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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of Ameriea,

Plaintiff, — ot 1. €97

vs,
Tract No. 5013 /

543.55 Acres of Land, More or Less,

Situste in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, : FILED
and €. M, Hirrlinger, et al, and

Unknown Cwners,

Defendants. . AUS -3 1966

p
R

NOBLE C, HOOD A—

J UDGMENT

_ 1. On this day this cause ceme on for hearing upon the a.pplicai;ion
of the United States of America, by its attorney, for a final judament deter-
mining the ownership and the just compensation to be awarded the former owners
of the gbove tract.

2, The Court finds thet the Declaration of Taking end Complaint
were duly filed end that the Court has Jurisdiction of the parties and the

sublect matter of this action; that service of process has heen perfected

- elther personally or by publication of notice, as presecribed by Rule TIA of

the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, on all psrties having compensable

interests in the subject tract; thet upon the cate the Declaration of Taking

and the Complaint were filed title to the estate taken, aes set out therein,

+ L~
became vested in the United States of America,

3. The Couwrt finds, upon the evidence presented that the below
listed defendants were the sole owners of the above-"czapt'ianed tract on the
date of taking, and are entitled to receive the award therefor.

4. The Court finds the smount of $76.00, ineduslio—oi—inteross, 18
Just compensatlon for the taking of the estate by the plaintiff in the sbove
tract, as such estate and said tract arve descrived end set forth in the Com~
Plaint snd Declaration of Taking heretofore £il:d in this cause. The sum
of $50.00 wes deposited into the Reglstry of this Court as estimated just
compensation for said tract upon the filing of “he Declaration of Taking herein.

5. The Report of Commissioners filed herein on the 29th day of
June, 1966, is hereby accepted and adopted as o finding of fact as to all
interests. The amount of just compensation for all interests is the sum of

$76.00,

- p

Clerk, U. 8. District Court
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IT IS, THEREFORE, BY THE COURT ORDERED AKD ATVUDGED:

(a) The vesting in plaintif? of title to the estate set forth in
the Complaint and Declaration of Taking in ani to the lands hereinaﬁove

- referred to, as said tract 1e described therein, is hereby confirmed;

(v} The just compensation to be pald by the plaintiff for the
taking of the ebove tract is the sum of $76.00, ilnslusive-of—interest:

(c) The plaintiff shall forthwith deposit into the Registry of
this Court the deficiency in the amount cf $26.00, with interest st the rate
of 6 percent per annum from October 28, 1965 wuntil paid into the Registry of
the Court. Upon receipt of the last-mentioneit deficlency, the Clerk of this
Court is hereby authorized and directed to draw a check on the funds in the
Regilatry of this Court in the amount hereinsfter sei forth, peyseble to the
order of the following named payees:

PrincesT. and Charley F. McCalip }

And ) v - = §76.00

County Treesurer of Tulsa Co., Oklakome)
b C/o Geo. Campbell, Attorney, Sand Syrings, Okla.

; Entered: @?m/ oy

UNIIED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

AFPROVED:

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney UNITED STATHS DISTRICT COURT - } -
NORTHERN DISTRICY OF OKLAHOMA

| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING

S A TRUE COPY OF THE ORIGINAL ON FILE
URT.
N THIS CO NO c. % ?
B i f 7 VTN
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DIMRICT OF ORLARONA

BEULAH SMALLWOOD,

)
)
Plaintif!, )
V. ; Be. 6424»
J. €. FEEREY OOMPANY, ) FILED
& cogperation, )
befendemt. AUG -3 1966
NOBLE C. HOOD;
mu Clerk, U. S. District Cour®
This esuse cams oun for heariag on the " day of
July, 1966, snd tha regpectiwe ma wm‘ it
respective counsel., YThe mstitur canw on hesaring upon
defondant's dotion for Summmey M. d the M
having esvefully cmﬂuﬂ eh- up
fils La this canse, and m uw cml
1{eof the opinien thit chers is ho genmine fssue of fict pre-

mnm-mmm_mmamm Mym
should be sustained.

I? I8 #0 OKBERED
DATED th:l.l é__ ——day of Auguast, 1966,




In

V3.

OEVICES,

DEALER A5 "EXHALTED",

LTC.,

THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURYT FOR THE
NORTHLEN DISTRICT OF OKLAJIOMA

DNITED S9UATES OF AMERICA, }
)]
Plaintiff, )
}
}
)
AN ARTICLE OF DEVICE CON- } CIVIL NUMREER 6450
SISTING OF 61 UNLABELED )
MORLE OR LESS, 27 ) e
BEING DESIGNATED 8Y THE } [ 1 = L
)
)
} Bl - R 1966
Defendant. ) B

11Q‘HOOU

Cotew Coomai C

ORDER

NOW, on this Zae/ day of d‘ﬁ?““f_ ________ , 1966, this

matter coming on for consideration by the Court on Defendant's

motion to transfer this cause to tte United States District

Court in San Prancigco, and the Court, being fully advised

in the premises, finds that said motion should be sustained.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that this cause be transferred

to the United States District Court in San Francisco.

£ s égé”‘“‘/
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{} action, without prejudice, as against the defendants, Continental 011 Company,

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

WILLIAM M. GREEN,
Plaintiff,
—yg-

CHEROKEE PIPE LINE COMPANY, a

)

)

),

)

)

)

} No. 6075 Civil
corporation, and CONTINENTAL OIL }

)

)

)

}

)

)

EILED

Ro -4 1966

NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk, U. 8. Dinrict Conrt
ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDRICE )

COMPANY, a corporation, and JAMES

W. BUTTRAM and DORIS M. BUTTRAM, ,
d/b/e BUTTRAM PIPE LINE CONSTRUCTION
COMPANY,

Defendants.

Pursuant to the pre trial conference and Order of June 27, 1966, the

plaintiff is hereby granted permission by the Court to digmiss his cause of

a corporation, and James W. Buttram and Doris M. Buttram, d4/bfa Buttram Pipe
Line Construction Company. If, from the evidence presented at the trial of
this cause, it should appear that either of sald defendants are a proper or
necessary party to plaintifi's cause of action, then and in that event, this
action will attomatically be reinstated as against such defendant or defe?dants

as the case may be. { -
IT IS THEREFORE CORDERED, ADJUDSED, AND DECREED by the Court, that thd
above entitled cause is dismissed without prejudice as against the defendants

Continental 01l Company, a corporacion: and James W. Buttram and Doris M.

Buttram, d/b/a Buttram Pipe Line Construction Company.

C%d—& —%M

Fred Daugherty
Ucited States District Judge

APPROVED:

S%;Z5141£2¢3”7 A o N ot il

Attornsy for Defendants




TN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURY FOR THE NORTHERN
’ DISIXICT OF OKLAROML

0. W. BONALD, ;

Plaintif£, g
va. ; Mo. 6299
UARCO BUSIMESS FORNS, ; FILED

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

Baged upon the Findings of Fact this day filed in
the office of the Court Clerk,

IT I8 THE JUDONENT, ORDER AND DRECREE OF THIE COURT
that the plaintiff have and recover of and from the defendsnt
the sum of $240.33, ss damages, and further have snd recover
of aml from the defemdsmt the sum of $500.00 as attormeys’
fons, aa providad by law.

IT 7% THE FURTHER ORDER, JUNGMENT AND DECREE OF THIS
COURT that the defendsnt be and is hereby perpstuslly emjoined
wader the provisioma of Title 17 U.8.C.A, Sec. 112 from primt-
ing, publishimg, copying, reproducing, or distributing the
"Agresssut"” imcorporated in the Findimge of Fact and as shown
attached to plaintiff's Complaint as Rahibit 1.

IT IS THE PURTHER ORDER OF YNE COURY that the de-
dant deliver wp to the plaintiff within ten days from the
date of this Jwigmsat all of the plates frowm which the defen-~
dant prepeved the infringing copiss substantially tn the fore
of Exhibit 2, and to deliver to the plaintiff any end all
copiss of forms mow in defemdent's ponssssion substantislly
as showm by plaintiff's Exhibit 1,

IT 18 FURTHER ORDERED thet the plaintiff recover
all of the costs swended by it in this cause.

DAYED this M day of August, 1966.




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

GAYLE PAT LEE, )
)
Pliintiff, )
‘ )
v~ ) NO. 6,371
) .
. ) -
CREEK COUNTY BROADCASTING CO., ) EILED
a corporation, )
% AYG -4 1966

Defendant.

NOBLE C. HOOD,
JUDGMENT Clerk, U. & District Court

N e e e o e= e

Now on this the ézz day of July, 1966, the above styled
'and numbered cause comes on for trial, and the parties having
waived a jury, announce ready for trial, and after hearing the
evidence, arguments of counsel, the Court finds thaf the
plaintiff has failed to sustain tha allegations of his complaint
and that judgment should be renderad in favor of the defendant.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
judgment be and is hereby rendered in this cause in favor of the
defendant and against thé piaintiff, and the cost of this action
is taxed against the plainciff.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have set my hand on this the day first

and above written.

,M’/ Yoy Kol ammon
DISTRICT JUDGE .




