Yates 7. Land 7
Willism E. Lester

Attorneys oo Delendant,
The Texas Lomoany




Ik THE UNITED STATES JLSTUICT CLURT Mok THE
NCHTHERN DISTHRICT & OKLAHUHA,

C. L. COLTRA, BT AL,

PLAINTIFF. |

Vs, K. 3655 GIVIL.
¢
THE CCLUBBILK WATIONAL LIFE nf- | L ED
INSURANCE CURPANY ) OPEN COURT
LEFENDANT. | MAY 11 1855

NOBLE ¢. HOOD
RDER. C!erk. U & Dilsn oy Coure

in considerstion of nlaintiff's motion for a new trial

and the argument <f counsel,

1?15 CADERED alND DECREED by the Court that the plain-
tiff's motion Tor a new trial be and the same hersby iz overruled

and denied, to which the plaintiff excents.
This May _[(Z{, 1955.

§
s

RN Pt
(Gl T

-

A
TS TTOIGTRICT  JUNGE.



I Tek UNTTED DTATED DIESRICT gouert 0F 7dR

WAPTAERy LTTTRIOT 0 DUHLAROMA,

BEULAH BEASLFY,
Pleistiff,
VE. Civil fetien MNe, RE6Z,
RELVPREE OLIVE IFUUBRANCE COZPaNY, - :
FILED
MAY 1] 1955
. NTHLE O HOOD

Clerk, L1.3 Pistrics Court
THIE CiUSF comes en te be heard on the Stn o2y of Hay,

corpoyetion,

R N )

Defendsnt,

JUDG N

1G85, pursmant te repular sgeigncent Teop trisl, Plalatlff ap-
pearing in nerson and by aer attornevy, Young, Yeung & Young, snd
cefengant apsecring by ito atterners, “illism 4. dartin and Joe
#giley Humwnreys, snd plaintir? snd cefendsnt snnouncing ready

for triel, o fury of tvelve citizens was duly impancled snd sworn;
and on the &th day of ey, 1958E, both sides having rested, sand st
the elose <f ull the evidenee, the cefendant moved *he Ccurt to
direct thae jury to return = verdlet Ueor the defendganty and, there-
upon, such motion was sustained and the jury, at the direction of
the Ceourt, returned their verdicet in words &z followst

twe, the Jury in the sbove-entinled esge, duly luwpineled
end svorn, uron our oaths fial for the defendent.

Joeo Beryp
Yoreman, "

which verdict vis recelved and filled und judgment entered for the
defendunt upon seid verdiet, snd

NOL oY THIS Bth dey of day, 105E, 4t iz nwevebr ordered,
adjudged znd cecreed by the Court *hetl julgaent be and the suve is
hereby entered for the defendeint, Tesorve Life Insurince Comrany,
& corporatlion, upen the aforesald vepdiet, snd tast the compleint
of the pleaintiff, Beulah Besagley, be and the sene ds hereby dis-
misged with nrejudice,

IT If PUPTHFR ORDFRYL, sOJUDGRL AMD LICRYED BY THY COURT
that tne coste of this setion are srversed agringt tae pleintiff,

1.



A ATl of inien fudgaent the plointiff erceptr, =nd her

excention i uilowed,
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Arrroved e Xiraas
YOURG, YoURG & YOUNG

H

va‘%&ax}%
Atterneys for &ainti .

(R btr 2 gl

Att:rrev for Defendant,
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SYTHTICT JULCE,



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COGURT #0R THE NOHTHERN DISTRICC
G CRLAHLMA

tewel Tar;er,
Filaintiff,

™. 3536
Civil

Ve,

Lec Cloyd Riurray, Jr., and
Manuattan Construction Uoinpany,
an (sklanowna Corporation,

N Tt N Nt e et Mair® Vo s S e

FilL.LED

MAY ] 2 195D

Defendants.

NETBLE © Hi.‘)(jﬂ"r
Cierl, 2185 Dist picy €onr

DREMISEAL, WITH £REJUDICE

Co.nes now tne plaintiif, all isrgues involved in this case
naving been ruily zetiled and compromised, and dismisges tie above styled

and nasabered actlon with prejudice to the right to bring a Fature actlon,

Dated tois f day of May, :535.

. s e _ .
Ggezttd o \gxaly
£ , Flaintiff,

#v\a{%@'?

B icimer - . ——
Attorney for Mlaintiff

IT I BALREBRY CRUSHDD that the above styled and numbere:d

P et Af‘-mm

D{ I, District fufige

rd./mr

1



[ THL DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

FOE THE NORTH&RN LISTRICT COF OKLAHOHMA

Citizens Casualty Gompany of
New York, a corperation,

Plaintiff,

V3.

E. C. West and Virgil West,
dba West Brothers Trucking
Company;

Bave A. Richards;

James Phillips, a minor,

and Alva Phillips and

Sadie Ora Phlllips, his
parents;

Rafeal Perez, & minor, and
Juan Perez and Althea
Perez, his parents;

Charles Gibbs, a minor;
Jessie Lee Hamey, a minor,
and F. L. Hamey and Dessie
hamey, his parents;

Willlam lLee Kilgore; and
Zeak Kilpore and Ina Kilgore
as parents and sole next of
kin of hoy Kilgore, a minor,
deceased,

Defendants.

e o o S o f B! o o e i i

)
)

[RIERY S
Moy 4 b

NORLE CL MO0
Clerl, L5 Lo Diosnpt

No. 3646 Civil,

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND

JUDGMENT.

