UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America,

Libelant,

Approximately 136 cuses of 2k cans each,
Article labeled in part {cen) "Highway
wwe Dark Red Kidney Beans --- Net Weight
15 Q0z. --- Distributed by Regent Food
Company --- Oixland, California” (cans
coded ("D3267.,"),

)
)
3
vE. 1 NO. &7=C-206
1

Respondent; .

This matter coming on before me this __Lﬁ_f&’day of November, 1967,
and the iibelant, United States of Americs, appearing by and through James E.
Ritchie, Assistant United Btates Attormey, and the claiment herein, Safeway

Stores, Inc., appearing nelther in person nor by couneel; it appeering to the

court after having examined the 1libel of information and monition heretofore
filed in this caese that the varioue artieles of hazardous substance made the
subject metter of the libel of informetion are sdulterated pursusnt to the i
provieions of 21 U.8.C. 32(s)(3), et sea.

It further appearing to the court that the cleimant herein, Balewsy
Stores, Inc., Tuleas, Oklahoma, the party from whom the captiomed articles were
seized, hes, through 1ts Division Mapager Fred Htowlend, by letter dated ‘
October 31, 1967 addreased to Jemes E. Ritchie, cfo the office of the United

States Autorrey, Tilea, Oklehoms, has relinguished any interest it may have |

had in such srticles ené hes further advised that Safewsy Stores, Ine., will

not oppose Lie colzure nor make any claim Lo any af the srticles vhich are the }

subject matter of this cese and has further consented to disposition and

destruction of the articles of adulterated substance as thie court mey effect.
17 IS THEREFORFE ORDERED, ARJUDGED AND DECREED by the court that all

of the varlous articles of adulterated substance seized and held by the United

! States Marshel for the Northern District orf Oklahoms be end they are hereby

ordered condemned and disposed of by the United States Marshal or his author-

ized deputy or representative pursuant to law. y 3 )
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IN THE UNIZED STATES DISTRICT CQURT FOR THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA

Bernard H. Henshaw, )
) P
Plaintiff, y l/
)
vs. Y  Civil No. 67-C-147
)
John W. Gardaer, Secretary ) = i ol o
of Health, Eilucation and ) FILED
Welfare, )] .
) NOV -2 9o/
Defendent. }
% NOBLE C. HOGD
Clerk. ~T. 8. Distrier C%
ORDER
¥OW on this __;C___day of ,&f(\f 1967, there 1s before

me, the undersigned Ucited States District Judge, the motion of the
defendant tc remand the cause herein tc the Secretary of Health, Educa-
tion and Welfare for the purpose of adducing further additional medical
evidence and other matters necessary toc the campletion of the record in
this case.

The Court finds, ter examining the files and the briefs of
counsel, thet there exists sufficient cause to sustain such motion
&nd the Court finds that such motion should be sustained.

IT IS THZREFORE CORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the cause

herein be remanded to the Secretary for the purposes Zerein assigned.

-
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TNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE £

“\:\}_\M‘\:&MJ Ao~
HUZEKT H. BTCANT

Ascictent U. 5. Attorney
Attcrney for Defendant
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UVITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHCMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Livelent,
VS.

An article of food consisting of

159 cascs of 12 cazs, more or less,
erticle lebeled in part "Charles Chips
A Better Name for 2 Betier Potato Chip--
Charles Chips, Mouatville, Pa, Calhoun,
Ky. One Pound Net Welght"

Respondent.

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL

et N et e S N o oo S S g St S St

v
CIVIL ACTION 0. 67-C-199

P i
il T ]
FILED

NOY -2 196/

NOBLE C. HooD™' i-“
Clerk, U, S, District Court

~ COMES nov the United States of Ameriea by its atiormey,

Hubert H. Brysnt, Assistant United States Attormey for the Northern

District of Oklshoma, and glves I_mtice of dismissal of its cause of

action in the abov: styled cause.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

LAWRESCE Ao MeSOUD
United States Attornesy

Nolow

HUBERT Ha

b Bt/

Assistant U. S. Attorney

CERTTFICATE OF MATLIHG

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the sbove and
feregoing Notice o Dismissal was malled to Charles Chips, 1552 South
Sheridan Koad, Tulsa, Oklahoma TH112, by placing a copy thereof in the

United States Mail:s at Tulsa, Okleshoma, on this

November 1967.

2nd day of

Hubert H. Bryant

&M &%MJ AN
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR ¥ -
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

DOUGLAS R. VILLINES,
Plaintiff,
v.
HENRY T. RAY, ADMINISTRATOR OF THE
ESTATE OF JOHN HOYLE THOMAS, Deceased,
Defendant.

MELANIE VILLINZS, a minor, by and
through her father and next friend,
Douglas R. Villines,
Plaintiff,
V.
HENRY T. RAY, ADMINISTRATOR OF THE
ESTATE OF JOHN HOYLE THOMAS, Deceased,
Defendant.

DANIEL VILLINES, a minor, by and

through his father and next friend,
Plaintiff,

V.

HENRY T. RAY, ADMINISTRATOR OF THE

ESTATE OF JOHN HOYLE THOMAS, Deceased,
Defendant.

SAMMIE VILLINES,
Plaintiff,
V.
HENRY T. RAY, ADMINISTRATOR OF THE
ESTATE OF JOHN HOYLE THOMAS, Deceased,
pDefendant.

JAMES DAVID BARTHOLOMEW, a minor, by
and through his mother and next
friend, Doris Barthclomew,
Plaintiff,
V.
HENRY T. RAY, ADMINISTRATOR OF THE
ESTATE OF JOHN HOY.LE THCMAS, Deceased,
Deferdant.

ORDER

Upon consideration of the defendant's Motions

of Venue of these cases under 28 USCA §1404, the Court

FILED
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for Change

finds:



That these causes of action arose in Cleveland County,
Oklahoma, that the plaintiffs and the widow of Jchn Hoyle
Thomas, deceased, reside in OCkiahoma City, and the witnesses
reside in the Cleveland-Oklahoma County area, all in the
Western District of Oklahoma. The present defendant, Henry
T. Ray, Administrator of the Estate of John Hoyle Thomas, re-
sides in Amarillo, Texas, which is much nearer Oklahoma City
than Tulsa.

Tt, therefore, appears that it would be more convenient
for all parties and in the interest of justice for the cases
to be transferred to the United States District Court for the
Western District of Oklahema. While the right of the parties
to choose their forum is one of the factors to be considered
in determining the question of transfer, it is entitled to
little weight, if any, where the plaintiff sues in a jurisdiction
which is not his home forum and which has no connection with the
matter in controversy. Polaroid Corporation v. Casselman, 213
F.Supp. 379; Glenn v. Trans World Airlines, Inc., 210 F.Supp.
31.

IT 1%, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the Motions for Change
of Venue are sustained, and the cases are transferred to the
United States District Court for the Western District of
Oklahoma, for further proceedings.

DATED this '{ingday of November, 1967.

- - ery
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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I THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OT OKLAHOMA

JOHN F. MITCHELL QUMPANY, )
a corroration, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
V5 . ) Civil Action
3 No. 6413
MIDWEST MAGIVAC, INC., a 3
corperation, ROBERT C. BRADLEY, )
JOSEPH R. COLEMAN AND WARVEY A, 3 E
HELLER, JR. } FLED AND
P 3 REFERRED
Defendents. )

NOV -7 1367
ONDER SUSTAINING STIPULATION TO DISMISS M

NOBLE ¢, HCoD
ROW on this 7th day of November, 19(7, the Butpulstdan T pisniss

came on for hearing.

