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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE :
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
o ) e
S | L/
Plaintiff, ; Civil No. 6518 - SR
Sy | ‘ e
e FILED =
) R
J JAN - 5 1967 R
I |
. ;_Q.B_E_E__R Clark, U. 1y

™IS MATTER GC\MES on for considm'atiou on Motion of the defendant,

John Gardnar, Becretary of Healt.‘n, Eduoauon and Welfare, to remand thia
caaa t.o said defendant.. i

" The Gourt be:l:ng fully advised herein, finds and it is hareby ORDERED .

that this case be remanded to t.he defemiant John Gardner, Secretary of
. Baalth Educa‘bion and Welfa.re, pursuan‘l. to the provisions of Section 205(5) e : 2,
of' the Social Security Act (hz u.s o 1;05(3)) o

Aseistent U. 5. Atto
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PMataties, Stvid Ne. 608
s, FILED
Dafundvard., JAN - 5 1967
(7971} N NOBLE C. HOOD

Cleek, U. 8. District Court
mmﬂnbmalmdﬁm
Sib Guviner, Sessobary of Beslth, Binsation amd Welfave, to reumd Wis
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The Svart, Waing Sully sfvieed hevein, finie and 14 is Devehy NI
Gt is cuns be yomded to thie deduntont, Jubu Sadner, Seerctery of
Beakih, Ndnsetion and Wilfare, puvemst to e weviaions of Sevtien 595(g)
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"IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
- NORIHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

'TREO, INC., a. Delaware cor-
poration, et al., '

'Plaintiffs, .-

i 3-8

JOHN H. HOLT,

JAN - 5 1967

pefendant. . _
'NOBLE C. HOOD
ORDER . Cﬂuﬁ;ll&ilﬁﬂrku(ﬁnux
The Court, under a duty at all times, to inquzre 1nto
(lts jurxsdlctlon, f1n65° ‘
That this cause was removed from the Dlstrlct Court
of Nowata County on October 26, 1966,
The Court further finds thai: the proper diversity
has not been alleged in the petition for removal in that the _
defendant has alleged the citizenship of the individual plaln-'
tiffs and the state of incorporat;on.and principal place of
Euﬁiness of the corporate plaintiff, but has not alleged the
cltlzenship of the defendant.

The Court, therefore, finds that the allegat;ons of

3urisdiction are fatally defectLve, and this cause should




' IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OP OKLAHOMA

.\ JUDY  VAUGHAN,

CIVIL NO. 6607 —

FILED

Plaintiff,
L vs. ‘ ,

'iLEONA MILDRED TAYLOR,

s it

JAN-SEE?

Defendant.

ORDER . r«JBLE.CLIiCK)D
: Clerk, U. 8 District Coust

The Court, being under a duty at all times, to inguire

;;into its own jurisdiction, finds:
That-this cause was removed from the pistrict Court of

jTulsa County, Oklahoma, on December 2, 1966.
The Court further finds that the allegation of juris-.

. diction in the petition for removal is-defective in that de-
ffendant has not alleged the citizenship of the plaintiff and
defendant, at the time of removal.

' The Court further £inds that the defect in the juris-
,dlctional allegatlon is fatally defective and the cause should
be remanded to the District Court cf Tulsa County, Oklahoma.

| IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDERED that this cause be and the_f
sﬁme'is hereby remanded -to the_Dlstrlct Court of Tulsa County,
Oklthoma.: ' R
.. DATED this 5th day of January, d967. S ‘?:'
C:::;;;;;;h <igEéi:///‘:z§;5---~=-t_~/”

UNITED §TATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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?'the reasons therein stated, it is

e

-IN ‘THE UNITED STATES DISTRI(‘T COURT FOR THE NORTHRN o
K DISTRIGT orF OKT.AHQ'!A

R. V. McGINNIS THEATRES ) 3

and PAY T, V., INC,, a ) }

_Corporation, . - - 3 ) ‘ '

o Plaintiff, )
Vs, O ‘ )  No. 6015 Civil

_ VIDEO INDEPENDENT THEATRES ) '
©.INC:, & corporation, et alf,‘ ) FILED L
Wl DPefendents. ) /
oo JAN -9 1967 ;
ORDER NOBLE C. HOOD e
Clerk, U. 8, District Court

Based upon the OPinion filed in this cause, ‘and for

ORDERED that the Hotion to Dismiss filed herein by
the several defendants should be, and the game is hereby sus-
tained and this cause d:l.smissed withcut prejudice.. .

DA']!ED th:l.s _4'_, day of Jal:wary, 1967.

UNITED STATHS DISTRICT JUDGE .

Ty LR i dlo i TR A e TS A N Tt ;_\.-,..,v"‘ vt
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"IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR ;.
- THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

No. 6238 Civil

FILED '

JAN - 6 1967

" NOBLE C, HOOD
Mu.lsm_cﬂlﬂ

"A MEMOR.ANDUM OPINION haw.ng been rendered herein on
-'December 16. 1966, wherdn the ﬁ.ndingn of t‘he Caurt and conclusions. of R
the 1aw of f.hia aci:lon are sei out in detail and the issues found in favor of.
the plainhff and aga.lnst the deiendant on itu complaumt and in favor of tha : -:.

‘la.lnﬂif a.nd againat the defendant on the counta:rclaa.m of the defendant.,




 FRED DAUGHERTY,
* DISTRICT JUDGEs

H
i

APPROVED AS TO FORM:




INITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE F L E D
NOR'E!ERN Drsmcr 01-' onmm S
ﬁézzai::tﬁh Daniels and . . 1) JAN-9 1957 é
a s e Kﬁl{lefl{, L Ce NOBLB C.HQOD (%
| Clesk, U, D Dusar. Court
CIVIL NUMSER 6443

‘Howard F Johnson, Slxp@rmtetﬂeﬁt)-
-:of the Osage Ind:anAgency and )
. ‘Stewart Uda.]_.l Secretary of the % :
).

