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

| United States of Americs, ) /
- )
: Plaintiff, g CIVIL ACTION Ne. 67-C-B2
Ivs. ' )
? )
IWilliam E. Dalton, )
! )
| Defendant. )

| FILED

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL

JUL -5 1967
'm Mr. William E. Dalteon
i 6008 North Garrison Place : NOBLE C. HOOD
i Tulsa, Oklahome Jlerk, U. S District Court

COMES NOW the United States of America and hereby dismisses the above-
styled action.
' ' UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
| IAWRENCE‘A. MeSQUD _ .

I United States A(t";"c'imey 7 /
" V4 T

i A g, L L,

; SAM E, TAYICR

L Assistent U. 8. Attorney

‘ Roor 460, New Federal Building
Tulsa, Okluhoma

CERTIFICATE OF MATLING

I, Sam E. Taylor, Assistant United States Attorney for the Northern
District of Oklahoma, certify that on July 3, 1667, I mailed & copy of the fore~
. going Notice of Dismissal to William E. Dawson by placing a copy in a2 franked
<envelope addressed to him at 6008 North Garrison Place, Tulsa, Oklahoma, and
idepositing the envelope and contents in the United States Post Office at Tulsa,
| Oklahoma, ///

// - (/_ )
‘88M E, TAYIOR
Assistant U. S. Attorney




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT CF OKLAIIOMA

AUSTRALIAN GRAZING & PASTORAL CO.,
LLTD., an Australian Gorporation,

—

/

)
)
Plaintiff, y
)
Vs, } Civil Action No.--- 67-C-76
)
INLAND INDUSTRIES, INC., a Colorade )
Corporation, and MOCRRIS MIZEL, an ) -
individual, } F I L E D 2
) E
Defendants. ) JUL -6 15967 !
NOBLE C. HOOD
Jlerk, U. 8. District Court
NOTICE OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Comes now the plaintiff and dismisses this cause with prejudice
to his rights to the bringing of a future action.

AUSTRALIAN GRAZING &
PASTORAL CO,, LTD.

Attest:
’,/z_‘./"'," e
_4" L{"'Cu.‘{‘ ) A e st i
A Roherlt Kamon, President
Secretary ’ .
< , C
/ K N F
: T - .
s , s

Attorney ‘i"c;“»r Pla‘intiff



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT
OF OKLAHOMA
JOHN D, MEEK,
Plaintiff,
ve,

No. 6394 Clvil

C. A, SAVIDGE, et al.,

g ue et et et et et Nk

FILED
JUL - 6 1957

Defendants,

al NOBLE C. HOOp
erk, 11, § District
Court

ORDER OVERRULING
MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL

On this 26th day of June, 1967, the Motion for New Trial of

defendants C, A. Savidge and American Funding, Inc, is overruled.

4éz KVZ ‘Z £ r~ éé;‘!lﬂ
nited States DHstrict Judge

and American Funding, Inc.



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

JOHN D, MEEK,
Pialntiff,

vs. No. 6394 Civil
C. A, BAVIDGE, AMERICAN FUNDING
INCORPORATED, KENNETH CHILDE,
THE LINCOLN MORTGAGE CO,, INC.,
EDWIN PREWITT, 8B, and INVESTMENT
GORPORATION OF AMERICA, a
corporation,

FILED
JUL - 6 1367

Defendants.

NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk, 17. 8. District Court

JUDGMENT

i AL s Wit ettt

It is hereby sdjudged that the plalntiff, John D, Meek, have and
recover the sum of $5,000.00 from the defendante Kenneth Childs and
The Lincola Mortgags Company, Inc., or either of them.

Judgment entered this g & ___day of June, 1967.

(ol £ Tler Medonan
nited States District Judge



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT {:QOURT FOR THE

NORTHERNR DISTRICT CF OKLAHCMA

NELL MILLS,

Plaintlff

FILED
CIVIL ACTION NO. 5998
JUL 11 1967

v.
UNITED STATES CF AMERICA,

Defendant NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk. 1T, §, District Court

T e P e A o

AMENDED JUDGMENT

This cause came on for trial bef'ore the Court sitting without
a jury, on June 21, 1967. The plaintiff, Nell Mills, appeared by
her attorneys, Robert Earl Jones and Dan A. Rogers, Tulsa, Oklehoma,
and the defendant appeared by its attorney, John 0. Jones, Tax
Division, Department of Justice, Fort Worth, Texas. The Court,
haviné considered the evidence and arguments of counsel and having
entered its findings of fact and concluslions of law hereip, it is
hereby

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the plaintiff have and
recover of snd from the defendant the sum of $1,860.09 for the
year 1959, $625.65 for the year 1960, and $592.44 for the year

1961, together with interest on said emounts as provided by law.

DOME this M&y oi‘%, 1967.
_ )
Ul TES

OVED AS TO FORM:

D cT

[({'ﬁb /A'{ i Ar
" Dan A. Rogets
Attorney for Plalntiff

LAWRENCE A. MC S0UD
United States Attorney

Bys

* faus

JOIfT_OF JONES
Attornecy, Tex Divislon
Department of Justice
Fort Worth, Texas 76102

Attorney for Defendant




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN

DISTRICT OF OKLATOMA

GEQORGE GOETZ, )
Plainti ff ]
. } ‘
~vs~ } No. 6336 CIVik= 1§ E D
)
A, GORDON YETMAN, ) 4 i aenem
Defendant } JUL 1t 190/

NOBLE C. HOOD
JUDGMENT ON DECISION EY THE COURT Clerk, 71. S, District Court

THIS ACTION came on for hearirg before the Court, the Honorable
FRED DAUGHERTY, District Judge presiding, and the issues having been
duly heard and findings of fact and conclusions of law being duly made and
a decision having been duly rendered.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the

Court:

{1} That Plaintiff take nothing by reason of his complaint, and

(2} That Defendant, A, GORDON YETMAN, recover on his Cross-
Complaint from the Plaintiff, GEORGE GOETZ, the sam of One Thousand,
Four Hundred Forty-four and 59/100 (%1, 444.5%} Dollars, with interest thercon
at the rate of 6% per annum from Aprii 15, 1965 until paid, for improperly
withheld funds, plus the sum of Five Thousand, Two Hundred Fifty-five and
01/100 {$5,255.01) Dollars, with interest therson at the rate of 6% per annum
from June 2, 1967 until paid on the accounting conducted by the Master and
adopted by the Court, plus the further sum of Three Hundred Forty~one and
80/100 {$341,80) Dollars for the Master's and reporter's fees, together with
interest thereon at 6% per annum frony June 2, 1967, until paid.

T
7 o
DATED this I=# th day of une:f‘ 1367.

/ ;o
N

oL (?fa{.:,_!‘f—‘(‘?-nt
F red Draugherty, bnlted/,‘?:tate's Distyict
Judge
APPROVED, AS TO EORM: o
Py / - ,'—"‘7’/:///

PRI o P

L.awrcnc’e A Johnsor{ Attorney for :Pldln 1[f

. y
., S
//’,‘. //" 1 / 7 /!-',/ s

Richard F. Burt, Attorney for Defendant



I¥ 7340 UNITLD STATES DISTRICT (COURT FOR ThHE

BORTHY B DISTRICT CF JKLAROKE

THE WESTERH AWD SOUTHDRN LITFL }
INSURANCE COMPANY, a corpopation, 3
1
Plaintiff, 3
Ve, ‘ po. GHEG « Cdvil
bl
/
ARTHUR DANIEL NICHOLAS, Jr. and 3
DORIS K. NICHOLAS | husbhand and wife; 3
Or LAHOMA TAX COMMISEION; GREER 3 E
ELLCTRIC COMPANY, # corperation, ) | D
and BERRY CARTER COMPANY, ) F L
)

Dafendants .

JUL 111967

NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk. 7. 8. District Court

NOW, orn thig __,_‘-"ﬁzr%/ day of gii: s, 1967, there comes cn

for heaving the Motion of the plaintiff éJmJ. % to eonfirm the sale of real

ORDER CONFIRMING MARSHAL'S SALL

property made bv the United States Marshal for the Horthern blstrict of Okla-
tiome, on June 26, 1967, pursuant to an Order of Sale of Healty rendered in
this cause, on Hay 23, 1967, of the following-described real property, to-wit:

Lot Two (2) and the East Forty-two (42} Feet of

Lot Three (3}, Block Fiwve (5), MOELLER HEIGHTS,

an Addition in Tulsa County, State of Cklaioma,

according to the recorded Plat thereof,

And the Court, hiaving examined the woceedings of the Marshal under
the Order of Sale of Kealty, and ne exceptions badnp filed thereto, FINDS
that due and legal notice of the sale was givezn iy publicaricon in the Tulsa
Daily Legsl Hews, o newspaper published snd of general clrculation in Tulsa
County, State of Oklahoma, safid notice belng publinncd at leant onee a week

for at least four (4) successive weeks prior to such ssle, the {irst publi-

catlion being at least thirty (30) days prior to the date of said zale, as

shewn by tine proof of publication filed herelu, and that on the day fixed there-

in, June 26, 1567, the above-deseribed real property was sold tc The Western
and Southeru Life Insurance Company, a corporation, the Plaintiff, it being
the highest and best bidder therefor at end for the amount of $24,000.00 for

applicarion on the judgment recovered herein,




THEL COORT FURTHLT FINDS that the =ale was in all respects made
in conformity with the law in suech cases mwade and provided amd that the
823y was io ali reepects legal.

THI. COURT FURTHER FINDG that the Plalntif:, The Vestern and
Seuthern Life Insurance Company, has by mction filed hercin assigned its
bid and all its rights thereunder to

The Administrator of Veterans' Affairs
Washington 25, D. C.

and asked that the deed of sald Marshal be executed to the sald assignee.
IT IS THEREPORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DOCREEL by the Court that
the United States Marshal's Sale and all proceedings under the Order of
Sale of Realty issued herein be and the same are liereby approved and con-
Firmed,
IT IS FURTHER CRDERED THAT DOYLLI W. FOREMAN, as United Staves
Marshal for the Worthern District of Oklaloma, make and execute to the

purchaser, TiE ADMINISTRATGR OF VETERANS' AFFALRE, a good and sufficient

deed for such premlses sold. e g
\__‘2knianu' . éi;g;jZﬁ*‘““‘-’

UNTTED STATES DISTRICT JUDCE

APPEOVED:

Assistant United States Attormeys




IN THE UNTTED STATSS DISTRICY OOUET FOR THE
NORTEERN DIFPRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JES6 A. OUTHN,

Plaintifs,
Civil No. 6526
va.
JOEN GARIMER, Becretary of ‘
Health, Bluostion snd Welfave, FILED
Defendant. JUL1d 1967
JURGNENT NOBLE C. HOOD

Clerk. 11, 8. District Court
This sction having come on fur sonsiderstion by the Court, amd pursuant
to the provigions of 42 U.B.C.A. b05(g), the Cowrt having reviewed the pleadings
and the transeript of record and filed herein 2 Memorandum Opinion,
It £s ORDERED apd ADJUDGED that the pluintiff take nothing, that the

action be end it is hereby dismissed.

