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UNYTED STATES DISTRICT COJRT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CXLAHOMA

United States of America,

Plaintiff, CIVIL NO. 6193
vs. : F‘ l L E D
Coarles Newicn G'Pell,
JUL - 81966
Defendant. ) NOBLE C. HOOD

Clerk, U. 8. Distrigt Court
DEFAULT JUDGMENT BY THE CLERK

This cause came on to be heard on motion of the plaintiff for
default judgment for the relief demanded in the complaint, and it appearing

the complaint and summons in this action were served on the defendant on

Juma 11 lﬁﬁ s af sppears from the Marshal's retwrn of service of

s8ld summons; that the time within which the defendant mey answer or
otherwise move as to the complaint has expired; that the defendant has
not answered or otherwise moved and that the time for defendant to answer

or otherwise move has not been extended.

It further appearing, as evidenced by the affgdevit of the plain-
tiff, that the defendant is neither an infant nor incompetent person, and

that the defendant is not in the military service of the United States,

It further mppearing platintiff's claim ageinst the defendant is for

® swm certain which can ty computation be made certain.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DiCREED that the plaintiff
recover of the defendant the mmount prayed for in the sum of $ 2,090.00

with interest on the sum of $ ' #,000,00 ot the rate of § % per anmm

from Fehsnry b 19 g8 , until paid, snd the costs of this action.
Dated thie &h day of _duty » 19 66 .

NOBLE €. HOOD

Clerk, United States Distriet
Court far the Northern District of
Oklahoma
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED BTATES ¥OR THE

MORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMS, AT TULSSA,

DKLAHOMA

EDWIN C. HILL, }
)
Plasatiff, )

) Case No., 6445

Y. } :

)
JACK C, SHIRLEY, )
}
Defendant, }
)

JOURMNAL ENTRY OF JUDGCGMENT

Now on this (ﬂ/_ day of July, 1946, comes on to be heard Applica-
tion for Totry of Default Judgment, and rffidavits in suppori thereof; Plaintiff
Bdwin C, Hiil was present by its attorneys of vecord John H. Freese and Clifford
H. Cats, Jr., and the Defendant, Jack C. Shirley, snswered not and was in default.

Thie Court finds that patently regular and valld service of sumimons
wazi had upon Defendant Jack C. Shirley, and that the said Defendant hap wholly
failed to plead or answer aod ie in default znd the premisas; this Court furtber
finds thet it has jurisdiction of the said partios and of the subject matter incident
thereto; thereupon, the Court proceeded to hear the evidence and argument of
couneel, snd to examine the sworn affidavits of the file berein, and being fully
adviged and upon censideration of the evidence and pleadings beiore it, finds thnt
the FPlaintiff has sustained all of the allegations of bis Petition and is entitled to a
judgment aceordingly.

THIS COURT FURTHER FINDE AND 17 B ACCORDINGLY 2DRDERED,
ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THIS COURT A5 FOLLOWS:

1. That all of the foregoing findings of fact are herewith judicialiy
detervmined, adjudicated and made & part of this ercer and decres.

Z. That the Defendant offered and sold to Flaintiff certain undivided
interests in various oil and gas leases in violation of the Securitics fct of 1934, in

the amount of 37, 025, 00;




3. That Defendant assumed the exclusive charge, control and
supervision of all of the said leases and ovccupied tae position of a fiduciary with
vespect to the Plaintiff; that Plaintiff at all times trusted said Defendant and relisd
upon his figures and statements as being true and correct and wae induced to in-
vest monies with him in reliance thereupon;

4. That the Defendant did commit & fraud againat the Plaintiff and
did misappropriate the monies so paid to him by Plaintiff and comingled the said
trust monies with hia own;

3. That the Plaintiff seeks and ie entitled to judgment againsgt
Defendant Jack C. Shirley for the amount solicited by him in violation of the
Securitiea Act in the principal sum of $7, 025. 00, together with interest thereon
at the rate of 6% per annum from date of March 20, 1963 to July 7, 1966 in the
amount of $1, 389. 78; together with interest on said principal sum of $7, 025.00 at
the rate af 6% per annum from date of July 8, 1966 until paid, and for an attorneys
fee of $1,682.95 and all coste incurred herein.

/:7

f_ . - . ;

/’fr;:.(.(_,.(:l - {( /74‘"" A
Clerk of the United Statea District
Courl for the Northern District
of Oklahoma

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

:
-

I hereby certify that on the ¥ day of ‘.~ , 1966, I deposited a
true and correct copy of the attached or foregoing p.€adinglin the United States
mails, ic a sealed envelope, postage prepaid, addressed as follows: Jack C.
Shirley, 137-1/2 N. W, 17th Street, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT CCURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America,
Plaintifr,
 VB.

)
)
)
)
T71.88 Acres of 1snd, More or Iess, )
Situate in Pawnee and Creek Counties, )
Oklehoma, and Helen W. Kenyon, et al, )
and Unknown Owners, g

)

Defendants.

