UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FILED

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

CIVIL ACTION

FILE NO. 67-C-110

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION,
Plaintiff,

vs
COMMUNITY NATIONAL LIFE INSURANCE

COMPANY, ET AL.,
Defendants.

L\/\_/\_/\_/\_/\_/\./\./\_/\_/

DEC - 11967

NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk, Y. S. District Court

ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFF'S MOTIONS
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND CON-
CLUSIONS OF 1AW, TO MAKE ADDITIONAIL
FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSICNS C
LAW, TC VACATE THE ORDER DENYING
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY
INJUNCTION AND GRANTING DEFENDANT!
MOTTON TO DISMISS COMPLAINT] AND F
LEAVE TO FILE ADDITIONAL AFFIDAVIT
CR TAKE ADDITIONAL TESTIMONY; AND
SUSTAINING DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS.

The plaintiff having filed its motions to amend the Findings

of Fact and Conclusions of law respecting defendant Lyndon L. Pearson

entered on September 29, 1967, and to make additienal Findings-of

Fact and Conclusions of Law respecting defendant Lyndon 1. Pearson,

1

and to vacate the Order denying plaintiff's motion for preliminary |

injunction and granting defendant Lyndon L. Pearsorfs motion to dis-

miss the plaintiff's complaint, and for leave to file additiomal

o

affidavits or in the altermative to take additional testimony, and

the Court having considered said motiens,

It is ordered: That said motions, and each of them, be and

the same are hereby denied.

The Court, in its Order heretofore entered on the 29th day

of September, 1967, sought teo make it clear that defendant Lyndon L.

Pearson was not guilty of the viclations complained of by the plaintiff;

however, the Court notes that the plaintiff has requested the Court to

make a specific finding regarding violations of specific sections of

the Securities Act of 1933 and the Securities Exchange Act of 1934

and rules thereunder. In reply to plaintiff's request, defendant

Lyndon L. Pearson moved that the Court find him not guilty of said

sections of said Acts; and, this Court does hereby determiney




The findings ¢f fact filed September 29, 196/, are supple-
mented as follows:

Finding 8: Thes defendant, Lyndon L. Pearson, is not guilty of any
violations of Section 5(a) and (c¢) or Section 17(a) of
the Securities Act of 1933; or Section 10(b) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, or Rules 10b~5 and/or
10b-6 thereunder. |

It is ordered that the judgment in this action entered

on September 29, 1967, be affirmed.

Dated tkis H_,/.ﬂ/'é’aay of Loee o , 1967.

~ ) e
///":) -

(,A
United States District Judge
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Plaintili, hereinafter calied tiw ®ecretary, United
“tater Leparonent ¢! Labor, having filed nie complaint, and the
defendent heving appcared by couneel and waived anewer heredin,
ByYeos to thr entyy of thie judgment without conteet. T4 f=,
thergfore, upon wotion of the attorneys for plaintiif, and for
B oW

ORDERED, LRJUDGZD and DECKEFD that defendant, i1ts aygente,
meyvent=, cificers, cizplopees and &ll per-one acting or claiming to
act in ite eliali andé intereet be, and thev hexeby are, perngnently
enjoined and restrained from vielsting the provieione ol “ections
s {ay {2) and 15{e} (%) of the Falr Labor ~tanderde Act of 13248 {Act
af June 75, 196N, B ftat. 1060, ar amended, 29 TS0, 201 &t =wg.,
heyeinsiter relerrcd to m= the Act, in tho following manncre:

{1y Defendant chall not, contrary tc fgctions ¥V and
1Eie} (2) of the ~ci, employ any of ite enmployeer engaged in intex-
rtate comaeYoe, o in the prodoction of yoodle for interestate oon-
merad, of in ap enterprise engaged in interetate commerce or in
the production of goode for interetate conewrce, ar thoeo {eXoe are

delined Wy the ol, for 2 work week longer than 40 houre, unlees




euch enployeec receive compeneation for thwir employnant in
exoger Gl &0 houre Lo euch work weeke at & rate nol less Lhan
one snd ene-~hall tines the regular rote st which they sre employed.

{2} befeiidant o~hall not faitl to make, Keep and preserve
recorde of ite employeees and oif the wagee, i:our;e: oy other ronditions
shd practices ci eepioyment maintained by it, Bw prescribed by the
Regulstione of the rdiinietrator i«;\ruﬂaﬁ, and from time to time
amended, pureusnt to fection 1ll(c) of the act, and fgund in
Title 29, Chapter Vv, Code of Fedexral Regulation=, Part 516,

(3} Baead upon 2 stipulation of the partie~ that for
the pericd from Januvexy 1, 1%96% to Decembsr 1, 1966, defendant under-
p#id the employree J.:i;-emd on the exhikit stteched hereto, contraxy
to mectione 7 and 1i{a) (2} of the Act, in the amounte ~ct cppoeite
their yespective nm—-rr,-.« on maid exhihit, defendant i« further enjoined
and reestrained frow withholding frow =pid enployees the ~aid anpaid
overtime compenspticn in the total amotnt ol §%, 390,78, teo which
they are entitlisd urder the Act. The pxo-vin:ium; wi this parsgraph
of thir order ~jell he deamed ;atief;ied when defeiant delivere to
the plaintilf s certified check for §9,390.7% (leer appropriate tax
deductions) . The plaintiff shall dirtribute the proceedes af the
check to the pe:z:;-onﬁe naned on the exhihit attached hereto, or to

their ervtater, if that ir peceseary, and osny pongy not eo paid
within a resswonable tiew, hecuu;e of inability te locate the proper
pereons, or hecsuee o theiy rﬂfuu;al te acceapt it, +hall be covered
into the Treasury of the United ftater ae fa‘i%cella:maus: recs tptey
end it Jﬁ

Furthar ORDERED, ADJUDGED gnd DECREED that no coet be

toaxed aysinet cither party in thie caee.
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Attorney for Lefendant

retorney for Plaintiff
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
C. G. JOHNSON,
Petitioner, 67-0-236
vs,
RAY H, PAGE, WARDEN,

FILED

DEC - 51967

Respondent,

NOBLE C. HOOD

ORDER Jlerk, U, S. District Court

The Court has for consideration the Petltion for Writ
of Habeas Corpus, and belng fully advised in the premises,
finds:

The petition re’lects on 1ts face that petitioner
has not exhausted hls state remedies,

IT I5, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the Petitlon for Writ
of Habeas Corpus be and the same 1s hereby denied.

ENTERED this 5th day of December, 1967.

™

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

United States cof Americe,
Plaintiff, CIVIL NO, 67=G=32
vE.

FILED

oru -6 1967

John Gaii'leld Skegss end
Fuditie Ann fkareg, ragbend

B wile, and Consumers Credid
Corporation of Tulsa,

R i S S

Defendants.
NOBLE C. HOOD

ORDER CONFIRMING MARSHAL'S SALE ok, U. S. District Court

o

NOW, on this __"-' day of _Decuwber , 1967 , there comes on

for consideration the liotion to Confirm Sale made by the United States
Marshal for the Hortherrn District of Oklahowa on

under an Orcer of Sale dated Awgust 4, 1967, of the following-described

nroperty, to-wit:
Lot Forty-sever (47), Dlock Fifty-Two (52},
VALIZY VIEW ACRES THIRD ADDITION to the City
of Tulpa, Tulsa County, Cklehoua, according to
the recorded plat thereof,

and the Court having examined the proceedings of the United States Marshal
under the said Order of Sale, there being no exceptions therelo and na one
eppearing in oppesition thereto, finds that due and legal notice of the

sale wag given once a wesk for four (h) consecutive weeks prior to the

date of s8id sale in thefulsa Dally Legal News , & Newspaper of general

circulation in gylgs County, State of Oklshowa, and that on the day

fixed therein the eforesaid property was sold to thas Administrator of Veterans
ATfuils
he being the highest and best bidder therefor.

The Cow-t finds that the sale was in all respects in eonlonwily

with the law and judgment of this Court and was legal in all respects.

1T IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ATJUDGED AND DECREED that the United

States Marshal's Ssle made pursuant to the order of Sale hevctofove issned

herein, be, and the same is approved and confirmed,

77 IS FURTHER ORDERED that Doyle W. Foreman, United States

Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma, execute and deliver to the

purcheser, Administrator of Vetersns Affairnm,® gocd and sufficlent deed

for the above-described real property.

P

i
’

L "; ‘ ;/ T3
5ol A el

APPROVED: _ .
s ATED BTATES DISTRICT/JUDGE T

5

ROPERL P. GANILL
Assistant U, 5, Attoraey
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NCORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JOSEPH B. PIERSON,
Plaintdf,

vE,

THE CHEROKEE LABORATORIES, INC,., No. 6310 Civ.

CARIBE QOIL WELL PRODUCTS, INC,., and

O S

FILED
D NC.
CHEROKEE LABORATORIES, I IN OPEN COURT
Defendants, g
DEC 1967
ORDER OVERIRAULING MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL NOBLE C. HOOD

Clerk, U. S. District Court

Now on this 11th day of December 1967, there came on lo be
héa;c{ pursuani to previous order the Motion for New Trial of plaintiif,
Ruby Pierson, execulrix of the estate of Joseph B, Pierson, deceased,
appearing by her adtorney, James R. FEagleton, of Huni, FEagleton and
Eagleton, and defendants appearing by their attorney of record, A. F.
Ringold.

After due consideration, il is considered, ordered, adjudged and
decreed that plaintiff's Motion for New Trial should be overruled and

denied.