THITED SO\TES DISTRIOT SUDGB

Attorney for Plaint

s/ Sem E. Taylor

EAN E. TAYLOR
Assistent U, B. Attorney
Attorney for Defendant

e L . e e e Ak e A B et R = e e s oA




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CCURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
The City of Stroud, Oklahoma,
a municipal corporation,
Plaintiff,

Civ, No. 67-C-16

FILED

JuL 111867

NOBLEC.HOOD .
Clerk, U. S. District Court

Now on this 27th day of June, 1967, this matter comes

188.69 Acres of land in €reek County,
Oklahoma, Woodrow Wilson Wattie, et als.

Defendants.
JUDGMENT

on for hearing in its regular order, before the undersigned

Judge of this Court; plaintiff appears by its attorney Benjamin
E. Butts; defendants Homer Jones and Dinah Jones appear in

person and by counsel, HRubert A. Mar.ow, assistant United States
Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma; defendants

Frank Jones, Martha Jaccbs and Sam Jacobs, Woodrow Wilson Wattie,
Area Director, Muskogee Brea, Bureau of Indian Affairs, United
States Department of Interior, successer to the Superintendent

of Five Civilized Tribes, and the United States of America,
guardian of the interests of its restricted Indian wards, appear-
ing by their attorney Hubert A. Marlow, Assistant United States
District Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma;.the
defendant State of Oklahoma, ex rel, Oklshoma Tax Commission
appearing by Disélaimer herein; the Court finds that defendants
Margaret Brown Walters, Virginia E. Brown Williams, Bailey Eugene
Brown, Jimmie Joe Brow~, Milton LeRoy Brown, Tommie Ray Brown,
Board of County Commissioners, Creek County, Oklzhoma, County
Treasurer of Creek County, Oklahoma, County Assessor of Creek
County, Cklahoma, Gary Brown, one and the same person as PFC

Gary Dale Brown, Joe Brown, and Mrs, Joe Brown, have all been

personally sexrved with notice of this suit more than 20 days



prior to this date, as required by Rule 71 A of the Federal

Rules of Civil Pracedure; and the Court finds that the remaining
defendants including defendant Gary Biown one and the same per-
son as PFC Gary Dale Brown, have all been duly served by publica-
tion notice of this suit in the manner prescribed by Rule 71 A
of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, which service and
notice by pﬁblication have been examined by the Court and are
hereby approved and confirmed.

Thereupon plaintiff requested leave to file an amended
certificate for Notice by Publication; and leave to file
Certificate of Mailing and Publisher's Affidavit of Publication;
there being no objection, leave is granted to plaintiff to
file such amended certificate for Notice by Publication;
Certificate of Mailing and Affidavit of Publication. Thereupon
no demand for jury trial having been made by any party hereto
and all parties appearing announcing ready, the cause proceeds to
trial. The Court having heard the sworn testimony, received
documentary evidence, examined and taken judicial notice of the
pleadings and exhibits thereto and r=cords in this cause,
and having heard the statements of counsel and being fully
advised in these premises finds:

2.

The Court finds that it has jurisdiction of all the parties
hereto, and that the North 82.64 acres of Tract No. 3, herein,
which North 82.64 acres is more particularly described as follows:

Lots 3 and 4 of the Northwest (Quarter of Section 5,.

Township 15 North, Range 7 East of the I.M., con-

taining 82.64 acres, LESS AND EXCEPT all the oil,

gas and minerals, AND LESS AND EXCEPT all easements

and rights of way as shown of record, said land

situate in Creek County, Cklahoma;
and all of Tract No. 4, herein, which said Tract No. 4 is more
particularly described as follows, to-wit:

The West Half of Lot 2 and the North Half of the

North Half of the East Half of Lot 2 of Section 5,

Township 15 Nerth, Range 7 East of the I.M., con-

taining 26.05 acres, LESS AND EXCEPT all the oil, gas

and minerals, AND LESS AND EXCEPT all easements and

rights of way as shown of record, said land situate
in Creek County, Oklahoma;



is restricted Indian land and this Court has jurisdiction of
the subject matter of this action insofar as the above described
property is concerned.

3.

The Court finds that the South 80 acres of Tract No. 3
herein, which said South 80 acres is more particularly described
as follows, to-wit:

The South Half of the Northwest Quarter of Section

5, Township 15 North, Range 7 East of the I.M., con-

taining 80 acres, LESS AND EXCEPT &1l easements and
Eights of waﬁpof record, situate in Creek County, Oklahoma;
E

5 AND EXCEPT all the ©il, gas and minerals;
is not subject to the restrictions placed by law on the lands
of Indians, the same being unrestricted lands and that there-
fore this Court has no jurisdiction of the said South B0 acres
of Tract No. 3 herein, and the complaint in condemnation should
be, and is hereby, dismissed insofar as the same pertains to the
South 80 acres of the said Tract No. 3, as hereinabove last
described.

4.

The Court finds that defendant Woodrow Wilson Wattie has
filed herein a Motion For Postponement of Hearing and For Appoint-
ment of Counsel to represent said defendant, which said Motion
and request have been considered by the Court, and the Court
finds that the same should be, and hereby is, overruled and
denied for the reason that the same is withou: merit, the
Court finding that pursuant te the laws of the United States
of America the United States acts as Guardian of the interests
of its restricted Indian Wards; that acting pursuant to that
authority the Justice Department of the United States of Amer-
ica has authorized and directed the Honorable Hubert A. Marlow,
Assistant United States Attorney For The Northern District of
the State of Oklahoma, to enter a general appearance herein on

behalf of gaid defendant, Woodrow Wilson Wattie; the Court
further finds that the said Hubert A. Marlow, is well qualified

to represent said defendant Woodrow Wilson Wattie by training

and by experience; the Court further finds that if additional

D ——— SR
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counsel were appointed for the said defendant Woodrow Wilson
Wattie it would be incumbent upon the Court to allow said counsel
an attorney's fee from any just compensation awarded said defend-
ant herein which would substantially reduce any possible benefit
of additional representation on behalf of the said defendant
Woodrow Wilson Wattie.

3.

The Court further finds that the only defendant who. has
objected to the public necessity of plaintiff condemning and
appropriating the designated estate in the above described
property is Woodrow Wilson Wattie; which objection was informally
made by letter filed herein by said defendant and which letter
the Court treats as an objection to the necessity of taking.

The Court finds that the Mayor and Council of the City of Stroud,
Oklahoma, duly adopted a Resolution of Necessity, declaring the
necessity of acquiring an entire fee simple absolute estate in all
of the above described property, on the 1l2th day of December,
1966, a true copy of which resolution was attached to and made a
part of the complaint herein, and which Resolution has by stip~-
ulation of counsel and by leave of Coirt been admitted to the
record and evidence herein. The Court finds that a public
necessity exists for the taking of said estate and said lands;
and that the Statutes of the State of Oklahoma set out in
paragraph 2, of the complaint in condemnation give the plaintiff
the right, power and authority to condemn for public use an
entire estate in fee simple absclute in the foliowing described
property, to-wit: .

NORTH 82,64 ACRES OF TRACT NC. 3:

Lots 3 and 4 of the Northwest Quarter of Section 3,
Township 15 North, Range 7 East of the I.M., con-
taining 82.64 acres, LESS AND EXCEPT all the oil,
gas and minerals, AND LESS AND EXCEPT all easements
and rlghts of way as shown of record, said land
situate in Creek County, Oklahoma:

AND
TRACT NOQ. 4:

The West Half of Lot 2 and the North Half of the
North Half of the East Half of Lot 2 of Section 5,
Township 15 North, Range 7 Bast of the I.M.,, con-
taining 26.05 acres, LESS AND EXCEPT all the oil,




gas and minerals, AND LESS AND EXCEFT all easements

and rights of way as shown of record, said land

situate in Creek County, Oklahoma;
and title to said estate in the above described property should
be vested in the City of Stroud, Oklahoma, a municipal corpeoration
as of the date of this judgment.

6.

On the date of condemning and appropriating in this action
the owners of the estate taken in the above described property
were the defendants whose names are shown in paragraph 1l below,
and such named defendants are entitled to receive the just
compensation for the estate condemned and appropriated in the
amounts and proportions set opposite to their respective names,
below.

7.

The Court finds that a just compensation for the estate
taken in the North 82.64 of Tract No. 3, above described is the
sum of $160.00 per acre, for a total just compensation of $8264.00.

8.

The Court finds that a just compensation for the estate
taken in Tract No. 4, above described, and which tract contains
26.05 acres is $100.00 per acre; the Court further finds that
in addition to $100.00 per acre that the owners of said Tract No.
4 are entitled to severance damages in the total sum of $450.00;
and that said owners are entitled to the further sum of $78.15,
which said@ sum represents the amount that such defendant owners
would have collected from the unexpired portion of an agricultural
lease arrangement said defendant: owners now have with one Joe McGill.
The Court further finds that said lease has not been approved by
the Bureau of Indian Affairs, as required by law, and that the
same should be terminated as of the datexof this judgment.

