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~ LINDELL D. STEVENS,

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

Plaintiff,

)
)
vE. ) No. . 6477 Clvil
) -
JOE WRBLEY GRANTHAM, ) FILED
Defendant. )
ocY -3 1966

D,
. o W MOBLE C. HOO
OTION TO DIBMISS mmmmcz T 5. Dot Cowr

Comes now the plamtiff , and for good cause shown, moves

the Court to dismiss this action with prejudice to his righta to the bringing

of any other future action,

N

Cﬂwﬁw
LINDREIL D, STEVENS

GUDGEL AND "WINN

Do) -

2’ Attorneys for Flaintiff

-

For good cause shown, it s hereby ordered and directed that the

above entitled action be dismiased with prejudice.

%) Lo

PEDERAL JUDGE




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

THE GOLDSTON CO., INC., a )
corporation )
' )
Plaintiff )
vs. ) No, 6089 Civil
3
SHANGRI -LA -RECREATIONAL )
COMPLEX, INC., and MOTEL )
FACILITIES AND SUPPLY CO., )
corporations : )
)
Defendcants
) FILED
)
MOTEL FACILITIES AND SUPPLY )]
.C0., a corporation ) 0CT -4 1966
)
Cross-Petitioner zmd/or ) NOBLE €. HOOD
Third Party Plaintlff ) Clerk, U. 8. District Court
) B
vs. )
)
NATIONAL SURETY CORPORATION )
)
Third Party Defendant )

ORDER

This matter came on for hearing on this 27th day ‘of September,
1966, on the motion of the defendant Shangri-La Recreational Complex,
Inc., to dismiss the Complaint as to said defendant for the reason
that said Complaint shows on its face to be based upon an oral
guaranty which falls within the Statute of Frauds amnd upon which
relijef cannot therefore be granted against s:j.id defendant.

' The Court being fully advised in the premises, it is

ORDERED :

The Motion to Dismiss filed by Shangri-La Recreational
Complex, Inc., is sustained and the Complaint is dismissed as to
said defendant.

Dated this 27th day of Saptember 19662

UNITED STATI'.S DISTRICT JUDGE



BEIOT &7 GRARI )
—— )
H0NM W, FRAGE dod AT L. FONGS. ; FILED
Pubmbunte 0CT -4 1966
SERE ST AR NOBLE C. HOOD

Clerk, U, 8 Distriet Court
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FORM DH=307-13
REV. 7-l4-81

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR

R a b Ao At de $4V i dw o bkAkAT AL AR DR W h A

State of Oklahoma, ex rel
Department of Hngflways of the
State of Oklahoma,
Plaintiff
v NO._ 6472

Cartain pameu of land in Washingron

Coamty, W containing 1.70 asres,

nors. QY s; Warren H. lLonghbone,

hefr of Minnis Yourts, Chevokes ¥No, 31313, FIL E D
n“‘:::di and the United States of De‘endants
Asgrica; 0CT -4 1966

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

ORDER APPROVING AND CONFIRMING
REPORT OF COMMISSIONERS

Now on this 5 day of (g ex ,q , this matter comes on for
/ ~N

hearing, and plaintiff requests this court approve the condemnation proceedings and confirm the

p|a"lntlff’s appropriation of the hereinafter described property.

The court finds from an examination of the pleadings, notices, reports and records herein

that the plaintiff filed its petition on the —3OR day of Junse , 19.8& alteging

that it was necessary for plaintiff to appropriate the her2inafter described property for highway
purposes and that plaintiff was unable to secure same by pﬁicﬁase because of the refusal by the
defendant landowner(s) to grant same to the State for pubilic purposes; that in such Instances
the laws of the State of Oklahoma authorize the appropriation of same by condemnation procead-
ings; the plaintiff therefore prayed the court to appoint three disinterested freeholders from the
current jury list of the Distrlct Court of this county, not interested in any like question, to in-
spect said property and consider the Injury that would be sustained by the owner(s) thereof by

plaintiff’s appropriation of same as well as the damages to the remainder of the real estate




FORM DH~307=14
REV: 7=14=81

owned by them, either directly or indirectly, The court finds that the records show that good and

lawful natice of the date of hearing of sald petition was given the defendant(s), and service upon

thg defendant(s) herein is approved.

