IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NCRTHERK DISTRICTY OF OKLAHOMA

THE FIRST NATIONAL BANK AND
TRUST COMPANY OF TULBA,

Plaintiff,

CIVIL NO. 2890

FIL s

V.

W, H. INGERTON, JR., et al,,

Defendants.

A

HOGOL

< o

ORDER

THIS cause came on to be heard on the 25th day of March,
1966, on the Motion of Estelle Garner Ingerton filed herein on
January 17, 1966, {for Injunction and Alternate Kelief, and on
Plaintiif's Motion to Dismiss said Motion: Plaintiff appeared by
counsel, Hess Crossland and James R, Ryan; Estelle Garner Ingerton
appeared by counsel, Garrett Logan and Howard F. Saunders; and
presented their respective arguments, and the Court, having made
its Findings of Fact and Conclusion: of Law, it is hereby

ORDERED that Plaintifi's Motion to Dismias the Motion
of Bstelle Garner Ingerton for Injunction and Alternate Relief,
filed herein on January 17, 1966, be and it is hereby sustained,
and it is further

ORDERED thati the Motion oi Eitelle Garner Ingerton ioxr
Injunciion and Alternate Relief, filed herein on January 17, 1966,

i3 hereby denied.

United States District Judge



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CQURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

THE FIRST NATIONAL BANK AND
TRUST COMPANY OF TULSA,

Plaintiff,
CIVIL NO., 2890 /

FILED

V.

W. H. INGERTCN, JR., et al.,

Defendants.

APR - 6 1866
CRDER NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk, U, 8. District Court Z/

THIS cause came on to be heard on the 25th day of March,
1966, on the Motion of Estelle Garner Ingerton filed herein on
January 17, 1966, for Injunction and Alternate Relief, and on
Plaintiff's Motion to Dismiss said Mction: Plaintiff appeared by
counsel, Hess Crossland and James R. Ryan; Estelle Garner Ingerton
appeared by counsel, Garrett Logan and Howard F. Saunders; and
presented their respective arguments, and the Court, having made
its Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, it is hereby

ORDERED that Plaintiff's Motion to Dismiss the Motion
of Estelle Garner Ingerton for Injunction and Alternate Relief,
filed herein on January 17, 1966, be and it is hereby sustained,
and it is further

ORDERED that the Motion of Estelle Garner Ingerton for

Injunction and Alternate Relief, filed herein on January 17, 1966,

Coro.. B e~

United States District Judge

is hereby denied.
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IN THR INITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE MORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

TRANSAMERICA INSURANCE COMPANY, )
& {alifornia corporgtion, /
Plaintif?
% HO._6378
¥a
) FILED
JACK L. CHILTON, Defandant. } (Gpeictc , 17Ef
JUDGMENT = .
bk NOBLE €. HOOD
Clerk, U. 8 Yisrrict Coust
This action soming on for trial on this day of ’

1966, Chrim Rhodes appsared as counsel for plaintiff and the defendant
appeared not, either in psrson or by his counsel,

The court finds that on file herein 1s Weiver of Summons and
Entry of General Appesrance executed by defendsnt and that defendant
thereby han waived the iseuance end sservice of summons upon him, entered
o genaral appesarance, walved tims to plsad herein and agreed that this
action may be hesrd at seny time and Judgmeni rendered without notice teo
him,

The eourt further finds thet defendant haz fsiled to answer or
othorwiss plead herein, and is in default.

It is therefore ordered that the defendant, Jack L. Chilton, is
harety adjudged to be in default, and that the allegetions of plaintifff¥s
Complaint be taken as trus and confessed as agalnst defendant.

Whereupon, this cause ¢oming on for trial, trizl by jury 1s
walved in open court, and the court, having heard all of the evidence and
being fully advised in ths premises and on considsration thereof, finds
that all of the sllegations of plaintiffts Petition sre trus as therein
set forthy that on or gbout April 15, 1961, the plaintiff issued s Bankere
Blanket Bond No. 26-618-019 to American Exchsnge Bank of Collinsville,
Oklahcome, in which plaintiff undertock to indemnify saeid bank for
"(4) Any loss through any dishonest, freudulent or criminal act of any of
the Employees, committad anywhere and whether committed alone or in
collusion with others, including loss of property through any such act of
any of the Ewployees,® which bond or similar bond by this plaintiff was in

effoct at all times mentionsd herein and pertinent heretoj that



Page 2

Botwaen Januwary, 1958 and October 23, 1964, defendant was 2
vico-presldent and smployes of said bank, and did during such time will-
fully and eriminally embsszle, misappropriste and convert to his own use
funds belonging to eald bank in the aggregate sum of $39,601.30, the
shortags of which wes not discoversd by sald bank until October 28, 19643
that

Trersupen and on the 3rd day of March, 1965, sald bank made
demand upon plaintiff as surety for said defendsnt for the sum of
$27,206.93, the balance of said enberzled sum remaining after retum by
defendant to gaid bank of oash and assets in the sum of $12,3%4.37, and
on or about the #th day of April, 1945, plaintiff paid to said bank upon
its olaim and under and by virtue of the bond the said sum of $27,206.93}
and that

Thereupon and thereby pleintiff becams and is anbrogated Lo all
the rights, cleaims, causes or sotion of sald American Exchange Bank
agalnst the defendant, Jssk L. Chilton, for the embezzlement and unlawful
cunversion of the funds of sald bank in the nel aggregats sum of
$27,206,93,

IT I3 THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED by the court Liast
plaintiff, Transamerics Insurance Company, & Califomia corporstion, i
and recover from the dafendent, Jack L, Chilten, the sum of $27,206.93
with interest thereon at six pereent (6%} per snnum from and after the
8th day of April, 1965, end for the vost of this action fer all of which

let execution issue.

&) oo, o otnian

United States District Judge

O.K._%&_M.Atmmy for Flaintiff

0.X, (W Attorney for Defendant



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FCR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

NATHAN APPLEMAN, )
)
Plaintiff, )
) .
Vs, ) Civil Action No. 6160
)
NAFCO QI AND GAS, ] F? T
INC., a corporation, ) “i l" Lo D
! -
Defendant. ) APR -7 86

NOBLE C. HOOY

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF'S MOTICN FOR SOMMARE. 8 Distier C
JUDGMENT AND OVERRULING DEFENDANT'S MOTICN
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

On March 21, 1966, this cause came on to be heard on
separate motions of plaintiff and defendant for summary judgment
as authorized by Rule 56 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.
The Court finds that, from the pleadings, depositions, admissions
and affidavit on £ile in this action, there is no genuine issue
as to any material fact in this action and that plaintiff is
entitled to a judgment as a matter of law. The Court passed the
entering of formal judgment until counsel prepared findings of
fact and conclusions of law.

On this _ﬁ{f% day of April, 1966, Findings of Fact and
Conclusions of Law having bheen made by the Court,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that-

1. Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment is granted.

2. Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment is over-
ruled5344ﬂ( 5{24%&£¥Zﬁi

3. Plaintiff is granted summary judgment against the
defendant decreeing that plaintiff has the right to perform the
audit and overhead services in connection with the various oil and

gas properties and to receive therefor the sum of $1,000.00 per

aiahrg




month; that plaintiff's right to perform such services and
recaeive payment therefor shall continue as long ms his reserved
production payment is in effect, that is, until the reserves are
depleted to the specified levels; that defendant has no right to
rerform such services and is not entitled to receive or retain
any portibn of the monthly expenses or proceeds of production for
such services:; that defendant has no right to deduct or withhold
any amount as working capital from the proceeds of production;

and for the costs of this action.

United States District Judge

:" I ' —— _§
’ R s 1




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERM DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA .,

HERRY L. BUCK,

)
Plaintiff, )
)
vE. ) Bo. 6217
}
MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD ) FILED
COMPANY, a corporation, )
Defendant. ) noR - 7 1966

AL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT NOBLE C. HOOD
Oterk, U 5. Dictrict Cour

Pursuant to the memorandum opinion made and entered herein
by the undersigned Judge, dated and filed March 29, 1966, which
written memorandum opinion contains therein findings of fact and
conclusions of law, and based upon such memorandum opinion,
findings and conclusions,

IT I8 THE ORDER, JUDGMENT AMD DECREE of this Court that the
plaintiff have and recover nothing by reason of said action as
against the defendant, and judgment is rendered herein in favor
of the defendant, Missouri Pacific Railroad Company, a corpora-
tion, and dismiseing the complaint of the plaintiff with prejudice

to the bringing of a new or other action.