9.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED ADN DECREED, BY THE COURT,

that the City of Stroud, Oklahoma, a municipal corporation,

has the right, power and authority to condemn and appropriate

for public use the entire fee simple absolute estate in the

following described lands, to-wit:

o o B PP b <2



NORTH 82.64 acres of tract Nc. 3

Lots 3 and 4 of the Northwest Quarter of Section 5,

Township 15 North, Range 7 East of the I.M., con-

taining 82.64 acres, LESS AND EXCEPT all the oil,

gas and minerals, AND LESS AND EXCEPT all easements

and rights of way as shown of record, said land

situate in Creek County, Oklahoma;

AND

TRECT NO. 4:

The West Half of Lot 2 and the North Half of the

North Half of the East Half of Lot 2 of Section 5,

Township 15 North, Range 7 East of the I.M., con-

taining 26,05 acres, LESS AND EXCEPT all of the oil,

gas and minerals, AND LESS AND EXCEPT all easements

and rights of way as shown of record, said land

situate in Creek County, Oklahoma;

And such estate in said property is condemned anda title thereto
is vested in the City of Stroud, Cklahoma, a municipal corporation
as of this date, and all of the defendants herein and all other
persons interested in such estates are forever barred from
-asserting any claim thereto.

10.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, BY THE COURT,
that on the date of taking, the owners of the estate condemned
herein in the above described lands waere the persons whose names
appear below in paragraph 1l and the right to just compensation
for the estate therein taken in said property is vested in the
parties so named, in the proporticns set opposite to their
respective names. i

11.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, &£. TH:i COURT,
that the just compensation for taking of the North 82.64 acres
of Tract No. 3, above described, is the sum of $100.00 per =cre,
for a total just compensation of $82¢C 00; and that the total
just compensation for the taking of Tract No. 4, above described
is $3133.15, which said sum is computed on the basis of $100.00
per acre for the lands appropriated and condemned by plaintiff;

the sum of $450.00 for severance damage; and the sum of $78.15

representing the amount of rental that. defendant owners would be

entitled tc collect under the unexpired portion of an agricultural

lease arrangement with one Joe McGill; and it is the further

e



order of this Court that said lease arrangement be, and hereby is
terminated; and that the defendant owners of the property herein
taken are entitled to receive the proportiocns of the award

of just compensation set opposite to their respective names,
to-wit:

NORTH 82.64 ACRES OF TRACT NO. 3:

Woodrow Wilson Wattie $8264.00

TRACT NO. 4:

NAME AMOUNT
Frank Jones 51044.38
Martha Jones Jaccbs 1044.38
Homer Jones 1044.39
Total $3133.15

1z.

TT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, BY THE COURT,
THAT plaintiff pay the respective sums of $8264.00, and $3133.15,
the just compensation awarded herein, to the Clerk of the
United States District Court for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, upon entry of this judgment anc that said Clerk is
hereby directed, upon receipt of said sum, to pay by separate
checks the respective shares to the defendant owners, which
checks are to be made payable to the Area Director, Bureau
of Indian Affairs, Muskogee Area, and designate for the account
of which defendant owner each paymeht is made, and said checks
are to be forwarded forthwith to the said Area Director. The
said Area Director is hereby directed to pay to each of the
defendants their respective shares ¢f such just compensation
within 10 days after receipt of the same, in the absence of cause

showing why such payments should not be made.

LUTHER BOHANNON
Unitea otates District Judge

Q¥ AS TO FORM:

or Plaintiff

OK AS TO YORM:

Huéert A. Mar;ow, Assistant United States

District Attorney for Northern District '
of Oklahoma, Counsel for Defendants Woodrow Wilson Wattie, Area

Director, Bureau of Indian Affiars, Muskogee Area Office; liomer
Jones, Frank Jones and Martha Jones Jacobs, and the United

Ckatmne nf BAmerica.
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Plaineifs,

WORCHERN DISIRICT OF OKLARMOMA

PEELFS DODCE COPFRER

IN THE UMITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

ALPEA CONSTRUCTION COMPANY
& corporetion,

FILED

STV iy i S, H S S S P T PN

NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk, U. S District Court

JuL 111867

£ the Stats of

and finds that plaintiff's wetion

thumuumnwuem.

Suxthes
vil
al
the opiniom,

uu
mmwm“_“m

umm. Oklahous should be, and the sewe 1is

IT I8 50 ORDERED
DATED this [/ aay ot Jaiy, 1967.
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

BELLE T. SHIPLETT, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
va. ) N0, 67 -C-56
)
GENERAL TELEPHONE COMPANY )
OF THE SOUTEWEST, a ) F I L E D
Corporation, )
) .
Defendant.} JUL 111967
NOBLE C. HOOD
OXDER OF DISMISSAL Clerk, U. 8,.District Gouri

The above matter coming on to be heard this //  day of

1967, upoa the written application of the parties for a disemissal of

said action with prejudice, the@burt havicg exsinined sald application

£inds that said parties have entered into a compromise settlement

covering all claims fuovolved in the actior. and have requested the

Court to dismies gaid action with prejudice to any future action, and

the Court being fully adyiged in the prewmimes, finds that said actiom

should be dismissed pureuant to said application.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED ANI' DECREED by the Court that

the action of plaintiff filed herkfn against the defendants be and

the same ig hereby dismissed with prejudice to any future actiom.

_
(s) /da%éu/

JUDCGE, DYSTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED
STATES, NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

BN s
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IW AKD FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLALOMA

THE NORTHWESTERN MUTUAL LIFZ
IISURANCE COMPANY,
Plaintifs,

No. CIVIL 6483

W. E. RANCH, INC., JAMES B. WREEDIN,
MERSDITH M, WEEDIN, WILLIANM D.
ELLETT and JACKIE ELLETT, ATLAS
CREDIT CORPORATION, a corporatiocn,

and ATLAS SURSIDIARIES COF MISSOURI,
INC., a corpeoration,

THE FIRST NKATIOMAL BANK ALND TRUST
COMPANY OF VINITA, OKLAHCHA, a cor-
pmoration, Additional Defendant on
Cross=Complaint,

VS.

)

)

)

}

)]

)

)

)

)

)

}

}

}
Defendan=s, }
)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)
COMMERCIAL CREDRIT EQUIPMENT CORPO- )
RATION and PROFESSICHAL ENTERPRISLS, }
INC., )
Third Party )

Defendants. )

ORDER APPROVING AND CONFIRIIIG SALE

S GESS ING DERFICTIRNCY

AXD AS

Oon the 22nd Jdav of day, 1967, this matier came on
to he heard uper the motvion of The Worthwestern Mutual Life
insurance Comparny, plainciff, to ccenfirm the sale of real
estate made ky the United States Marshal under crder of sale
issued herein on the 10th day of rarch, 1967, ond for approval
of costs, ana for assessment of deficiency Jedguont; and the
plaintiif Leing present by and through counsel, /. L. Morehead,
of ifilsten, iMilsten and rwrehead:; and the deic ; X
Ranch, Inc., Jdames B. Weedin ana deredith M, vos !
present by thelir counsel, Llvirn L. Floyd, of Tl...
and the defendant, Atlas Crodit Corporation, Leio,
by their counsel, Iicks JZpton, of lorsley, unnton & C
the additional defendant on crcus-complaint, The Fi
Lank and wrust Company of Vinila, Oklahoma, izeing oras
its counpel, George P. Pitcher, oi Pitcher, Logan

Aokt

IR .

f.nd the Court having heoard statemenlt of counscl
and csanined the sale and return therecof by the Unitoed Slates
Marsnal, and peing fully advised on the prewises, o
concideration thereof, and at the roducst oiff the derond
d. . Ranch, Inc., James B. Veedin and rmovredith Bl




the matter of confirmation of said sale wasg deferred for thirty
(30) davs to permit any party intercsted in purchasing the
property sold in foreclosure Lo make a bid therefor substantially
larger than the amecunt at which sa:.d property was sold under

the foreclosure sale, and that the order of confirmation,
assessing costs and the deficiency be withheld from record

for said thirty (30) days.

And now on this 23rd day of June, 1967, it being
brought to the Court's attention that no offers in excess
of the amount bid on the foreclosure sale have been filed
in this cause or presented to this Court within the thirty
(30} days allowed therefor on the 22nd day of May, 1967, and
that the sale by the United States Marshal should therefore
be confirmed, the costs approved, and the deficiency assessed:

Thiz COURT DOTH FIinL, ORDER, ADSUDGE AKND DECRsSL that
the sale and the proceedings by the United Sitates Marshal under
order of sale issued in thiz cause on the 10th day of March,
1967, was in all respects in conformity to law and said order,
and upon due and legal notlce given by publication as provided
by law and said order, and the sale of said property to The
Forthwestern Mutual Life Insurance Company for the sum of
$100,000.00 by application and credit cf the judgment of caid
plaintiff herein and payment of costs cf said sale and the amount

of the sale price attributaple and allccated to The First lational

Bank and Trust Comnpany of Vinita, additional defendant on cross-
complaint, in the amount of $2,500.00 in accordance with judg-
ment in this cause dated the 25th day cf February, 1967, be and
the same are hereby aprproved and confirmed;

THE COURT LOVE PURCEER FIND, ORDER, ADJUDGE ARD DeCRIL
that Doyle Foreman, United States arshal for the heorthern
District of Oklahoma, make, executs and deliver to said purcnaser
at said sale, The lerthwestern Mutiaal Life Insurance Company.,

a good and sufficient deed for said premises so sold, said
property being described as follows:

The S/2 SE/4, Section 1l1; L/2 Sik/4; SW/4 3v/4; SW/4 NB/4;
SE/4 /4 /4 SW/4; Section L2; W/2 WI/4;
sn/4 sW/4; W/2 WE/4 sw/4dr SW/4 §W/4; Section 13; /2
SW/4 WE/4; SE/4 HE/4: Townsnio 25 North, Range 21 Last
of Indian Meridian, and contalning 760 acres more or
less, according to the United States Government Survey
thereof,

Subject to highways and easemznts of record, if any;
and

e

The Iorth half of the Northwest Quarter of che Noriheast
Cuarter of Section 24, Township 25 North, Kange 21 Hast
of the Indian Base and Meridian, containing 20 acres,
more or lessg, situated in Craiqg County, Jklahoma.