This matter comes on for trial on this 26th day of

April, 1955, the parties appearing by their respective counsel

of record, and after the introduction of evidence, the Court,

upon consideration of the same, makes the following findings of

faet and coaclusions of law, with its Jjudgment thereon.
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FINDINGS OF FACT
The Court mezkes the following findingg of fact:

(1) The Court finds thut plaintliff is a corporation
organized and existing under the laws of the State of New York;
that the defendants are all citizens of the State of Cklahoma;
that the amount in controversy exceeds the sum of &3,000.00,
excluaive of intsrest and costsj thet the Court has Jjurisdict-
ion of the parties and of the subject matter; and thsat this is
a proper proceeding under the Declaratory Judgment Act, 28 UsC
2201, That the defendants James Fhillips, a minor, Rafeal
ferez, a minor, and Jessie Lee Ramey, a minor, who were duly
served with summonses, are represented by their duly appointed,
gqualified and acting Guardian ad litem, Gene Stipe, and by thelr
attorney, Gene Stipe; that the defendant Charles Gibbs, a minor,
who was duly served with summons, is represented by Robert W,
Raynolds whom the Court hereby appoints as Guardian ad litem as
of the date of the filing of the answer of the said Charles Gibbs,

whose attorneys are Robert W. Raynolds and J. W, Hastain.

{2) tn or about December 7, 1953, plaintlff issued to
k. C. Viest and Virgil West, dba West Brothers Trucking Gompany,
as named insured, its Automobile Liability Policy UIU 5954 for
a term of one year beginning Uecember 20, 1953, 4 true and
correct copy of such polley with all endorsements thereto is at-
tached to the complalnt herein as cxhibit YAM, The original of
sald pelicy was delivered to the named insured. In order to com-
ply with Title 47, Section 169 of the Oklahoma Statutes, plain-
tiff filed with the Corporstion Commission a duplicate original

of said poliey, with the exception that the policy limits were
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restricted to the statutory regquired amounts of $5,000.00 cover-
age on injuries to any one person and $10,000,00 coverage on in-
juries to any number of persons involved in any one accident.

In other words, of the limits shown in Exhibit "A"™ to the comw
plaint herszin, of 410,000.00 coverage for injuries to any cne
persen and $20,000,00 coverage for injuries to any number of
persons arising out of the same accident, only :5,000.00 and

- $10,000.00, respectively, were extended as statutory insurance
to West Brothers Trucking Company. Such statutory insurance

is embodied in "Motor Vehicle Form No, E Insurance Polley En-
dorsement” promulgated and required by the Corpor:tion Commis-
sion eof Oklahoma pursuant to the stututes of Oklahoma, a copy

of which eadorsement is attached to Exhibit "A" to the complaint

herein.,

(3) On or about September 18, 1954, defendant Dave A,
lichards, an employee of West Brothers Trucking Company, while
driving a 1950 Ford three-ton tractor pulling a semi=-trailer,
which vehicle was one of the vehicles deseribed in Exhibit "A"
to the complaint herein, was involved in a collision with a 1951
Plymouth Szdan on U, S, Highway 69 about twelve miles north of
Atoka, Oklahoma. The defendants James Phillips, a minor, whose
parents ars defendants Alva Phillips and Sadie Ora Fhillips;
Rafeal FPerzz, a minor, whose parents are delendants Juan Peresz
and Althea Peresz; Charles Gibbs, a minor; Jessie Lee llamey, a
minor, whose parents are defendants F. L. Hamey and lLessie Ramey;
and Roy Kilpgore, a minor, deceased, whose parents and sole next
of kin are the defendants Zeak Kilgore and Ina Kilgore, were all
oceupants of the Plymouth Sedan, Ihe defendants contend that the
accident and motor vehicle of West Brothers Trucking Company were
covered by the policy attached as Exhibit "A" to the complaint

herein, and Lhit plaintiff is obliguted to defend West Drothers

e e eme ik ks oo e b e o el i
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Trucking Company and Dave A. Hichsrds in any suit filed against
them; and they and the other defendants contend that plaintiff
is oblipated to pay, within the limits of the policy, any judg-
ment thet may be recovered for death, persenal injuries or pro=-
perty damsuse against West Brothers Trucking Company and Dave A,

iiichards.

(4) The Court finds that, except as to the statutory
coverage contained in the Form ¥ endorsement with limits of
#5,000,00 for injuries to any one person and $10,000.00 for in-
juries to any number of persons arising out of the same accident
and $1,000.00 property damage, plaintiff does not have any obli-
gation or liszbility to the defendants, or any of them, under said
pelicy on account of the aforesaid aceident, injuries, death and
property damage; and that it has no obligation to defend any
action against said named insured or Dave A, Richardsj and that
plaintiff has no liability for any judgment that mizht be render-
¢d in any such action or actions. In this connection the Court
finds that it is expressly provided in such policy, in an en-
dorsemsnt attached thereto dated December 7, 1953, and accepted
by the insured by the written signsture of one of the partners,
V., &, West, to the endorsement, and alsoc accepted and binding
upon the ramed insured b virtue of the endorsement beinj at-

tached to the original policy delivered to them, as follows:

"Name of Insured: E. C, West & Virgil Lest,
dba West Brothers Trucking Company.