AMENIMENT TO JULGMENT

Civil No. L882

Tract Nos. D-44]1 & E

FILED
JUL 15 1966

NOBLE C. HOOD

Clerk, U. 8. District Court

1. On this day this cause came o Tor hearing upoa the application

of the United States of America, by its atborney, for an amendment to a

Judgment entered June 23, 1966 s which judgrent determincd the cwnership

and the just compensation to be awarded the

tracts.

former owners of the above

2. The Court finds that paregraph (c) of the Judzment entered

June 23, 1966, should be amended by striking the name of W. T. Moore and

inserting in ldeu thereof the neme of Thomas F. MeCullougha,

IT IS, THEREFORE, BY THE CCOURT CRIEREL AND ADJUDGED THAT the

Judgment entered on June 23, 1966, in the wbove tracts and case » should

be amended as provided above.

JUL 1 5 1966
/8¢

Allen E. Barrow

APPROVED:

/8/ Rovert P. Santee

ROBERT P. SANTLE
Assistant U. 3. Attorney

ksm

UNLITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGL




UEXTED ETATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DESTRICT OF QKUAHOMA
United States of Amerios,
Plaintifs, Civil Ne. 5970

vE. F:’LED

Pat Bell and Nisal Bell,
JUL 15 1966

NOBLE . HODD
Clerk, U. 8. Distriot Qg

Dafendiants.

JUDGMNERNT

This cause came on to be hesrd on March 22, 1966, on Btipulaticnus,
Depoeitions and Briefs and upon consideration thereof it is ORDERED, ADJUDGED
and DECRERD that plaintiff have and recover judgment frow the defandants,

Pat Bell and Hazel Bell, in the sum of $5,864.07 with interest therecn &t the
rate of 5% per anmm from Narch 22, 1966, until paid, pius the sun of $2,633.52
accrued interest, together with the costs of this action; that plaimtiff have
and recover Jwigment from the defendant, Pet Bell, for the sum of $2,757.35

vith interest therwon at the rate of 5% pur samm from March 22, 1966 until

paid, plus the sum of #1,259.T75 scorued interest, together with the coste of this
action, secrued and acceruing.

(it & /gmﬁf

& <

Apsistant U. 5. Attorney

%% % bt

Attorney for Defendnnts }\




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKT.AHOMA

United States of Americs,

Plaintiff, /
CIVIL ACTION NO. 6297

V5.
Treet No. 5009R

543.55 Acres of lend, More or Less, 1 LED
Situate in Tulsa County, Oklahowma,
and C. M, Hirrlinger, et al, and
Unknown Qwners - .
’ JUL 15 1966

e e o S O P

Defendants.

NOBLE C. HOOD Z .

. Clerk, U. 8. District Court

- %

JUDGME

1. On this day this cause came on for hearing upon the application
of the United States of America, by its sttoriey, for a final judgment deter-
mining the ownership and the Just compensation to te awarded the former owners
of the above tract.

2. The Court finds that the Declaration of Taking and Complaint
were duly filed and that the Court has Jurisdietion of the parties and the
subject matter of this action; that service of procses has been perfected
either personally or by publication of notice, as prescribed by Rule T1A of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, on all parties having compensable
interests in the subject traect; that upon the date the Declarstion of Taking
end the Complaint were filed title to the egtate taken, as set out therein,
became vested in the United States of America.

3. The Court finds, upon the evidenze presented that the below-
listed defendants were the sole owners of the nbove-captioned tract on the
date of taking, and are entitled to receive the avard therefor.

L. The Court finds the amount of $521.00 is Just compeneetion for
the taking of the estates by the plaintiff in the sbove trect, as such estates
and said tract are described and set forth in the Complaint and Declaration of
Taking heretofore filed in this cause. The sur of $291.00 was deposited into
the Registry of this Court as estimated Just compensation for said tract upon
the filing of the Declaration of Taking herein,

5- The Report of Commissioners filed herein on the 29th day of June,
1966, ie hereby accepted ana adopted as a finding of fact as to all interests

except that of John and Goldie Abboud., The amount of just compensation for




all interests except that of John and Goldie Abboud is the sum of $230.00,
to be divided as follows:

Joe D. Davis = « = = = = = « = « 546,00  (1/5)

Amos Russell - = « = = = « - - . 6,00 (1/5)

Lillie Mae Fabela Davis = - - - $46.00 (1/5)

Acee Phillip Gooden = = = = = = $6.00 (1/5)

Ramona Leslie = - = ~ = = - - - 1600 (1/5)

6. The Court finds that Plalntiff and John aend Goldie Abboud,
defendants herein, have by the stipulation agreed that the Just compensation
to be paid by the plaintiff for the taking of the estate taken in the sbove

tract is the sum of $291.00, for their interests, inclusive of interest.

