I THE UKITED STATES DISTRICT CCURT ¥OR THE
NORTHERE DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

HYDE CONSTRUCTION ZOMPAKY, INC.,

PN

Plaintiff,
CIVIL N¥O. 5911
Vs,
KOEHRING COMPANY, ET AL,

Defendante. EE i i; EE [3

JUN -3 1968

NOBLE C. HOOD

ORDER DISMISSING COUNTER-  ierks U. S. District Court

CLATM

The Court has for consideration Motlons in the
Alternative filed by the defendants herein,'and being fully
cavised in tha2 premises, finds:

That defendants! third alternative motlon to
dismiss defendants' counter-claim without prejudice should be
sustalned,

IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDERED that defendants’ motion
to dismlss counter-claim without prejudice be and the same is
hereby sustained, and the balance of the Motlions in the Alternative
are therelore most,

ENTERED thiz 3rd day of June, 1968.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF

OKLAHOMA
ED KUTAIT COMPANY, INC., }
Plaintiff, )
Vs, g No, 67-C-201
EL DORADO LAMINATED BEAMS, INC., and 2 .
ROY SHUMATE, ) F I L E D
Defendants, ; JUN - 4 198

NOBLE C. HOOD

ORDER DISMISSING COMPLAINT AND COUNTE%-rk, U. S District Court

CLAIM WITH PREJUDICE

Now on thissﬁ_z’day of June, 1968, there having been presented
to the undersigned United States District Judge for the Northern District of
Oklahoma the motion filed herein by the Plaintiff and Defendants seeking a
dismissal with prejudice of the action filed herein and the Court having
examined the same and being well and sufficiently advised in the premises
finds that said order should issue herein.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED BY THIS COURT that the Complaint b?ought
by the Plaintiff iIn the above styled and numbered ma}:te; be and the same is
hereby dismissed with prejudice and the Counter-claim filed Ie rein by the
Defendant, El Dorado Laminated Beams, Inc., be and the same ig hereby dis-

missed with prejudice, all at the cost of the Plaintiff herein.

o, & B

United States District Judge

APPROVED:
STIPE, GOSSETT & STIPE /, -

e R P
By - z - { :__,

Attorneys for Plaintiff

FOWLER & SHORT




o oPir UNITRD STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
WORTHERN DISTRICY CF OHLAHOMA

HYDE CONSTRUCTION CCMPANY, INC., }
)
Plaintifzf, J
)]
V5. )
) NC. 5911, CIVIL
KOEHRING COMPANY, et al., )
)
Defendants. Tyt R
crendenia. ) SILED
) .
JUR -4 1860
D1 35 M I 5 ¢ AL

NOBLE €. HOOD
vierk, U, 5 g strint  Cour
Comes now plaintiff, HYDE CONSTRUCTION COMPARY, INC.

and following the Court's dismissal of the counterclaim herein
uzcn reques<c of defendant, KOBHRING COMPANY, and the judgment

in Case Mo. 60,0868 in the Chancery Court of Hinds County,
Migsissippi heving become final and res judicata for all purposes,
plairtiff dismisses its complaint in the above entitled matter.

DATED this 3rd day of June, 1968.

4

.

N. lays, of Gable, Gotwals,

,Pubiin & Fox, Attorneys for

H;dc COAutruction Company, 2010 Fourth
Naticnal Building, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119

O RDER
parmiszion is granted to file the above dismissal
// — -
thig <57 .7 dav of June, 15068

e '/\ =,
DIS”EuCT JUDGE

DRIITICATE OF MAILING

hat o true copy of the above Dismissal
illard Mortin, Jr., attorney for Kiehring
; dtioral DBani of Tulsa Building, Tulsa, Oklahoma, on
Liin day of Junc, 1908,
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IN THIL UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
IN AND FOR THLE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHGMA

DONALD 13U0SS and SEATTLE-FIRST T TR

AT .
[ Wy

4

I+

b5

Faiate of ANTHONY J, 'URIO, .
cstituted Imervening Plaintiff, Jul -4 1564
Pisintiifs, NOBLE C. HOOD

qerk, U S District Court
~ H

DONALD LESLIE NMcDANILL,
JAMES CURTIS RICKSECKER, and
INTER-CONTINENT OIL CORP.,an
Oklahoma corporation,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Vs, )
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Detfendanis. No, 6625

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

. o—

Now on tidi;s'::;]a;,r of May, 1888 there came before the Court for its
consideration the jeint motion {or dismissal with prejudice filed by all of
the pariies acting by and through thelr attorneys of record.

WIHLEREUPON the Court having determined that the issues and contro-
versies existing bewwsen wace parties have been fully settied and that a
dismissal with prejudice is proper under the circumstances, NOW,
TIEREFORE, IT I8 ORCERED by ihe Court that the above capiioned civil
zciion is herepy dlemiszed with prejudice, with each party to pay his or iis
OWn cogts aosc incurred,

Judge of the United States Distriet Court

..... o e TR e s E e e AR s+ . rp———— ot



. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

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

for the use and benefit of
CIRCLE-L-ELECTRIC COMPANY,
a partnership,

Plaintiff

VS. NO, 5994 civil

HYDE CONSTRUCTICN COMPANY, INC.,

FILED

a corporation; UNITED STATES
FIDELITY AND GUARANTY COMPANY,
a corporation; NATIONAL SURETY JUN 1.0 1968

CORPORATION, a corporation; and

AETNA CASUALTY AND SURETY

COMPANY, a corporation,
Defendants

NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk, U. 8 Districe Court

e Yot Mgt Mgl N N St S St Sl St S Nl S St S

ORDER DISMISSING GARNISHMENT PROCEEDINGS

1t appearing unto the Court that garnishment proceedings
were instituted in this cause by the Plaintiff, Circle-L-Electric
Company, against the Koehring Company on the allegation that the
Koehring Company was indebted to the judgment debtor, Hyde Con-
struction Company, Ine., but that the claimed indebtedness of the
Koehring Company, if any, has been completely merged in a final
decree in the Chancery Court of the First Judicial District of
Hinds County, Mississippi in Cause No. 60,068 in that Court, and
that the garnishment proceedings should be dismissed in recognition
of the entitlement of the Mississippl Court to enforce its own
judgment and distribute the proceeds as justice may require, IT
1S ORDERED that the garnishment proceedings in this cause be and
the same are hereby finally dismissed without prejudice to the
right of the Plaintiff to propound its claim in the Mississippl

Court aforesaid.

SO ORDERED on this the /¢’ day of June, 1968.

e 17
! R o (VP .~Kt" Yoy

UNITED STATES DISTRACT JUDGA




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

United States of America, )
Plaintiff, ~
ve. ~ Civil Fo. 67-C-83
leonard C. Estes, F I L E D
Defendant. -
JUN 101368 ff@
NOBLE C. HOOD
NOTICE OF DISMISSAL Clerk, U, §. District Court

COMES NOW the Plaintiff herein, United States of Amerdica, and
gives notice to Leonsrd C. Estes that it dismisses, without prejudice,
the Complaint filed herein.

PR
Deted this /il day of June 1968.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

LAWRENCE A. McSOUD
United States Attorney

ROBERT P.

Assistant U. 3. Attormey
Rooms 460, U. 8. Courthouse
Tulsa, Oklshoma .

B e T



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

... E. VAN BRUNT,
‘ rlaintiff,

—va-
' No., 67-C-247
WARREN L. AREHART, HINES COACH
'LINES, INCORPORATED, Kckomo,
indiana, and MICHIGAN MUTUAL
LIABILITY INSURANCE COMPANY,

FILED

—t et St ot S Tt gt Tt o st

Indianapolis, Indiana,
pefendants. JUN 10 1968 éﬁa
‘,kost ETHEL VAN BRUNT, _ NOBLE C, HOOD
plaintiff, Clerk, U, & District Court

—yg-
) NO. 68~C-39
"WARREN L. AREHART, HINES COACH
, LINES, INCORPORATED, Kokomo,
‘Indiana, and MICHIGAN MUTUAL
LIABILITY INSURANCE COMPANY,
Indianapolis, Indiana,

(P R i

Defendants.