N D

65udge//

APPROVED s

& Lf

C. Lawrence Elder,
Attorney for Plaintiff,

QW 5 foweca

William K. Powers,
Attorney for Defendant.




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COUBT WO THE
NORTHEEN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

HAFVEY 7. NOLAN,
Plaintiff,
ve. Ne. 6023 Civil

)
)
)
)
)
)
CRAWLER PAETS & HERUILDING )
)
)
)

SERVICE CORFORATION, FiL ED
Defendant. &PR—ﬁilgsﬁ
NOBLE €. HOOD
OBDES Clerk, U. 8 District Court

Plaintiff's wotion to reinstate cause end to permit mmendment
of complaint is denied.

This omse hae been et for trial four times, nemely, April 1,
1965, November 16, 1965, January 19, 1966, and March 16, 1966.
Bascause the parties were not ready, the Court was ocompelied to
strike the case on the first three settinga. On the setting of
November 14, 1965, the defendant's president appegred 1in person
but without counsel of record and the plaintiff appeared by counsel
but was not personally present and ready to proceed. The Court
then announced 1in open court thet the csase would be strlcken from
the trisl docket but would be tried at the next settlng. The
defendant was advieped to employ new counsel without delay, which
he did. The plaintiff's couneel was sdvised to be ready to proceed
8t the next setting, which has not been done. Notwithetanding
this aduonition the Court struck ihe ummtter one more tiwe, nawely,
on January 19, 1966, but with the sdvice that the casc would be
tried st the next szetting. Notioce of the March 16, 136&, trial

was malled Lo counsel of record on February 17, 1966. 0On March 16,

1966, the pleintiff, who resides in Ghlo and has never nttended o



trial setting, wse not present snd plaintiff's counsel announced
he was not reedy to proveed. The defendant announced resdy.
After oconeidering the facte the Court dismissed the casc without
prejudios for fallure to prosecute. Fule 41 (b) Federal Fulee

Civil Proosdure; Link va. Wabash L. Co., 370 U.5. 626, 82 5.Ct.

1386, & L.B4.24 734, reh. denisd 371 U... B73, 83 s.Ct. 115,
9 L.Kd.2d 112; sweeney ve. Anderson, 10 Cir., 129 F.2d4 7564

Shotklu ve. westinghouse Xiectrie *fjir. Co., 10 Cir., 167 F.2¢4 B25.

Counsel’s olaimed sonfusion about the setting on Hareh 16,
1966, belng & pre-trial hearing ie not understood, in view of the
actions and amnouncesents of Hovesber 16, 1965, and January 19,
1966, of which he hed persomal knowledge, the fact that the chee
had been fully pre-~tried on December 1, 1964, spd the notloe of
non- jury trisl which was timely mniled and recelved. Counsel's
resarks about not coEpleting discovery can oot be excused 1B view
of the above adzonitiona of the Court, the long tlue this care
has been perding (filed August 17, 1964), the fallure to diligently
pursues avalilable discovery nrooadures and fellure to ever file o
motion with the Court for any sssistance in obtaining discovery.

The Court regrets the turn of eventes that have ocourred but
wuch patieace har been preacticsd by the Court in this satbter and
11 nmust be underetvod that when the Court ancounces thalt & cage
cust ba preseuted at the next setting, &nd tinely notice is given
of such setting, whioh wee the case here, the amncuncezent of the
Court must be respected.

Acsordingly, the motion to relnstate the couse iz denled.

Dated this day of April, 1966,

6) Poed sk,

Fred Lmu@hartfy 5f
United itates Llstrict Judge




15 THE URKITES STATES DISTRULOT 0UNT WoH THE veaTHosl
DYSTHICT OF OuLeHd® A

£11an H. Stocker, Trustee in Jankruptoey

for W1llien Harvey Smith, & sole trader,

4/b/n Spith Gffice Sunply, A Sankrupt,
"laintiff,

J1v1l Ko, 5368

Vo,
F
Le L. 3oott, l l* EE [)
peferdant,
APR 11 1966
AR R HODLTE . HOOD
lerln LW YR Qourt

Upon gonsiderstion of the Fotion of defendant for & hew Trial
and for an Order Altering Judgwent, the icspunse of the plalntiff
thereto and the coltationes and argumente of both parties, the Jourt
finds that seld hetion should be denied.

Thera ls nothing presented by the deferndant in suld zotion
whioch wse not advanosd to smd comslderaed by the Court in erriving at
the partiasl suesnary Jjudgment entered and flled hersin on tareh 2,
1965, The Court fesle that the pald pertial suunary wageent correct-
1y nets forth the fracts snd the applicoerblu law and the declalon
necassarily reached as & result thereof, However, the Court has
sorrectod parsgraph & of the sald partinl sussary Judgment on file
dug to a olertical error to mow read January 14, 1963, inatead of
Janusry 1, 1962,

1t 1a, therefore, ordered that the Fotion of defendsnt for a New
irlel and Order Altering Judgment be and the sswe ls horeby deried
and uverraled,

iated this /! day of aprtl, 1966,

A )
SR ’c“-”{ f‘»»*\//z"*/’ /

Frad .mugharty ‘

United :tutes Jlﬂtribtf 2urt




UNITED STATES DISTRICY COURT FCR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHCMA

Unlted States of America, }
)
Plaintiff, 3
va. Y CIVIL MO. 6172
)
297.32 Acres of Land, More or ) Tracts Nog., L715E-1 and E-2
Less, Situate in Creek County, )
Oklahoma, and Gary W. Henry, et ) FILED
al, and Unknown Owners, )
)
Defendants. ) APR 11 1966

NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk, U. S. District Court

1. On this day this cause came on for hearing upon the

JUBGMENT

application of the United States of America, by its attorney, for a
final Judgment determining the ownership and the just compensation to be
awarded the former owners of the above tracts, based on the Report of
Commissioners filed herein on the 28th day of February, 1966.

2. The Court finds that the Declaration of Taking and Complaint
were duly filed and that the Court has jurisdiction of the parties and the
subject matter of this action; that service of process has been perfected
either personally or by publication of notice, as prescribed by Rule 714 of
the Federal Rules of Clvil Procedure, on all partles having compensable
interests in the subject tracts; that upon the date the Declaration of
Taking and the Cemplaint were filed title to the estate taken, as set
out therein, became vested in the United States of America.

3. The Report of Commissioners filed herein on the 28th
day of February, 1966, is hereby accepted and adopted as a finding of
fact as to all tracts covered by such report. The amount of just compensa-
tion as te the subject tracts as fixed by the Commission is set out in
paragraph 6 below.

L. Certain deficiencies exist between the amounts deposited
as estimated Just compensation for subject tracts and the amounts fixed
by the Commission and the Court as Just compensation and a sum of money
sufficlent to cover such deficlencies should be deposited by the Government.
These deficlencies are set out in paragraph & below.

5. The Court finds upcn the evidence presaented that the
defendanis 1listed below in paragraph 6 were the sole ouners of the above
captioned tracts on the date of taking and are entitled tc receive the

award thereof.



6. TIT IS, THEREFORE, BY THE COURT CRDERED AjD ADJUDGED:

(a) The vesting in plaintiff of title to the estates
set forth in the Complairt and Declaration of Taking in and to the lands
hereinabove referred to, as sald tracts are described therein, 1s hereby
confirmed:

{b) The just compenszation to be paid by the plaintiff
for the taking of the sbove tracts is the sum of $6,575.00, as determined
by the Report of Commisgioners of February 28, 1966, which report is
hareby confirmed and the sums therein fixed and adopted as just compensa-
tion for subject tracts, as shown by the following schedule:

TRACTS NOS. L715E-1 and 4715 E-2

Cwnerg: Mart A. Brandon and Ina Brandon, David R. Morris, Harold D.