I3 IS, THEREFORE, BY THE COURT ORDERED AND ADJUDCED:

(a) The vesting in plaintiff of title to the estates set forth
in the Complaint and Declarstion of Takirg in and to the lands hereinabove
referred to, as said tract is described therein, is hereby confirmed;

(v) The jJust compensation to be paid by the plaintiff for the
taking of the above tract is the sum of $521.00;

(c) The plaintiff shall forthwith deposlt into the Registry of
this Court the deficiency in the amcunt of $230.00, with interest at 6% per
annum on such deficiency from October 28, 1965 until paid into the Registry
of the Court. Upon receipt of the last-ment}oned deficiency, the Clerk of
this Court is hereby suthorized and directed fo draw checks on the funds in
the Registry of this Court in the amounts hereinafter set forth, peyable to
the order of the following-nemed payees:

John and Goldie Abboud - - = - - - $291.00 (No interest)

Bureau of Indian Affairs for the accounts of;

doe D. Bavia, Amos Russell, Lillie Mae Fabels Davis,

Acee Fhillip Gooden and Remona Teslie - - $230.00 plus all
accrued interest

Entered; JuL1s 1966

/s/ Allen E. Barrow

: UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
APPROVED:

/8/ Robert P. Santee

ROBERT P. SANTEZ
Aspistant U. 5. Attorney




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF DJKLAHOMA

United States of America, )
Plaintiff, )
VS. } Civil No. 6297
)
543.55 Acres:of land, More or less, ) Tract Nos. S0LTE-1,
Sltuate in Tulsa County, OXxlshoma, ) LE-2 &
and C. M. Hirrlinger, et al, and ) 1 t¥ D
Unknown Owners, )
) L 15 1966
ITefendants. ) JUL 1<
NOBLE C. HOOD
J U D g VMEDNT Clesk, U. S. District Court

1. On this day this cause came on for hearing upon the application
of the United States of Ameriecm, by its at:orney, for & final Judgment deter-
mining the ownership and the just compensatiion to be awarded the former
owners of the above tracts.

2. The Court finds that the Declaraticn of Teking and Complaint
were duly filed and thet the Court has jurisdiction of the parties and the
subject metter of this action; that service of process has been perfected
either perscnally or by publication of notice, as prescribed by Rule T1A
of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, on all parties having compensable
interests in the subject tracts; that upon the date the Declaration of
Taking and the Complaint were filed title to the estate taken, as set out
therein, became vested in the United States of Arerica.

3. The Court finds, upon the evidence presented that the below-
listed defendants were the sole owners of the above-captioned tracts on the
date of taking, end are entitled to receive the award therefor.

L. The Court finds the amount of $2,081.90 1s just compensation
Tor the teking of the estates by the plaintiff in the above tracts, as such
estates end said tracts are described and set forth in the Complaint and
Declaration of Taking heretofore filed in this cause. The sum of $1,710.00
was deposited into the Registry of this Court as estimated Just compensaticn
for saild tracts upon the filing of the Declaration of Taking herein.

5- The Reports of Commissiorers filed herein on the 29th day of
June, 1966, are hereby accepted and adopted as a finding of fact as to all
interests not owned by the Sand Springs Homs, Inc. The amount of just
compensation for those interests not owned 2y the Sand Springs Home, Inc.,

is the sum of $121.90, to be divided as follows:




Robert ROGErs -—=wesmewo—moecooocaaa $ TL.90
Investors Royelty Co., ----cemucunn-- 5,00
Total ~mvmmmoommmane $121.90

6. The Court finds that plaintiff and Sand Springs Home, Inc.,
defendant herein, have by the stipulation agreed that the Just compensation
to be paid by the plaintiff for the taking of the estate taken in the above
tracts is the sum of $1,960.00 for its interest, inclusive of interest.

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

(a) Tne vesting in pleintiff of title to the estates set forth
in the Complaint end Declaration of Talking in and tc the lends hereinabove
referred to, as said tracts are degeribed therein, is hereby confirmed;

(b) The just compensation o be paid by the pleintiff for the
taking of the above tracts is the sum of §2,081.50.

(c) The plaintiff shall forthwith deposit into the Registry of
this Court the deficiency in the amount of $371.90, with interest at 6% per
annue on such deficiency from Qctober 28, 1965, until paid into the Registry
of the Court. Upon receipt of the iast-menticned deficiency, the Clerk of
thie Court is hereby authorized and directed to draw checks on the funds in
the Registry of this Court in the amounts hereinafter set forth, payable to
the order of the following-named payees:

Bureau of Indian Affairs for the

Account of Robert Rogers —re-mceccomwaccman- $71.90 ) Plus all
) accrued
Investors Royalty CO.emeecmmcmommmmiceees --$50.00 )} interest
Sand Springs Home, INC. ~-----mcecmmemeeooo $1,960.00 (No interest)
TObAL mmmmmmmm e ccmmnn i2,081.90

Entered: JUL 1 5 166

/s/ Allen E. Barrow

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JULGE
APPROVED :

/s/ Robert P, Santee

ROBERT P, SANTEE
Assistant U. 5. Attorney

ksm




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT FOR THL NOTHERN DIS-
TRICT OF QKLAHOMA

HIDWESTERN DEVELOPMENTS,
INCORPORATED,

Plaintiff,
. NQ. 5475 CIVIL
vs.

THE CITY OF TULSA, OKLAHOMA,
a municipal corporation,

FILED

e e T L N O A A

Defendant.
JUL 181966

JUDGMENT _ NOBLE C. HOOD

Clerk, U. 8. District Court

In conformity with the findings of fact and conclusions
of law filed by the Court in this case cn this date,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND DECREED that judgment is entered
in favor of the defendant, City of Tulss, and against the plain-
tiff, Midwestern Developments, Incorpﬁrated.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the City of Tulsa recover its
costs herein expended.