The court fur’ther'ﬂnds that on the.ﬂt day of ‘1‘]" , 19 66 , it duly
and regularly appointed J. &, m . | Frank W. lewis and
mmm. condemnation commissioners who filed their report with 'the
Clerk of this Court on the 26th day of . Ju}" , 19'2, assessing plaintiff

Ywo hundred sixty-two and 50/100 ($262.50) Dollars _, for the

approptiation by said plaintiff of the iands and property sought by it inthis proceeding, and for
-_Ei[LI and éom_plete damages to any and all of the remaining land and hroperty of said defendant(s),

The court finds that, pursuant to such award, plairtiff deposited with the Clerk of this Court

: S _
on the ’4 day of W 5 199’"__4‘“2 said sum of Twe hundred
sixty~two sud 50/100 (u‘z.so)nolmf

. and thereupon plaintiff became

entitled to the immediate possession of the property concerned herein, and defendant(s) there-
upen became entitled,by operation of {aw, to have said award disbursed to them by the court
clerk, free and clear of all poundage or other fees,

The court finds that the statutory fimitation period within which the parties to said proceed-

ings might have filed a demand for jury trial or otherwise objected has elapsed without there hav-
ing been a demand for jury trial, or other objection, filed herein, and that these proceedings have

therefore become final and complete and that plaintiff is entitled to an order of this court approv-

ing the said proceedings and confirming the appropriation by plaintiff of the right, title and in-
terest taken by it in the property described on the sheet attached hereto.
IT 1S THEREFORE by the court considered, ordersd, adjudged and decreed that plaintiff’s

taking of the right and interest sought by it in these proceedings as acquired by it on the_Za

day of.@é%?_., éé, in the hereinafter describad property is hereby approved and confirmed,

[t

s B L

DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

Attorney for Plaintiff
512 Capitol Office Builtfing,
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma




e e P
' FAP-F 481 (8)
R 46.1

A grant for the purpose of opening and maintaining a stream channel on the following
described tract:

A strip, plece or parcel of land lying in the E% SH% Nuk and the NEX Nili SWY of
Section 9, T 27 N, R 13 E, in Washingron County, Oxlzhoma. Said parcel nf land being
described by metes and bounds as follows:

Beginning at the 5W cornmer of sald E:x SWY MWk, thence North along the West line of
said F% SWy NWk & distance of 149.2 feet, themnce Srutheasterly on a curve to the
right having a radius of §93.5 feet a distance of 478 feet, thence S 30°GO'E a
distance of 100 feet, thence S 6G°00'W a distunce of 150 feet, thence N 30°00'W =
distance of 100 feet, thence Northwesterly on a curve to the left having a radius ni
743.5 feet & distance of 310.4 feet to ‘nC on the Wast line of said NEY NW% SWx,
thence North sglong said West line a di .8 feat to polnt of beginning.

Containing 1.70 acres, more or less, together with the permanent right of ingress and
egress for plaintiffs, oifficers, agents, contractors and emplcyees, tools and equip~
ment.tq go upon said parcel of land to comstrict, build, maintain and inspect a
stream cheannel upon the above described tract of land.

|
|
1
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNILTED STATES
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHNOMA

JOHN 4, PETRICK, Administrator of )
the Estate of JOHN RAY PETRICK, )
deceased, )
)]
—_ Plaintiff, ) /
)
VE. ) NO. 6366
)
CHEVALLEY MOVING & STORAGE OF DEWEY, ) -
INC., an Oklahoma Corporation; WALTER L. ) FIL E D
BELLMYER ; and TRUCK INSURANCE EXCHANGE, )
a Reciprocal Insurance Company, ) OCT -6 ©h5
M
Defendants. )

NOBLE C. HOOD

COMES now the plaintiff and the defendants, and move the Court
to dismiss, with prejudice, the above captioned cause, for the reason
and upon the grounds that the cause has been comﬁromised, settled, and
resolved.