Whereuppn, after hearing statements of counsel for the respect:iveA
parties snd for due consideration thereof, it is ordered that the plaintiff's
sction and the Cross-Complaint of the defendants be &nd are hereby dismissed

8t the defendsnte costs. with prejudice.

District Judge
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e

HARDER TAY U,

SEATE iV'ff‘ff';fw, i }; I.]; IET[)
Ressondents. HWRERE Y

NOBLE C. HOGB
Clerk, U. 8. District Gourt
L L

PRAIPERT

This cage cane on for consideration by the Court upon

petition {iled herein by Roy James Cox, seebing relie) from a
judgment oF the state district court of Washington County,
Ok lapions upon the petitioner's plea «f guilty in that court.
In hig petition he stateg that he was insdne &t the tiume he
cowmitted the crime for which he was charged, and aleo when
he entered his gullty plea,

The uestion of 8 defendant's jusanity &t the time
ot the comn.ssisu o) an offenge oy at the time of trial cannot
i raised oo habeas corpug or by collateral atteck, &fter

Judgment and coavietion have become Final, See Ex parte Gilbert,

PR pLAd, 200 gy v, Page, 431 P20 254, and Nunley v,

inited Stateg, so° F.2d 651 (10th Cir.).

PBelie, moipht by the petitioner {s DENIEDL,

2, f o
BATED thia /7 day of Novemver, L907.

INITER STATES DISTRICT JIOGE,




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ¥OR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ELLIS PETROLEUM TRANSPORT,
INC.;, A Corporation,

Plaintiff,
No, 67-C=100

VG-

BOB SYKIS, BOB SYKES ENTERPRISES,
INC., A Corporation, BOB SYKES DODGE
CO,, MICHAEL B, BORI; and CONTINENTAL
DRIVE-AWAY, INC., A Corporation,

FILED

L o

Defendanis.
oy 12 196/
NOBLE €. HOOD
ulerk, U, 8. District Court
OCRDER

Now on this ﬂ(lay of November, 1967, this cause comes
on for hearing on the Motion and Stipulation of all parties and it
appearing to the Court that said cause has heretoiore been fully
and finally setltled between the parties

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED

that said cause be, and the same is hereby dismissed with prejudice

to the filing of a new action and without?sée—to eitlgty. i

JUDGE

Approved; .
— - (C;m e
Attorney for Plaintiff

S h A Py -
i ;,ﬁzw«-f'f:;—»v’
Attorney for Defergant

e A AT PP A € e - o ——————. o ———— T ——



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

CHARLES O, BUCKLEY,
Plaintiff,
V8= No, 67-C~101

BOB SYKFES, BOB SYKES ENTERPRISTES,
INC., A Corporation, BOB SYKES DODGE
CO., MICHAEL B, BOBIS and CONTINENTAL
DRIVE-AWAY, INC., A Corporation,

FILED

MOV 14 96/

Defendants.

NOBLE €. HOOD

Clerk, U, 8. District Court
ORDER

Now on this z_’é_flday of November, 1967, this cause
comes on for heariag on the Motion and Stipulation of all parties
and it appearing to the Court that said cause has heretofore
been fully and finally settled hetween the parties

iT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED
that said caus2 he, and the same is hereby dismissed with prejudice

to the filing of a new aciion and without costs to either party.

Approved:

R

Attorney for Plaintiff

Attorney for Defédant




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAH(MA

ED KUTAIT COMPANY, INC.,

PIAINTIFF,

NO. 67-C-201

EL DORADG LAMINATED BEAMS,

INC., and ROY SHUMATE, [-: ﬁ L E‘ D
DEFENDANTS. o o
OV Bk
DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE OBLL ¢, HOOD /‘_5
st . Districy Court

Comes now said plaintiff’, and hereby dismisses the above entitled cause, with pre-
Judice to the filing of a future action, at the cost of plaintiff.

Dated this Vday of November, 1967.

ED KUTAIT COMPANY, INC., PLAINTIFF R

BY: -
ﬁﬁfompys forjﬁlntlzf/ /
ORDER

It is ordered by the court that tne above entitled cause be
dismissed with prejudice at cost of plaintiff.

Dated at Tulsa, this 13tn aay of November, _467.

U. 5. District Judge.




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

IRISH KEVIN KELLY,
rlaintiff,
NO. M-458

VS.

HALLIE RUTH KELLY and

FLORENCE SKIDMORE, F: E i‘ Ez E}

e e ot et el et At S

Defendants.

OV 15 oS

NOBSLE C. BCOD

ORDER e
Clerk, 7). §. Disrrice Court

The Court has for consideration the Motion for Issu-
ance of Certificate of Probable Cause to Appeal 28 USCA §2253
{(which is the secticn allowing appeal on a habeas corpus
action) and Affidavit for Leave to Proceed in Forma Pauperis
28 USCA §1915, and upon consideration finds:

Thet this is an action civil in nature in that it
seeks recovery from the plaintifffs wife and mother-in-law
of certain items of personal property and papers.

The Court finds that under 28 USCA §1915 this appeal
is friveleous and not taken in good faith.

The: Court, therefore, certifies that the appeal in
forma pauperis sought by the plaintiff herein is frivolous and
not taken ir. good faith.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the application to
appeal in forma pauperis is denied.

ENTERED this 15th day of November, 1967.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

LARRY G. LINEBARGER, )
Petitioner, )
)
-vs- ) NO. 67-C=112
y -
STATE OF OKLAHOMA and ) F I LE D
RAY H. PAGE, Warden, H ‘
Respondents, ) NGY 151QBT
JUDGMEDN®T NOBLE C, HOOD

Clerk, U. 8. District Court
This petitioner, Larry G. Linebarger, is a state prisoner

who was represented at his trial by privately retained c¢ounsel

and who has filed a petition for writ of habeas corpus in this
Court, seeking release from his confinement on various constitu-
tional grounds relating to his trial. The Court, after deter-
mining that the petitioner had exhausted the availéble states
remedies, appointed counsel to represent him and conducted an
evidentiary hesring into the merits of his complaints on October
23, 1967, at Tvlsa, Oklahoma. The petitioner appeared in person
and with his ccunsel at this hearing, and the respondents appeared
through an Assistant Attorney General oi Oklahoma.

Through his own testimony and that of certain witnesses
called by him, the petitioner uvrged the following grounds upon
which he contends this Court should grant him relief:

:(l) He had no attorney at his appearance before the magistrate,

(2) He was denied a continuance for his preliminary hearing,

{3) His transcript on appeal was not complete in that it did

not contain the arguments of counsel to the jury,

S —— . N e otttk ity i 2 o e ¢ 1 K e ———— e
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{(4) The prosecuting attorney made an improper argument to
the jury in referring to the defendant's failure to take the
witness stand in his own behalf, and

(5) He was represented by incompetent counsel at his
District Court trial and appeal therefrom.

The respondents called as a witness the District Attorney
who prosecuted this matter. After hearing this testimony., receiv-
ing all other competent evidence offered and listening to the
arguments of counsel, this matter was taken under advisement by the
Court,

Thereafter, on October 30, 1967 this Court issued its
Memorandum Opirion in which each of the grounds advanced by the
petitioner was examined in detail and each was held to be without
merit or not sustained by the evidence. Accordingly, the petitioner's
application for writ of habeas corpus was denied in that opinion.

IT IS THEREFORE BY THE COURT ORDERED, for the reasons and
by wvirtue of the authorities set out in the previous Memorandum
Opinion, that the petition of Larry G. Linebarger for a writ of

habeas corpus ke and it hereby is denied.