®This policy has been executed in acoordance
with an agreement between the insured and the
issuing Company that no drivers under the age
of 25 nor over the age of 60 will be em=- '
ployed on any trucking equipment insured under
this poliey.

"Should the Company be required teo attach any
certain endorsement for filing purposes in be-
half of any Federal Authority, State Authore
ity, City Authority, or subdivisions thereof,

e oot A M BTN R ¢t e —————pp——
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in order for the named insured to comply with
certain requirements by virtue of his type of
operation, then such agreement shall be ef-
fective for the purnose of filing only.
"However, all terms, conditions and limita-
tions in the policy to which the endorsement
is attached &are to remain in full force and
effcet as binding between the insured and the
Company and the insured agrees to reimburse
the Company for any payment made by the Come
pany on account of any accident, claim or
suit involving a breach of terms of the pol-
iey for any payment that the Company would
not have been obligated to make under the
provisions of the policy, except for the
arreement contained in the ¢ertain endorse-
ment issued to meet the conditions pertaining
to insurance by such regulatory authorities.
f7his endersement shall take effect on the 20
day of December, 1953 12:01 A. M,, and shall
terminate with this policy™.

At the tiwe of the accident, in direct viclaticn of such contract
and agreerment contained in said endorsement, the vehicle involved
in the accident was beins driven by Dave 4. Richards who was 22
yeurs oi spe, huving been born on May &, 1932. Under these cir-
cumstances, the private poliey, as distinguished from the statu-
tory coverape referred to hereinafter, was suspended and was not
in effset upon the vehicle aforesaid at the time of the cccurrence
of the acciuent, and plaintiff has no obligation under the private

policy, of any kind, to any of the defendants.

{5) The Court finds that as to the compulsory statutory
insurance emhodied in 47 O. 5. A., 169, and the Form E endorse-
ment aforesaid, with limits of $5,000,00 for injuries to any one
person, 10,000,00 for injuries tc¢ any number of persons arising
out of the ssme accident and §1,000.00 property damage, the afore-
said aze restriction endorsement does not apply, and plaintiff by‘
the filing ol the policy with the Corporation Commission, extend-
ing such stutubory coverage, is obligated to pay any judgments
recovered zpainst the insured, West Brothers Trucking Company,

within the limits of such statutory peliey. In this connection,

L N e e B e R AP N e A 4 e
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however, the Court finds that sald stztutory insurance is for
the benefis of members of the public who may be injured as a re-
sult of the neglizent operations of the motor carrier for hire,
and is not for the benefit of the motor carrier; and there is

no obligation to defend West Brothers Trucking Company in any
actions arlsing out of the aforesaid accldent imposed by said

stztutory lnsurance.

{6) The Court finds that ths statutory Form & sndorse-
ment attacaned to the copy of the policy filed with the Corpora-
tion Commission, ceontaining the statutory insurance required by

47 Co 8. A., 169, provides among other things that:

nthe conditions, provisions, stipulations and
limitations contained in the policy and any
other endorsement therson shall remain in full
force and be binding as between the insured
ang the company®.

And:

"The insurad agrees to reimburse the coupany
for sny payments made by the company on ac-
count of any accident, claim, or sult invelv-
ing & breach of the terms of the policy, and
for any payment thet the company would not
have been obligated to make under the provis-
ions of tha policy except for the agreement
contained in this endorsement®.

ilso, it is provided in the body of the policy thuv the insured
agrees to reimburse the plaintiff "for all sums and disburse-
ments including loss payments, costs and expenses” which it has
to pay by virtue of the statutoty coverage which it would not
have had to pay under the terms cf the private policy contract
between the plaintiff and the defendant West Brothers Trucking
Company. The Court finds that West Brothers [rucking Company

is obligated tu reimburse plaintiff for any sums it may be re-
quired tc expend in the payment of any judgments recovered again-
st it under said statutory insurance, including the expense of

the defense of such actions, and to reimpurse it for any settle-
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ments made in good faith of its lisbility under said policy on
account of claims made for damages arising out of the afeoresaid

accident,
CONCLUSIONS OF Law

(1) The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and of

the subject matter.

(2) The private poliey contract aforesaid between plain-
tiff and west Brothers Trucking Company was suspended during the
period of time that the aforesaid motor vehlcle was being driven
by Dave A, Hichards, a driver under twenty-five years of age, in
viclation ¢f the endorsement attached te the policy providing
that insured would not use drivers under twenty=five or over
~ sixty years of asze, and that the policy did not cover the afore-
;isaid accident which oeccurred when West Brothers Trucking Company's
Z‘vehicle was being operated in viclation of such endorsement; and
o that plaintiff has no obligation toc defend any actions brought
‘against Wwest brothers Trucking Company or Dave A. Hichards, or to

_pay any Judgments that might be recovered against them.

(3) Plaintiff is obligated under the policy which it

filed with the Corporztion Commission in compliance with 47 O.