JOE:eip
7-2%-66
1/

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

B, HAYDEN CRAWFORD, Trustee of
H. H, MUNDY CORPORATION, Debtor,

et s et

Plaintiff
ve. NO. 5597
LOUISE BRITTAIN, et al, ; FILED
Defendants. }
At -8 1966
ORDER OF DISWISBAL NOBLE C. HOOD

Clerk, U. 8. Distriet Court
Before the Honorable Luther Bohanon, United States District Judge, this

matter came on for hearing on this __/ #day of August, 1966, with the plaintiff,
B. Hayden Crawford, Trustee of H. H, Mundy Corporation, being present in person
and by his attorney, James O. Ellison, and the Court, after consideration of plain-
tiff's cause of action, did upon the Court's cwn motion dismies this action with

prejudice to the bringing of a futuxe action,

LUTHER BOHANON, DISTRICT JUDGE

e s r——vaaan AR R Pifm  33 8 7 mrt e



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

B, HAYDEN CRAWFORD, Trustee of
H, H, MUNDY CORPORATION, Debtor,

[

v Plaintifs . NO., 5598
. )
_ )
LLOYD PEARCE, et al, ) FILED
Defendants. }
AUG ~ 8 1966

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk} U, 8 Diﬁtl'ict‘ CQurt

Before the Honorable Luther Behanan, United States District Judpe, this
matter came on £for hearing on this ____5:___ day of August, 1966, with the plaintiff,
B. Hayden Crawford, Trustee of H. H, Mundy Corporation, being present in person
and by his attorney, James O, Ellison, and the Court, after consideration of plain-
tiff's cause of action, did upon the Court’'s cwn motion dismiss this action with

prejudice to the bringing of a future action.
. c_//
(i
THER BOHANON, DISTRICT JUDGE

JOE:elp
7~19-66
1/6




UNITED STATES DISTRICT CQURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKILAHOMA

United States of fmerica, )
)
Plaintiff, ) CIVIL ACTTON NO. L6&U3
)
vs. ) Tracts Nos. U-2111E-1 and
) ) © U-2L11E-2
1,663.10 Acres of Land, More or Less, ) -
Situate in Nowata and Rogers Counties, ) FE I L E D
Oklaboma, and Katherine J. Steil, et al,)
and Unknown Cwners )
’ ) AUG -9 1966
Defendants. )

NOBLE C. HOOp

Clerk, U. 8, Distei :
SUPPLEMENTAL JUDGMENT ' istrict Court

(Supplementing Judgment filed Jamuary 25, 1966)

HOW, on this 52145/ day of August 1966, this matter comes

on for hearing before the Honorable Allen E. Barrow, Judge of the United

States District Court for the Northern Iistrict of Oklahoma, on the motion

of the Plaintiff for judgment supplementing the judgment of this Court

filed herein on January 25, 1966. The Court, having examined the files

and being advised by counsel for Plaintiff, finds that;

1.

Hotice of this hearing was furnished the defendant
owners more than 30 days prior thereto, but defendants
have failed to appear or otherwise respond.

The judgment filed herein on Januery 23, 1966, in
ceonnection with Tracts Nos. U-2]11E-1 and U-2111E-2
recited that ncne aof the deposit of estimeted compen-
sation had been disbursed and ordered dishursal of

the entire amount of the award to the owners.

Pursuant to the Judgment Tiled January 25, 1966, the
Clerk of this Court, cn January 26, 1966, issued
checks paysble to the owners in the tozal sum of $160.00.
Actually the entire deposit for the subject tracts, in
the amount of $160,00, nad been disbursed to the
owners long before the Judgment was filed on January
25, 1966.

The cefendant owners have been requested te refund

the sum of $160.00 to the Registry of this Court but

to date they have failed to do so.




The Court concludes that as & result of the foregoing trans-
actions the disbursal made to the cwners on January 26, 1966, was a
duplicate payment of the sward of just compensation; that the owners
should refund such duplicate payment into the Registry of this Court
and that Judgment should be entered against thew in the amount of the

refund due.

It Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the United
States. of America have Judgment against each of the defendent owners of

the subject tracts for the duplicate payment made to them as follows:

Grant W, €ain ~—---mmmmnmcccooa $80.00
Esther L. Cain Collette ----c-- $06.66
Mary E. Cain Pringle -—--------- $26.67
Avis M. Cain Brooks -----ee--e- $26. 67

Payment of these judgments shall be made by each defendant
depositing the amount of the judgment egainst him, or her, with the Clerk

of the United States District Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma.

- -
C?_/ K(QZ’,,,/ /Q%" Aj’)d R PP
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDCE

APPROVED:

o Rboctoss (. Dhstiir—

HUBERT A. MARIOW
Assistant U. S, Attorney




IN THE UNITED STATES DIGTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
ROBERT DEAN PHELPS,

Civil Case No, 6469
FILED
AUG 10 1366

NOBLE €. HOOD
Clerk, U. 8 District Court

vs.

N N S ' s Nt Sage

UNITED S8TATES OF AMERIGA.

Now on this 28th day of July, 1966, there came on for hearing the
motion of Robert Dean Phelps, filed herein pursuant to Title 28 U.5.C.,
Saotion 2255, to vacate and set aside the judgmen! of conviction and senternioe
imposed in Case Mo, 13666 on the 7th day of June, 1961, in the United Siates
District Cowt for the Northern Diastrict of Oklahoma, Robert Dean Phelps, the
Petitioner, appearing in person and being represcnted by Kenneth L. Siainer,
his couri-appointed attorney, the United Btates of America being represented by
Hugh V. Schaefer, Assistant United States Attorney for the Morthern District of
Oklahoma; and the Court, after hearing evidence and srguments of counsel and

after being fully advised in the premises, firxls as follows:

That the Motion of the Petitioner, Robert Dean Phelps, should be allowed
to the extent that Petitioner be granted the right of appeal from the judgment of
corwiction and sentence of the Court, sentencing him to ten (10) years to the
custody of the Attorney General of the United States of America, which was
entered on the 7th day of June, 1961, in Case No. 13586 in the United States
Distriot Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma; that Pstitioner be permitted
to prasecite said appeal in forma pauperis ani allowed sixty {60) days from this

date in order to file such appeal.

IT 18, THEREFGRE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED by the Court
that the Petitioner, Robert Dean Phelps, is herehy sllowed to appeal from the

judgment of conviction and sentence of this Court, sentencing him to ten (10)




yaars to the custody of the Attorney Genaral of the United States of Americs,
which was entered on the 7th day of June, 1931, in Case No. 13686 in the

United States Distriot Qourt for the Northern District of Oklahoma.

17 I8 PURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED by the Court that
Petitioner, Robert Dean Phelps, be, and he horeby is, permitted to prosecute
said appeal in forma pauperia and is allowed sixty {(60) days from this date

in order to file such appeal.

RO

o B

UNITED SATES DUTRIST JUDGE




IN TME UNITED STATSS DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA

W. WILLARD WIRTZ, SECRETARY OF LABOR
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT CF LABOR
plaintiff CIVIL ACTION

Ve FILE NO. 6376

EILED

AUG 11 1966

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

Plaintiff has filed his complaint and defendant has

T and H TRUCKING COMPANY, INCORFPORATED

Defendant

filed its answer. Defendant has now appeared by counsel and
without admitting aﬂy of the allegations of the complaint has
waived any defenses thereto and agreed to the entry of this
judgmePt without contest. It is, therefore, on motion of the
plaintiff, and for cause shown:

ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that defendant, its officers,
agents, servants, employees and all persons acting or claiming to
act in its behalf and interest be, and they hereby are, permanently
enjoined and restrained from violating the provieions of Sections
15(a) (2) and 15(a) (5) of the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938
(Act of June 25, 1938, U.S5.C., Title 29, Sec. 201 et seq.) .,
hereinafter referred go as the Act, in any of the following manners:

(1} The defendant shall not, contrary to Section 7 of
the Act, employ any of its employees engaged in commerce, ©OF in
the production of goods for commerce, as defined by the #ct, for

workweeks longer than 40 hours; unless the employee receives




compensation for his employment in excass of 40 hours at a
rate not less than one and one half tivwes the regular rate
at which he,is employed.

(2) The defendant shall not faill to make, keep and
preserve records of its employees, and of the wages, hours and
other conditions and practices of employment maintained by it,
as prescribed by the Regulations of the Secretary issued, and
from time to time amended, pursuant tc Section 11 (c) of the
Act, found in Title 29, Chapter Vv, Code of Federal Regulations,
Part 5lé.

it is further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that no

cogts or disbursements be allowed.

ox ZL
DATED this_ /£ = day of ﬁrz-c:;:m/{’ 1966.

Critiles Yatfnsioa”

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Entry of this judgment is
hereby consented to:

T d H Trucking Company

Zopeld) és, gilkxbofﬁa,— -
es BE. Turvey, Presfident

(ot ,0474/
Byroy D, Todd
Attorney for Defendant




IN THE UNIIED SEMIRG DISRRICT QUIRT JOR THR
HORYHENN D TRIOT OF GELANMA

United States of Amexiea,

Piaintif?,
8. Civil No. _ 6Wh9
. Loveusar Holmes and Charles
Aoz Holmes, husbend aud vife, EILED
Defendents.