I
Dated this _Jfé day of November, 1967.

(5) %?ﬁ¢QQ,&iéuu%42£?£4

UNITED STATES 'iﬁaxs'rnxcj‘ JUDGE




IN TEE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FCR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHCMA

JESSIE JOBN RICHARD HAGA, )
Petitioner., 3
vys- ) NG, 67-C-142

}

STATE OF OKLAHOMA AND RAY H. )
PAGE, Warden, Oklahoma State )
Penitentiary, }
)

Respondents.

NOELE C. HOGD

JUDGMENT Clork, U. 8. District Court

The petitioner, Jessie John Richard Haga, 1s a state
prisoner serving a term of fifteen years impriscnment for the
crime of first degree rape. He was represented at his trial by
privately retained counsel. He has filéd a petition for writ of
habeas corpus in the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Oklahoma and the matter was subsequently transferred
to this District, pursuant tc 28 U.S.C. § 2241 (d4). Counsel was
appointed oy this Court to represent the petitioner in these pro-
ceedings, and by Order entered on August 2, 1967 the Court ordered
an evidentiary hearing on two issues as to which the available
state remedies had been exhausted. Such hearing was conducted by

this Court on October 23, 1967 at Tulsa, Oklahama, with the peti-

tioner preseni: in @persc  mno sito oos oY ~sel and the respondents
represented bv 2isvant ATLOTTA, - ‘ 2f Oklahoma.
it the _riac thig Court o =0  .ad evidence, through the

testimony of che peciuvioner and witnesszes called by him, relating

to nis vwe aiiegations, -.ese being that three witnesses were
dicmisce. v not used at his trial without his vermission, and

that he w.. .cnied compulsory process for obtaining certain witnesses

o et ool gttt s e s in e
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whose testimony he desired. After hearing the testimony of the
petiticner and his witnesses, including his trial attorney, and
listening to the arguments of counsel, this matter was taken
under advisement by the court.
Thereafter, on October 27, 1967 this Court issued its
Memorandum Opinion in which the Court held that the petitioner
nad failed to sustain his burden of proof of the allegations of
his petiticn in that, as to the first allegation, the testimony
of the petitioner's trial attorney reflected that he dismissed
certain witnesses after determining that their testimony would
not be of zny benefit tc the defense of the petitioner. Further,
as to the second alleyztion, this same attorney testified that
no one on behalf of the State of Oxlizhcaa denied this petitioner
the right of compulsory process o opta. ” any witness on his behalf.
IT IS THIREFCRE BY THE COURT ORDEREC. > the reascons and by
virtue of the suthcrities set out in the previc.: Memorandum
Opinion, that the petition of Jessie John Richzrd Haga for a writ
of habeas corpas be and it hereby is dismissed.

i

Dated this __ ©  day of November, 1967.

.

UNITED 2::TES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN

DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

CARL LEON L¥TLE,

Plaintiff, /

Civil No. 6533

FILED

NOV 201957

i
ORDER SUSTAINING DEFENDANT'S MOTION NOBLE ¢, HOODWL&
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT Clerk, U. S. District Court

V5.

)
)
)
)
)
)
JOHN GARDNER, Secretary of the )
Department of Health, Education )
and Welfare, )
)
)

Defendant,

THIS MATTER is before me upen motion of the defendant
for summary judgment: and brief in support thereof. Upon a
careful consideration of the motion, brief and the two-volume
transcript of the proceedings relating to plaintiff's
application for disability benefits, the Court finds:

The transcript discloses that the plaintiff was

represented by counsel, and that he hat a full

and fair hearing.

The findings of the Secretary of Health, Education

and WElfare that plaintiff was not disabled to the

extent reguired under the Social Security Act,

and that there are jobs available in his geographic

area which he is physically capable of performing,

are supported by substantial evidence, and,

therefore are conclusive on this Court.

Accordingly, the motion of the defendant for summary
judgment is sustained, and the Clerk will enter Jjudgment for.
the defendant.

IT IS5 S50 ORDEERED.

Dated this éo z_day of November, 1967.

ES DISTRICT JUDGE



HATDGMENT ON DECINION BY THE COURT

United Dtates Bistrict Corrt SOV S0
FOR THE
Northern Distric_t of Oklahoma

CIVIL ACTION FILE No. 6533
Carl Leon Lytle,

Vs, JUDGMENT

John Gardner, Secretary of the
Department of Health, Ecducation
and Welfare,

This action came on fcr fF%F (hearing) before the Court, Honorable Allen E. Barrow
, Uniteag States District Judge, presiding, and the issues having been duly PR

(heard) and a decision having becn duly rendered,
It is Ordered and Adjudgea Ch@t the plaintiff take nothing, that the action

be dismiased on the merite, and that defendant John Gardner, Secretary
of the Department of Health, Hducation and Welfare, epcover of the
plaintiff Carl Leon Lytle hls coats of actilon.

Dated at Tulsa, Oklahoma , this 20th day

of November , 19 67

Noble C. Hoocrlﬁ.rm
Clerk of Court

By ?/)/l Th‘ %puﬁy
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TooFins URDNRT SLATES DISTRICT COURT FOR MHE NORTIIGRH

LISTRICT OF QHLAJIOR

JESSE JAMES ROLINSON, }
Petitioner, )
}
G- §ONO. 67 -~ C - 130

)

RAY H. PAGE, WARDLDN OF THE ) F E L E D
OKLAHOMA STATL PERITENTIARY, )
Regpondent., )

HUY 201967
ORDES K NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk, U. S. District Court

This caune came on for hearing before this court on November
1, 1967, The petitioner appeared throudgh his attorney, Mr. Warren
L. McUonnico, and the respondent appeared through Mr. Charles L.
Owens, Assistant Attorney General of Oklahona.

The petitioner, a state prisoner, is confined Ly the respon-
dent in the Oklahoma State Penitentimry at McAlester, Oklahoma, Ly
authority of judcments and sentences entered on October 15, 1965,
in the bistricit Court of Tulsa County, Oklabama in two separate
cages in which thoe petitioner entered pleas of gullty to the crime
of issuing & bogus check. He was assesced a term of 23 wmonths im-
prisomnent in @ach case, such sentences to run concurrently. The
petitioner has exhaust:ed his state reamedies, so as to be properly
wefore this court by way of petition of writ of haveas corpus, by
£iling a habeas corpus action in the Cklahoma Court of Criminal
Appeals, in which he sought release froa Lis confinement Lecause

of the sauwe alleged violations of certain constitutional rights

that he allegyes here. That court denled the writ. Rooinson v,

Paga, Okla. Cr., 431 P.238 253.

From the pleadings and the evidence presented at the evident-

isry hearirng held ny oxder of this court, it appears to bhe undisputed
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that prior o eotering the pleas of iliy proviously neationed

in the gisirict Court of Tulsa County this petitioner entered a
plea of gulliy 10 the bDistrict Const of Howata Couniy, Diclahome

to the crine of petit larceny, after foraer conviction of a felony,
and racelved a santence of two vears inprisomsent. It further
appears that tials sentence has now beon served and the patitioner
is presently serving the two concurrent sentences From Tulga
County.

In his instant hebeas corpus sction the petitioner seeks to
test the velidity of the Nowata County sentence whilch he has »l-
ready served. It ig his theory that the crime with which he was
charged in Kowata County, to which he enterad a guilty plea., wag
a misdemeanor rather than a felony and therefore the judgnent and
sentence entered sgainst him in that case was void. Conseguently,
he argues, the pstitcioner should have Leuun serving the Tulsa
County sentences fwrediately uvpon their issuance instead of having
to first sotisiy the Nowsta County sentence. It is further his
contention that had he not had to walt to begin serving the sedd
Tulga County sentences, same would now Le satisfied.

