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i Tde UNITED STATES DISTRIC T COURT VoL TH
NORTHERRK QISTRICT OF JHELAKS

GLENMG RS TISTILL BRLLS COMPANY, ¥
i
..... Pleni.i!tiff, ;
J
V. } Nou, BE-2 1454
3
KENNZTH AWMBRGS D, LI, dfbfa }
LiGAbZh LESIOR SOl ANY, ] JEt
..... Delendant, ) F f b E D
JAN -3 1969
JUDGMANT M. 1, Lilid
JUDGHMENT Clerk, tl. S. District Court

On tais 19th day of December, 13968, thiu case was set for
hearing pursuant tu notice. When the case was calied i Open court the
plaintiff appeared through its counsel of record, Thomas k. Brett, but the
defendant, Kennetlh Ambrose, I, d/bja Leader Lignor Company, although
called three Lies ik not appear. The Court reviewed tne file and concluded
that proger servics in accordance with law hud been bad vpon the defendant and
the defendant was to file an answer (o the camplaint of theplamtilf by the 256th
day of September, 1968, but the defendant was in default, The plaintift moved
for jucgment In accordance with the prayer and offered in evidence the invoices
attached ae £xhibi "4A7 to the plaintiff's conuplaint reflecting a total upen account
debt vwed by the defendant to the plaintift in the sum of §204, 154, au.

T IS TABREFORE CHIDERCD the plaintiff is nereby granted
judginent against the defendant in the sum of $20, 154, 50, interest at the rate of
1% from this date, the costs of this metion; AND [T I8 FURTHER ORDERED
the plamtitt 1 granted a judgment agalnst the defendant as and {or its attorney's

fees which the vourt deenis to be reasonable in the sum of §2, Uud, 4l

S A

UNITZE STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Thlirel
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I THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
RORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Libelant, CIVIL ACTION N0, 68-C-264

VEB.

An Article of Food consisting of SBix Cases,
more or less, each conteining twelve 1l-Lb.
Cartons, lebeled 11 part (Gertons) "frade
Winds :aeaded Fantill Shrimp #%¥ Net Wt.

16 Ozs. {1 Ib.) #*¢ Trade Winds Compeny,
Subsidiary of %. F. Crace & Co., Thunderholt,

Georgia, 3140k, U.3.A.," end (Cases) "Trade FILE D

Winds Breaded Fantail fhrimp, twelve 1-Ib.

Pegs, Trade Windy Compeny, '‘hunderbolt, JAN ~ 3 1968

seorgla and drownsville, fexas," (Cases

Coded "BEWI30X™ and "5073" amd mome cartons M. M. EWING

from these eases coded "BESTLUX, Clark, U, S, District Court
Respondent. }

IECHEE OF CORDIMNATION

On Decamber 27, 1968, a Libel of Information against the sbove-
described article was filed in this Court on behalf of the United Ttates of
America by the Uni:ied Stetes Attorney for this district. The libel alleges
that the article proceeded against is & food which was shipped in interstate
commerce and is adulterated in that it contains coagulase positive staphylococei
and that sald article was prepared and packed under insAnitary conditions in
violation of the Federel Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act, 21 U.S5.C., Sections
352{a)}(3) and (4). Pursuant to Monition issued by this Court, the United States
Marshal for thils distriect selgzed sald article on January 4:4___-‘_, 1969. Thereafter
the Trade Winds Cowpany of Brownsville, Texms, the actuasl claiment of this article
informed the Covernment that 1t would not contest the selzure and would consent
to & default decrs: belng entered, which default decree would order the destruction
of gald article selzed, as shown by the attached copy of Western Union Telegrem
from the Trade Vinds Cowpany of Brownsville, Taxas.

The Cowrt being fully edvised in the premises, it is:

ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the seid artiele under selzure
is adulterated in wiolation of 21 U.S.C., Sections 3k2{a)}{(3) ana (4), and is

therefore hereby condemned pursuant to 21 U.S.C., Sectilon 334; and it is further

e e ——— . e L ke e e e 4 ML | B NN T T -



ORIERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the Unifed States Morshel
in and for this district do forthwith destroy the seized articlc and make

return to this Court.

Dated taie 7.4 day of January, 1969.

4 . P -

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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N THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF OKLAHCGMA

United States of /merica, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
vs. ) Civil No. 68-0-135 -
) Ty T
Ralph A. Willcor and ) £ l L =D
Opal Mae Willco:, his wife, ) B
) JAN Big%ij/
Defendants .
e g M. M. EWING

Cleck, U, 5. District Court

JOURNATL ENTHY VACATING THE JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

NOW, on this 2. gay of 7 gt Ao,y 196G, there
—_—— ra E

came on for hearing tefore me the undersigned Judge of/;he United States
District Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma, Plaintiff's Motion
To Vacate, set aside and hold for nanght, the Judgnent of Foreclosure
previcusly rend:red by the Court on August 28, 1963, pursuant to the
provisions of Ruaie 60{b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, and
the Plaintiff sopeering by its counsel of record, Hubert 1. Bryant,
Assistant Unitel States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklehoma,
end the Court having considered the Motion To Vacate and being cotherwise
fully adviced in the premises, finds:

That said Motion To Vacate, set aside and hold for
naught the Judgment of Foreclosure should be sustained.

17 1S THREREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED by the Court
that the Judgment of Foreclosure rendered by the Court on August 28,

1968, be and tre same 16 hereby vacated, set aside and helé Tfor naught.

Do Dowe foirl
Rk et <o g feinle,

UNETED STATES DISTRICE JUDGE A

JPPROVED A3 TO FORM:

o b Vo

'{‘3‘\»? WA \ﬂ:\»\ Fi;’;-\uo._aM /
Hupert H. Bryant v
Assistant U. S. Attorne

fTor the Horthern District

of Qklahcma

Attorney for Plaintiff




IE THS URITED OTATES DIATHICE CUURD FOL T
DISTRIOT OF CRLAGEA

Unitad Slotes of fmerides, i
/
Plalmtiry,
3
i
Tihe } CivAl B, ifﬁ"-gﬂ-}_ﬁ_f}m
!
Radph 4. Vidleos el ) ’ v i
Opal Mme Willasx, his uife, ; F ' L E D
Defendants . ) JAN "6 %Qﬁﬁ
)

M M. EWING
c .
lork, U, 5, Ristrict Cour

JOURHAL ERTHY VACATING Tof: JUDGMENT OF FORGCIOOMU:

Niki, o llde __gZ  day of l’«}lﬂ-—owq s L9, theve

f
came o for aesofug, before me the undersigned Judge of the United Flates

District Court 1o, Lue Northexn Distriet of Oklahema, Pleintiff's dotion
To Vacate, zet aside and bold for nmught, tie Judgeent of Fosecloswre
proviously rendered iy the Court on fugust 23, 193, pursuwant e the
provisions of hule 00(b) of the Pederal hwles of Civil Procedure, &nd
the Plaintdff appew ing by ite counsel of record, Hubert i. Bryani,
Assistant United (tutes Attorpey for the Horthern DMetrict of Oklohome,
and the Court having: comsidered the Motion 0 Vacate ebd boln gtuorwloo
rully edvised iz the premises, finda:

T sedd Motich To Veesle, sei aside and hold fo.
nought the Judgment of Foreclooure should be sustadned.

IT 15 THLREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED by the Court
that the Jud:ment of Foreclosure rendered by the Court on Awgust 2,
1966, be and the smic is heveby vecated, uot aside end held Tor naught.

disal,

D GUATES DIARICT JUDGE

APPROYED A TU FOWHG

Tubert H. Brycot
Asslistont U. ©. Altorney
for the Horthern District
of Oidnboes

Attorney for Dlaintiff

e o i s TR S s g rerim e . e s . e SetB  <-



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA F| L E D

JAN -6 1963

M. IV EVVING

ALBERT & HARLOW, INC., an
Clerk, U. S. District Court

pklahoma corporation, and
SOUTHEAST LEASING, INC., an
Oklahoma corporation,

Plaintiffs, CIVIL ACTION

Vs, No, 68-C-257

SHOVEL CRANE SUPPLY EUROPA,
S.p.A., an alien corpeoration,

D=2fendant.

ORDER ALLOWING DISMISSAL ON PLAINTIFFS' MOTION

Upon plaintiffs’ motion for leave to discontinue this action
it is ordered that the complaint be dismissed without prejudice,

yith costs taxed to plaintiffs.

Dated this {’g Z‘;guiay of gf‘jx_ﬂ,kﬁ , 19 ffz_:q .
L

2 A O,

District Judge

s sty s gl ap e ¢ ¢ - T AR AP A R R 1 -
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE MORTHERN DISTRICT OF QKLAHOMA

NATIONAL DIVIDEND CLIE, INC,, etal.,)
' )
Plaintiffs, )
)
Vs, ) No. 67-C-177
)
SHARIN' @' THEE GREEN, INC., etal. } i
’ ’ S FILED
Def ts. :
efendants. ) JAN =7 1969
M. M. EViing
ORDER Glark, U. S. Bistrict Cour

This cause coming on to be heard on the 20th day of December,
1968 upon the Fiaintiffs' Motion for Default Judgment against Sharin' O
the Green, Inc., Joel Green and James C. Ricksecker and the Court
having heard argument of counsel in open court and being advised in the
matter:

IT IS CRDERED that the plaintiffs have judgment against defendants
Sharin' O the Green, Inc. and Joel Green for the relief prayed for.

ITi8 FURTHER ORDERED that the defendants Sharin' O' the
Green, Inc. and Joel Green be enjolned from further acts of copyright
infringement, unfair competition and unfair trade practices and be required
to account to the plaintiffs Jor past and present damages as a result of
copyright infringement, unfair competition and unfair trade practices.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the question of damages against
the defendants 3harin' C' the Green, Inc, and Joel Green be set down for
hearing cn January 14, 1966.

IT I8 FURTHER CRDERED that the counterclaims of Jeel Green

and James C. Ricksecker be dismissed.