AUG 11 1966

NOBLE C. HOOD
JUDGMENT Clak U S District Court

off THIS 9th dey of August 1966, 1ue sbove-entitled matter
coming on for hearing, Fisiotiff, Ucited fftaten of Ameries, appeering
by Sem B. Tuylor; Asaistant Uoited States Abtorney for the Nosthetn
Distriet of Oklshome, snd the datendants, Lovenssr Bolass and Sharles
Aon Holmes, gppesring noty end

1t appesring that this is an sction based upon & mortgage note
and for s foreclosure of & veal property sortgage ssouring said sortguge
note, and that the property sovered by said Tesl proparty mortgmge is
loeated in Tules County, Gklehams, within the Northerz Judicial Bistriet
of Oklshoms; and

Tt further sppesring thet the defwndants, lovenser Holwes and
Cwrles Aoy Holmes, were perscnally served with mummone more then W6
deys prior to this date, requiring esvh off them t0 snswer the Cowplaint
£1lod herein, snd it sppearing that said_defesdsnte hnve falled to fila
sn somwar, they should spd sre hereby sdjulged in defmilt.

The Court further finds that the meterial alliegations in the
Flaintifs's Goaglaint £iled herein sve tris snd. correct, that there ie
dus from the defendsnts to the Plaiatiff the wum of §9,507.7h, as upaid
. prineipal on the mortgage mote, vith fmtarest thereon wt the rate of Fif
per somwm from Jupe 1, 1965, until paid;

That the Faintiff bhas a first and prior 1ien upon the real
entate described in the Complaint by virtus of the real property wartgage
glven as security for the peyment of the mortgsge note whieh real
property is desoribed as follows:




t fixteen
Botk toe (1), mmmr,nmm_nm

Comty, State of , ssoerding to the sesorded plat thwreof,
and batng danaribed an follows, to-wit: Beglianing
ot a potnt on mmmamamw,mmum
mmk;om on said Scnmdary 30 fout Beat of the Nortlhwest
ocorney of sald Lot 15, thenes Borthessterly slong the North boundary

begianing.

PT I5 THEREYORE GRRNNNG MDSUNGED snd INCRERD thet Maintiff
have and resover Judpgmnt against the defendants, Lorenser Holmes and
Ghakies Ano Molmes, in the wum of $9,507.7h, as uwopaid prinaipal dus on
the mortgege note susd vpon hersin with interest thereon &t the rate of
3§ per snmm, from June 1, 1965, watil peid, togetber with the oowt
of this seticn soorusd apd aeeruing.

I7 I8 JURSHNR CADERED, ADJUBGRS snd BINARED thet upom failure
of the dafendants to satisfy the Juigwest of the Maiutiff hevein, an
Order of Sale shall issve to the United States larshel for the Northern
Matrict of Gikdxhams, eommnding bim to sdvertise and sell, with sppreissment,
the real property berein desarfbed sad to wyply the procesds therecf in
astisfection of Mlaintiff's julgesnt. The residue, if any, to be deposited
vith the Clerk of the Oeurt o swait fwrtder Order of the Cowrt. If the
amout derived fyom #ald ssle is imsurficient to setisfy the judgment for
the sald Piaintiff, them emeoution should issus sgeinst the defendants,
iorenser Solmes and Cheries Aon Holwen, for suweh dafleienay.

TT I8 FUATHER CRINRED, ADJUDGED sod JMISOEND thet from snd af'tey
the sale of said yeal property, under and by virtue of this julgeent,
the defendante, and eseh of thes, and all pevecns claiaing weder them
sises the f{ling of the Complaiut erein, be, wnd they ave forever barred
and foreslossd of end from eny end evexy liem wpam, right, title, intevest,
sstate or equity, in of to the real esiate hereinabove dsseribed.

o
Assistent U. $. Attorney




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COUET
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ESTATE OF HERMAN P. TAUBMAN,
" DECEASED, NATICONAL BANK OF
TULSA, SOPHIA TAUBMAN, AND
MORRIS TAUBMAN, Co-executors,

Plaintiffs,

Ve

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

CIVIL NO. 630%. L E D

Defendant. AUG 16 1966
ORDER OF DISMISSAL NOBLE C. HOOD
, Clerk, U, 8. District Court

Pursuant to stipulation of the parties, it is hereby
crdered that the above entitled cause be and the same is hereby

dismissed, with prejudice, each party te bear its respectlve

DATED this / é day of@‘gﬁl, 1966.
9 Toed

United State istrigt Judee

costs,

LB Dyt it v s e m et e on, o s i ih e
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4

FILED

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COUET FOR THE AUG 24 ]986

NORTHERN F OKLAHOMA
DISTRICT OF OKLAH NOBLE C. HOop

Clerk, u. s, Di.strict Court
United States of America )
ve No. €180 Civil

George w. Goad

On the 14th day of June, 1966, came the attorney for
the government and the deflendant appeared in person and by
counsel, Robert Xelly.

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the defendant had been convicted
of the offense of Contempt of Court, in violatlon of Title
18, § 402, as charged.

It was adjudged that the defendant was gullty as charged
and convicted.

IT WAS ADJUDGED that the defendant be placed on probat-
lon for a period of Six (6) months.from that date.

NOW, on this 24th day of August, 1966, came the attorney
for the government and the defendant appeared with ounsel,
George Briggs. And 1t being shown to the court that the de-
fendant has violated the terms and conditions of said probation,

IT IS ADJUDGED that the order of probation be revoked and
set aside and the defendant is hereby committed to the custody
of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for
imprisonment for a period of

Six (6) Months.
IT IS ORDERED that the Clerk deliver a certified copy'of
this judgment and commitment to the Unlted States Marshal or

other qualified officer and that the copy serve as the commit-
ment of the defendant.

Approved as to form: ALLEN E, BARROW
Trnited States District Judge

" Lawrence A, McSoud

Eawrence A, Mcooud, Asst. U.S.ALtorney

A TRUE COPY: Certified this 24th day of August, 1966.

[

NOBLE C. HOOD, CLERK By
Yy cler

AT [ Mbakemssi b s T e gy ey PR PR




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

- LAURENCE B, CRAIG and

ANNABELL CRAIG,
Plaintiffs,

No. 6396 Civil

ve.

R. H. BIEGFRIED, INC,,
a Delaware corporation,

e g e umt ot et ewset St et

Defendant.

FILED

AUG 25 1960

NOBLE C. HOOD

¢ Couart
ORDER REMANDING TO  Clerk, U. 8 Distric

STATE COURT

The motion of plaintiffsto remand this action to the District Court of
Rogers County came on for hearing this 24th day of August, 1966, pursuant
to regular setting, and the Court having examined the briefs, heard the
_ argument of counsel and being fully advised, finds that sald motion ehould
be sustained,

IT 1S THEREFORE ORDERED that the motion of the plaintiffa to
remand this case to the District Court of Rogere County, Oklahoma, be and
the same is hereby granted, and thie cause be and the same |5 hereby

remanded to the District Court of Reogers County, Oklahoma, for further

G En

proceedings.

A!len E Barrow United States
District Judge

D A8 '%'0 FORM:

/

i
- e
) e N
Attorney for Plaintiffs M

\&«n&u N TN

Attorney for Dcfondant




1N THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

CLYDFE R. BRADLEY, Guardian and

J. O. FITZJARRALD, Co-Guardian

of the person and estate of
ponald Lee larris, an incompetent

)
)
|
}
person, }
) ,
Plaintiffs, ) CIVIL NO. G480
)
vs. ) F?‘ L.‘E-t)
}
ROBERT E. WAGONER and HARTFORD )
ACCIDENT & INDEMNITY COMPANY, } s ZB‘EEB
a corporation, ) pY
) Yuj(ﬁ)
Defendants. ) NOBLE Pt Court
Guﬂhu'

ORDER

This matter comes on for consideration by the Court
upon the Motion to Remand filed by plaintiffs herein, and the
Court having read the briefs submitted by plaintiffs and defen-
dants, and being fully advised in the premises, finds that said
motion should he sustained.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the motion to remand of
the plaintiffs be and is hereby sustained.

1T 1S FURTHER ORDFRED that this case is remanded to the
Drumright Division of the Superior Court of Creek County, Okla-
homna.

Dated this 25th day of August, 1966.

Cos &

L DIGERIGT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRLICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America,
Plaintiff, CIVIL ACTION NO. 4975

Tract Ne. L-l224

FILED

V5.