MOTION TQ DISMISS WITH PREJUDICE

COME now the plaintiffs in each of the above two cases and
their attorney, Lincoln Battenfield, and move the court to dismiss
each of the above-styled cases with prejudice and states that each
of the cases has heen settled to the satisfaction of all the parties.

Plaintiff

ﬁ?@d/ﬁb &?J‘M U o frtine

Plaintiff
e z —

Attorney for Plainﬁiijg

QRDER DISMISSING WITH PREJUDICE

COMES now the motion of the plaintiffs in each of the above-
entitled cases and thair attorney of record and moves the court
to dismiss each of the cases with prejudice and states that the
cases have been settled to the satisf;ction of the parties.

The Court does hereby ORDER each of the above cases to be dis-

missed with prejudice to the bringing of any other action by these

ed./jf

United States District
e Northern District

parties related to the subiject mattg;,hexein i

Judge of thg
Court for t

B a ke A s i

S




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FCR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT CF OKLAHOMA

United States of America,
CIVIL ACTION NO. 48k2
Plaintiff,
Tract No. G~Thl
Vs,
(1/5th Interest Only)

R et

706.76 Acres of land, More or less,
Situate in Creek, Pawnee and Tulsa
Counties, Cklahoma, and Annie PBemcre
Washington, et al, and Unknown Owners,

Owners, F..“ l L; E D

Defendants. N
JUN 13 1968
JUDGMENT NOBLEC.HOOD
1 Clerk, 11, 8. District Court

NOW, on this L day of a%%ﬁm , 196 8 , this matter comes
on for disposition on application of the Plaintiff, United States of Americé,
for entry of judgment on Report of Commnissioners filed herein on December 1,
1967, and, after heaving examined the files in this action and being advised
by counsel for the plaintiff, the Court finds that:

2.

The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and the subject matter
of this action.

3.

This judgment applies only to an undivided 1/5 interest in Tract
No. G-Thl, as such estate and tract are described in the Complaint and
Peclaration of Teking filed herein.

L,

Service of Process has been perfected either personally or by
publication notice as provided by Rule TlA of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure on all parties defendant in this cause, who are interested in
subject property.

. 5.

The Acts of Congress set out in peragraph 2 of the Complaint filed
herein give the United States of America the right, power and authority to
condemn for public use the subject tract of land., Pursuant thereto, on
January 29, 1960, the United [tates of America filed its Declaration of Taking
of a eertain estate in such tract of land, and title to such property should
be vested in the United Stetes of Amerlea, as of the date of Tiling such

Declaration of Taking,



6.

On the filing of the Declaration of Taking, there was deposited in
the Registry of this Court as estimated compensation for the taking of the
described estate in subject tract, 2 certain sum of woney and part of this
deposit has been disbursed as set out in paragraph 11 below.

T.

The Report of Commissioners filed herein on December 1, 1967, is
hereby accepted and adopted as a finding of fact as to an undivided 1/5
interest in the estate taken in subject tract. The amount of just compensa-
tion as to the subject interest as fixed by the Commission is set out in
paragraph 11 below.

8,

A certain deficiency exists between the amount deposited as estimated
Just compensetion for an undivided l/S interest in the estate taken in subject
tract and the amount fixed by the Commission and the Court as just compensationm,
and a sum of money sufficient to cover such deficiency should be deposited by
the Governmert. This ceficiency is set out in paragraph 11 below.

9.

The defendant named in paragreph 11 &s owner of an undivided 1/5
interest in the estate taken in subject tract is the only defendant msserting
any interest in sich 1/5 interest in the estate condemned herein, all other
defendants having either disclaimed or defaulted; the named defendant is the
owner cof such 1/5 interest in the estate taken in the subject tract and, as
such, is entitled to receive the just compensation for such taking.

10.

It Is, ‘Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the United
States of America has the right, power, and autherity to condemn for public
use the subject tract Ko, G-Thl, as such tract is described in the Declaration
of Teking filed herein, and an undivided 1/5 interest in such tract to the
extent of the estate indicated and for the uses and purposes described in the
Declaration of Taking filed herein, is condemmed, and title thereto is vested
in the United States of America, as of the date of filing the. Declaration of
Teking, and all defendants herein and all other persons are forever barred

from asserting any claim thereto.

e s o Al b e < e oA L A



il.
It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the right to receive
Just compensation for such undivided 1/5th interest in the estate teken herein
in subject tract is vested in the defendant whose name appears below in this
paragraph; the Report of Commissioners of December 1, 1967, is confirmed hereby
and the sum therein fixed is adopted as just compensation for subject property,
as shown by the following schedule:

TRACT NO. G-Thl
(1/5 Interest Only)

OWNER:
Charles Kenneth Rule

Award of just compensation purausnt
to (ommissioners Report (Mineral Interest)- $583.00 $583.00

Deposited as estimated compensation
for this interest - = = = = = = = = = = « = = - - - o~ - = 406.00

Disbursed to Owner:
By check - Apr. 26. 1960 - $306.00 = Cancelled

By check - July 23 1963 $100 00 Cancelled
By Check - Qct. 1, 1963 - $306.00 = Cashed - _$306.00

Balance due to Qwner - ~ - = = - - = < - = = = = = = $277.00

Deposit deficiency - ~ = = = = = = = = = = = = = = - = - . - - - - - $177.00

12.
It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the United States of

America shell pay into the Registry of this Court for the benefit of the owner
the deposit deficiency for the subject property in the amount of $1T7.00, together
with interest on euch deficiency at the rate of 6% per snnum from Jan. 29, 1960,
until the date of deposlt of such deficiency sum; and such sum shall be placed in
the deposit for subject tract in this civil sction. Upon receipt of such sum,
the Clerk of this Court shall disburse from the deposit for the subject tract to
Charles Kenneth Rule ths sum of $277.00, plus all accrued interest on the deposit

deficiency shown in paragraph 11 above.

fS/ Allen E. Barrow
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APFROVED:

/s/ Hubert A. Marlow

EUBERT A. MARLOW
Agsigtant United States Attorney

P —— £ o i ——r -~ e LA ppein st



UNITED STATES DISTRIZT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America,
JIVIL ACTION No. L882
Plaintiff,
Tract No. G~T41
vs.
(1/5th Interest Only)
T7L.88 Acres of Land, More or Less,
Situate in Pawnee & Creek Counties,
Oklahoma, and Helen W. Kenyon, et
el, and Unknown Owners,

FILED

JUNT1 1968

N T et e

Defendants,
NOBLE C. HOOD
JUDGMENT Clerk. 1], S, District Court
1.

NOW, on this _s¢ £X day of #%” , 196 8 , this matter comes -
on for disposition on application of the Plaintiff, United States of Americé,
for entry of judgment on HReport of Commissioners filed herein on December 1,
1967, and, after having examined the files in this action and being advised
by counsel for the plaintiff, the Court finds that:

2.

The Court has Jurisdiction of the parties and the subject matter
of this action.

3.

This jutigment applies only to an undivided 1/5 interest in Tract
No. G-Tbl, as such estate and tract are deseribed in the Complaint and
Declaration of Taeking filed herein,

L,

Service of Process has been perfected either personally or by
publication notice as provided by Rule T1A of the Federal Rules of (ivil
Procedure on all parties defendant in this cause, who are interested in
subject property.

s.

The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the Complaint filed
herein give the United States qf Americe the right, power and authority to
condemn for public use the subject tract of land. Pursuant thereto, on
March .8, 1960, the United Gtates of America filed its Declaration of Taking
of a ecertain entate in such tract of lend, and title to such property should
be vested in the lnited Staten of America, as of the date of Filing such

Decloration of Taking, .



6.