THE COURT DOWII FURTHUER FIND, OHDIR, ADJUDGE MND RECREZ

that costs of commercial advertisewent of said sale in the total
amount of $404.46 be and the same are hereby approved as part

. e b e s A B i e A e




of the cost of said sale, in addition toc the legal publication
thereof and other costs of the Unitad States Marshal in connec-—
tion therewith; and

THE COURT DOTH FURTHER FIND, ORDER, ADSUDGE AND DECREE
that the said plaintiff, The Worthwestern Mutual Life Insurance
Company, have and recover from the deferdants, W. E. Ranch, Inc.,
James B. Weedin and Meredith M. Weedin, deficiency judgment in
the sum of $2,810,77 with interest from the date of sale,

April 19, 1967, said deficiency being the difference between
the amount of the judgment of plaintiff herein on its note

and mortgage, with interest to the date of said séle, less

the amount of its bid through the application of its judgment
and after payment of Marshal's cost of sale and other advertis-
ing herein allowed totaling $2,075.41, and the $2,500.00 appli-
cable to The First National Bank of Vinita; and that the defen-
dant, 2tlas Credit Corporatiocn, having recovered nothing from
the proceeds of said foreclesure sale, the entire amount of

its judgment herein is assessed as a defiiciency: and The First
Wational Bank and Trust Company of Vinita, Cklahoma, additional
defendant on cross-complaint, does havé and recover the entire
amount of its judgment, less $2,500.00 applicable to it on the
foreclosure sale as deficiency judgment; and

THE COURT DOTH FURTHER FIND, ORDER, ZDJUDGE AND DECREE
that upon payment to the clerk of the $2,500.00 by plaintiff
as its portion of its purchase price in the foreclosure sale
attributable to the property mortgaged ito The First Naticnal
Bank and Trust Company of Vinita, that said sum be paid to The
First National Bank and Trust Company of Vinita on its judgment

herein.
7
e
éigzzzaﬁl/ﬁ¢4£i£4£LL¢L4L¢L,
Judge
{SEAL) -

i # . 1. Morehead, rttorney for Plain-
C: Y
y tiff, The FKorthwestern Mutual Life

Insurance Combpany, ]
(ZZ/LWL %/ ,%‘/

Alvin L. Floyd, P(Lorney fOL de;»nn
dants, W. uo. kRarch, Inc &/ James B,

Weedip and tieredith M. Weedin
}‘F—' = i
Al i

liicks ApLon, I LOlnCY for Defendant,
Arras Credit C

) ‘ i
R e A 4 ’tazcxz’/

George P./Pitcher, Actorney for addi-

cional delondant on cross-complaint,

The First iL.ational Bank and Trust
Company oi Vinita, Clklahoma




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, J. L. Morehead, attorney for plaintiff, certify that I mailed
a true and correct copy of the Order Approving and Confirming Sale
and Assessing Deficiency to the following attorneys of record at the

address shown on this 12th day of July, 1967.

John J. McLean, Assistant County Attorney, Box 74, Vinita, Oklahoma
Floyd & Kerr, Phthian Building, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
Hicks Epton, Box 131, Wewcka, Oklahoma 74884

Pitcher, Logan & l.owery, Vinita Professional Building, Box 269,
Vinita, Oklahoma, 74301

William M. Siegenthaler, Drawer Z, Artesia, New Mexico, 88210

Roberts & Fleischaker, 714 First Nationzl Bank Building, Joplin,
Missouri, 64103

Fred M. Mock, 203 Midstates Building, ' uls%, Oklahoma 74103
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of Americs,
Plaintiff, CIVIL N0, 6548
V8.

ORDER CONFIRMING MARSHAL'S SALE

)
)
)
Corbett L. Butler, Jr., )
ﬁiﬁi’tﬁ'ﬁiﬁnﬁém, ; FIL ED
and Brooke Mae Morton, ) )
Defendants. ; JUL 1?2 11967

Now, on this /3 day of ‘Eaﬂg , 1667, there coming REBLE C- HOOSB
hearing the motion of the plaintiff in §o confim the sale or selrk U- S District
property made by the United Stetes Marshal for the Northern District of
Oklahoma on May 25, 1967, under an order of sale, &ated April 10, 1967,
issued in this cause out of the office of the Cowrt Clerk for the U. S.
District Court for the Northern District of Jklahoms, of the following-
described property, to-wit:

Lot Ten (10), Block Thirty-four (34%) Valley View Acres

Second Addition to the City of Tulesa, Tulsa County,

Oklahoma, according to the recordel plat thereof,
end the Court, having carefully examined the proceedings of the Mershal under
the order of sale and no one appearing in objection thereto and no exceptilons
heving been filed, finds that due and legal actice of the sale was given by
publication once a week for at least four (4) weeks prior to the date of sale
in the 'I‘ula. Daily legal News, e newspaper piblished and of generel clrculation
in the County of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, a3 shown by the proof of publica-
tion on file hereln, and that én the day fixad therein, May 25, 1967, the
above~-described property was sold to the Administrator of Veterans Affairs,
he being the highest and best bidder therefor.

The Court further finds that the sale wes made, in all respects, in
conformity with the law in such case made anl provided, and that the sale wes
legal in all respects. |

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORIERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED by the Court that
this Marshal's sale and all proceedings under the order of sale issued herein

be and the same are hereby approved and confirmed.




—p.

IT IS FURTHER ORNMERED that Deyle 'J. Foreman, as United States
Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma, make and execute to the
purchaser, the Administrator of Veterans Affairs, a good and sufficient

deed for such premises.

/8/ Tather Bohanon

7 ot

TEL STATES DISTRICY JUDGE




UNITED STATES DIETRICT COUBT POR THE
NORTHEEN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America,
: Libslant,

ve. Civil Actlion No. 67«C-77

An artiole of drug conpisting of

28 2-cunce boxes sud 23 hocunee

boxes, more or less, srticles

labeled in part (bex) "--Frencc's

Papain Powdered Abscluteidy

Frensc labs. -~ is vary effective

in digesting preoteins -- preseribed

Az some sases of gastric distrees,

and gleo indicated in general dys-

peptio alluemts, when due to Lyper-

acidity -- for those who have 4iffi-

culty with milk, papein will clet,

thus alding digestion -- Frenco Lsberstorien

Nogales, Arigous -- net conteuts 2 ounces

avd . "=~ {Coded *2823%),

FILED

JUL 14 1967

An article of drug comsteting of § coges,
aore or less, saoh coutaining 24 jars,
article labeled in part (Jar) *Frenco’s
PFayacado Cresx, 4 ounces, Fremoco labs.
1545 -~ made fros avijoato and voge-
table olls inm whioh is blended the
ailky Julos of the papays melon -- in s
cleanser and digests dead skin and
freckles -~ manufactured snd pecked by
Frenou Laborstories, Nogales, Arizena
=" (Coded "2834" gnd =2038%), .
Esspondaent.

oD

NOBLE C. HO

Clerk, U g, District Court
1]

T g st Vot Vgl Tt gl gl Nppt sl gpl Vo il gt ‘gt Vol Npgl Vasl Vsl Ul Vgl Vi Sl Ul P g gl Sl Vapt Vst Nt Vgt Smut

ORDER OF REMOV

This Libel aotion is defore the Court on Clalwsnt's Motion for
Removal under 21 U.S.C, 33% to the Tuomon Diviaion of the U. 5. Dis~
trict Court of Ariszona whish is allegedly a District of reasonadle
proxiaity to the cluunt"lipunoxpul place of business. The Claim-
ant, Cheater D. Freneh, d/b;n Prencoe laboretories, further alleges
hies principal place of businesas is in Nogales, Arizons, spd 1t would
work & hardship oo hin to conduct a defense of this smotion in the
Northern District of Ckiahosa.

The libelsnt aduits the statutory right of olsiment to request

removal, but avers the sase should be transferred to the Distriot of




2

Kew Mexios ruther than Arizons, becasuse the State of Arigons con-
stitutes oue Judicisl district and the transfer requested by the
claimant would be to the distriot o cluimmnt’s principal place of
business in violation of the statute.

The Libel of Information was filed herein on May 12, 1967,
agalust certain allegedly misbranded druge in interstete cosmerce
a0d in possession of Akin Distributors, Inc., Tulsa, Oklshoma, The
Preyer 18 for seiture and condemmation pursusnt te 21 U.5,C. 3%,
Ap Order for Monition wes entered anc sxecuted on May 19, 1967, when
the U. 8. sarshal seized boxes snd jare im the possession of Akln
Distributors, Inc. labeled "Frenco's Papein Powdersd Absolute by
Frenco Labe." and "Frenoco's Paysoado Creas.®

The atatute in question provides for romeval in the fellowing
pertinent launguage (21 U.2.C. 33%{a)(1l}), "in sny cmse where thc nume
ber of 1libel for sondewmatlon procendings ls limited as sbove provid-
od the proceeding pending or instituted shall, om appliostion of the
clminant, semsonably made, be removed for trisl to sny district sgresd
upon by stipulation betweasn the partles, or, in case of failure to 8o
stipulate within a remsopable time, the olaiment may apply to the
court of the district in whioh the seizure has besn mede, snd such
court (after giving the United States utorney for such distriet
reasonsble notice and opportunity to be heard) shall by order, uniess
good oauae to the contrary is ghown, apecify a district of ressonable
proximity to the olaimant's principal place of business, to whioh the
caso shall be removed for trisl." Xo atipulation for removal has
besn filed herein.

The foregoing is & speciel venue aection and the aajority of

Courts have cousidered the phrese, *. . . & district of rsasonatle



proxinity to the claimant's prinaipal plece of business . . .,” to
exoiude the distriot in whioh the olmiment's principsl plsce of busi-

ness is located. United Stetes v. 91 Peckages, eto. 93 F. Supp. 763

{D. New Jersey, 1950); United Stetes v. 600 Units C ] "Nue-
Svo,"” 60 F. Supp. L& (W. D. Mo., 1945); United States v. 26 Dozen
Bottles, Eto. of Whestamin Brand Cevigayds, 60 F. Supp. 626 {W. D.
Mich. 1945},

Under 28 U.S.C. 82 Arizous constitutes one Judioisl dietriot
although divisions have besn crested by rule of court. As Nogmies,
Arizona, is within the Tucson division, the GCourt is precluded by
all known statutery and osse suthority from remeving this aotion teo
the Tucson division (as requested by the olailment) wherein the clalm~
ant's principal place of business is logated.

The Distriot which the Court ghall speocify uwier the statuie
rests within judicial discretion whioh in thie case is exm‘é}led in
favor of the Distriot of New Nexico, &s requosted by the u&um.