I ) P D
District Judge




)
)
)
}
}
)
"laintiff i
}
b ) No, 07-C-4
)
} -
Lo w MAYRGn, 9, BT 4L, ) FILED
) B
3 n .
Defendants ) DEC -8 186y

NOBLE C, HOGD
Clerk, U. 8. District Court
JOURNAL ENTRY CF JUDUOMENT

This matter came for hesring hefore the court in its
regular order uvpon the arplication and motion filed herein by the
defendants, wherein it was asserted that the narties, in vretrial
conference cinducted nursuant to rules of this court, had reached
an agreement, based upon a tender by the defendants by way of
comnpromise, of the sum of $7,000,00 for settlement of a1l remaining
causes harein, and acceptance of said tender by plaintify subject
to arproval by the court. Upon examinaticn of the asplication
thus filed by the defendants, and upen hearing in open court
wherein the court heard statements of counsel, sworn testimony
of the nlaintiff, Chirles E. Stanfield, executor of the estate of
Charles B. . $tanfield, deceased, and being advised in the premises,
the court rfinds as Follows:

{1) This action was originally brought by the executor
of the estate of ¢harles E. D. Stanfield, deceased, ag an action
for ~ersonal injury, medical expense, and funeral ewpense, which
allegedly survived plaintifr's decedent, Charles E, 0. Stanfield,
deceased, and szid action being brought on hehalf of the estate

of the said dececased, and in the second cause of action as an




acticon “or wroramal death of the said Chorles Bo D, Stanfield,

{7} The conxrt tas heretofore rendered jud ment
summarily foy the defendants as to the secs d canse of action,

(2} Trhe said Charles E. Stanfield is the duly
arpointed, qualified, and acting executor of the estate of the
said Cnories K, 0, Stanfield, deceased, and is the only proper
person entitled teo bring and maintain the balance of this action
for and on behalf of the estate of Charles B, D. 5tacfield, deceased.

(4) The court has jurisdiction of the subject watter
and of tie carties,

{5) 7The defendants, without confession or admission
of any lianility to claintiff, have tendered to nlaintiff the sum
of $7,000,00, agreeina that judgment wmay b e entered fox vlaintiff
in that amount by way of settlement and compromise of all remaining
causes, apd for the rirpose of ending further litigation in the
mattey, “laintiff has accepted the ssald tender, subject to the
ai.proval of the court as to reasonableness and uropriety of the
settlement.

{6) The court, upon examination of all facts and
circumstances rresented by statements of counsel, plceadings in
the cause, anc the results of pretrial conference, finds that the
tender in t e amcunt of %£7,000,00, made by defendants and accapted
by rlaintiff, is a fair and reasonable oifer in compromise and
seitlenent of the issues made and joined In this cause between
the parties, and that the same should he anproved, and, pursuant
to agreenent reached Dy the parties, judiment should he entered
thereon for plaintiff and against the defendants, finally

adjudicatina anc det-ymining the rights of the parties hareto,.

-




VETTOUYLIEIRG CRDERED, SDRTIIEDR, b LT

YT F LT qhat the comprosmiee asreement for settlesent and

disposition of all remaining causes terein hetween the narties
he and tihe came ig Roreby a-proved as falr and reasonable by
the ccart,

ar T OFURTICR ORDENED that, based upon the cow.romise
agreamcnt mace and entered intoc between the varties, =ad a proved
tv the court, judgment be spd is hereby rendered fox plaintiff,

harles E, Stanfield, ewxecutor of the estate of Charles H. ih

Stanfield, deceazed, and against the defendants, for and in the
sum of 47,000,400, and the costs of this action, for all of which
let executicn isfsue,

NONE T1 GPEN CUIIRT this day of N

1967,

United States District Judge

APPRCOVED?

GEL ALDY EC——WIN:‘ /a.nd B,
s / ; -
I ‘

¢

' Q

By

Attornays for Plaintiff

SANDERS , MCELWCY & WITTTEN

By (/ ZDV ht%"'}'

Attorneys for Defej?énts




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

CLARENCE RINKEL and y
ELSIE M, RINKEL, )
Plaintiffs, ;
v % No. 6568 /
JOHN HOLT, g
Defendant, ;
TREO, INC., et al., )
Plaintiffs, g
e ; No. 67-C-47 EILED
JOHN HOLT, ;
Defendant. 3 DEC - 8 1967
JUDGMENT NOBLE C. HOOL

Clerk, 11, S. Districe Cd

The above entitled actions came on for trial before the Court without

a jury on December 7, 1967, the plaintiffs being present through their
attorneys, Joe Francis, David Purkey and Paul Drake, the following plaintiffs
being present in person: James Woods, Arthur Lee Harms, Donald Webb,
Maynard LeBegue, Clarence Rinkel, Elsie M. Rinkel and Roy Iberg, the
other plaintiffs not appearing; and the defendant being present in person and
through his attorneys, Arthur Meyer and James W. Brown, and the parties
having anncunced ready for trial. The parties stipulated in open court that the
cross-complaint against the plaintiffs might be dismissed. It was further
stipulated between the parties that plaintiffs were entitled to judgment in
accordance with the allegations of the complaints in the amount of $15, 000. 00,
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the plaintiffs have
judgment azainst the defendant in the sum of $15, 000. 00 and costs. It is
further ordered that plaintiffs have judgment against the defendant on the

cross-complaint and the same is dismissed with prejudice.

istrict Juage
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

= DS

Paul Drake
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1¢ THE UMITED STATSS DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
ROETEERN DISTRICT OF UKLAHOMA

PRANE J, HUIMIER,

FILED
oo LT 987

Plaintiffr,
‘*Vﬁ--

MISHOKURY-FARSAS~TEXAS RAILROAD
COMPAEY. a osrporation., and
7. AUIS-BNA FRARCISCO RAIIMAY
COMPANY, & ocoarporation,

NOBLE C. HOQD
Jlerk, U. 8, District Court

Defandantcs,
and Fo. Gled-Civil
KISSOURI-FAMBAN-TEXAZ RAYLROAD
COMPANY, a corporation.

A Defendant and
$hird Party PFlaintiff,
-y -

BALLIBURTON COMEINY,
& gorporation,

et el gt Bt M RE Wyt ? e e d et S el St el Secr S S St S et

Third Party Defendanc.

CRDER OF JURGHENT

Whereas, on Beptember 2, 1966, the Court filed herein
an Order reflecting findings of fact and conclusions of b E
from evidence adducsd at an evidentizry hearing on Augost 30,
1864; and

Whereas, on November 32, 1967, the Court filed hersin
its Memorandum Opinion reflecting findings of Zact and conclu-
sions of lav from evicence adduced et the trial ef the case

held October 17 through October 12, 1967, both inclumive.

MW, THERBFORE, IT X8 ORDERKD, ADJUDGED AND DECREBD
that the findings of fect and conclusions of law, as seC out.
in the Order filed hersein on Septexber 2, 1966, heretofors
refersed to, together with the findiags of fect and conclusicng

of law set ferty in the Memorandum Opinion filed hersin on
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Yioavenbaesr o eet e, RELBLGLGLE VE el &0 B, 80 LA by RGN
porahes bn s Guder of Judgnsnt oy relerence, Ul naoe gy 150
Lo el L odeed? @RtArety herelrn.

1Y 15 FPURTHER ORDERED, mandUinzks BHL DECREEL thab jtudo-
Y LB EGLdaep FéEaderde L Lavor i the Missour)-Rarsass-Texae
Rallycas coaplng, & Gedendact aereiyn, auvd agaipsc Frank J.
Hunteyr, the plaintiff herein; and plaintifi'e cavse of actien
wyalnget the said defendant, the rixssouri~Konsag-Texas railrosd
il By ¢ +8 NEXE€LY GLBlLbekle

IT IS5 PUKTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGLL AND DECKREED chat Gudy-
went. 18 herehy rondéreu i £avor ol Cue st. Wuis-Say Frapoisoc
railroed Conpany, n defendant herein, and ajainast Prant J.
el , Lie wlaintiff herein; end plaintiff's cauvse of action
acaingt the eaic defeadanc, uvie oc. wedis-San Franclsoo Raldlroad
Company, is hefeby disalssed.

3 Is FURTHER GRDERED, ADJUDGHD AMND DECHRERL that Jadg-
MENL 38 gl doy COLEAEES L LaVor wi e kaldidebon Gosgany
Lhdid Tl dsieanabi ereiu, and agiieast che so sR0un s -Ransass
Ddiial Riddai-defl (legrwief. Boilu pde ey padiboifl Bereie sad oliEa
ot oy meadittiff's cause of actior goainst the thira party delenc-

ant, the luliswal el COugdiy, de OREEY abBidesu .




UNTZEP STATES DISIRICT COURT FOR THE pro
NORTHERN DISTRI®T OF OKLAHOMA 12197

NOBLE ¢
United States o Amerlea, ) Clerk, U, g bigri?nc
. ourt

Plaintiff,
CIVIL ACTION NO. k92T
V8.
Tracts Nos. F-616 and
780.51 Acres of Land, More or Less,

Situate in Tulsu, Creek and Pawnee F-616L
Counties, Okiahoma, and Carl H. Abel,
Jr., et 81, and Unknown Qwners, (As to all interests not
covered by judgment filed
Defendants. QOctober 13, 1961.)

J U D g MFNT

1.
WOW, on this _iilfi_day of Decenber, 1967, this matter comes on for
dispoeition on spplication of the plaintiff, United States of Amerieca, for
entry of Judgment on the Report of Commissioners filed herein on October 23,
1967, and the Court, after having examined the files in this action and being
advised by ccuneel for the plaintiff, finds that:
2.
The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and the subject matter of
this action.
3.
This Judgment applies to the estates taken in the tracts enumerated
in the caption sbove, as such tracts are described in the Complaint and the
Declaration of Taking, filed herein, but is limited to the interests left out-
standing and unsettled after the entry of judgment filed herein on October 13,
1961. Such outstanding interests are described as being: Unit No. 1 - % of the
(1/8) lessor interest, and all of the (15/16 of 7/8) working interest and % of
the (1/16 of 7/&) overriding royalty interest in the oil, gas and other minerals
under that portion of Tract No. F-616 situated in Lot 5 end the SWisEE: of
Seetion 10, T. 1§ N., R. 8 E., and under all of Tract No. F-616E; and Unit No. 2
- 1/2 of the (1/8) lessor interest, and all of the (63/gh of 7/8) working inter-
est , and all of the (1/64 of 7/8} overriding royalty interest In the oil, gas

and other minersls under thet portion of Tract No. F-616 situated ia Lot 6 and

Lot 10 of Section 10, T, 19 N., R. 8 E.

et maras o b el b B . ANt AR it AT A Al S T e
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k.

Service of process has been perfected either personally or by publi-
cation notice, ss provided by Rule T1A of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
on all parties defendant in this cause vho are interested in subject tracts.

5.

The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the Complsint filed
herein give the United States of America the right, power and authority to con-
demn for public use the subject tracts of land. Pursuant thereto, on May 18,
1960, the United States of Americe filed its Declaration of Taking of certain
estates in such tracts of land, and title to such property should be vested in
the United States of America, as of the date of filing such Declaration of
Taking.

6.