653.25 Acres of Land, More or Less,
Situste in Nowata County, Oklshoma,
and Cherles BEdward Bratcher, et al,
end Unknown Owners,

T Nt N Y Y Yt Ve e Yt e Y S’

Pefendants. AUG 26 1966
NOBLE C. HOOD
J UDCMEHNT.T Clerk, U. 8. District Court

NOW, on this Zf 74 day of August, 1966, this matter ceme on for
hearing before the Honorable Allen E. Barrow, Judge of the United States
Distriet Court for the Northern District of Oklehoma, or the Motion for
Distribution filed herein by the defendicnt, K. V. Fusseluan., The said
defendant appeared by her attorney, Glenn H. Chappell, and the United States
of America oppesredby Hubert A. Marlow, Assistant United States Attorney
for the Northern District of Oklshoma. After having examined the files in
this action and having heerd the testimony of witnesses and being Tully
advised in the premises, the Court finds that:

L.

A Judgnent fixing the award of jnst compensation for the estate
taken in Tract No. L-122% was filed in this case on March T, 1966, but such
Judgment reserved determination of ownership and distribution of the award
until after the present hearing.

2.

COne certajn cil and gas lease covering tte subject tract shown by

the land records to be held by Herbert A. Alvey, Clarys J. Alvey, and

B. V. Yount was executed on the _1Tth day of September , 1954 , for a

term of _5 years and as long thereafter as oil and gas ware preduced in
paying quantities. No production of oil or gas was hed from the subject
property during the term of this lease and nn extensions of the lemse were
grented. As a result, on the date of taking this oil and gas lease hed
expired by its own terms and P. W, Fusselman and K. V. Pusselmen (aﬁ/a
Ketherine V. Fusseluan} Were the owners of the entire mineral estate under

the subject tract,




3.

P. W. Fusselmen is now deceased and it has been determined by the
Probate Court of Nowata County, Oklahome, that Katherine V. Fusselman is
the only person entitled to succeed to his cwnership in all his property.
Therefore, Katherine V. Fusselman is entitled to receive the entire award
of just compensation for the minerasl interesi taken in the subject tract.

L.

On the date of taking, certain eguipment was situated upon the
subject tract, which equipment was owned by Herbert A. Mvey and Clarys J.
Alvey 1/h end B. V. Yount 3/k, ond such nowed perscns were entitled to
receive the share of the award allocated to the equipment. B. V. Yount is
now deceased.

5.

The manner in which the award of just compensation should be allocated
among the owners, the sums disbursed from the deposit of estimated compensation,
the belances due to the respective parties ard the deposit deficiency as to
this tract are as set forth in the schedule which Pollows, to-wit:

Total award of just COMPENSAtIiON —-re-mmmmemawouco o ccmccmmom e $1,900.00

Allocated as follows:

To Herbert A.

To Katherine V. : Alvey & Clarys : To B. V.

Fusselnan : J. Alvey : Yount
For entire wmineral : H
interest -------- $1,500.00" : :
For 1/4 interest in : :
equipment ------- : $100. 00 :
For 3/L interest in : :
equipment -w-em- s : $300.00
Disbursed from estimated : H
compensation -------- Norne : $2025.00 :  $675.00
Balance due ---—-euvaa- $1,50C.0C : :
Overpayment «---------- : $125.00 @ $375.00
Present balance on :
Geposit ~-wemmccmaao $1,000.00 :
Deposit deficiency -------- $ 50C.00 :




It Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the United
States of America shall deposit in the Registry of this Court to the credit
of Tract No. L-1224, the sum of 3500.00 together with interest on such sum
at the rate of G% per anmum frow the date o filing of this Judgment until
such deposit be made. When such deficiency has been deposited, the Clerk of
this Court thén shall disburse from the deposit for the subject tract to
Ketherine V. Fusselmen the sum of $1500.00 plus all interest accrued to

her account.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECEEED that:
The pilaintiff, United States of America, shall have
Judgment against Herbert A. Alvey and Clarys J. Alvey, Jointly,
in the amount of $125.00, together with interest thereon at
the rate of 6% per ammum Trom the date of filing of this
Judgment until it be paid.
The plaintiff shall have Judgnent against the estate
of B. V. Yount, deceased, in the mnount of $375.00, together
with interest thereon at the rate of 6% per emnum frowm the
date of filing of this Judgmernt until it be paid.
Payment of these Judgments shall be made by the Judgment debtors by their
furnishing tc the United States Attorney in Hoom 335, Federal Building,
Tulsa, Oklahoma, their checks mede payable tc Treasurer of the United States

in the smount of the Judgments against ther, together with all sccrued interest.

S s S ATt
TNITED STATES DISTRLCT JUDGE

.APPROVED:

i, /%Zp;ff //\ 7’/:..(-1--/;11«‘“’

ERT A. MARLOW
Assistant U. §. Attorney
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DISERICY OF ORLAMOMA

ROMALD LAVEXN YOUMG, ® minor, )

by MILOMED GOUGRER, his wother )

and saxt friesd, )
Pleintiff, ;

va. ; Mo, 6264 Civil

ERNNETH ALVIN HOWY, & sole tradar, ) F

dbe BILL'S T BACORD SHOP, ; 'LED
Defendany. ) AUG 26 1966

NOBLE C. HOOD

W Clerk, U, 8. Dém-ict Court




BONASD LAVIRS YOURS, & wimer,
by NMELIURD GOUINER, his wether

)
)
oud ot fviend, i
Plaintiif,
ve. ; Bo. 8264 €ivil
RIDMESN ALVIN WONN, & sole treder, ; FILED
dha VLIS ¥ |op, )
Sefendmet. ) AUG 26 1966

NOBLE C. HOOD

ZRNERE 5% MK A SNEMERCNE OF JB.s. U. 5. Discict Coust

1. This is an setion brought by the plaiasiff against
ths defandant under the Tair Laber Btindenis Ast, 29 V.8.0. 201,
o auq., for slleged feiluve to pay suiniwwn wages and oversiae
wiges a&s provided in esid dot.

2. Plaintiff, at ths tine allagnd in his Conplaint,
was & high sehool student sttending scheol ssress the street
from the defendaut's ploce of business. In Desesber, 1963,
the dufondont and his speuss hagan divores precesdings, sed the
dafondant, Fomneth Alvia Newn, by & Ceswpevary ovder of the Dise
trist Court of Pulss Guumty, was removed firom the cpewstion of
dafoniont's usiness, snd the defendsuz Bem's wife was allowed
to emnduct the busineas wnder the texss of the tespowery exdex.
Puring e pariod of time Mrs. Nown opuwetod the business, the
plataniff, Ronnld Isvernes Young, wes porwictsd by her to coms
into thw shop and do mmmisl werk, sud in rotwm was given certain
m“tm. M“Mv‘hﬂﬂtﬂnm“‘-
cords and the amownt and value of the work was st me tims deter-
simed between ths parties.




3. Oun Pebruary 17, 1964, the defendsut, Kemneth
Alvin Horm, was restorsd to the owmership ind ssssgemsnt of
the shop, but becsuse of the excessive debt lisbilitiss and
umpaid crediters, in July, 1964, Kemneth Alvin Horn filed
with the Pederal Court Clerk his Patition for Relief under
Chaptar XI of the Bankruptcy Act. Nr. Hom was parmitted
by the Bankruptey Ceurt te remmin in posseassion and operate
the business for one week, Thersafter, Mr. Fet Melloy was
appointed Recetver, and &s Receiver operatad the shop through
his agent, Mr. Richard Saith. Shertly after Richard Saith
beosws the opexetor of the bumimess under Pat Malloy, the
exchenge of phonegreph records for esrvices renderad by Romald
Young was discontinued, snd he was recogniced &e an ewployee
on the basis of $1 per hour. This arrengemsat coutimued under
the receivership watil the Plan of Reorgeuisstion was sccepted
sod filed, at which time the ssrvices of Ronsld Young were
coupletely terwinated, snd he brimgs this setion for overtims
ond underpay in the sunm of §1,099.05 heck wages computed at &
mintues hourly rate.

4, T evidence shows that Romald Youmg kept no
tally or vecord of the hours durimg his ewploymsuat. That he
constructed the figuves which formed the baeis of the claim
for $1,099.05 from his wemory wpon consultstion with & msuber
of the Labor BDepertmemt, Wage end New: Bivision, sand that his
sstismtes of the hewrs worked for which he claime he was not
paid did not take impo scgount the mumrous instences whem bhe
was sut to lunch, nor wvhen he wea eu trips te stillweter,
Gktlshomm, and mking frequent visits to his doctor. He was




unable to estimate how many hours he was sway from the shop on
thess sctivities. The record shows that on one ececasion Mre.
mm.zx@mmmmmmummmn
he wented; the velus of these records was mot considered in
detexmining the smomt of wages claimnd by the plaintiff. e
defandant statas that he wever At any time hired Romeld Youmg
sxept on individual cccasionsl periods prior to Chapter XX
procesdings, and that a1l such tiwns Romald Young worked om
su individusl job basis for records. The record shows that
the defendant's busimess during the your 1964 grossed, buth
intyastate and imterstate, appromimstaly #132,000,

5. The Court finds that the pleistiff wes not
regulariy swployed by the defemdsnt witil after the filing of
benkxuptcy proceadings. The platstiff kept mo relisbls resords
of the suaber of hours be worked, and his estimste is baeed
upon wemory. Considering all of the avidemce, the Comrt finds
that the evidsuce with respect to the vuwter of houxs worked
M&nphﬂttﬂ'htwmﬂ%!t to permit am in-
telligent finding. The plaintiff’s tsstiwomny sad svidence
does not satisfy the wesessary burden of yroof to show the
Basber of hours he sctwally vorked. The pleintiff costemds
thnt he 4id certain work in interstats camwmres which emtitles
him to coms within the bemefits of the Act, but he did wot
mow the mmber of hours he so worked in vech allaged supioy-
mmt, vor wag he sbls to testify with certminty snd sceuracy
what weeks he worked in interstate empleymmat.




o e  Amase

6. The Ceurt fimés frew the evidence that it is
inmffictent to show that the plaintiff is engaged in inger~
state sesivity os seutesplated by the det, and theve is %o
showing fn the records that thw plaimifet wes set paid for
811 of the sexvises b yendeved. Thet is, thare is wo sde-
ets shaing of awch failure to pay adsquits sonpansation.