WHEREFORE, premises considered, the plaintiff and the defendants,
pray- that the Court dismiss the above captioned cause, with prejudice.,

" JOHN M, HOLLIMAN

TOM CROSSAN

IZc < ,{(C//%wﬂ—ﬂ LLOEA

Attorneys for the Plaintiff,

s

Attorty faZthe Defendants.

FOW, on this é day of &"-:349"/%';\:_, 1966, the above captioned
cause, by Order of the Court, is dismissed with prejudice, on stipulation

of the parties hereto.

T UNITEE Il i STATII DISTMCWD

M in e R et = e e ooyl MMM AL, 1 et s 8

Clerk, U. 8. Tirerict Courty
STIPULATION FOR DISMISSAL A



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
RORTHERN DIETRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FILED
‘Randail Paul Blavins, Ilmmrntcr ) OCT 6 1966
: NOBLE C. HOOD
of the I, Jake Blevins estate )
Lnduniee %U.&mt%mt
e, Civil Action

Continental Casualty Co. No. 6459

an {nsurance Go,
Defandant

MOTION OF PLAINTIFF TO DEIMISS WITH PAEJUDICE

Comes the Platotiff and his Attoroeys, Arthurs, Blackstock.
sad MeMillan, and maoves the Court to Diamiss this cause with
prejudice and states to the Court that said cause has been settled

axi dispoead of,

Flatotiff's Mtom-ﬂ

ORDER OF THE GCOURT

On Plaintiéf's motion to diemiss with peajudice, asd the Court
bwlag fully sdvised in the premises, doos bhereby dismiss this case with

pvajudice.

Judge of the U. 5. Distwict Court




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

0CT -7 1366

NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk, U. S District Court

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
8.

$5,324,76 IN CURRENCY AND Civil No, 6539

COXN,

Tttt S Vel Nmat® e g Sl ol “wd

Respondent.

ORDER

on this'lgﬁl day of October, 1966, the Court having
heretofore, in the oriminal case of United States of America
vs. Alphonzo Williams, Case #14,408, sustained, in part, a
motion to suppress evidence, and ori{aerad the return of 35,324.76,
and since this action seeks a forfeiture of the above sums of
money, IT I8, THEREFORE, ORDERED that this case is dismismed

because of the subject matter having bee disposed of.
/

Ii _Aﬁwiﬂi'i “E_.,k.':_ ”!ﬂ o
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JUDGMENT ON JURY VERDICT arv 81 (1-63)

Ynited Seates District. Conrt

CIVIL AcTION FILE No. $0T8

Whlitam N, freen, FILED
T ks JUDGMENT
Snsrcies Pige Lwn Sumpsy, 3 Guperatien |- 0CT 11 1966

NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk. U. 8. Distvict Court

This action came on for trial before the Court and a jwy, Honorable M Iugherty

, United States District Judge, presiding, and the issues having been duly tried and
the Ju.ry having duly rendered its verdict,

It is Ordered and Adjudged HiAS WS pmnm. Hiliam I. m Il!l L
mmwmmmimmmys |
Sarpovnsien, hmm«mmnn mm

mm{mmm and eosty.

Dated at Sukaiy ShAmons

, this 108k day
of BENEPr , 196 .
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LAW OFFICES -
UNGERMAN,
GRANEL,:
UNGERMAN
o & LEITER

S1XTH FLOOR
WRIGHT BUILDING

TULSA, QKLAHOMA

~

IN THE UNITED STATESVDIS'.V{'RICT ‘COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

1

WAYNE BALDRIDGE,

)]
)
Plaintiff, )
. ) _
vE- ) CIVIL NO. 6341
i )
HUMPTY-DUMPTY SUPER MARKETS, ) F l L E D
INC., ). .
)
Defendant. ) oCT 11 1355
" LE C. HOCD
ot RS Diewir Coure

The aﬁove-entitled action came on for trial before the Court without
a jury, on the 29th day of August, 1966, at Tulsa,I Oklahomq, the plaintiff
appearing in person and by his attoruneys, Ungerman, Grabel, Ungerman & Leiter
by Maynard I. Ungerman, and the deféndant appearing by its counsel, Johnstoa &
Johnston by David C. Johnston, Jr., and the Court having heard an cral stipula-
tion of judgment by the parties, it is hereby .