On the filiang of the Declaretion of Taking, there was deposited in
the Registry of this Court as estimated compensation for the taking of the
described estate in subject tract, a certain sum of mwoney and part of this
deposit has beer disbursed as set out in paragraph 11 below,

T.

The Report of Commissioners filed herein on December 1, 1967, is
hereby accepted and adopted as a finding of fact as to an undivided 1/5
interest in the estate taken in subjeect tract. The amount of just compensa-
tion as to the subject interest as fixed by the Commission is set out in
paragraph 11 below,

8.

A certain deficiency exists between the amount deposited as estimated
Just compensation for an undivided 1/5 interest in the estate taken in subject
tract and the amount fixed by the Commission and the Court as just cowpensation,
and a sum of money suf'ficient to cover such deficiency should be deposited by
the Government, This deficiency is set out in paragraph 11 below.

9.

The defendant named in paragraph 11 a&s owner of an undivided 1/5
interest in the estate taken in subject tract is the only defendant asserting
any interest in such 1/5 interest in the estate condemned herein, all other
defendants having either disclaimed or defaulted; the nsmed defendant is the
owner of such 1/5 interest in the estate taken in the subject trect and, as
such, is entitled to receive the just compensation for such taking.

10.

It Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the United
States of America has the right, power, and authority to condemn for public
use the subject ract No. G—Thl, as such tract is deseribed in the Decleration
of Taking filed herein, and an undivided 1/5 interest in such tract to the
extent of the estate indicated and for the uses and purposes described in the
Declaration of Taking filed herein, is condemned, 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 teo
receive just compensation for such undivided 1/5 interest in the estate taken
herein in subject tract is vested in the defendant whose nawme aﬁpears belovw
in this parsgraph; the Report ¢f Commissioners of December 1, 1967, is
hereby confirmed and the sum therein fixed is adopted as just compensation
for subject property, as shown by the following schedule?

TRACT NO. G~Thl
{1/5 Interest Cnly)

OWNER:
Charles Kenneth Rule

Award of just compensation
pursuant to Commissioners' Report . . . . . . . $2,825.00 $2,825.00
{surface interest)

Deposited as estimated
Compensation for this interest . . . + o + o « « « « + . - . $2,655.00

Disbursed to cowner:
By check - March 31, 1960... $2,355.00 -Cencelled
By check - October 1, 1963.. $2,355.00 -Cashed
By check - Septewber 16,1963 $ 300.00 -Cancelled

Net disburssl . . . . . . . . . . §2,3§§.OO
Balance due £0 OWHEE . . . . + + o & « + 4 « + « - . $ W70.00

Deposit deficiency . o v v 4 4 ¢ o ¢ o = o 4 e 2 e e s s e 8 .= $ 170.00

l2.

Tt Is Further ORDERED, ADFUDGED and DECREED that the United States
of America shall pay into the Registry of this Court for the benefit of the
owner the deposit defisiency for the subject property in the amount of $170.00,
together with interest on such deficiency at the rate of 6$ per annum from
March 8, 1960, urtil the date of deposit of such deficiency sum; and such sum
shall be placed in the deposit for subject tract in this civil acticnm.

Upon receipt of such sum, the Clerk of this Court shall disburse from the
deposit for the subject tract to Charles Kenneth Fule the sum of 7000
plus all eccrued interest on the dgfosit deficiency shown in parsgraph 11

above,

ALLEN E. BARROAN
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

Hobont A Mt

RUBERT A, MARLOW
Assistant U. S. Attornsy 3




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

INTERNAT [ONAL PAPER COMPANY, J
a corporation, g
Plaintiff, )
)] CIVIL ACTION
VS . )
_ ) No. 6207
STANDARD INDUSTRIES, INC. ) :
a corporation, ! ’ } F{ I L' ED
) _
Defendant. ) JUN 11 1968

JUDGMENT ON VERDICT OF Jury NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk, U. 8. District Court

This czuse came on for trial before a jury on the 20th day
of May, 1968, pursuant to previous assignment, the undersigned
District Judge presiding. The parties appeared by their respective
counsel of record, and having announced ready for trial, a jury
of twelve gqualified citizens was duly impaneled well and truly to
try the issues between the plaintiff and the defendant and a true
verdict render according to law and the evidence. Thereupon,
the parties introduced their evidence and rested, and further
trial of the cause was regularly adjourned.
And now, on this 2lst day of May, 1968, the trial of said
cause being resumed, the jury after hearing argument of counsel
and after being instructed by the Court as to the law applicable,
retires to consider its verdict in accordance with the Court's
ingtructions. Thereafter, the jury returned into open court its
verdict against the defendant on the plaintiff's cause of action
but awarded no damages, and in favor of the defendant on its
counterclaim against the plaintiff, but awarded no damages, the
jury verdict being as to plaintiff as follows:
"We, the Jury, find for the plaintiff,
and fix the amount of recovery at No
Dollars ($00)."

and as to defendant as follows:
'"We, the Jury, find for the defendant

on its counterclaim, and fix the amount
of recovery at No Dollars ($00)."

e bl e m————



which verdict was received by the Court, read, approved and
ordered filed, after each and all of the jurors stated that the
same was their true verdict. And it further appears that the
following note as signed by the foreman of the jury, and all
twelve (12) of the jurors, was submitted to the Court with the
above verdicts:

"OQur intent is to find for the defendant

but not fo award damage for either

party. Is this the proper way to

complete the form for the plaintiff?'™

IT 1S THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court

that the plaintiff take nothing by its complaint, and that the
defendant take nothing by its counterclaim, and that the costs of

this action to be taxed by the Clerk of the Court, be borne

equally between the plaintiff and defendant.

United States District Judge

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

W7 —

7

ichard

gms, Attorney for
Plaintiff
es L. Kincaid, Attorne —

the Defendant

-2

T i R



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE , ., . .
JUN 131983
HORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
NOBLE C. HOOD
istrict Court
David Bmmett Mtchell, ) Clork, U 8, District Co

Plaintiff,

vE- NO. _63-C-58

United States of America,

Defendant..

ORDER OF DISMISEAL

NOW, on this 11th day of June, 1968, upon motion of the plaintiff,
Devid Fomett Mitchell, by and through his attormey, Irvine E. Ungerman, %o
diemise dor the reeson and upon the grounds that this causc i now moot due
to an order of thie court entered in Cepe No. 68-~CR-2L on this date, vecating

and setting acide the judgment a&nd esentence entered in that csse.

IT IS THYREFORE ORDERED that the complaint filed herein be and it

iz hereby dismissed.

APPROVED:

Jameg E. Rltchie
Assistant United States Attorney

Irvine E. Ungermen
Attorney for Pielntiff
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IN THE UKITED STATES DISTRICT COURYT POR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

IN THE MATTER OF:
In Bankruptcy Ro. 68-E<430

FILED

JUN 17 1968

ORDER DISMISSING INVOLUNTARY PETITION NOBLE C. HOOD

—__—E-mm_——_crerk, U. S. District Cour

Now on thie 13th day of June, 1968, there came on for hearing,

THE McCLELLAND COMPANY, a corporation,

Alleged Bankrupt.

Sar® Yt Nor? Yemf Nt St

pursuant to due and proper notice heretofore given by the Clerk of this Court
to the creditors of the McClelland Company, a corporation, the Motion filed
herein by General Plywood Corporation, W. R. Kelly & Son, and M. Solow to
dissis the inwluntary petition in bankruptcy heretofore filed in the above
styled and nusbered matter on the 1Bth day of April, 1968, eaid petitioning
creditors appesaring by their attorney, Irvine E. Ungerman, and nc appearance
being wade by any creditor of the McCleliand Company, a corporation, either
in persor, by representatives or by counsel and the Court havipg cousidered the
Motion and statementsof counsel in support thareof and being well and suffici-~
ently advised in the premises finds that the motion filed heyein by the
petitioning creditors to dismiss thelr involuntary petition in bankruptey
filed herein should be sustained.