Luther BOE&HOH, Judge of the
U. 3, District Court




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

THE FIRST NAT'TONAL BANK AND g
THIST COMPANY OF TULSA,
)
Plaintiff, ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 68-C-215
)
vs. )
)
THE UNITED STATES COF AMERICA, }
JOAN MILLER {formerly Joan Wilbanks}, )
CHARIES E, WILBAMKS and HARVEY ALLEN ‘ F l L E D
and WESTERN BEAUTY SUPPLY COMPANY,
- [y
Defendants. ‘JAN 8 1"59
MM Evwine
Clork, U, 8. Bistrlet Sourt
OQRDER )

NOW on tris ___g_ day of January, 1969, this matter came on for
disposition, the plaintiff First Natlonal Bank and Trust Company of Tulsa
appearing by and through James R. Ryan, its attorney; defendant United States
of America appearing by and through its attorney Robert P. Santee, Assistant
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoms; and defendant
Joan Miller {formerly Joen Wilbanks) eppearing by and through her attorney,
John R. Richards.

The Court finds that defendants, United States of Americe and Joan Miller
{formerly Josn Wilbenks), have stipulated end agreed that the interpleaded fund
in the amount of $14,577.08, placed on deposit in this Court by the plaintiff
Firet National Benk ani Trust Company of Tulsa, may be distributed as follows:

The First National Bank and Trust Company of Tulsa . . $25,48

Joan Miller (formerly Josn Wilbanks), defendant, . . $10,450.00

The lfnited States of America, defendant, . . . . . . $ 4,101.60

Tne Court furtner finds that defendants, Charles E. Wilbanks, Harvey
Allen, and Western Beauty Surply Compsny, have disclaimed herein and further
that these defencants, together with plaintiff, First National Bank and Trust
Compeny of Tilsa, have approved said stipulstion between defendants, United
States of Americe and Joan Miller {formerly Joan Wilbanks).

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Clerk of

the Court for the Nortanern District of Oklahoma is directed to disburse the fund

e A AR BTN e BT 8 Bt . - e e S S —- e et bbb e - 218



in the amount of $14,577.08 as follows:
The First Jetional Bank and Trust Company of Tulsa . . $25.48
Joan Miller (formerly Joan Wilbanks) defendant . . .$10,450.00

The United States of America, defendant . . . . . § 4,101.60,

—_ CéL r’;ﬂ’fd’oﬁ ZJ-'LZ?/

UNITED STATES DISTRICF JUDGE /-

APPROVED:

/’j ? o7
JAMES R. FRYAN, &
‘Attorney for First National 3ank
and Trust Cempany of Tulsa, Pleintiff

2
/ e =7 / - .
PR AN S o T
ROBERT P. SANTEE
Attorney for United States of

America, defeadant
' \? .\‘

\,- | by \, : f b
s Bl Ny
JOHN R, RICHAHDS,
Attorney for Joan Mil.er
(formerly Joan Wilbanks),
defendant

e
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Ginrk, L.

Dicneal v o <006 -, 0o,

Fladnciiyg

[ —

SR EROID e, Gleel TE

e URLO s CRUINEL CURL s PTOR,
B hire XBar Lo an
Miuil fe ZLMEWS,

Nt Bt s Tt s e oy

paererdovin.

The wifeusnnts, Columbue Crulser Jorpoeation, wnd

Jdafertd an this

®
&
&
Ly
z

Miles M. Llssro, heving failed to plead ou nih
Bolicn end their cerzuzll heving baen anlexed,

BOw, upn ) epplicetion of the plawntifl and upen affidavit
thet Defendants ore debted te Ylaintifd iv the sum of 170, 0o,
thiat oefepuants heve oven fefeulted for fohluds Lo appsayr and that
Defencentt are net infants or incowpetent pergons or are not in the
militory service of (e United states, 0 i+ bereby,

CROERED, HJUDGES and LECREBRD, clob Plaintifi recover of
Deéfendenis the ton ui %13, 000,00 togeiha: wibh interest st ube rabe of
e peeve o LL0LL cer aunun on the principed som of 18,000, 00 frow
Wledy 1o, ithl e til opucust 29, 1968 ond on von principsl sun: of
LT &t e Jnte of tem percent (i ML oy enrum Frow snd oftey

SUTLE L . RS, togeebhe with S1,3x5.00 wtoineys ' fees ond Cos s

e tie EWING,/.Tetl



IN THE UNITED 5TATES DISTRICT GOURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAH GRS

INTERETATL FIRL & CASUALTY COMPANY
AND ROBERT o, YRALLEY,

Plaintifis,

Vi No. b8§~C-¢a

RELIANCE INSURANCE GOMPANY,
UNDERWRITER S AT LLUYDS and
SUUTHERN MARINE & AVIATION
UNDERWRITER ., ING., -
- ' FILED
SAN {1969
o M. R Ewird
___APPLICATION TG DISMISS Herk, L. 8, Distrist Gour

Gooae now the co.aplainants, Interstate Fire & Casualty Company

Defendants.

and Robert 8. Yeakley, and move the Court -or an order dismlssing gaid cause,
Your complatnants respectfully show the Gourt that all the issues in gaid
cause were deterained adversely to complainants in the Court's order of
Decenber 10, 1954, and that vour coaplatnants have no further autherity to
sub.ait,

w HEREFORE, conplainants pray for an order disaiasing sald

cause,

BEST, SHARP, THOMAS & GLASS

TOSEPH P. QLABS
JOSEPH A, GHARP

BY L opends ;*J*/h‘f.fz.": '
Atiornéys for Complainants

ORDER OF DIGNMISEAL
Now on this /7 day of January, 1969, pursuant to application
filed herein by the complainants Interstate Fire & Casualty Company and
Robert A. Yeaxley, the apove captioned cause is dismissed.

B "‘JI‘L . v " - . ) ; " ,-".
R T S I S Elh

TUDGE 7 !

s e e s o, e 3 A Al 1%




[r PHE GNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT WITHIN A7
PR THE NORTHERN DIGTRICT OF OKIAIOMA

Civil Action
Mo, G040

TrE WILLIAM T, BONNELIL
CoOmMPANY, INC,., a corporation,

Plaintiff,

OWLAHOMA WINDOW & DOOR
SUMPANY, a corporation, and
EDAIN O, EILOSE,

FILED

JAN 131053

Mo M EWING
Clark, U, S. District Court

i
}
)
}
i
l
}
)
)
)
)
Defendants. }

ORDER OfF DIEMISEAL

Mow, on thie _g ﬂ/\ day of Januzry, 1369, it appearing to the
Sourt from che Jeint Stipulation of the parties that the foregoing cause should
he dismissed with. prejudice and at the cost of the plaintiff,

IT I8 Y THE COURT ORDERED that plaintif{'s action be and the

sarne is hereby disrmiseed with prejudice and at the cost of the plaintiff,

United States Oistrict Judge
AR DROVED BY:
Ungersaan, Grabel, Ungerman & leiter

attornevs for Plaint{if

VAR RS S A

‘

I A S A A S

LAW OFFICES pps - 3 " T
Clarence . Warren

UNGERMAN, . . .
Attornev for ihfendanis

GRABEL,
UNGERMAN
& LEITER
SIXTH FLOOR
WRIGHT PUILDING

TULSA, CKLAHOMA

e Ry A - - S —— e ———— e



TN TEE JNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR
THE NCRTHERN DISTRICT OF ORLAHOMA

CARLOS VERN LANGSTON,
Administrator of the Estate
of Karla Anne Langston,
Deceased,

and

CARLOS VERN LANGSTON and
Carmaleita Rose Lanagston,
Mother and Father and next
of kin of Karla Arne Langston,
Deceased,

Plaintiffs,

-5
RIVER QUEEN BOAT WORKS, INC.,

a corporation,
Defendant.

e e et e Nt et N Mt et Nt S St et M el T et et

FILED

JAN1 3 1969

M. M, EWing
Clerk, U. 8. District Court

No. 68-C-157

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Now on this liiigﬁday of

Ange
Dereamicor

!fl967 the above

styled matter coming upon Plaintiff's Motion for Dismissal

With Prejudicz and the Court being fully

that said matter is now moot;

IT IS5 THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED
the above and foregoing matter is hereby

prejudice to the filing of a new action.

(v

advised and finding

AND DECREED that

dismissed with

= S

Judge of the District Court

Okay as to form

BLACKSTOCK AND JOY

- #/;}
By j\_,» .
Attorneys Plaintitts

WALLACE AND OWENS

/’/‘ } 5:_._._

By___/ ,:fmf%_/_é;‘ﬁ—i_
Attcrnevs for Deféndant
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COTURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JACK D. JOHNSON, et al )
)
Plaintiffs )
) v/
v } No. 68-C-260
)
PARKE-DAVIS & COMPANY, et al ) Fl LE D
)
Defendants. ) JAN13 1059

M. M BWING
QORDER OF DISMISSAL Clark, U. 8. Disteict Cour,

Now on this A i): day of January, 1969, there comes before

this court the Motions to Dismiss filed by the defendants herein upon the
ground this court has no jurisdiction. Plaintiffs have responded by confessing
the said motions should be sustained. The court having received the file,
the motions and briefs finds that the court has no jurisdiction of this action
because a lack of diversity exists between plaintiffs and at least tweo joint
defendants and no other ground of federal jurisdiction exists, and therefore
the action saould be dismissed without prejudice.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED BY THE COURT that this case be and

the same is hereby dismissed without prejudice at the costs of plaintiffs.

;7214 %ﬁ%
7

District Judg

Y B YL Gy AU - ¢ RO ——— = B
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ORDER
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Jalntirff,

efandant.,

OF DISMISSAL

.

CIVIN Y. Bnas

FILED
CAW 16 1%
M. M. EWING
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s DR UNEITE D STATLS LUISTRTC D ¢ LN
FORTHY NORTHEAN DEISIREC Y G LBLARUIRA

PEEPEN & TANNER, ., )
@ corporation, Plaintdid, i F l L E D

} .