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the plaintiff, Wayme Baldridge, have
judgment against the defendant in the sumn of $850.00 and that the defendant
further be ordered to pay plaiﬁtiff's attorneys, Ungerman, Grabel, Ungerman &
leiter the addirtional sum of %100.00, the balance of any attorﬁeys' fees to be

paid by plainciff, and that the plaintif: is to pay the costs of this action.

.-.Iudge

945 Comercenge Building
Qklahoma Ci Oklahoma .

1 el i ik SR b 1 155 e
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JUDGMENT ON. JURY VERDICT CIV 81 (7-63)

NUnited BStotes District. Court

FOR THE

] m o UETANNNA
CiviL AcTion FiLe No. 463

EILED
‘TUMEWSS

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

Fresk Ritsel sad Detevetate Bukarivs,

This action came on for trial before the Court and a jury, Hororable Peud mm
, United .States District Judge, presiding, and the issues having been duly tried and

the Jury having duly rendered its verdict,
It is Ordered and Adjudged $hmS S ,mm.n Qaster %, Dader i and

 vesvwer peigueak fren ke defemiemit, WImmﬂﬂ‘
Mmm“mm ant 3n/100§ (37, 403.32)
.mmm:wmmm

Dated st Tullam, GRJahame ,this 136K day
of Gebeber 1086




UNITED STATES DESTRICT COURT POR THE NOR TEERN

BESTRICT OF OKLANOMA -
Ireus Ervin, .- . Pleintift, )
. o ; No. $409
)
ML.-‘DM n-.mm‘-) EIEED
0CT1 3 1966
NOBLE C, HOOD
STIFULATION FOM DIMINIESAL Cleek, U, 8. Distriet Qouri

All levass nvelved hareln having boen fully sotiind sad sompromised,
% o horeby siipuinted ond agreed that the M sage be dismissed with prejudion
4 Dringing of & future setion, |
Deted ie_// day of Quisber, 1084,

Pureusat ts Rule 38 U.5.0.C., It Ly houllly ordured tht My above
wphd sad numbered coure of astion be diemissod with projudios to the right
o ring o Detere antion,

Doted thie__3 Paay of Coramer, 1004
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IN THE UNITED STATE"'J DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DESTRECT OF OKLAHCMA

EILED
OCT 17 1966

NOBLE C. HOOD
Cletk, U. 5. District Court

CONSTRUCTION COMPANY,

W, DAN WILBANKS, ) .

‘ Maintiff, %

vs, )
) ‘
LIBERTY MUTUAL IMSURANCE ; ';
0., :
Tefendant, g NO, CIVIL € 3 3 3 |
va, ) :

)

)

)

)

)

Third Party Defendant.

JOUENAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

The sbove cause coming on regularly for trial to = jury on the 3rd
day of October, 1966 at 9:30 olelock A. M. and the parties appearing in per-
son and by their attorneys of record and both gides ammouncing ready, and a
jury having been duly impeneled and sworn and said cause proceeding to triasl
before a jury, and the plaintiff having introduced his evidence and rested,
satd cause having been. coptinued until the 4th dey of October, 1966 at which
time trial was resumed; snd the defendant and the third party defendant each
respectively having interposed thelr demurrer to the evidence and said demurrers
being overruled, and the defendant and the third party defendant having in-
iroduced thelr evidence ‘and saild triel having been contimued until the 5ib
day of October, 1966; and the plaintiff having introduced rebutial evidence
upon the conclusion of atl of the evidence, the defendant and the +hird party
defendant having moved the Court for a directed verdict which motlons were
overruled and argument having been presented to the Jury, and the Judge having
duly instructed the jury and the jury having retired to consider their ver-
diet; and said jury having duly returned to court and having duly returned
into court their unanimous verdict in favor of the plaintiff and aginst the
defendant Liberty Matual Insurance Co. which verdict having determined the
damages to be in the sum of $750.00 and the jury having returned a unanimous
verdiet in favor of the defendant Liberty Mutusl Insurance Co, and against the
third party defendant Ben Baskipsand - having fi;;gd the damages in the sum of
$750.00; and the plaintiff having moved in opén court for a judgment for the
full amount sued for by the plaintiff non cobstarte veredicto, and the Court
having overruled the plaintiff's motion fer judegment non obstante veredicto,
é.nd the Court having ordered the verdict ¢f the jury to be received and filed;

NOW, THEREFORE, IT 1S HEREBY ORDEFED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
plaintiff, W. Dan Wilbanks, have and recover a judgment of and from the Lib-
erty Mutual Insurance Co. in the sum of $750.00 together with the costs of

+he action.