I't 18 THEREFORE ORDERRD, ADJUDCED AND DECREED BY THIS COURT that
the Motion to Dismiss the Involuntary Petition in Bankruptcy filed hersir by
General Plywood Corporation, W. R. Eelly & Son, of Tulsa, Oklahoma, and M.
Solow as aguinst the McClelland Company, a covporation, be and the same is
hereby sustained.

Iv 15 FPURIHER ORDERED BY TRIS COURT that bankruptcey proceedings
dg against the McCleliand Company, a corporaticn, and the same are hereby

dismissed and terminated,

Unired States District Judge

LAW OFFICES
UNGERMAN,

GRABEL. . :
UNGERMAN
& LEITER

SIXTH FLOOR
WRIGHT BULLDING

TULSA, OKLAHCMA

e o oL A AR 1 1 e o et A SRR



IN THE UNITED

SERVICE DRILLING COMPANY,

Vs.

WESTERN .QIL FIELDS, INC.,

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

NATIONAL BANK OF TULSA, a
national banking association,

STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

Plaintiff,

NO. 68-C~16

Defendant,

FILED

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Y.
)
)
)
)
)
)

Garnishee.
JUN 18 196§
O F
STIPULATION E@R DISMISSAL NOBLE C. HOOD

its own costs. This Dismi

s e Ao

Pursuant to Rule 41 the parties hereto stipulate that

the above entitled action be dismissed with each party to bear

vlerk, U. §. District Court

is

ssal shall be with prejudice.

QA-«/( s

JACK N. HAYS, of Gable, Gotwals,Hays,
@ubin & Fox, Attorneys for Plaintiff,
2010 Fourth National Bank Building,
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119

0 a9

ya 'z‘f"llv—w../ ‘ .’? 3 m‘i,fv‘\M_ﬂnﬁ
OHN™™. IMEL, &f Martin, Logan, Moyers,
@rtin & Conway, Attorneys for Defendant,
920 National Bank of Tulsa, Tulsa,
Oklahoma, 74103

o &L uer

N DEAS, Attorney for Natlional Bank
of Tulsa, Tulsa, Oklahoma, Garnishee

e AT —- - e 4 1=



SERVICE DRILLING COMPANY,

VS.

WESTERN OIL PIELDS, INC.,

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHCMA

Plaintiff,

NO. 68-C-26

FILED

et st Tt Bt N B S e Bt N

Defendant.
JUN 18 1960
oF
STIPULATION E&R DISMIGSAL NOBLE C. HOOQOD

Pursuant to Rule 41 the parties hereto stipulate that
. : S L .
the above entitled action be aismissed with each party to bear

its own costs. This Dismissal shall be with prejudice.

Clerk, U, 8. District Court

\\\ 4/{£f\ /“#{&1:

T M.'IMEETWUI'thtiﬁ} Logan, Moyord,

JACKTN. HAYS, of Gable/ Gotwals,Hays,
Xukbin & Fox, Attorneys for Plaintiff,
2010 Fourth National Bank Building,
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119

<\ () -\—L._;,q

e MY

artin & Conway,Attorney for Defendant,
930 National Bank of Tulsa, Tulsa.,
Oklahoma, 74103
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

Northern XJHEFFERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

STEWART VARN, d/b/a VARN )
PETROLEUM COMPANY )
)
Plaintiff )
)
)
VS. ) Case No. 68«C-43
)
) - .
THOMAS J, MALONEY ) F I L E D
)
Defendant ) JUN 181964

NOBLE C. HOOD

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL vierk, U. 8. District Court

The undersigned, being all of the parties who have appear-
ed in the above entitled action, hereby stipulate that this action
is dismissed without prejudice and without costs to either party
4s against the other,

DATED this 17th day of June, 1968.

L]

T ER R

e, 5

Fisher Ames

219 Couch Drive
Oklahoma Clty, Oklahoma 73102
Attorney for the Plaintiff

:’;;‘&\;‘/':‘ TM‘
Robert S, Baker
2401 First National Building
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102
Attorney for the Defendant
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF OKLAHCMA
Viola P. Schiffbauer,
Plaintifs,
vs. Civil No. 67-C-11T7
Secretary of Health, Education

and Welfare, ) FILED

Defendant.
JUN 19 1968

NOBLE C. HOOD
JUDGMERNRT Clerk, U. & District Coutt

This sction came cn for hearing before the Court, Honorable
Fred Daugherty, United States Pistrict Judge, presiding, and the issues
having been heaid and a decision having been duly rendered on the 1kth
day of June 196i.

It Is Ordered and Adjudged that the Secretary's decision.fﬂ{.ed
on December 27, 1966, be and it is affirmed and that the Secretary of
Health, Education and Welfare recover hls cosis herein.

Dated thils /<7 day of Jume 1968.

j;gz—(’_{ﬁ. (9{3,&.@,{/4’/% /Z;

UNITED STATES DISTRIOT JUDGE A

4 |‘___{;

AMES E. RITCHIE
Assistant 1. S. Attorney

e o AR . i A e [P— e n . .



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COUET FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHCMA

United States of fmeriea,

vs. Tracts Nos., 9830~k
©h5e3

682,75 Acres of lend, i-ore or Lees, L4523R-1 and

Situate in Creek & Pawnze Countiles, 4523E-2

Cklghoma, &and J. F. Quinlan, et al,

and Unknown Cwnere,

%
Plaintiff, % CIVIL ACTION NO. 592k
)

§ FILED

JUN 24 1968

Defendants.

AMENDED JUDGMENT
{fmending Judgment filed on April 8, 19€8) NOBLE C. HOOD

Clerk. 7], 8. District Court

I.

NOW, on this __ 1" day of JUN , 1968, this matter

comes on for disposition on application of the Plmintiff, United States of
America, for an amendment to the Order and Judgment entered herein on April &,
1968. The Court, after having exemined the £iles and ~uchk document and being
advised by counscl, finds that such Order and Judgment did not declare title t
be vebted in the condemnor nor did it provide for payment into the Registry
of the Court of the money necessary to pay the award of just compensation.

Therefore, the fellowing findings, conclusions and orders should
be entered in liev of those contained in the originel Order and Judgment
entered on April &, 1968.

The Court finds and concludes that:

1.

This Judgment applies only to the estates condemned in the
tracts enumerated in the caption sbove, as such estetes and tracts ave
described in the Complaint and the Declaration of Taking filed in thie
Civil Zction.

2.

The Court has jurisdiection of the parties and the subject
matter of this action.

3.

Service of Process has been perfected elther mersonally or by
publication notice as provided by Rule T1A of the Federal Ffules of Civil
Procedure on &8ll parties defendant in this cause who are interested in

subject tracts,

e = o i b o e et g



4,

The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the Complaint
herein give the United States of America the right, power and authority to
condemn for publlie use the estates described in paragraph I-1 herein,
Pursuant thereto on larch 30, 196k, the United States of America filed its
Declaration of 'aking oi such described property and title to the described
estates in such property should be declored vested in the United States of
America as of the date f f1liag the Declaration of Taking.

5.

On filing of the Declaration of Traking, there was deposited in
the Registry of this Court as =stimated compensation for the taking of the
described esteates in subject tracts the fotal sum of $1h,960.00.

6.

On July 11, 1967, the Commissioners appointed by the Court
filed their report fixing the award of Jjust compensation for the estates
taken in the subject tracts, Both flaintiff, and Defendants oil and gas
lesneas and cperator, filed objlections o such report.

T.