3 il g
G- ) M,

} Clork, DEW'NG

} Nttt Coury
e AGLAVOURD BROAICAYTING CUMPANY, )
INC ., at al,, }

Defendants, ) Na. bivlmis

L URNAL ENTRY OF JUDCMENT

ihis metter having come on {or hearing on tae merits pueisgoni W regular
seting this sugust 26, 1968, before the Court situlng without & july, aid the
POTUE: Gappedring in person and by thelr counsel of tecord &nc having aunouneod
ready for wial, voe Coust beard the opening stotenent of coulisel, w60 moceedad
o take evidence vnrdl $:30 o'clock F. M., when, pursueitt to reguesl 9F counvel
tie Lowt recesfed the adal untlh 9:30 o'clogk «, b, oo sugues 2/, FEE,

Wow Lhis fugual 27, 1968, the trial of the chrure continaes, sad all
perdes baving presented thelr svidence, and having announced ey rosied
thelr lespeclive casen, tive Court, after orally aascuncing ite iindings oi ot
and cuncivslons o law, and having directed cGunael o plalnlifl w rexivae
Thi Séime Lo wilting 10F e consideration of tha Woukt, and the < owrl aaving
TeLeived snd approved sald lindings and conclusions sad having scaered the
Zauier et nessin, Hnds ohe (esues generally in iovor ol The plointiff ang
aguliiet the respective detendants .,

I3 THERLIUVGRE, the order end judgmen: of the Cowt that the plain~
tHil have judgment an the respective counts of its =G eploint as follows:

1. Cn {cunt [ of the Complaint, it 15 ordered and sdjudged ther the
plaintiff have, and it is hereby granted judgment it the sum of THREE T USAND
TEREE HUNDRED TWENTY THREE DOLLARS and BUVENTY TWO CENTS (33, 325,72)
a8 agklnst the oetendan . KOAE, INC,, o oorporefion,

o o Count B af the Compladnt, it 8 ooovisg and Bdluuge J Thwl 160

 mm—— ————



plaintiiz have, & i1 i horeby granted JULY Ry e v 0 DNE TROTSANT
FOUR BUNLREL [LEVED FRLLARS and SEVEN CENTS ($1,421,07) ag AQaLnsr
the delendant, Devis ., o Sygenvoord,

3. Un Ccunt U of the complalnt, it is ordered and adjudged that the
plaintity have, end 4 Ls hereby granted judgment in the sum of EXIHT THOUSAND
S UURORED FOUY FIVE DOLLARS and THIRTY THREE GENTS {56, 645,33)

Gr ayalnat the deleandsny, Wagenvoord Broadcasting Company, lnc., & cor
poration,

IT IS THE FURTHER CRDER of the Court that the time within which an
8ppeal trom tius Crder inay be taken shail commence to run from the date o
this Joursal Entr, of Judgant.

I I3 THE PURTHEK ORDER of the Court thet the judginent of the Uourt
A8y be superseded on sppeal by the filing of & good and sufficient corporate

Kurety hond ool o 9. of 9

LUTHER BUHANON, Judye
United States fsirley ¢ ourt
Northern Listrict of Cklahomes

e i 3 Ao e b e B e 4 ke e Pl A e L e



L Tl Leluels ETATLES DISTRIC
BN DISTRICT OF

RAMMUHD V. WAYY,

Fetitioner,
V.

}
}
H
}
) HO. LH-U-2063
WARLEL EAY . FaG. and |
SUATL L JALARLUMA, )
}
)

Respondents.

JAN DD 1965

M, Dvviiva

Cleri, U. &, District Court

This watter comes on for consideration by the Court
upon rFetitlon for “rit of Habeas Corpus filed herein by the
petitioner, Raymond V. Taff, and the Court heving carefully
conslderad said Fetition, finds therefrom that the petitionaer
eontends now that hie had been declared mentally incompetent at
the time the crire for which he stands committed was committed
By him. although the petitioner was represented i+ counsel at
the time of his trial, at his sentencing andé on appeal, he states
in his Fetition tihat he did not know of nis right to an insapity
defense; petitioner further states thet his alleged grounds for
insanity defense have not previously been presented to the Court
of appreals of the State of Oklahoma, retitioner ls not entitled
to procead in this Court until he has exhausted all of hiz remedlas
in the Htate <ourts, including his slleged lack of knovledge of
his insanity defense, and further whether he was given z falr
trial on this issue 1f it was so presented.

T ketition for wWrit of habeas Corpus, thercefore, im
denied upon the record presented,

vated tiin 5,7 day of Jsnuary, 1969,

Ly

. S
o s
,%’?pﬁ‘ AL Lot = Af'f i
; n

inited stetes olstrict Jodge

e+ e b ot e e+ 1 e i he—r sk i bbb 1+ b e e A - et et P et =



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
WILEY GENE WILSON, ¥-33807-5.W.
Petitioner,
vs.
NOAH ALDRENGE {Custody Warden),

G. V. RICHARDSON {(Warden of
calif., california),

L N R N . e e

Respondents.

69-C-3
|

FILED (-’){,:”
JAN 20 1969 ¥

M|EWh~d

M‘ .
Clerk, U. S. District Court

ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR WRIT OF
HABEAS CORPUS

The Court has for consideration the Petition for Writ

of Habeas Corpus filed by petitioner herein, and, being fully

advisec in the premises finds:

That the petition on its face shows that the sentence

complained of was inmposed in the United States

District Court,

Western District of New Mexico, and that the petitioner is

presently incarcerated in the Federal Reformatory in EL Reno,

Oklahona.

It is, therefore, apparent to the Court

that juris-

diction nor venue lie with the United States District Court

for the Northern District of Oklahoma.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the Petition for Writ -

of Habeas Corpus be, and the same is hereby denied for lack

of jurisdiction and venue.

ENTERED this < © day of January, 1969.

Cen. 27 Xrr ~

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

o e S TR el e e e v vra————— =
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICY COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT
OF OFLAHOMA

TULSA GENERAL LRIVERS, WAREHOUSEMEN )
AND: HELPERS, LOCAL UNION WO, 523, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
-“yE- ) Civil Action No.
) 68-C-156
AFPPILIATED POOD STORES, ING., )
) FILED
Defendant., ) ,
JAN .6 1969
M. M, EWING

GCierk, U. S, District Court

Hpon the Stipulation for Dismissal filed herein in this action, it
is hereby ordered that the Complaint be dismissed with prejudlice and with
costs to pleaintifif, 3‘,

Dated this é?__ day of January, 1969.

f»/um,,a, o -

JUDGE OF THE UNITED STATES DISTRICI COURT

LAW OFFICES
UNGERMAN,
GRABEL,
UNGERMAN
& LEITER

HIXTH FLOOR
WRIGHT BUILDING

TULSA, CKLAMOMA

e A PP A Sty e e+ |+ e e e oo mpn e e - -



I IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

I NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA |

ﬂ DON CONNELLY CONROY , )]

% | Petitioner, % |
i Vs, ; No. 68-C-258

ﬁ UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ; %
1‘ ' Respondent. ; F l L E D |
|

JAN 210 1969 i

D M, M. Ewing
URDER Cierk, U. 8. District Courf

i The United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit,
on December 7, 1968, transferred to this Court a document signed
: by the above Petitioner and described as being in the nature of a |
ﬂ Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus. Accordingly, it has been filed
‘ in this Court undar the above caption. The records of this Court

i reveal that the Petiticner above named was transferred from this

; judicial district to the United States Penitentiary at Leavenworth,

Kansas, on November 15, 1968. He has not been in this judicial

district since that date. An examination of the said Petition for

Writ of Habeas Corpus indicates that the complaints raised therein
are such as may be considered by a Motion under Title 28, United

States Code, Section 2255, and, accordingly, the Court will treat

the document as a Motion under Section 2255.
The document discloses the following complaints:

1. Refusal of this Court to allow the Petitioner to appeal

i in forma pauperis from convictions in three criminal cases in this
1/

Court and sentences pronounced thereon on pleas of guilty by the

Petitioner amd a denial of an appeal from the Order denying the

1/ The cases were Nos. 68-CR-84, 68-CR-90 and 68-CR-91,
all United States of America v. Don Commelly Conroy.

| e ———— s e A A RAAST A o e e+ e w1 M e -
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said appeals in forma pauperis.

2. Refusal of this Court to appoint counsel in connection
with the desired appeals above mentioned.

3. Petitioner was not allowed to be present at every stage
of the proceedings against him in the three criminal cases, with
particular reference to proceedings alleged to have been had in
this Court on July 30, 1968, August 27, 1968, September 3, 1968
and October .5, 1968.

4, Denial of this Court to appoint substitute counsel in
place of counsel previously appointed by the Court to represent
the Petitioner in the three criminal cases at Government expense.

5. Failure of the Court to grant the Petitioner speedy
trials in the three criminal cases above mentioned, and,

. 6. Failure of the Court to inform Petitioner as to Court
dates and appearances whereby Petitioner could prepare his defense
and also subpoena witnessés,

The Court finds end concludes that the six complaints above

set out are each without merit or wvalidity and, therefore, the

Motion under Title 28, Section 2255, should be denied and dismissed!

without an evidentiary hearing. This conclusion is reached because!

the files ancd records of the cases conclusively show that the Peti-

tioner is not entitled to relief under Section 2255, supra, on any
of said complaints,

With reference tec complaint 1, regarding a denial of the

right to appeal in forma pauperis from his convictions and sentence$

on pleas of guilty in the three criminal cases, the Court refers toi

the Orders entered in said cases on November 19, 1968, and December:

6, 1968, copies of which are attached hereto as FExhibits A and B

for the purpose of reiterating the reasons why the Petitioner was



and is not enztitled to such appeals on the ground that the same
were frlvolou, as a matrer of law.

With reference to complaint 2, concerning the Court's refusal
|

to appoint counsel to conduct Petitioner's appeals in forma pauperi?
mentioned immediately above, the same reasons that compelled the

‘
Court to deny leave to proceed in forma pauperis negated the appoink-
ment of couns2l, namely, that such appeals were and are frivolous
as a matter of law, as determined in the Court's Orders attached
hereto as Exhibits A and B. i

With reference to complaint 3, that the Petitioner was not
permitted to »e present at proceedings had in this Court on July 30,
1968, August 27, 1968, September 3, 1968, and October 15, 1968,
the records and files of this Court conclusively show that no Cour-ti
proceédings were had on any of said dates involving any of the threﬁ
criminal cases against the Petitiomer.

