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

VAN DUSEN AIRCRAFT SUPPLIES,
SOUTHWEST DIVISION, INC.,
Plaintiff,

- V5 -

EXECUTIVE FLIGHT, INC,, and Civil Action /
H.IL.. CARON, File No. 6596
Defendants,

MERCHANTS RETAIL ADJUSTMENT
SERVICE, INC., 619 South Detroit,
Tulsa, Oklahoma,

uay - 11889 7

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

Garnishee.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT AND OQRDER

On this /lg’/f,y of g% 7 1969, there came on for

&f/ i,

consideration the Motion of the plalnuff herein for default judgment against
Oil Capital Electronics Corpoeration and other relief;

The Court being fully advised in the premises now finds the
following facts:

Heretofore in these proceedings, plaintiff caused to be issued a
garnishee summons directed to Merchants Retail Adjustment Service,
Inc., 619 South Detroit, Tulsa, Cklahoma. In response to said garnishee
summons an answar was filed by said garnishee on December 11th, 1968,

In said garnishee answer, above mentioned, it was alleged in
substance by the garnishee that it had in its possession certain funds
collected for Executive Flight, Inc. and H.I.. Caron, the defendants
herein. Said garnishee further allieged, however, that the sum was
collected for the benefit of Oil Capital Electronics, a corporation of which
the garnishee defendant was an assignee. The garnishee defendant alleged
that Oil Capital Electronics had a prior claim to said funds as a result of

said assignment. The {funds on deposit were alleged to be $619.01. In



said answer, the garnishee defendant requested that the Court held a
hearing to determine the priorities of the disposition of said funds and
that said funds should be held in the possession of the garnishee defendant
unt il further order of Court,

Subsequent to the filing of said answer, the plaintiff filed in these,
proceedings an application for order impleading Oil Capital Electronics
Corporation as a defendant to the garnishee action under the authority of
Title 12, O.5. A, Section 1184. Pursuant to said application, this Court
entered its order, judgment and decree impleading ©Qil Capital Electronics
as a corporation in the garnishee action and further ordered that notice
of said impleader be served upon 0Oil Capital Electronics as required
for service of a summons in a civil action. The order further provided that
upon such service being made Oil Capital Electronics be deemed to be a
defendant to the garnishee action and file its answer within ten days
setting forth its claim or any defence which it might make. The order
further provided that, in the case of default, judgment might be rendered
in these proceedings which would conclude any claim on the part of Oil
Capital Electronics to the proceeds referred to in the garnishee answer on
file herein, to further amounts collected on said accounts and to said
accounts.

On the 7th day of March, 1969, personal service of the ocrder entered
in these garnishment proceedings directed to Oil Capital Electronics was
made on said Oil Capital Electronics Corporation by the United States
Ma?shal for the Northern District of Oklahoma. Although more than 20
days have expired since the service of such order, Oil Capital Electronics
has failed to file an answer in these proceedings setting forth its claim or
any defense which it might make to the claim of plaintiff that it is entitled

to the funds on deposit with Merchants Retail Adjustment Service, Inc.,



to-wit: $619,01. Accordingly, the funds so held by Merchants Retail
Adjustment Service should be ordered delivered to the United States
Marshall for the Nerthern District of Oklahoma fer payment to the plaintiff
in these proccedings.

It is appropriate for this Court to enter its order directing the
garnishee, Merchants Retall Adjustment Service, to hold the accounts
receivable referred to in the proceedings in this garnishment action, to-
wit; certain accounts receivable due to Executive Flight, Ine, and H, L,
Caron, for the benefit of the plaintiff herein, and that subject to sei-off
for the appropriate and usual collection costs of such Merchants Retail
" Adjustment Service, Inc. from time to time the amounts collected upon
said accounts receivable sho:.lld be transmitted to the United States Marshall
for the Northern District of Oklahoma for payment to plaintiff on this
judgment.

WHEREFORE, IT IS HERERY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED
as follows:

. Oil Capital Electronics Corporation is hereby deemed to have
failed to answer the order impleading said Oil Capital Electronics Corpora-
tion as a defendant in this garnishec action and therefore any claim on the
part of such Oil Capital Electronics to the proceeds referrred to in the
garnishee answer on file herein and to the further amounts collected on said
accounts and to said accounts is concluded and said Oil Capital Electronics
is deemed to have no right, title, interest or ¢siate in or to any of such
proceeds for accounts.