DATED this /§ day of July, 1966,

- B ESRL

e
s ey, uai-; i
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

UNITED STATES FIDELITY AND GruARAOT)
SO ARTY COMPANY, a corporation, )

Plaintiff, ) ,
vs g No. 6226
A. B. C. CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, ) FILED
a aorpora.tion. g
Defendant. } JUL 181965

DAMENT NORELE C. HOOD
- Clerk, U, 8. District Court

J U
Now on this gg day o%% 1966, the court having

filed herein its findings of fact and conclusions of law:

IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the contract of
insurance between the U.S,F.§ G. aad the A, B, C, Construction

Company, dencted Comprehensive fGena=ral Liability Policy No.RCG-

272911 for the policy period Decemder 10th, 1961 to December 10th,

1962, does provide collapse coverage to the defendant, notwith-
standing ‘endorsement No.E contained therein,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
plaintiff must defend the defendant in the case brought by Cmaha
Steel Works, a corporation, against A. B, C. Construction Cempany
in the District Court of Douglas.bounty, Nebraska, case Docket
No.561 No,15, and must indemnify the defendant from any loss that
it might sustain by reason of this litigation.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the .defendan't recover its

cost in this litigation from the plaintiff,

Luther Bohannon,
United States Distriet Judge

Attorngy Yor the Pla:m;ﬁff -




FILED
JUL 19 1966

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
WCRTHERN DISTRICT OF QKLAHOMA NOBLE C. HOOD
Slerk, U. 8, District Court
United States of America, ) Cler
Plaintiff, }
vE. ) Civil No. 48sk
’ )
600.49 Avres of Land, More or less, ) Tract No. D-L27
Situate in Tulsa, Creek, and Pawnee )
Countles, Oklahoma, and Clifford Ward, )
et al, and Unknown Cwners, }
)
)

Defendants.

AMENIMENT TO JUDGMENT

1. On this dey this cause came cn for heering upon the application
of the United States of America, by its attorney, for an Amendment to the
Judgment entered June 23, 1966, which Jjudgrment determined the ownership end
the Just compensation to be awarded the former ownmers of thke sbove tract.

2. The Court finds that paregrarh (c) of the judgment entered
June 23, 1966, should be amended by striking the pame of Cora A. McKee
and inserting in lieu thereof the name of Garrett Logan.

IT 1S, THEREFORE, BY THE COURT ORIERED AND ADJUDGED THAT the
Judgment entered on June 23, 1966, in the ebove tract aad case should
be amended as provided above.

Entered: jyp 1 9 1966

/8/ Allen E. Barrow

UNTTHD STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
AFPROVED:

-/8/ Bobert P. Santee

ROXERT P. SANTEER
Assistant U. S. Attorney

ksm




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

3. L. ESSLEY, )
Plaintiff, ;
ve. ; Civil No. 6106
LAS VEGAS TRUST, ot al., ;
Defendants. | |
FILED
e wh
JUDGMENT s O &

This action came on for trial before the Honorable Luther Bohanon,
District Judge presiding, and the issues haiving been duly heard and a
decision having been duly rendered,

IT 1S ORDERED AND ADIJUDGED that pinintiftf, J. I, Essley, recovér
of the defendants, Las Vegae Trust and R, W. Coburn, the sum of
$10,000.00 and the cost of the action,

Dated at Tulsa, Okiahoma, this 18th day of July, 1966,

Oz -7

Luther Bohanon, District Judge

FILED
JUN 19 1966

BLE C. HOOD
cil.:g U. 8. Dirtrict Court
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT
OF GKLAHOMA

THE ARERICAN |NSURANCE COMPANY | }
A Corporation, g

Plajatitf, ) Civil Action File

} Ko, 6203

ve. ! " FILED
MAURICE J, JOHNSON, ;

Defendant. } JUL 19 1966

NOBLE C. HOOD
UDGWERT Clesk, U. 8. District Court

At Tulsa, within the Northern District of Okiahoma, on this
20th day of Jume, 1966, this cause comes on for trial before the
Ceurt, bath parties appesring by counne), and the Court, after
hearing evidence of the parties snd argumant of counsel, and after
being well and fully advised in the premises, finds all the issues
in favor of the plaintiff and agsinst the defendant and further
specifically finds:

1. The nete hereln sued uypon wau not executed by the
defendant under any threat of duress or prosecution by the
plaintiff bot was executed by the defendant volunterily, aud,K

2. The note Is supported by 3 valushle ceasideratien and
the plaintiff 1s eatitlec to judgment against the defendant
thereon for the sum sued for in plaintiff's petition.