S. A.y 169 and the Form E endorsement attached thereto, promul-
-gated by the Corporation Commissiocn of Oklahema, to pay any Jjudg-
:ment thet may be rendered against %West Brothers Trucking Company
for damages arising out of the aforesaid accident, within the

limits of such statutory coverage and endorsement; but thot it
. has no obligation thereunder to defend West Brothers Trucking

Company in any actions brought arainst it on account of such

accident..
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4} Defendant West Brothers Trucking Company is obli=-
gated to reimburse plaintiff for any loss, cost or expense paild
or sustasined by plaintiff on account of its obligation under the
aforesaid statutory coverage extended by the policy filed with
the Corpor:.tion Commission and the Form E endorsement, including
but not liumited to the cost and expense of the defense of any
actiong brouzht against West Brothers 'rucking Company or plain-

tiff.

JUDGMENT.

T 13 ORDBEED, ADJULGED, DBCHEED AND DECLALED by the
Court upon the foregoing findings of fact and conclusions of
law, which are by this reference made a part hersof, that at the
time of the occurrence of the aforesaid accident on September 18,
1954, glaintiff''s private contract voliey No., UIV 5954, issued
to West lirothers Trucking Company and described in the complaint,
did not cover the uses of the motor vehicle of West Brothers Truck-
ing Company at the time of the aceldent cccurring on September
18, 1954, and plaintiff, Citizens Casualty Company of lew York,
a corpcration, has no liability or obligation to the defendants,
or any of theu, under its said private policy contract in con-
_nection with said accldent or any claims or actions arising there-

Trom,.

I Lo FURTHER QibERED, AuJULGED, DECELED AlD DECLARED
by the Ccurt that plaintiff is obliated under the policy which
it filed with the Corporation Commission in compliance with 47 O.
$. Ae, 169 and the Form & endorsement attached theretc, promul-
gated by the Gorporation. Commission of Cklahoma, to pay any Judg-

ment that nay bs rendered against Vest Brothers Trucking Company

for damares ariging out of the aforesald sceident, within the
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limits of such statutory coverage and endorsement; but that it
has no oblipntion thereunder to defend West Brothers Trucking
Company in any actions brought against it on account of such

accident.

I7 IS FURTHEH OQDERYD, ADJULGED, DECR:ASD AND DECLARED
by the Court that defendant West Brothers Trucking Company is ob-:
ligated to reimburse plaintiff for any loss, cost or expense
paid or suatained by plaintiff on account of its oblipation
under the aforasald st.tutory coverage eitended by the policy
filed with the Corporstion Commission and the Form & endorsement,
ineludine but not limited to the coust and expense oi the defense
of any actlons brought agalnst Wesi Brothers Trucking Company or |

plaintiff,

LATED this 13 day of May, 1955.

TheE. 7
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SoaBhs PERTHICT gouR? FO ik
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The americen Hosnitzl end life
Tnsurinee o .pangs b nrorstiol,

Plal nkiff,
vH. e :’i:’.zso-(;ﬁvil.gﬁ" L o
Mras, ioujse Tebholz  anc TR
wyoms Jesn HoCoys fay 13 by
Lelendants, '
MOELE
GRDAR sl e mid Clerls, UL 5 IH .

Mow on this ..éé_ duy of Vey 1955 comes the defendant lirs, Loolise Pehticla
by H. . Fullings her abtorneys epd eomes wlso the defencant .yoma Jevn “eloy
by Times N, Copnelge, her attorney, anfl represeat Lo the Court thet the cefeuda
gnts heve nereed upcu & settlovent of this cesuse, subjeet to the wirrovel of the
Cotirt, by mnd unéor whieh sll the halunge of the Cou:rt eoste hersin ig o be da.
Aueted foom tne holance of the aoney now on Jdarasit whth the Begistry of tis
Court end the behiace reusialng 14 to be digbribubed snd paid by sslt desietry
to the cefendants s Tollows: three fourihs shereol to the daferdsut ¥ra. Tonise
wobholz ane her nbicomey H, ¥o iulling ené one Pourth ihercof to the defemgnt
wyoms Jeon Meloy snd or her astorngy James B, Gopnedge and the gourt being suf-
tielently Bdvised fints tret auld agreed seltleseni shoile e as.rovec ond The
palenee of Gte money oo cegposil with seiu =e-igouy should Le At st ributed an  "areed
upnn betwesn tha fafemlants and in thet comnecklion the Court now finfa from the
record herein thet vhen this setion was eonenced tie pluintiif deposited wl th
the ielstre of this Sourt the sun of 1018,08 us 1ts fuli liehiliby oo the noliey
{uynlved herein eml clao depoeited all necesséry copta and gt the pre-irial hear.
ing in thina causea on & Spll 18, 1955, the gourt ortersd the Jlecistry o tis fourt
to sy out of said sim 100,00 to plsingiffta sttorney, H. B. lerey snd 6H,24 ae
ensts and exoenses, all of which heas peen vald and the olsintiff released frow
any further 1iabjlily eno the bualance redwindng stould by order ot the Jourt be
paid out se agreed oron hetween the ¢efendouts as selb out shove.