On the Filing of the Declaration of Taking, there was deposited in
the Registry of this Court s estimated compensation for the taking of the
degcribed estates in the subject tracts, a certain sum of money but all of such
deposit was disbursed to L. J. Hinton in payment of the award for his interest
fixed by the judgment filed herein on Qctober 13, 1961, leaving no funds on de-
posit for the interests left outstanding.

T

The Report of Commissioners filed herein on October 23, 1967, hereby
is accepted and adopted as a finding of fact as to the subject tracts. 'The
amount of just compensation as to the outstanding interests in the subject
tracts, as fixed by the Commission, igs set out in paragraph 11 below.

8.

Since there is no money on deposit as estimated compensation for the
outstanding intsrestz in the estates taken in the subject tracts, a sum of money
sufficient to cover the entire amount of the award for such interests should be
deposited by the Government, as shown in paragraph 11 below,

2.

The defendants named in paragraph 11 as owners of the cutstanding
interests in the subject tracts, as described in paragraph 3 herein, are the
only defendants asserting any interest in the estates condemned therein, all

other defendants having either disclaimed or defaulted; the named defendants

~p-

t ramae—CTYPRRIT A i < D




are the owners of the respective interesis in such estates as designeted and,
as such, are envitled to receive the just compensation awarded by this judgment.
10.

It Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the United States
of America has the right, pover and suthority to condemn for public use the sub-
Jject tracts, as such tracts are described in the Declaration of Taking and the
Complaint filed herein, and such property to the extent of the estates indicated
and for the uses and purposes described in the Declarstion of Tsking {iled here-
in, is condemnec, and title thereto is vested in the United States of America,
as of the date of filing the Declaration of Taking, and all defendants herein
and all other persons are forever barred from asserting any claim thereto.

11.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the right to receive
just compensaticn for the estates taken herein in the outstanding interests in
the subject tracts, as described in paragraph 3 herein, is vested in the defend-
ants whose names appear below in this paragraph; the Report of Commissioners of
October 23, 1967, hersby is confirmed, the sum therein fixed is sdopted as Just
compensation for such ocutstanding interests, and the award is allocated among

the owners as shown by the following schedule:

TRACTS NOS, F-616 and F-616E

UNIT N, 1

Being: 1/2 of the {1/8) lessor interest and
All of the (15/16 of T/8) working interest and
1/2 of the (1/16 of 7/8) overriding royalty interest,
in that portion of Tract No. F-616 situated in
Lot 5 and the SWESEL of Section 10, T. 19 H.,
R. B E., and
in ail of Tract No. F-616E
Owvmers:
A. 1/2 of the {1/8) lessor interest:
R. E. Snell, Jr, = = = - - 1/4 of the (1/B) lessor interest

8. C. Vingon - = = - - - = 1/ of the (1/8) lessor interest



Cuacrs (Cont'd):

B. A1 of the (15/16 of 7/8) working interest:

First National Bank and Trust
Co. ol Oklahome City
A/c Ed L. Merkwell, Jr. - - - - 1875/15,000 of the Working Int.

Walter (0. Heinze and
C. Iouise Heinze, Trustees of

William Leroy Fhillips Trust - - 175/15,000 of the Working Int.
Walter O. Heinze and
C. Iouise Heinze, Trustees of
€raig Stephens Heinze Trust - - =~ 175/15,000 of the Working Int.
Walter (. Heinze and C.
Louise Heinze, Trustees of Robert
W. Phillips, II, Trust - - - - = 175/15,000 of the Working Int.
Dorothy Ann Heinze - - - - - - - 175/15,000 of the Working Int.
Carol M. Phillips - = =~ =~ = ~ = = 175/15,000 of the Working Int.
Doa Richard Heinze - - - - - = = lTS/lS,OOO of the Working Int.
W. 0. Heinge =~ = - = = = = = - 3,325/15,000 of the Working Int.
A. N. Spanel = = = = = - = = = 8,750/15,000 of the Working Iat.
C. 1/¢ of the (1/16 of 7/8) overriding royalty interest:
R. E. Snell, Jr. - - = ~ 1/h of the overriding royalty interest
5. €. Vingon - - - - - - l/h of the overriding royaity interest
Award of just compensation for entire
estate takea in Unit Ho. 1 - = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = $75.00
Allocated:
Tc 1/2 of the lessor interest - - $25.00
Te all of the working interest - - $25.00
Ta 1/2 of the overriding
royalty interest - - $25.00
Deposited as estimated compensation = - = = = = = = = = = = = = - = = lone
Deposit deficiency for Unit §o. 1 - - - - = = = = = =« = - - = - = = $75.00

Being: 1/2 of the
A11 of the

All of the

UNIT NO, 2

{1/8) iessor interest and
(63/64 of 7/8) working interest and

(1/64 of 7/8) cverriding royalty interest,

in that portion of Tract No. F-616 situated in

Lot & and Tot 10 of Section 10, T, 19 N., R. 8 E,

“l-
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Owners;
A. 1/ of the (1/8) lessor interest:
Owted by Bluford W, Miller, now deceased. Robert L. Miller is
Executor and entitled to distribution of this share.
B. All of the (63/64 of 7/8) working interest:
1. Jemes B. Borem - - - = - - - 1/4 of the Working Interest

- - 1/8 of the Working Interest

2. Ed. L. Markwell, Jr.

3. G. M. Pellop - - - - ===~ 1/8 of the Working Interest
L. A. N. Spanel - - - - - - ~ - 1/4 of the Working Interest
5. W. D. Helnze = = = - -~ - = = 22% of the Working Interest

the Working Interest

l
(=]

i
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6. Dorothy Ann Helnze - - -

the Working Interest

1
[
w1

L
0
Fy

7. Don Richard Heiaze - - -

the Working Interest

1
Lol
\n
-,
0
5

8. Carol M. Phillips = - -
3. Welter O. Heinzes and C.

Iouise Heinze, Trustees of

William Leroy Paillips Trust - 0.5% of the Working Interest
i0. Walter 0. Heinze and C. Louise

Heinze, Trustees of Craig

Stephens Heinze Trust =- - - - 0.5% of the Working Interest

11. Walter Q. Heinze and C. Louise
Heinze, Trustees of Robert
W. Phillips, II, Trust - - - - 0.5% of the Working Interest

C. AlL of the (1/64 of 7/8) overriding royalty interest:

Owned Yy John K. Gill

Award of Just compensation for entire

estate taken in Unit No. 2 - - = - = = = = - = - -~ - - =~ -~ $k29.00
Allocated:
Te 1/2 of the lessor interest - - - - $o0k .00
To a1l of the working interest - - - $200.00
Tn gl-. of the overriding royalty
interest - - - - $ 25.00
Deposited as estimated compemsation - - - - -~ - - - =~° =" = """ None
Deposit deficieney for Unit No. 2 - = ~ - - == - === ~" ==~ 7 °7 $429.00

12.
It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the United States of
America shall pay into the Registry of this Court for the benefit of the owners

the deposit deficiency for the subject interests in the amount of $50k .00,

..5_
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together with interest on such deficiency at the rate of 6% per annum from

May 18, 1960, until the date of deposit of such deficiency sum; and such sum
shall be placed in the depo:it for subject tracts in this civil action., An
appropriate Order of Distribtution will be entered after such deficiency deposit

has been made by the Government.

/s{ Allen E. Barrow

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

/s/ Hubert A, Marlow

HUBERT A, MARLOW
Assistant United States Attorney




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

***********************'k**

*
HUGH FRANK MALONE, iscting Regioral *
Director of the Sixteenth Reglon of the *
National Labor Relatlons Board, for and *
on behalf of the NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS *

BOARD L
*
Petitioner *
*
v. % Civil No. 67-C-98
*
TULSA GENERAL DRIVERS, WAREHOUSEMEN AND * -
HELPERS, LOCAL UNICN 523 * E
: * FILED
Respondent *
* DEC 191967
R S X R R A YRR R

NOBLEC.HOOD

. trict Court
NOTICE OF DISMISSAL PURSUANT TO RULE 41 Sterk, U, 8. DIstr

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, pursuant to Rule 41 of the rederal Rules

of Civil Procedure, the above-~entitled proceeding is hereby dismissed.

Dated at Fort Worth, Texas, December 11, 1967.

Ahomd W oL irin

Sanford/H. Palmer

Counsel for the General Counsel
National Labor Relations Board

Room 8A24, Federal Office Building
819 Taylor Street, Fort Worth, Texas

T0: Maynard 1. Ungerman, Attorney for Respondent
Ungerman, Crabel, Ungerman & leiter
6th Floor, Wright Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

Mr. Carl Hall, Attormey for Charging Party
905 National Bank of Tulsa
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103 IT IS SO ORDERED - December 72, 1967

Cles & Borran—

Allan E. Barrow
United States District Judge

P




IN THE UNITED $TATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT
OF OKLAHOMA

GRADY PATTERSON,
Plaintiff,

ve., No, 67-C-155
INFTERNATIONAL ALLIANCE QF
THEATRICAL EMPLOYEES AND

MOVING PICTURE MACHINE OFPERATORS
OF THE UNITED STATES AND CANADA,
and LOCAL UNION NO. 513, a/k/a
MOVING PICTURE MACHINE OPERATORS
UNION NO, 513,

FILED

DEC 13 1967

ot ma mart W S AN et s e Va tew St st st

Defendants,

NOBLE C. HOOD
vlerk. U. & Distrigl Court

QRDER

This cause having come on for hearing this 1lth day of December,
1967, pursuant to regular assignment on the docket of this Court, and the
Court having before it the Motion to Dismiss filed by the defendant
Local Union No, 313, together with supporting briefs, and the Court having
considered said briefs regarding jurisdiction of this Court, finds that the
plaintiff has not perfected service on the International Alliance of
Theatrical Imployees and Moving Picture Machine Operators of the United
States and Canada, a nonregident of Oklahoma, and that service has only
been perfecied upon the Local Union No. 5i3 (Moving Ficture Machine
Operators), a resident of Oklahoma, and that therefore no diversity of
citizenship =xists in this suit,

IT 18 THEREFQORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that this
cause of action be, and the same is hereby dismissed, without prejudice,
with costs ta the plaintiff,

Dated thie __day of December, 1967,

Allen E, Barrow, United States
District Judge

[ SRS RS- A T S A P O
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, NOBLE C. HOOD

Plaintiff, Clerk, U, 8 District Court

NO. 6215 CIVIL

VE.