T 13 HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that plaintiff
recoesr of defendant the sum of $12,826.82, with interest thereon
at the rate of 65 per annum from the 7th day of January, 1965,
unti] paid,and an sttorney fee of $£1923.90,




ol e - b e ————— ¢

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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
for the use and benefit of
CIRCLE-L=-ELECTRIC COMPANY,
a partnership,

Plaintiff,

-ve- No., 5994 Civil

HYDE CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, INC., FILED
a corporation, UNITED STATES

FIDELITY AND GUARANTY COMPANY,

a corporation, NATIONAL SURETY JUL 201966

- CORPORATION, a corporation, amd

AETNA CASUALTY AND SURETY NOBLE C. HOOD

B

COMPANY, a corporation, Clerk, U, 8. District Court
Defendants. |
JUDGMENT

A MEMORANDUM CPINION having been rendered herein on
June 22, 1966, wherein the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law
are set out in detail and the issues resolved in favor of the defendants
and against the plaintiff.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORD:ZRED, ADJUDGED AND
DECREED by the Court that the Complaint and Amendment to Compla.ir-xt
of the plaintiff is %reby and by these presents dismis sed.—lm° Lo hie

Pl titf xce .
km.h DATED t!:is &2 day of June, 1966,

%-’Lé“ (ﬁé)@a%ﬂ/é % .

Fred Daugherty
United States District Judge

APPROV, AS%RM:
At'tc)?!y for .Pla.intiff ‘

Aptoiesr fot Defendants

B RN e b R S T S S s e ek ki W L ey e e S S £ 8 s




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT POR 7HE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA

Lasgareschi Investment Co,,
formerly National Iron Works,
a (alifornia Corporation,

Plaintifr
vs Civil No, 6120
Rudolph C, MeDsnisl Defendant
FILED
JUL 20 1966

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

It is ordered by the Court that this case 18 hereby die-
miased without prejudice,




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURY
POR THE NORTMERN DISPRICT OF ORLANGMA

W. WILLARD WINEZ, SECRETARY OF LABDOR
GHITED STATES DEPARINENMT OF LADOR

' Plaintige CIVIL ACTION
V. FILE WO. 6378

B. P. BOMAN TRAMMYER, INCORFORATED

At Yt gl NaP St s Ye® et G

FILED
Defendaat
JUL 20 1966
SRDER OF BASMLES AL NOBLE C. HOOD

Clerk, U. S, District Court

This cause came on te be heard on plajntiff's motion for
an ewder dimmissing this action, sad it sppuaring to the Court
from the stipulation of the parties filed hareirn that tiw defendant,
. P. Bonham, ¥xansfsxr, Incoxperated, has pald to plaintiff il
the back wages claimed and as alleged in the Cemplaint for dis-
txibukisn to the employses named tharein; tiat the defemdant,

D. P. inhan Transfex, Incorporated, is now comPlying with the
provisions of the Fair labec Standards Act of 1938, as asended,
and will comtinue to do se; that plaintiff, relying upon said
agremments and repressntations, agrees that this action be dismissed,

Xt is therefors ORDEMED that this action se, and it hereby

is, dismissed witheut costs,

BATED this_ /(L1 dmy of July, 1966.

s L g i




Plaintiff moves for entry of the
abGve Orderx

Charlas m%u. Seliciter
4 » i/j%c-%t-;:?’t_/' |

M. J. ear, ?ﬂnn Attecney
o 4{7‘22}@4&&4L

Bachiel, Trial Attoraey
UNITED STATES DRPANTHMENT OF LANOR




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

U. 5. IHVESTMENT CORPORATION,
a corpoyation,.

Plainttff,
-4 Roe, £ 330

GROUKRD SUPPORT EGUIPMENT CORPORATION,
DOHALD H. ROBERTS and JEAN ROBERTS, Ff El EE E}
and GRIGSBY'S CARPETS & DRAPERIES, e
INC., & corporation,

-~

befendants. Jui 22 Seb

NOBLE O 200D
Clerk, UL 8, District Court

ORDER

THE ABGYE MATTER comes on for pre-trial hearing on this
1st day of June, 1866, plaintiff appearing by its attorney,
WILLIAM LEITER of the firm of Ungerman, Grabel, Ungerman & Lefter,
and the defendants, Grigsby's Carpets A Graperies, Inc., appearing
by tts attorney, MITCHELL O'DONKELL of the firm of Savage, 0'Donnell
& Melulty, and defendants. Donald H, Roberts, Jean Roberts and Ground
Suppert Equipment Covporation, appearing by their attorney,
JOHN C. MORAH, the Court file discloses that the 1ssue between the
plaintiff and defendants, Donald H. Roberts and Jean Roberts and
Ground Support Equipmeat Corporation, has been disposed of by Judg-
ment in behalf of platntiff and that the only issue to be determined
at pre-trial is the lien rights of the defendant, Griguby's Carpets
& Draperies, Inc., on the property of defendants, Donald H. Roberts
and Jean Roberts. The defendants, Srigsby’s Carpcts & Draperies,
Ine., submitted the two lien statements to the Court which were
attached to thelr amendad complaint and which showed that the work
was performed on June 8, 1964, and that one 1len was filed in
August, 1964, and another lien was filed in October, 1564, and
defendant, Grigsby’'s Carpets & Draperfes, Inc., advised the Court

that they intended to rely on the statemeants contained in the Jien
statement that was filed in October, 1964,




Thereupon, the defendants, Donald H, Roberts and Jean Roberts,
produced an invoice which showed that the actual work and Tabor was
performed and furnished on March 17, 1664, The Court, after reviewing
the dacuments,,faund that defendant, Grigsby's Carpets & Draperies, Inc.,
has no Tien on the property fnvolved in this action and as & result
thereof, this Court 1s without Jjurisdiction to hear the safd matter
and, therefore, the claim of Grigsby's Carpets & Draparies, Inc. against
the defendants, Donald M. Roberts and Jeamn Moberts, is dismissed and
the defendant, Grigsby's Carpets & Draperies, Inc,, is ordered te pay
to JOHR C, MORAN, attorney for Donald H, Roberts and Jean Roberts the
sum of $100.00 es reasonable attorney fes heretn.

IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED by the Court that the
defendant, Grigsby's Carpets & Draparies, Irnc., do not have a mechanic's
end materfalmen’'s Tien on the property of the defendants, Dopald H.
Roberts and Jean Roberts, and that the safd action is bereby dismissed
and the defendant, Grigsby's Carpets & Draperies, Inc., {5 ORDERED and
DIRECTED to pay to JOHN C, MORAN, attorney for Donald H. Roberts and
Jean Robarts, the sum of $100,00 as a reasorgble attorney fee and said

fee to Le paid within twenty (20) days from the date of this order,

22 /94,

> 2
/ / ,\ .r‘:/ - /
; -
2 (5) 480 i
LUTHER BOHARDN,
: U 5. District Judge




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORIHERN DISTRICT OI' OKLAHOMA

THE COCA~COLA COMPANY, H
a corporstion,
) Pleintiff.

v. ﬁ +  CIVIL ACTION NO. 6474
G, W. FWIT. an individual {
doing business as FILED
JERRY ‘6 ROSE BOWL GRILL :
JUL 272 1966

Defendant. 1
NOBLE C. HOOD
FINAL JUDGMENT lerk, U. 8. Therrict Court

This cause now comning on for hearing on the plaintiff's
Complaint and it now appearing to the Courtf that the parties
have consented to the entry of a final judgment of injunction
against the defendant, and it app€aXing that plaintiff's costs
have heen paid and satisfied by the defendant and that plaintiff
has waived any accounting for profits and _ntto_l:pcyg' fafs h-:‘:ein,

IT 13 HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREB;: ’

1. That the Court has jurisdiction of this action for
trade~mark infringement and unfair competition under the Trade-
Mark Laws of the United States (The Trade-Mark Act of July 9, 1%48).
15 U.B.C., Bec. 1051 £f., and under 26 U.§.C.. Sec 1338, and of
the parties to this suit.

2‘. That "Coca~Cola” and "Coke" are valid, registered
trade-marks belonging exclusively to plaintiff.

3. That the defandant, its agents, attorneys, employees,
servants, representatives, suacessers and assigne, and sny and
all persons acting by or undar its authority or control, be and

the same are hareby perpetually enjoined and restrained from:




a. Selling or supplying on calls for "Coke" or "Coca=Cola”
any product othex than plaintiff's product.

b. Selling or offering for sale in response to orders
for "Coca~Cola" or "Coke" any product not the plaintiff's without
at that time giving the customer verbal notice that he is being
80ld a product other than that manufartured by plaintiff.

C¢. Doing any other met or thing which is regsonably cal-
culated to aid or encourage passing off any product not the piain-
tiff's on calls or orders for "Coca-Cola” or "Coke" .,

d. Infringing upon the trade-mark and trade rights of
Plaintiff and from the further commiseion of acts of infringement
and unfalx competition described in Plaintiff's Complaint on file

herein.

DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma, this ofsX of July, 1966.

it & s
United Btates District Judge
for the Horthern District

of Oklahoma

Plaintiff consents to the entry of the foregoing judgment
and hereby waives any accounting for profits and attorneys' fees
and admits payment of the costs herein by defendant to plaintiff
this ddwdday of Juiy, 1966.

CONNER, WINTERS, RANDOLPH &
BALLAINE

v Todus S Mobhiuny

John 8. Athens
Rttorneys for Plaintiff

John D, Goeodloe
Julius R. Lunsford, Jr.

Qf Counsel for Plaintiff
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STATE OF OKLAHOMA )
) B86:
COUNTY OF TULBA )

G. W. FUGIT, being on oath duly aworn, says: That he is
Defendant in the above styled and numbered case, that he has read
the foregoing FINAL JUDGNENT and is familiar with the contents
thereof; and that he hereby consents to the entry of the fore-
going FINAL JUDGMBNT without further notice and waives service

therecf.

G . Fugit

SUBSCRIBED and sworn to before me this g&z(/day of July,

1966.

My cosmission expires:
WNUARY 24, 4o/




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERK DISTRICT OF OXLAHOMA

United Statee of America,

Plaintiff, ; Civil No. ST
vs. ;
Lamar G. Barris and ) -
Barbera L. Herris, E EILED
Defendants. JUL 28 1965
NOBLE C. HOOD
JUDGMENYT Clerk, U, 8. District Court

This wmatter comes on for disposition this _.../_..{....,...... day of . ’

1966, the plaintiff appearing by Hugh V. Bchaefer, Assistant Uuuﬁ"sn%a Attorney
for the Northern District of Oklehcus, the defendant, Lawar G, Hsrris, appearing in
perscn and the defendent, Barbara L. Harrie, appearing nhot.