2, Merchants Retail Adjustment Service is hereby ordered to de-
liver to the United States Marshall for the Northern District of Oklahoma
for payment to plaintiff in these proceedings the sum of $619. 01 now held
on deposit for the benefit of the defendants herein, Executive Flight, Inc.
and H. L, Caron, all as more fully set forth in said garnishee answer con

file in these proceedings.



3. Merchants Retail Adjustment Service is urdered to hold the

. accounts receivable referred to in its answer on file in these garnishee
proccedings, to-wit: certain accounts receivable due to Executive Flight,
Inc, and H, L, Caron fer th;—: benefit of the plaintiff in this action, and
from time to time subject to set-off for the appropriate and usual collect'u,:m
costs of such Merchants Retail Adjustment Service, Inc. to transmit to

the United States Marshall for the Northern District of Cklahoma any sums
collected upon said accounts {or payment to the plaintif{ on its judgment in
these proceedings.

4, Merchants Retail Adjustment Service, Inc. is ordered to re-
tain sajd accounts receivable referred to in its answer on {ile in these
proceedings until further order of this Court.

5. The United States Marshall for the Northern District of Oklahoma
is ordered to transmit to the plaintiff from time to time funds received

pursuant to the terms and provisions of this order,

Judge of the United States District Court




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT O OCKLAHOMA

T T e e e,
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VAN DUSEN AIRCRAFT SUPPLIES,

- 11037
SOUTHWEST DIVISION, INC,, [AAY - 11362 o

)
)
Plaintiff ; M. M. EWING, CLERK
U. S. DISTRICT COURT
v - }
}
EXECUTIVE FLIGHT, INC., and ) )
H.L. CARON, ) /
Defendants. |} No. 6596

ORDER MCDIFYING
ORDER CONFIRMING MARSHAL'S SALE

d’ gy
On this day of Zrpyif) 1969, there came on for consideration

the Motion of the plaintiff herein to amend the Order Confirming Marshal's

Sale heretofore entered in these proceedings on the 10th day of April,
1969; the Court being fully advised in the premises,

FINDS that said Order should be modified as requested in
plaintiff’s motion.

IT IS, THEREFORE, CRDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the last paragraph of the Order Confirming Marshal's Sale heretofore
entered in these procecdings on the 10th day of April, 1969, be modified
by deleting said last paragraph therefrom in its entirety and substituting
therefor in its place and stead the following:

"IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the United States Marshal for the
Eastern District of Cklahoma make and execute to the purchaser at said
sale, Stewart F. Hare, a good and sufficient deed to said .above-described
real property and that the United States Marshal for the Northern District
of Oklahoma disburse the proceeds of sale, after appropriate sct-off for

costs and expenses incurred with regard to the sale, to the plaintiff,"

Com G h

Judge of the United States District Court
for the Northern District of Okiahoma.




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE -
NORTHERE DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA E“ I L E D

MAY ~ 1 1969

M M. g
s, msw’ G

MAUDE ANN TINKER N
» TR!C]" géSgTK

}
Plaintiff, ; CIVIL NO. 68-C-129
. 3
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, i
Defendant,.
JUDGMENT

This matter having come on for trial end the Court having entered
its findings of fact and conclusions of law on April 23, 1969,

ROW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED, ALJUDCED AND DECREED that Judgment
be entered aghinst the Plaintif? and for the Defendent on the issue of negligence
and, further, that the Plaintiff is barred, as 8 matter of law, by not bringing
this sction within the statutory 6-month period, all as more fully set out in
the findings of fmet and conclusions of law filed herein on April 23, 1969.

Judgment {8 entered mccordingly.

/5y ./ufz‘f /3’44»’0#

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




I THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR 'TiE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAIOMA

United Stotes of /merice, )
Pleintify, ;
)
VS, ) Civil No. EF9‘C‘2
}
Virgil B. Everett and
Clovnell Everett, Lusband - .
and wvife, FILED
Defendants.
} (AaY 1 1969

M. M. EWING, CLERK:
JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE V). §. DISTRICT COURT,

THIS MATTER COMEBS on for considerntion this day of

1969, and the Court being fully advised and having exsmined the file herein
finds that personal service wes made on the defendants, Virgil L. Everett
and Clovnell Everett, husbend and wife, on March 27, 1969; and

It appearing that the defendants, Virgll E. Everett and Clovnell
Everett, husband and wife, have failed to file an Answer herein and thet
det'ault hag bean entered by the {lerk of this Cowrt.