" DISMISSAL OF APPEAL

Come now the defendmts, Ehza.beth Daniels and Reta Marze -

Intermr,

l{ennerly, Complamants, and pm'suant to a family contract of -
settlanent involvmg the . subject matter of the above cause

of actmn hu'eby dism:ss sa.:.d cause with pregud:.ce at the cost

v e - e v aie oo B o + e g 1rgal o b reaer 51 1
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
. NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

. Reba Ann Batman, S
e Plaintiff, | o "
e CIVIL NO. 6597/ -

EILED
A JAN -9 1967

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

i Magnolla Homes Manufacturing
. . Corporation, and Willie 'G.
 Reynolds, an individual,

I S Defendants.

ORDER

O The Court being under a duty at all times to in-

- gquire into its jurisdiction, finds:

w7 ijry-f “ - ophig action was originally commenced in the Dis-

o trict Court of Tulsa County ‘on-Novemoer 2, 1966, and was re-

S moved to this Court-by Magnolia lomes Manufacturing Corpora-

——

“"tion, on November 23, 1966.

The defendant, Willie G. Reynolds did not join in

thhefremoval and the removal petition stated that no praecipe

or summons was ever issued as to Willie G. Reynolds, and no ¢

-attempt has been made by the plaintiff tc make him a party

oo this suit.

‘ The Court finds that nowhere ir the original com-
plalnt, the petition for removal, oI the answer of the defen—_
dant, Magnolla Homes. Manufacturing Corpoxatlon is the citizen-
ship of the defendant, Willie G. Reynolds, alleged.

The Court further flnds that where a non-citizen has
hot been served, removal is proper and where a citizen has not
been served it is not. But in the instant case the Court

‘does not know whether the party who has not been served is a ‘

citizen or a non-citizen of the §tate of Oklahoma. The burden
o.i_ o of disclosure is upon the removing party. Wolsum v. J. W.
Bateson Coﬁpany, 182 F.Supp 879; Pullman Co. Vv, Jenkins,; 305

U.s. 534.

e e A & A & At b At et e A S T AR C, T At T -
.
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The Court, therefore, ‘finds that said cause should

' be 'Vrema_.nded.

IT 1S, THEREFORE ORDERED that this cause be and the

fsame ig hereby remanded to the District Court of Tulsa County,

'Oklahoma. _

DATED this @ day of January, 1967.

UNITED S‘l‘A’l‘ES DISQM/

e e o bt i e e e«
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICYT OF OKLAHCMA

“-UNTTBD STATES OF AMERICA
for: the usa and henefit of
cmcu: L-ELEZCTRIC COMPARY,
a artnetship,

W 1067
j . No. 599 Civil s

~ Plaintiff,

SR LD

HYDE CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, INC.,
‘. 8 corporation; UNITED STATES
FIDELITY AND GUARANTY COMPANY,

"a corporation; MATIONAL SURETY h
) GORPORATION,.; corporation, and E l L E D
© AETNA CASUALTY AND SURETY
" COMPANY, a corporation, _ JAN 10 1367
DR ’ ’ P : '
pefendsate- ) - NOBLE G HOOD 4

Clerk, U, 8, Diserfet Court
AMENDED_JUDGMENT : :
A MEMORANDUM OPINION hav:l.ng been filed by the Cnurt herein on December
29(:!1 1966 wherein the Findinga of. Pact and Conclusions of Law are set out in
det&il and r.he 1ssues relolved in favor auf the pla:lnti.ff against the deEendant, :
HYDE CONSTRUCTIGN GCMPANY I.NC., s c;tpc;raticn, only, for the sum of SIGHT _
Tﬁousm SEVEN HUNDRED SEVENTY-TWO AND 02/10C DOLLIRS ($8772.02), with interest. _
v NOW, THEREFORK, BE IT ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE GOURT that

'thé'plaintiff have judgment againsl: -the‘E[yde Counstyruction Company, Inc., a

uorporation, only, for the sum of BIGKT I’HOUE-AN‘D SHVEN HUMDRED SEVERTY-TWO AND

2/100 DO‘LLARS ($8772 02), with 6% interest rayable as follows:

m.ms' (ssszo 26), £rom September 1st, 1961; and

Six per ceut (6%) interest on TWO THOUSAND FOUR HUNDRED PIFTY ONE AND :
&4/100 DOLLARS ($2451.64), £ron ..Tuna 25¢h, 1963; o

'cnd the ccur.s of this actiou.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUPGE. ¥ =~ = N H

7 A:tdrneyfot Plaintiff

Attorneys for Defendsnt
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UNTTED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOF THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
United States of America,
Plaintiff, g cIvIEL No. dN
FILED
JAN 10 1967

.NOBLE C. HOOD

Defendant.
Clerk, U, 8. District Court

DEFAULT JUDGMENT BY THE CLERK

This ceuse.came on to be heard on mction of the plaintiff for
default judgment for the relief demanded in the complaint, and it appearing
the complaint and summons in this action were served on the defendant on

m appesrs from the Marshal's return of service of

"sald swmens; éat the time within which the defendant msy answer or

otherwise:mve 83 %o the complaint’hes expired; that the defendant has
not a.nswered or obherwiae moved and thet the time for dﬂfendant to anmrer

or . otherw:ﬁse move has not been extended.

_ It further appearing, as evidenced by the ai*.davit of the pla:l.n-
tiﬁ.", ‘bha;!; ‘the defenda.nt is neither an !nfant nor incompetent peraon, and

that the de_fqndant is not in the military service of the Uniteé.st&tg,g.

It further appeering plaintiff's claim against the defendant is for

& sum certain which can"by computation be made certaln.

.