The Gowrt being fully advised herein and having exsmined the file, finds
that service of summons and copy of complaint was duly served upon both defendenta
wore then 20 deys prior hereto and that said defendants, together with the plaimtiff,
have heretofore filed a stipulation, which stipulaticn contains an offer of compromise,

vhich offer has been reviewed and investigsted by the plaintiff,

That the defendauts, pursuant to the terms of said stipulation, have failed
to file an answer or otherwise plead herein, anil the defendsnt, Barbars L. Harris,
should be and is hereby adjudged in default.

The Court further finds that the meterial allegations of pleimtiff's complaint
are true and correct. That the defendantis, snd each of thew, are indebted to the
plaimtiff in the sum of §3,239.07, together with accrued interest in the sum of
$630.93. The Court is further ®dvised and rinds that the defendant, Lemsr G. Harris,
has paid to the pleintiff the sum of $1,500.00 wpon the aforestated principel and
intereat due the pleintirr, Whereupon the Court does find thet the plalotiff is
entitled to Judgment against the defendants, Lemar . Herris end Bavbars L. Harris,
and each of them, for the balance of the aforessld dabt y $o-wit: The sum of
$2,370.00.




1t Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DHCREXD that the plaintiff have
Judgment ugainst the defendants for the sum of $2,370.00. It Is Purther QRDERED
that the defendants shall have up to March 22, 1967, to pay to the plaintiff the

aforesaid sum vithout any further lnterest due and owibg.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

Effie L. Morris, )
’ Plaintiff, ; Civil No. 6418
va. )
John W. Gardner, Secretary of ; El L..ED
Health, m:.u:a.tion and Welfare,
" Dafendant. i JuL 28 1966

~NOBLE C. HOOD

U. §. District Court
O RDE R Clerk,

-

Now on this _ 2 f[‘/z//da.y of _ , 1966, there is before me,
the undersigned United States District Judge, the motion o:g’ the defendant to
remand the cause herein to the Secretar} of Health, Zducation and Welfare for
the purpose of edducing furtiher additional medical evidence and other matters

necesgary to the campletion of the record in this case.

The Court finds, after examining the files ani the briefs of counsel,

that there exists sufficient cause to sustain such motion and the Court finds

that such motion should be sustained.

It Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED thet the cause herein be

remanded to the Secretary for the pufposes herein assigned.

)‘,{.ﬁ‘MJW eV
m‘fmm

APFROVED:

Attorney for Defendant
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE ! :
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA :

United States of Americs,

Libelant, J

8. Civil No. 6Lé&4
An Article of device consisting of 87
Cartons of 12 clear plastic envelopes
-each, each envelope containing 1 device

and card insert, labeled in part: J

(Carton) "1 Doz, No. 581 Nippy-Kool water )

cooled Teethers," (Card) "Nippy-Kool Water }

)

)

;)

FILED%

JUL 2§ 1966

filied teether and. scother =-=~- Cool,
Soothing and Safe =-=- made of speciad_ly
compounded extra strdhg vinyl plastic
=== the purified, filtered water is
permenently sealed in --~ absolutely
safe --= Nippy Menufacturing CO., Ine,.,
Jamaica 31, New York me- "

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

Respondent.

_ DECREGE
This matter coming on before me this _ _15 day of July, 1966,
and the Libelsnt, United States of America, appearing by and through
Lawrence A. Mc3oud, Assistant United States Attorney for the Northern
District of Oklahoma, and the claimant heréin, 5. H. Kress and Company,
4953 South 49th West Avenue, Tulsa, Ol;lshoma.‘. appearing neither in
person nor by counsel, and
) Tt appearing to the Court, sfter having exsuined the Libel of
Information and Monitioﬁ heretofore filed. in this c:aae; that the various
articles of hazardous substance made the subject mn:.i;,ter off ihe Libel of
- Information are misbranded, ass set forth in the Lihel off..::nfoma.tion, and
are therefore subject to seizure and déstruci:ion,. pursuant to the provie
sions of Title 21 U.8.C., Sec. 301, et seq.
B It further sppearing to the‘Court. that the ¢leimant herein,
S. H. Kress end Company, Tulss, Oklahoma, the corporation from whom the
cnptioz;ed articles were selzed, has through its warehouse manager,
R, E. Childers, by letter dated July 1, 1966, addressed tc Mr. Larry
MeSoud, -in care of the Office of the United States Attorney, Tulsa, Qklahoma,
" hes relinguished any interest which it may have had in such srticles and has
further advised 8. H. Kress and Company will not oppose the faeiiure nor make

any cisim to any of the artiocles which are the subject matter of this osse

AR M TR A e RIS e e g o S———— A By g W T e




S e b e derinarn e [ . g o L b e e T 51 o130 03

and has further consented to disposition and destructicn of the articles

- of hazardous substance as this Court might effect.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADIUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that all of the various articles of hezerdous substance selzed and held

by the United States Marshall for the Nurthern District of Oklahoma be

© and they are hereby ordered condemned and destroyed by the United States

Marsghall or his authorized deputy ér representative.