Thie court does not agree that the charge to which this
petitioner entersd a2 gullty plea in Nowata County was a misdemeanor
rather than a felony. The evidence reflecta that this petitioner
was charged with conmitting the erime of petit larceny in seld
county, alfter having theretofore been convicted in this United
States District Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma of the
crime of transportation of stolen pProparty, namely #Somnge catile,
and wae sentei:ad toc a texm of {ive years in a federal penitentiary.
The languaye of 21 0, &, 1961 5§ 5}, as anended Laws 1363, provides,

in effect, thal any person who is convicted of petlt larceny after

-




having heen corvicted of any offense punishavle by Iaprisonment

in the nenitentisry is guilty of a crime punishable by duprisonuent
in the penitentiary for a term not exceedin, five years. Thus
patit larceny, which for a first offense ig only a nisdeneanor
undar the provisions of 21 0. 5. 1961 § 1706, is nade a felony
when a conviction for this offense is citained after & defendant
has been previously convicted of a felony. Further, 21 0. S. 1961
§ 44 provides, in effect, that if the previous conviction was Ol
tained in any other state, government or ¢ountry and, 1If committed
withiin the State of Oklahoma, would by the laws of Oklahoua be
punishable by imprisconment in the penitentiary, then such previous
conviction may be used to enhance punishwent under the habitual
criminal statutes to the same extent as if it had taken place in
a court in Oklahoma.

In his argumant before this cuurt counsel for petitioner
urged that the federal offense £or which the petitioner was con-
victed was not a crime rocognized oy the laws of the State of
Oklahoma as puiishable by imprisonment in the penitentiary. This
argument overlooks, however, the provisions of 21 0. 8, 1961 § 1715,
waking the brisnging of stolen property into the State of Oklahoma.
runishaple in the saume manner a8 if much larceny had been committed
in Oklahoma, and 21 O, §, 1961 § 1716, wsking the larceny of domes-
£ic animals, anony those asnumerated beiny cows, a felony. The court
finds that the petitioner's prior conviction in the federal court
was for a orime which, if committed within the State of Oklahoma,
would be punishable py imprisomnment and was for this reason cam-
pet ant to be usad s the prior conviction that made the crime with
which he was charged a falony, that is, petit larceny, after forwer

conviction of felony. Newton v, State, 56 Okl. Cr. 38]1, 40 P.2d4 608,
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Carr v. State, 21 Okl., Cr., 94, 215 PL2Z2¢ 333, Vassar v. State,

OKL. CQr., 340 p.24 445,

A further factor that defeats this petitioner's complaints
regarding nis cunfinement is the fact that he makes no complaint
as to the sentences under which he is presently incarcerated, but
complaing anly of the gsentence already served, The service of a
sentence ramvders the case moot, and a federal court is without power
to decide moot guestions. St. Plerre v. United Statesz, 319 U, S.
41, &7 L ed 1199. Horeover, habeas corpus is available only to
attack a santence under which the petltioner is in custody.

Parker v, Hllig, 362 U. 3. 574, 80 5 Ct 909, 4 L ed 2¢& 963, Morris v.

Hunter (10th Civ.), 161 ®.2d 723, Edminston v. Hunter {(10th Cir.},

161 F.2d 691, puckner v. Hudapeth (lO0th Cir.), 105 F. 2d 393.

IT IS THEREFORE BY THE COURT ORDEHED that the petition for

writ of habeas corpus e denied.

e ) ,{;‘1 ;’:j _;/
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

J. L. ESSLEY, )
}
Plaintiff, )
}
VS )
) Civil No. 6106
LAS VEGAS TRUST, et al, )
) x ED
Defendants. } E k L E' D
NOV 21 1867
OBLE C. HOCOD

ORDER DISMISSING GASE AGAIN%E 13, & Diserict Coutt
DEFENDANT, R. W. COBURN

[

A Y]

NOW cn this ;:1, o :'da.y of November, 1967, upon motion of
the plaintiff;

17 .s ORDERELW that the above styled and numbered cause against
the defendant, R. W. Coburn be and the same is he.reby dismisse::l with

prejudice to any future action.

2 e

(et o .. il .
P ST ,u,. N P .

United States District Judge

~

APPR"OVE\D AS T}F Fj)RM:
/!'_,' .v’{{ ~1 .5 ’ Q

el g S
- -

{ Attorneys fdr Pla.lntlff /
IR VAN

- 4 i
B NN A R 4

Attorne ys for Defendant
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERHW DISTRICT OF OKLAHCHMA

The City of Tulsa, Oklahoma,
a manicipal corporation,
for the use and benefit of the
CITY OF TULHA-ROIERS COUNTY
PORT AUTHORITY,

-VE- Civil Wo. 6609
10 Acres of Land in Rogers County,
Cklazhoma; MIARIE GRADY, Restricted
Full Blood Unenrolled Cherokee Indian,
and EVERETT GRADY; AREA DIRECTOR, }
Muskogee Area, Bureau of Indian Affairs,)
United States Deprartment of Interior, )
Successor tc Superintendent of Five }
Civilized Tribes; and the UNITED S5TATEE ) N A

)]

)

)

)
}
}
)
}
)
Plaintiff, )
)
)
)
)
)
)

OF AMERICA, Ol S

Defendants.

JOURKAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

Hovw, ou th s ﬁéi(ﬂ/day of “{Qﬂyhrﬁﬂéintfj , 1967, the

above eniitled matter came on for trizl before the undersigned
Judge upon reguest for jury trial by the Defendants. The Plain-
tiff appeared by thelr attorneys, John Robert Seelye and James R.
Jesgup, Assistant City Attorneys and the Defendants Marie Grady,
Restricted Full Blood Unenrolled Cherokee Indian, and Everett
Grady, appeared Ly and through their counsel of record, Feagins &
Summerlin, by John Charles Feagins and the Defendants hArea Direc-
tor, Muskoges Area, Bureau of Indian Affairs, United Stztes
Department of Intericr, Successor o Superintendent of Five
Civilized Trilbez and the United 3itates of America cppeared by and
through thei:r counsel of record, Lawrence A. MeSoud, United States
Attorney by Hubert A. Marlow, Assistant United States Attorney,
and said Defendants thereupon withdrew their regqusst for a jury

trial herein and said parties anncunced to the court their written

Al s Y e AL A A P L b+ -



R P

stipulation filed herein on the 13t¢h day of Octcber, 1967, wherein
said parties stipulated and agreed that the sum of £8,500.00
represented the true value of and damages to the property by virtue
of the taking by Plaintiff herein as described in its Complaint in
Condemnstion filed in the captioned case and the Plaintiff, having
heretufcre deposited said sum with the Clerk of this court, said
Defendants with orejudice to havipng their damages assessed by a
jury, sznnounced their agreement to accept said sum as full gayment
in compensation for said pProperty and damages arising by virtue

of said taking or any kind or matter whatsocever. And the court
having raviewed and heard the aforementioned anncuncement in open
court, hereky finds that the same is fair and reasonable and
approves the withdrawal of a request for jury trial by said
Defendants with prejudice to having their damages assessed by a
Jury.

IT I8 THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
reguest for jury trial filed in behalf of the Defendants upoen
request of said parties be, and the same is hereby dismissed with
prejudice to having damages assessed by a jury by reason of the
taking of the hereinafter described property by the Plaintiff and
that the set:lement of said parties as above set forth is hereby
approved by this court as full and complete payment and compensa-
tion for all damages of whatsoever nature sustained hy said
Defendants.