McMurray, R. A. Patton, Howard Clawson and Elizabeth Clawsen,

Glen R. ILshman and Edna F. Lehman, A. H. Pershall, Ava Marie

Vest, Maurice Paul zand Ann Paul, Clair Long and Xatherine long,

W. F. Baster and Nellie Easter

Award of Just Compensation $6,575.00
Deposited as estimated compensation 2,700.00
Disbursed to Owner 0.00
Balance due to Cwner 6,575.00
Deposit Deficiency 3,875.00

7. The plaintiff shall forthwith deposit into the Registry
of this Court the deficiency in the amount of $3,875.00, with interest
at 6% per annum from April 22, 1965, until the date of deposit of such
of such deficiency. Upon receipt of the last-mentioned deficiency, the
Clerk of thig Court is hereby authorized and directed to draw checks on
the funds in the Reglatry of this Court in the amounts hereinafter set

forth, payable to the order of the following-named payees.

Mart A. Brandon and Ina Brandon $ L10.9%L plus all accum, interest

David R. Morris 575.32 plus all accum. interest
Harold D. McMurray 821.87 plus all accum, intersst
R. 4. Patton 2,465.62 plug all asccum. interest

Howard Clawscn and Elizabeth

Clawson 267.66 plus 21l accum. interest

Glen R. Lehman and Edna F. Lehman C75.30 plus all accum, interest



£. H. Pershall 719.1l plus a1l atcum. interest

Ava Harie Vest 287.66 plus all accum, interest
Maurice Paul and Ann Paul 1L3.83 plus all accum. interest
Clair Long and Katherine Long 143.83 plus all accum. interest
W. F. Baster and Nellie Eagster .143.83 plus 21l accum, interest

Entered this ¢ day of <771 (.  , 1066.

-"f.'::\r/“ /‘((”/;':&; ;?f AVt ot e
A C G

APPROVED:

,S/ A/ff‘t%fﬁ A 2 /4{’3 > {{){ )
ROBERT P. SANTEE

Assistant U, 3. Attorney

nld



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA,

United States of America, }
}
Plaintiff, ) //
vs. CIVIL ACTION NO.  6£220
)
Arthur E. Harris and )
Phyllis Sue Harris, g F\LED
Ly
g c. 500D} ¢
STIPULATION NS% g, District Cowrt
Cier N -

It is hereby stipulated by the parties hereto that the above-styled
action be dismissed with prejudice as tc the defendant, Arthur E. Harris.
It is further stipulated that the zbove-styled nction be dismissed

without prejudice as egainst the defendant Phyllis Sue Harris.

L 7.

Sani E. Taylor
Assistant United Stetes Attorney

Attorney for Plaintiff

ﬂwﬂm

Bert Mc Elroy {
Attorney for Defendsnts




Toeeoug MeMinn, «0 al,

claint U4,

v M et it

e T R

VS,

WOE.

Allled Van Lines, Inc,, oto,

RPN

e fendant, ;

WoR DL

Now on this oth day of April, [20u, the

heariug the motions for new trial of these

platuntiffs appeared Ly thelr attorney, i,

of Drumright, Ulklahoma, and the defendants appruccd by their

attorney, or. Joo Best of Tulsa, .lahowa.

Tne Court aaving beard the avpunent of

advivad i the premises, finds that said ool

aver=ruled,

IT To punidily, ADJUDGED ANG DECLSUS thay Lhe
new trial Jn ocascos #6275, #6220 and FO2Y3 are oveo-ruled, oo

wileiv the defendants enxcept and tle cxcopth

Livih Actinos

C27

¥

FILED

4PR 12 1966

. E . HOOD
T Court

i SR PSRN

dofoeadanrs,

Charvicr b

[oFa IS USRS

asitd bed

rhiLons

or

e

Vainield

=4

P abouild be

Are gt fownd.,

R

90 and G2vs

-‘i’_‘-

AN
FRREY



CNITRD o TATES DL TEI D CUS T i 2

WOH THor N T SEPURTAREIT 1% - % P
TEHAVE LS INGTH INCH Lt ANY, }
a forelgn covporation, ... Mlointlif, )
)
vs, y No.o 53 Cheil
)
PUBLIC sy a VIO COMPANY GF } F1 L E D
CRLUATUMA, v 2 . aefendant, |

ARR 13 1966

NOBLE C. HOOD
Wi PION EOR DISMESS AL WETH Pk JUOIGE L 08 Direlet Coc

Cormgs now the plaintlifl and respoctfully mioves the court to onter (s
ordev dlemissing thig cause with g ejudice, aud for grounls for zald wuotion,
Etates:

'hat all of the rmatters and tnings lovolve:t (o this litlgation have

been fully gettled andt comprorn ised belween the parties,

AT

Attorney fo- ¢ laintiff

B D G DEaMIssATL

Mow un Ltiile the /3 day of Anpril, 1365, upon jowd caugc naviag

bzer: ehown, this cause is dismigsed with prejudice.

(%) 7@{

A tric higr

rdhfmeh



UNITED STATES DISTRICT CCOURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHCMA

United States of America, }
)
Plaintiff, )
vs. ) Civil No. 6121
} . R
251.93 Acres of Land, More or Less, ) Tract No. WALET § | _ o |
Situate in Pawnee and Creek Countles, )i -
Cklahoma, and Clarice Wynn, et al, }
and Unknown Owners, )
}
Defendants. )

PN

L Liourt

AMENDMENT TO JUDGMENT

1. On this day this cause came on for hearing upon the
application of the United States of America by its attorney for an
amendment to a final judgment entered on October 25, 1965.

2. The Court finds that Paragraph L of the Judgment entered
October 25, 1965, should be amended by substituting the following
entirely therefor:

"The Court finds the amount of $5,070.00, inclusive of interest,
is just compengsation for the taking of the estates by the plaintiff in
the above tract, as such estates and said tract are described and set
ferth in the Complaint and Declaration of Taking herstofore filed in
this cause. The sum of $L,660.00 was deposited into the Registry of
this Court as estimated just compensation for said tract upon the filing
of the Declaration of Taking herein.”

3. The Court further finds that the fellowing language should
be added to Paragraph 5 of the Judgment entered October 25, 1965::

"The Court further finds that the plaintiff, United States of
America, and Clyde 0. Arnold agreed by written centract that the improve-
ments located on this tract and owned by Mr, Arnold are valued in the
amount of $410,00, which amount ig to be paid to Mr. Arnold.*

IT IS, THEREFQRE, BY THE COURT ORDERED AND ADJUDGED:

(a) The Jjudgment entered October 25, 1965, is amended as
to Paragraphs L and S as set out above;

(b) The just compensaticn to be paid by the plaintiff fer the
taking of the above tract is the sum of $5,070.00, inclusive of interest,

of which the sum of $L,660.00 has previcusly been disbursed;



c. The plaintiff shall forthwith depcsit into the Registry of
this Court the deficiency in the amount of $410.00, without interest.
Upon receipt of the last mentioned deficiency, the Clerk of this Court
is hereby authorized and directed to draw a check on the fundy in the
Rogistry of this Court in the amount hereinafter set forth, payable to
the order of the followlng named payee:

Clyde 0. Arnold . . . . . . . $410.00

L _
Entered 4‘{C’)¢(f s s T
I

/s/ Allen E. Barrow

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPRQVED:

/s/ Rotert P, Santee

ROBERT P, SANTERE
Assistant U, S, Attorney

nld

L]
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
FOR THE NORTHENN DISTRICI OF ORLAHOMA

W. C. BOYD, individually, and )
W. C. BOYD, a» fathar and next )
friend of W. €. BOYD, JR., a )
winoxr, 17 years of age, }
)
Plaintiffy )
)
v, ) WO, 6359
) FILED
MARK CARROLL and FEDERAL )

CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, an ) "
Oklahoma Corporation, ) AR 14 1966
)

)

Dafendants. NOBLE C. HO oD

Clerk, 1. 8. Distriet Court

COME now the plaintiffs and the d efendante and move the Court to
dismies, with prajudice, the above-captioned csuse, for the reason and
upon the grounds that the cause has been compromised, settlad, and resolved.
WHERKFORE, premisse considered, the plaintiffe and the defandants,

pray that the Court dismiss the above-captionad cause, with prejudice.