7. e Court further finds in all respests the
pIaSRCLEr has falled te meet the burden of proof to estabilsh
his allagsd camms of sstion.

Saalnaiens. el le
1. Par sn enployes to eoms within the tuame of the
Yair laber Soamdards dat, it is weeessury imd oncurbent wpon
hin to shew chat he was sctuslly cagiged in istersbsts sew~

wsvon, and further, that his ssployer was mmgeged in imgersteate
comppres, within the ssening of the M.

M-mgcrusqumum.
M ehte [l T'say of Mugar, 1965

¢ e -t R



IN THE UNITED STAYES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHESN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

SOUTHEASTERN, INC.,
an Oklahoma corporation,
Plaintiff,
va. Ko. A471  Civid

BROKEN ARROW LANES, INC., a&n
pklshoma corporation; 5. C.

i S e Bt Tt e Wt Vet Nkt W g e e

MONBOE: B. P. KENNARD: BARRY FEILED
A SHURGICE CORPORATION, n'
' a 5

Foreign corporation, ! A6 26 1966

Defsmdents.
NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk, U. §. District Court

QRREER

This csse 18 before the Court on Plaintiff's Motien to Hemsnd
with supporting brief end Besponse thereto., The Defendant Brunsw
wick Corporstion filed a Petition for Hemoval alleging diversity
of ¢itizeaship and jurisdictional smount betwesn it and Plaintif?
and the right of removal for the resson that a separate and inde~
pendent olaim or cause of action exists under Title 28 U. 5. C.
Seotion 1léil(c}.

The Plaintiffl bringe this not}on inter alia, for money Judg-
ment upon promissory notes and foreclosure of real estate mort-
gages. The Defendant Brunswiok Corporaftion asserts its bowling
squipsent located on the resl estate involved is personal property
by & real estate consent filed of raecord before the mortgages in
question whereln 1t wes agresd bDetwesn the record ownar of the
Real estate and the Defendant Brunawick that the bowling equipe
ment would remain personsl property. The Defendsnt Brunswick
slaso claims that Plaintiff's mortgage liens are inferior and
Junior to its lien or claim to the bowling equipment and automatio
pingetters.

Under Title 28 U,5.C. Sactiom lidil(s), a diverse Defendant
may remove the sntire case where a “"sepurate and indepsndent

clalnm or ceuse of action® is asserted against it, regardless of

the citizenship of other parties. This mection wes intended to




restrict and not enlarge removal rights. The test for a separate
end independent clsim or cause of action is as follows: * * & &
where there is ﬁ single wrong tc Plaiatiff, for which relief 1is
sought, arising from an interlocked seriee of transactions, there
is no separate and independent clatnm or cause of action uader
Section 1l44l(c). pmerigcen Fire and Cesuelty Co. v. EFinn, 341 U. S.
64295 L. Bd, 702, 71 8. Ct. 534 (19351).

' The Court finde the case of Cituizens' end Southern Renk of
Sguth Caroline v. Plne Forest Imn Co. et al., 31 P. 24 301 (E.D.

3.Cer. 1929) is epplicable to the issue ralged by the Notion to
Eemand, This case arcge prior to the 1948 Judiclal Code when the
test was & "peparable controversy™ rather than a “sepsrate and
indepandent claim or cause of action" under Title 28 U.8.C. Secw
tion 11 {c). However, the Court finds that the resson for the
change in langusge in Section 1441{c) wes simplification and ade
vancexent of the interests of justioe. H. Bep. No., 308, Apr. 25,
1947, 80th Cong., 1Bt Sess. p. A. 134,

The Citizens' and Southern Bank of South Caroling case, supra,
involved the claim of the (lobe Au;umatio Bpriukler Company in the
mortgaged premlses scught to be foreciocasd. The Globe Automatic
sSprinkler Company claimedaa prior lien on the fire protection
syatem on the mortgaged premises by reason of an agreement of sale
-end purchage, The Court remanded the case and in doing so, cited
and distinguished the case of Kew Engisnd Waterworks v. Farmer
Loan and Trust Co., 136 F. 521 {C.C.A. 7th) which 18 relied upon
by the Petitlioner herein. In the inetamt action, Plaintiff cleims
the Defendant Brunswick's bowling equipment ie subject to its
mortgege liens in the foreclosure action., The Defendant Brunse
wick msserts a clsim or lien superior to that of Plaintiff by vire
tue of a contract heretofore mentioned. Therelfore, the Petition
for Removal was filed by one claiming a superior lien in the
forecloeure action. Common issues of fact and law are involved

and matters of proof which are germsne to the res of Plailntiff's




single cause of action are present,

Moraover, the controversy bstween the plaintiff and the
dafTandant Brunswick as to the bowling equipment is not a separsate
and independent claim or cause of action froam plaintiff's sult
for the foreclosure of mortgags/asserted by plaintiff to cover
the sald bowling equipnent.

In view of the foregoing, the Courl remands thise case to the
Pistriet Court of Tulsa County, Stafe of Oklahoma. The (lerk
of this Court will take the necessary action to effect the remand,

Dated this & day of August, 1966,

2.
ad Daugher

United Jtates

AR T Rk AR i i i 1




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

EMPILOYERS CASUALTY COMPANY, )
a Corporation, )

Plaintiff, )
vs . i Tivil No. 6230

McCUNE HOMES, INC ., )
a Corporation, )

Defendant and )

Third Party Complaipart, ) E I L E D
)
veo ) At 29 1966
. :
LIBERTY MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY, : WOBLE C. HOOD,
|

Third Party Defendant. Clerl, U, 8§, Diverlot Ooveet:

ORDER DISMISSING
THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT

Now on this % day of August, 1966, upon motion of the
defendant and third party complainant, McCune Homes, Inc., a corporation,
to diamiss ite third party complaint against third party defendant, Liberty
Mutual Insurance Gompany, the Court b_elng fully advised,

1T 1S ORDERED that sald third party complaint be, and the sarme ig

hereby dismisned.

%%c oM

United States District Judge
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

HOMER G. MAXEY,

)
)
Plaintiff )
| " v
vs. ) No. 6426 '
‘ )
PLAZA BUILDING CORPORA- ) -
TION, } F ! L E D
)
Defendant. ) AUG 29 1966
ORDER NOBLE . Hoop

Cletk, U. S, D-I'Bh'ict

Now on this 24th day of August, 1966, there came on
to be heard pursuant to regular setting the motion of the
defendant Plaza Building Corporation fior change of venue and
transfer of said cause to the United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas, Lubbock Division, pursuant
to the authority contained in 28 U.S.¢.A. Section 1404.

The plaintiff appeared by his attorney, Bruce W. Gambill,
and the defendant appeared by its attorneys, R. L. Davidson, Jr.,

Richard T. Sonberg and Matthew J. Kane. he Court thereupon

- examined the record, considered the motions, briefs and the

affidavits submitted therewith, and being Eully advised in
the premises finds that the convenience of the parties and
the interests of justice would be best sexved by transferring
said cause as prayed for in said motion.
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ADJUDGED that Cause No.

6426, styled Homer G. Maxey, flaintiff, vs. Plaza Building
Corporation, Defendant, be and the same is hereby transferred
to the United States District Court for the Northern District
of Texas, Lubbocleivision, and the Clerk of this Court is

hereby directed to effect such transfer forthwith.

RICT JUDGE

Gk 42 st s AR Mo Y.

VASOEE T R TIY P T ey e T o

Coure
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NORTHERN RISTRICT OF GRLAGUMA

United States of Awmerice, }
Plaintiff, ; CIVIL BO. 6332
YB. -
Donald K. Dalsncy, Loveasna L. Delancy, FILED
husband and wife, amd
Carl E. Vest sni Durlane J. West, }
husband and wife, 2 AUG 29 1966
Dot : NOBLE C. HOOD}
Clerk, WJ. S. District Courtl
JOUNOIAL BNTRY OF JUDGURIT

This matter comes oo to be hesrd this L7 day of (leegeeat-, 1966,
upon pleintiff's compledint. The plaintiff, United Btaten of hcriu, sppearing
by Lawrence A. McSoud, Assistant United States Attormey for the Northeru Plstrict
of Okisboos, and the defendants, Beumld K. Pelsacy wnd lovanna L. Delancy, husband
and vife, asd Carl K. West and Deriene J. West, husbind and wife, appearing not
and the Court, being further adwised in the premises, finds:

I.