On the 8th day of April, 1668, pursuant to notice to all
parties of record, thers came on for hearing the Objectlons to the Renort
of Commissioners cf the Plaintiff, United States of America; the Objections
to the Report of the Commissicners by the Defendant 0il and Cas Lessces and
Cperator; the iotion of the Defendant 0il and Gas Lessees and Operator to
require the Plaintiff to furnish a transcript of the testimony end evidence
before the Commissioners; and the liotion to Dlsmiss Plaintiff's Objecticns
to Neport of Commissioners by the Defendsnts, Thecodore G. Montague, Gracc M.
Montague, Jane . Lott, Nancy @, Simmons, Derothy M. Chelnecky, individually
and as guardian of Thomas R, Shaw, & minor, Oras A, Shaw, Ancillary Trustze
of the Lstate of Ieonard C. Quackenbush, deceased, and chaw 011 Company,
nereinafter called "Shew and Associates", and all other matters pending
before the Court, ‘The Plaintiff, United States of jmericse, appeared by
United States Atterney, Iawrence A, MeSoud, by Hubert A. karlow, Assistent
United States Atterney; R. Robert Huff, Attorney for the Defendent 0il and
Gas Lessees and Operator; Davii H. Ioeffler, Attorney for fhaw and hssoclates;

no other persons appeared. Thereupon the Court inguired of the United States

S e n—— o o ————— ¢ e e ————



Attorney as to whether he had any evidence to present to the Court at that
time, and the United States Attorney indiceted that he had none that was
not of record, &nd the Court having heard argument of counsel and being
fully advised in the premises found and now finds that the Objections of
the Plaintiff, the Objections of the Defendant 0il and Gas Lessess and Opera-
tor, and all pending lotions should be overruled, and that the {ommissioners’
Report should be approved and edopted as rendered and Tiled herein cn July
11, 1967.

8.

This Judgment will create & deficiency in the sum of $29,040.00
betweern the arount deposited as estimated compensation for the subject tracts
and the amount fixsd by the Commission and the Court as Just compensation,
and the amount of such éeficiency should be deposited by the Plaintiff for
the benefit of the owners,

9.

Az of the date of taking in this case the property from which
the herein described estates in the subject tracts were taken was owned by the
persons named in paragreph II - 5 below, in the manner indicated therein.
These persons are the only ones claiming any interest in the subject propertr
and all other persons are in default. As owners, these persons &0 named are
the ones entitled to receive the award of just compensation fixed by this
judgment; and such owners should share and participate in the award in the

manner shown in such paragraph II - 5.

IT.

IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the following Orders and Decrees

be entered in lieu of those contained in the original Qrder and Judgment

filed herein on April 8, 1968.
1.

1t Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the United
States of America has the right, power, and authority to condemn for public use
the tracts named in paragraph I - 1 herein, as such tracts are particularly de-
seribed in the Complaint and Declaration of Taking filed herein; and such tracte
to the extent of the estates described and for the uses and purposes describeod
in such Complaint and Declaraticn of Taking, are condzuned, and title thereto
is vested in the United States of Americaz as of the date of filing the Declara-
tion of Taking, and all defeudants herein and all other persons intcrested in
such estates are forever barred from assserting any claim theretd.

3
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2.
IT 15 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Objections
to the Report of (ommissioners of the Plaintiff, Unifted States of fmerica;
the Objectiones to the Report of Commissioners by the Defendant 011 and Gas
ILessees and Operator; the iotion of the Defendant 011 end Tas Lessees and
Operator toc require the Plaintiff to furnish a transeript of the testimony
and evidence before the Commissioners, and the Motion of the Defendants,
Shaw and Associates, to Dismiss Plaintiff's Objections to Repert of Com
misgioners be and the same are hereby overruled.
3.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Report of
Commissioners filed hersin on July 11, 1967, be and the same 1s hereby adopted
by the Court, as the Judgment of this Court, and Judgmwent is accordingly
entered in the emount of $Uk,C00.C0 of waich sum $15,000.00 thereof is
atiributable, by stipulation of the parties, to the owaers of the East Cushing
Red Fork Sand tnit Weter Supply System, as properly determined by the Com-

uwissioners.

L,

It IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that on the date of
taking, the owners of the estates condemned herein in the subject tracts were
the persons whos: names appear in the schedule below, and the right to receive
the just compensation awarded by this judsment is vested in the parties so
named. The allocation of the total award among the various interests and the
manper in which sach owner shares in the distribution of the total award and
the accrued interest is as follows, to-wit:

TRACTS NOS. 9830-4M, 4523, 4523E-1
and 4532E~2, Combined

Award of just compensstion = = = = = = - = = = = - = = = - = - $44,000.00
(Total award for all U trects combined)

Allocatjon of awerd:
1. Por decrease in value of

0il, gas and other minerals - - $29,000.00

This interest further allocated as
Follows:

&. leesor interest - - - $3,625.C0
B. Leasehold interest - $25,375.00

2. For decrease in value of
water supply syetem - - - - - - $15,000.00

Deposited as estimated compensation = = = = ~ ==~ - == -~ $14,960.00
(Total deposit for all b trects combined}

Deposit defizlency - = = = = = = = = = = = - = = =~ - = -~ $29,040.00

T s oo bl e WAL - e —————— 1 1 b p———
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Owners and distribution:

Lessor_ interest:

Fractlicy
Dollar Share of Accrued Balance
Owners of Award Interest Disbursed Due
Norene Brunson $ Tih.0L .0162275 None $ T71k.01
Cecil L. Davidson 357.01 .00811.37 " 357.01
Frank Davidson 357.01 0081137 " 357.01
I. J. Vernon 1,098.49 .02UG6E56 $362.50 735.99
Clars P. Vernoa 549,24 .0124828 181.25 367.99
Joe Vernon 5h9.ph .0124828 181.25 367.99
Leasehold interest:
Fraction
Dollar Share of Accrued Balance
Quwpers of Award Interest Disbursed Due
Richard L. Pierce $ 7,785.51 176943k None $7,785.51
George M. Shanor 6,295.69 .1430820 " 6,295.69
David B. Benhaa 2,499.05 .0567966 " 2,499.05
Olive K. Cranger 2,595.17 .0589811 " 2,595.17
Beasie M. Beede 576,71 .0131070 " 576.71
Walter W. Taylor 288.35 0065534 v 288.35
Gert W. Stobbe and
Leberta Stobbe 576.70 0131068 " 576.70
John P. Werd 72.09 0016385 " 72.09
Andrev Getzenberg 72.09 L0016385 " 72.09
Ralph P. Pringle 3,075.76 0695036 " 3,075.76
Ben ¥. Whitehill 768,94 LOLTHT59 " T68.94
J. L. Mills 768,94 LO1TUT59 " 768,94
Water supply system inlerest:
Fraction
Dollar Share of Accrued Balance
Quners of Award Interest Disbursed Due
Richard L. Pierce $ 17,500.00 . 1704556 None $7,500.00
Theodore (. Montague
Grace M. Montague
Jane Q. Lott
Nancy Q. Simmons
Dorothy M. Cholnoky,
individually and as
guardien of Thomas -~ 7,500.00 .1704556 None $7,500.00

R. Shaw, a minor;

Oras A. Shaw, ancillary
trustee of the Es:ate
of Leonard €. Quacken-
bush, deceased;

Shaw 0il Company

e e R o e o S P Nt

5.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Plaintiff shall
deposit in the Registry of this Court the deficiency, between the deposit of
estimated compensation and the award of just compensation, in the amount of
$29,040.00, together with interest on such deficiency at the rate of 6% per
annum from March 30, 196k, to the date of payment thereof. The Clerk shall

credit such payment, when made, to the total deposit for the subiect tracts.



6.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that when the deficiency
has been deposited by the Plaintiff, the Clerk of this Court shall disburse
from the deposit Tor the subject tracts, to each owner or group of 2wners,
the balance due t3 such swner together with that portion of the total accrued
interest as indicated ty the fraction following such owner's name, as shown

in parsgraph II - 4 above.