SANDERS, McELROY & WHITTEN,

W AT mE L

Bart McElroy,

Attorneys for the Plaintiffas,

L

Attor/for the Defendants.

ORDER
NOW, on this gi day of April, 1966, the above-captiom d cause, by

Order of ths Court, is dismissed with prejudice, on atipulation of the

parties hereto.
R“_,,.\.. '.-‘ __,_.«-,mzcuf

‘-‘4.

UNITED "STATES DISTﬁicT JUDGE




IN THE URITEDP STATES DISIRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN
PISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
for the Use of BOECKING»BERRY )
EQUIPMENT CO., a Corporation, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
Vs, Y No. 6245 Civil
)
A. H. LEAL, an individual; )
CEDAR CREEK COAL COMPANY, a )
GCorporation; AMERICAN CASUALTY ) FILED
COMPANY OF READING, PENNSYLVANIA, )
a Corporation
P ' 3 APR 15 1966
befendants. )
NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk, U. 8. District Court
JUDGMENT

Baped upon the Fiandings of Fact and Conclusions of
law this day entered in the above entitled cause,

IT I8 THE JUDGMENT OF THE COURT that the plaintiff,
United States of America, for the Use and Benefit of BOECKING-
BERRY EQUIPMENT COMPANY, take nothing against the defendants
Cedar Creek Coal Company, a corporation, and American Cagualty
Coumpany of Reading, Pennsylvanisa, a corporation, and judgwment
is hereby entered in favor of gaid defendants against the
plaintiff, with costae.

IT IS THE FURTHER ORDER AND JUDGMENT OF THE COURT
thet the plaintiff do have and recover of and from the defen~
dant A. H. Leal the gum of §3,651.22, together with iuterest
at the rate of six per cent per annum from this date $;m:11

and a reagonable attorney's fee in the sum of $500.
%MW y

DATED this /& day of April, 1966.

5) Vs Zortamsr.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



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

THE UNITED STATES OF AMBRICA, )
for the Use of BORCKING-BERRY )
EQUIPMENT CO,, a Corporatfon, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
vs. )  No. 6245 Civil
)
A. H. LEAL, an individual; )
CEDAR CXEEK COAL COMPANY, & ) FILED
Corporation; AMEBRICAN CASUALTY ;
COMPANY OF RRADING, PENMSYLVANIA,
a4 Corporation, ’ ) APR 15 1966
)
Defendants. ) NOBLE . HOOD
Clerk, U. 8. District Court

1. On May 25, 1964, the defendant Cedar Creek Coal
Company entered latc a Contract with The United States of
Awerica for the construction of Public Use Area No. 2 at and
near the Kayatone Reservoir, Arkensas River, State of Oklahoma.

2. On May 25, 1964, Cedar Creek Coal Cowpany, as
principal, and American Casualty Cospany of Reading, Petnsy~
lvania, ag surety, emecuted a Miller Act payment bond in the
penal smount of $154,813.75, conditioned as required by law.

3. On June 9, 1964, Cedar Creck Coal Company en=
tered into a contract with A. H, lLeal whereby the latter was
to parform certain functions for Cedar Creek Coal Company,

all as described in the Contract, which ic as follows:

" EQNIRACT

This agreemsnt made amd entered into this the
9th day of June, 1964, by and between A. H. leal
and Cedar Creek Coal Compemy, Inc., an Oklshoma
corporation, with officez in Potesu, Oklahows.



WITME SSETH :

That the parties hereto have agreed and do hereby
agrea to the following termg and conditions of em~
ploysent of A. H. Leal by Cedar Creek Coal Company,
Inc., on Job Na., CIVENG 3i=066=64+126, Public Use
Areas 117, U, B, Corps of Engineers: (As Project
Manager)

(1) All sceounting for this job will be msintained
by Cedar Creak Coal Company, Inc. at its office in
Foteau, Oklshoms. This shall include, but not be
limited to, bookkeeping, cost statements, progress
reports and purchase orders. There will be an
smployee on the job whose stlary will not excesd
$1.50 per hour plus expenses, vho will keep time,
issve and forward purchase orders, forwaxrd infor-
wation for prograsa reports and etc., and generally
repregent the accounting department of Cedar Creek
Conl Company, Inc., and will, in no way, be subject
to the production department.

{2) All purchasse must be mide by & purchase order
issued Ly Cedar Cresk Coal Compsny, Imc. Ko lige
bility will be incurred without en igsued purchase
oxder. All purchase orders wust be aigned by the
sccoumting departweat or sn officer of Cedar Creek
Coal Company, Inc.

(3) All purchases in excess of Five Bundred Dollars
($500.00) must be signed by an officer or the office
amager of Cedar Creek Coal Company, Inc.

(4) A. H. laal will receive One Hundred Thirtye-
Pive Dollare ($135.00) per week plus car expense.

(5) ¥o equipment shall be rented on thig job withe
out the approval of am officer of Cedar Cresak Coal
Company, Ine.

(6) Copy of all estimtes will be mailed to Cedar
Cresk Coal Cowpany, Inc., P. 0. Box 190, Poteau,
Oklahoma .

(7) All moutes sdvenced are to be used on this
Job only.

{(8) Cedar Crask Coal Cowpany, Inc. will receive
eight percent (8%) of the groge contract. This

18 to be deducted psrcemtagewise from each estimate
ag astinates are received,

(2) Cedar Creek Coal Company, Inc. will receive
three=quartera of one parcent (.75%) (3/4%) of gross
contract for bond fee to be deducted from firat
estinate.



(10) Cedar Creek Coal Company, Inc. will receive
two pexcent (2%L) for sny monies advanced and norumml
trade discomts if paid before due,

(11) Cedar Creek Coal Company, Inc. will receive
for accounting the actusl hourly labor and materials

ecost, etc.

(12) In case the liabilities to Cedar Creek Coml
Company, Inc. exceed the progress reports, or it ig
the opinion of the officers of Cadar Creek Coal
Company, Inc. that the job is improperly mssmaged,
Cedar Creak Coal Company, Inc. may, at its option,
terminate this agreement and take over the job and
finish it.

{13} All expenses or liabilities incurred on the
Job must be reported to and approved by Cedar Creek

Coal Company, Iac.

(14) Al) subscontracts and agreements pertsining
to the above contract wust ba approved by an officer
of Cedar Cresk Coal Company, Inc.

(15) All payrolls, purchases and mmterial records,
atc . ,mipt be meiled to Cedar Creek Coal Company,
Inc., P. G, Sox 190, Potesu, Oklahoma, each day.

{16) Mo expenae shall be incurred om this job uneil
operation 1s begun.

(17) In order to secure payment of all sccowmta,
Bo distribution of profits will be wade until job
1is coupleted and finaled out.

(18) Whmn the above gtated terms and conditions
to Cedar Creek Coal Company, Inc. have been met,
any additional monias will be paid A. H. Lual asg
a bomus for his services and the use of his equip~
went .

In Witnese Whereof, the parties have executed this
contract by their proper officers or duly suthorized

agents,
CEDAR CREEX COAL COMPANY, INC.

(SBAL)
By:
ATTEST: President
4 Gai
Secretary
L] . 1
A. H, laal



That certain agresment made and entered into on the
9th day of June, 1964, by and between Cedar Creek
Coal Company, Inc., an Oklshome corporation, sand

A. H. leal, setting forth the terms and conditions
of ewployment of A, H. Leal by Cedar Creek Coal
Company, Inc. on Job No. CIVENG 34«~066-64+126,
Public Use Area III, U. 5, Corps of Engineers, shall
be awended as follows:

Paragraph (9) shall be amended to include, “"That
Cedar Creak Conl Company, Inc, shall receive the
actual cost of the bond in liew of the 3/4%."

Paragraphs (3), (5), (13) and (14) shall be amended
to include, "and shall also be approved and coacurred
by A. H. leal."