This 15 an sctich based upon & money Judpamt and 6 wortgege note and
foreclosure of & real properiy acrigage swcuring sall mortgage note and it further
WmthMWyWWW:Momum is located
in Tulsa County, Tulea, Oklshoma, sll within the northern Judicial distriet of
Gkishoms and more particularly described as follows:

Iot 19, Block 9, Lakeview Hoights Awsnded Addition
to the City of Tulse, snd &ll property and sppurienances
located thereon, Tulss County, Oklahomws, koeording
+o the recordsd platt therecl.
IX.

It further appearing froa & osveful wommizstion of . the files and records
Mpmanmhminmtdmwduplummnofnmhubmnmaw
Donald K. Dalancy on the 204 day of Deossher 1365, at 1150 H. Utica Street,

Tylss County, Oklahoms, more than twenty days pricr to the date hareof. That
due and lsgal process service of summons bas been wide upon the dafendant,

Lovenus L. Delency, on January 12, 1966, st her residence in Avant, Oklahcas,

AT SRR L LA £ R E A £+ e i




more than twanty days prior to the date hoveof, requiring both Donald K. Delaucy
and Lovenna L. Dulency to answer the cowpiaint filed herein not more than twenty
days after the dmy of perscoal service of swmons. Thet Donald K. Delancy and
Jovanne L. Delancy have failsd to flle an ansver or appear herein.

IiI.

It further sppesring that persousl rummons vas iewued to be served upon
the defendente, Carl E. West and Darlene J. West, busbend and wife, but the sald
derfendants could pot be found in the State of Oklshoas and thereafter, upon
applicaticn properly filed therefvr, the Court aade and entered its Order requir-
ing the defendmnts, Carl B. West and Beriane J. West, husband and wife, to sppesy
and unewer plaintiff's compleint according to due mad legel sarvice of sumaons
being made by publication under the provisions of Title 28, U.8.C.A., Becticn 1655,
Tae Court Tinde that notices by publication were published within the Tulasa Deily
lagal News for s5ix consecutive weeks, the first pablicetion being om the 10th
day of March, 1966, and the last publicetion teing on the Jhth day of April, 1966.
The Court finds that neither Cerl E. West nor Darlese J. West heve entered any
sppesrances iu pereon nor by counsel and have filed no procewding or otherwise
ansvered the notice of publiostion mnd &rw all in dafsult.

Iv.

The Gourt further finds that all of such samonses sod the order in
lieu of smmonses wre legal and proper and in all things fully conform to the
lmws of the United States in such cmees provided, partioulerly Title 28, U.85.C.A.,
Bection 1655, relating to service upon nonresident defemdants end the same are
hereby and in all respects approved.

Y.

The Court further finds that the defsmliting defendants are not wewmbers

of the Military service of the United States, nor mibors, ror incompwtent persons.
VI.

New, the Cowrt being fully sdvised procesds to conslder the plaintiff's
complaint and exemnines the exhibits annexnd thereto, together with the allegs-
tions and averments in the complaint of the piaintiff filed herein and upon oot
clusion, after having been fully sdviged in the premises both as to the fect and
law, finds and adjudges all of the fssues in favor of the plaintiff and against

e L kb e B PRSP et . UL MR L 181 e A . VTP UYPCAPY  H omn  17 176



each and every defendant in this mction, mnd the Court further finds thet by
reason of the defeault of the defendants, and ezch of them, all of the sallegatione
of pleintiff's compleint should be and arve hersby teken & csonfessed by said
defendante and that Judgment should be entered as preyed for herelin.

VIiI.

The Court finds that it has full and complete Jurisdiction of all of the
defandents sued herein and of the subject matter of this action, and the Court
more specifically finds that W. U. Driber ie tae present Adminisirator of Veterans
Affaivs and 1z the succemsor in office to J. 8. Glemscn, Jr., the payee in said
note and the nortgagee designatad in the mortgage sued upon hereln.

VIIT.

That on May 12, 1964, the defendants, Domsdd K. Delancy and Lovama L.
Delancy, husband and wife, executed and delivered to J. 5. (leason, Jr., as
Mainistrator of Veberans Affairs, his successors as such and his or their saeigns,
& mortgege in the mum of $8,301.00, said note providicg for monthly lnatellments
of principal and interset et the rate of 3% per enmm on the uspaid balmace
until peid. Provisions for repmyment within the above-described note were to be
pald as fallowe:

Camsencing from June 1, 196k, the smouni of $k7.1%, said amount

being due and paysble on the first dete of sach month thereafter

8t the rate of 5%% per annum on the unpaid balance unt:l said

note is fully pald, payable at the 0ffice of the Agent Cashier,

Veterans Aduinistration, Muskoges, bnmqn.

The Court further finds thet sald promissory note, by 1ts terwms, expressly pro-
videe that 1f any deficiency in the paywent of any Lastellment is not msde good
prior to the due dete of such inetellment the entire principsl sum and acerued
interest shell et once become due and paymble without notlce at the optlon of the
holder of said note, apd plaintiff shows the Court thet it is now the holder of
sald note.

IX.

The Court further finde that on Octcber 20, 1964, the defendsnts,

Donald X, Delancy and Lovenna L. Dalancy, husband and wife, exscuted and delivered
to the defendants, Cerl E. West ané Darlens J. West, husband and wife, a genersl

warranty deed conveylhg the property described in the aforessid mortgage, which




varranty deed was filed of record in the Qffice of the Cownty Clerk, Twisa,
Oklahcms, on October 20, 1964, and recorded ir. Book 3508, puge 66. Ny the terms
of such warrsanty deed, the defendants, Caxl E. West and Dariene J. West, husband
and wife, aseumed and agrewd to pay the note beretofore described, and by the
scceptance of anid dsed the granises in sald deed bacems mnd are peracoally
lisble to the pi:nintift for the setisfection of the mortgage indsbiedness sued
upon herein. The Court finds that nelther the original mortgegors, Donald K.
Delancy and Lovannse L. Delancy, nor the grantess, Carl E. West and Darlens J.
West, husband snd wife, have pald such mortgage indebtedness becoming dus and
peysble since July 1, 1964, or any part therecf; that the same is still unpeld,
due snd owing to plalniff.

b

The Court furtber finds that the defendsnts, and emsh of them, have
made default in payment thereof in installments due therecu, ma ast forth in the
aforesaid note and mortgage; that though the plaintiff bheve made demend for the
installments due since July 1, 1964, the defendants have refused to pay that
installaent and all subsequent installments and that such defsulis have continued
%0 date and, 1n accordance with the aforesald mote and mortgage, the Oourt finds
that the entire cutstanding balance of both principsl and interest Gue and payshle
bave, therefore, becoms dus sad owing to the plaintirf.

XX.

The Qourt further finds that the defundants, Donald K. Delanay sad
Lovenne L. Delsncy, busband end wifs, snd Osrl E. West and Darlene J. West, husbwod
and wife, that upon defeult weve indebted to pliaintiff in the sum of §8,962.57,
vith interest therecn et the rate of 53% per suoum from July 1, 1964, wntil fully
pail, together and sccruing ss provided by the nortgege and note previcusly des-
oribed herein for stetatory damages in emss of protest, costs incurred in obteining
Poasession by the plaintiff, costs for the carv snd preservation of the property
are to date in the smount of $4#8.00,

I,
mwmmnmmthmeymu.mtm
ousd of foreclosure therecf, as often as sy proceeding shall be takesn to fore-
cl.outholm,mmyoftheﬂutmmlwwmmtiﬂmmwm
fee of 10F of the smount then duc and the same shall be & furtber charge and lien




upon the mortgaged prexises, and the Court fimile herein that this sction is
brought for forecloauvre of said mortgage and that sald attorney's fee and coste
have become due and paysble as set forth within the mortgege filed herein.
XIII.
WHEREFORE, the Court finds that the mortgege lien of the plalntiff,
_United Btates of Americas, is senior, psremount end superior to sy mad all cleime
of said dsfendsnts, and sach of them, and the same should be cencelled and eet

sside in this actiom.

RE, it is CADNRED, ADJUDGERD AD DRCRERED:

1. That the plalntiff, United States of Americs, have and is hereby
given & julgment egainet the defendants, Donali K. Delency and Lovasns L. Delenay,
Jointly as husband and wife, and Carl E. West and Dexrlene J. Wast, jJointly as
husband and wife, for the sue of $8,362.57, plus interest at the rate of 5%
per anoum from July 1, 1964, until paid, togetiwer with sbstrscting oost snd
attorney's fees in the samount of 10% of the swount due and owing by the defendants,
and for the sum of $48.00 as cost of care and jpreservetion of the properiy described
in the aforssaid mortgage and all coats of this sction and of the foreciosure sale.