With reference to complaint 4, about the Court denying Peti-
tioner the right to substitute counsel, the Court appointed competent
counsel for the Petitioner who represented him throughout the pro-
ceedings before this Coart in all three cases. The Petitioner did

state on October 14, 1958, that he would like to remove his court-

appointed attorney as he did not feel that he needed an attorney

and wanted to enter a plea of guilty in all three cases. The
attorney appointed for the Petitioner was a competent criminal
attorney and was representing the Petitioner in a proper and capablé
fashion. The Court refused to remove the attorney from the cases. |
The Petitioner's right te counsel does not carry with it the right

to select a particular lawyer as his court-appointed attorney. ;

United States v. Burkeen, 355 F.2d 241 (Sixth Cir. 1966). Nor is |

AR XT3 ) P L AL L e 1 4 e T e PR — 1 | At i
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|
}i the Court required to set aside the prior appointment of counsel
and appoint new counsel in the absence of a showing of good cause.

| United States v. Burkeen, supra. Petitioner claims in his Motiom,

|
"that adequate representation was not to be had with counsel of
record . . ." This is a bare conclusion and is not the requisite

showing of gcod cause. Moreover, this was not the reason given to

the Court according to the files and records of the cases, as shown
' by Exhibit C hereto. |
With reference teo complaint 5, that the Petitioner was denied%'
a speedy triel, the Court finds this complaint to be wholly and
conclusively without merit according to the files and records in
the cases. The Petitioner was arrested by the FBI on July 18, 1968,
on the charge which eventually became Case No. 68-CR-91 in this
Court. On the same date he was taken before a United States Com-

? missioner. On July 19, 1968, he again appeared before the United

I

, States Commissioner, waived counsel in writing, waived a preliminary
It ]
|

. hearing and was committed by the Commissioner for further proceedings
i \

. before the United States District Court. On July 19, 1968, the samk
; |
A |
i day, Judge Barrow of this Court appointed Mr. John D. Harris to

H
| i

represent the Petitioner. A Grand Jury was not in session at that

I

I
time, but a session was called to start on September 4, 1968. This

Court received Case No. 68-CR-84, on August 12, 1968, on a signed

consent to transfer the case from the District of Kansas under i

Rule 20, F.R.Crim.P. This Court receivéd Case No. 68-CR-90, on
September 3, 1968, on an Information from the District of Oregon
trans ferred under Rule 20, F.R.Crim.P. This Court entertained

Case No. 68-CR-91, on September 5, 1968, on a Walver of Indictment

to the charge in this Court. At the same time (on September 5,

i 1968) the Petitioner was also before the Court for the purpose of

e L L e g bl ik kb e
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arraignment ia all three criminal cases. As Petitioner was being E
i
arraigned on the first case above mentioned, he requested that he }
be granted a mental examination, Further proceedings in the naturei
of arraignments were then halted and this request waé granted. Thei
written Application for Psychiatric Examination, Order of the Courti
granting same, the mental examination and Doctor's Report required i
approximately a month. On October 14, 1968, the Petitioner was i
again brought before the Court on the three criminal cases at whichj
time the Court found the Petitioner to be mentally competent to i'
stand trial based on the report of the examining psychiatrist,.
Following this finding, the Court started again to arraign the
Petitioner on the three criminal cases during which proceeding the
Petitioner requested that he be permitted to confer further with
his cpunsel. This request was granted by the Court and Petitionef
and his counsel were advised that they would be notified when the
cases were again set for arraignment. On October 30, 1968, the E
Petitioner wss again brought before the Court and was arraigned on
all three criminal cases at which time he voluntarily and intelli-

gently entered his ples of guilty in each case, requested an early

sentencing ard later in the day, after receipt of a presentence

report from the Preobation Office, the Petitioner was sentenced by
the Court, In the first place, as the files and records of the

cases reveal, the Petitioner himself was responsible for the delay

from September 5, 1968 til QOctober 30, 1968 by requesting a mental
examination end time to confer further with his attorney. See 57
A4.L.R.2d, at p. 314. The delay from July 18, 1968 til September &4,
1968, was due to a Grand Jury not being in session. 3But, in any
event, the Petitioner's pleas of guilty in the three criminal casesi

made without his then raising the question of the denial of a spc

e et e A 8 s . o = . o R AR, -+ e —r——r—e



trial, as the files and records in the cases conclusively show,

constituted a valid and binding waiver of the right to a speedy
trial. 57 A.L.R.2d 343; Ex parte Shaffer, 227 P.2d 418 (Okl. 1951)

This complaint is, therefore, utterly void of merit.

As to complaint 6, with reference to a claimed failure of the

Court to inform Petitioner as to Court dates and appearances whereby

Petitioner could prepare his defense and also subpoena witnesses,

tioner pleaded guilty to the charges in the three criminal cases
on October 30, 1968. Had Petitioner plead not guilty, he would

have been afforded the necessary time to prepare his defense and

subpoena witnessas. e was granted a mental examination as requeste

He had experienced and capable counsel for over three months. His
volﬁntary ard intelligent pleas of guilty confessed the crimes and
obviated any defense to the same. He never made a request to sub-
poena witnesses according to the files and records of the cases.

There is ne merit to this complaint.

I

!

This Petitioner voluntarily and understandingly waived indictL

the files and records of the cases conclusively show that the Peti-

ment in the Northern District case and voluntarily and understanding
1

signed consent to transfer forms on the two charges from other
Districts. He was afforded capable counsel throughout all pro-
ceedings before this Court. When first brought before the Court
for arraignment on the local charge and the two transfers, he and
his attorney in open court requested a mental examination. This
request was granted and the Petitioner was examined by a local
psychiatrist, who reported him to be mentally competent, able to

defend himself and able to assist his counsel in the defense of

his cases. The Court made a judicial finding of mental competency

i el ki S e ] e . et e et B L i ——r—— e -



in open court after receipt of the report, a copy of which report

« was furnished to the Petitioner and his attorney. At the second

after the proceedings were underway, he requested that he have an

i
effort to arraign the Petitioner on the three charges involved, and

. opportunity to discuss the cases further with his attorney. This

 request was granted and approximately two weeks later the Petitioner

- was again brought before the Court for the third time for the purpose

of being arraigned on the three charges. At this arraignment, the
Peticioner encered pleas of guilty to all three charges, The naturé
of each charge, the consequences of a plea of guilty as to each
charge, the voluntariness of his waiver of indictment in the local
charge and his consent to the transfer of the two cases into this
District for »leas of guilty and sentence and his pleas of gullty -
were éll carefully gone-into by the Court and the Court was respon-
sibly satisfizd that all of the proceedings involving this Petitioner
were conducted while he was mentally competent, understood the nature
of the proceedings and charges against him and the consequences of
his pleas of guilty. The Court was then satisfied and is now satis-
fied of the voluntary and intelligent nature of the Petitioner's
pleas of guilty. Upon being sentenced to three ten-year concurrent
sentences, the Petitioner in open court asked to appeal complaining
that the sentences were harsh and severe. It was then explained to
the Petitioner that these were the sentences imposed by the Court,
that they were within the limits prescribed by the law and that an
appellate court could not reduce the same.

From an examination of the f£iles and records of the cases as
related to the complaints now made by the Petitioner, the Court

finds that said files and records conclusively show that there is

e e o i MY e 8 v e rr—— e r——— S R



no merit to any of the complaints and Petitioner's Motion under

Section 2255, Title 28, United States Code, should be and the same

i is hereby dismissed.

Since filing this case, the Petitioner has sent the Clerk of

© this Court a Motion for a transeript of most of the records in his

three criminal cases at Government expense. This Motion has been

filed herein and is denied for the reason that the Petitioner is

" entitled to no relief on the complaints he has raised, as set out

above.

It is so ordered this ,é?ﬁ day of January, 1969.

DZ-C Ll ":E)Lt,&,ﬁ /{WL(-(L,
I /L

Fred Daugherty
United States District Judge
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~upon his pleas of gullty for this reason’., The Defendant was then .

IV THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR ‘;I'HEL ED
[ |

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA npy 19 1968

N M, EWiinG v

; Clerk, U. 8. District Court.
UNITED STATES OF AMERIGA, :

)
)
Plaintiff, )
) No. 68-Cr-84 Criminal
Vs, }  No._68-Cr=90 Criminal
) Cio._68-Cr-91 Crininal
)
)
)

DON CONNELLY CONROY,

Defendant.

ORCER DENYING LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS

The Defendant, after having announced in open court following
his sentencing on pleas of guilty in the above cases of his inteﬁf
tion to appeal, has filed herein certaln papers which the Court .
liberally construes as & motion for leave to proceed in said appeal
in forma pauperis.

28 U.S5.C.A. 1915 pro&ides that any court of the United States

may authorize an appeal in forma pauperis but that the same may not

be taken if the trial court certifies in writing that it is not
taken in good faith.

For the reasons given below, this motion must be denied as.-
the Court hercby certifies that it is not taken in good faith.

The Defendant with counsel present entered pleas of guilty_i
in each of ths three cases above and asked that he be immediately"a
sentenced. Oa the same day with counsel present his request was |
granted and he recelved three concurrent sentences of ten years
each., He then complained of the severity of the sentences and

expressed his desire to appeal his convictions and sentences_entér

el

advised by the Court that appellate courts had no authority to
Exhibit A




reduce the sentences imposed.
Defendant:'s pleas of guilty were convictions of the three
offenses with which he was charged and sentences were imposed on

him by his own acts. They are conclusive. Machibroda v. United -

States, 368 U.S. 487, 7 L.Ed.2d 473, 82 S.Ct. 510 (1962). Severity

of sentence is not a ground for appeal therefrom. Randall v. Uniteé

States, 324 F.2d 726 (Tenth Cir. 1963); Egan v. United States, 268;
F.2d 820, cert. denm. 361 U.S. 868, 4 L.Ed.2d 108, 80 S.Ct. 130 .

(Eighth Cir. 1359). Sentencing is within the sole province and

discretion of the trial court. United States v. Pruitt, 341 F.2d}?
700 (Fourth Cir. 1965). The sentences herein are authorized by E
statute, 18 U.S.C.A., § 2314. 4n appeal therefrom is, therefore, ;:
frivolous and not taken in good faith.