1 ANGRI=-LA RECERATTONAL COMPLEX, INC.,

Defendant.

ORDER

On this 1lth day of DPecember, 1967, this cause coming on for hearing
for disposition and the plaintiff appearing by and through Assistant United
States Attorney James E. Ritchie and moving this Court to dismisa this action.
And the Court Tinding that the present action is and was rendered moot by
the bankrurtcy o>f defendant Shangri-Ia Recreational Complex, Inc., in the
Northern Distrizt of Oklahoma being Bankruptey No. 65-685.

1T IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND IECREED that the above case

be dismissed upon the wotion of the plaintiff and for the reasons set out

G P

UNLTED STALES DISTRICT JUDGE

above.

ATFROVED:




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

FRED A. NEWELL, )
Petitioner, )
) ’
Vvs. ) No. 67-193 Civil

)

RAY H. PAGE, Warden, ) FILED AND

Respondent, ) ReEg=R R

DEC 13 1367

ORDER DISMISSING PETITION FOR WRIT
OF HABEAS CORFPUS S S )
NOBLE C. HOOD
Clark, U. S. District Cou

Petitioner, a State prisomer, has requested relief in habeas
corpus from this Court alleging that (1) his State sentencing
Judge in the sentences involved allowed him credit on the sentenc-
es for time spent in the county jail prior to being convicted,

(2) the defendant Warden refuses to allow this credit, (3) if al-
lowed this credit as provided by the sentencing Judge and the sen-
tences themselves, the Petitioner would be entitled at this time
to be released from the custody of the Respondent, and (4) that
by reason of the foregoing the Petitioner is being illegally de-
tained in violation of his federal constitutional rights.

The effect of the request made to this Court by the Petitiomen
is that this Court allow the Petitioner jail time credit on his
State sentence contrary to the views and decisions of the Defen-
dant Warden and the QOklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals regarding

this legal point, (See Newell v. State,428 P. 2d 348), and then

order nis ralease from State custody on the ground that he has
served his 5tate sentences and any further detention is without
. authority aad is illegal,

Eight sentences are involved, one for five years, one for

seven years, and six for ten years. All were ordered to run con-

currently. The sentences did provide that the Petitioner (De¢ten-
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dant thereir) be given credit for time in jail since July 12,
1943. No complaint is made herein that the sentences imposed
exceeded maximum limits provided by law as to each offense,

The matter of allowing or not allowing credit for jail time,
good time or work time on State sentences is a matter of State
law. Nc federal question is raised by State laws and decisions

in this area. Johnson v. Beto, 383 F. 2d 197 (Fifth Cir. 1967)

relating to sentencing, Gureznski v. Yeager, 339 F. 2d 884 (Third

Cir. 1964) relating to discipline, and Burns v._Coonse, 339 F. 2d

883 (Tenth Cir. 1964), cert. denied 380 U. 5. 925, 13 L. Ed. 2d
811 relating to good time credits.

Sirce a federal question is not present in the Complaint
raised by the Petition herein, this Court has no jurisdiction to
entertain tae same. Petitioner's Motion for Appointment of
Counsel is denied since this Court has no jurisdiction over the
complaint raised herein.

Accordingly, the Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus filed

herein is dismissed.

It is so ordered, this / > day of December, 1967.

Lo D Lo,
Fred Daugherty </ s
United States District Judge
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TH THI UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOL THL
WORTHERN DIGTRICT OF OHTAIGHA

Ilizabeth Burton,
Maintiff,

CIVIL M. 5979
vB.

FILED

DEC 14 1967

United itates of ‘merica,

Sat® S N S N Mt s N S

Deiendent.

NOBLE €. HOGD
vierl, U, 8 Digteing ¢
ORDER APPROVING COMPROMISE SEITLEMENT U-S. Disirict Coure

The stipulstion of the parties to the &bove action dated
wherein it is agrsed by the defendant, the United Stetes of America, to pay to
plaintiff, Flisebeth Burton, the sum of two thousand five hundred and no/100
dolisrs (32,500,00) without admission of lisbility or fault on the part of seld
defendant, and vhersin the plaintiff agrees to mccept sald sum in full and
complete matisfaction of all claime and demands arising out of the incident
giving rise te¢ this litigetion, ie hereby approv:d pursuant to the provisions of
28 U.S.C. 2677, and, it im

ORDERCT, That thig action stand dismissed with prejudice and without
corts upon peyment to the pleintiff by the defendant of the amouxt stated, and,
i1t is further

ORDEREL, Tust attorney's fee in the emount of five hundred dollars
($500.00) shall be paid to John W. McCune, 304 Pythisa Bullding, Tules, Oklahoma,
attorney of record for the plaintiff, such fee to be paid out of and not in

addition to the emount stated above.

Doue tale _ o Iy of December, L967.

e

el e T et e e
o . P TR I

FRITED FTATES DISTRICT JUDGE




JUDGMENT ON DECISION BY THE COURT F ICLB‘;E-BI)

DEC 14 1967

United States Aisfrict Court

FOR THE

JORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

NOBLE C. HOOD
clerk, U. 8. District Coyrt

CIVIL ACTION FILE No. GU76
Allce farper

U8, JUDGMENT

United States of America

This action came on for trial {(hexrirg) before the Court, Honorable ALLEN E, BARROW
, United States District Judge, presiding, and the issues having been duly tried
{heard) and a decision having beon duly rendered,

It is Ordered and Adjudged {hat the plaintiff Alice Harper, recover of the

defendanv, United States of America, the sum of Forty Nine Thousand,
seven Hundred Scvenly Four Dollars and Ninety-Five Cents ($49,774.95)
witn Intercst thereon at the rate of 6% as provided by law, and her

rosts of action.

Dated at T.isa, O-lahoma + this 14en day

3

of Dcoemner , 1957

HNOBLE




JUDGMENT ON DRCISION BY THE COURT F ¥ q\’ L9,

AT Rl AL

United States Bistrict. Conet 70 17 T

FGR THE .
NOBLE . HOOD
NORTHERW DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA  wierk, U. S District Court

CIVIL ACTION FILE NO. 65(5
Nanoy May Pnaillips

JUDGMENT

vE.

United 3tavse o America

This action came on for trial {hearing) before the Court, Honorable Allen E. Barrow

. United States District Judge, presiding, and the issues having been duly tried

{heard) and a decision having been duly rendered,

It is Ordered and Adjudged +That the plaintiff, Nancy May Phillips, recover
o7 the delendant, Urnited States of America, the sum of Five Thousand
($5,000.00) Dolilars, with interest thereon at the rate of 6% as pro-

vided by law, and ner zosts of action.

Dated at Tulse, Oklahoma o this  ji4th day

of Docenber L1907 .

NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk of Court

By

Deputy

i MO A A 8
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Ly @ UWNITED STATES LISTRICT COURT FOR THm

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOM?

g Cety 0 Tulisa, Owlaboma, a }
wunndcipel corporation, for the usc )
and Peneliv oo the CITY OF TULSH- )
ROGERS CCUNYTY PORT AUTHORITY, )
)
Plainciis, )
Vit } Civil Wo. 6608
)
)
10 Acres of Lund in Rogers County, )
Oklzhoma; JFIMITY CHAMBERS, Reostricted )
Full Blocd Unenrolled Cherokee Indian, } W |
a/k/a JIN. CHAMBERS and JENNY CHAMBERS: } F E L E D
AREA DIRLCTOR, Muskogee Area, Burean }
0f Indien Affairs, United States ) Lre 14 16587
Department of Interior, Successor to ) e
Superintendent of Five Civilized Tribes; ) NOBLE ¢
and the UNITED STATES OF AMERICR, )Clerk. 1, 5 - HOOD
} T DfStﬂGt Cou,-t
Defendants. )

JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

INow, on this giﬁk day cof /[,0.4‘_4- Fns =-E!¢ e ’

1967, the above entitled matter came on for trial before the

undersigned Judge upon request for jury irial by the Defendants.
The Plointiff appeared by its attorneys, John Robert Seelye and
James R. Jessup, Assistant City Attorneys, and the Defendant,
Jirmy Chaubers, an unenrolled Restricted Full Blood Cherckee
Indian, a‘k/a Jim Chambers and Jenny Charbers, appeared by and
through har counsel of record, Feagins & Supmerlin, by

John Cheries Feanginag, and the Defendents, Ares Rirector,

Muskogee Area, Bureau of Indian Affasirs, United States Department
of Interior, Successor to Superintendent of Five Clvilized
Tribes, aad the United States of America, appeared by and

through their counsel of record, Lawrence A, McSoud, United



States aAttorney, by Hubert A. Mariow, Assistant United States
Attorney, snd said Defendants thereupon withdrew their reguest
for a jury triai herein and said partiss announced to the Court
their written Stipulation filed herein on the 13th day of
October, 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 Condemnation filed in the captioned
cause, and the Plaintiff, having heretofore deposited said sum
with the Clerk of this Court, sald Defendants with prejudice to
having their damages assessed by a jury, announced their agree-
ment to accept said sum as full payment and compensation for said
property and the damages arising by virtue of sald taking of any
kind or nature whatscever. And the Court having reviewed and
heard the aforementioned announcement in open court, hereby finds
that the same g fair and reasgsonable and approves the withdrawal
of a reguest for jury trial by said Defendants with prejudice to
having their damages assessed by a jury.

The Court further finds upon oral gtipulation of all
parties, v and chrough their counsel of record, that the
Defendant, Jimmy Chambers, Restricted Full Blood Unenrolled
Cherokes Indian, was, through scrivener's error, in addition to
her correct name, also designated in the pleadings on file herein
as "a/k/a Jiw Charbers and Jenny Chambers®; that in truth and in
fact, "Jim Chambers and Jenny Chanbers” are fictitious names and
that Jimmy Charbers and "Jim Chanbers and Jenny Chambers" are one
and the same person.