/a/ ILuther Bohanon
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPRCVED AS TO FORM:

Js/ R, Robert Muif, Atty for 011 &
Gay Yeascen and Operator

Jef David H. Loeitler

Atty ror Shav and Assoclates

s/ dabert A, Merlod

[ e e s -
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IN THE JNITEL STATES DISTRICT COURT FOP THE

NCRTHERN DISTRICT CF CKLAHOMA U 1966
NOBRi g
> C 7
MAINE INSURANCT COMEPANY, yClerk, v g Distdgof)
A Corporaticn, ) Cougt
Flaintiff, )
)
% ) NO 68-C =32
)
RICHARL T, SMITE, )
I fendant. }

_APPLICATION FOR DISMIBSAL

Comes now the above named Plaintiff and moves the Court to allow
the Flaintiff herein to file a Cismigsai Vithout Prejudice as tn the above matter
and woultd show to the Gourt that there has been no pleading filed on behaif of
the Defendant in this acticn and that the Flaintiff has entered into a fuil and com-

tete comgpromise of the igsues between this Fiaintiff and John XK, Vandervelde,

COVINGTCON, GIBBON & POE

By

Richard L. Gibbon

CRDER ALLOWING DISMISEAL

The Plaintiff herein under the ahove and foregdng Application, is
allowed to dismise the above and foregoing action without Prejudice, no answer

having been filed hy theleferdnt hersin,

Judge of the I'istrict Court

CERTIFICATE
A true and correct copy of each of the above and foregoing instruments has this
Z4th day of June, 1248, been maiied to Cook, C'Foole and Towrtellote, Attorneys

for the Lefendant, a: United Founders Life Bidg., wiiahoma City, Cilahoma, 7312,

with proper postage cherecn fully prepaid.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

W. WILLARD WIRTZ, SECRETARY OF LABOR,)
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF LABOR )
)
Plaintiff )
Vs, ) ) Qivil Action
} File No. 67-Cc-31
STANLEY HOMES PRODUCTS, INC. )
) . -
Defendant } F I L E D

JUN 25 1966
ORDER_OF DISMISSAL ON MOTION OF DEFENDANT

NOBLEC.HOOD
dem,U.S.Dhuthou

On this 21st day of June, 1968, comes the
said Defendant by its attorney, E. John Eagleton, and- ‘
thereupon on motion, it is ordered by the court that
judgment: on tﬁis cause be, and the same hereby is,

entered for the defendant with prejudice to the Plaintiff's

right to bring a new action in this behalf.

i

Judge of the District Court
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IN PHE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAROMA
FILED

LEONARD WALE GARLNER, JR., stal,, )
Flaintiffs, ) -
) JUN 251308
)] NOBLE C. HOOD
) Clerk, U. S. District Court
TULSA TRIBUME CTOMPANY, )
a cgorporation, et al., )]
Defendants, ) No., 68-C-123

QRDER F DISMISSAL WITROUT PREFURICE

This June 25, 1968, on motion of plaintiffs, for good cause shown,
it is the order of this court that the complaint of plaintiffs is dismtssed
without prejudics to further future action upon said complaint or the cause

or causes of action therein set forth,

ALLEN E. BARROW, Judge
United States Iistrict Court
Northern Distriet of Oklahoma

_CERTIFICATE

Coples cf the above and foregoing were matled to Mr, Jack W. Hays
of the firm of 3able, Sotwals, Hays, Rubin & Fox, 2010 Fourth National
Bank Building, lulsa, Cklahoma; to Mr, L, K. Smith of the firm of Boone,
Elllson & Smith, World Butlding, Tulsa, Oklahoma; and to Mr. Burton T,
johnson of the firm ot Watts, Looney, Nichols & Tohnson, 219 Couch Drive,
Sklahoma City, Oklahoma, thig June 25, 1968.




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHCMA

TULSA DIVISION

W. WILLARD WIRTZ, SECRETARY COF LABOR,)
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF LABOR )

)
Plaintiff )
} CIVIL ACTION
V. } FILE NO. 6591
) :

WAGENVCORD BROADCASTING COMPANY, INC.) 3 ‘
"7  FILED

Defendant )
| JUN 261968

NOBLE C. HOOP
v Clark, U. 8. Digtrict"Couns_

Delendant, Wagenvoord Broadcastiﬁngompany, Inc.,

ORDER QF DISMISSAL

having stipulated that it will comply with the provisions
of the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938, as amended, in
the future, and having further stipulated tﬁat the fol-
lowing named employees are due additional overtime com-

pensation in the amounts set opposite their names:

Jack Gulledge $§ 95.42
James D. Hill 558. 40
Morris Dale Alexander 396.46
Alvis Ray Swinney 59.76
Ken Cox 76.74,

and the parties having stipulated that there is no fur-
ther necd for an injunction to restrain said defendant

from future violations of the Act, save and except in-

sofar ag plaintiff prays for an injunction against a

further restraint of said overtime compensation as above

AT £ < s - A A 1 + o e ——————



set out; it is therefore,

ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that defendant be,
and it hereby is, restrained from further withholding the
cvertime compensation stipulated to as set ocut above and
found by the Court to be due. The terms of this order
will be deemned to be complied with by defendant paying
to the plaintiff, beginning on the fifteenth day of July,
1968, the said sum in eleven equal monthly installments
of $100.00 together with a twelfth installment in the
sum of $86.78 for disbursement to the aforesaid indi-
viduals., Any sums which plaintiff is unable, because 05
the refusal of the individual to accept same, or because
of plaintiff's inability to locate said individual within
a reasonable time, shall be covered intc the Treasury cf
the United States.

It is further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that

no cost or disbursement be allowed,

Dated this _ 2 A day of Q“"‘L / ?W

(o D

Approved: United States District Judge
5
s K ye
( /*“- R \/_‘).: i s

Charles Donahue, Solicitor

\‘} e [:
/ /; '.,/ g gttt daln

M. .. Farmenter, Regional Attorney

b )"er/zd(/ ‘/J(})/KJ-I_(

Truett E. 3ean, Attorney

Attorneys for Plaintiff
. 7l ’! /‘“‘ ¢ ';; N
Attornev for Defendant e

i
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1# THE UNITED 5TATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAROMA

UNITED STATES FIDDLITY AND
GUARANTY COMPANY,
a corporation,

Platntiff,

Vg Ho. 67-C-146

ALLSTATE (CONSTRUCTION &
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY,
a ceorporation,

FILED

I 271968

i T I R L T e R

Nefendant.,

NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk, 11, 8. District Courr

QRUFR OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Wheresas, the parties have compromised and settled their
differences and have flled their written stipulation hereln, reclting
same and =tipulating that this casa ghould he diemissed with
prejudlce, the court, after heing informed of the premises, finds
that this case should be dismissed with prejudice,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by
the court that the stipulation of the parties for dismissal be and
the same is hereby approved and this cause be and tha same is hereby
and by thege presents dismigsed with prejudice.

Done and dated this Qié dey of June, 1968,

f,’i Py /"” .
1\'?:}7 ;ﬁbf/ﬁ(, ; /é.:.é”/&a LlL e

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

¢rﬁ;ﬂf}/faﬁf B

o o ; v
. L) Ly "
At el )/;/ ‘J{chﬂﬁ/ﬂ b L4 “/




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

United States of Imeries,
Plaintiff,
Vs, 0ivil No. €B8-C-46

Thomes E. ¥illiems and wife

Ruth L. Willi=ms,

0. B. Williams otherwise known as
Osgie B. Williems and wife

Annie M. Williams, d/b/a o 1
Vhite Ok MA1L, FILED
Defendants. JUN 27 1968

NOBLE C. HOOD
Clerk. T1. 8. District Court

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

NOW, on this day of 1968, the above-

entitled metter coming on for hearing, Fleintiff, United States of America,
appearing by Robert P. Sentee, Assistant United States Attorney, Norihern
Distriet of Cklahoma, and it appearing that this is a suit based uwpon a
note end for foreclosure of certain finsncing statements, security agree-
ments, real estats morigages and guaranty, all securing seid note; and

There farther asppearing that the real estate interest and chattels
deseribed in said mortgsges, financing statements, and security agreements
are located in Craig Ccunty, Oklshoma, within the Northern Judieiel District
of Oklahoma.