It is therefore conuidered, ordersd, adindged s Geeree’ by blie Court
thut seid apreed seiilenent be and the same is hereby aprroved and the Hepislry
of this Court e wnd he is hereby eutiorized, directed ani ordercd t¢ first rey
the balenpee cf aists ia huie ceuse oud of mutd funds snd pay ibhe balince sunraots
three fourkhs to tue fefsadant Fra, ipulse <ebholz snd her stiorney S s Mtilag

nnd one fourth thereef to ‘n: defendant ‘yome Jean MeCey snd or her atborneys




Tames 0, Connadpge, snd when =80 Gone, thls esuse shell be end is enied and

abpd eken from the triel docket of this gourt,

IR it
Tnitet b !ﬁ‘lgea ot Aot Judge. 4

ox 7)
H, e "0iling, oborhiey % readent s, loaise iebhele,
p C
O{n—.-m.._. [ DU DR SR AL Lé":\w—
Jaren B, Oopredge, ' voraee for veffedt art  vany JeBn CeloY.s
W
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Tetae 1, nreosber,

Plaintiff,
Ho, 3034

U]\ﬂ“l]

-V

arite fe
orcoration,

: ;7."—.f:'\rr,r ;\nd i

.
.
.
.
a
'
.
.

Defendunt.

AL, T

Yow, on tiids ZZ&E day of oy, 1055,

stipulation of dississal of

rloioniff nne defendsnt hereto in the =bove entitled

cousae hans hein sottled

corusn.  The enurt finds

spa tecot defendant s todo 80 ~uid bo b wlatonifd,
tetin . sovesster, Forty-five Thousand and no/100ths

e s !

Dollers ( L45,000.00) in full settlement, rels
catinfretion of plaintiff’s cause of setion =ct Forth in

hes Lccanted

the conrlsint hevein, and thao oold

-iafaction, rolessse ond disclarge of
3 =y

geid =rm o in foll s
hWin eorac of rebion and cilelm amsinst the defondont, ond

iie eeurt, aTter due considerstion, finds Lhot waic dlg-

winanl should bhe croroved.

TT IGO0 tiet bhie couse

Cismicsad with prejudice, ot the
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In Tol DISTLICT OF TLE UNITED 3TA

LIGTRICT QF

COMRT

L. M, MelAMES,

Plaintirfs.

J. L. BENCh, w/b/n Z3AGE
TRUCKING €O, , ol o0
DAVID DAHIELS,

iy,

Defendants.

Por mood caune
causs of sction is

Al

plaintlilf o soinsing 8 fubure action.

i L6

VAT LHC ARDVE

nereby Gismigsed wilio

no. 304 -Clvill

T L e

FILED

MAY P gy

~——

NOBLE . HOOD

Clerk, V0%, Mhsorics Conret

'r‘r:‘j‘.i-:iice)z’ Loonie
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Ti THR UHITED STATREG DISTRICT COUST
I AND POR THE NOKTHERN DISTRICT OF ORLAHOMA

Plnintiff,
Vi .

Ho. 3b92

TRED DeMIER, JR,; MARTHA K. DeMIRR;
and JOON M, CAMP,

Defendants.

o e e o St Bt i S St Y gl S

RIS IRE

ierk.

ORDER OF DISMISSIL

on motion of plaintiff showing all issuas to have been fully
settled and compromised, It Ip Ordered that the above entitled cause be
dismissed with prejudice to the bringing of any future action thereon.

TP I8 FURTHER ORDERED thet the restraining orders iggued herein
be and they are hereby dissolved and szet aside.

Tr I3 FURTHER ORDERET that the Clerk of this eourt shall endorse
the carhbifizd check Leld herein in the aweunt of $10,000,00 to Jora M. Camp,
by proper endorsement and deliver said check to Johm H. Poe, his attorney.

7 I3 FURTHER ORDERED that no costs hereln shaell be assessed against

defendiant Joha M, Camp.

o oo
T [

e oricT Aduie
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IR D8 URET D 37T s DISTRICT ¢ CURT If ANy P T ST R
OIVIATON (7 QELAK W

. Jo tHadford,
Flaintif?,

vs Wity 2636 ivil

standard foofing &

sateerial Company, & g
corporagion, . L &y
Pefendant,
WIAY - ooy

NGBLE

CEER T MAN Iy CALSY Ty RTATY COUVHT Clerk, ()5 ' i
T e AL Dariog

The wotion of plaintiff to remond this suit Lo the Pige
trict Conrt of Tulsa ‘ounty, Oklahoua, coning on for heorinyg this
26th day of way, 1903, pursusnt to notice given the defendant,
and the coupt having heard the orgument f counsel, ond neing
fully advises, upon consideration finds that the said motion should
be sustained,

1t is thepafore opdered that the motion of plaintiff
to rcmund this case Lo the District Court of Tulsa ' ounty, ‘kla-
homa, be, ond thoe sase is hereby granted ond this causce be, and
the some is horeby remanded to the Distriet Court of Talsa v o nlky,

uklohowa, for further procecodings,

/Mpcﬂf/ﬁ/

Uudga of Kﬁitvc States ﬁdstrlct Court




UNITED oTATES DISTRICT COGURT Fuil Thb
HORTHBEAN DISTRICT oF OKLAHOMA

k., He and ELIJARETH SIEGFRIED, )
)
Plaintiffs, g
V5. ] loe 3404 Civil
J
|
UJITED STATES OF AMERICA, } o
b G 5t iy
pefendant. ]
it
e wni L PO
l..il." . - R
JULGHMENT O b et b