'I‘].‘ISBEREB‘!’ORDER@ ADJUDG'@ANDDWREH)thattheplainxiﬁ

recover of the defendant the amount prayed for in the ‘sum of ' .
withinterestonthesmofm___atthemteof‘ %perannmn'
g 1988, until petd, snd the costs of this a.ntion.

‘Dated this _ day of __ SN _,19!1_7.

v HOBLE 7. HOCD
Clerk, United States District
Court Por the Northsrn District of

w Y. f«w

o ————— LR A



- Approved as to form and substance. ’

IN THE UNITED_ STATES DISTRICT GOURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

LEE NORA SWINFERD.,

)
)
Plaintiff, )
V.. ) NO, 6399 « Civil ‘
) . o
YACKSON JONES,. et al., ) F ] LE D
. B .
Defendants. } . ’ o
JAN 111967

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

Now on this Z day of M&_m 1966, comes.on for

consideration the Notice of Dismissal filed by plaintiff herein upon examination

thereof, and being duly advised in the premises, this Coutt finds that the saine '

should granted and allowed and the instant case dismissed forthwith.
A . ) } : o
IT IS THEREFORE GRDERED AND DECREE!; that the within cause

be and the same is herewith dismissed at the ccst of plaintiff.

“United States Distriéf Judge &V, |

AN mgwg -
H. D. McClellan

Attorney For Plaintiff

-7 I
>

oh Mﬁrkham Freeae
tibriney For Defendants
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOAAIH EE [)

-

© WELL SURVEYS, INC.. (now ) JAN 13 1367 :
by change of name DRESSER ) '
.SIE, INC.,)AND DRESSER ) NOBLE C. HOOD
' INDUSTRIES, INC., ) Clerk, U. 8, District Coust
Plaintiffs, )
Civs, ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 4271/
¢ MeCULLOUGH TOOL COMPANY, ) :
Defendant . }
jmcmmuan TOOL COMPANY, )
v » )
Plalntlff )
) ..
Vs, }  CIVIL ACTION XoO. 6467/
“: :DRESSER INDUSTRIES, INC., - )
, ‘ | ;
Defendant . )

JUDGMENT

)

] causeseame on for pretrlal hear:ng having been regularly" set

for pretrlal.

by thezr attorneys, Rufus S Day, Jr., Rnbert J. Woolsey, and

W

}appeared by its atterneys, R. Welton Wharn and R. B. McDermott

The Court having considered the record ir. Case No. 4271 and the

'wbrlefs, memoranda and other papers on file in connectlon w1th‘,
*the various motions and 01tat10ns flled since the mandate in
lCase No, 4271, as well as the trial record, Findings of Fact and
Céﬁclusxons of Law in Case No;‘4271, and the opinion of the

Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit in the appeal from Case

e v—— S S ST

NOW on thls 12th day of Janudry, 1967, the above-captloned

Well Surveys, Inc., and Imesher Industriea, Inc., appearedﬂ_

Robert K Schumacher, and the defenoant McCullough Tool Company,‘

record in Case No. 6467 and the affidavits, exhibits, responses,. 




" No. 427}, finds that there resmains no issue of material fact

ﬂto‘be tried in either Case No. 4271 or Case No. 6467, that
:_: McCullough Tool éompany has failed'to show cause why it should not
’ be held in contempt of the order of injunction entered by this
,J Court June 15, 1966, and that Judgmnnt should be rendered foé Well
I Surveys, Inc., and Dresser Industrles, Inc., as a matter of law,
..j“aghinst MecCullough Tool Company; a corporation, as hereinafter
| set forth. _ |
THE COURT FINDS that Weli Surveys, Inc., and Dresser
. Industrles‘ Motion for Order Cltlng McCullough for Contempt .
'1n Civil Action No. 4271 should be sustained, and that McCullough
Tool Company should be édjudged to be in contempt of the

Srder of injunction herein entered cn June 15, 1966.
| . THE COURT FURTHER FINDS fhat the Motion of Wéll Surveys,
Iné., and Dresser Industrles, Inc., for hummary Order filed
herein on December 21, 1966 in Cases No. 4271 and 6467 should
'__be sustained and that an order should be entered adgudglng .
‘McCullough Tool Company in contempt of this Court for failure to
._:comply wlth the order of injunction entered herein June 15, 1966,
{and that an order should also be entered precluding McCullough.
,Téol‘Company from introducing any evidence. in defense of the
mﬁtlon that it be held in contempt of such order.
THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that zhe motion of McCullough
}fool Company termed "Counter Motmon Lo Dl:mlss said Plalntxffs
Motlon" for order citing McCullough for contempt should be-'”3ﬁ'
”overruled '
- . THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that the Motion to Dlsmlss of -

Dresser Industrles, Inc. » flled in Case No. 6467 should be

._sustamned.

A A B A A
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IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ALJUBGED, AND DECREED
ﬁhat; there remaining no genuine issue of material fact to
be tried dn'either Case No. 4271 or Case No., 6467, summary
:jﬁdgment be rendered for Well Surveys, Inc., and Dresser
iﬁdustries, Inc., as a ma£ter.of law, agaiﬁst McCullough Tool
Company, a cérporation.

IT'ISVFURTHER ORDERED, ABJUDGED, AND_DECREEDVthat

Well Surveys, Inc., and Dresser Industriecs, Inc.'s Motion

' for Order Citing McCullough Tool Company for Contempt in

Civil Action No. 4271 be, 'and the same is hereby sustained,

. and it is further ordered that McCullough Tool Company be,

“and the same is hereby adjudgéd to he in contempt of the

order of injunction herein entered on June 15, 1966.

'IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the

. Motion of Well Surveys, Inc., and Bresser Industries, Inc.,

for Summary Order filed herein on December 21, 1966, in Case No.

. 427l'and Case No. 6467 be, and the same is hereby sustained,

__and it is further ordered that ne firther evidence may ‘be intro-

duced on behalf of McCullough Tool Company, a corporation.