IT IS FURTHER ORDW, ADJUDGED AND DECHEED that Liberty Mutual In-
surance Co. have and recover a Jjudgment off and from the third party defendant,

e A ALY A AP PBHCAML y asbemr s o pe R B




Ben Haskingin the sum of $750.00 together wlth the costs of this action.
For all of which let executicn issue,
. P )
United States District Judge
APPROVED }s/:m FORM: ‘
el |
‘ /%”Jﬁd//!: ./Z/JM\ /?//?,é .
- - i 7T iz
Attorney for Plaintiff
s -
VL O o
£ & £ f
L ‘_\{://"1 /f ) Attorney for Defendant
A Ly Al
[ \j.f .
' Attorney for Thind Party Defendant
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EILED
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
- NOHTHEEN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

THOMAS E. RQBERTSON,
Plalatiff,
vs.

No., 6227 Civil

ROY L. MORGAN PRODUCTION CO.,

)
)
)
)
)
)
an Oklahoma corporation; and, ) F' L ED
ROY L, MORGAN, an individual, )
Defendants and )
Third Party ) 0CT 18 1966
Plaintiff, )

- ) NOBLE C. HOOD
INTERNATIONAL CARBON, INC., ) Claek, U, 8. Disteict Comet
a corporation, ) '

Third Party )
Defendant. ) _
CONSOLIDATED

THOMAS E. ROBERTSON,
' Plaintiff,

vs. No. 6228 Civil
ROY L. MORGAN,
Defendant and
Third Party
Plaintiff,

V5.

CABBON MANAGEMENT, INC.; and

GENERAL COLLOIDAL CARBON, INC., "
a corporation,

’ Third Party
Defendants.

R i L SO e N . )

DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE

..

On the 20th day of July, 1965, the Court fiiéd a written
Order herein directing each.party to file a list of his expert wit-
nesses within 15 days from tﬁe'date thereof, and a summary of the
direct tesfimony of each expert witness within 45 days from the
date théréof.
411 parties have failed to comply with this order of the
Court. The time for compliance has long since passed. Neo request

has been made to the Court for an extension of time by sany yarty

Within wnich to comply with sald order. At the direction of the

PR 1 B ARa ARl B 41 . A 1 AL A WS -k IR 5 TR L1 i e Sy i~
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Court the Clerk of the Court telephoried the attorneys involved and
feminded th?m of said order and that they were 1n\defau1t. Consid-
erable time has passed since these czlls were made and the opder
has not been complied with or a request made for aﬁ extension of
time withlﬁ‘whioh to comply by any perty. The aforesald order of
the Court was directed to the parties in én effort to solve complex
problems of expert proof and thereby minimize complexity and poor
pfeparation,_simplify the issues, and facilitate diéposltlon. See
"Techniques for Proof of Complicated Scientiflc and Eccnomic Facts,'
Lo F.R.D. 33, 39. The medley of claims and counterclalms hereiln,
coupled with_flagrant disobedience of the sald order of the Court
tends to indicate (without finding) that the aforesald claims and
counterclaims are vexatious and fictitlous.

In view of the foregoing, the Court, sus sponte, under its
inherent powers as recognized by Rule 41, Federal Rules (Clvil
Procedure, 28 U.S.C.A. hereSy dismisces without prejudice the .

complaints filed in each case and all counterclaims, cross-clalims

and third party complaints filed in the cases. Link v. Wabash
Railroad Co., 370 U.S. 626, 8 L.EA.2¢ 734, 82 S5.Ct. 1386 (1962},

rehearing denied 1371 U.S, 873; 0'Brien v. Sinatra, 315 F.2d 637

(Ninth Cir. 1963); Janousek v. French, 287 F.2¢ 616 (Eighth Cir. 1961).