IT I3 I'URTHER ORDERED that fee simple title to the herein-
efter described property be and the same is herebyv wested in the
City of Tulsz, Oklahomz, a municipal corporation, free and clear
of any right, title, interest or claim of any kind or nature
whatsoever of said Defendants and that said Defendants shall be

forever barred from making any further or additional claims of any




right, title, irterest or ownership in and to said property and
this decree shall operate as a fuli and complete conveyance to the
Cxty of Tulasa, Ukliahoma, a municipal corporation, of the fee simple
title to the hereinafter described real property, to-wit:
Tract No, £5: Marie Grady, Restricted Full Blood
Uinenrolled Cherokee Indian, and Everett
Grady, her husband - Fee Simple Owners
Tre Southwest Quarter (SWk) of the Northeast (Quarter

(¥£%) of the Southwest Quarter (Swk) Section 7, Township
20 Horth, Range 15 East, Rogers County, Oklahoma.

"y ¥ _
DOWE n open court this {éﬁfﬁ_day of /ﬁbbwysvé.,LJ P
1967.
w i A
-~ _;‘j - (‘/\f{ N SRS
Judge of the District Court
APPROVED:

The City of Tulsa, Oklahoma,

& municipal corporation,

for the use and benefit of the
CITY OF TULSA-ROGERS COUNTY
PORT AUTHORITY,

CHARLES E. MORMANM, City Attorney
4‘/ . .‘I

BY . NN A E st Sl
Jafes R. Jessap, ~ Y
Assilstant City Attcrney

MARIE GRADY, Restricted Full-Blood
Unenrolled Cherokee Indian, and

%f?RETT/GRAEY 7
By -
CEfgﬂns & Summerlin, Attorteys
L Zaw, Claremore, Oklahoma

AREA DIRECTOR, Muskogee Area,
Bureau of Indizn Affairg, United
States Department. of Interior,
Successor to Superintendent of Five
Civilized Yribes: and UNITED STATAS
OF AMERICH

LAWRENCHE ~, McEOUD, U. S. Attorney

by bt A Mulow

Lubert A. Marlow,
Assistant U. $. Attorney




IR THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FUR CTHEDS KOKTHERE DIGURIUTY OF CNLALCNA
Tie Cicy wi Tulsa, Oklahomas,
& municipal corporation, )
for the urme aind henefit of the

CILTY OF TULSA-ROGURES COUNTY H
PORLY AUTUIORT N, j
y
Plaintiff, ;
1
—y g YooCdvii Noe. &61%
3
10 Acres of Land in Rogers County, i
Ckiahoma; MARGAREY RALEIGH, Half- i
EBlood Unernralled Cherokee Indian, N
and STERLING RALLIGH; AREA DIRECTOR, ) - -
Muskogee Ares, Bureau of Indian H P il [
Aifairs, Uniied States Depariment of }
Interior, Suscessor to Superintendent ) FE
of Five Civilized Tribes; and the )
UWITED STAVES OF AMERICA, D NOELE © )
4)Is~r" Plei T
Defendants. 1
JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT
Now, on this [t day of /i L‘.;T_éqﬂlg ., 1967, the

above enticled matter came on for trial before the undersigned
Judge upon reguest for jury trial by the Defendants. The Plaintiff
appeared by their attorneys, John Robert Seelye and James R. Jessup,
Agsigtant City Attorneys and the Defendants Margaret R . leigh, Half
Blood Unenrolled Cherokee Indian, and Sterling Releigh, appeared by
and through their counsel of record, Feagins & Summerlin, by John
Charles Feagins and the Defendants Area Director, Muskugee Ares,
Bureau of Indian Affairs, United States Department of Interior,
Successor to Superintendent of Five Civilized Tribves and the United
Ztates of Iunerica appeared by and through their counsel of record,
Lawrence A, Mc3owd, United States Attorney by Hubert A. Harlow,
Asaistapt United States Attorney, and said Defendants thereupon
withdrew their request for a jury triel herein and said parties

announced to the court their written stipulation filed herein on

L U T ettt e =
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the 13th day of October, 1967, whereip said partiss stirulated

and agreed that the sum of $17,000.00 represented the true value

of and damaces to the property by virtue of the taking Ly Plaintiff
herein as described in its Complaint in Condemnation filed in the
cagiioned case and the Plaintiff, having herstofore deposited saigd
sum with the Clerk of this court, said Defendants with prejudice

to having their damages assessed by a “ury, announced their
agreement Lo accept said sum as Full payment in compensation for
sald property and damages arising by virtue of said taking of any
kind or movtsr whatgoever. And the ecourt having reviewed and

heard the aforementioned announcewent in open court, hereby finds
that the same is fair and reasonable anc approves the withdrawal of
& request for jury trial by said Defendsnts with prejadice to hav~
ing thelr damages assessed by a jury.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
request for jury trial filed in behalf of the Defendants upon
reguest of said parties be, and the sane ie hereby dismissed with
prejudice to having damages aszsessed by z jury by reason of the
taking of the hereinafter described property by the Plaintiff and
that the settlement of sasid parties as above set forth i hereby
approved by thie court as full and cowmplete payment and compensza-
tion for all damages of whatsoever nature sustained by aaid
Defendants.

IT 15 FURTHER ORDERED that fee simple title toc the herein-
zfter described property be and the same iz hereby vested in the
City of Tulsa, Oklzhoma, a municipal corporation, free znd clear of
any right, title, interest or claim of any kind or nesture whatso-
ever of said Defendants and that said Defendants shsl] be forever

barred¢ from makiac any further or additionsl elaims of ary wight,




title. intereet or ownership in and te said proparty and this
dacree s23ll cperate as a full and zomplete convevance to the
City of Tulsa, Okxlahows, = muricinal corperation, of the fee
gimple witle ©o the hereinafter described real property, to-wit:
Iract No. 23: Margaret Raleich, Half Blood Unenrolled
cherokee Indian, and Sterling Raleigh,

husband and wife - Fee Simple Owners

The Northeast 10 acres of Lot 3, of Section 7, Township
<0 North, Range 15 East, Rogers County, OXlahoma.

DONE in open court this ﬂ%‘—‘ Gay 0f T { cogme s grtud A

1367,

Lither Dohanam

Judge of the District Court
APPROVEL ¢

The City of Tulsa, Oklahoma,

& municipal corporation,

for the use and benefit of the
CITY OF TULSA-ROGERS COUNTY
PORT AUTHORILTY

CHAREgg E, I‘fO‘I\pr&‘f'r ity Attorney

By ‘mfé/ ﬂ [, gy

James R. Jessu
Hfisistant. City Attorney

ARET RALEIGH, Half-Blood Unenrolled
herokee Inci:E?,and STERLING RALEIGH

yrs & Summerlirn, Attorﬁéys
Claremore, Oklahoma

AREAR DIRECTCR, Muskogee Aresz,
Bureau of Indian Affairs, United
States Department of Interior,
Successor to Superintendent of
Five Civilized Tribes; and UNITED
STATHES OF AMERICH

’R/Ff CEk A. r CHOI'D, U, S;ﬁtorney

&Hiﬁbz //fz }574&4 .
dubert A, Mar!ow,

Pggiatant U. &, Attorney
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I THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF OKLANOMA
Uniled Btates of America,
Plaintiff,
o Civil No. G7-€-182
Franklin Leroy Rehvein and

Wunda Rehbein, Wodia MeDeris, and
Surety Construction Compeny, Inc.,

FILED

Wi 211967,

NOBLE C. HOOD
JUDGMENT OF FORECIASURGlerk, U. S. District Court

Defendants.