The Court further finds that this is & guit based upon o mortgege
note and foreclosure cn m real property mortgage securing seid mortghge
note and that the real property described in ssild mortgase is loceted in
Tulse, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within the Northern Judilciel District of
Oklahonma.

The Court further finds thet the material allegastions of Plaintiff's
complaint are truc and correot;

That the defendants, Virgll E. Everett and Clovnell Everott,
husband and wife, did on May 5, 196%, execute and deliver to the Admini-
strator of Veterans Affairs, their mortpage and mortgage notc for the sum
of $9,300.00, with intereat thereon st the rate of 5i% per annum end further
providing for the peyment of monthly instollments of principal und interest;
and

It further sppesrs thet the defendants, Virgil I. Everet?t and
Clovnell BEverett, husbend and wife, made default under the tems of the

aforesald wartseie note and mortgege by rceason of thelr fallurc o make



the monthly installment due thereon on Aprdl 1, 1968, which defaull

has continued and thot by reason thercoi the defendanis sre now indebted

to the Pleintif{{ in the sum of $8,7"(9.?(;, as unpaid principsl, with interest
thereon at the rote of 5-&% per annun Trom April 1, 1963, until paid.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED end DECREED that the Plaintiff,
Unlted States of Aneriea, have and recover judgment egainot the defendants,
Virgll E. Everett and Clownell Everett, husbend and wife, for the sum of
$8,779.76, with interest thereon ot the rate of 53% per mmu;L fran April 1,
1968, untid paid, plus the cost of thic action accrued and eccruing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED THAT upon f'eilure
of the defendents to satlely Plaintiff's monay judgment herein, an Order
of Sele shall ifssuc to the United Btates Murshel for the Noithern District
of Oklahoms, comanding him to advertise and sell, with appralsement, the
real property described ms follows:

Lot Four (), Block Five (5), Suburban Acres
Second AMdition to the City of Tulsa, Tulss Coumby,
State of Oklahome, uccording to the recorded plat
therect,
and apply ihe proceede therecf in satisfacticn of Pledintiff's judgment.
The residus, 1f any, to be daposited with the Clerk of the Court to swalt
further order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DRCREED that from and after
the sale of sald property, wder and by virtue of this judpment ond decres,
the defendants and each of them and all persons cleiming wider them since
the filing of the Complaint herein be and they are forever barred and fore-
closed of any righi, title, interest or claim in or to the reel property or

any part thereoi’.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JURGE

APPHROVED:

HUBERT H. BRYANT
Assiptant U. 5. Attorney
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United States of JMnerica,

s

Petitioner,

s Wiy,
Dig TR/c?’ CLE.%
‘CQQWE‘
vs. Civil Ho. 69=C=6v/

William Dougslas Anderson, M. D.,

Potient.

e e o o et o S N Nt

ORDER OF COMMITMENT TO APTERRCARE WITHOUT HEARING

On the 29th day of April, 1969, reports were rcceived by the
Court from the Swrgeon General reconmending that William Douglas Anderson,
M. D., be committed toc the care and custody of the Surgeon General for
post-hospitalization trectment pursuant to Sectieon 307 of Title III of the
Narcotic Addict Rehabilitation Aet, L2 U.§.C., Section 341T.

On the 29th day of April, 1969, a waiver of his right to a
return 40 the Court and a reouest for immediate commitment, signed by
William Douplas Anderson, M. D., was also received by the Court.

Whereupon, the (Court has considered the recommendations of
the Surgeon General with respect to post-hospitalization treatment and
the waiver and request of the patient.

WHEREFORE, IT is

ORDERED that William Douslas Anderson, M. D., is comitied to
the care and custody of the Swrereon General for a three year periled
termineting on the 20th day of May, 1972, {or treatment and supervision.
The patient is directed to report te Dr. James ¢'Carroll, 1145 Scuth Utiea,
Tulsa, Oklahoma, appeinted by the Surpgeon General for his treatment and
supervision, or any successor agency appolnted by the Surgeon General.