IT IS5 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the

"motlon of McCullough Tool Company termed “Counter Motlon to

DlSmlSS sald Plalntlffs' Motlon" for order - c1t1ng McCullough
for contempt be, and the same 1s hereby overruled

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that

P the“Motion to Dismiss of Dresser Industries, Inc., filed in
jﬁthe declaratory judgment actlon Case No. 6467, be, and the
E same is hereby sustained, and Sald cause of action and Complaint

_”are hereby dismissed.

_IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the injunction be stayed for a period of twenty (20) days

from .January 12, 1967, pending the filirng of a bond

..3_

e Bt e . L A Bl TR G Y T WS i et e e S P e =

g R e R S e e e P e B e L ey -



GELIEED At AT AR R Sy P A b S

TSR R L

R S
» Kk, -»:‘.ZQ.\’/\ A h

with .sufficient sureties in the sum of $125,000.00, and that
upon the filing of said bond the injunction be stayed pending an i
appéal by McCullough Tool Company and during said appeal, or

. until further order of the Court. In the event no bond is

. 'El‘_'filed within said time, or no appeal be taken, the injunction. shall

JUDGE

%‘_‘b\e.in full force and effect.

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

@*’/af{ %/Mmr =

One of t© Attorneys&

Well Surveys, Inc., and .

Dresser Industries, Inc. ' ' ‘ o

3 B u‘»dud'm, dﬁ&fwv&-(

;zbi:frw-:‘z’ T M»uzcw F“(mé}” ‘2 ’ﬂ/
7577\'0.’07“15"

One of the Attorneys for

McCullough Tool Company

¥ N
e g g AR e A A B AR L T S Con A A
P : : -




sab s e e e . Wik
B i ke A i s By o amb e IORRFIPRY T F, SR NETR

FILED

o . L AN13 ST
i Do TN . IN THE UNITED S'I‘ATES 'DISTRICT COURT -

FOR THE\ NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMel“k’ U. S. Dlltrlet Court

HOOLEY MILLER, .

| =yg- ] . Co

" UNITED STATES, Et Al,

Now, -on thistgzégday of January, 1967 th
Court has for consideration the Petiticn for Writ of Habeas

oy

" Corpus of Hooley Miller, and being fully advised in the_ o

premises, finds: B — y:
Petitioner complains in this petition that a

detainer has been wrongfully placed upon him by - the United

'States Attorney General's Office, in v101ation of his constl

I BRI "T_ tutional rights. s |
‘ o The Court finds that petitioner was sentenced

to two concurrent five year ‘terms in the District Court of .

'_f_Oklahoma for the Northern District of leahoma on January 14

, . 1955, said terms to commence at the expiration of a sentence

he was currently serving in the Oklahoma State Penitentlary.l”

; R A Oon January 27, 1962, petitioner was released to the custody o

the Federal authorities,'and was mandatorily released on Ju
9, 1965. Said release provided that petitioner remain ..

under supervision until July 30, 1966,

The Court finds that in July, 1966 ) petitioner

'.was sentenced on a felony charge to a term of four years in
-the Oklahoma State Penitentiary.’ e

The Court finds that a parole violator s

warrant was issued on July 20, 1966, and a detainer filed at

R Yoo IR A AR < OB T2 e ————— A "o
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the Oklahoma State Penitentiary on July 26. 1966,:while_§é£i-

J

”_Itloner was Etlll under supervision. _ . méi“'th‘
- The Court flnds that the Parole Board and its
:members have been granted sole authoriiy to issue a warrant
for the arrest and return to custndy off a prisoner who
v1ol§tes his parole. Tltle lﬁ USCA 4205; Zerbst V. Kldwell,
21304 U.S. 359; Jones v. Crouse, 360 F.2d 157. Revoqatloanf”
B a parole or conditional release is within the discréticnébf
- - .the parole board. Freedman v. Locney, 210 F.2d4 56, ; -
IT IS, THEREFCRE, ORDERED that the Petition .

' for Writ of Habeas Corpus is denied.




-8 "3 N
Nitunsey,
ao. __
EILED
JAN 18 1967

NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk, U, 8 Diserict Court

$3222
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

» FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

WAYNE M. WHITLOW,
Plaintiff,

CIVIL NO. 6346

FILED

JOHN W. GARDNER, SECRETARY QF

}
)
)
)
)
)
HEALTH, EDUCATION AND WELFARH, )
)
)

Defendant.

JAN 19 1967

JOURNAL ENTRY NOBLE C. BOCD
Clerk, U. 8. District Court

Upon consideration of a motion of the

defendant for rehearing, and for amendment of the findings
in the above -case, together with the briefs filed in regard
thereto, the Court finds:

1. The findings of the Secretary of Health,

Education and Welfare as to facts in a social security case,

- 1f supported by substantial evidence, are conclusive.

2. The Secrétary found that the plaintiff

retains the physical and mental capacity to engage in those

. types of work in which he has emperience.

3. The decision of the Secretary that the

plaintiff has the physical and mental ability to engage in

his former cccupation of eattle raising is not supported by

-substantial evidence.

4. However, in ordé;\tc sustain his burden
of proof, a claimant must prove, not only tihat he is unable
to engage in the last remunerative job he held, but also his
inability to engage in any other type of work .in which he had
experience. Johnson v. Ribicoff, 208 F. Supp. 28; Hardridge
v. Celebrezze, 245 F. Supp. 7. The plaintiff did not sustain
his initial burden of showing prima facie inability of
engaging in the business of selling insurance, an occupation

in which he had engaged in the pzast.




5. The transcript discloses that the plaintiff
‘ had a -full and fair hearing, and the finding that he was not
‘ . '~ disabled to the extent required under the Social Security Act
is supported by substantial evidence. .
e . 7 6. The Court, therefore,. finds that the
' order entered on December 21, 1966, and the memo filed in
: ' . support thereof should be set aside and judgment entered

- affirming the decision of the Secretary.