2. That the mortgage lien ou the real estate hereinfore dsscribed and
upon the imgrovements thereon be and the sans 35 hereby establishod snd decreed
to be a Tirst, prior snd valid lien therecn, and that said mortgages lien should be
and the same is hereby ordered foreclosed snd orderuvd sold with appraisessat.

3. That in the eveat plaintiff's judgment., and the whole thereof, be
not paid within ten days from the date bereof, an crder of sale shall issue
directing the United States Marshal for the Northern District of QGklshoms, comand -
ing him or hiz suthorised sgent to esixe, levy upen, sdvertise, offer for sale
snd sell all of the hereinfore described reel estate to the highest Widder for
cash in hand ani to spply the procesds from such sale as Lollows:

First: To the payment of all costs of thie mction and
of the impanding fureclosure sale.

Second: To the payment and satisfsetion of plainbiff's
Judpmnt in the saount of $8,262.5T with interest
at the rate of 54% per snmm frem July 1, 1368,
until paid. Abstrecting sxpuanses, sttorney's fees,
and the costs for the care and preserveiion of the




Paird:

Pourtht

property in the smounts sbove described included.

The residue, if any, to be pald into the Office

of the Court Clerk to sbide further orders of the
Court.

That each and every defimdant in this sction be

and they are forever barred, restrained and

enjoined from ever heretfter setting up or assert-

ing any right, title, interest or estate in, to the
premises herein involved, or any part therecf, sdverse

to the right, title or interest of the plaintiff.

&/ (Tl

ST

RIENEN

At ppemee



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOF THL
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKIAHOMA
JOHN Y. LEWIS,
Flaintiff,
vSs.

GRAND RIVER DAM AUTHORITY,
a public corporation,

CIVIL NO. 6368

FILED

L N

Defendant.

AUG 29 1966

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

This matter comes on for consideration thia 29th day
of August, 1966, upon defendant's Motien to Recconsider an COrder
Remanding Plaintiff's Case, and the Court, being fully advised
in the premiseg, finds that sald motion should he overruled.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED, that the defendant's Motion

to Reconsider an Order Remanding

rtiff's Fase Ia and the -same

o (L

U, S0 g e “L&ﬂ
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

is hereby overruled.

ARl A b b e e =




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OXKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA FILED
vs Civil No. 6180

A6 30 1966
GEORGE wf GOAD NOBLE C. HOOD

Clerk, U, 8 District. Court

ORDER VACATING JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE
On this 30th day of August, 1966, at Tulsa, Oklahoma, on oral
application of the defendant to set aside Judgment and sentence,
pursuant to Rule 35 of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure,
IT IS ADJUDGED that the Jjudgment and sentence entered herein
on August 25, 1966, be and it is vacated and set aside and the

following judgment entered;

It is Adjudged that the defendant 1ls placed c¢n
probation for a period of eighteen (18) months
from this date.

It is further ordered that during the perlod of
probation the defendant shall conduct himself as
a law-abiding, 1industrious c¢itizen and observe
such' conditions of probatioﬁ as the Court may
proscribe, otherwise the defendant may be brought
before the Court for a viclation of the Court's orders.

It is further ordered that the Clerk cdellver two certified
coples of this Judgment and order to the probatlon officer of

this Court, one of which shall be delivered to the probationer by

United States District Judge

the Probation O0fficer.

s e s M b e A . b o1 . ra e et




IN THE USITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAMGMA

JOEM L. LEWIS, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
v. } Civil No. 6368
)
GRAND RIVER DAM AUTHORITY, )
a public corporation, ) F' L E D
)
! -
Defendant. ) AUG 3¢ 1966

Clerk, U, 5. District Court

This matter comes on for consideration thim 24th day
of August, 1966, upon plaintiff's motion tc remand, and the
Court being fully advised in the premises, finds that
plaintiff wrongfully brought his action in reverse condemnation
and that this case is an action in damages only so that juris-
diction properly lies in the Btate courts.

IT IE, THEREFORE, ORDERED, that plaintiff's motion to
remand is sustained but due to the fact that plaintiff was
at fault for wrongfully bringing the suit in reverse condemnation

costs will be taxed to plaintiff,
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UN)TED STATES FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

WESTERN CASUALTY AND SURETY COMPANY,)

}
Plaintiff, )
)
v, ) NO, 6 482
)
JACK W. MASTERS and ¥ i - R
HAROLD O. STOGSDILL, ) F?: ' L E E
)
Defendants.)

AUE 89 1088

o ;
ORDER FOR DEPAULT JUDGMENT NOBLE ¢, Hogy /
Cletk, U: 8 Bistrinr grogef —

ON this 29th day of August, 1966 rhere came on for hearing pursuant
to regular assignment, plaintiff's Motion for Default Judgment as to
defendant, Harold O, Stogedill. The Court having been fully advised in
the premises herein, and finding :pat default has heretofore been entered
by the Clerk of this Court upon proper Motion and Affidavit, and upon
the showing that proper notice and applicatlon has been made for judgment,

It is Ordered, pursuant to the rules of this Court that Judgment be
entered for the plaintiff and against the d:fendant, Harold 0. Stogsdili,
and the Court finds that the Declaratory Julgment as sought by plaintiff
in his complaint should be and hereby is granted and finds the insurance

policy sought to be comstrued by plaintiff s void and exempt from liability

(o 2 —

JUDGE

as to defendant, Harold 0. Stogsdill,

S 0 e B B ST ok b -




UNITED STATES DISTRICT CCURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America, )
)
Plaintiff, ) Civil No. 6328
)
vs. )
; ) .
Tommy R. Sendefur and ) l;:l L EE D
Mary Leah Sandefur, )
husband and wife, et al. % AUG 31 1966
Defendants. }

NOBLE C. HOOD

Clerk, U, 8. District Court
JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

This matter came on to be heard this jL{ day of _ , 1966,
upon plaintiff's original compleint and amended compleint filed herein,
the pleintiff, United States of America, appearing by Lawrence A. McSoud,
Azsistant United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, and
the defendants, Tommy R. Sandefur and Mary Leeh Sandefur, husband and wife,
appearing not, either in person or by counsel, and the defendants, James
Bodien and Emma Bodien, husband and wife, appearing not, either in person
or by counsel, and the defendant, Lorene J. Thompson, eppearing by and through
Jack McNulty, her attorney, and the Court, being further advised in the _
premises, finds:

I.

This is an action based upon a woney judgment and s mortgage note and
foreclosure of a real property mortgsage seau;ing said mortgege and note, and
it further appearing that the real property covered by the real estate mort-
gage is located in Tulsa County, Tulsa, Oklahoma, all within the Northern
Judicial District of Oklahoma, and more particularly described as follows:

Lot 7, Bloeck 3, Yahela Helghts, addition to
the City of Tulsa, County of Tulsa, State of
Oklahcma, according to the recorded platt
thereof, including all property and appurte-
natnces located thereugpon.

II.

It further appearing, from a careful examination of the files and
records and the processes herein, that personal summons wes issued to be

served upon the defendants, Towmy R. Sendafur end Mary Leah Sandefur, husband




and wife, but the said defendants could not be found in the State of Oklahoma
and thereafter, upon spplication properly filel therefor, the Court made and
entered its order requiring the defendants, Tommy R. Sandefur and Mary Leah
Sandefur, husband and wife, to appear and snswar plaintiff's complaint
according tc due and legal service of summons deing made by publication
under the provisjons of Title 28, U.S.C.A., Section 1655, The Court finds
that notices by publication were published witiin the Tulsa Deily Legal News,
a newspaper of general circuletion, for six coasecutive weeks. The Court
Ffinds that neither Tommy R. Sendefur nor Mary Leah Sandefur have entered any
appearances in perscn nor by counsel and have filed no proceeding or other-
wise answWered the notice by publication end are thereby in default.

IIT.

The Court further finds that due and legzal service of summons has
been made upon the defendants, Jemes Bodlen ami Emme, Bodien, husband and
wife, within Tulsa County more than twenty days pricr to the dete hereof.
Further, that due and legal service of summons has teen made upon the defen-
dant, Lorene J. Thompson, a single woman, within Tulsa County more than
twenty days prior to the date hercof, requiring James Bedien and Emma Bodlen,
husband and wife, and Lorene J. Thompson, & single woman, o answer the com-
plaint filed herein not more than twenty days after the date of personal
sumens. It further eppearing that James Bodien and Bmma Bodien, husband
and wife, have failed to file an answer or otherwise sppear herein and are
thereby in default.

Iv.

It further appeers thet in answer to plaintiff's complaint the
defendant, Lorene J. Thompson, on fAugust 23, 1966, filed in the cmuse herein
a Disclaimer wherein the said Loreune J. Thompson disclaimed eny interest,
right, or title to Lot 7, Block 3, Yshola Heights addition to the City of
Tulsa, Tulsa County, State of Oklahomsz, which is the subject matter of this
cause of action.

V.

The Court further finds that all such summonses and the order in lieu
of summonses are legal and proper and in all things fully conform to the
laws of the United States in such cases provided, particularly Title 28
U.8.C.A., Secticn 1655, relating to service upon nonresidents and the same

are hereby and in all respects approved.