It is further ORDERED that if, during the threce year period,
William Douglas Anderson, M. D., fails or refuscs to comply with the
directions and orders of the Surgeon General or Dr. James O'Carroll, or
any successor agency appointed by the Surgeon General, or if it is deter-
mined that William Douglas Anderson, M. D., is again using narcotics, the
Surgeon General mey order his immediate retwrn to this Court which ma

recommnit such patient tc a hospital of the Service for additional treatment.



The Clerk of this Court shall mall certified copics of this
Order to Dr. Jomes C'Carroll, 1145 Soubtn Utica, Tulsa, Oklahome, znd to
the MNotional Institute of Mental Heslth, Clinleal Research Center, 3150
Horton Road, Fort Uorth, Texes, 70119. .

Dated this 7. day of 7. 1569.

,._._._/A_,.‘.,____

'
! ‘

4 A PN
. o s >
.\( PO j,.»‘f’.‘ R AR

UNITED STATES DISTATOT JUDGE /.



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THi ‘
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA (48Y - 11969

. M EWING, CLERK

United States vt America, ) U. S DISTRICT COURT
Petivioner, g
e g Civil No. 6).C-5% o
Jean Velgotl, %
Patient. g

On this delte, 1t eppesring from the reports received by
this Court (which are filed coincident herewith) vhant both of the
exanining physiciens st the National Institute of Mental Heslti
Clinicsl Research Center, Lexlngton, Kentucky, have deiermined
that the above named patient is not one who is likely to be
rehabilitated through treatmenl, it i5 hereby ORDERED that these
proceedings be dismissed and that safid petient be discharged

iumediately from the care snd custody of the Surgeon Genersl.

. [ o
Entered thisg LAt day ol her iy , 1wBo.
I

f é{ e Z /t/ch A R
UNITAD STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE
HEALTH SERVICES AND MENTAL HEALTH ADMINISTRATION

April 25, 1969

REFER TO:
JATIONAL INSTITUTE OF MENTAL HEALTH

CLINICAL RESEARCH CENTER
LEESTOWN PIKE
LEXINGTON, KENTUCKY 40507

Mr. Hubert H. Bryant

Assistant U.S. District Attorney

Northern District of Oklahoma

460 U,S, Ct. Hse,, 3d & Boulder Sts.

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

RE: VELGOT, Jean

NARA #2561
F~79464-Lex.
NARA-64

Dear Mr. Bryant:

Jean Velgot was admitted to this Center on April 11, 1969 for
examination as provided in Title III of the Narcotic Addict
Rehabilitation Act of 1966. I hereby report that I have
examined this person and find her to be a narcotic addict
within the meaning of the law. Mrs. Velgot has a severe
psychiatric difficulty. It is the opinion of the Staff that the nature of
this psychiatric difficulty would prevent her from obtaining
benefit from this institution. It is the opinion of the Staff
that she could not benefit from commitment for treatment at
this time in this institution and is not likely to be rehabili-
tated. We have recommended to the patient that she seek
psychiatric attention upon returning to Oklahoma.

In summary, the patient is a narcotic addict within the meaning
of the law and is not likely to be rehabilitated through treat-
ment under the provisions of the Narcotic Addict Rehabilitation
Act of 1966.

Sincerely yours,

- /(j/
A 4/&
arkowitz,

Staff Psychiatris

MGM/dp;jr.

CC: Chief, NARA Branch
VELGOT, Jean F-79464-Lex.



DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE
HEALTH SERVICES AND MENTAL HEALTH ADMINISTRATION

REFER TO:
UTE OF MENTAL HEALTH
AT e centen April 26, 1969
LEESTOWN PIKE
LEXINGTON, KENTUCKY 40507
Mr. Hubert H. Bryant RE: VELGOT, Jean
Agsistant U. S. Attorney NARA #2561
U. S, District Court 79 Leh-p
W60 U. 5. Courthouse NARA-G6h

Third & Boulder Streetbs
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

Dear Mr. Bryanbt:

Jean Velgot was admitted to this Center on 4-11-69 for examination as pro-
vided under Title III of the Narcotic Addict Rehabilitation Act of 1966,

I hereby report that I have examined this person and find her to be a nar-
cotic addict within the meaning of the law, Miss Velgot does not wish to
stay in this institution and it is the opinion of the staff that she could
not benefit from commitment for treatment at this time and is not likely
to be rehabilitated at this institution at this time.