Paragraph (18) shall be amended to include, "These
monies will be over and above, after deducting all
Job expensee and costs including the 8L of the groas
contract as shown by the final estimmte of tha pro-
Joct, and will include ingurence, compangation ine
surasce, and employees State and Federal Taxes.

fuch renmining wonies will be paid to A, H. Leal or
his assigns within thirty (30) days after receipt of
final estimmte payment.

In the event it is mecesssary for Cedar Creek Cosl
Compammy, Inc, to take over this project and assume
couplete menagement, this contrsct and the amendments
therato shall be mull and void, and none of the terms
or conditions of thisg contract or amendwent shall bhe
spplicable, Before Cedar Creek Cosl Cowpany, Inc.
could assume oenagement of this contract, it must

glve in writing a five (5) days notice of its intene
tions and reasoans for so doing, and if thase conditions
are corrected within the five (5) daya, this ¢lause
shall mot be applicable, with the exception of Parew
graph (18) and the smendument thereto which is to remein
in full force and effect without change.

Monthly cost statemeunts will be prepared by the 15th
of the month for the wonth past for the life of the
job, and & final itemized statement of all cost
pertaining to the job within & reagousble time after
completion of the job, Coples of tha above statement
will be furnished to A. M. Leal om the above date,

A. H. leal shall heve the right to ingpect the books
&t any reasontble time.

Cedar Cxeek Coal Compény, Inc. will advance payments
of the followimg for A. H. Leal during this countract:



Snell Businegs Aduinistratiom §230.00 per month
Sinclair 01l Company (Equipwent Note) 247.00 per month
Austin Hational Bank (Pquipment note} 266.00 per month
Wilburton State Bank

Cedar Creak Cosl Company, Inc. uwill receive two per=~
cent (27) for wonies advanced for the above payments.

In Witness Whereof, the parties heve ewxecuted this
contrect awenduent by their proper officers or duly
authorized ageats this 10th day of June, 1964,

{BBAL) CEDAR CRERX COAL COMPANY, INC.
(g[ E_P'c;mh Gaither
gidant
AYTTEST:
the
Secretary 2 X g. b“l'

4. The plaintiff in this case furnished a rebuilt
engine for a Caterpillar Tractor at an alleged cost of
$3,651.22,

5. The Court finda that A. 1. Lsal had no suthority,
as agent or in any other cepacity, to bind or obligate Cedar
Creek Coal Company for the purchase of any equipment, as evie
denced by the mbove written contract,

6. Prior to the furnishing of any equipment or the
performance of amy work by the plaintiff, plaintiff was ad-
vised by A. H. Leal that he did not have the suthority to bind
Cedsr Creek Coal Company for the equipment in quesgtion.

7. The Court further finds that the equipment was
furnished and the work performed by the plaintiff with the
understanding it would receive its pay or money from A. H.

isal, and did in fact bill Mr. Leal therefor.



8. The Court finds there wig no agreement, express
or implisd, between the plaintiff that Cedar Creek Coal Company
would pay for thia equipaent and labor furnighed to A. H. lesal,
and hiz equipment.

%. The Court finde that A. H. leal, an individual,
is lisble and bound to the plaintiff in the sum of $3,651.22,
together with interest and a reasonable attorney's fee in the
sum of $500.

of Law

1. Uander the Contract set out sbove and the evi-
dence adduced st the trial, the Court concludes that Mr. Leal
was both an suployee and & materialomn of Cedar Creak Coal
Cowpany .

2. The Court comwludss as a matter of law under
the contract in question, set forxth above in the Findings
of Pact, Mr. Isal had oo asthority to make any purchases for
and on behalf of Cedsr Creek Coal Cowpany except &s provided
by said coatract.

3. The Court concludes as & matter of law that
having originally scquired jurigdiction tn this case, it may
retain jurisdiction #s to the defendant A. Y. lsal even
though the Court has determived that this is not & Miller
f Act case. See Brown and Root, Inc. vs. Glifford«-Hill & Co.,
319 F.2d 65 (5 Cir.); Hurn ve. Oursler, 285 U.S. 238.

DATED this day of April, 1u66.




Whichk
3-29-06

LAW OFFICES
UNGERMAN,
GRrRABEL,
UNGERMAN
& LEITER
SIXTH FLOOR
WRIGHT BUILDING

TULSA, OKLAHOMA

IN THE UNITED 3TaTES DISTRICY COGURT FOR T
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GKLAHOMA

Ue &, INVESIMENT CORPURALLIUN, )
4 corporation, )
)
Plaiatiff, i
)
VE, ) Civil Aaction
)
GROUND SUPPCRT ECUIPMENT } No, 6330
CURPORATION, DONALD H, RUBERIS )
and JEAN ROBLRTS, and GRIGSDY'S }
CARPETS & DRAPERIES, INC,, ) FILE D
a4 corporation, )
)
Defendants, ) APR 15 1966
o0D
.. o T BLE C. H
JUDGMENT clliau.s_mmgcwc

The above entitled action came on for hearing before the Court on
March 22, 1966; plaintiff and defendants Ground Support bquipment Corpora-
tion, a corporatio., Donald H, Roberts and Jean Roberts, waived trial by
jury as to the issues between them; and plalotiff and said defendants, having
stipulated as to the facts, and the Coart having made and filed its Findings of
Fact, Conclusions of l.aw and Urder {or Judgment; now, pursuaant to said
Urder for Judgment:

IT I5 BY THE COURT ORDEKED, »DJUDGRD aND DECREED that
the plaintiff, U, 3, Investment Corporation, a4 corporiation, have and recover
judgment againat defendants, Ground Support Lguipment Corporation, a cor-
poration, Donald ii, Roberts and Jean Roberis, for the sum of $25, 496,48,
with interest on $24,153, 17 at the rate of 16 per cent per annum from Decem-
ber 16, 1965, until paid, together with an attorney's fee of $3,874,.47,
abstract expense of $34,5u, and for the costs of the action, to he hereinafter
taxed againat said defendanis, oo notice,

[0 I8 LY THE CUURYI FURTHER GRDLRED, ADJUDGED AN D
DECREED that the trial of the issues v Lhis cause vetween defendant aad
cross-patitioner, Urigsby's Carpets & Lraperies, Inc,, & corporation, and

defeadants Ground Suppori Lquipment Corporation, « corporation, and Lonald



H. Roberts and Jean Roberts be and the same is hereby reserved by the Couri,
and said ceuse is hereby cuntinued for further hearing thereon,

11 1» BY THE COURT PURTVHER ORDRERLD, allJUDGED AND
DECRERD that the issue of priority between plaintiff's mortgage liea and the
mechenic's lien, if any, of defendant and cross-petitioner, Grigsby's Carpets
& Draperies, luc,, & corporation, be and it is hereby continued for further
hearing thereon,

ITIis BY TIHE COURT FURTHLR GRODERED, AaDJUDGLD AND
DECREED that plaintiff's rights under the mortgage upon the property
situsted in the State of Utabh, and its right to forecinsure thereof, be and the
same are hereby reserved for consideration +v & court of competent juris-
diction in the State of Utah,

IT 15 6Y 1HE COURT FURTHE R GROEREL, AaDJULGED aND
DECRELD that plaiutiff have and is hereby graonted judgment agaianst defendants
Ground Support Equipment Corporation, a corporation, Donald H, Rolerts and
Jean Roberts, for foreclosure of its Real Estate Mortgage upon the followiug
described real estate situated in Tulsa County, Uklahoma, to-wits

Lot One (1), Block Five (3), SOUTHERN HILLS

ADDETION to the City of ialea, Tulsa County,

State of Uklahoma, according to the recorded

plat thereof,
and that apon the failure of said defendants Lo saiisfy said judgment, wilth
interest, attorney's fees and costs, that @aa execation and order of sale 1ssue
to the United States Marshal for the Northern District of Uklahoma, command-
ing him to sell, as upon execution, with appraisement, plaintiff having
elected to have said property seld with appraisement, the above-described
real property, subject to the firat mertgage of Ponca City Saviegs and Loan
Association of Ponca Clity, (kiahoma,