IT-Is, THERE]?‘ORE,‘ ORDERED that the order

:; ) entered on December 21, 1966, and the memo filed in support
thereof, is set aside.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the decision of

the Secretary is affirmed.

DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma, on this ;_f%day

jfof January, 1967.

United States District Judge
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OF ONLANOMA .
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NOR‘I‘HERN
DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

MARTHA JANE JACKSON,

7 pratnuig,

VS, - CIV]J NQ. 652

PATSY McCLOUD,

_ - JAN 23 1957
- '. Defend . e T
| Detendant NOBLE C. HOOD"
s ‘ Clerk, U. 8. District Court
___APPLICATICN '

Comes now the plaintiff , by and through her attorney, H, Corky
' Bishop, and shows the Court that 21l disputes between the parties have
been compromised and settled, and that the plaintiff prays for an Order

of fhe Court dismissing the above styled matter with prejudice to the

-’ rights of the plamtiff to bnng a future action.

? Attomne 23 Plainuff :
.ORIiﬁR

And now, on this 13 day of January, 1961 , there came on before
the undersigned Judge of the United States District Court for the Northem
. District of Oklahoma the plaintiff' 3 Ap-plication for a dismissal with prejudice,
: 'ItA being shown to the Court tha;c the. abc‘ve captioned matter has been compro-
i ‘mised and settled, IT 15 THEREPORE: ORDERED), ADJUDGED AND DECREED by

- he Court that the above captioned case is di missed with prejudice to the

bringing of a future action. . -
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- 1IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR THE NORTHLRN DTSTRiCmM%ﬁ '
" ‘ QF QKLAHOMA.

KAMO nlecrrlc Cooperatlve,
. Incorporated

LlVll No. 6578

)
}
}

: .% SR
3 FILED
e
)

)
)
)

. e Plaintiff,
*;4',.1 vSs. .

.42 acres of land, meore or less for -~
easements across same, -situate in

Creek County, Oklahoma, and Clarence.
% Deer Wesley, et al.,

JAN 231957

' NOBLE C. HOOD

JUDGMENT. AND ORDER DIRECTING PAYMENT OF
AWARD OF COMMISSIONEES.

_ Thls matter comlng to te heard on this 23/!dday of

, January, 1967, pursuant to regular a651gnment and it appearing that ~all’

Defendants.

of the defendants have been duly served as required by the Court and‘
Rule 714 of the Rules of Civil Procedure'mere than twenty days prior"
to this date, and that none of sald defendants have filed an Anawer

;,; in this cause raising any issue as’ to tke right of the plalntlff to take

ffiand appreprlate the eaSements herelnafter described, and that plalntlff'
Hf‘ls entltled to Judgment condemnlng and vesting in plaintiff the rlghbs-

of—way hereinafter descrlbed, all as prcyed for in its Petltlon"and

It further appearlng that the commlsSLnners app01nted
o hereln have made and returned to tth Court their Report of the compen—

'_Zfsatlon and damages to which the’ restrlcted cwners are entltled for_the‘

"Ktaklng and approprlatlon of said’ rlghts-of—way. ‘
That the United States of Imerlca has not filed any
exceptlons to the comm1551oners’ award ncr demand for jury trlal, and that

i;lnone of ‘the other defendants have flled & demand for Jury trlal or exception

'°u;'to the Report of the Comm1851oners, and ‘that the time ¢0r flllng such
1.;demand and exceptions has explred.f :@_" ,;n '
o Ir IS, THEREFCORE, ORDEEED AND DECREED that plaintlff have

' and. recover Judgment against the defendants and each of them, condemnlng

i iand. vestlng in plaintiff a perpetual easemert and right-of-way .for. the

fconstructlon, operatlon and malntenance of &n electrlc transmlsalon system
'of wires,. cables and fixtures aerlally suspended from and supported by

. structures limited as to number and location, as set forth in the Complaint;i“
“for the transmission'of electric current and energy at such voltages as ‘

' _may be desired by the plaintiff in the operation of plaintiff's electric :

‘transm;551on system over and across the fol]ow1ny described tracts of lan

e e o et o s bt e £ 2 rm . o AR PR Lo < - Sr
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together with the right, privilege and aathority of entering upon said

tracts for the burpose of erectjng,opcrd11ng, maintaining and removing

said transmission lines and systems, and the right to cut, trim or

Temove any trees within the lints of said right.s-of-way, and the right

S to remove any structure Oor obstruction now or hereafter located within

'athe iimits of sald rlghts-cf—way, if ir plaintifftg Judgment such trees

L or structures are llkely te endanger said transmission system or

1nterfere with its. Operation, constriction and maintenance, and such

other rlghts and privileges as may b2 necessary or proper for the

constructlon,,malntenance, operatlon or raemoval of said electric trans-

: miesion system, by plaintiff, its Successors and assigns; but nevertheless

reeerving to each of the defendants the rught to make any use of the

above descrlbed tracts which is consistent with the use thereof by the

Plaintiff for the purposes above mentloned and which will not endqnger-

-'or interfere with the operatlon or malnterdnce of said electrc trans-

'm1551on sy stenm. .
1T IS FURTH&R ORDERED, 1DJUDGED AND DECREED

that the o
':Report of Commissioners dated January 4, 1967,

heretofore filed in this ;

-"Pause, be and the same is hereby ratified, confirmed angd approved. .. y

It is further ordered that the plaintiff pay by checks ) i/
f.the sald awards which checks are to be drawn payable to the Area Director, f

'?Bureau of Indian Affairs, Muskogee Area Office; and that the'chechs

"to the Area Dlrectcr, Bureau of Indiar iffairs, Muskogee Area Office

fbe 1n the followlng amounts as set op5051te each tract, to-wit:

- Tract No, Ja-- ~=$400.00
Tract No, 2-- -=%300,00
Tract No. 3 - --3400.00 :
Tract No. 4~ — $30¢ .00 : S

That the Court furtuer adgudges and decrees that when the

amounts =bove set forth haVe been S0 paid that the case be closed, and

-_that the checks 20 ordered paid hereln be placed in the hands of the

'fj'Honorable Hubert A. Marlow, Attorney ol Hecord herein for the United

States of America, who is then directed to orward the same to e Area .