This cause came on to be heard and after receipt of
the evidence arnd written briefs by counsel and upon consideration

thereof,

IT Iv CONSIDERED, ORDERLU and ADJULGED by the Court
that the plaintiffs recover from the defendant, a3 overpayment
of income taxes for the year 1950, the amount of $10,011.3h,
plus interest st the rate of 6 per cent per annum from and after
Novembar 25, 1952. on $981.1i of sald amount and interest &t the
rate of O per cent per annum from and after Qctober 27, 1952,
on £9,630.20 of said amount, until paid, as provided by lawe

d

MALE 47D ORDERED this oy  day of Fha, 1955,

_—ﬁ——’

) .
Lol o T e
;7 District Judgs
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Iv fUm UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FUoTIE JORTHERN DISTRICT GF OKLAHOMA

PUBLIC 8nvICE CORPANY OF OKLAHOMA, H
}
Plaintiff, }
Ve % Civil Ho. 3467
UNITED STATES CF AMERICA, 1
Defendant. 5.

ORDER OF PARTIAL DISMISSAL

NOW or this £/  day of May, 1955, there coming
bafere wne (ourt for hearing the M;tion for Partial Dis-
missal filed herein by Plaintiff, it appearing thar the
parties nercto iave agreed upon a settlement of the issuves
involved in Count 2 of the Complaint herein filed, and
that Defsndznt has pald in full the claim and demand of
Plaintiff therein stated, and in pursuance of such payment
Plaintiff Las filed its motion for dismissal of sald Count
2 with prejudice, expressly reserving ite right to prosecute
to a final determination its cause of action set out as
Count 1 in its sald Complaint,

IT IS THERSFORE ORDERED AND DECREED that the cause
of setion set out ng Count 2 in the Complaint herein tiled
by Plaintiff be dismissed with prejudice, at the cost of
Plaintiff.

4&%24Q§%%?x/ JZK'WJQQHsciz
/ Judge &




IN THI UNITED STATES DILTRICT COURT FoOR Tl

NORTHERN DIGTRICT OF OKLAHOMA,

IN THE MATTER OF

CURTIC L. CUNNINGHAM, No. 7045

ALLLGED BANEKRUPT,

FILED

IN OPER COURT
QUM - 1385

ORDER NOBLE . HOGOD
Clerls, 1. 8 Disvricy Coort

D this 2nd day of June, 1955, thiz cause came an
regularly to be heard on the motion of the petitioning creditors
to dismiss these proceedings. The petitioning creditors appeared
by their attorney of record, Joe Shidler; the alleged bankrupt
appeared in person and by his attorney, R=roington Rogers; the
Stowell Corporation, as assignee of the claims of the petitioning
creditors, appearad by its attorney, Hughsy Baker. All parties
announced ready.

The court having examinad the files in this case and heard
the argument of counse:, and being fully advised in the premisaa,
finds:

1. That the alleged bankrupt herstofore filed his answer
herein wheiein tie alleged bankrupt alleged certain defenses to
these proceedings which, if supported by tha facts, would be & full
and complecte defense tc the petition in bankruptcy and require the
dismissal of these proceedings.

2. Thersafter the petitioning creditors duly askigned their
claims against said alleged bankrupt to the “towell Corporation and

moved to disrniso these procecdings.

et s g pop——— iyt et

i



3. That the Stowell Corporation as such assignee, has
entered ity appeavance herein, and by its attorney has joined in said
motion for dismissal,

4, The alleged bankrupt has heretofore filed a list of all
his creditors as of June 1, 1955, showing the names, addressas
and amounts due to each of said creditors.

%. Unpaid creditors of said Curtis L. Cumningham: holding
claims now due and payable and excluding the claims held by
Stowell Corporation are insufficient in number and ameount to main-
tain involurtary proceedings against the alleged bankrupt,

IT I$ THEREFORE BY THE COURT ORDERED, ADJUDGED
AND DECREED that the petition heretofore filed herein against the
said Curtis L. Cunningham, alleged bankrupt, and the proceedings
herein and this action be and the same are hercby dismissed at the

cost of the setitioning creditors.

‘ i
CEnr )‘iL. S o
o DISTRICT JU]HCEE

Attorney for Petitioning Creditors

0. K.

& HL{,@,MA a0
Attorngly for Stowell Corporation,
Agsignée of Petitioning Creditors

0. K. e

Qm oo

rney for

laged Bankrupt.
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Ti nE UKITED STaThs DIoTHilT CLURT Ful Tha
NCRThERN S Loihdiod oF f

Plaineiffes.
e, : N, 3655 <Uivii,

Tl SCLOEITA HATIONAL LIFE ! S

INGHRANCS Sonniit,

Defendant. Coo T

J U &G N

"is couse came on for wricl betfore the Couri and & Jury
on the Znd day of May, 1955, Loth parties appearing by counsel,
and the Jourt, on FMay 3, 1955, on motion of defendant, having
directed the Jury to render a verdict for defendant, and the Jury

having done zo, it is heraby

Chiliids, ADJUDGEER AND DRECuU that the plaintiffs take

nothing, trat the asction be and i1 ls hereby disuissed on the

merits and that defendant have and recover from plainciffs its

costs,




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT

OF CGKLAHOMA

Crest Petroleum, Inc.,
a corporation,

)
)
Plaint:ff, }
va ) No. 3717 Civil
)
Neal A. Sullivan and )
Anderson-Prichard Oil )
Corporation, a corporation, ) ]
Defendants. ) g [ £
e SESNY
etk UE JL,—
ORDER SUSTAINING MOTION TO DISMISS frrat, Fh b B

This cause came on this day to be heard as to the motion to
dismiss, duly served and {iled herein.