Tnerafere, under the sutherity of 21 U.5.C. IM(a)(l), it is
ordered thmt the Clerk of the Court take the necessary steps to
effect resoval of this case to the District of New idexice for fur-
ther protesdings.

Intered this _4{ day of July, 1967.

774

Fred Daugherty ;Z:
Uniited Steates District (]
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTHIOT CCURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT
OF OKLAROMA

OWENS CORNING PIRERGLAS CORPORATION
& corpeoration,

Plaintils,
Vs CIVIL ACTION NO,
ST=C~64
10ONEY SHEET KRTEL CORSTRUCTION
COMPANY INCORPORATED,
a eorporation, :F TRy E
. j;_ ?‘{_; ."i..ﬂ ‘;M‘
Defendait,
165
SRR

WUBLE & HOOD

At Tulss, within the Northern Dimtrict of saRiik! ‘6w thim

[Z! day of &ké , 1967, shis cause comes on for triml
belore the : upon plaintiff's motion fer default Judgmant,

both parties appearing by edunsel, and the Court, having heard
the evidence of the plaintiff, and the defendant offering no eviw
dence, and heving heard statement of counsel and belng well and

fully advised in the proemises, finds the Lssues in favor of the

plaintiff and against the defendant.

And the Court further finds that the plaintiff should re-
ocovar Judgment against the defemtiant for the sum of Ten Thousand
21x Hundred Ninety Seven Dollars, 3ix Cents ($30,097.06) with
interest thereen at the rete of Len per sent per amnum (308¢
from Auguat 19, 1960, wntil paid and an sttorney fee of One Thou~
sand Winety Pour Dollars ($1,098.00). It is Therefore,

ORDERRD, ADJUDGED AND DECREND that plaintiff regover of the
defendant the sum of $10,697.05 with fnterest thereon at the rate
of 10% per annum from the 15th duy of August, 1966, until paid,
And an attermey fee of $1,094,00, And It Is Purther,

ORDERED that the note herein sued upom bLe merged and oan~
celled in Judgment,

Liiee L. Darrow
DISPRICT JUDGE

R i A



IN ‘THE UNITED STATES DISTHICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERK
DISTRICT (¥ GKLAHOMA

United Stetes of America, )
Plaintifs,

vE. ) Clvil Ko. _67-C~96

Fred G. Lawson, Jr. aod
Doris N. Lavson, husband and
vife,

FILED
JUL 18 1967

NOBLE C. HOOD
m_ Clerk, 17, s, District Court

Defendants.

HOW on this (;% any of July, 19€7, the sbove entitled matter
ectiing on for hearing, tha (nited States of Americs, plaintiff, sppesaring
by Jemes E. Ritchie, hssistant United Statas Attorney for the Northern
District of Oklshoma, and the defendants, Fred G. Lewson, Jr. and
Poris X. Lswson, appearing not; amd,

nwumgmtmaummmmm-mmum
for foreclosure of & real property mortgage securing seid mortgags note and
that the property covered by the real property morigage is loceted in Mspen
Gounty, Oklabhame, and wvithin the Northera Jullcial Dietrict of Qklahome; and

It further sppearing that the Aefendants wvere parsomally served
with swmons more than 20 days prior hersto, ns shown by the United Statas
Murshel's return apd it further appearing that the said defendants have falled
%o sppesr or plesd herein, and their default liss besn entered, they are hareby
adjuiged 4o be in dmfault.

The Court finds that the materisl silegations of plaintiff's com-
plaint are true and thet there is dus to the plaintiff from the defandants,
Fred G. Lawson, Jr. and Doris N. Lewson, the sum of $9,921.91 as unpaid
prineipal on the mortgage note, vith interest therson at the rate of sl
per annue from Seplember 1, 1966, until peid.

It further sppearing that the pisintiff, by virtue of its real
property mortgsge given as security for the payment of the mowtgage note,
has = firet and prior lien upon the following described propertyt

[P e L o T AR 2 [T —— .

¢t AR e



mtpmortuniaftmwkormm}or
Section 32, Township 22 North, Rmnge 1p Beat
of the Indisp Base snd Meridisn, more particu-
larly described as follows, to-wite
Boginn at & poiot on the East boundary of said
B of of &, STO foet North of the Southeast
corner thersofj themos fouth 0° 03' Eest along eaid
East line, & dirtance of 12k feut; thence West parallel
with the Bouth Line of said ¥ of 9v} of &, & distance
of 612.2 feat, mors or less, %o & point in the 3y
_ of U. 8. Bvy. No. $9; themoe North 15
East along reid Essterly right-of-vey, & distanee of
129.16 feet; thence Enat parellol with said Bouth boundary
of said B of BWk of ¥ s dlstance of 576.01 feet to tue
polnt of begianing.
nmmm,mmlmmtmmm
have judgnent egainst the defendsnts, Fred G. lewson, Jr. snd Doris N. lsweon,
for the sum of $9,921.91, with intersst theveon &t the rate of 544 per annm
from September 1, 1966, until peid, together vith cost of this action scorued
and aceruing.
nxsmm,mmmmmtmmlmef
the defendstity, Fred G. lawson, Jr. and Doris W. Lawson, %o sefsfy the
Judgment of the plaintiff herein, an Ordar of Sale shall issue %o the United
mu-mmmmlmm-mawmmmmw
sdvertise sund sell, with appratisament, the above-dascribed real property
and apply the proeseds thereof in sutisfaction of PIRintiff’s jJuldgment.
Phe Tesidua, 1T any, tc be deposited with the Clerk of she Court to swalt
furtber order of the Court.
nxsmm,mmwmwmmmm
the sale of said property under and by 4rirtue of this judgment the dafendants,
#red G. Lawson, Jr. end Doris ¥. lawson, andl each of them, and a)l perscus
slaiming by, through or under suid defendents since the filing of the

couplaint herein, be snd they wre forever barred mud foreglosed from every

right, title or interest in or to the heretofore described real property.

B s el o, AR 515



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COJRT FOR THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF OKIAHOMA,

SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY,
a corporation,

Plainti.ff,

v/

vs No. 6503 Civil

GRAND RIVER DAM AUTHORITY, a Govern-
mental corporation,

Defendant,

FILED

JUL 19 15967

KANSAS, OKLAHOMA & GULF RAILWAY
COMPANY, a corporation,

Nt Nt S St N N N St N Nt N S g N o Nt

Third Party Defendant. NOBLE C. HOOD

Clerk, U. S. District Court
JUDGMENT

Pursuant to the Findings of Faci and Conclusions
of law made and entered herein by the undersigned Judge,
it is the

ORDER, JUDGMENT AND DECREE CF THIS COURT, that

the plaintiff have and recover nothing by reason of said
action as against the defendant, Grand River Dam Authority
rand third party defendant, Kansas, Oklahoma & Guif Railway
Company, a corporation, and judgment is rendered herein in
favor of both of said named defendants and dismissing the
complaint of the plaintiff with prejudice to bringing of

a new or other action.

DATED this /% 2% day of .« _ , 1967.

e ‘ y
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

e A L A 1=



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

JACK J, (RAY,
Complainant, CIVIL M0, 6433

VB .

ROMARD F. JOEMBON, Individuslly
and ap Superintenient of Qeage
Indian Agency, Pavhuske, Gklshoma;
VIRGIL N, BARRINOION, Individually
and a8 Area Director of Bureau of

Indien Affairs, Muskogee, Oklahowa; and FILED
STOGART UDALL a3 Bacretary of Interior,

Defenduntn, JUL 20 1967
CKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE COMPANY, NOBLE C. HOOD

an Qklahoma Corporation, Clerk "7 8, Dist-ict Court

Intervenor.
JUDGCHENT

HOW on this 1Tsh day of July, 1967, this matter comes on for dscision
before the Honoreble Aller E. Barrow, Judge of the United States District Court
for the Northern Detrict of Oklahoma., The Pleintiff, Jeck J. Gray, 1s present
in person and {s represenmted by his attorney, Robert P. Kelly. The defendants
named ir the Amended Cowplaint filed harely appear by Hubert A, Marlow, Assistant
United Btates Attorney. The intervenor, Ollahome Land and Cattle Company, appeers
by ite attornays, Jack N. Hays and Jesse J. Woxrten.

The Court has reed and carefully studtied the entire administretive
recosd on the appeal to the Secretary of t:.he Intertior involved in this action.

| The Court hus read and considered all of the briefs filed herein by each of the
parties, and is fully advised in the premiues.

Yor the reasons et forth in ite remerks dictsted intc the record at
the time of rendering this decision, the Court now holds that the Pilaintiff's
Motlon for Sumemyy Judgnent is overruled, iiis prayer for reformstion of the lease
from the Indian owmar to him ie denied and the decision of the Becretaxry of the
Isterior snd of the Ares Director, holding the Jack Gray leese (No. ha347) null
apd vold, is affirmed.

Slgned W'M day of July, 1967.




IN 782 UNITHD SPASES DISYRIOT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DINTRICT OF (KLAHOMA
PERECOA ANN SEANIOBS,
Agministratrix-with-will

Annexed of the Betate of
DPosa Benton Prigee, Gecensed,

Fiafntifr QMEWIHD.&EEII:ED

A\

JUL 251967
URITSD PTRTRE CF MEERICA,
: NOBLE C. HOOD
Defendant Ciark, U, 8. District Couri

GREER (F DISETAGAL
Pursusnt to the Btipulstion of Dimslszsal -niertd hereln, it
ie hexeby
ORDERED, ADFUDGRD ARD DECAERD that thie action be and the
same Lo hereby dismissed with prejudice, each party to besx its

own cosbe.




IN THE UNITED STAVIES DISTRICT COURT
POR THE NORTHIRN DISTRICT OF OKLATIOMA

HOGAN of 21, ;
i
ZLET l!
| Civil Aiction
v, : No. 6475
! il ED
BAXTER, et al, ;
.. SRl
NATTA, et al, ) oL G0 HEeOD
Gl T, Dstrier Ceurt

ORDER OF THE COURT CONCERNINC RNOCUMENTS
FOR WHICH ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGE
AND WORK PRODUCT CLAIMS WIRE ADVANCED
BY PIHILLIPS PETROLEUM COMIPANY,
ASSIGNEE OF IMOGAN, ET AL,

Upon consideretion of the ¢ 1aims of right to withhold from

producticn

on grounds of attorney-ciient privilegz and work product made by Phillips

Petroleum Company and = asszignors John IPaul Hogan and Robert I..