I¥ I4 THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the

regueslt Lor jury trial filed in behalf of the Defendants upon




request o said parties be, and the game ig hereby dismisaed with
prejudice to having damages assessed by a jury by reason of the
taking of the hereinafter described property by the Plaintiff

and that —he settlement of sald parties as above set forth is
hereby apzroved by Lhis Court as full and complete payment and
compensation For all damages of whatsoever nature sustained by
said Defendants.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that fee simple title to the
hereinafter described property be and the same is hereby vested
in the City of Tulsa, Oklahoma, a municipal corporation, free
and clear of sny right, title, interest or claim of any kind
or nature whatscever of said Defendants, and that said Defendants
shiall be forever barred from making any further or additional
claims of any right, title, interest or ownership in and to said
property and this decree shall operzate as a full and complete
conveyance to the City of Tulsa, COklahoma, a municipal corpora-
tion, of the fee simple title to the hereinafter described real
praperty, to-wit:

Tract No, 26: Jimmy Chambers, Restricted Full

Blood Unenrclled Cherckee Indian,
{ODne and the same pergon =z

Jim Chambers and Jenny Chambers)
Fee Simple Cwner.

Southeast Quarter of the Yortheast Quarter of

the Southwest Quarter (SE/4 NE/4 SW/4) of

Section 7, Township 20 North, Range 15 East,

Rogers County, Oklahoma.

. , - e
DONE in open Court this /5 day of‘zLScmmm~¢{tA~’ .

1967.
¢ o

- )
Pt s
e ufyﬁ.-‘{zz-.zcm

Jﬁgge of the District Court



AFPROVID :

The City of Twisa, Oklahoma, =2
municipal sorporation, for the
use and benefit of the CITY CF
TULBA-ROGERE CCUNTY PORT
AUTIIOR Ty

CHARLES E. NORMEN, City Attorney

| : ;
By TRV A LJA#MM”fL/’

James R. Jchsup,' ‘y
Asshstaat CityYAttorney

JIMMY CHAMBERS, Restricted Full
Blood Unenrolled Cherokee Indian,
(One and the same person as Jim
Chambers and Jenny Chanbers)

s
7 s

. e V) i
s i e
By St d e ~)./( (Al -
Feagins & Sunmerlin, Attorneys
at Law, Clarcmore, Oklahonma

AREA DIRECTUR, Muskoygee Area,
Bureau of iIndian Affairg, United
States Department of Interior,
Succesegor to Superintendent of
Five Civiliged Trikes; and UNITED
STATES O AMERICAH

LAWRENCE A. McBOUD, U, §. Attorney

By

Hubert 4., Marlow,
Assistant U. 5. Altorney
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IUDGMENT ON DECISION BY THE COURT . K‘(

DEC 1+ 1967

nited States Bistrict. Court

FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT CF OKLAHCOMA

NOBLE C. HOOD
ulerk, U. S, District Court

CIviL ACTION FILE NoO. -C-
John 5. Phillips 67-c-87

va. JUDGMENT

United States of America

This action came or for trial (hearing) before the Court, Honorable Allen E. Barrow

, United States Distriet Judge, presiding, and the issues having been duly tried

(heard) and a decision having been duly rendered,

It is Ordered and Adjudged that the plaintiff, John 5. Phillips, recover
of the defendany, United States of America, the sum of Twenty Five
Hundred ($2500.00) Dollars, with interest thereon at the rate of 6%

as provided by law, and his zosts of action,

Dated at Tu._sa, Oklahoma , this 14th day

of December , 18 g7

NOBLE C, HOOD

Clerk of Court ,

By Vi

Dépyty




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ;
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA F I L E D

UEC 14 1967

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION,

NOBLE C. HOOD

Plaintiff,
VS,
COMMUNITY N4HTTONAL LIFE INSURANCE COMIANY, - CIVIL ACTION
JIMMIE J, RYAN, : FILE NO. 67-C-110
H, G. BILL DIu:ZY, :
HOWARD E, TURRrL :

BRANNCN, FLYs ¢ COMPANY, :
ARNOLD R, BRANMON, :

LYNDON L., PEARSON, : STIPULATION AND
ROY V, MONTGOMERY, : CONSENT

Defendants,

Lt is hereby stipulated and agreed by and between Plaintiff

Securities and Exchange Commission, and Defendant Roy V. Montgomery

as follows:

1.

Tae Defendant Montgemery acknowledges recc or of copies

ot the complaint filed herein, waives s«svice of summons

and aduits the jurisdiction of this court over said
Defendant and over the subject matter of this action.
The complaint states claims upon which relief may be
granted.

The Defendant Montgomery has heretofore filed answers
to the complaint denying the allegations herein.
Defendant Montgomery hereby cousents to the entry of
ar. Order by the Court prohibiting him from violating
Sections 5(a), 5(c) and 17(a) of the Securities Act
of 1933, as amended (15 U.5.C, 77¢qu), 77e(c) and
77q{a)], and Section 10(b) of the Securities Exchange

Act of 1934, as amended {15 U,S$.C. 78j(b)], and Rules

wierk, U 8. District Court

10b-5 and 10b-6 thereunder (17 CFR 240.10b-5 and 240.10-6)




-2-

conformable to the demands of the complaint herein
and Defendant Montgomery hereby acknowledges that
before consenting to the entry of such an Order he
was advised by counsel that any violation thereof
way sudject him to penalty of contempt of court.
Plaintiff and Defendant Montgomery agree that this
Stipulation and Consent shall be incorporated by
reference into the aforesaid Order to be entered

by the court in this action.

Dated: December /2.7, 1967

SECURITIES AND EXCH&NGE COMMISSION

Byﬁ<qu /ﬂm.o//&;/%;[b

ROY V. MONTGOMERY

M. DAVID‘HQMAN’V e

Attorney
P -
S B ' — S
"%( £ 0 /./,(c wi s G":EC:M ( I f\J?/U el

PAUL C., DUNCAN, Counsel

FREDRIC C, JACOBS
Attorney

—tarse c:(aze—awéﬂ-_‘

GEORGE F. §\UNDERS Counsel

pE bt - iy



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT : I L E D

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION, : o Us. Distrig Court
“laintiff, :

vS. :
: CIVIL ACTION
COMMUNTYY NATIOHAL LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY, : FILE NO. 67-C-~110
JIMMLE J. RYAN, :
H. G. BILL DICKEY,
HOWARD E. TURREIL,
BRANNON, FULPS « COMPANY, :
ARNOLD R, BRANNON, :
LYNDON L, PEARSON and : ORDER
ROY V., MONTGOMERY H
Defendants.

It appearing to the Court that the Defendant Roy V. Montgomery
has by writcer stipulation between Plaintiff and Defendant Montgomery
consented to the entry of an Order by the Court conformable to the de-
mands and requested relief of Plaintiff's compla’ .t filed herein;

It further appearing to the Court that pursuant to the said
stipulatiorn Defeadant Montgomery has <iled an answer in this cause,
denying any allcgations of wrong doing contained in the complaint;

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Defendant Roy V. Montgomery
his attorncys, agents and assigns, and any persons or entities acting
in concert oy participation with him is hereby permanently prohibited
and restrained from, directly or indirectly:

a, Making use of any weans or instruments of

transportation or communication in interstate
commerce or of the mails to offer to sell
th.rough the uge of medium of any prospectus sr
otherwisc, Class A common stock or any other
Cizss of security of Community National Life
Insurance Company, unless and until a registra-
tic.. has been filed with the Securities and

Exchange Commission as zo such securities, or
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while a registration statement filed with the
Securitics and Exchange Commission as to such
cocurities is the subject of a refusal order
or stop order of the Securities and Exchange
Commission, or (prior to the effective date

of the registration statement) any public
proceedings or examination under Section 8 of
~he Securities Act of 1933.

Making use of any means or instruments of
cransportation or comwunication in interstate
sommerce or of the mails to sell Class A
-ommor, stock or any other class of security

3f Community National Life Insurance Company
through the use of any prospectus, or other-
wise, unless and until a registration state-
nent is in effect with the Securities and Ex-
change Commission as to such securities.
Carrying such securities or causing them to be
carried through the mails or in inverstate
commerce by any means or inscrumencs of trans-
porcation for the purpose of sale or delivery
after sale, unless and until a regiscration
staremenc is in effect with the Securities and

Exchasge Commission as to such securities.

Provided, however, that ncthing in the foregoing shall apply <o any

security oiv transaction which is exempt from the provisions of Section

5 of the Securitics Act of 1933, as amended.

d.

Making use of the means and instrumentalities
cf rerstate commerce, or the mails. or the
facilities of any national securities exchange,
ta bid for or purchase for any account in which

Defendant Montgowery has a beneficial interest,
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snciuding the account of any nominee of the Defen-
dant Montgomery, or to at..mpt ve ‘nduce any person,
~ucloding any broker or dealer in secarities, to pur-
chase any Community National Life fnsurance Company
security which is the subject of a distribution, or
any security of the same class or series, or any vight
;¢ putchase such security, while Defendant Montgomery
is the person on whose behalf such distribution is
seing made or is otherwise participating im such
listribution, until such distribution has been com-
slcted, unless the accivities of Defendant Montgomery
£alls within the exemptive provisions of Rule 10b-6
ander the Securities Exchange Acc of 1934 (17 CFR
24¢.10b-6) or an exemptive order therefrom is obtained
from the Securities and Exchange Commission,
Making use of the means and instruments or interstéte
commerce, or the mails, or the faciiities of any
national securities exchange for t: purpose Of
i. using or employing any manipulative or decegtive
device, scheme, artifice or contrivance to de-
fraud in connection with the purchase or sale
of any Community Naticnal Life Imsurance Company
security, or any other securlties; and particularly
2. making untrue statements of material facts, or
omitting to state material facts necessary in
order ro make statements made, not misleading,
in connection with the purchase or sale of any

Community National Life Insurance Company security;




A

3. engaging in any act, privtice, or couse of busi-
ness which operates or would operate as a deceit
apon any person in comnection with the purc-ase
oc sale of any Community National Life Insurance
Conpany security; or

.. engaging in any act, practice oxr couse of busi-
ness of & similar purport or object in vioilation
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.

Covn o Gor e

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Dated this Z;.,f;_@’day of December, 1967.
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THE CPEROEEE (aRRATURTES, INC.,
SRR SRR SHRIS L 1S ST . SO

e fendent s
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FILED

DEC 15 196/

TRDEER
—— NOBLE C. HOOD
Glerk, U, 8. District Court

e Court heard arguments Doy swtion for oew
trial on Lecember 11Lh, 1967 and thereaiter signed and entered
an crder overrviias wtion for new triatl,

The Court desires o further study the i(ile, the
briels ouwd the SRCLR.