It Furtner sppearing that due and legel personal service of
summons bes been made cn the Defendsnts, 0. B. Williems, a/k/a Ossie B.
Williams and Annie M. Williems, husband and wife, end Thomas E. Willlams
and Ruth L. Williams, rusband and wife, d/b/e White Oak Mill, on March 19,
1968, requiring each of them %o answer the Complalnt filed herein not more
then 20 days after date of serviee of summons, and it appearing that said
Defendants have fuilled to file an Answer or otherwlse plead herein, they
and each of them are hereby in defeult.

The Court being fuliy advised finds that the sllegations and
averments in the Complaint of Plaintiff filed herein are true and correct
and that there is due and owing tc the Plaintiff, United States of Americs,
from the Defendanvs, Thomes E. Williams and Ruth L. Williams, husbend and
vife, d/b/a White Cak Mill, and 0. B. Williems a/k/s Ossie B. Williams,
the swm of $90,863.99, together with interest therecn at the rete of &34

from November 2%, 1966.



The Court further finds that the Plaintiff has a first and prior
lien upon the leasehold interest of the certain real property described
in the Complaint filed herein by virtue of a real estate Mortzape glven
as security for the peyment of the indebtedness, interest, and costs,
which real property is described as follows:

part of sW/Lk SW/bk Wif% of Section 27, Township

25 North, Range 19 East, Craig County, Oklahoma,

more particularly deseribed as follows: Beginning

at 2 point on the North linp of the St. Iouis &

Sen Frencisco Reilroed right of way, 208.7 feet
Northeast of the point where said North line of

seld right of way intersects the West Sectiocn line of
said Section 27, thence rumning in a Northeasterly
direction along the Noxrth line of sald right of way,
a distance of 208.7 feet; thence due North a distance
of 208.7 feet; thence in s Southwesterly direction,
parallel with the North line of saeid right of way, a
distance of 208.7 feet; thence due South 208.7 feet to
tte place of beginning, containing one acre, mores or
less.

The Court further finds that the Plaintiff has a first and prior
lien upon certain real property described in the Complaint f£iled herein by
virtue of a Real Estate Mortgage given as security for the payment of the
indebtedness, interest and costs, which real property is described as
follows:

Beginning at & point on the West line of the SW/k sw/h
Ww/4, Section 27, Township 25 North, Range 19 East, which
is 67.1 feet North of the 8W corner of said 10-acre tract,
thence in a No:theasterly direction along the North line
of the $8.L..%5.F. Ry right-of-way a distance of 208.7 feet,
tkence due North a distance of 208.7 feet, thence in a
Nertheasterly direction and perallel with said rallroed
right-¢f-way to & point which is 208.7 feet North of sald
10-acre tract and 208.7 feet North of seid railroad right-
of'«way, thence due West to the West line of said 10-acre
tract, which is U5i.3 feet North of the SW coraer thereof,
trence South to the point of beginning, containing 2 acres
more or less.

The Court further finds that the Plaintiff has a first and prior
lien upon certeir real property desecrited in the Complaint filed herein by
virtue of a real estate mortgege given ms security for the peyment of the
indebtedness, interest and costs, which real property is described as
follows:

Eest Half of the 884 (Less 2 acres reserved for cemetery)
ard the East Half of the SWE of the SEL of Section 32,
Tcwnship 26 North, Range 18 East, containing 98 acres more
or less, in Craig County, Oklahome.

The Couvrt further finds that Plaintiff has a first and prior lien
upon the personal property described in the Complaint filed herein by virtue

of Finaneing Statements and Security Agreements give. covering the improve-

ments on one acre of land heretofore described as:

o b . T ¢ S — © e e e i e e o
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Part of SW/L W/t Wi/4 of Section 27, Towmship 25 North,
Range 1§ East, Craiy County, Oklshoma, more particularly
deseribed as follows: Beginning at a point on the North
line of the St. Louls & Sen Francisco Reilroed xlght of way,
203.7 feet Northeamst of the point where said North line of
sald right of way intersects the West Section line of said
Section 27, thence running in & Northeaaterly direction along
the North line of said right of way, a distance of 208.7 feet;
thence due North a distance of 208.7 feet; thence in &
Southwesterly direction, & distance of 208.7 feet; thence
duve North a distence of 208.7 feet; thence in & Southwesterly
direction, parallel with the North line of said right of way,
a distance of 208.7 feet; thence due South 208.7 feet to
the plase of beglmning, containing one acre, more or less,
seid finencial stetements and security agreements being attached as Exhibit
"A" hereto and mede & part hereof.

The Court further finds that as additionsl security for the paymen:
of the sbove-described note, the defendant, 0. B. Willlams {otherwise knova
as Ossie B. Williams) executed and delivered to the First Netional Bank and
Trust Company of Vinita, Oklahoms, his guaranty, gusranteeing payment of the
above-described note.

The Court further finds that by Assigrment the Flaintiff, the
United States of America, besame the owmer end holder of such note, firnancing
statements, security agreements, reel estate mortgazes, end guaventy, all of
which were originally executed in favor of the First Netional Bank and Trus®
Company of Vinita, Cklahoma.

T IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Plaintiff
United States of Ameriea, dc beve and recover from the Defendants, Thoamas L.
Williems and Ruth L. Williams, d/b/a White Oal Mill, and 0. B. Williams
a/k/a Ossie B. Williams a judgment in the smount of $%0,863.99, together
vith inberest therecn at the rate of 63 from November 21, 1966.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDCED AND DECREED that upon failure of
the Defendants, Thomaes E. Williams and Ruth L. Williams,d/b/a Wnite Osk
Mill, and €. B. Williems a/k/e Ossie B. Williems, to gatisfy the Judgment
of Plaintiff, an Order of Sale ghall issue to the United States Marshel
for the Northera District of Oklahoms, commanding him to levy upon, advertise
and cell, sccording to law, with appraisement, the real property interests
hereinabove described and to advertise and sell, according to law, with
appraisemernt, the personal property hereinabove described in Exhibit Al
bereto and to apply the proceeds thereof as follows:

1. 1In paynent of the costs of the sale and this action.

2. In paycent to pleintiff the sum of $90,863.59, together

with interest thereon et the rate of £2% from November 21,
1966.

3. The residue if any to be pald to the Clerk of this
Court to ewait further order of the Court.



IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the hereinabove
deseribed real and personal property be sold, with appreisement, and after
such ssle, by virtue of this Judgment and Decree, the Defendants, and each
of them and all persons claiming under them since the filing of the Complaint
herein be and they sre forever barred and foreclosed of and frem any and
every lien upon, right, title, interest, estate ar equity of, im or to,

the real and personal property deseribed herein.

Deted this _ > day of Tt 1968.
[

i P
qgi” Dl b ”é;/ <-’52’L“*b’”““/

UNTIED BTATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

oy p o
S3’/ Bt (P Szl
ROBERT P. BSANTEs
Assistant U. 8. Attorney
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, }
} -
Plaintiff, } e .
) / zf/ ( ./ ,j /
vs, ) Noy-1=03 7.8,
)
WILLIAM C. SHEA, ) F I I: E D
)
Defendant, )
JUN 26 1563
ORDER
"""""""" NOBLE. C. HOQOD

Clerk, U. 8. District Court
Now on this 25th day of June, 1968, this cause came on for

hearing upon the applicatlon of William C. Shea for writ of habeas corpus,
sald applicaat appearing in person and by his attorney, Frank R. Hickman,
the United States of Amerlca, respondent hereln, appearing by Lt’s attorneys, -
James E. Ritchle and Hubert Bryant, and‘the court having heard teatimony
presented by applicant in support thereof, and after laving conslidered
statements made by counsel In open court, and belng otherwise fully advised
in the premises, finda that such writ should be granted, The court flnds
that such writ should be granted by virtue of the fact that applicant was
{llegally arrested on May 24, 1968, by authoritles of the State of Oklahoma In
Rogers County, and that none of the arresting authorttleé had a warrant for
the arrest of the applicant nor was a crime committed in thelr presence.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the writ of habeas corpus filed
herein by applicant be and the same 18 hereby granted, and that Wililam C.