Banks with respect te 68 specific docuiments numbered 1 through 52 and

52-A through 67, respectively, which sald documents have been examined

by the Court in camera, and pursuant to the supplemental memeoerandum

opinion filed herein on June 26, 1967;

IT IS BY THE COURT ORDIEIRED:

(1} That the claim of right to w.thhold on the ground of attorney-client

rrivilege se made wilth respect 1o documents numbered 1, 3

8, inclusive, 11 and 13 be and the same are hereby denied,

through

and the

said documents are found subject to production at the “urther order

of the Court,

e AN s b e ko e et bbb e
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{2} That the claim of right wo withhold on the ground of attorney-

f010 2and 12 be and the same is herely sustained, and the said

Jdocuments arc directed Lo be reurned to Phillips Petroleum Company,

(3} That the claim of right to withhold on the gsround of work product l
so made with respect to documenis numbered 14 through 67, inclusive,
be and the same 1s hereby denicd, and the said documents are found
subject to production at the Turtter order of the Court.

Dated this /& day of . ¢4 , 1967,
i Y
o M

I

- 7
\’\Z'_,c L f)z‘-"_,—e_x__‘ A_;_-A £

United States District-fudge. A

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

e

&7 Coiinsel $#6r Natia, et al.

Of Counsel for John Paul Hogan
and Rohert L, Banks.




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

EARL RIPPETOE, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
vs. ) No. 6546 CiVil
, ) -
STATE FARM MUTUAL ) F I L E D
AUTOMOBILE INSURANCE )
CO Y :
OMPANY , ) JUL 251967
Defenclant. )

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

ORDER GRANTING SUMMARY JUDGMENT

The parties have entered into certain stipulations of record.
The defendant has moved for summary judgment on the basis that there
is no genuine issue as to any material fact and that the movant is
entitled to judgment as a matter of law to the effect that its publi
iiability insurance policy involved herein does not afford coverage
as claimed by the plaintiff.

It is undisputed from the stipulations of record that the
defendant igsued to the plaintiff the automobile policy of insurance
which was in force and effect on August 9, 1965; that the plaintiff
was engaged in the trash-hauling businesé; that he used a truck
(the owned or named vehicle i the above insurance policy) in the
performance of this business and employed one Jessie Robert Warren
ms a driver; that on August 9, 1965, Jessie Robert Warren sustained
an accident and resulting personal injuries while driving the said
“linsured truck in the course of his employment for the plaintiff;
that the said Jessie Robert Warren wes not a domestic employee of

the plaintiff; that he was not covered by and has received no bene-

fits under the Oklahoma Workmen's Compensation law; that the plain-
tiff was not engaged in the automobile business and the said vehicle

was not being used in the automobile business and as a result of




of this accident the said Jessie Robert Warren sued the plaintiff
in State court and recovered judgment against him in the amount of
$§22,400.00 for his personal injuries.

In the case at bar, the plaintiff asserts that the said
automobile policy issued to him as the named insured by the defendan
covered the above-mentioned accident and resulting judgment against
him in favor of Jessie Rober:t Warren and that plaintiff should have
judgment herein against the defendant for the said sum of $22,400.00
representing said judgment against him, with interest, and the
Jfurther sum of $5,000.00 as and for legal expenses incurred by the
plaintiff in defending the action against him by the said Jessie
Robert Warren when the defendant failed and refused to defend said
action.

The defendant by answer claims that its policy of insurance
issued to the plaintiff did not cover the accident of Jessie Robert
Warren and by its Motion for Summary Judgnent the defendant claims
that this is so as a matter of law since there is no genuine issue
as to any material fact in view oI the pravisions of the insurance

policy involved and the stipulations of record.

The policy of insurance involved herein obligates the defen-
dant to pay on behalf of the plaintiff all sums which the insured
shall become legally obligated to pay as camages because of bodily
injuries sustained by other persons and property damage caused by
accident arising out of the ownership or use of the owned automobile

egnd to defend any suit against the plaintiff alleging such bodily

injury or property damage and seeking damages which are payable
thereunder.
The policy contains scveral exclusions. Exclusionary clause

(h) provides:

e et Ao o 1 - ¢ s e S —- [



"This insurance does not apply under:

(h) coverage A, (bodily injury) to bodily injury
to any employee of the insured arising out of and in
the course of (i) domestic employment by the insured,
if benefits therefor are in whole or in part either -
payable or required to be provided under any workmen's
compensation law, or {ii) other employment by the
insured; or (2) teo any obligation for which the insured
or his insurer may be held licble under any workmen's
compensation, unemployment compensation or disability
benefits law, or under any similar law;"
Under the stipulations herein and exclusionary clause (h),
a bodily injury to Jessie Robert Warren as 2 non-domestic employee
of the plaintiff (the insured) arising our of and in the course of
employment by the plaintiff is not ccvered by the policy involved
herein.
The Court finds that the said exclusionary clause (h) is
not ambiguous. It clearly excludes coverage to (1) an employee who
is injured in the course of domesrtic employment where benefits are |
pavable to him under workmen's compensation, (2} any non-domestic

employee, and (3) any obligation for which the insured or his

employer may be held liable under any workmen's compensation law or

similar law. The co-ordinating conjuaction "or', indicating an
alternative, is clearly used in such manner as to divide the
exclusion in (h) into the above three categories.

The conclusion of non-coverage in this case pursuant to
exclusion (h) thus conforms to the clear and unambiguous language of
the policy and is supported by the following cases: Tri-State

Casualty Insurance Co. v. Loper, (Tenth Circuit-1953), 204 F.2d 557;

Auto Racing, Inc. v. Continental Casualty Co., (Tenth Circuit-1962)

304 F.2d 697; Erie R.R. Co. v. American Automobile Insurance Co.,

(New Jersey-1955) 114 Atl.2d 73, cornsylvania Threshermen & Farmers

Mutual Cas. Ins. Co. v. Harrill, et al., (4.D. N.C.-1952) 106 F.Supp
|




332; Hagerty v. Myers, (Mass.-1955) 131 N,E.2d 176; Southern Farm

Bureau Casualty Ins. Co. v. Bohls, (Texas-1957) 304 S.W.2d 534;

Walker v. Countryside Casualty Co., (Arkansas-1965) 396 S.W.2d 824;

50 A.L.R.2d 78.
Fxclusionary clause (i) provides:
"This insurance does not apply under: . . .

(i} coverage A, (bodily injury) to bodily injury
to the insured or any member of the family of the insured
residing in the same household as the insured;"

The policy defines the term '"insured" under coverage A

to include:

"(4) any other person wh:i.le using the owned automobile,
provided the operation and the actual use of such automobile
are with the permission of the named insured or such spouse
and are within the scope of such permission, . . ."

Under the stipulations herein and exclusionary clause (i},

a bodily injury to Jessie Robert Warren as a person using the owned

<

automobile with the permission of the plaintiff (named insured)

and within the scope of such permission, is clearly not covered by
the policy involved herein. The language of exclusionary clause
(i) admits of no other conclusior.

The plaintiff urges covercge by virtue of an exception to
another exclusionary clause which provides:

"This insurance does not apply under:

(e) coverage A (bodily injury) and B, except as o
the named insured, to the own2d automobile while used in
an automobile business, excep: that coverage A and B
shall apply as excess insurance over any other collectible
insurance, to a resident of the same househeld as the
named insured, te a partnership in which such resident
or the named insured is a partmer, or to any partner,

agent or employee of the named insured, such resident
or partnership;"

For this policy pro ‘sion to come into play, it would be

necessary that the owned automebile 2e used in an automobile busines

Rt A MO e i it i i b, ek - P



This is not the case according to the stipulations herein. This
provision, therefore, affords no coverage to the accident and
resulting bodily injuries of the said Jessie Robert Warren. The

following cases support this iegallconclusion: Goforth v. All State

iIns. Co., (W.D. N.C.-1963) 220 F.Supp. 615, affirmed 327 F.2d 637

[

(Fourth Circult-1964); American Fire & Casualty Co. v. Surety

Indemnity Co., (S. Carolina-1963) 143 S.E.2d 371.

policy involved herein is intended to cover the general public and
employees of the insured are excluded from coverage., State Farm

Murual Automobile Ins. Co. v. Braxton, (Fourth Circuit-19438) 167

F.2d 283, State Farm Mutual Automobile Ins. Co. v. Brooks, (Eighth

Circuit-1943) 136 F.2d 807, cert. denied 320 U.S. 768 (1943).

In view of the stipulations of record herein, the pertinent
provisions of the policy as set out sdove and the existing case law (
there is no genuine issue as to any material fact involved in this
case and the defendant is entitled to Summary Judgment to the effect
that the insurance policy involved herein does not.cover the acciden
of Jessie Robert Warren as a matter o law and the action of plainti
should be and the ‘same is hereby dismissed.

Fay g

Dated this ../ % day of T , 1967.

] . E e
" 3 - T i ! Lo

Fred Daugherrcy ;7
United States District Judge

It is well settled that the type of public liability insuranck

o A M . © e rh——————— 1
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IN THE UNIYED SEATES DISTRICY COURY
FOR THE NORTHENN DISTRICT OF ONLAHOMA

W. WILLARD WIRTE, SRCRETAKY OF
LABOR, UNITED STATES DEPARTNENT

)
}
OF LANOR : ;
Plaintifr )
) CIVIL ACTION
v. )
) FIE MO, 6389
HADIA LINOES. CONPANY, INC. )
, FILED
Defendant )
JUL 251967
JURANERT NOELE G. HQOD

Clerk, U. 8. District Court
Plaintiff, hexeinsfter eslled the Necrstaxy, United

States Dapertwent of Labox, hawing filed his complaint, and the
Sefendant having sppesred by coumsel and waived snewsr hexein,
agress to the entry of this jwigment without contast. It is,
thexefore, upon metion of the attorneys fox plaintiff asnd for

CRUSE showmn:

D, ADSUDGED and BRCIEED thut defendsnt, its offivers,
agents, servants, ewployess and slli persess acting or claiming to
sat in its behalf and interest e, snd they hexeby ave, permgnently
enjoined and restrained frem violstimg the provisioms of Sections
15(s) (2) and 15(a) (5) of the Fair Lebox Stumdsrds Act of 1938 (Act
of Jume 25, 1938, 52 stat. 1060, ss amended, 29 U.8.C. 201 et seq.),
hexsinaftex yeferzed to as the Act, ir the fellowing msmners:

{1) Dafendant shall mot, coatrary to Sactisne 7 ané
15(a) (2) of the Act, employ sny of its ewployess engaged in inter-
atate commercs, or in the production of goods for interstate com—
m.uuummmumuauummm
of gosds fer comasros, ss thess tarms are dufined by the Aot, for



» woxk week longer than 40 hours, unless such esployses receive
cospenswtion foxr their employment in excess of 40 hwurs in such
work wesks at a Yate not lsss then ond snd one-half times the
muhi Tate at which thay sxe smployed.