11 IS FURTHER CRDERED, »DJUBGLD aND DLCREED BY 1HE
COURT that execafion on plaivtifi's judgment be, however, and the same is
hereby stayed until deterrmination of the issucs between defendant and cross-

petittover, Grigsby's Carpets & Draperies, luc,, and defendants Greund

support L orporaiion, 4 curporation, Uonald o, Bocerts and Jean Koherts,

iy



a8 to the validity of the Mechanic's Lien of said cross-petitioner and as to
the liability of said defendants thereon, and pendinyg determination of the issues
of priority as between plaintiff and cross-petiticner, Grigsby's Carpets &

Draperies, luc.,, a corporaticon,

Dated this l{ﬂ day of A‘?r J‘ l « 1966,

)f/ ™ Pol'nqwm

Luther Bohanon
United States District Judge

APFPROVED:

Irvine E. Ungerman
Manuel Grabel
Maynard [, Ungerman
William Leiter

¢

- . . y
i (] S e
_John C, Moran
Attorney for Defendants Ground
Support Equipment Corporation,
& corporation, Donald H, Roberts

and Jean Roberts

itchell ‘O'Donne

Attorney for Defendant Grigaby's
Carpets & Draperies, Inc,, a
¢orporation

3



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NCRTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, and
NORMAN NOLAND, Special Agent,
Internal Revenue Service,

)
)
%
Petitloners CIVIL NO. 6388
oher 3 25353

V. )

M. P. BOTTENFIELD, 3 FILED~
Respondent. g

APR 15 1966
O R D E R NOBLE C. HOOD

Clerk, U. 5 District Court

The petition seeking to compel the respondent, M. P. Bottenfield,
to comply with an Internal Revenue summeons having come on for hearing on
March 15, 1966; the Court having considered the pleadings and having heard
argument of counsel:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the respondent's Motion Yo Strike, Set
Aslde and Hold for Naught Order +c Show Cause he denled and the same is
denied and thal the respondent M. P. Botienfield comply wlth the summons
issued by Special Agent Normen Noland, and that the respondent, M. P.
Bottenfield, shall appear before Special Agent Norman Noland et 3224 East
21st Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma, on April 19, 1966, at 10:00 AM, to testify
concerning the tax lisbility of C. F. and Jesnne V. Williams for the years
1959, 1960, 1961 and 1962 and to produce for examination the following books,
records and papers:

ALl work papers, correspondence, and memoranda of

M. P. Bottenfield & Associabes relagting to the in-

come, expenses, cxemptions, deductions, and financial

transactions of C. F. and Jeanne V. Williams for the

periods designated; and the records of M. P, Botten-

fileld & Associates showing the dates, tax returns

and declarations of estimated tax were prepared and/or

filed for C. F. and Jeanne V. Williams.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the petitioner, Norman Noland, has
the right to photocopy or otherwise mechanically reproduce all of the

material produced for examinatlon pursuant to this order.



It 1s the further finding of this Court that the
petitioner prior to the hearing in thls matter had objected to
a court reporter being present, however, at the hearing in this
matter before this court the petltioner consented to the presence
of a certified court reporter at any further examinstlon or

proceedings in this matter.

IT IS THE FURTHER ORDER that a certified court reporter
may be present at any further examinatlon and proceeding in this
matter and respondent is te furnish to the petitioner a copy of

this record of the proceedings at no cost to petitloner,.

o@.ﬁﬂ e e Srn T
¢}

C)fﬁﬁfﬂﬁkgﬁliéj'

A
Dated this the /< —day of April, 1966

\\\/ ‘\\

3\ K:m\ \K‘*N**“ -\
/¢@M e \x
’/ //:lfﬁ~*wftﬂbf/
/nuf/?‘ //g% /"ﬁw—c}_”



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, and
NORMAN NOLAND, Special Agent,
Internal Revenue Service,

VS.

FILED

)
)
;
Petitioners,g CIVIL NO. 6389
)
)
}

PAUL R, HODGSON, Respondent.

APR 15 1966

NOBLE C. HOOD
ORDER Clerk, U, 8, District Court

The petitlon seeking to compel the respondent, Paul R. Hodgson,
to comply with an Internal Revenue summons having come on for hear-
ing on March 15, 1966; the Ccurt having considered the pleadings and

havlng heard argument of counsel:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the respondent's Motlon to Strike,
Set Aslde and Hold for Naught Order to Show Cause be denled and the
same 1s denled and that the respondent, Paul R. Hodgson, comply with
the summons 1ssued by Speclal Agent Norman Noland, and that the
respondent, Paul R. Hodgson, shall appear before Speclal Agent
Norman Noland at 608 Franklin Building, Tulsa, Oklahomz, on April
18, 1966, at 10:00 A.M. to produce for examination the followlng
books and records of the Williams Machine Company, Inc.:
(1) Bank deposit slips of Williams
Machine Company, Inc., for the
fiscal years ended Magreh 31, 1859,
1560, 1961 and 1962
IT IS FURTHER CRDERED that the petitioner, Norman Noland, has
the right to photocopy or otherwlse mechanlcally reproduce all of

the material produced for examlnation pursuant to thils order.



It 1s the further finding of this Court that the
petitioner prdor to the hearing in this matter had obJected to
a courf{ reporter being present, however, at the hearling in thils
matter before this court the petitioner consented to the presence
of a certified court reporter a2t any further examination or

proceedings in this matter.

IT IS THE FURTHER ORDER that a certified court reporter
may be present at any further examinatlon and proceeding in thils
matter and respondent 1s toc furnish to the petltioner a copy of

this record of the proceedings at no cost to petitloner,

"'Z:fqz Jaﬁw/%»f‘i "

7(3%}&%_Hﬁﬂf
71 0L 7 - YR
Dated this the [5 day of April, 1966 % bl )\
' 0

i / 5= gét//j ey
”ff«;? 2



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FCR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, and )
NORMAN NOLAND, Specizl Agent, ) e
Internal Revenue Service, )
) CIVIL NO. 6391
Petitioners )
| FILED
V.
) =
PAUL R. HODGSON, ; APR 15 1966
Respondent. ) NOBLE ¢ HOOD
Clerk, U. 8. Distriet Court
CRDER

The petition seeking to compel the respondent, Paul R. Hodgson, to
comply wilth an Internal Revenue suwmons having come on for hearing on
Mareh 15, 1966; the Court heving considered the pleadings end having heard
argument of counsel:

IT IS HERERY ORDERED that the respondent's Motion to Strike, Set
Aside and Hold for Naught Order to Show Cause be denled and the same is denied
and that the respondent, Paul R. Hedgson, comply with the summeons issued by
Special Agent Norman Noland and that the respondent, Paul R. Hodgson, shall
appear before Special Agent Normen Noland at 608 Franklin Building, Tulsa,
Oklshoma, on April 18, 1966, at 10:00 A.M. to produce for examination the
following beoks and records of the 011 Tool Sales Company:

(1) Bank deposit slips for the fiscal year ended
September 30, 1962.

(2) Subsidiary accounts receivable ledger sheets
(memorandum billing) for the fiscal year ended
September 30 N 3.962, for the following customers:

Americen Exploration Equipment Company,
Tigon Teol Company,
Thompson Tool Company.

(3) General Journal contalning a1l journal entries
for tne fiscal year ended September 30, 1962.

IT IS TURTHER ORDFRED that the petitioner, Nerman Nolend, has the
right to photocopy or otherwise mechanically reproduce all of the material

rroduced for examination pursuant to this order.



)

[t is the further finding of this Court that the
petitioner prior to the hearing in this matter had objected
to a court reporter being present, however, at the hearing
in this matter before this court the petitioner consented to
the presence of a certified court reporter at any further

examination or proceedings in this matter.