(LY

It is so ordered.

Dated this /29 “day of October, 1966,

7
Fred Daugherty </ A
United States District Judge
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR T
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA F I L E D

0CT 20 1966

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

GLENDA DIANE LECROY, a Minor
by and through her Guardian
ad litem, Clyde R. Bradley,

pPlaintiff,
vs. ' No. 6481 Civil
ROBERT E. WAGONER and HARTFORD

ACCIDENT & INDEMNITY COMPANY,
a corporation, ’

Defendants.
QRDER

The Court has for consideration the motion of the
defendants for a change of venue, and being fully advised
in the premises, finds:

1. That this is an action that could have been
brought in the Western District of 0Oklahoma, as well as the
Northern District of Oklahoma.

2. That the witnesses and the parties to this
action either reside in the Western District of Oklahoma, or
reside closer to Oklahoma City thah to Tulsa.

3. That for the convenience of the parties and
witnesses in the interest of justicz, this cause should be
transferred to the Western District of Oklahoma.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that this cause be and

“the same is hereby transferred to the United States District

Court for the Western District of Oklahoma in Oklahoma City, -

"Oklahoma.

ENTERED this o¢0ZR day of Octeber, 1966.

G e




FILED

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

’ QCT 20 1966

SHIRLEY LECRQOY,
L. NOBLE C. HOOD
Plaintiff, Clerk, U. 8. District Coﬂﬂ

vS.

No. 6515 Civil
ROBERT E. WAGONER and HARTFORD
ACCIDENT AND INDEMNITY COMPANY,
a corporation,

e et e Yot Nt e S S Bt et

Defendants.

ORDER _

The Court has for consideration the motion of the
defendants for a change of venue, and being fully advised
in the premises, finds:

1. - That this is an action that could have been
brought in the Western District of Cklahema, as well as the
Northern District of Oklahoma.

2. That the witnesses and the parties to this
action either reside in the Western pistrict of Oklahoma, or
reside closer to Oklahoma City than to Tulsa.

3. That for the conveniénce of the parties and
witnesses in the interest of justice, this cause should be
transferred to the Western pistrict of Oklahoma.

IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDERED that this cause be and
the same is héreby transferred to the U?ited States District
Coﬁrt for the Western District of oklghoma in Oklahoma City.
Oklahoma.
| ENTERED this<Z0#8day of October, 1966

@Lééﬂeﬁé_

UNITED STATES UTRICT JUDGE
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PANY, a corporation,

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR T,
- NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA FILED

0CT 20 1966

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

FRANKLIN LECROY,
Plaintiff,

ve.
‘ No. 6516 Civil
ROBERT E. WAGONER and HARTFORD
ACCIDENT AND INDEMNITY COM-

Defendants.

_ORDER

The Court has for consideration the ﬁotion of the
defendants for a change of venue, and being fully advised
in the premises, finds: i

1. That this is an action that could have been
brought in the Western District of Oklahoma, as well as the
Northern District 6f Oklahoma.

2, Thaf the witnesses and the parties to this
action either reside in the Westerr District of Cklahcma, or
reside closer to Oklahoma City thar. to Tulsa.

3. fhat for the conveniénce of the parties and
witnesses in the interest of justice, this cause should be
transferred to the Western District of (Oklahoma.

IT IS, THEREFbRE, ORDERED that this CAuse be and
the same is hereby transferred to he Upnited 5tates District
Court for the Western District of Oklahoma in Oklahoma City.,
Oklahoma.

ENTERED this LO#day of Octover, 1966.

) SFE
G
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE F l L E D
, NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

0CT 20
WILLIAM FRANKLIN LECROY, a minor 1955
by and through his mother and next
friend, Shirley LeCroy, NOBLE C. HOOD
: Clerk, U, 8. District Court

Plaintiff,

vs.
No. 6517 Civil
ROBERT E. WAGONER and HARTFORD
ACCIDENT AND INDEMNITY COM-
PANY, a corporation,

Defendants.