(3)_ Pefsndant shall not fail to make, keep and preserve
recomds of its exployses and of the wveges, hours or othexr conditions
and peactices of enployment meintained by it, as prescribed by the
RMegulstions of the AMdeinistrater issusd, and fyom time to time
swmnded, parsusat to Sectien lli(c) of the Ict, and found in Title
23, Chapter V, Cods of Federal Regulstioms, Part 516.

(3) Based upon » stipulation of the parties that for
the pericd from Movembezr 18, 1964 to Nawch 1, 1967, defendsnt under-
poid the eupligess listed o Bwhibit A, stisched haxete and incorp-
oxated hexewith by reference, contxary te fisctiens 7 and 15(a) (2)
of the ict, in the amounts sst efpoeits thwir names on said exhibit:

Defendant is further enjoined andl restrained from with-
holding fxowm ssid enployess the said unpaid overtime compensstion
in the totsl ameunt of $4300.00, tv which they ares entitled under
the Aet. The prewisions ef this peragraph of this judguent shall
e desowd satisfied when defendant delivers te thwm plaintiff a
onxtified check fox $4300,.00 (less Wﬁ tex deductisns) .
The plaintiff shall distridute the pxoseeds of the check to the
persons nemed on Sxhibit A, attsched harete, o to theixr estalebe:.
if that is necessary, and any meney not o peid within a Teswon-
abla time, hecawse of inahility to locnte the proper pexrsems, oF
oonuee of theix vefusal to sccept it, shall he covered into the
Trassury of the United States a8 miscellsneous xeceipte; snd it i



Fuxthar GIDESED, JDSUDEED pnd DECRERD thet plaintifs
have and Escovexr his costs hexein, imcleding the aftorney's
dodkat fee mm fox by 28 U.8.C. 1923,

%«4 21747 o
5/ g

United States Ristrict Judge

Entry of this jwdgmeent is .
heredy conpanted to

FANGA LOMEER COMNPANE, INC.

wl é;/ G arrect
/;-/ /mﬁt//‘ % g

. /4@%4 z / .
Attnrawy for Plaintife
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Darzsll Curtis
Jamss B. Curtis
Jossph ¥aught, 8r.
Cletis Fislds

k2 Gainarx

¥reddis Gallowey
Fioyd Gann

Ruben Gxiffin

Don €. Herven
Lloyd Jsekeon
William M. JohaeoOn
Otes Jonese

Moberxt lawis
Nexmsn Mathis
Laxzy Mullios
Sdgaz Y. Rodabush
Janet Battzey
Millaxd Dewler
Dannis Flanagan
Ens Gann

Joe P. Hall
Staxiin Rammonds
Raymond A. Narriagton
Juke Kirk

Sandxa K. loonsy
Chastar Nellrey
Alma F. Momtgowery

ANEMT_RNR
$517.91
688,00
23M.36
25.69
T.25
15.06
14.8% o
246.20
21.35
43%.01
M.
46.9%
8.14
353.47
3562.39
131.3%
15%.21
13.18
30.51
24.3
31.42
80.16
63.38
26.20
.74
7.92
67.61

91,22

e o et A e s erarem e L — e



$ 50.49
414.45
5%.80
13.97
22.%
9.47
107.40

10.24

RENIBNIT A




IN THE ONITED STATED DISTRICT COURT FOR LD
NORTHEDN DISTRICT O OKLAHOIA
JESSE J. KEEFER,
Plaintif £,
VS.
JOAN CGARDNER, SECRETARY 0OF

EEALTH, EDUCATION AND WERL-
FARE,

[N P N N

ORDER SUSTAINING MODION OR SUNMARY
JUDSMENT

defendant for summary judgrment, thoe briefs filed t

bh
!
s

3
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w3

I

et Hy £f b2
0N m - e
3
o £t
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o
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z. Tho findings
Education and We
3oCurld L/ CESC, o

"JL(AL’TCC. arc conclusivae.

i 1EH, THERERLEFORE, CGRDEIND tonat the 1 of
ccfcnnant for R oaoEnT LF

cnterec for the defoendant.

SATED THIS /Zé' ey e c2ly, 1967,




IN THE ONITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLARMMA
E. B. CYPERT, )
. )
Plaintiff, )
. ) -
g ) NO. 6 5 7 6 ‘
, FILED
}
)
)

STEPHEN LYNN BAKER, JUL 26 1967

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

NOW on this 20th day of July, 1967, there came on for hearing pursuant
to regulay assignment the Motion for New Trial in cause #6576 of the defen—
dant.

The plaintiffa sppesred by and through their attorneys, Floyd L. Walker
and Allsn H. Stocker, and the defendant appaared by and through his attorney,
Alfred B, Knight. After considaraticn of the Briefs, smubmitted by the parties,
oral argument of the attorneys, and after review of all of the evidence, the
Court specifically approves the verdiet of the jury and specifically finds
that the verdict should be approved in accerdance with the evidence.

THEREFORE, IT IS ADJUDGED AND DECREED, that the Motion for WNew Trial in

E. B. Cypert -ve—- Stephen Lynn Baker, canse #6575 be and hereby is overruled.

é?
@_%L mLAL) e e e
JUDGE, UNTTED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA



IN THE UNITED STATEE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE ~
NORTHERN DISTRICT O OKLAHOMA F I L E D

JuL 2
EUGENE B. CYPERT, JR., by and through ) L 6 1957
E. B. CYPERT, hie Father and Natural }
Guardi-au, ) NOBLE C. HOOD
) Slerk, U. 8. District Court
Plaintiff, )
}
-vg- } NO., &6 5 7 7
)
STEPHEN LYNN BAKER, )
)
Defendant, )
ORDEE

2L -

NOW on this 20th day of July, 1967, there cane on for hearing pursuant
to regular aseignment the Motion for New Trial and cause #6577 of the plain-
tiff.

The plaintiffs appeared by and through theilr attorneys, Floyd L, Walker
and Allan H. Stocker, and the defendant appeared by and through his attorney,
Alfred B. Knight. After consideration of the Brilefs, submitted by the parties,
oral argument of the attorneys, and after review of all of the evidence, the
Court specifically approves the verdict of the jury sand specifically finds
that the werdict should be approved in accerdance with the evidence,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED thet in cause #6577 in the

cause of Eugene B. Cypert, Jr., by and through his father and natural guardian,

FE. B. Cypert -va- Stephen Lynn Baker in #6577 be and same is hereby overfuled.

lflon . Sy

"JUNCE, UNTTED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTRERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
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IN THE UKITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF OKTAHCMA

United Btates of Americs,

Flaintife,
vs. Civil No. _ 6590

" Robert R. Cox and Msry Lee
Cex, lester L. Kelsey, Jr. and
Grace Elizabeth Kelsey, Arthur
les Jobnscn abd Billie Mue
Johnaon,

FILED

JUL 261967

Defendmntis.

e et

NOBLE C, HOOL
Clerk, U. S. District Court
ORDER CONFIRMING MARSHAL'S SALE

NOW, on this 225 dsy of July 1967, there cumes on for
consideration the Motion To Confirm fale madi by the United States
Marshel for the Worthern District of Oklshoma on July T, 1967, under an
Order of Sale dated April 28, 1967, of the rollowing described property,
to-wit:
Lot 1k, Blook 8, Suburben Acres, 2nd Additiem
to the City of Tulss, Tulsa County, OKlahoms,
sccording to the recorded plat therecr,
and the Court having examined the procesiings of the United Etetes Marshal
wnder the sald Cxder of Bule, there being no axceptiocné thereto and no
one appearing in opposition thersto, fimle shat due and legal notice of
the sale vas given once & wsek for four (4} consecutive wweks prior to
the date of seid eale in the Tulsa Ieily legml Kews, & newspiper of general
eiroulation in Tulsa County, Stave of Cklahoms, and that on the dsy fixed
therein the aforesaid property vas sold to the Adainistrator of Velerans
Affairs, he being the highewi and best bidder therefor.
#ha Court fipds that the sale was in all respects in conformity
with the law apd judgeent of this Court snd wee legal in all reaspects.
mmmmmwm,immmmmmmtmmm
States Marshel's Sale made pursusnt to the Crder of Sale heretofore 1asned
herein, be, and the same is approved and conf:lrmed.
1T I8 FURTHER ORDERED thal Doyle W. Foreman, Untiilf‘States Marshal
for the Northern District of Oklahomm, execute and deliver to the puwrcbaser,

the Administrator of Veierans ACfeirs, ay_ _aud sufficient Deed for the

above-deseribed real property. ’ g éii
‘._deeli-./ .

Assistent United States Attorney

0 et il bl - -
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CCOURT FOR THE
NORTHERAN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

THOMAS E. ROBERTSON,

|
| Plaintiff,

i vs. ’

# ROY L. MORGAN PRODUCTION COMEANY,

‘an Oklahoma corporation, ROY ©.