Whereupon, and aiter being fully advised by counsel of the
respective parties, and on due consideration thereof,

IT 1S ORDERED that the motion to diemise is sustained, and
that plaintiff's action be and it is hereby dismisaed at plaintiff's cost, for
want of jurisdiction of the subject matter, and for improper venue, but
without prejudice.

LY OD B SA A
) District Judge

C.K.

KERR, LAMBERT, CONN & ROBERTS,
Attorneys for Plaintiff, American Building,
Ada, Oklahoma,

By

e

G. C.? Mayhue, Ir.

2

R, D. Hudsaon, Attorney for Neal ...
Sullivan, 707 Ritz Blidg., Tulsa, Oklahoma

e —— i - T LA TR =
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTIERN
DIBIRICT OF OiliwHGA,L

+. A. Eitchell }
Plaintif? i Ko, 320
VS, )
Jule Lyor, f
Poymond Siles,
e ea P
Chester oryer, )
and Dryer Mininp Company, .
Tneorporatoed o corporation J
" . TR
Defendants. i oo

o

AT XY

. . . S Y
W RER S
. . ! 5 ATRT Y

JUDITRERNT
.Cf“ PR

The above enbitled actlon came on: for trial weon acoounting
berore the courd #ithout a Jurs on the 27%h cuy ob Apedl, 1955
upon continuatics from trial coumencess on she 10th Jduy of March
1955, Lotk 1a $he Unibed Statesn Siubruri Courl Roou Federal Bulld-
iy Tulsa, Oklahoma, and on each such days bhe plieintill appearlng
i1 peraon Ly his attormeys Helen Younb, Glenn h. Young and David
vouny and the ilndividual defendiuts appearing iaaividuslily, the
corporation by its ofTicers Jake Dryer, Raymond Sikes and Chester
Dryer and YZoth the corporation uwnd the individuals appearing by
thelr attorney ~1lCommons, and evidense having been presented and
the court having filed its flndinge of Jaets ond conciusione of
law, 1t ig hereby

ORDERLD AND ADJUDGED, that fhe piaintifl J. R. Mltchell have
and recover Judpnent ageinst the defondony Jake Dryer in the sum
of $3,490.7%, againet the defendunt Reymond Sikes In the sum of
$2,992.73, and wgeinet the defesiany Thester Dryer in the sum of
$2,992.73.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND /DJUSIIS that the plaintiffs have
Judgment agalnst sach of the delendunis Jeke Dryer, Raymond Sikes
and Cheste:r Deyer ond Doyer Minlap fompany, Incseporaited, a curp-
oration, Jjointly and severally oy plainbiff?s costs znd disbur-
sements in this actlen to the dats of thip Jjudgment, %o be herein-

after taxer, ob-wetice, hereinaiter inserted by the clerk of this




Fray

1

oourt in the sumof . .. - essdfieluding the sun

of 450 to be paid to Paul €. Canpbell Gompany for fees and ex—
penses ineurred la connectlion with the eccouniing herein—
-

Dore and Oodered ot Tulsa Okishoms this . day of

T il s 1955,

s N ot it

S dudge e

Approved at to form
Al Coimnons
y

s
) .
c s DA s

Lizlen Younl, David Young
and Glenn £, Young
- By

P

: . # _ R
! T A it L, v"é"‘z o P
-
- ;
i

v




TEOTMLODE TR ATATES RINTRTOT OOURT POR TRY

SORTHERY DIGTRITOT GF ORLALONE

P T L 3
151,&#;‘}5.}’; [

Plﬁl!ltiff‘ﬂ,

v, Ale 3333=00VIL

CGRARFE -MEBEDRTHG SOMPARY, a
corporetion, THURSTQH CHEMICAL
MOVPARY, & corporstion, and
¥ He TRACE AVD COMPARY, @
carporation,

g Nt P . o A P ™ b S it St S

wvafendantn.

J U 8§ S s B KT

“ha Tlerk ‘s directed 7o snter the followins fudgment

in the above srtitled cause?

1. Plairnciffs shall take nething upon their cemplainy
for injunctior and abstemeny of mulsance ageinst the wefendants

or sither of then.

“  Piairriffe shall take rethine upon their respective

complaints for dameges areinet the Defendents or afthar of them.

Te  Platriiffet Complaint, and cuch and every cluin or

cause of asticr contained therein, in dismissed upon the merits.

ive Deferdants shall ssverally bave and renover their

reapective costa szalnet the Maintifty and each of them.

Jeted st Tulss, Dilszhoms, t“fﬁﬁﬁwy dny of duna, 1955,




MIITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA

ROSEMARY JURS YOI,

)
Plaintiff, §
!