Defendant's Motiom to Proceed in Forma Pauperis is denied.

el
Dated this __Q" day of November, 1968.

o Lt S LI

Fred Daugherty
United States District Judge




I8 D UNTTED SPATES DISTRLCT, COURT FOR THE
NORTHISRN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UnLTED STATES O AMERICA,

Plaintdirf,
No. 68-CR-84

. No. 6B-CR-90
No. 68—CR-91V//

DON CONNELLY CONFOY,

Defendant.

FILED
-1 i
L0 g 1568 . ,
M. kA EWING
' Clerk, Y. 5. Pistrict Covd
By previous Order of thils Court dated November 19, 1968,

ORDER

Delencant's Motion to Proceed’in Forma Pauperis in the appeals
of nls cases was denied and the Court certified in sald Order
tnat such appeals were not belng taken in good falth. The

Urnited States Court Clerk has forwarded to the Court a letter

to nim signed by the Defendant which 1is accompanied by a Notice

3>
)

o aAppeal, an Al ldavit of Poverty, and a new request %o proceed

I
ais

Lo

orma pauperis. Also attached to the letter is a purported
copy of a letter to the Clerk of the United-States Court of
Appeals for the Tenth Circﬁit which states that 1f encloses a
Notice of Appeal.

Inasmuch as the Defendant claims that the Court rejected
his original application to proceed in forma pauperis solely
on tne ground that the severity of nis sentences was not
anpeaiable ard lgnored conatitutional questlons, the Court
will consider these papers as a renewed motion to proceed In
forma pauperis o appeal hls convicticns and sentences and a
new motion to appeal the Court's Order of November 19, 1968,
lr orma pauperls.

Defendart neglects to mention anywhere on what constitu-
ttonal questions he 'la relylng to support an appeal from his
conviebions and sentences which resulted Crom his pleas of
L..iVy. As the Defendant states no casce on wnich the Court

~eaid take action such as granting leave to appeal in forma

Exhibit B
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aouperis, bhe same s nerepy denled, and, in the absence of any
Ctlaelosure of the prounds cf Delendant's appeals, the Gourt fur-
tner certifles that sald appeals are not taken in good falth.
witn respeht to Delendant's request for leave to appcal The
Court's Order of November 19, 1968, in forma pauperis, the same
i1s hereby denied and the Court further certifies'that sald appeal
1g not tawxen in good falth,

The Defendant, as mentloned above, has apparently filed witn
she Tentnh Circult Court of Appeals a Notlce of Appeal. Deflendant

# he so desires, apply to that Court for leave to proceed

=

TEY
in forma pauperis.

Lelendant's Motion to proceed in forma pauperls to appeal
his convictions and sentences and to appeal the Court's Order
of November 19, 1968, 1s dentied.

It is so ordered this ﬁ; day of December, 1968.

S .
FALZD DAUSHRRTY

Urnited States Disuvrict Judge
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UNITED STATES OF AMERTCA,

-V5- Mo, 68-CR-91
DOH C. CORROY,

I ___ Defendant.
REPGRTLL TOAUSCRIPT OOF PROCEEDINGS
HAD O QOCTOBER 14, 1968

ARRAIGEMENT PROCEEDINGS

Eefore the Honorable Fred Dauaherty, Judae Presiding

APPEARANCES:

Mr. James Ritchie United States Attorney, Tulsa,
Ok~ ahoma, epnearad on behalf of the Plaintiff.

Mr. John D. Harris, Attorney at Law, Tulsa,

Okltahoma, appeared on behalf of the Defendant.

CHRISTESSAGN REFORTIMG SERVICE 202 DENVER BUILBING
Ly 3-1304 AT, S18 TULSA, GXLAHOMA 74119

Fxhibit "C"
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THL COURT: United States of
America versus Don C. Conroy, three cases: E8-CR-91 1
68-CR-84; 68-CR-90.

Is the Defendant nresent in those cases?

MR. HARRIS: Yes, he 1is,
Your Henor,
- THE COURT: A1l right.
MR. RITCHIE: I believe he was

arrigned on 68-CR-91 and set for sentencing.

THE COURT: By whom?

MR. HARRIS: Your Honor.

THE COURT: I don't think I
completed it. It was in the process of arraianment that

it was brought to my attention that there was some c¢laim
of mental incompatency.

MR. HARRIS: That is correct,
Your Honor.

THE COURT: And I stopped the
arraignment at that time in order that the Defendant be
examined by a physician. I have received a copy of the
report of the examining doctor, which 1 read to be a
report that the Defendant is competent and was competent
at the tim2 of the alleqed offenses in the case, and
is competent now and has been to assist counsel in the

preparation of the defense of the case.

Exhibit C
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1 reqguest a copy oF “his repovrt be furnishec

the tefendant throuan his counsel. lias this been done?
MR, RITCHIE: Yes.
MR, HARRIS: Yes.
THEL COURT: Is there anything

either side desives to czll or nresent to the court in

refereice to this matter?

MR. HARRIS: tle do not,
Your Honor: at least as his attorney 1 do not.
THE COURT: Anything from

the Defendant?

THE DEFEMDANT CONROY: ho.

THE COURT: Anything from the
government?

MR. RITCHIE: Mo, Your Honor.

Mot at this time.

THE COURT: Based on the
contention of tne Defendant as to the mental incompetency
and the report of the dector te whom the Defendant was
referred <or examination, and his report which I now hand
tg the clerk to filte in the case, the court will make
a jucicial determinaticn at this time that the Defendant
is competent tc proceed to tyial and is competent and
able to assist his attorney in the defense of these

three cases.

b -
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Sre you Don Coaliay Lonroy?

R0

THE

DEFENDALT COMROY :

COURT:

true and correct name?

Yes,

Is that your

THE DEFEHDANT COKROY: Yes.

THE COURT: Wnat is your ane?
" THE DEFENDANT CONROY: Thirty.

THE COURT: Thirty?

THE UEFENHDANT CONROY: Yes.

THE COURT: Does Mr. John

Harris, who appears with you at this time, represent you
in thesz three cases?
THE DEFENDANT CONROY: Yes, he does.
THE COURT: The Court calls
first Case Number 68-CP-91, United States versus
Don Conley Conroy. This is the case originatina in this

court,

Prior to this time have you received a copy of

_the information prepared against you in this case by

the United

States

THE

attorney?

DEFERDANT CONROY:

Yes, I have.

THL COURT: Have you read it?
THE DEFENDAMNT CONROY: Yes, I have.
THE COURT: Have you discussed

it with your attorney?
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THE DLFEHDANT COHROY: dell, 1 auass
you would say sO.

THE COURT: well., now, |
dan‘t sav sc at all. I'm askinn you if you have
discussed it with vour attovrney.

THE DEFENDAHT CORROY: Your Horor, 1
Wwould like <o remove John Harris from my case.

THE COURT: You didn't put
Rim there and you're not qoing to remove him. The
Court appainted him and furnished him to you.

THE DEFEMDANT CONROY: I don't feel !
neec an attorney. 1 would Tike to enter a cuilty nlea
on all three indictments.

THE COURT: You have requested
an attorney and an attorney has been appointed for you,
so 1'm not qoing to vacate the appointment. Are you
reacy to proceed?

THE DEFENDANT CONROY: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: He's here, he's
peen your attorney for quite some time, and you should
avail yourself of his services.

Now, do you understand the nature of this charge
acainst you in +his case?

THE DEFENCANT CONROY: Yes, I do.

o e ——— -
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Certified:

CLUSED)

A TRUE AHD CORRECT TRAWSCRIPT

Larvy E. Harks

United States Court Reporter
Porther District of Oklahoma
Tulsa, Oxlahoma




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN AND TOR

THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

TRI-STATE MOTOR TRANSIT COMPANY, }
a Delaware corporation, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
vs. ) Civil Action .
} No. 6219 =
DaTAR DISTRIBUTING COMPANY, INC., )
an Oklahoma corporation, et al, i
) FILED
Defendants. )

JAN 21365y W

M, A k|
L 157
Cler, W g, Plapricy Ceurt

2,

This matter coming on to be heard this Li= = day of January, 1968

ORDER

on the application of Morris L. Bradford, Receiver for DeTar Distributing Company,
Inc. and the plaintiff, Tri-State Motor Transit Company, being present and repre-
sented by its attorney, Thomas J. Daly. The Court after hearing the statement and
testimony of Merris L. Bradford, Receiver for DeTar Distributing Company, Inc. and
the acquiescence tharein by Thomas J. Daly, Attorney for Tri~State Motor Transit
Company finds that -he application of the Receiver for disbursement of funds and
the creation of “hose specific accounts set forth in the Application be approved and
the Clerk of the Court is directed to make disbursement of funds presently on deposit
with him to the parties and in the amounts as set forth in the Application of the
Receiver.

IT IS FURTI3R ORDERED that the said Morris L. Bradford, Receiver for
DeTar Distributing Compéeny, Inc, is hereby discharged from his duties as Receiver
and all sureties regiired by the Court in this instance or by the Receiver required
during the pericd of said receivership are hereby released and discharged from any

liabilities to be herainafter incurred. That by the consummation of the settlement



of accounts as proposed in said Application, this matter is declared fully settled

and closed. Ef{.

i
DONE IN OPEN COJRT this 42> = day of january, 1969.