TEIS MATTER comes on for copsiderstion this =~ day of
November 1907, the plaintiff appesring Ly Hubert H. Bryant, Assistant
United States Attorney, end the defendents, Franklin Leroy Hehbein
apd Wende Lcu Behoein, eppeering by Joseph LeDonne, Jr., their attorney,
and the defendants, Wodia McDeris and Surety Construction Company,
appearing not; and

The Court being fully advised and heving exsmined the file
herein inde thet the defendants, Franklin Leroy Rehbeln and Wende
Lou Rehbein, have heretofore filed their answers denying they are
indebted tc the Plaintiff for the real property which is the subject
metter herect, by reascn of a Werrenty Deed, dated September 23, 1905,
executed by them to Wodim McDaris, e single person, Grantee; and

It furtaer appesring and the Court finds thet due and legal
personsl service of summons hag been made on the defendants, VWodia
MeDaris wnd Surety Comstruction Co., Inc., on the 26th day of Geptember
1907 end the 27th day of September 1967, respectively, in this state,
requiring esch of them to answer the camplaint filed herein not more
than twenty (20) days after service of summons, end it aoppearing that
said defendente hiave failed to file an smever herein and their default
has been entered by the Clerk of thic Cowri; end

Tre Court Purther finds that the material sllegations of the
plaintiff's complaint are true and correct; that the defendonts, Franklin
Leroy Rehbein and Wande Lou Rehbein, husband snd wife, did on fugust 2,

1963, execute and deliver to the Administrstor of Veterans Aftnirs



ttelr mortptge and mortgage note for the sum of $10,250.00, with
interest thereon at the rete of %% ser wmmun, and Curther providing
for the payment of monthly inetallments of principal and Interest;
thet eaid defendants on September 23, 1965, did convey by General
Warranty Decd the veal property described in the eforesald mortpase,
to-wits
Tt Thirty (30), in Block Three (3), in Northridge,
an Addition in Tulsa County, utate of Oklahone,
according to the recorded plut thereof,
to the deferdant, Wodis McDeris, who sgreed to assume and pay the
aforesald mortzage and notey end further thet the defendant, Wodia
MeDarie, dic. encunber seild reel property by e Second Reel Estate
Moctgage doted fcotomber 23, 1965, to Swrety Constructlon Company,
Ine., both dinstruments being filed of rectord in tne flice of' the
mrlee Oounty Clerr, in Book 38534, at Pages 313 and 33%, respectively.
Tre Court farther finds that dsfauwlt has been wmude by the
Aafandants, Fronklin Leroy Rehbein and Wanda Lou Rehbein, husband
and wife, wder the terms of the aforessid mortgage and wortgase
note by virtue of sald defendants' fallure to isske the monthly install-
ment of principul and inberest due on said mortgdge noie on Fevruary 1,
1967, which defeult hes continued; thol selid defendsnts by viriue
of such defaull wre nov indebted to the plaintiff for the sum of
$9,7h5.1L, wilh intevest thereon ai tie rate of 3% por summ feom
Februery 1, 1907, until peid, topeilhor with the coste of thic action.
TI I8 JULREFORE QRDERED, ADJUDCRD ond DECKLED that the
Plaintiff nove jud.ment against the dofendents, Franklin Lecoy Rehbeln
and Wends Lew Relbein, Wodia MeDaris, swd Durely Construction Compsuy,
Ine., foo the saz of $9,T40.14, with interest therscn at the rate of
5d% per anmum, Trom Febramry 1, 1967, until paid, together with the
conte of this sotion acarued and gecruing.
It I PURTIER ORPEHED, ADJUDGED apnd DECREZED taat upon faliure
of the defendents, Frenklin Leroy Rehbein end Wende Lou Rekhbeln, Wodla
Mebaris, and Uurety Construction Campany, Inc., to satisfy the judguent

of the Plaintifl herein, an Order of Sele shall issue to the United

ma



Gtates Marshald for the Northern Dijtriet of Oklonows, comsnanding. him
to advertlse and sell, wilth dipreiseacul, the above-described real
property und apply the proceeds thersol’ in satisfection of Plaintiff's
Jud;mernt.  The residue, 1 any, to be deposited with the Clerk of the
Court to await fwriher Qrder af the Cowrt.

I? I FURTIER ORDERED, ADJURGED endé DECREED thot fraa and
after the sale of said property under and by virtue of this judgsent,
the defendants, Franklin Leroy kelPbein and Wonda Louw Rebbeln, Wodia
MeDaris, and burety Comstruction Compeny, Ine,, snd each of them, end
ell persons clelwing by, throush or wnder saild delendents, since the
Tiling of the Compleint herein, be aud they are forever barred and
toreclosed tra. cvery right, title o interest in or to ihe heretofore

weserdind renl puoperiy.

UNITED DTATES DIGTRICT JUDGE

APPROVELD:

—— M

TS TeDORAR, v, {7
//,-"' Abtdrney for Franlilin leroy
-~ Rehbein and Wende Lou Rehbein




IH TR UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTIERK
DISTRICT OF OKLAIOMA

United States of Aterica, )
)
Pleintiff, g
v, } Civil No. O7-C-182
)
Blueford 0. Sterr snd ) - .
Glorie S. Starr, husband ) Ea‘ Loi D
and wife, ) : s '
)
Deferndants . 3 B0 1eeT

NOBLE G, HOOD
Clerk, U. 8. Disirict Court
T/ DEFAULT JUDGMENT

NOW ON "THIS ____ﬁ é? - dey of November 1967, the above-entitled
matter comes on for hearing, the United States of America, Plaintiff,
appearing by Hubert H. Brant, Assistant Unilted gtetes Attorney for the
Northeyrn District of Oklahoma, and the defendants, Blueford 0. Starr
and Glorise S. Starr, appearing not; and

I7 appearing thet this is an ection based wpon & nortgage
note and roreclcsure of & real estate mortgage securing said moritgage
note, and it further sppearing that the real property desceribed in said
real estate zortgage 1s loceted in Osapge County, Oklahows, and within
the Northern Judiciel District of Oklahoma; and

It FURTHER sppearing that due and legel service of sumons
bas been made on each of the defendants herein more than twenty (20) deys
prior hereto requiring each of seld defenduonte to plead, snswer or
ctherwise move hersin, but seid defendants and each of them have feiled
to do so and their defmult has heretoforce been entered, they are hereby

' ad judged to be in defsult.
The Court finds that the material allegations of plaintiff's
' complaint are true and correct; that the defendants, Blueford 0. Starr
and Oloria S. Starr, did on December 20, 1965, execute and deliver 1o
f the Administretor of Veterans Affairs, his successors end assigns, their
! mortgege note for the sum of $12,500.00, bearing interest at the rate
of 53% per annum on the unpaid balance thereof; and

T'* FURTHER appearing that said defendents, in order to secure
the prampt and punctusl payment of said note, did execute snd deliver to
the Administirator of Veterans Affalrs, his successors end assigns, thelr
real estate nortpage of even date with said note covering the following

described property:

e | ———



Lots 1) snd 32 in Block 6, of Fairmont Plat of
Pavhucka, Coage Coumty, Oklahama, according to
the recorded plat thereof,
vhich mortgnge is recorded in the Office of the Qounty Clerk, Osage County,
Oklohoma, in Book 210 at Pege 3h6.