‘:*'Dlrector,.Bureau of Indian Affalrs, Mu‘kogee lrea Offlce.

United States §1=

L A 7 atebacu—_

*W? At orney for United States of Amerlca

itrict Judge.
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TRACT NO. I S
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF STRUCTURES: 5 AWARD $_400.00  :f -

OWNERS: Clarence Deer Wesiey, Betty Ann Wesley, now Tilley, s

.  Richard Marlow wesley, Darryl Dean Wesley, Terry wayne "=
" Barnett, Carol Anne Barnett, Buster Leon Harje, Bennie.
" Duke Harjo and Virginia Marie Ballard.

.~ A strip of land one hundred (100) fset in width, including any, '
areas in this tract on the 100-foot strin which extend beyond the .. .-

.. entry or exit point of the centerline dus to the angle of the b
centerline with the property line, in the. northeast quarter (NBi}.
of Section 21, Township 18 North, Range 3 Bast, Creek County, = - .7
./, Oklahoma, the centerline of which is described as follows: e

Beginning at a point approximately.two hundred ninety-eight
- (298) feet south of the northwest corner of said tract, bhence in a
. southeasterly direction approximately tw> thousand seven handred
i eleven {2,711} feet to a point approximately one thousand three
hundred fifty-seven (1,357) feet easu of the southwest corner of

zaid tract. '
‘ TRACT. NC. II
APPROYIMATE WUMBER OF STRUCTURES: 3 AWARD $ 500.00‘ T

" 0WNER: Sarty Fry

L 6 L
A strip of land one hundred (103} feet in width, including any o

" areas in this tract on the 100-foot strip which extend beyond the .,
entry or exit point of the centerline due to the angle of the po

" centerline with the property line, in the south half of the southwest:

fuarter (Sk SWi) of Section 12, Township 17 North, Range 8 East,
- Criek County,0Oklahoma, the centerline of which is described as
. followss N

Beginning at a point approximbtely four hundred twenty-seven s

= (427) feet east of the northwest corner of ssid tract, thence in a:'

" southeasterly direction approximately cne thousand eight hundred '

twenty-seven (1,827) feet to a point aprroximately cne thousgand six

‘hungred eighty~eight (1,688) feet east of the southwest corner of -
said tract. ' :

| TRACT NO. IIT
APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF STRUCTURES: 4 EWARD ,$ ﬁOO-Ob R
OWNER: Ada Tiger Lozier Barnard | I

A strip of land one hundred (100} feet in width, including"anyi”' 

" areas in this tract on the 100-foot strip which extend beyond the
entry or exit point of the centerline due to the angle of the

centerline with the property line, in the east half of the-southeasf'f. 

" quarter (E} 3B%) of Section 32, Township 17 North, Range 9 Bast, .
grfik County, Cklahema, the centerline of which i1s described as
ollows: , ‘

: Beginning at a point approximately cne thousand fifty-four .

* (1,054) feet west of the northeast ccrner of sald tract, thence in':,
.+ a southeasterly direction approximately six hundred thirty (630) o
i~ . feet to a point approximately seven hundred ninety-eight {798} feet

: " west and five hundred seventy-four (574) feet south of said northeast

corner, thence in a southeasterly direction approximately cne .

thousand five hundred eighteen (1,518) feet to a point approxlmately '

geven hundred eighty-nine (789) feet north of the scutheast cormer
of said tract. - :

Plus a strip of land thirty {30} feet in width lying southwest

. of and adjacent to the one hundred (100, foot strip of land described-

for a distance of twenty-five {25) feet on each side of the point
approximately seven hundred ninety-eight (798) feet west and five

hundred seventy~four (574) feet south of the northeast corner of said’

" tract. :

1 S
D
i
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- APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF STRUCTURES: 3 AWARD $ 300 OO
- OWNERS:- Daniel Stephen Buck, Tony Buck, Evelyne Buck Trot,

-feet wett of the northeéast corner of said tract, thence in a

.. southeasterly direction approximately omne thousand three hundred
_twenty-seven (1,327) feet to a point approximately six hundred o
- fifty-one -(651) feet west of the southeast coerner of said tract.

TRACT NQ. IV

. Estherline Buck Gee, Pauline Green Buck, william Buck,

~ Helen Sue Buck, Alex Buck, and Albert Coachman, Guardian f‘; fiﬁ

of Alex Buck, an 1ncompetent perscn.

: A strip of land one hundred (100) feet in width, includlng any
areas in this tract on the 100-foot strip which extend beyend the -
centry or exit point of the centerline due to the angle of the
» centerline with the property llne, in the northeast quarter of the -
.. northeast quarter (NEi NEZ} of Section 31, Tcwnship 14 North, Range’
“- 10 East, Creek County, Oklahoma, the centerl:ne of which is -
: ;'deqcribed as folilows: )

Beginning at a point approximately severn hundred seven (707)

i SR TRt ot el AL ———- . = =
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IN THE UNITED STATES

JAMES A, FOGLEY, d/b/a

DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT

OF OKLAHOMA

}
STARDUST SUPPER CLUB, PLAINTIFF, %
-vs- )
bE A B g Civil No, 6579
CLY I CKERSTAFF
District Director of ) FILED
internal Revenue; and g R
JOHN DICKEY, Internal _
Revenue Agent, . DEFENDANTS. ) JAN 23 1967
CORDER NOBLE C. HOOD

' RN

' U. 8. District Court
This matter comes on beforg me, the undersigned Judge

for the United States District Court for the Northern Distr_‘ict-
of Oklahoma, upon the applicatior of the plaintiff herein, to
dismiss his cause of action; and upon consideration thereof,
said appliéation is granted and plaintiff is permifted and

altowed to dismiss this cause at his costs.