V. g Ro. 3573 ¢ivil
)
AGHES MAKY YOHO, and )
UFITED STATES OF AMERICA, %
Defendants. )

AMERDED JUDGMENT

IT I8 HEREBY OHDERED, ARJUDGEL AND DECREFD that AGNES

MARY YOHO i3 the benefilciary of Netionsel Service Life Insurance

Policy No. AC50MLOGY; that ROSEMARY JUNE YOHO has no interest

therelno, ani thual the Veterans Administration make payment of Agnes

Mary Yoho of the benefits under the above mentioned policy.

IT I8 FURTHER OHDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that ithe defen-

dant's atiorney, Charles-Dunn, be paid by the Veterans Adininlstre-

tion from the proeeeds of this judgment the sum of §500.00 as tis

reasonable attorney's fee for services rendered to the defendent in

this cause, the balasnce of the judgment being paid to Agpes Mary

Yoho as aforementiocned.

DAVED as of this 2lst dey f Februavy, 1955.

s/ Rayce H. Savage

Judge of the United Stetes Uistrict
Conrt for the Northerm Bistrict of

Oklahome

APPROVED:

s/ E. P, Litchfield
Attorney for Flaintiif

g/ Cherles Dun:
Attorney for Lefendant

s/ B. Hayden Crawiord
United dtates Attorney

- s i b 4




OUNITED STATES DISTRICY COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DYSTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

Richard A. Hittson,
Plaintiff,

V. Fo. 355k Civil

United States of America, et al,

N e S Y e Ve Vet " M e S

Defendants.

ORDER OF DISXISSAL

oy

NOW, on thie _""W !-L} day of June, 1955, the above-entitied matter
coming on for hearing upon the stipulation of the parties for dismissal with
prejudice and it appearing to the court that the parties have settled this
action out of court: and have filed their written stipulation for diamissal
with prejudice to o nev action and the court being fully aiviged in the
premises,

IT IS5, TIEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED thet this case be
and the same ip hereby dismissed with prejudice to & new action and that the

costs be pald by the plaiatiff.

!_ttto:}'ney for Plaintiff

e s Lot S g

United
Northern Disirict of Oklehoma
Attorney for Defendants

‘:
tes Attorney for the
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T3 TH UNITED STATHS DISTRICT COURT FOR THa HOW THARKH
PISTRINT OF OELAHOMA

ANDERSON TULLY COMPANY, }
a Corporation, )
Plaintifs, 3

Vs, }  No. 3708

} nivil

) -

v,o0, MITEHELL, &/bfa GLOBL BUILDERS J ' N
SUPPLY COVPANY, !
Dafandant, )

gypexegxzr U0

0w thin o2nd, day of Juno, 1955, there cems on for
heearin, ths above captlonad case botl: sldes appaarin. by thelr
rospective sounsal.

e Courd being fully edviged in the premises finda
et tae issua is for the plefintiflff and agalnst the defendant.

It is ovrdered that the plainti{f have gnd recover
Judpment & aingt the defendant in the amount of L2 ohs s, with

interest st tho rate of &% por annum from and aftor Janusry

12th, 1957, topether with coats.

; LT A B R

0. K. 45 70 oM -

e ‘- R _’l--\
T SSney Yo TLaTHETTT

G. K. AS TO PORM:

~f

4

‘Lut{’ A, {( v Py Ll
TEEorney jor Lalendant

e et e e st et e o s e T T et . . . © e — s et 78



UBITEO ATAOES DISTRICT COURT POR THE

NORT Land DLSTRICT CF OKLAHOMA.

Unlted States o0 fmerdo., )
)
Aoplicant, )
}

VS. 3 o, 3736 Civil
)
)
Mr. snd Mrs. Lea Roy Stopall, }
}
Regpoadents. )

ORDER

™ig cw 3¢ havins - oro e Wefers She courd on bhe 23p3 dey of June, 1955,
purstaent to an spoiicetic. lor & Preliminesy Injunction riled by the United
Stetes of fmerieca azainst Me. 2nd Mrs. Lese Foy Stegell, Respondents, due notive
having been served upon the respondents,snd all rertier belny present and befcre
the court, the court Tinds that there ip sufficistt csvse srhown Tor the granting
of & preliminary injunetlion. and herebyr orders snd decrses that s vreliminary
injunction should issuc witk vespect to The porticns of lend owmer by Mr. and
Mrs. Lea Roy Ltegzsil in Sectiows &, 5, 8 and 9, Township 25 Wortn, Range 5 East,

Osage County, Oklshoms, enjJoining Mr. and Mrs. Lee Roy Stegall, as surface

owners of snid preperty., from interferring in smy way with the seismic cperations,

particularly the drilling :»@ shooting of shot holes on said lands By the Per-

netee, Charles W. Oliphant, aﬁd/or his Apente. This injunctior sheldl be considered

as an In Rem Preliminary Injurction, incidentelly affecting the surface owners of

the praperty heretofore described, and shell hw in force end effect until sueh
time ac the rights of the permitees in whose fevor it is grented shall expire
by due operatlon of iaw.
IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED AND DECREED that the Applicant, United Btetes of
America, should heve its costs in this proceeding.
AND IT IS S0 ORDERED.
Dated thiscy ¥ dev of June, 1955.

_ e g ) Ep
.4 DISTRICT JuLgk.