The Court finds that the defendsnis, and each of them, made
default under the temms of the eforesaid mortgsege note end mortgage by
yeagon of thelr fallure to make the monthly iastallments due thereon on
February 1, 1966, which default has continued and that by reason thereof
the defendants are now indebted to the pleintiff in the summ of $12,%00.83
ag unpaid principal with interest thereon at the rate of S—ﬁ% per annpum
from Pebruary 1, 1966, until peid.

IT FURTHER APPEARS that the pluipntiff has a first and prior
lien upon the recl estate heretofore described by virtue of aforesaid
mortgose given as security for the payment of the above-stated Iindebtedness.

IT IS TUEREFGRE ORDERED, ATMUDGED and DECREED THAT the pleintiff,
United States of Amerien, have and recover judgment against the defendantis,
Blueford 0. Starr and Glerie S. Starr, for the mum of $12,409.83, with
interest thereon o the rate of 5i% per annuu fram February 1, 1966,
until paid, plue the cost of this action accrued and eccruing.

I7 IS8 FUURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED thet the plaintiff
hes a Tirst and pricr lden upon the resl property heretefore described by
virtue of the mortzage} end,

I7 I8 FURTHER ORDERED and ADJUDGED that ppon feilure of the
defendants tc setinfy plaintiff's money judgment herein, an Order of
Sale shedl issue to the United States Marshal for the Northerm District
of Oklahome camzanding him to advertise and sell with appreisement
the real property heretofore deseribed and to apply the proceeds thereof,
firet to the puyment of the cost of ssid sale and this action, and then
in satisfaction of the plaintiff's judgment herein. The residue of said

sele proceede tc be paid to the Clerk of the Court to await further

Order of the Court.




IT I8 FIRTHER ORDERED, ADJUDCED and DECREED that from and
after the sal: of lhe afoxesaid real property, wder and by virtue of
this judgment and decree, the defendants mnd each of them, and all
persons ¢laiming uwrder them since the filing of the Compleint herein,
be ond they are forever barred and foreclosed of any right, title,

interest or cluim in or to the real property or any part therect.

Dé?j/ . .2 4&66‘&*%

UNITED STATEB DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROYED:

Ditedes” . /j,;m,/

= e AT RARAR e i e =

HUBERT H. BRYANT
faoistant 7. 5. Attofmey




I THE UNITED STATRS DISTRICT COURY FOR THL NORTHERN

DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United Shates of Anerica,
Plaintiflfl,

Civil No. €7-C-187

FILED

WOV 211967

NOBLE C, HOOD
JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE  Clerk, U. 8. District Court

7t

PHIZ WMATEIR eomes on o1 consideration this & Eﬁy of Hovember

V.
Hugh Mahone, Jr. and Jacqueline L.
Mshene, husband and wife; and

Morrison Pharbings Co., a corporation,

Defendants.

St S e i N B et et St st Sl S

1087, the Aleipt)fy anpenring Wy Tuborh V. Pryent, Ascintant Thited
States Atorney, and the defendante, ugh Mehone, Jr. and Jacgueline L.
Mahone, hushond ond wife, and Movrison Plunbing Compeny, e ccrpcration,
aypearines not; and

The Court being fully advised and having exemined the file
herein finds thet due and lensl personal ceyvice of summons hes been
made on the defendunts, Huch Mehone, Jr. snd Jecegqueline L. Mahone,
besband end wife, end Merrison Plumbing Company, & corporation, on the
Ly doy of Setober 2907, in this state, requiring each of then to answer
the compleint filed herein not move than twenty (F0) days ofter service
of owmons, er. it sppecring thet soid defendopte have foiled o file
an anewer bLercin und their defeult hos been entered by the Clerk of
thin Court; cic

The Coart Purther finds thet the meteriel oldegeticns of the
rlointiff's complaint are ture ard corvect; that the defendents, Hugh
Mehone, Jr. end Juegueline L. Mehone, hushend ond wife, did on Maveh 6,
196h, execute ard deliver te J. 8. Glesmscn, Jr.; ac AMrinistrater of
Velberwus Arfeios, thelr mortgege and mortgege note for the sum of
$9,250.00, with interest thereon ot the rate of 5i% per anmum, on the
uppeid balence thereof; and

ihe Court further £iads tihnd said defendents, in ordor to secure
the pramt ard punctual payment of said note, did execute and deliver to
J. 8. fleassn, Jr., as Admindistrator of Yeterans Affairs, his successors
and assigms, their rewl estete moritgage of even dabte with sald note

covering the following described propert):




Lot Gixteen (106}, block dnree (3), dartford Hills

Addition to the City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, State

of Oklehoma, according to the recorded plat thereof,
viaich morlgice 1s recorded in Book 3429 at Page 225, in the Office of
the Qounty Clerk, Tulsa County, Oklanoma.

It further appears that the defendant, Morrison Plumbing Compeny,
a corporation, hns or cloiis some right, titls, or interest in end to the
brasdzes hovein ol foreclogsed vy reason of « Mechanic Lien filed in
the CIfice of Uhe Wloteiet Court Clerk of Tulsn County, State of Oklahomm,
on July 20, 1905, Lelwy Lien fto. L4871, but in this regard, plaintiff
hag a first and prior lien wpon the rewl property neretofore deseribed
by wirtoe of She woitgage; and

It Davher appeswes that the defendents, llugh Mahone, Jr. and
Jacgueline L. Mehone, husband and wife, made default under the terms of
the aforesaid meort:apge note and mortgege by reagon of thelr failure to
make the monthly instellments due thereon on Cctober 1, 1965, which
default hes continued and that by reeson thereof the defendants are now
indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of $9,051.73 es wpaid priuncipal
with interest thercon &t the rate of 5%% por anmum from October 1, 1965,
wtil paid.

It I& YiIZLEFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED and BECREED that the plaintiff,
United Stetes of Americe, have and recover judsment amainst the defendants,
Huegh Mahone, Jr. ard Jecqueline L. Mshone, for the sum of $9,051.73 with
interest theveon at the rate of 53 per annum fram October 1, 1965,
wntil paid, plus the cost of this action acerued and aeeruing.

I S FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that wpon failyre of the
defencants to satisPy pleintiff's money judpment herein, an Order of Sale
shall issue to the United States Mershal £or the Novthern District of
Oklshoms commonding him to advertise and sell with sppraisement the real
ricrerty hereucofore deseribed and to apply the proceeds thereof, first
to the paymens of the cost of sald sele and this action, and then in
patisfaction of the pletntiff's judgment herein. The residus of sald
sole proceeds,. il sny, to be paid to the Clerk of the Court to await

further Order of the Court.
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IT IS FPURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that from and after
the sale of the aforesaid real property, under and by virtue of this
Judsment and cecree, the defendonts and each of them, and all percons
¢laiming under them since the filing of the Camplaint hercin, be and they
are forever berred and foreclosed of any right, title, interest or claim

in or to the resl property or ony part thercof.

URIYEN SWATES DISTRICT JUDGE

e Z//57% p

HUBERY H. SRYAWT
Assistant U. £. Attl ey




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

United States of fmerica, )
}
Plaintiff, g /
vs. } Civil No. 67-c-80
G. L. Myers, D
Defendant. ; F I L E
NG 211967
sl
STIPULATION BRP DISMISSAL NOBLE C. HOOD

Clerk, U. S. District Cou
It is stipulated by and between the Pleintiff, United States of

America, acting through Robert P. Santee, Assistant United Stetes Attorney
for the Northern Listrict of Oxlahoma, and G. L. Myers, Defendant, that the
above action be anl hereby is dismissed with prejudice for the reason that a

compromise settlement hes been entered into by and between these parties.