A ,
Dated this 125 day of January; 1967.
- M /fa d‘"LJZCM

UNTTED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED: 5

!
yTORNEY FOR PLMNTIF/‘T
A . 7

A .

.Room 335. ederal Buildi
Tulsa,ﬁDklahoma' i

L,



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT TOR THE
NORTHERY DISTRICT COF CKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Libelant, CIVIL ACTICN NO,
V5.
L G595
Articles of drug consisting of the followirg:

6 cartens, mope or less, of an article labeled

in part: (carton) "10 - 1 ce Syringes, No. 902,
SafTeel Cyanocobalamin Inj., U.5.P, ##: Kfg, for
Kay Pharmacal Cé., Tulsa, Oklahoma"; (syrirge)
"34fTcel Cyanoocbalamin, U,S.P., Vitamin B12, 1 acc.,
Size 1,000 meg. per cc., Manufactured by Sefety
Syringe Corp., Cantom, Chio, U.5.A." (cartcen and
syringes codad 5235).

FILED

JAN 23 1967

e S Ve Sl o Sl Sl gl Smggel® et g Sl " vt i S

97 cartons, more or lasa, of an article lateled in
part: (carton) 710 - 1,3 cc Syringes, No. 503, ) NOBLE C. HOOD
SafTcel Proteclytic Enzyme % Mig, for' Xay Pharmacal } Clerk, U. S. District Court
- Go,, Tulsa, COklahoma." (syringe) "SafTcel Proteolytic)

Engyme, 100 mgm. per cc., l,3cc, Size, Distributed by

Kay Pharmacal Ce,, Tulsa, Ckla." (carton and syringes

coded 5197).

)
)
)
97 cartons, more or less, of an article labeled in )
part: (carton) ™0 - lce Syringes, No. 90k, SafTeel )
Prednisolone Acetate ### Mapufactured by Safety Syringe}
Corgoration, Canten, Chie." (syrings) "SafTcel }
Prednisolone Acetate, 25 mg. per cc., 1 cc. Size )
I.M, or Intra-Articular Injection, Mamufactured by )
Safety Syringe Corp., Canton, Qhio." (carten and )
ayringes coded 5118), )
}
)
)
}
)
)

26 cartons, more or less, of an article labeled in
part: (carton) "10 - 1 cc Syringes, No. 506, SafTcel
Liver Injection, N,F, e Mfp, for Kay Pharmacal Co.,
Tulsg, Oklshama." (gyringe) "SafTcel Iiver Injectien,
N.F., Vitamine B12 Activity, 20 meg./cc, Distributed
by Kay Pharmacal Co., Tulsa, Ckla." (carten and
gyringe coded 5163).

32 eartons, more or less, of an article labeled in
part: (earton) "10 - 1 cc Syringes, Nov. F07,

SafTeel Estradiol Valerste Inj. ##% Mfg. for Kay
Pharmetial Cc., Tulsa, Oklahoma." (syringe) "3alTeel
Eatradiol Valerate, 10 mg, per cc., 1L cc, Slze,
Distetbated by Kay Pharmacal Co., Tulss, Okla,”
(carben and syringes coded 5218),

50 cartons, more or less, of an article labeled in
part: {cartcn) "10 - 1 cc Syringes, No. 901, SafTeel
Estrogenic Hormones s Mfg, for Kay FPharmacal Co.,
Tulss, Oklahoma." {syringe) "SafTcel Estrogenic
Hormones, 20,000 I.U, Per cc,, Manufactured by
Safety Syringe Cerp., Canton, Chic," (carton and
syringes coded 5072},

Respondent,

B e e




P ECRE K

This matter coming on before me this day of January, 1967,

and the Libelant, United States of Americe, appearing by and through

 Lawrence A. McSoud, Assistant United 5tates Attorney for the Northern

District of ,Oklaﬁoma, and the claimant herein, Kay Pharmacal Co.,
1312 Horth Utica, Tulsa, Oklahoma, appearing neither in person nor
by counsel, and
It appearing to the Court, after having examined the Libel
of Information and Monition heretofore filed in this cese, that the various

articles of hazardous substance made the rubject matter of the Libel of

_Information are misbrended, as set forth in the Libel of Informetion, and

are therefore subject to seizure and destruction, pursuant to the provisions
of Title 21 U.5.C., Sec. 301, et seq.

It further appearing to the Cowrt that the c¢laimant herein,

Kay Pharmecal Co., Tulsa, Oklahoma, the corporaticn from whom the captioned
articles were seized, has through its President, Charles Kukal, by letter
deted January 20, 1967, addressed to Mr. larry McSoud, in care of the Office
of the United States Attoraey, Tulsa, Oklahoma, has relinguished any interest
it may have had in such articles and has Curther advised that Kay Pharmacal
Co. wLll not oppose tie geizure nor make any claim to any of the articles
which are the subject ma_.t’cex; of this case and has further consented to
disposition and destruction of the articles of hazardous substance asg this
Court might effect. ’

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court that
all of the various articles of hazardous substance seized and held by the
United States Marshal Tor the Northern Digtrict of Oklahoma be and they are
hereby ordered condemned and destroyed by the United States Marshal or his

authorized deputy or representative.