T OTE PPEREFORE ORDERED that the orvder [iled
perein cveeruling notion for new trisl be and the same iz
get agide, cancelied aud beld for nsught.

DAT:D this the lath day o) decenber, L1907,
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URITED SEATES plainicl JUDGEE.




THOTHE UWETSr STATES DISTRICT COURT I THE NORTRERE

OISTRICT OF ORLAHLH

JOSEMR K. PIER S, y
)
PlaintifE 3
)
-y g y CIVIYL, No. €310
)
)
THE CHERGLEE 1ABORATIRIES, INC., }
CARIBE £Yh WHLEL PrODhOTS, ING., ) _—
ot an. ) FILED
Defendants ) o e e e
DEC 15 19&]’
NOBLE €. HOOD
ORDER Clerk, U. S. District Court

The Court heard arguments for wmotion for new
trial on December ilth, 1967 and thereafter signed and entered
an order coverruling wmction for new trial.

The Court deslres to further study the Uile, the
kriefs and the facts,

IT TS THEREFORE ORDERED that the order filed
herein vverruling moticn for new trial he and the same is
set aside, cancelled and held for naught.

DATED this the lath day ol December, 1967.

- i';/_/r'/.:y/,-?& '-"/./‘f' AL
UNITED STATES D STRICT JUDGE.
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SORTHENN DISTRICT 0 GELALOMA
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doscclintion, o«

- do. 634U Civil,

PR RPN NI A

o e FILED
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THY DERPLIDALT . NOBLE C. HOOD
Jlerk, U. 8. District Cou

re on for snoariae this 1ith o4 af

s

nis o=l oo

SEeoc Lo, er 7, QUTHUART WO G lomTent, and the nlsintin?f

cel . ce T By it attorneyi, Cavare, T el penefle.d &

Zhe Y defendant be oy presenc oy Ut Salibes 11
L. 2111 Dickev, and the Cowrt, avter reLring o ner

L, . DILL Loy and a respeuse Ly Acpert . Sheltq-n,

bei .~ c1oe" 3. ~dvisec in tre aremices ond
cer S L.t on the notlon Tor v o Doy T vh
oL - . wneo wrial should be overru.e ..

-y THEREPORE ORLERLED, ADJUDGLD A ewi by The
Coi- . ©nat the motiorn for ne” ~lal of the ... o, L, Jn7rurl
arional LiT.  rauranen Companyr, an insurance oo at o, ue
Anc e GATEe © 0 Sereny cverrud.s s anc the defer.int .s .3’

rri ien (L0 gays o thils date within which ©e po




Uil IED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR TiE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMS

MONARCHE LIFE IWSURANCE COMPANY, )
J
Plaintiff }
)
vs. } Mo, 67«C~51

)
HUGH BREEDIRG, TNC., BREEDING SERVICE h)
A SUPILY CO., INC., and CHANDLER, )

FRATES AND REITX, ) ) -

, 3 FILED
Defendants b}
DEC 18 1967
JUDGMENT

NOBLE C, HOOD
Ulark, L. S. District Couri

Upon and pursuant to the verdicts rendered and entered this
date, it iz adjudged that plaintiff take nothing apainst
defendant Chandler, Frates and Reitz; and it is further adjudged
that plaintiff Monarech Life Imsurance Company have and recover
of the Jefendanis Hugh Breeding, inc. and Breeding Service and
Supply Co., Inc., jolntly and severally, the sum of $10,165.00
and its costs,

Duted at Tulsa, Oklahoms the 27ch day of October, 1967.

United States District Judpe

Form approved:

For plaintiff

For defendant Chandler, Frates and Reitz

For defoendants Breeding




TROTLT JneTEh 8T L5 L DS3TRLGT LOUPT YOR THE
NORTAVRN DI TRICY i CALAHOMA
MONAZ 7 ‘. INFURANCE COMPARY )
)
Plaintifr,
co. : Civil A-t%--
) No. &7-:
HU.  3FFETIdG, INC., BREEDING . »vICE )
ANI. 3UPELY CO., INC., and CHANDLER, h :
FR:4S ard R [TZ, ; Fii D
Defend:ats. ) . i
efennj:ats. ) LE S
- NCC D 4ooD
ORDER OVERRUL ZNG ».OTION FOk JJDGY¥T & <*rict CouHt
AND 0P I'EW TRIAL
Or thi. :'th day of December, 1967, it is ordered “he
mot.ons for udg.ent ana for new trial oereir filed oy ¢ ... rs

Hugn rreeding, Inc., «na 3reeaing Service ¢ suppiy vo..
are »verm [ ed

T Lz Lawtuer ordered that execution 150n the judgrent fere-.n
is :tayed Jor 13 days from this date and tunooz2after penciag dis-
posirt:i¢n o any apneal .f, on or before seid dete, supersedeas

bend .. n:» amount oi $2Z,500.00 with surety approvad by

cle:: .5 7 led herein.

United Staves District Judge_-“

APPROVED :

Attorney for Plaintiff

Attorney for Defendants Breeding.

@ e v e by e e e £ 1 n e\ Rbri et e AL At 4 B ' — A ey —————re———y | ==




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

FILED

DEC 15 1967

XK B R OE R X OE RN RERRERFENEREER

Defendant.

#
*
LOFFLAND BROTHERS COMPANY, : NOBLE ©. HOOD
Plalntifs » Clerk U g District Court
a
*
- VE - *
*
ELMER DAVIS, A3 REGIONAL DIRECTOR b CIVIL NUMBER
OF THE SIXTEENTH KEGION, NATIONAL *
LABOR RELATIONS BOARD, * 67-C-243
*
*
»
-

OXOR N RN R RN R R RREREREE SN

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL BY PLAINTIFF

COME3 NOW the Pleintiff, LOFFLAND BROTHERS COMPANY,
and pursuant to Rule 41{a) of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure, and prior to 3ervice of Procegs on the Deflendant
herein, ard prior to any Answer or the Flesading having
been filec by the Defendant and dismisses the above entitled

action without prejudice,

orney 1o

. [~}
LOFFLAND BROTHERS COMPANY

Buff snd Huff
604 Philtewer Bullding
Tulsa, Oklahoma




AMEE
JUDGMENT ON DECISIGN BY THE COURT F I_ L E D’ 32 (7-83)

Wnited States Bistrict Courtss 19987

FOR THE NOBLE G HOOD
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMAClerk, U. S. District Court

CIVIL ACTION FILE NO. 67-C-87
John 5. Phillips

vs. JUDGMENT

United 3tates ol America

This action came on for trial (hearing) before the Court, Honorable pllen E. Barrow
, United States District Judge, presiding, and the issues having been duly tried
{(heard) and a decision hav.ng heen duly rendered,
It is Ordered and Adjudged that the plaintiff, John S. Phillips recover
of the delendant, Urited States of America, the sum of Twenty Five

Hundred ($2500.00) Dcllars, with interest thereon at the rate of 6% as

provided by law, and his costs of zction, and that $1,074.50 is attributed

Lo property loss.

Dated at ™ii5a, Oklahoma , this 19th day

of Dezember .18 a7

NCBLE C. HOOD

Clerk of Court
BY: -

Depyty



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

LEONARD WADE GARDNER, JR.,

Plaintiff,
VS, NG, 67-C-210
JERRY LANGDOMN TYE and .
e iAo comea FILED
Defendant, . DEC 29 1967

NOBLE C. HOOD

u. S. ict Couri
CRDER REMANDING Clerk, U. S. Distr

The Court has for consideration the Motion to Remand
of the plaintiff, and having listened to oral argument, perused
carefully the briefs of the plaintirf and defendants, and
having carefully read the depositions in this action, upon
which both plaintiff and defendants rely in support of their
position, and belng fully advised in the premises, finds:

That the defendants have not sustained thelr burden
of proof on the issue of the citizenship of the plaintiffl
raised by the plaintiff in his motlon to remand.

IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDERED that this cause be and the
same is hereby remanded to the District Court of Creek County,
Oklahoma,

ENTERED THIS g’n__b_gday of December, 1967.

Lo
T
L

ONITED STATES TEALCT JUDGE




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

United States of America,

Plaintiff,

~

vs. Civil No. 6504

James J. Crockett and Willism F.
Martin, Jr.,

FILED
AUG 21 1967

Defendants.

NOBLE €. HOOD %
JUDGMKERNT Clerk, U, 8. Distelet Court

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration by agreement of the
Plaintiff, United States of America, and the Defendant, James J. Crockett,
and the Court upon examining the file herein finds that the Flaintiff,
United Stetes of America, and the Defendant, James J. Crockett, have
heretofore entered and filed a Stipulation end Confession of Judgment
herein, which Stipulation and Confession of Judgment is hereby approved,

Pursuant thereto, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED
that the Flaeintiff, United States of America, have and recover from the
Defendant, James J. Crockett, the sum of $31,50L.55, with interest thereon
at the rate of 6% per annum from and after February 19, 1962, plus the

court costs of this action accrued and accrulng.

o
Dated this o/ " day of W 1967.