WW

Luther Bohanon, Judge

APPROVED:

D T
wn g

Albert W. Thomson

t . e
_./"' . o ~

- Thomas J. Daly

A\
. AR
SNNEICAIR AN
Morris' L. Bradford




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

PEOPLES STATE BANE
ARTESIA, NEW MEXICO,

Plaintiff,

—-—ys—

No. 68-C-141
FIRST NATIONAL BANK
CHELSEA, OKLAHOMA,

Defendant and
Third Party
Plaintiff,

-vs-

FILED

JAN 221939

M. M. EWING
Clerk, U, 8. Divrict Gourt

C. W. LAYTON and
MERLE DARKS,

Third Party
Defendants.

et Rt Nt Bt T Tt Nt it Bt At To B R M e e Mt e M e et st et

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

This cause came on for hearing on this'i{jwﬁ day of
January, 1969, upon the APPLICATION OF ALL THE PARTIES HERETO
to dismiss part of this action with prejudice and part of it
without prejudice. Tha Court after being fully advised in the
premises, finds that it is for the best interest of the parties
and in the furtherance of justice that said APPLICATION be sus-
tained and that tte claims cf the Peoples State Bank, Artesia,
New Mexico, as against the defendant, First National Bank,
Chelsea, Oklahoma, and of the cross-claims and causes of action
of the First National 32ank, Chelsea, Oklahoma, as against Pecples
State Bank, Artesia, New Mexico, should be dismissed with prejudice
and that as to the claims and causes of action of the First Naticnal

Bank, Chelsea, Oklahoma, on its third party complaint as against
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the third party defendants, C. W. Layton and Merle Darks, should
be dismissed withcut prejudice.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by
the Court that the claims and causes of action heretofore asserted
by the Peoples State Bank, Artesia, New Mexico, as against the
defendant, First National Bank, Chelsea, Oklahoma, and that the
cross-claims of First National Bank, Chelsea, Oklahoma, as against
the Peoples State Bank, Artesia, New Mexico, be and the same are
hereby and by these presents dismissed with prejudice.

BE IT FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the
Court that the claims and causes of action of the defendant,

First National Bank, Chelsea, Oklahoma, as against the third
party defendants, C. W, Layton and Merle Darks, be and the same

are hereby and by these presents dismissed without prejudice.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE .,

APPROVED

o

WILLiAM KNIGHT POWERS,
Attorney for Plaintiff,
-}ff.;ﬁaagf u'.iﬁzj?“?“+:‘cic;¢;g;,,.
DAVID H. SANDERS, Attorney
for Defendant dl’ld Third Party
Plalntlff.,ﬂ 7

i
/{ ’F_,él‘J_u_ . e
A. TOM WiGHT, Jr.
Attorney for Defendant and
Third Party Defendant,
C. W. Layton.

MERLE‘EARKS Thlrd Party Defendant

-0



I i«
1/20/09

LAW OFFICES
UNGERMAN,
GRABEL,
UNGERMAN
& LEITER

BIXTH FLOOR
WRIGHT BLIILDING

TULSA, OKLAHOMA
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Tl THE UNITEl STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE RORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

PIIL KORNFAUS,
Plaintiff,
¥
Civil No., 68-C-169

FILED

JAN 22 1969

tWtNd
Cterk U S Digtrict Gourt.,g

Vi

T. L. HOORE, .JR., 4 sole rrader, d/b/a
Western Engipoeering & Inspection Company,

Defendant.

R

JUDECMENT

Taere came on for hearing before the undersigned United States
District Judge sitting in and for the Northern pistrict of Oklahoma on the
14th day of January, 1969, Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment filed
herein with a brief in support of the same, the Plaintiff appearing by his
aptorney, Irvine E. Ungerman, and the Defendant appearing by his attorney,
Robert H. Tips,ggg:, and the Court having heard the arguﬁent of counsel in
support of anl in cppesition to the sald motion and being fully advised in
the premigses, finds that the Plaintiff is entitled to have his Motion for
Summary Judgment sustained and the judgment should be rendered herein for
the Plaintiff for the sum of $11,271,31 with interest thereon at the rate
of 107 per annum from date of judgment, topether with the further sum of
$2,500,00 attorneys fees to be taxed as costs of the action, together with
all accruing costs herein,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THIS CCURT that
the Plaintiff, Phil Kornhaus, have and recover a judgment of and against the
Defendant, T. L. Moore, Jr,, a sole trader, d/bfa Western Engineering &
Inspcetion Conpany, for the sum of $11,271.31 principal with interest thercon
at the rate off 10% per annum from the date of the entry of this judgment,
together with the further sum of $2,500.00 attorneys fees for the use and
benefit of Plaintiff's counsel herein and to be taxed as costs herein, to-
pether with all other accrued and accruing costs in this matter and that the
Plaintiff's Motion for Summary {?dgment be and the same is hereby sustained.

7
Eritered this _zﬂ' day of January, 1969,

United States District Judge

Attorney for Dof izht




In LD UAITED STATES DISTRICT COURY FOR Thi
LORTHERN DISTRICT OF I LAHOMA

VISCIn N, DAIGIINGTOH, Area Director, Dureau
of Iniian Aliaive, for Antoine Greenback Estate,
and (e heirs of Antoine Greenback, deceased;
ESTATE OF ANTOINET GREENBACK, deceased;
AMNY GREENIZACZK CARPENTER, LULA MAY
GREFNBACK STANLIY, WOODROW GREENRBACE,
WALBER KING, Joi., PRANKIE GREENBACK,
PEGCY GEELNUACH GIBBS, SHIRLEY GRELNBACK
SEABRILLER and IRLNE CREENBACK DILLE, heirs
oi Antoine Greenback, deceased,

FILED
AN 23 1959

MM, Wi
Clark, . 8. District Court

T S et e e i Sk Nt Sl e

Civil Mo,

58 ~C - 161

Plaintiffs,
Vs,

— vy

UNITED STATE: OF AMERICA, }
Defendant, }

STIPULATION

Aitoxaeys ior pleintiffs do hereby stipulate as follows:
it is iicreby stipulated and agreed that the above entitled action be dis-

missed witi prejudice, cach party to bear its own costs.

s/ J. E. Hart s/ Byron V. Boohe
J. E. Bart Byron V, Boone

1e1l Viberty Fank Zuilding

o g o . s/ James 0. Ellison
Uklahoma City, Oklabioraa 73102

James O, Ellison
s/ Hobert P. Santee '%14 WDﬂd Bmldmg’ .
ROBERT P, GANVEE Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
Assistant U, . Attorney

ORDER OF DISMISEAL

Eedéore Che Tionorable Allen E. Barrow, at Tulsa, in che wWorthern District,
tnic matter was presented to the Court upon the stipulation of the plaintiffs, and
the Court Hhercupos visrissed the above entitled action with prejudice, each party to

bear 1t5 own cants,

. : . . v .
- TR O et

U, 8, District Judge




1& THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT MOE Tl
NORTEERN DISTRICT OF DKLAROKA

VIRGIL W, FARARINGTON, Area Director, Burcau or

Indian Affeir., zor Anna Slagle Estate, and the heirs

ol Anna Blagl, deceazed,

VETATE OF AxNA SLAGLE, deceased;

CORDTVA MOT WAl S AMSEY, HENRY E, BOFTMAY, IR,,
CHARLIS v, LOFFRMAN, ARDINE GRIFFIN BUERCEY,

HAYZS GRIEETN, VICTORLIA GRIFTIN WATERS,

ARDLNA RIWARD MOORE, BEATRICE ARKEKETA GRIFFIN,
SIDLLY VIGOob CRIFFIN, ANNA J, GRIFFIN VOAST,
WILLIAMN DTy CSRIFEIN, RAYMOND PLURCE GRIFFIN,
TRMA LOU (DEBEIE) GRIFFIN, ANNA BELL QUAPAW HOLT,
BETIY LOU (JUAPAYW RADER, EDWARD QUAPAW, JESSIE
JEAT QUADS 0 LEAL, MARTEA ANN GREENBACK HANSEORD,
MARY LOULEE GREINDACK BURTRUM, ANNA LEL NEWMAN,

B e e

now POFL, TAULA Wi'WMAN now PITCHLYNN, CHARLES E, r_)
CRELNBACE, CAMUL L WHITEHORN, EUNICE WHITEHORN } ILED
KIFEGA, WINGELL O, WEITEHORN, LOIS LORENE KIHEGA y
MO, LEORA MARLENE KIHEGA ECHO HAWE, The Trust JAN £ 3 1969
Estatz of HLUEY IL, HOFFMAN, SR., MATTIE WARREN, M) 1. EWING
Fetate of W, K, SLACLE, Estate of SAM VIODDEIDE, Clerk, U, . District Court
FALFI HARRIS, and DIXIE DARLENE COCHEAHN MASON PLUMLEE, )
hieivs of Anna Slagle, Geceased, i ‘s

© Plaintifis, j  Civi No.

vs. . 68 -C - 162
)

UNITT:D STATES OF AMERICA, }

Detendant, )

STIPULATION

Attorneys for plaintiffs do hereby stipulate as follows:
It 1= hereby stipulated and agreed that the above entitled action be dis-

missed withh prejudice, cach party to bear its own costs,

s/ J. E. Hart s/ Byron V. Boone

I E. Hart Byron V, Boone

1911 Liberiy Hars Building .
Oklahoma City, Cikdahoma 73102 s/ James 0. Ellison
James O, Ellison

s/_Fobert P, tenteg 914 World Building

ROBERT P. SANEE Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
Agsistant U. . Attorney

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

izefcrs Tuc Honorable Allen E, Barrow, at Tulsa, in the riorthern District,
tius mavter wai prosented to the Court upon the slipulation of the plaintiffs, and the
Doury theraugor. (isnussed the above entitled actiow with prejudice, cach party to

peay Lre ount i

ot " et

Uatted States Distyict Tudpre

e . — et ey e Hor e i e e 2 n e o o e Y PR #ian e s T e



Iy THRE JNITED STATES Ll TRICT COURT FOR Thi

NORTHERE TISTRICT OF OXKLAH{OMA

VIRGIL N, HARRINGTON, Area Divector, Hureau of }

Indian Affairs, for Meh-Hunk-A-Zhe-iia Beaver Lstate, )

and the heirs of Meh-Iiunk-A~Zhe-Ka Beaver, deceased; ) F } L E D

BSTATE OF MEL -HUNK-A-ZHE-K & BEAVER, deceased; )

HVIN WILSON, MARY WILSOM, LOUISE WILSON, ¥ JAN £ 1958

LAURA JENNY WILSON DOWNTIN, COLLEEN WILSON ) M. b Eriiid

NEWLON, IRVINA WILSON McHINBEN, ROBERT ) ;M Ewilvg

LAWRENCL STANLEY, VERNA WILSON POGJE and ) Clerk. U. 8 District Court

INDIA WILSOL, heirs of Meh-Hunk-A~-Zhe~Ka Beaver, )

deceased, 1 .