ORDER

The Court has for consideration the motion of the
defendants for a change of venue, and being fully advised
in the premises, finds:

1. That this is.an action that could have been
brought in the Western District of Oklahoma, as well as the
Northern District of Oklahoma.

2. That the withesses and the parties to this
action either reside in the Western Dfstrict of Oklahoma, or
reside closer to Oklahoma City than to Tulsa.

3. That for the convenience of the parties and
witnesses in the interest of justice, this cause should be
transferred to_the Western District of Oklahoma.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that this cause be and
the same is hereby transferred to tae United States District
Court for the Western District of Oklahoma in Oklahoma City,
bklahoma.

ENTERED this day of October, 1966.

UNITED smﬁﬁg ;;




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
* NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA

KROBLIN REFRIGERATED XPRESS,

INC., a corporation, and
HARRELL B8TAGGS,

Plaintiffs,
vs.

MID-CONTINENT CASUALTY
COMEANY, a corporation,

Defendant.

(5%
NO. a2%8 CIVIL

FILED
0072_1 1966

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

ORDER

The Court has for consideration the Motion to

Dismiss filed by the defendant, Mid-Continent Casualty Com-—

pany, and being fully advised in the premises, finds:

That the complaint filed in this case shows

upon its face that no diversity of citizenship exists be-

tween the parties.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that this case be and

the gsame is hereby dismissed.

ENTERED this Lfa¥ day of October, 1966.

Coss. B

Sy
UNITED STATES DISTRI
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FCR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

THE YOUNGSTOWN SHEET AND TUBE COMPANY,

)
)
Plaintiff, Y
i ) 7
vs. )  CIVIL NO, 6532

SELLERS PETROLEUM COMPANY, % FILED

)
Defendants.
efendants ) 0CT 24 166

NOBLE C. HOOD
SUMMARY JUDGMENT Clerk, U.S.Dﬁa'lctCm%

The Motion of the plaintiff for Summary Judgment pursuant
to Rule 56(c) of the Rules of Civil Procedure having been
presented and the Court being fully advised,

The Court finds that the defendant has waived the notice
of 10 days specified in Rule 56(c) and that the plaintiff is
entitled to a Summary Judgment pursuant: to its Motion as a
matter of law,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED, that the
plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment be, and the same hereby
is granted, that the plaintiff hbve and recover from the
defendant the sum of $10,221.37, acctued interest to August 31,
1966, in the sum of $531.67 and interest accruing from
August 31, 1_966,‘.0n the sum of $10,221,.37 at the rate of
7 per cent per annum together with ataasonable attorney's fee
in the amovat of $Q 50-0;00_ and its costs herein expended.

ENTERED this z‘sééday of October, 1966.
T
.
UNITED STATES DIS T JUDE

p
fttorney for Defenda
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

RUDOLPH E, COLLISON, Guardian of the
Estate of Nancy Lynn Collison, a miner,
Plaintiff,

No. 6098 :

FILED

vs.

" GLADYS L. KING and EDWIN A, KING, et al,
_Defe ndants.

et g St Bt ot S St S !

0CT 26 1965

NOBLE C. EOOD
ORDER OF DISMISSAL  Clesis UL & Dénriee Connre

This cause coming on before me, the undersigned Judge, this %

day of @J@A&‘, , 1966, on the application of the plaintiff by his attorney,

Jack R. Givens, for leave to dismiss his action as against the defendant, Liberty
State Bank of Tahlequah, Oklahoma, ax;;i Ea.rl Squyres, with prejudice to the bringing
of another action for the same, all at his own costs; and the Court bein'g" satisfied
that an order allowing such dismiseal with prejudice should be entered forthwith;

IT 18 THEREFORE CONS;IDERED, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED
that the plaintiff's action as against the defendants, Liberty State Bank of Tahlequah,

Oklahoms, and Earl Squyres, be and the same is hereby dismissed with prejudice

to the bringing of another action for the same, a t the costs of the plaintiff.