Shea is hereby released and discharged from the custody of the Marshal

(o G

of the Unlted States of America.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: United States District Judge

R
- Attorrney for Applicant
. P F

;

f /:’ ; o e Bl
s - _ .
- . { /"'(C._ -

“Assistant United Stafes District
! Attarney,

R L e e ——. e e -
e




Lo 900 aPTEe STALES 2L8TRICL LUUKE YoR Tk p
HORTHRERN DISTRICT OF JKLAHIOXA . [ (

RICHARD P, 8METH.

Flainciff.

-ifg -

N0, (r?F-i?.L E B"fr

JUN 2 81968

JOUN K. VARUERVELDE and
AMERICAR AFEN ARLOCTATEE,
INC., a corporatiow,

R A S A

ief ants.
eridan NOBLE C. HOOD

Clerk, U. 8. District Court

ORDER OF DISWISCAL
Upow *hie appl ication of both pisintiff and defeundaots,
the Couri nereby disnisses the shove-cntitled cause of acilon
with prejudice, to auy fuiure caute of aclion beiny brought

by the pleiatiff herein.

Deted V5 / v

Trilec otates Cisktrict Judge

PO N



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

HARCOURT PHY3ICIANS GROUP,
a Partnership,

Plaintiff,
VS, No. 67-C-220
RUSSELL W. BRINK, an Individual,

and GENERAL MORTGAGE COMPANY,
a Corporation,

cILED

JUN 281368

N Nt N’ o S N Nl N Nt N Nt N

Defendants.

_ NOBLE €. HOOD
ORDER DISMISSING CAUSE OFlerk, U, 8. District Cour.
ACTION WITH PREJUDICE

Now on this ‘154 ~.day of June, 1868, upon motion_of'
Plaintiff and Defendants and for good cause shown, the above
styled cause of action is herewith dismissed with prejudice to
the right of plaintiff to refile same, all at the costs of the

plaintiff.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

e e i it e . e ———— AL R
- J— ’ —— e —— -
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IN TEE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

RUTH E. TEAGUE, )
Plaintiff, ) + -
) FILED
vs. ) No. 67-C-249 L
)
GRAND RIVER DAM AUTHORITY, ) JUN 2 81565
a Corporation, )
Defendant. ) NOBLE C. HOOD

Clerk, U. S, District Cot

ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANT'S MCTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Defendant has moved for summary judgment on the basig that
it is immune from suit. The Court has heretofore ruled that De-
fendant is entitled to remove this case {rom the state courts on
the basis of the federal officer statute, 28 {.S5.C. §l442{a) (1),
because the pleadings and affidavits showed that it was acting as
an agent of the United States in deing the acts out of which
Plaintiff's cause of action arose.

The issues, zs the Court sees them, may be stated as follows:

1. Whether Defendant, acting as an agent of the United States,
may be individually lianle for its torts committed in the carrying
out of its agency functions.

2. Whetaer Defendant was carrying on proprietary or govern-
ment functions in the doing of the acts here complained of.

3. Vhether the statutory immunity of Defendant from liability

for suitrs of this nature has been waived.

Ordinarily, the agent may be sued individually for ivs torts
and the master disregarded, 3 €.J.S. Agency §220, p. 129, Lia-
bility in such a case, however, must be based on a duty owed by

the agent to the party suing it, and not solely on a duty owed by

N - e e ———— oty
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the agent to the master. 3 C.J.5. Agency §221, p. 130-131;
§223, p. 134, These statemenrs appear to reflect the law in

Oklahoma. .. C. Penney Company v. Barrientgz, 411 P. 2d 841

(okl. 1965). This question of agency with fespect to the present
Defendant has been previously determined by the Oklahoma Supreme
Court, which held that it could not escape liability on the sole
ground that it was a mere agent of the United States. Grand

River Dam Authoritv v. Board of Education, Etc., 147 p. 24 1003

(Ok1l. 1¢43). With respect to whether Defendant owed‘Plgintiff‘s
decedent a duty not to injure him in the operation of the spillway
gates, the Court is of the opinion that such duty exists. Rich-

ardson v. United States, 248 F. Supp. 99 (Okl. 1965).

The Court has already held that the Defendant was an agent
of the United States in its order of February 6, 1968. Inasmuch
as operation of the spillway gates is done to carry out the flood
control prozram embodied in the license between the Defendant and
the United 3tates, Articles 13 and 14 thereof, it is inescapable
that such operation was a public, as opposed to a proprietary,
functioen.

Under these circumstances, it is necessary to determine
whether the Defendant in fulfilling a public function is immune
from liability for its acts causing the death of Plaintiff's

husband, 82 0. S. §862(q)w describes the instances in which De-

0

* 82 0. §. §862(q) provides in part:

" . . Provided said District shall be liable for damagcs
caused by said “istrict, its agents, servants and employees in
creating, constiructing, maintaining »xr opevating said District
to any corporation, partnership, persen or individual whose
property, either real or personal, within or without said Dis-
tricty, has been damaped and said damages may be determined by

appropriate action as provided by law, ... "



fendant will be 1liable for its wrongful acts comnitted in the
execution of its governmental or public functions. The statute
allows actions only in cases which involve damage to personal
or real property. There is no waiver as to personal injuries.
Plaintiff argues that a right of action for the wrongful &eath
of her husband is personal property. This argument is doomed,
in that such right of action arises only after the acts which
give rise to it have been accomplished. To bring Plainti%f
within the meaning of the statute as so contended by Plaintiff,
the Defendant woul.d have to do some act damaging her cause of
action. There is no claim that this occurred.

No genuine issue as to any material fact exists in this
case. The relationship between the Defendant and the United
States Government is conclusively shown by the agreement between
them and applicabie laws. The governmental or public nature of
the operation of the dam is also conclusively shown by the same
means. The Defendant as agent of the United States Government
performing a governmental function owed a duty to the Plaintciff's
decedent but being an arm or agency of the Sovereign State of
Oklahoma there has been no waiver of immunity as to the Defendant
from liability for the type damages sought herein. The only such
waiver by the State law of Oklahoma is for damage to real or
perscnal property. Here damages are sought for personal injuvies

in the form of wrongful death,

e ——— il s+ < 5
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U r the above reasons Plaintiff has no gause of action
as a matter cf law against the Defendant for its actions in
conncetion with the death of Plaintiff's decédent.

Defendent's Motion for Summary Judgment is granted and
the Cocmplaint is dismissed.

Dated this __° day of June, 1968.

Fred Daugherty 7 y

United States District Judge

R WV SRS . [Ep— . © e s e ——




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

PAUL L. MOORE, )
Plaintiff, ; -
vs. ; NO. 68-C-118
p—— ) FILED
Defendant. ; JUN 48 1958
Ao d s e H 5 e
ORDER_OF DISMISSAL Clork, U, §. Distrit Court

Lt

The above matter coming on to be heard this (;_l__n_ day of 3} Urne ,
1968, upon the written application of the parties for a dismissal of
sald action with prejudice, the Court having examined said application
finds that said parties have entered into a compromise settlement cover-
ing all claims involved in the action and have requested the Court to
dismiss said actilon with prejudice to any future action, and the Couft -
being fully advised in the premises, finds that said. action should be
dismissed pursuant to said application.

IT IS THEREFQRE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE COURT that
the action of plaintiff filed herein againi: the défendant be and the
same is hereby dismissed with prejudice to any future action.

Coce (b

JUDGE, DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES,
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

APPROVAL;

R

Lloyd Lakkin, AtLorney for plaintiff,

A // 7
Al fred B;%yéjght Actopfiey fﬂr Defendant.