— 4 A / 1
~7Z;/?_¢1 = :’TL/&",A.a,,;' L,t'.-ift,
UNITED STATES DISTRICY JUDGE A

SaM E, TAYIOR
Assistant U. £. Atto

CIS
At. ey for Iefendant




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

John Frank Leirson, ;
Petitioner, ;
VB ) KG. 6]‘3‘21&
United States of Americs, ;
Respondent. DEC -0 1967

NOBLE C. HOOD

O R D E R Clerk, U. S. District Couri

This metter coming on for hearing thie 2Bth day of November, 1967
upen motlon of petitioner, John Frank Lairsom, to vacate and set aside the
Judsment of conviction and sentence imposed in Criminsl Cage Wo. 1420 in
this court. The court finds that petitioner, on November 2, 1967, filed his
motion hereir pursiant to Title 28, U.S.C., Section 2255, in which he
complelins anc states that "for two momthe prior to his trial snd sentence in
thie court he was under the influence of nercotice administered by & licensed
physielsn for the purpose of medication. That the purpose of the drugs wae
to glow down and dull his reaction snd emotional ressoning; that the drugs
were called phenobarbital end were belug administered to him while he waeg a

federal priscuner i1 the Tulss County Jeil aweiting triel. That dwue to the

medicetion acministered to him be was unable to gesist his attorney in properly

representing him ia the criminsl case in this district.” On petitiomer's
motion the court allowed, thie date, en evidentlery hearing and appointed
counsel o represent him and sllowed petitioner to subpoens witnessee to

essist in proving the allegations in his motion.
From g review of the records, files and transcript of the Criminal

Cere No. 14450 and upon consideretion of the evidence and testimony present-
ed by petiticmer and respondent, at the comclusion of the evidentisry heari:
the court; firds that petitioner did mot go to irisl on the charge in the
eriminel case, as alleged in his motion, but entered a plee of guilty to an
indictment cn January 1C, 1967, after having previcugly entered a ples of

not guilty on December 20, 1966.




e court urther finds fram o review of the records in the criminal
ceee thet prdor o entering e ples of gulliy to the indictment the politioner
vag et a1l timce soprosented by scasoned end experienced counsel. Thet on
Fpril b, 1967, sow: three mouths after petitioner's ples of puilty to the
tndietment, he Wi sentenced in this court to » term of twenty {#0) youre,
vhich sentemce was o T comcurrently with & senmtence imposed in & similar
type of cffense in the Federal Court in the State of Illincds- From the
trenscript of the proceedings in the crimingl cese the court further Finde
that petitioner voluntarily changed his former ples of not guilty to gutity
vith no offer of revard and with no force, threets nor promises. With regard
to the voluntariness of petiticnerts plee of guilty to the cximipsl indict-
pent, the court takes perticuler cogndzance of the Lesbimony of Mr. Hovert
Hyonm, wind represented petitiomer st ell siagen of the oriainal proceeding
and particularly on the dete of pemtencing, in which testimony Mr. Brown
ctated that petitioner eppeared to fully undersiend ihe nature of the charpes
sgainst him, did not gppear to be under the influcuee of eny narcotic or
barbituate and at all tines acted in o coherent mANQLT

in consideration of tbe allegation Ly petitioncr by hie motion hexrein
in which he allepeé that et tho time of hls entering e ples of guily to the
jndictment I wes under the influsace of a narcotic callzd phenchaxbitel
administered by ¢ iicensed phyeician for whe purpose of medication, Iran the
evideniisry earing, the court finds:

Hy toe cosbimay of the petitioner bimgely, lis sllegation is vased
potely wpen she opinion of on inmate under senience ol 8 Federe! institution
without the hemeril o1 any chemies) enalyele whalygever thet the pills
adutnisteretl 1o hin v & physicisn wore phenodvaridiel.

Tue cowl lTurther conuiders the iestimuny of the petitloner, who
stated thul it was Ur. ¢ He Hempy who sdetnislered o Wwim (w piils which he
clafte contained phonobarbitel. In considering he bestlaouy of . G. H.
Henxy, who tostirfjed that be did not prescribe o narcotic now phenbberbital
for potition:r, no were the pills of which petitioner compieins composed of
narcotice nor phonobarbital end efter further comsidering the lestimony of
Charles L. barpows, paermecist who fillec tbe prescriptions of Tw. Henry for
petitioner, and who testiffed that the pills meseribed for patitioner did
not comboin any tape of narcotic ner phencbirbital whatsoever, the sont finds
thnt the pilis adrdnistered to petitiomor during his stey at tbe Tulss County
Judl prdcr U5 and sl the time of his plea of mudlity oo Janweay 10, 1867,
couid not ond did nos in any wey alfect hie mulonsde.

W i?
HE




The court further Tinds from the testimony of Arthur L. Shelby, who
rregented the records of the Tulsa County jeil releting to medicaibion
administered to petitioner, that no medication of which petitioner complaine
was administered to bim prior to or up to the time be entered hie plea of
guilty, tut oa the contrary, the medication administered to him wes sdminister-
ed after his plee of guilty, although prior to sentencing, none of which
contained any nercotic or phenobarbital compound whatsoever.

Therefore, bosed upon the records, trenscript of proceedings in the
eriminal case and the evidence adduced at this evidentiary hesring, the court
finds that petitioner kneiringly and understendingly, freely end voluntarily
and not under the influence of any drug or narcotic, was fully aware of what
he was doilng when he admitted his guilt to the charge in the indictment in
the criminal cese, and the motion to vacate and set aslde the sentence ghould

be overruled and denied for the foregoing ressoms.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED thet petitloner's
motion to vecute and set aside Judgment and sentence be and it is hereby
overruled and denied and petitioner should be returned to the federsl insti-

tutdion by the Unlted States Marshal or ome of his depubies.

o e ——
S Dl r B[O e
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




ooy oo o FILED

DEC 151967 #-
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

NOBLE C. HOOD

Plaintiff, Clork, U. 8. District Court

vs. No. 6215 CIVIL o~

SHANGRI-LA RECREfTIONAL COMPLEX, INC.,

R

pDefendant.

ORDER

On this 1llth day of December, 1967, this cause coming on for hearlng
for disposition and the plaintiff eppearing by and through Assistant United
States Attorney James E. Ritchie and moving this Court to dismlss this action.
And the Court finding that the present action is and was rendered moot by
the bankruptcy o defendant Shangri-la Recreatlonal Complex, Inc., in the
Northern Districs of Cklahoms being Bsnkruptcy No. 65-685.

IT IS THEREFOHE ORIERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the above case
be dismissed upon the motion of the plaintiff and for the reasons set out

above.

APPROVED:

(f,/——* e lf,f’ //\

1/'.‘
JAVES E. RITCHIE
Assigtant U. S. Attorney




IN THE UNITED STATES LISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHCMA

DR. ALBERT LYONS, WILLIAM ROSENBLATT,
BERNARD A. ROSENBLATTI, RICHARD D.

ROSENBLATT and ANN FRANK, Exeoutrix FilLED

of the Estate off MARTIN M, FRANK,

Deceased, T,
R kS

Flaintiffs,
NOEBLE C. HOOL
JCHN J, SHEA, JR., M. D., L. K. THOMPSON, Cler. “T. §. District Court
JR., NELSE R. THOMPSCN, ELLEN S. THOMP- T

SCN, and LUCIA T, GREENWAY,
Intervening Flaintiffs,
NO., 65 4 3

VS,

HOME~STAKE PRODUCTION COMPANY, an
Oklahoma corporation, and ROBERT S,
TRIPPET,

Defendants,
REPUBLIC SUPPLY COMPANY, a Delaware

corporation, CHARLES E, PLUIMER and
EIMER M. KUNKEL d/b/e. KUNKEL & COMPANY,

et N S e M N e P S N P Nt NP M S P e S N M R S M P N e et

Additional Defendants.

ORJ S, UDICE

o

Now on this _7 - ““4day of December, 1967 there comes on for hearing
before the Court the joint stipulation of dismissal with prejudice made and
entered into by and between all of the parties who have appeared in this ac-
tion, each of taem acting through their respective atitorneys of record;

And the Court having considered said joint stipulation of dismissal,
the Court finds that said joint stipulation of dismissal should be approved
in all respects; that this Jourt should make a judiciel determination that
the plaintiffs and intervening plaintiffs by reason of the settlement agree-
ment heretofore entered into own no further interest in any annual Home-Steke
Production Company programs as of this date; and that all of the parties have
stipulated that this civil action should be dismissed voluntarily pursuant to
Rule 41 (a) (1) of ihe Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, with prejudice.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
original plaintiffs and intervening plaintiffs and each of them have no fur-
ther interest in any anmual Home-Stake Production Company programs as of this

date and that the abuve-captlonéffsggnlhaction is ?ereby dismissed with prej-

udice. - .
fﬂ N A M e §
et . . [ Lt .«»\.\L/"W

United States Distriet Judge

1=




APPROVED AS TO FORM:

HOUST KLEIN AND DAVIDSON

e\ Sl
Rlchard T Scnn‘oerg \
900 Home Fedzaral Puliding P
404 South Boiston
Tulsa, Oklehoma 74103

Attorneys for Original Plaintiffe and Intervening Plaintiffs

THOMAS 4. LANDRITH, JR. and ,
PAT MALLOY )
, [

./-/ / wy A B / r 7 {.{” f/.‘ = 7,5,/'
'fhomas A, Landrith, J r, :
Suite 203 Midstates Bullding o -
Tulsa, Qklahoma 74103 '

Attorneys for Defendants Home-Stake Production
Compeny, an Oklahome corporation, Robert S. Trippet end the
heirs, next 3f kin and Estete of Charles E. Plummer, deceaged

g e

/ R. Jefes unruli !

— 60§ National Bank of Tulsa Building
Tulsa, Cklahoma 74103

Attorney for Defendant Republic Supply Company

seph Roberts
Foyfth Natybnal Bank Building
sa, Cklahoma 74103

Attorney for Elmer M. Kunkel d/b/a Kunkel & Company




JRS &

FILED

DEC 211967

1M THE UNITED STATES DIGTRICT COURT

NOBLE C. HOOD
¥OK 'THE NORTHERN DISTRICL OF OKLASGMAy, s. District Court

KIDWESTERE DEVELOPMENTS, IKC.,
a corporation,

Plaintif®,
Ko. 54736 CIVIL

CITY OF TULSA, OKLAEOMA, a
wmenicipal corporation,

[ L

Defendant.

JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

TS MATTER came on for boayiny before the under signed
Judge Ly agrzenent of counsel, and plaintiff appeared by its
counsel, Robert J. Woolsey, and the Defendant appeared by its
counsel, John Robert Seelye, angd both sides having represented
to the Court that they have reached an agreed settlenent of
this case in covordance with the c¢pinion of the United States
Court of Appesls, Tenth Circuit, on the appeal cof this case
iy the Tleistlff-Appellant, Midwestern Developments, Inc.,
in their cag: ¥o. 9097, and have egresd that payment of the

Plaintiff's agreed Jourt costs nf §1.588.61, plus $1.00 a=s

i

nowminal damsges for the taking of the reverasicnary interest of
caid Plzintiff, and of all its interssts herein, is just.

mhe Court finds such sctilement ig fair and reascnakle
and bs ir accord with the opinicon of the United states Court
af Appeals, Tenth Circuwit, in the appeal of this case, and that

the same should be approved and the title of the Defendant

conficrnes in aald property.