Urited States Distfict Iu@e

CERTIFICATE QOF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on the Qéﬁ':day of [Qﬂiﬂ , 1966, I mailed
- a true, correct and exact copy of the above and foregoing Order of Dismissal to
Gable, Gotwals, Hays, Rubin & Fox, Beacon Building, Tulsa, Oklahoma; and to
Best, Sharp, Thomas and Glass, 308 Wright Buil‘&:‘[’ng, Tulsa, COklahoma, with

proper postage thereon fully prepa?,d, .
‘ Z ack

k R. Givens
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1IN THE VITYED STATES DEYAKCT COURT IN AND FOR
T MORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAMOMA -

AUBGLIR B, COLLISOM, Gurdon |
of e Bende d Haany Lysn Cullison, ]
& mm )
Pholaabll, )
“Q }i NG, 0%
m i NS sad BDWIN A, H
K0G8 al., ) FILED
™ 0CT 26 1966

NOBLE C. HOOD
Clark, U, & District Court

This couse amuing on bofors e, M undersigned Judgs,
ks MR day of Cutober, 1966, ou the Agpllaniton of defondnats, Barl
Squpres and Lidasty Sonts Bask, by their stuwneys, Goble, Gotwals, days,

Rubdn & Fam, by James M. Shevdivans, for loave te damd s $he srese-
position as agatant Sduta &. King sad Gladys L. King, wiih prajudios &

e Wringing of aaciliov sotien for the s, ALl 84168 Swi eesist aed the
Court batag satiafied it an Order silaning sueh dismiomd with projudios
shweld b4 sutered Surthedih. |

I¥ B, THEAEFORK, CADNBLED, ADJUDGED AND BECRALED

et the aalien of dedondente, Kork Syuyves sod Livavty Sunse Bonk, agaiast
dutondiaes Gladys k. King and Réwia A. XKiag, be, sud the some heveby is
mm%uumuqmmumm.
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I THE UNITRD STATHS DISTRICY COUAT FOA THE
mmmwmm

Wi Sl ol Nanat NP N VNP -,

mmmnmm mmmmm for trini s
i (Sadide . 19, S the phelatifl sypearing ¥y bis stboruny,
Japh R Gloens, snd e duotoninnte, Gladys L. King and Réwin A, King spponving
oy Sy SMernay, ek Thomen, wnt the Gomrs uqting ot tho plolnilii's nebisih &0
gpieen the dulendente, Ldhesty Bnte Raak of Wbloqunk, Shishoms, snd Bart Syuyres
SPes Gunives Sinige L. King and Riwis A. Ning Mive Sign Mhewige dovionsd
wloind st e pestien St aguesd 46 the sutry of & Julpmant in favee of the plobuaits
0 -agitune B debuvinets. Bndye b, Ning sud Sidwin A. King. 15 e owm of 07, 000. 99
*ummm ARFERGED AYD JRGARED Y the
S, Busloigh X, Colliave. Qeardias of the Rowis of Nancy hyst Gitldees, o
M, 0, ik e 16 Dpwoby gownied b Joins st soverss Judgrent 68 agiinet the de-
Gtonie. Ninigs L. Riug Aot Biwin . King, §ithe mum of 07, 900. 98, agethes wiik
Ao ohthe 3000 56 U5 pos Gatusn Soom date setlh fully add sud sastalied.
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UNGERMAN
& LEITER

SIXTH FLOOR
WRIGHT BUILDING

TULSA, OKLAHOMA

IK THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE KORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

LEIDIGH & HAVENS LUMBER COMPANY, )
a corporation, )
- )
. Plaintiff ) Civil Aci;?ﬂ/
)
vs. ) No. 6370 ‘
) . .
STANDARD TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY ) F’ l
OF TULSA, CKLAHOMA, & corporation, ) ;
. , "ILED
Defendant ) . ,
0CY2 6 1968

ORDER OF DISMISSAL NOBLE €. HOOD

Clerke, U 8 Disteier Coust
It having been shown to the satisfaction of this Court tha

all matters involved herein being settled by the respective parties involved
that an order of dismissal should be entered herein.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED BY THIS COURT that the above styled and
mmberad action be and the same is hereby ordered dismissed at the cost of

the plaintiff herein.

Dated at Tulsa, Oklahoma, this 26th day of October 1966.

C s

United States District Judge /°