LAWRENCE A, MCSOUD
United States Attorney

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant UJ, S. Attorney for the
Northern District of Cklahoma

//E‘jé % 77’{%,;-‘:,-(@

G. L. MYERS, Defendant




IV THE UNITED STATES DISTNICT coune
I AND FOR THE NORTHSEN DISTRICT OF OXLAHONMA

TUAACY UNCL., A corporaticn, }
Plaintiifl,

Vi HO. 0316

OTEY JOHNSON and NATIONAL BANK e

O TULSA, a national banking

assoclation, F I L E J
Defendants. ;

NGV 351967
FINAL JUDGMENT

PURSULNT TO STTPULATION c NOBLE C. HOOD
lerk, U, 8. Digtrict Cour.

Purduant to stipulatlion entered into by and among

the parties to this action and filed herein this date, IT IS

ORDIERED, ADJUNGED AND DRCRISED:

JEFN

Lo Tivr nladnllil’l, Texaco Tno,, rocoover 00 Lbn g
Senain., Ctoy Jolinaon, v bobal o natant ol Dlo,nll.ud, o

LRoUnt to be due and payabioe as rollows:

100 (HL,050,00)
od b

Irmaoadately upon enuey
P Judenieni

Iy

45 (::‘;Q,(;OU.OO) 011 o bolore Junadiy v,

5050 (88,250.00) on or pefore Marchy 13, 1w
MO Intercst stall accruc on the amouns. of onds Judement or
any nary vhercoi 10 payments are made on or belfore snecillc
dates set out above, respeetively.

2., The cross-complaint of the delfendant, Otey
Johnson, 13 hereby dismissea with prejudice.
3. ne deflendant, Natlonal Bank of Tulsa, no longer
has an Intecest In the subjeet matter of this litigation,

granves fgainsc iv, and 1t 4o hueredy dismissod

AR b o o




4. Wo juugment for costs shall be entered Tor or

agalnot any pavrty nereto.

LZETERED this Z&j]hday'of Wovember, 1GO07.

-~
;’Jékﬁkmx L2

Unitea States Listrict Judge

APPROVED

Eimer W. Aldmu

Phiuip .90
P. 0. Box .3-’-1(3v
Tulsa, Glklahoma 74102

Attorneys Tor 2laintiffl, Texaco Inc.

(.

ya

e / ul/u.u, (J.cmnou
[/Q{;LLOI’ Y Tor poelond
] KA S

(_) \ P
Tiaman B, Ruciter
Rucker Puilding
Tuisa, QOklanoma
Attorney for Doelendant, Ctey Johnaon

/%/C;?C/‘\szlpk . _
nn 0. De&n
/ 20 Soubh Loston

Tulsa, Oklshoma
Attorney Qor Defendant, National Bank of Tulsa

MZf?VK




IR T UITAn STATES DISTAICT COURT Y'OR THE
BORTH: RN DISTRICT OF OKLAHCMA

terry €. Lineberver,
Pecitioner,

Ho, 67-C=312

e,

N o P’ il e U N o N

H, 7. Dletrict Court for the F i i F D!
Nerthern District of Oklahoma o
and the "tate of Oklalioma, - .
e npondentr, R
NOFLE 008
CRDI KR Clerk. " 5 frgmiier Court

Unem consideration of the Petitioner's two Motions for iechear-
ine, the Court find= that the came rhould be denfed.

Additiens] jurors testifying to their understending of a comment
alleged to have been made by the prorecuting attorney in his argument
will not alter the derision of the Court &s exvnressed in the Memoran-
dum Opinion filed herein on Cotcober 30, 1967, Jurors snnot be ex-
pected te clearly and relfiably understand the techniczi complexities
cof the peint invelved in the safd comment. <See 14 A.L.2. ¢, 723,

The Tcurt 3s convinced that the alleged comment wac not made by
the presecuting asttorney as clsimed by the Petitioner in view of the
tectimony of the prosecuting sttorney that he did not mske the alleged
nstatement, the testimeny of Petitioner's privately retained counsel
that no ruch comnent was made by the prosecuting attorney, =nd the
nbeence of any nccion by the capable and experienced triel judge which
the Ceurt feelr would have ensued had the alleged comment been made
by the prosecuting sttorney to the jury.

Accordineiv, the Petitioner's twc lctione for Rehearing sre
avervialed,

-y

dated thie [ dvv of | g b , 1967,

i,

- Do . .
/-)’ Ny R '
Yred Daugherty |
United tates Digtrict udeg

Dy S . i i A 2 e 8 A o e e e e o
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FILED

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA Y 36

NOBLE €. HOODR
Frenels Ray Robinson, Clerk. Y1, 8, Distries Yonrg
Petitioner,

vs. No. 6T7-C-205

United States of Americs,

,
R e T L N N T N

Respondent.

ORDER OVERKULING MOTION 70 VACATE SENTENCE

This mwatter coming on for hearing this 28th day of November, 1967,
upon the motion of the petitioner Francis Rey Robinson to vacete and set
aside the juwdgment of conviction and sén‘tence in Criminal Case No. 14231
in this ccurt, the petitioner Francis Ray Robinson being present in person
and represented by Mr, John L. Ward and Mr. Robert G. Brown, and the respondent
being represented Ly Assistant United States Attorney James E. Ritchie, and
the court having considered the motion finds:

That the petltioner complains in his motion filed in accordance with
26 U.S.C. 2255 thai he was unable to assist his counsel, Mr. Elmore Page,
in the preparation of his defense or in the trial of the aforementicned
criminal action due to the petitioner's impaired hearing, and the United
States Attorney knowingly used perjured testimony which prejudiced the jury
against petitioner.

The court having reviewed the transcript of the trial of Criminal
Case No. 14231 and the decision in the United States Court of Appesls for
the Tenth Cirsuit, Case No. 8354, wherein the petitioner Francis Ray
Robinscn was the appellent, which court affirmed the findings of the trial
court on September 20, 1666, and the court further being advised that
petitioner's writ for certiorari was denied by the United States Supreme
Court cn January 9, 1967, finds that petitioner's contention that the
United States Attorney knowingly used perjured testimony was adequately
reised in the foregoing appeal by the petitioner and found to be without
merit by the United States Court of Appéals for the Tenth Circuit.

The court having allowed this date an evidentiary hearing on the

effect of petitioner's impaired hearing, and having ellowed full and complete
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evidence 4o be przsented by the peititioner and the respondent finds that
petitioner was represented in this court by Mr. Elmcre Page, & Seasoned
attorney of criminal representation experience, and & respected member
cf thie Bar; that petitioner's impaired hearing did not prevent his as-
sisting Mx. Page with the preparaticn for his trial nor limit his assist-
ance during trial due to the m.a.ny conversations the petiticner had with
his eounsel prior to trial and in recess during the trial, and the court
having allowed the petitioner's wife to sit at counsel table at the re-
quest of pertitioner during said trial; and the further fact that the court
room wa.s equipped with & public esddress system for use by the witnecses
in saild trial; and the transcript of said trial reflecting Mr. Page's
vigorous cross-examinaticn based upon facts o'bviouély cnly known ‘to said
petiticner evidencing the extent of petiticner's assistance in his de-
fense, both in preparation for trial and during trial.

THERIFORE, IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDCED AND DECREFD that petitioner's

‘motion to wvmeate ~he judpment and sentence under the provisions of 28 U.5.C.

2255 15 overruled for the reasons heretofore set forth.

'( . I I R
[N

AILIFN E. BARROW
United States District Judge