Plaintiffs, ') Civil No.
vE, : G¢ - C - 164

)

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )

Defendant, )

STIPULATICHN

Attorneys Lor plaintifis do hereby stipulate as follows:
1t is hereby stipulated and agreed that the above eatitled action be dis-

rnissed with prejudice, each party to bear its own costs,

¢/ J. B. Hart s/ Byron V. Hoone

. E, Hart Byron V, Boone

1911 Liberty Bank Building

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73100 s/ Jemes 0. Ellison

Tames O, Elison

s/ Robert P. Santee 314 World Building

ROBERT P, SANTEE " Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
Assistent U. S. Attorney

ORUER OF DISMISSAL

Lefore The Honorable Luther Bohanon, at Tulsa, in the Horthern District,
this matter was presented to the Couxt upon the stipulation of the plaintiffs, and the
Court thereupon dismissed the sbove entitlec action with prejudice, each party to

hear its ovm costs,

IS . ’\, /'/ ”
L ,,/ G AAET Ay i
United States Digtrict Judge

I ale
LN

i/




I THE UNITED STATES DYSTRICY COURT FOR WE
WORMERN DISTRICT OF OKLAEOMA

TRE FIRST HATIONAL BANK AND TRUST
COMPANY OF TULSA, ONLAHONA,

Plaintift, CIVIL ACTION B0, 67«CelST
Viie
21 TURTLE CREEK SQUARE, 14D, ;
THE Wﬂn magtxmm, and
Hi YORK B TRACHERS® REXEROMENT " _
s, i EILED
Dafendants,
s JAN 27 1969
M. M. EWING, CLERK
CRDER U, §. DISTRICT COURT

NoW, on this _ 27 duy of January , 1969, this metter cems on for
diapoaition, the FPlaintiff, First Netional Bank and Trust Compeny of Tulel,
Oklehome, eppoRring by and through James X, Fymnj Defendsnt, 21 Turtle Creek
Square, Ltd., eppearing by and through David M, Thornton; snd Defendant, the
Pederel Housing Adminietretion, appesring by and through ite attorney, Fobert
P, Bentee, Assistant United BStetes Attormey for the Sorthern [detrict of ORLadicwkt. «
The Court finds that Defendants, 21 Turtle Creek dguare, Iid., and the
Secretary of Housing mnd Urban Development, who succeeded to all the righte end
chiigations of the Dafendant, Puderel Housing Administretion, bave eutered into
& stipulstion which resclves the issues of this case, which stipuletion is
approved by the “laintiff, Firet Netiopsl Bank and Trust Cospany, Tulse, Okdahiws,
Tne Court Pinde that the Secretary of lousing ead Urban Developwent is entitled
to the “fund” which is in the smount of #79,532.33. The Court further finds that
the Plaintify, First National Dank and Trust Compery of Tulsa, Oklshoma, should
be dispissed from tais chise without cost.
NOW, THEREFORE, IT Y8 ORDERED, ADJUTGED AND DECHEED thet the Flaintiff,
First Netional Pank an! Trust Compeny of Tulsa, Cklshoma, be and the same is
hereby dismissed frow this case without cost; and that the (lerk of the Court
for the Yorthern NMstrict of Oklehows is dirocted to disburee the “fupd” in the



amount of $79,532,33 to tie Secretery of Housing and Urban: Developneot,

r o
ECPTTa :

Ax',‘/" R 4 PO I

JAMES R, RYAN

Attorney for FPlrst Hational Benk

and Trust Company of 'Tulae, Oklahome,
Plaintirf

ROBERT P, BANTEE,

Assistent U. i, Attorney

Attorney for Beorelary of Houalng
wnd Urban oevelopesoui

D / I B /

TAVID M, THORMION
Attorney for 21 Tustle (reek Bouare, Itd,

TES DISTRI

JUDGE"



UNTTED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America,

Pleintif?, S "
CIVIL ACTION NO. 5205

VB

Tract No. 26 -
170.01 Acres of Land, More or less, F—I LE D
Situate in Tulea and Osage Counties, -
Oklahoma, end Clyde Jacobs, Jr., et JAN 2 g8 1969 AV

al, and Unknown Ovners,

M. M. EWING, CLERK
Defendants. fL 8. DISTRICT. COURT

J UDpDag M ENT

1. On thins dey this cause came on for consideration uponlthe appli-
cation of the United Stetes of America, by its attorney, for & final Judgment
determining the ownership and the just compensation to be awarded the former
owners of the above tract.

2, The Coirt finds that the Declaration of Taking and Complaint were
duly filed and that the Court has jurisdiction of the parties and the subject
matter of this sction; that service of process has been perfected either per-
sonally or by publication of notice, as prescribed by Rule T1A of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, on all parties having compensable interests in the
gubject tract; that upon the date the Declaration of Taking and the Complaint
vere filed title to the estate taken, as set out therein, became veated in the
United States of America.

3, The Ccurt finds, upon edvice of counsel that the defendant, Vivian
I. LeStourgeon, was the sole owner of the above-captioned tract on the date of
teking, and is entitled 4o receive the award for the estate taken thereln.

4. The Court finds that the sum of $50.00 was depusited into the
Registry of this Court as estimsted just compensation for the estate taken in
said tract, and such sum ls now on deposit;

S. The Court finds thet Plaintiff esnd the owner, Vivian L. leStourgeon,
have, by stipulation filed herein, agreed that the just compensation to te paid
by the Plaintiff for the estate taken in the above tract 1s the sum of‘$50.00,

inclusive of interest.



IT 1S, THEREFORE, BY THE CQJRT ORDERED AND ADJUDGED:

{a) 'The vesting in Plaintiff of title to the estate taken in Tract
ﬂo. 2632E, as said estate and tract ere described in the Complaint and Declarae-
tion of Taking filecd herein, 1s hereby confirmed;

{b) 'The just compensation to be pald by the Plaintiff for the estate
g0 taken in the above tract is the sum of $50.00, inclusive of interest;

{(¢) The Clerk of thie Court is hereby authorized and déirected to
draw a check on the deposit for Tract No. 2632E, in the amount of $50.00, peyable

t0 Vivian L. LeaStouwrgeon.

Executed this .- ‘c:/"»ﬂay of _t. . .';zzfvuu;u/lﬁ 1969-
- T
[

o LA

UNTTED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

W_@( éﬂ/___
»
HUBERT A. MARLO

Assistant United States Attorney

e o el AR i P o R s % % P A A S Ay PR
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

NATIONAL DIVIDEND CLUB, INC., etal., )
Plaintiffs, ;
vs., ; No. 87-C-177
SHARIN' O' THE GREEN, INC., et al., ) EILED
Defendants. ; JAN 30 1969
ORDER ?} o e Goum

Now, on :he 14th day of January, 1969, the Court having entered
judgment in favor of the plaintiffs and against the defendants IJ oel Green
and Sharin' O' the Green, Inc., and having flled hexfein its Findings of
Facts and Conclusions of Law pursuant thereto,

IT IS OCRDERED ANI> ADJUDGED that the plaintiffs, National
Dividend Club, Inc., National Dividend Club of the West, Inc. and John T.
Bessesen recover of the defendants Joel Green and Sharin' Q' the Green,
Inc. the sum of $271, 87C. 00, with interest thereon at the rate of ten per
cent as provided by law, and costs of this action.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the defendants
Sharin' Q' the Green, Inc. and Joel Green be enjoined from further acts
of copyright infringement, unfair competition, unfair trade practices and
hreach of fiduciary relationship.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the Court has
determined that there is no just reason for delay for the entry of judgment
against defendants Joel Green and Sharin' @' the Green, Inc. and expressly
directs the eniry of judgment. |

ATE
Entered this istth day of January, 19€9.

D

United States District Judge

e APTERHR, I
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L5 Ay UNZTRD STATES BISTRICT COURT FOR THE
HORTHERY DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED SPATIE OF ALERICH,
Plaintifr, CIVIL ACTION ). OD-0-0%3

Visa

ERHESY A, PuR{I#-, JR,, and
DELIORE: PERKDY., Husband & Wife,

Defandants,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
}
)

DYFAULT JUDGMENT BY THY CLERK

Thic coune came on t0 be heard on wmotion of the plaintidl for

defuult Judgmert for the relief demandsd in the Compleint, and 1% awpuaring

tne Comnlaint e Jusmons in this action vwers served on the Defendprnts
December &, Y900, ps appears from the Msrchel's roinrn of scorvice of sald
Sunmonc; thet the Lime within which the Dofondants may anower or othicrvlise
move as to th Cowplaint has explred; that tho ofondents have not wwvered or
othervise moved and thnt the time for Defexionis ta ansvwer or oihcrvind move
has not boan oxtendod,

It fwther aspearing, as evidenced by the atfidavii of the Plaintiff,
that the Defendenis arc ucither infants nor lecompetent persons @q4 thal the
Defendants are not ia the mllitary service ol the United Mtates,

It further aspearing Meintiff's cleim ageinst thoe Nefendants ie for
a sum certain vhich can Uy computation be made certain.

IT IS WUMEHY ORDERED, ARJUDGED Akl DECHEED thet the Plaiatiff recover
of th Defendnmnt: the auount preyed Tor in the . of $555.65, tupotiver with
acerued Intercri o $87 00 an or July O, 10900, with duteruot from sald date at

the roate of 3¢ o0 wamy antil pald and for cocts of thin actlio:,

- .
Dtod (nln s day of Jaguary, VGO,

H, M. BWING
Clork, United totes Hotriet Cowrt
Tor Uhe Horthern Dottt of Cklahowe




Ui ITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

Unlted States of America,
r//
CIVIL ACTION NO. 5855

Plaintiff,
VS.

Tracts Nos., 2316, and
2316E-1 thru E-3

Lessee Interestﬂu E D

646,79 Acres of Land, More or Less,
Situste in Pawnee County, Oklahome,
and Carol Spess, =t al, and Unknown

LN N N N S

Owners,
Defendants. JAN3 1 1969 ;ag,w
M. M. Ew|
J UDGNENT K. S. DISTRIGE gbﬁﬁ'r(

1.