2




VI,

The Court further finds that the defaulting defendants are not
members of the Militery Service and Forces of the Unlted States, nor minors,
nor incompetent persons.

ViI.

Now, the Court being fully advised proceeds to consider the plain-
tiff's original and amended Complaint and examines the exhibits annexed
thereto, together with the allegaticns and averments in the Complaint and
Amended Complaint of the plaintiff filed herein and upon conclusion, after
heving teen fully sdvised in the premises, both as to the fact and law,
finds and adjudges all of the issues in favcr of the pleintiff and against
ecach and every defendant in this action, and the {lourt further finds that
by reason of default of the defendants and the disclaiming of any interest
herein by the defendent, Lorene J. Thompson, all of the allegations of
plaintiff's Complaint should be and are hereby taiten as confessed by said
defendants and that Jjudgment should be entered as prayed for herein.

VITI.

The Court finds that it has full and complete jurisdiction of all
of the defendants sued herein and of the subject matter of this action, and
the Court more specifically finds that W. J. Driber is the present
Administrator of Veterans Affairs and is the suecessor in office of
J. S. Gleason, Jr., the payee in sald note and morgage designated in the
nortgage sued upon herein.

IX%.

The Court further finds that on December 3, 1964, the defendants,
Tomny R. Semdefur and Mary Leah Sandefur, husband and wife, executed and
delivered to J. S. Gleason, Jr., as Adminisirator of Vetersns Affeirs, his
successors as such and his or their assigns, in the sum of $9,000.00,

a note providing for monthly installments ol principal and interest at
the rate of 55% per annum on the unpaid balance until paid. FProvisions
for repsyment within the above-described note were to be paid as follows:

Commencing on the Tirst dey of January 1965, the amount of

$51.11, said esmount being due end paysble on the Tirst

dey of each month thereafter at the rate of 5%% per annum




on the unpaid balance until said note is fully paid, and

that final payment of principal and interest shall be due

and paysble on the 11-st day of Deceuber 1994; that all pay-

ments shall be made and payable at the office of the Agent

Cashier, Veterans Administration, Muskogee, Oklahcuma.

The Court further finds that said promissory note and mortgage, by its
terms, expressly provides that if any deficiency in payment of any install;
ment is not made good prior to the due date of such installment, the entire
principal sum and accrued interest shall at cnce become due and payable
without notice at the option of the holder of said note, and plaintiff
shows the Court that it is now the holder of said note,

.

The Court further finds that said mortgage note is of record in
the records of the Tulsa County Clerk, Tulse, Oklahoms, Book 3520, page
159 of the records in the office of the County Clerk, Tulsa, Oklahcmsa.

XT.

The Court further finds that neither Tommy R. Sandefur nor Mary
Leah Sandefur have peid such mortgage endebtedness becoming due and pay-
sble since January 1, 1965, or any part thereof end that the ssme remains
unpaid, due and owing to plaintiff.

XII.

The Court further finds that the defendants, Tommy R. Sendefur
and Mary Leah Sandefur, have made default ig payment thersof and install=-
ments due thereon, as set forth in aforesaid note and mortgage; that though
the plaintiff has mede demand for instsllments due since January 1, 1965,
the defendants, Tommy B. Sendefur and Mary Lesh Sendefur, have refused to
pay that instellment and all subsequent installments and that such defaults
have continued to dete and, according to the aforesaid note and mortgage,
the Court finds that the entire outstanding balance of bobth principal and
intefest due and peyable have, therefore, becosme due and owing to the
plaintiff.

XIIT.

The Court further finds that the defeadants, Tommy R. Sendefur

and Mary Leah Sandefur, husband and wife, eitier jointly or severally,

upon default, were endebted %o the plaintiff in the sum of $9,000.00,




with interest thereon at the rate of 5%% per annum from January 1, 1965,
until fully paid, together and accruing, as provided by the mortgage and
note previously described hor-in , for statulory damages in case of protest
plus costs for the care and preservation of tlhe property which are to date
in the amount of $45.50.

- TX.

The Court further finds that the said mortgege expressly provides
that in case of foreclosure thereof, as often as any proceeding shall be
taken to foreclose the same, the party of the first pert will pay to the
plaintiff an attorney fee of 10% of the amount then due end the same shall
be a further charge and lien upon the mortgeged premises, and the Court
finds herein that this action is brought for foreclosures of said mortgage
and that sald attorney's fee and costs have become due ard pgysble as set
forth within the mortgage filed herein.

X.

WHEREFORE, the Court finds that the mortgege lien of the plalntiff,
United States of America, ie senior, paramount and superior to asny and all
claims of said defendants, and each of them, and the same shell be cancelled

and set aside in this action.

THEREFORE, it is ORDERED, ADJUDGED ard DECREED:

1. That the plaintiff, United States of Azerica, have and is hereby
given a judgment agsinst the defendants, Tbymw R. Sendefur and Mary Leeh
Sandefur, jointly Or severally, in the sum of $9,000.00, plus interest
at the rate of 53% per aunum from Jenuary 1, 1965, until paid, together
with abstracting cost and attorney's fees in the amount of 10% of the amount
due and owing by the deferndants and for the sum of $45.50 as cost of care
and preservation of the property described in aforesaid mortgage and all
costs of this action and of the foreclosure eale.

2. That the mortgage lien on the reel estate hereinfore described
and upon the improvements thereon be and the same 3s hereby established and
decreed to be a first, prior and valid lien thereon, and that said mortgage
lien should be and the same is hereby ordered foreclosed and ordered sold
with appraisement.

3. 'That in the event plaintiff's judgment, and the whole thereof,

be not paid within ten days from the date hereof, an order of sale shall




issue directing the United States Marshal for the Northern District of

Oklahome, commanding him or his authorized agent to seize, levy upon,

advertise, offer for sale and sell all of the hereinfore described real

estate to the highest bidder for cash in heni and to apply the proceeds

from such sale as follows:

First:

Second:

Third:

Fourth:

To the payment of &ll costs of this actlon

and of the impendirng foreclosure sale.

To the peyment and satisfaction of plaintiff's
Judgment in the amcunt of $9,000.00 with interest
et the rate of 53% per annmum frem January 1, 1965,
until paid. Abstracting expenses, attorney's fees,
and the costs for the care and preservation of
the property in the amouants sbove described
included.

The residue, if any, to be paid into the Office
of" the Court Clerk to ajside Turther orders of

the Court.

That each and every defsndant in this action be
and they are forever barred, restrained and
enjoined from ever hereafter setting up or
asserting any right, title, interest or estate

in, {c the premises herzin involved, or any

pert thereor, adverse'to the right, title or

interest of the plaintiff.

s/ Allen E, Barrow

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JULGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
wW. P, BUXTCN, JR.
Plaintiff,
-rg=

AMERICAN CENTRAL INSURANCE COMPANTY, a
foreign corporation,

No. 6395
Defendant and Third-Party Plaintiif, Civil
-V 5=
D, W. JACKSON, an individual, d/b/fa E l L E |®

Jack son Insurance Agency,.

AUG 31 1966

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

P R PR PR L R Y

Third-Party Defendant

MOTION AND STIPULATION FOR DISMISSAL

IT IS HEREBY stipulated that the above-
entitled action may be dismissed with prejudice, each party to bearz
their own costs, all issues having been tompromised and settled.

W P BUXT

CZ’/ CT?““

AMERIGAN CLNTRJ%\%RANCE COMPANY
o~
&/ZLA*O C)—:—-ﬂu—,

D W. JACKSON /5

/

CRDER

Tt is ordered that the above styled and numbered cause be and

i1t is dismissed with prejudlice upon stlpulatlon of parties.

(o

. 8. strict Judge




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA

Betty Zornes, . . . Plaintlff,
VE. No. 6506
LeRoy Baker, Slay Transportation

Company, Inc., and Travelers Insurance
Company, a Corporation, . . . Defendants.

)
)
)
)
iFlLED

AUG 311366

BLE C. HOOD
ORDER 011:8. U. 8. District Court

Now on this 30th day of August, 1966, :_ounsel for plaintiff, Betty Zornes,
and counsel for defendants, LeRoy Baker, Slay Transportation Company, Inc.,
and Travelers Insurance Company, a Corporation, appeared before the court
and it being made to appear by the statements made by respective councel that
Travelers Insurance Company, a Corporation, wag made a party to this action
througn inadvertence and mistake, and it further appearing to the court, from
the statements of councel, that Travelers Indemnity Company ghould have been
made party defendant herein Instead of Travelers Insurance Company, It i
therefore upon the stipulation of the parties 1eretc ordered this cause be, and
the srame ls dismissed as to Travelers Insurance Company, a Corporatlon,
and Travelers Indemnity Company is hereby ordered made a party defendant
herein. ’

Travelers Indemnity Company then, through ite councel, in open court
entered its general appearance for fald Travelers Indemnlity Company. Said
Travelers Indemnity Company ie given ten {.0) daye from this date within which

to file its answer herein,

— p Zi ,
(/24 c::')dx_x_,,’ /d/‘uz/f;

ﬁjcj i =TS, Distrlct fudge . A
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