IT I3 THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the reversionary interest of the Plaintiff in the hereinafter
described property be, and the ssme is hereby vested and
confirmed in the Defendant, and that the Plaintiff, its
GUCCEESCE 3, assighs or trustees, or anyone claiming by, through,
or under it, are hereby declared to have no interest whatsoever
in said property, and are further barred from ever claiming any
interes: in scid property, end thst the sum of $1.00, as
norwinal damages, and the sum of §1,588.61 as Court Costs
paid by tae Defendant to the Plaintiff herein, is full, fair
and conplzte seyment and satisfzetion of the Plaintiff's
intersst herein, which resl property herein refecred to is
desceribed as follows:

The Y¥orth 60 feet of the Missouri-Kansas-Texas

Railread Company right-of-way, located in the

Northwest Quarter (NWY) of Jection 22, Township

19 North, Range 13 East, Tulsa County, Oklahoma,

being @ portion of the grant contaiped in a deed

dated September 10, 1902, from Laurz Eubanks, as

nother and natural guardien of Clydie Landrwi,

a minor Creek Freedman, to the Missouri-Kansas

and Cllahoma Railroad Conpany, predecesscr to
the Missouri-Kansag-Texas Railroad Company

PDARTEDL, this day ©f December, 1967.

Allen E. Barrow
District Judge

ATPROVIID AS 7O FFORM:

Fovreri J. Woolsey,
attorney for Plaintiff

Jokn Robert Seelye,
ntropacy [or Dafendant




URITEC STATES 2ISTIICY LuueT
AORTHERN DISTRICT GF ORi WO
Tulsa OIVIZion

URITED STATOS o b 1,

Clointify,
CIVIL Wi, @ 7=C=14t

"o

..,,
i
poer
-

Undetermined guantiticys ol
depressant or stimuelant drugs
consiiting of drugs whose active
ingredients consist solely of
amphetamines, barbiturstes,
desoxyephoedring, comhinstions

of amphetanines and bsrbiturates,
combinations of destxyephedrine
and barbitur te, o -l #1, 42
and {3 tabilets,

CONSLNT GLCeEE OF
CONGEMNAT 108

Nt Mt e B M S e g i et St gt N Nt A S R

e tendanat

A Gomrlaint cor roriwiture against the above described articles was filed
in the United sletes Jistrict Lourt for the Northorn istrict of Ukiuhomz, on
behalf of the Untte. stotes of America. The Complaint alleges that the articles
procecded agatnsl consist of depressant or stimulant ¢rugs within the meaning of
the Federwi Food, Urwy emd Losmetic Act, 21 U.:.0. 321{v}, ana 71 Cfe 1ui.3.

The Complatnt Turther alleges that prohibited acts have occurred with respect
to said articies of drug within the meaning of 21 U.i.C. 331(g)(4), in thet
Kay Pharmacal Lo, 1310 Horth Utica, Tulsa, Oklashomo, Tailed to keep comolete
and gccurcte rocords o Liw said articles of druusn as required by 21 U.i.C.
taf{e} (1),

Pursuant Lo HMonition isswed by this Court, the United States Harshal selied
said articles of Jdews. Thereafter, the Kay Pharmucel vo., 1312 Horth itice,
Tulzoy Sklehomsz, iotervensd and filed a ¢latin to the scized articles. Cleimant
poe Consints thet o aecres of condemnation as prayed (or in the Complaint be
enteved against tre articles wader sefzure. The Court being fully advised in the
premizesy it s on the motions of the parties hoerdito

QROERE W, AbJUDE i BECREED thet said articles under seizure consist of

4
depressant or stinulant drugs within the meaning of 71 Uu,.C. 3541{v]) and 21 CFR
ih0.5 for which complute and aceuwrate records os recuired by 21 Uoi., 200s(d}{1)

S onialals

were not kept are o0 theretore hereby condenncd pursusnt to 21 Ul

anc T4 s wurther




QECREEN, pursusnt to 71 U.3.C, 33H{s] fhat the United

DROLRLL, ~0H0G.0, o
Staters of wericas shall recover from said claimant cor® Costs el Toos, and
storage and other promr eXxpenses, as taxed huercing io wit, the sun oik 2R3
A

Clatmunt hoving petitioned this Court thut the condemned srticles be
delivercd to it pursaant to 21 U.5.C. 334(c), it is Turther

ORODEHED, Al JdUdG.0, 40 DECREED that the united siates Marshal for this
fistrict shall relucse said articles from his custody to the custody of claiment
for the purposc of bringing the articles into complisnce with the law if claimant,
within 20 days from ilw dite of this decrec, {a) pays in full the aforamentionsd
court costs and fees, ang storage and other proper expenses of the proceedings
herein, anc (b)) execatrs one Files with the {lerk of this Court o good ant
sufficient pensl boni with surety in the sum ofjﬁg%bOQjﬁbapproved by this Court,
payable to the Lnited Staten of America, amd conditioncd en the cluimant's
abiding by end perfosming oll the terms and conditions of this lecrce and of
such further Orders anc Uccrees os may be entercd in this proceedings and it
iz further

GRIERED, ADJUBGL, it DECREED thats

1. after the §iling of the bond in this Court, the claimant shall give
written notice to the Unbles Field Office, Burcou ol firug Abuse lontrol, Food
oned Orug Administration, lepsrtment of Health, Lducetion snd Welfere, 1114
Lommerce Strent, Jallss, Texas 75202, that the claimsnt is prepuared to bring
the articles into compliorce with the law under the supervision of o duly
suthoriced repres-nistive of the Jepartment of Hewlth, Education end weifare
by {0} preparing ¢ conplete and accurate record, s roguired by 91 U.S.i,
SafdI(1) of o1l stocks of sach depressant ond stimulant druge within the scope

ef Pl ULl 221{v), aow in possession and by keeping such records for 3 years,

-

and (B} by incorporaiing into said records the articles of drug sefeed herein,
ane {(€) by preparing or obtaining, and keeping for not less than theee years, a
compluee and accurate record of the kind and gusntity of esach depressunt end
stimulant drug received, sold, delivered or athorwise disposed d, the nome and
atbipess of the porssn, ond the registration number, whore applicable, from whom
Tt owar reerived aue o vhow sold, delivered, ar otherwise disposed eof, sad the
date o8 such tronsaction, und said records will be hercinsfter maintained as

Foglresd by S Ugoao. sebafd).




Voo The elatwont shindioat gl Uimes, until the orilcies have hoen relessed

py o oduly suthoryv.od resresuntative of the Berseos 0t drug Abuse Jontrol of the
departmeat o1 decith, cducsvien and velfere, rotein fatect the ontire ot of
wonls comriatne 10 wriicius for exawination or inspection Ly ol reprosenta-
Live, and shall cinteiu the records of other proof necessary to establish the
tdentity ot saiv Tol w the satisfaction ol said rupresentative,

3. The claiment shwtl not commence compliance operation uatil it has
recetved authorization to du so from a duly authorized representative of the
Buresu ol Urug Abuss Control of the Department of Hezlth, Education and velfare,

o The elaimant shell at o time, ant under no circumstances whatsoever,
ship, scll, offer for sale, or otherwise dispose of any part of said article or
of the article inte vhich il is converted untit & duly authorized representative
of the Bureau of iruj Abuse Control of the Department of Health, kducation end
Welfare shall heve had free access thereto in order to take any samples or
make any tests or examinstions that sre deemed necessary, and shali in weiting
have released suwch articles for shipment, sale, or other disposition.

5. Within 0 Jdiys from the date of the bund in this Court, cluimani shatl
complete the process of bringing the articles into complisnce with the Federal
Food, Urug and Cosmepic ot under the supervision of & duly suthorized representae
tive of the Buweau of urue Abuse Control of the Jopartment of Health, Lducation
ared Welfaro,

Lo The clziment shall abide by the deciston o sald duly authoriced repre-
sentative of the dure s of Urug Abuse Control o the department of Haaith,
Lducation wnad Weltare. 11 clainent breaches any comiitions states tn this

Decree, or in any sussoawsnt Pecrac or Order of this Court in thi. proceeding,

pimant shall returs the articles ipmediately to the Unfted Stetcs Marshal for
this Wistrict at cigment's expense, or shell cthoerwise dispose of it porsuant
ooon Order or this Saur,

7o The cleimont shall not sell or dispose of said articles or any part
thercet 4n + mannir conirery to the provisions ot tiw Federal food, Uruy amd
uostc Tic Act, or | s of any state or territocy {(as defined in said act)

in ok 11 30 sol) o disposed of,




. The claiment shall compunsate the United Steotes of America for costs
of supervision &t the rate of $6.00 per hour per representative Vor each day
actually employed in the supervision of the compliance process, s salary or wage;
where laboratory work is necessary, at the rate of $10.00 per hour per person for
such laboratory work; where subsistence expenses are incurred, the charge shall
be the amount actustly paid to the person at a rate not to exceed $16.00 per day
per person. Claimant shall also compensate the United States of Amarica for
necessary traveling expenses and for any other necessary expenses which may be
incurred in connection with the supervisory responsibiltities of said vepartment
of Health, Education and velfare.

9. If requested by a duly authorized representstive of the Bureau of Urug
Abuse Control of the (epartment of Health, Education and Weifare, claimant shatl
furnish to said representative duplicate copies of invoices of ssles of the
released articles, or shalil furnish such other evidence of disposition as said
representotive may raquesti,

The United Stat=s «ttormey for this District, on being advised by a duly
authorized representative of the Department of Healith, Education and Welfare
that the conditiens of the Decree have been performed, shall transmit such
information to the Clerk of this Court, whereupon the bond given in this proceed.
ing shall be carcclizd and discharged; and it is further

DRDERED, ADJUDGEL ~NL DECREED that if the claimant does not avail itself
of the opportunity t3 repossess the condemned articles in the manner aforesaid,
the tnited states Marshal for this UDistrict shall retain custody of saic articles
pending the {ssvance of an Urder by this Court regarding its dispositiony and it
is further

ORDENED, AuJUDGie N DECREED that this Court expressly retain jurisdiction
to issue such further decree and Orders as may be necessary to the proper
disposition of this sroceeding, and that should the claimant fail to abide by
ang perform all the terms and conditions of this Uecree, or of such further
Order or Decree as may be entered in this procecding, or of said bond, then
said bond shatl on mation of the United States of Aamwrica, in this proceeding

e forfeited and iudjemcnt entered thereon.

JURGE T OISTRICT COURT




we nereby consent to the entry of the foregoing decrec,

ATTORNEY &0k CLAYHMANY

w{

LAURINCE Aadel0UD
UNLTCD STATES ATTORKEY

ASSISTANT UNITED STATES ATTORNEY