IT IS THE FURTHER QRDER that a certified court reporter
may be present at any further examination and proceeding in
this matter and respondent is to furnish to the petitioner a
copy of this record of the proceedings at no cost

to petitioner,

EK) fE,wa«/{w‘i
e 4
Dated this the {\(— day of April, 1966, O | Mf/bgéhﬂ/
(f ]\ \\\(\Kl \\,."lul,mp;

(cc’t(—zQ-/ =7 ’//ffﬂ/
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

INTERNATIONAL EQUIPMENT )
LEASING CORP., a corporation, )
)
Flaintiff, g
VS, g NO, 6 39 3
MIDLAND OIL & GAS COMPANY, a y
corporation, WILLLAM E, ROBERTS ) FILED
end €. F, SHEPHERD, )
)
Defendant. ) APR 15 1966

NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk, U, 8, District Court

Now on this _‘;ﬁéi}day of April, 1965, the above cause comes on regularly
for hearing, and the plaintiff appearing in person and by its sttorney of
record, Thomas A, Iandrith, Jr. and the Court having determined that the def-
endant, Midland 0il & Gas Company, a corporation, has been duly served with
surmons and has defaulted by failing to appear or plead in said cause within
the time authorized and permitted by law and the Court having determined that
the plaintiff is entitled to a Jjudgment of and from the defendant Midland
0il & Gas Company, a corporation, as prayed for in the Complaint,

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECHEED as follows:

(1) That plaintiff be and i% is hereby awarded a judgment of and from
the defendant, Midland 0il & Gas Company, a corporation, in the sum of
$384,180.00, with interest thereon at 6% per annum from the date of Judgment,
together with attorney's fees in addition thereto in the sum of $38,418.00,
and the costs of this action.

(2) That plaintiff be and it is hereby decreed to be entitled to exclu-
sive possession, custody and control of ail of the leases, leaseholds and
personal property more particularly described and referred to in the Equip~
ment Lease Agreement in writing, dated May 8, 1964, a true copy of which is
attached to the Complaint, marked "Exhibit A" and made a part hereof; the
Assignment of Production and Agreement contract being dated May 8, 1964, a
true copy of which i1s attached to the Complaint, msrked "Exhibit B" and made
& part thereof; the Supplementel Equipment Lease Agreement in writing, deted
March 19, 1965, a true copy of which is attached to the Complaint, marked "Ex~
hibit D" and made a part hereof, and the Supplemental Assignment of Production
and Agreement, deted the 19th day of March, 1965, a true copy of which is at-
tached to the Complaint, marked "Exhibit E" and made a part hereof.

(3) fThat William Doenges, Jr. is hereby appointed receiver to take charge
of and operate and control said leases, leasehold estates and personal property
pending further orders of this Court, upon his exeeution of an undertaking in
the usual form, in the sum of $10,000, conditioned as provided by law. Said
recelver is hereby authorized and directed to take possession of said prop-
erties, to operate said leases only tc the extent as is reasonably necessary
to conserve said properties and in order that present production can be extracied

therefrom. Said receiver is authorized to incur indebtedness and to issue



receiver's certificates, which certificates shall be and constitute a first
lien on said preoperty and on all of the property to come inte the hands of
the receiver, said receiver's certificates to be issued only in the amounts
and to the extent reasonably necessary to conserve, preserve and operate said
properties and leases, pending further orders of this Court, said receiver's
certlificates not to exceed a totel of $10,000 during sny one month. Said
receiver is hereby ordered to make a full end complete repori to the Court of
his acts as receiver at intervals of not less than fifteen (15) days, fully
disclosing a1l of his acts as receiver during the preceding fifteen-dsy period.
For all of which,let execution issue.

T F LBer
i, Uz,

United Stetes District Judge




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, and
NORMAN NOLAND, Special Agent,
Internal Revenue Service,

)
)
)
)
Petitloners ) y
) CIVIL NO. 6390
Va )
)
PAUL R. HODGSON, ) FILED
)
Respendent. ) s Bg
APR 15 1966
NOBLE C. HOOD
ORDER Clerk, U. S. District Const

The petition seeking to compel the respondent, Paul R. Hodgson,
to comply with an Internal Revenue Summons having come con fer hearing
on March 15, 1966; the Court having considered the pleadings and
having heard argument of counsel:

IT I5 HEREBY ORDERED that the respondents Metion to Strike, Set
Aslide and Hold for Naught Order to Show Cause be denled and the sanme
1s denied and that the respondent Paul R. Hedgson comply with the
summons 1ssued by Special Agent Norman Noland, and that the respondent,
Paul R. Hodgson, shall appear before Special Agent Norman Noland at
608 Franklin Bullding, Tulsa, Cklahoma, on April 18, 1566 at 10:00 AM
to produce for examination the following books and records of the Cil
Tool Manufacturing Company:

{1) Bank deposit slips for the fiscal years ended
September 30, 1959, 1460, 1961 and 1962,

(2) Subsidlary accounts receivable ledger sheets
{memorandum billing) for the fiscal year ended
September 30, 1962, for the following customers:
American Exploration Equipment Company,
Ligon Tool Company,
Thompson Tool Company.
(3) Accounts recelvable ledger sheet for Wyoming
Bit Company for the fiscal years ended
September 30, 1959 and 1960.
IT IS FURTEER ORDERED that the petiticner, Norman Noland,
has the right to photocopy or octherwise mechaniecally reproduce all

of the material produced for examination pursuant to this order.



It 18 the further finding of thils Court that the -
petitlioner prior to the hearing in this matter had objected to
a court reporter being present, however, at the hearing in this
matter before this court the petltlener consented to the presence
of a certified court reporter at any further examinatilon or

proceedings in this matter,

IT IS THE FURTHER ORDER that a certified court reporter
may be present at any further examination and proceeding In this
matter and respondent is to furnish to the petltioner a copy of

this record of the proceedings at nc cost to petlitloner.
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Dated this the /f —day of April, 1966 ¢, J\J &Qk \
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IN 'THE UNITED STATES DISTHICT CQURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

Henry L. Buck, )

Plaintife, )

}

YEH. ) No. 6217

)

Migsouri Pacific Rallrcad )

Company, et &l., )
Defendents, ) FILED

APR 1§ 1966
QRDER OVEHRULING MOTION FOR NEW TAIAL wORjE C. HOOD

Clerk, U. 8. DNistrict Court

Upon consideration of the Motion of Pleintiff for s New
Trial, the Court finds thet the same 13 withoul merit anda shoulid
be denied.

It is therefore ordered that Plaintiff's Motion for New Trial
is hereby denled and overruled.

Datad this f&éﬁd&y of April, 1966,

B 7w Laushont,

“Fred Daugnherty 7
United States District Judge




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
KEITH CARTWRIGHT,
CIVIL ACTION NO, 6405

FILED

f@;{' /G It

NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk, U. 8. District Court

ORDER OF DISMISSAL - ,q. 4.

Plaintiif,
vs.
UNITED STATES CORPS CF ENGINEERS,

UNITED STATES DEPARIMENT OF INTERICR,
AND THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

|
|
i

Defendants.

NOW, on this 19th day of April 1966, this matter came on for decision
on the motion filed by the defendant, United Stetes of America, to dismiss
the plaintiff's Amended Compleint. The plaintiff appeared in person and by
his attorney, Cherles E. Daniel. The defendant, United States of America,
eppeared by Assistant United States Attoraney Hubert A. Marlow.

Having reed and considered the Amended Complaint and the Briefes
filed herein; having heard the testimony of Mr. Keith Certwright and the
argument of counsel and being fully sdvised in the premises, the Court finds
and concludes that:

In his Amended Complaint filed in this action the plaintiff has
named as parties defendant the United States Corps of Engineers, the United
Staetes Departuent of Interior and the United States of Americe. The United
States Corps of Engineers and the United States Department of Interior both
are Agencies of the United States Government and, as such, cannot be sued
eo nomine unless Congress has authorized such a sult., A suit, such as the
inetant one, has not been so authorized by Congress.

The United States of America cannot be sued unlesa it gives its
consent to be sued. Section 2282 and 2284 of Title 28 U.S.C., on which
plaintiff relies as a basls for consent to sue the United States of America,
are procedural statutes rather than consent statutes and confer no juris-
diction on this Court to hear this cese.

Plaintiff in this case has requested only one relief, that is,
an injunction, but an action for an injunction does not lie against the

United States of America.



For the foregoing reasons this Court has no jurisdiction to
entertain the subject civil asction.