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

- GEORGE R.. ROGERS, )
: . o ) _
‘ Plaintiff, - } Civil Action
—ve- ) Neo. 6601
RAYE and COMPANY TRANSPORTS, INC., _
A Misgouri Corporation, ’ ; F ' L E D :
Defendant. ) _ '
"JAN 23 1967
" ' ORDER_ ~ NOBLE C, HOOD

e éttorney for Plaintiff . ‘ '

Cletk, U. 8. District Court -

Now, on this ﬁday of January, 1967; the above entitled matter
coming on for hearing upon the Stipulation of the parties for Dismissal
with Prejudice and it appearing to.the Court ttat the parties have gettled
said cause out of Court and have filed a written Stipulation herein for
dismissal with prejudice to a new action @t the costs of defendant but ‘
without attorney's fees to either side, and the Court being well and sufficiently
advised in the premises.

IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, that the above
entitled matter be and the same is hereby disrnissed with prejudice to a new

action at the costs of defendant but without attorney's fees to either side,

ZZLZZM 7%»—/

JUDGE

Approved:

~ Attorneyg for Defendant

e R S il




- November 25, 1966 (carteons) by Vita-Fresh

FILED

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
KORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA JAN 23 ‘l%?

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Libelant, NOBLE C. HOOD.
vs. c GomE
Articles of food consisting of the

fellowing :

956 cartens, more or less, of en article
lebeled in part: (carton) "contents

L guart liguid Vite-Fresh --- orange

Juies from concentrate and orange Juice ~--
packed by Cal-Tex Citrus Julce, Inc., Houston,
Texss, and Central States Processors, Inc.,
golumbia, Missourl”, and an undetermined
quentity of leaflets, entitled "Vita-Fresh
Brand --- orange Juice helps prevent flu
and colds ---", shipped on or sbout
November L, 1966 (leaflets), and

Sales, Inc., P, 0. Box 7704, Houston,
Texas, via shipper's truck, to Meadowgold
DPairy (Beetrice Food Co.), 215 North Ienver,
Tulsa, Oklshowms.,

S et S Mo et i S Mt Mot Nt M o et Myt N el et e N e Vs N e et Vo

Respondent

D EC E E B

This matter coming on before pe this 23 E day of January, 1967,
and the Iibelant, United States gof America, appearing by and through
Lawrence A. McSoud, Assisteant United States Attorrey for the Northern
District of Oklahoma, and the claimant herein, Meadowgold Pairy (Beatrice
¥ood Co.}, 215 North Denver, Tulsa, Oklahoma, appearing neither in person
nor by counsel, and

It appearing to the Court, after having examined the Libel of
Information and Monition heretofore filed in this case, that the various
articles of hazardous subatance made the subject matter of the Libel of
Information are misbranded, as set forth in the Libel of Information, and

are therefore subject to seizure and destruction, pursuant to the’ provi-

sions of Title 21 U,S.C., Sec. 301, et zeq.

Tt further appearing to the Court: that the claimant herein,
from whom the articles were seized, has neither answered nor made claim

thereto of said articles which are the subject matter of this case and

is hereby in default.
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IT IS THEREFORE ORTERED, AIMUDGED AND IECREED by the Court that
all of the various articles of hazardous substence selzed and held by the
Unitéd States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklehoma be and they are

' hereby ordered condemned end destroyed by the United States Marshal or his

authorized &eputy or representative.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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WILLIAM R. RAGAN, ROBERT HICKS,
"NEWTON COLE, BRAD H. BURRIS,
\ann D..DAVIS, ROBERT F. WINTER,

Broken Arrow, Oklahoma, and
- GLENN PRAY,

DEW, and CHARI..ES &PENROSE, :

NORTHE}RN D[S‘I‘RT.CT OF OKLAHOMA

JAN 20 1957 -f

~ NOBLE C. HOuLTI
C]ﬂ'k‘ U- S& Diﬂﬂht CW_II. .

" Civil Action)’

\. File No. 6630 -
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FOR THE
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CIVIL ACT!ON FILE No. m

JUDGMENT

This action game on for tna.l before the. Court antl a jury, Honomble m ﬂ m
Umted Sta.tes Dlstnct Ju,dge presndmg, and the mﬂues hav_lng been duly tried and

the Jury ha.vmg du]y rendered ite. verdlct . ) C
Tt Ondered anit Adjidged SMNE W mm o - m | i
by mem n mwuvmm Mm

EILED
mﬁ’ 67

NOBI.B C. ﬁOOD
Chrl:. U.- s. letricf Court

alok, Sk L this  SgWe - day |
. |
of NSNSy , 19 &Y, N |

Dated st Wgliel
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKXKLAHOMA

T.D. WILLIAMSON; INC.

Plaintiff, SIVIL ACTION NO. 6473

For Infringernent of United
States Letters Patent

No. 2,771,096 - ElL‘_ED

)

)

)

}

vs, - )
)
WILLIAM A, {BILL) MORRISON, }
. _ )

)

Defendant.

JAN26 96/

JUDGMENT NOBLE C- l;gog) et

) Clerk, U. & Dis

The summons and a copy of the complaint in the abave entitled action
having been heretofore and on the 25th day of October, 1966, personally
served upon the defendant, William A. (Bill) Morrison, and defendant having
failed to answer or to move with respect to the complaint within the time allowed
by law therefor, and the default of the defencant having been duly ente red on
the 28th day of December, 1966, .

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED:

That the Plaintiff is the sole and exclusive owner of Letters Patent
Nlo. Z2,771, 096, that said Letters Patent are good and valid and have been
infringed by the deféndant herein, and that the defendant, William A. (Bill)
Morrison, and those persons in active congert or participation with him who
receive actual notice of this order, agents, servants, employees, and attor-
'neys.be and hereby are enjoined for the remainder of the term of the life of

said Letters Patent from further infringing the claims of said Letters Patent.

DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma, this {f “day of January, 1967.

Judge of the United States District Court
for the Northern District of Cklahoma
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