éy/(;-———w./
URITED STATES DISRICT JUDGE .

RETURN

I hereby certify and return that I received this wrdt on the 18th
day of July 1966, and on July 26, 1966 each of the Mipp-Koul water cooled T
Testhers" were destroyed by cutting them into » and pouring the water down
the drain. 129 and 11/12 dozen was destroyed. The plastic containers was
burn in the Post Office incinerator.

1 ser $3.00 Loyle Wo Foreman
Us S, Marshal

)
Y
By: %e&l L. Cobb, Deputy

U A g e G R - -apeeee e it — e




|| Oklahoma, whereas, he will suffer considerable expense in trying i

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COUBT FOR THE
NORTHEEN DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA

C. C. PRUDHOMME, JE.,.

)
)
Plaintiff, )
)
vs. ) No. 6374 Civil
W H..CURTIN & COMPANY, ) FILED
a corporation, and )
MCKESSON & ROBBINS, INCORPORATED, )
8 corporation, ;' ~JUL 29 1966
5
Defendants. ) NOBLE ¢, i
- HO
Clezk, U, 8, Districe 80?1,
ORDER ’égg

This matter is before the Court on the motion of the defendan
requesting that the case be transferred to the Umited States Distrid
Court for the Southern District of Texas, Houston Divisicn. This
motion is based on the principles of convenience of the parties
and witnesses and in the interest of justice as set out in 28 United
States Code, Section 1404(a). It clearly appears that the plaintiff
could have brought this action in the United States District Court
for the Southern Distriet of Tez&s.,Houston Divislon,

‘The plaintiff resists the transfer, complaining that he will
have to employ a Texas lawyer and that the defendents can better‘

afford and will not notice the expense of trying the case in Tulsa,

the case in Houston, Texas.

After the case was filed, it seems that the plaintiff
changed his residence from Tulsa, Oklshoma, to Dallas, Texas,
where he now residecs, .

'The Court finde as follows:
(1) Tﬁo orux of this litigation involves three stook

purchase agreements executed by the plaintiff in Houston, Texas,

under which the plaintiff as an employee of the defendant W, H.




2

Curtin & pomp&ﬁy was entitled to acquire stock of his employer

but the employer, under the agreemerts, had the option to purchase
any such stock in event the employment of the plaintiff was severed,
either voluntarily or involuntarily.

{2} The defendant employer was and is & Texas resident with
1ts.pr1n01pal place of business in Texas and the plaintiff was em=
ployed by and worked for sald defendant for several years at Corpus
Christi, Texas. The plaintiff voluntarily left the employment of
this defendant on June 30, 1965. The defendant McKessor & Robbins,
Incorporated is buying the other defendant.

{3) The defendant employer executed its purchase option in
time and remitted $7,215.48 for 108 shares of stock which had been
issued to the i)laintiff at $66.81 per sghare bock value as of May 31,
1965. The plaintiff had pledged this stock with the Houston Bank &
Trust Company of Houston, Texas, to which the defendant employer paid
$4,704.90 (included in the above figure of $7,215.48) to redeem the

stock from the pledge. The plaintiff claims that the stock had =

(&) The plaintiff has ldentified no witness to this litigation
on his behalf other than himself, The de® ndants essert that all
their witnesses, their regular lawyers anl their books and records
are in Houston, Texss. The Houston 3ank & Trust Company is alsc
siltuated in Houston, Texas. E

(5) The stock apparently was never physically located in
;the State of Oklahoma. The same appaérs to have been physically
cbtained by the defendant employer from the Houston Bank & Trust®
Company in Houston, Texas.

(6) The agreements involved were sxecuted and to be rerforped

in Texas and any conversion occurred in Texas.

L Py o n FRRR XA LT i AT Y e pr e e oy - T AL L
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value of $18,000.00 and has been wfomgfully converted by the defendgunts.
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The Court concludes as follows:

(li Authority is present in 28 United States Code, Section
140k(e) to transfer this case to the United States District Court
for th Southern District of Texas, Houston Division.

(2) The action could have been brought in said Court.

(3) Thig litigation will require witnesses go situated
that the United States District Court for the Southern District

of Texas; Houston Division, will be more convenient than the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Cklehotia,

Contiuental Grain Compeny v. Barge FBEL-S85, 364 U.S. 19, & L.Fd.2d
1540, 80 S.Ct. 1470 (1960); Van Dusen v. Darrack, 376 U.S. 612,

11 L.8d.2d 945, 84 5.0t. 805 (1964},

(4) The case will be governed by the law of the State of
Texas and the interest of justice requires that the case be trans-
ferred to an appropriate United States Ceurt in that State. Gulf
01l Corporation v. Gilbert, 330 U.S. 501, 91 L.Bd. 1055, €7 S.Ct.

839 (1947); Van Dusen v. Barrack, supra.

It is, therefore, ordered th;t this action be and the sanme
is hereby transferred to the United States District Court for thé
Southern District of Texas, Houstorn Division. The Clerk of this
Court is directed to take the necessary steps to effect this

transfer and notify sll concerned.

Dated this _J-J day of July, 1966.

£C¢<’ rﬁfa,u.‘yzw ,

Fred Daugherty o
United States Distriot Judso