Even 1f plaintiff could show that this Court did have jurlsdiction
to hear this case, the Court still could not grant en injunction. The
necessity of payment of the small entrance and user fees required by the
Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965 does not constitute an irrepa-
rable injury. Neither the reguired payment of the fees nor any other facts
in this case justify the issuance of an injunction. The Court, therefore,
concludes that the defendants' Motion to Dismiss should be sustained.

It Is, Therefore, ORDERED that the plaintiff's Amended Complaint

and this entire civil action be and hereby is dismissed.

P - L
P B A m
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

HAM: kmr



FILED

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CCURT IO R THE o
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA APR 20 16

NOBLE C. HOOD

JOSEFH C., SPEARS, ... Plaintiff, ) Clerk, U. 8. Dietrice Court
)

vs, } No. 6224 Civil
)

SAFEWAY STOQRES, INC.,  ..... Defendant. )

CRDER OVERRULING FLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO HAVE
THE VERDICT AND JUDGMENT ENTERED THEREON
SET ASIDE, TO HAVE JUDGMENT RENDERED FOR
FPLAINTIFF AND FOR NEW TRIAL TO FIX DAMAGES,

The plaintiff's moticn to have the verdict and judgment entered
thereon set aside, to have judgment rendered for plaintiff and for new trial
to fix damages was heard this date pursuant to regular setting. The plaintiff
appeared through his counsel, Ward & Brown by Robert G. Brown, and the
defendant appeared through its counsel, Hudson, Wheaton & Brett, by
Thomas R. Breit. Both counsel announced ready with the hearing to procesd
on the motion. The court announced that he had reviewed the motions of the
plaintiff and the supporting briefs and had concluded that the plaintiff's moticn
to have the verdict and judgment entered thereon set aside, to have judgment
rendered for plaintiff and for new trial to fix damages should be overruled.
The court gtated that the evidence presented at the trial of the case present-
ed fact questions for a jury's determination and the jury having rendered a
verdict in favor of the defendant made the jury's findings conclusive.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the plaintiff's motion to have
the verdict and judgment entered thereon set aside, to have judgment render-
ed for plaintiff and for new trial to fix damages is hereby overruied. The
plaintiff excepted to the ruling of the court and gave notice in open court of
his intention to appeal the ruling of the court to the Court of Appeals for the
Tenth Circuit,

Dated this 8th day of April, 1968,

Approved as to form: @;

L UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

i A 7

Attorney for Plaintiff”
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COXPLLTAT. M,

I

Plaintnd., ‘

=\ )

'
MIDLANL Gl alilb GAc CORPANY, }
a8 COYPOFdi L, :

Defendant. )

JU B Gkl

Feedon thiis Slsu day oo april, Louwe,

the Couxt on the 15ii way of April, i%eé,
0Ll Anu Gas Company is hereby adjudyec to
pPlaintiz., Nowala ripe and supply Congany

quoagment ayainsl the cetencant on its

the sum oL $Y,2Z1lb.70i and on 1i8 second

BUll OF $<,418.50 anu on its third cavae o,
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attorney’s Le amount o

Lk Lt

Gnoats heonance's materialmen's Liens

a1

loases on the iollowing-described properts

Lo e oo

[ -

Uk

LYOm AUyust

S,k Lnl ana

L b Dby

i

FILED
APR 25 1966

e,

NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk, 1. §. District Court
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Lse delepcarni, Midiand

I wn weLsdanil anc the

is helely awdal el a
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vy snterveslt av Lioe rate

i, dlves, vuuld pala,

PO LdLeClosure

COVEXLNG (0L &b uag

, which Licns ale nore

partrcularly uvesicriped in the plawnt.is's Jomplaini:

Lo NEf4, Bb/d Section 36, Wownsnaip L4 Nolih,
Rapdae 16 Fagt, Rogers Counby Oltlabonios

2. W/2 o the Northweslt (nairter ol Section I,
Yownsghip 24 Noxth, Ranye L7 j-asil, Kogous
Covnty, Oklahoma:

3. West Ualf, sSouthwest tmarber ol woobios ol
Townehiip 24 Rorih, Ram,o L/ Swast, b v
Tovnty, Dklahoma:

4. Norxth Half Sovtheast - vavier Bouthwesh Ovanlex
CeCenoil 30, Wowishill e hewn i, RELGE Lo oLy,
dogers County, Oklahowa, voococher wing 00
P e Loyvally intoryer. om0 e



(R

11.

1

I3

1

2.

AL

5.

kast Hali, southeast CGuarter, section 25,
Township 24 North, kange Lo bast, Booens
County, Cklaboma;

North Halr, Southwesat Quarter, southeasgt
opartex, Hection 25, Township 24 North,
Range lo Kast, Rogers County, Oklahoma;

southeast yuarter, Southwest Luarter South-
cast -uarter, sSection 25, Township 24 North,
wange 16 Fast, Rogers County, Oklahoma:

South Hall, Scutheast Quartex, Southwest
Juarter, Sectiop 30, Township 24 Moxih,
Range 17 Kast, Rogers County, uklahoma,
together with 1/2 of all the mineral interest
in and to said land;

Northwest yuarter, Northwest Guartex, and
the South Haltf, Northwest Owarter in Section
12, Township 24 North, Range 17 East, Rogers
County, Oklaboma;

East Half of the Northwest Quarter and the
Northeast “uarter and the Northeast Guarter
ol the Southeast Ouarter, Section 11, Town-
ship 24 North, Range 17 Rast, Royers Count:,
Oklahoma;

Nprth Hall, Northeast Quarter and the west
Half, Southwest (Quarter ol the Northeast
Quarter of Section 29, Township 27 Norxth,
Range & Last, Nowata County, Oklahoma:

North Half of the Northeaszt uarter and the
weat Half of the Souvthwest (uarter of the
Mortheast (uarter of Section 2%, Townahip

1 North, Range 16 Bast, Nowata County,
Oklahoma:

southwest Juarter ol the southeast Cuarteyr:
and the fouvthwest Quarter of the Morthwest
tmartey of the Southeast Ouarter of Secetion
20, Township 27 North, Range 16 East, Nowata
UCounty, Oklahoma;

The North Half@ of the Mayth Hal: of the
Mortheast Cuarter; and the Southeagt Quarter
of the Northeast Quartexr of Section 249; and

ihe Sounthwest Ouarter of Lhe =Sovtheast (nartern:

and the Southwest Quartey oi the Northwest
whuarter of the Southeast Qusrfter, of Section
o0, Townsbip 27 North, Range 14 East, Nowata
Counly, Oklahoma;

The southeast Juarter o7 the Cnutheast Ywarter:

and the West Nallf of the Hortheast Ouanrtoer of
the foutheant Quarter: and the Moxrtheast uay-
ter . the Northeast Quarter o) tlw Hovtlicao:

YJuarter of fection 20, Township ¥7 Foxth, Pange

it Last, Loowala County, e bbb



#nd for the costs of this action taxed at §_— 7 ) ., Lor all ol

e oy Haly ol Lae horblnsesct (eaaveer
o) the Southeast uarter ol sSection 20,
Peveopmtoyy BT OMawth . Poguee WO i, Yot

County, OKlaloma;

The North igalf of Lhe Northwest { uarter
20 i he seubhesst L uartery on Oectoom 0N,
Fownsiap 27 Novth, Range Lo East, kowata
Covre, sl hahora g

e ovtheast Ouarter oi the Norhlueost
Wuarter ol the Southeast wvavter v S€ction
s, Townshitp 27 Noxrth, Range 10 Baat, MNowata
County, Gklahowa;

The Northwest yuartey ol the Northwest
Quarter; and the Wesat Half oi the Porth-
cast uartexr <l the Northwest Juartery

and the Northweet Ouvarter ol the Southwest
Juarter of the Northwest Quarter of tdection
28, Township 27 North, Range 16 kast, Mowasta
County, Oklahoma;

The North Hali oi the Southwest Jvarter os
section Zd, Townalidp 27 Morth, Rapge 1b kast,
howata County, Oklahomasy

I'he Souith dall . the southwes o Guarter o
Section 20, Township 27 Nortli, Vance Y6
East, Nowata County, Uklahoma;

wiilch let executian Lssua.