‘ MORGAN, an individual, INTERNATTONAL

I CARBON, INC., an Cklahoma corporetlion,
- and CARBON MANAGEMENT, INC., an Chla-
ﬁhoma corperation,

No. 6602 Civil

FILED

Defendants and Third-Parcy
! Plaintiffs,

S e e NN N N N N S e Sl S S e St

| vs.

| JUL 261367
GENERAL COLLOIDAL CARBON, Ix0., ’
a covporation, } NOBLE C. HOOD

] : ., S. District Court
Third-Party & ondaat. ; Clerk, U

The defendants, Roy .. Morzan Production Company and Koy L.
Morgan, individual, have filed a ¥otion and brief which requests
the Court to dismiss plaintiff's cause of action under Rule 41 (b)Y,
F.R.Civ.P., 28 U.S.C.A,, with preiudice. This action is requested
because of alleged failure o plaintiff to faithfully prosecute his

case. The individual deie.. «, ey 0 Tovgan, also requests the

Court by Motion (without o . .rtli. sriel: o enter a judgment
foreclosing his lien against ccfendan: international Carbon, Inc.,

1f the Court sustains the salc Moiio o daismiss for failure to

prosecute under Rule 41(b), supre.

t

In the Answer 3rief of plainti’] a.c supporting atfidavit,

1t is suggesied that he prior delays in sursuing this litigation

were occasioned v certain omissions and alsunderstandinegs in

it
represent his inverests in this litigetion. The plaintiff states

;
[
‘connection with counsel employed or souzit to be empleyed to
|




i
I

that he entered into an aproenen. Wl a counsel, that he has
diligently pursued his mat.., & . .~a. - desires the case be

tried on its merits.

]

Although the Court <.

~
s

oo vaat allesed inadvertence

of counsel has occasioned all the delays and that plaintiff is

without fault,it does appear vhat plaintiff has proferred an ex-
t

P |
1

. planation for the alleged failure o ciligently prosecute. The
i
i Court would like to point cuu thio o dismissal with preijudice is a

0
b

L drastic sanction to be appl) . Loy it @ncceme situations.

Independent Production Cecr. - oL, 233 F.2d 730 (Second

yCir.-1960). It is thereicr. vhe ooltion of the Court that the

cireumstances of this case o nou the application of a
dismissal with prejudice avd “na. oo . ...r the same would be an
abuse of discretion. The plainti’l i ade a reasonable explanatid

for any lack of diligence and che sossibie prejudice resulting to

defendants dees not upset this shwewing. ('Shea v. Bingswanger,

(42 FLOR.D. 21 (D. Maryland-1937).
The Motion of defendants for Dismissal with Prejudice under

‘Rule 41{(b) is overruled and concemi che Motion for Summary

i Judgment on Cross-Claim of defendeant. Roy L. Morgan, must also be

overruled and denied.

i It 1s so ordered this : _cday of July, 1967,

T T T —
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN D%STRICT OF OKLAHOMA i e

Ny

i, " {SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION,

Plaintiff,
CIVIL ACTION
vs. FILE NO. 67-C~110
. ‘ JUDGMENT FOR PERMANENT
COMMUNITY NATIONAL LIFE INSURABNCE COMPANY, INJUNCTION
JIMMIE J. RYAN,
H. G. BILL DICKEY,
HOWARD E. TURREL,
BRANNON, FULPS & COMPANY
ARNOLD R. BRANNON,
LYNDON L. PEARSON and
ROY V. MONTGOMERY,

EILED
JUL 26 1967

- Defendants. NOBLE C. HOOD
o i Clerk, U, S, District Court

B S R TR N R v e P

It appearing to the Court =hat the defendants’

Community Naticnal Life Insurance Company, Jimmie J. Ryan,

. G. Bill Dickey, Howard E. Turrel, Brannon, Fulps & Company
nd Arnold R. Brannon have by written stipulation between‘
Plaintiff and these Defendants consented to the entry of a
[Final Judgmept of Permanent Injunct.on conformable to the
fi demands of Plaintiff's complaint fijled herein;
':It further appearing to the Court that pursuant to

the said stipulation that the Defencdants, and each of them,

;"V@“_:', have filed their answers in this cause, denying any allegations

‘;:‘ﬁ f pf wrong doing contained in the complaint:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Defendants COMMUNITY NATIONAL LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY, JIMMIE J.
RYAN, H. G. BILL DICKEY, HOWARD E. TURREL, BRANNON, FULPS &
COMPANY and ARNOLD R. BRANNON, and each of them, and their
bfficers, directors, agent., employees, attorneys and assigns,

nd persons or entities having a control relationship with
hem or any of them, and any other persons acting in concert
r participation with them, are hereby permanently enjoined
nd restrained from, directly or indirectly:

a. Making use of any means or instruments of

transportation or communication in interstate

Page One,
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Lmended.

commerce or of the mails to coffer to sell

through the use or medium of any prospectus,

or otherwise, Class A common stock or any otherxr
Class of security of Community National Life
Insurance Company, unless and until a registration
has been filed with the Securities and Exchange
Commission as to such securities, or while a
registration statement filed with the Securities
and Exchange Commission as to such securities

is the subject ¢f a refusal order or stop order

of the Securities and Exchange Commission, or
{(prior to the effective date of the registrationl
statement) any public proceedings or examination
under Section 8 of the Securities Act of 1933.
Making use of any means or instruments of
transportation or communication in interstate
commerce or of the mails to sell Class A common
stock or any other. class of security of Community
National Life Insuranc:e Conmpany through the use

of any prospectus, or otherwise, unless and until a
registration statement is in effect with the
Securities and Exchange Commission as to such
securities.

Carrying such securities or causing them to be
carried through the mails or in interstate
commerce by any means or instruments of transporta-
tion for the purpose of sale or delivery after
sale, unless and until a registration statement is
in effect with the Securities and Exchange

Commission as to such securities.

ffrovided, however, that nothing in the foregeoing shall apply
to any security or transaction which is exempt from the

provisions of Section 5 of the Securities Act of 1933, as

A 4T

Page Two.
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Making use of the means and instrumentalities

of interstate commerce, or the mails, or the
facilities of any national securities exchange,

to bid for or purchase for any account in which
such defendants, or any of them, have a bemeficial
interest, including the account of any nominee

of the defendants, or to attempt to induce any
person, including any broker or deazler in
securities, to purchaise any Community National Life
Insurance Company security which is the subject of
a distribution, or any security of the same class.
or series, or any right to purchase such security,
while such defendants, or any of them, are the
persons on whose behalf such distribution is

being made or are otherwise participating in such
distribution, until such distribution has been
completed, unless the activities of such defendants
fall within the exemptive provisions of Rule 10b-6
under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934

{17 CFR 240.10b-6) or an exemptive order therefrom
is obtained from the Securities and Exchange
Commission,

Making use of the means and instruments of

interstate commerce, or the meils, or the facilities

of any national securities exchange for the purpose

of

1. uéing or employing any manipulative or
deceptive device, scheme, artifice or contri-
vance to deceive in connection with the purchase
or sale of any Community National Life Insurance
Company security, or any other securities;

and particularly

Page Three.
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2, making untrue statements of material facts,
or omitting to state material facts necessary
in order to make statements made, not misleading,
in connection with tle purchase or sale of
any Community National Life Insurance Company
security;

3. engaging in any act, practice, or course of
business which operates o1 would operate as
2 deceit upon any person in connection with
the purchase or sale of any Community National
Life Insurance Company security; or

4, engaging in any act, practice or course of
business of a.similar purport or object in
violation of Section 17(a) of the Securities
Act of 1933 and Section 10(b) of the Securities

Exchange Act of 1934 and Rule 10b-5 thereunder.

Con. & ...
“TORITED .

72
Dated this 7?’ day of July, 1967.

—
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Dated: 1967

July% '

COMMUNITY NATIONAL LIFE INSURANCE
COMPANY

’ %

ﬁz 7 1 "
/ﬁ mmle J Ry
Pre

BRANN N, FULPS & COMPANY

By

Arnold R. Brannon
President

;fz;//

Howard E. Turrel

Jﬁgzﬁ%{kf ~ /égﬂﬂq¢44¢2V~——f

Arnold R. Brannon
Individually

A/Aai 2t

Dickson M, S&unders
Attorney for Defendants
Community National Life
Insurance Company and

H. G. Bill Dickey ///

2

4 Paul Duncan
Attorney for Defendant

ore

" Robert G. Brown

Attorney for Defendants
Arnold R. Brannon, and

B [ Fulps & Company
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Donald E. Pray
Attorney for Defen
Howard E. Turrel
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF TEE UNITED £TATES FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAEGOMA

FARMERS INSURANCE EXCHANGE, }

A Reciprocal, )

)

Plaintiff, )

)

vs. ) NCO. 67 C 72

. )

HELEN BLOSS0M, a minor, RICKEY BLOSSOM,)
a minor, MARILYN BLOSSOM, a minor, ) Eﬁ_‘ I_ L E D

ALLEN BLOSSOM, a minor, WILLIE BLOSSOM,)

a minor, BOBBIE JOE BLOSSOM, a minor, )

NORMA BLOSSOM, a minor, ANNIE BLOSSOM, ) s 31887
NED SOLTISKY, ADAM BLOSSOM, ‘BURL :

HOLLOWAY and HELEN LUCUS, NOBLE C. HOOD

Clerk, U. S District Court

e e A

Defendants.

MOTION TO DISMISS HELEN BLOSSO¥, A MINOR, RICKEY
BLOS50M, a MINCR, MARTLYN FEi.3S5CM, A MINOR, ALLEN
BLOSS0M, A MINOR, WILLIE BLOSSOM, A MINOR, BOBRIE
JOE BLOSSOM, A MINOR, NORMA BLOSSOM, A MINCR, ANNIE

BLOSSOM, AND ADAM BLOSSOM, AS FARTY DEFENDANTS

COMES now Farmers Insurance Exchange, plaintiff herein, and moves this
Court to dismiss Helen Blossom, a minor, Rickey Blossom, a minor, Marilyn Blossom,
a minor, Allen Blossom, a minor, Willie Blossom, a minor, Bobbie Joe Blossom,
a minor, Norma Blossom, a minor, Annie Blossom, and Adam Blossom, as party
defendants herein, without prejudice and ai: the cost of this plaintiff.

ALFRED B, KNIGHT

B};‘J“ e

Attdrney for Plaintiff

L N

Richard D. Wagner
811 Ritz Puilding
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

NOW on this 24th day of July, 1967, upon plaintiff's Motion, the defe..
dants Helen Blossom, a minor, Rickey Blessom, a minor, Marilyn Siossom, a
minor, Allen Blossom, a minor, Willie Blossom, a minor, Bobbie Jos 3lossom,
a minor, Norma Blossom, a minor, Annie Blossom, and Adam Blossom, are each

dismissed as a party defendant herein, without prejudice, at the cost of the

plaintiff.

) o e,
7’3/ é’? () “ JUDGE —

et et Gt emARL A e teopt AR