NOW, on this _%§  day of Januaery, 1969, this matter comes on for
disposition on application of the Plaintiff, United States of America, for entry
of Judgment on  the Report of Commissioners filed¢ herein on January 8, 1969, and
the Court after having exemined the files in this action and being advised by
counsel for the Plainuiff, finds that;

2.

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

3.

This Judgment applies only to the lessee interest in the estates taken
in the tracts enumerated in the capticn above, as such tracts and estates are
described in the Complaint and Declaration of Taking filed herein.

y,

Service of Process has been perfected either personally or by publica-
tion notice, as provided by Rule T1A of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, on
all parties defendant in this cause who are interested in subject tracts.

5.

The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the Complaint filed
herein give the United States of America the right, power and authority to condemn
for public use th2 subject property. Pursuant thereto, cn December 13, 1963, the
United States of Amer-ca filed its Declaration of Taking of certain estates in
subject tracts of land, and title tc such property should be vested in the United

States of America as of the date of filing such Declaration of Taking.

S e ——— AT oA O - e g el S
v e e i e S e



6.

On the filinz of the Declaration of Taking, there was deposited in the
Registry of this Court as estimated compensation for the taking of the lessee
interest in the described estates in subject tracts, a certain sum of meney and
a1l of this deposit has been disbursed, as set ocut in paragraph 11 below.

T.

The Report of Comnissioners filed herein on January 8, 1669, hereby 1z
accepted and adopted as a finding of fact as to the subject property. The amount
of just compensation as to the subject property as fixed by the Commission is set
out in paragraph 11 below.

8.

This Judgment will create a deficiency between the amount deposited as
estimated just compensation for the lessee interest in the estate taken in subject
tracts and the amount fixed by the Commission and the Court as Just compensation,
and a sum of money sufficient to cover such deficiency should be deposited by the
Government. This deficiency is set ocut in peragraph 11 below.

9.

The Defendant named in paragraph 11 as owner of the lessee interest In
the estate taken in subject tracts is the only Defendant asserting any claim to
such jnterest, all other defendants having either disclaimed or defaulted; the
named Defendant, as of the date of taking, was the owner of such described interest
and, as such, is entitled to receive the just compensation awarded by this Judgment.

10.

It Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the United States
of fAmerica has the right, power, and authority to condemn for public use the sub-
jeet tracts, as they are described in the Declaration of Taking filed herein, and
the lessee interest in such property, to the extent of the estaies descrived in
the Declaration of Taking and for the uses and purposes therein indicated, is
CONDEMNED, and title thereto is vested in the United States of America, as of the
date of filing such Declaration of Taking, and all defendants herein and all other
perscns are forever barred from asserting any claim to such estates.

11.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the right to receive

just compensation for the lessee interest in the estates taken herein in subject

tracts is vested in tke Defendant whose name appears below in this paragraph; the

-ou
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Report of Commissioners of January 8, 1969, hereby is confirmed and the sum
therein fixed is adopted as just compensation for such taking, as shown by the
following schedule:

LESSEE INTEREST ONLY IN

TRACTS NOS. £316, 2316E-1 through
E~3 Combined

Owner:
Ray Spess

Award of just compensation, pursuent to
Commissioners' Report - - = = - = - - - = $20,000.00 $20,000.00

Deposited as estimated compensation - = - - - $13,300.00

Disbursed to owner = = = - = - = = - = = R B B B 13,300.00
Balance due to OWHREY = = = = = = - = = = = = = m - = = ==~ - - == $6,700.00
Deposit deficiengy =« = = = = = = - = = = = - $6,700.00

12.

It Is Further ORIERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the United States of
America shall pay into the Registry of this Court for the benefit of the owner the
deposit deficiency for the subject tracts in the sum of $6,700.00, together with
interest on such defisiency at the rate of 6% per annum from December 13, 1963,
until the date of depisit of such deficlency sum; and such sum shall be eradited
to the deposit for subject tracts in this Civil Action.

Upen receipt of such sum, the Clerk of this Court shall disburse from
the deposit for the sabject tracts the total sum deposited pursuant to this para-

graph, to Ray Spess.

ELR O B

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

vy L
W A
HUBERT A. MARLOW
Apsistant United States Atforney

e A AT B 1 N —



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America,

Plaintiff,
CIVIL ACTION NO. 5894

vs.
Tracts Nos. 0927-2M and

LN N U )

734.55 Acres of Land, More or Less, rg27-3M
Jituate in Pawnee % Creek Counties,
Oklahoma, and Claud Brown, et ail,
and Unknown Owners, El E E D
Defendants.
JAN 3 1 1969

J U DGMENT M. M.EWING, ¢
p . , CL
U. 8. DISTRICT COEETE

1.
NOW, on this _3/  day of ;Zﬂfwhx s 1969, this matter comes

on for disposition on application of the Plaintiff, United States of Aperica,
for entry of Judgment on the Report of Commissioners filed herein on January 8,
1969, and the Court, after having examined the files in this actlon and being
advised by counsel for the Flaintiff, finds that:

2.

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

3.

This Judgment applies only to the estates taken in the tracts enume-
rated in the caption above, as such estates and tracts are described in the
Complaint and Declaration of Taking filed herein.

I,

Service of Process has been perfected either personally or by publi-
cation notice, as provided by Rule 71A of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
on all parties defendant in this cause, who are interested im subject tracts.

5.
The Acts of Congrese set out in paragraph 2 of the Complaint 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 February 12,

196k, the United States of America filed its Declaration of Taking of certaln
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.




5.

On the Tiling of the Declaration of Taking, there was deposited in the
Reglstry of this ourt as estimated compensation for the taking of the described
estates in subject tracts, certain sums of money and part of these dsposits has
been disbursed, a3 set out in paragraph 11 below.,

T.

The Report of Commissioners filed herein on January 8, 1969, hereby is
accepted and adopted as a finding of fact as to the subject tracts. The amount
of just compensation as to the subject fracts as fixed by the Commission is set
out in paragraph 11 below.

8.

This Juidgment will create deficiencies between the amounts deposited
as estimated just compensation for the estates taken in subject tracts and the
amounts Fixed by the Commission and the Court as just compensation, and a sum of
money sufficient to cover sueh deficiencies should be deposited by the Govern-
ment, These deficiencies are set out in paragraph 11 below.

9.

The defendants named in paragraph 11 as owners of the subject property
are the only defeadants asserting any interest in the estates condemned in such
tracts, all cther defendants having either disclaimed or defaulted; the named
defendants, as of the date of taking, were the owners of such estates taken and,
as such, are entitled o 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, power, and authority to condemn for public use the
subject tracts, as such tracts are described in the Peclaration of Taking filed
herein, and such property, to the extent of the estates described in the Declara-
tion of Taking filed herein, is CONDEMNED, and title thereto is vested in the
United States of America, as of the date of filing the Declaretion of Taking,
and all defendants herein and all other persons are forever barred from assert-
ing any clain thereto.

11.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the right to receive

the just compensation for the estates taken hereln in subject tracts is vested

in the defendante whose names appear below in this paragraph; the Report of

-Pu
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Commissioners of January 8, 1969, hereby is confirmed and the sums therein

fixed are adopted as the awards of just compensation for the estates taken in

subject tracts, as showr by the following schedule:

THACT NO, 0927-2M

Owners:

Ray Spess and
Ruby Spess

Award of just compensation, pursuant to
Commissicners' Report - = = = - - - = = $10,000.00

Deposited as estimated compensation - - - - $1,300.00

Disbursed to cwners - - - = = = = = ~ = = = & . == = = ==

Balance due to ownsrs =~ - =« = = = = = =~ = - - = -~~~ "

Deposit deficiency - = ~ = = = = = - = =« = = = $8,700.00
TRACT NO., 0%27-3M

Owners:

I. 0il =nd gas leasehold interest in entire tract area:

Ray Spess « = - - = - - 7/8
James Spess - =~ =~ = = - 1/8

II. lessor interest:

$10,000.00

A, That portion of Tract Ne. 0927-3M which is situated in Tot 5
and the SF SWE of Sec. 27, T. 20 N., k. 9 E., was owned:

Ray Speng - - - - - = = 2/7
James Spess - - - - = - 2/7
Doneld Eennessy - - - - L1k
Fdith Crosson Smith - - 1/1b
Laura Uhrig - - - - - - /7
Thelra L. Dunn - - - - 1/14
Oyrus C. Dunn - - - - = /14

8. Thet portion of Trzct No. 0927-3M which is situated in the SW%SW%

of Sectiom 27, T. 20 W., R. § E., was owned:

Ray Cpess = - = = = = = 26/126
James Hpess - = = - = - ho/126
Donald Hemnessy - - - - 17/126
1ditk Crosacn Smith - - 17/126
Laurs Uhrig - - - - - - 20/126
Thelwa L. Dunn - - - - 3/196
Cyrus C. Dunn - - - - = 3/126
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Tract No. 0927-3M (Cont'd)

Award of just compensation for entire esiate
taken in entire tract, pursuant
to Commiessionsrs' Report - - - = - - = - - $15,000.00 $15,000.00
Allocation of total award:

I. To leasehold interest - - §12,250.00

II. To lessor interest:

brea "A" - - - - = - - - $2,410.00
trea "B" - - -~ - - - - - 340.00
Deposited as estimated compensation - - - ~ - - $4,891.00
Disbursed to owners - = =~ = = - = = = - - - = & & - - = = & = = = = = None
Balance due tO OWNers — - — = = = = = = = = = = = @ = = = = - - & = $15,000.00
Deposit deficiengy =~ - - = = = = = = = = = - = $10,109.00
12.

It %s Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the United States of
America shall pay into <he Registry of this Court for the benefit of the owners
the deposit deficiencies for the subject tracts as shown in paragragph 11, to-
gether with interest on such deficienciles at the rate of 6% per annum from
February 12, 196k, until the date of deposit of such deficiency sums; and such
sums shall be placed in the respective deposits for subject tracts in this
Civil Action.

The Court shall retain jurisdiction in this case for the purpose of
distribution of the awards herein made. An appropriate order of distribution
and disbursal shall be entered as soon as the deficiencies required by this

paragraph have been deposited in the Reglstry of the Court.

£0200 B RARROW
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:
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HUBERT A. MARICW
Assistant U, 5. Attorney