In summary, the patient is a narcotic addict within the meaning of the
law and is not likely to be rehabilitated through treatment under the pro-
visions of the Narcotic Addict Rehabilitation Act of 1966,

Sincerely,

f fe i

i ! \
/]*.'/; ‘ // (
Steven L. Taube, M, D.
Staff Physician

cc: Chief, NARA Branch
Jean Velgot 79 L6L-F

SLT
ach



Waiver

T, the undersigned patient in the above cause, hereby
state that i undersiand and agree that I am not a narcotic addict
who s likely to he rehabilitated through treatment.

I hereby voluntarily waive any right to be returned to
court for discharge and dismissal of the proceedings under this
Title. I respectfully request the court to discharge me from
the custody of the Surgeon General Iin my absence on the basis
of the reports of the examining physicians end this waiver and
request.

I do all of this voluntarily and with the understanding
that the Surgeon General will provide transportation to the
commltting district and a reasonable amount, if necessary, to
cover incidental travel expenses.

A DD -4 e a0 Ticligsd
DATE BIGNATURE  Jean Vélgot
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this;ﬂ_%day of , 1947

/zé : 4%0 _

NOTARY PUBLIC, F, KY.
MY COMMISSION HXPIRES /[ ~/JS - 13

I, the undersigned physician, have examined the patient
executing this waiver. In my judgment, the patient was mentally
competent to understand the nature and consequences of the waiver.
The patient was advised of the voluntary nature of this waiver and
was given an opportunity to ask questions regarding the avellable
procedures.

DATE SIGNATURE  phopgs Benton, M. D,




IN THE UNITED S5TATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

"2i" BRANDS, INC., a
New York corporation,

Plaintiff,

No, 69-C-54/
FILED

MAY - 11969

M. M. EWING, CLERK
U. S. DISTRICT COURT
JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

VE,

HARRY D, GRIMSHAW, d/b/a
UNITED BEVERAGE COMPANY,

Defendant,

This matter comes on before the Court upon agreemment and stipulations
for judgment; the plaintiff appearing by R. James Unruh, its attorney

of record, and the defendant appearing by Irvine E. Ungerman, his
attorney of record. Thereupon both counsel stipulated and agreed and

the Court finds: the plaintiif is a New York corporation with its prin-
cipal office and place of business in New York, New York, and is duly
authorized and licensed to transact business in the State of Oklahoma;

the defendant, Harry D. Grimshaw, is an individual d/b/a United Bever-
age Cornpany, and is a resident and citizen of the State of Oklahoma and
the Northern District of Oklahoma; that the amount in controversy exceeds
the sum of $10, 000, 00 exclusive of interest, costs and attorney's fees, and
this Court thereby has jurisdiction of the subject matter and the parties,
The defendant is indebted to the plaintiff on open account in the sum of
$38, 943,13 after all credits and off-sets have been allowed; that interest
is applicable to said account at the rate of ten per cent per annum from
the 1st day of November, 1968, and an attorney's fee is allowable on said
account under the provisions of 12 O, 5, 9346, That a judgment should be
entered accordingly,

IT IS BY THE COURT QRDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, upon agree
ment and stipulation by the parties hereto that the plaintifi, ''21'" Brands, Inc.,
have and recover judgment as against the defendant, Harry D, Grimshaw, for
the sum of $34, 943,13 with interest thereon at the rate of ten per cent per annum
from the lst day of November, 1968, until paid, and for an attorney's fee in

the sum of $1, 000, 00. It is further ordered and directed that the Clerk is
hereby authorized to tax costs without further notice as a part of this judg-
ment,

Dated this / d’d,a:y of ﬁg—lﬂ, 1969. @ﬁw
62 -

s

OVED: United States District Judge

q
|

At
. TAMES UNRUH, Attorhey for Plaintiff

GNGER /foAN,




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE F i L- E D
NORTHERN DISTRICT CF OKLAHOMA

MAY 11989
United States ol America, ) PL? L:ﬂ fgg:{:ﬁ 2165§¥
Petitioner, §
VB. g Civil No. H9-G-%3
Elizabeth Jordarn, %
Petient. %

On this det, 1t appearing fron the reports received
Ly thir Court (which are filed coineldent herewith) thut botn
oi’ the exanining physicifans st the Natliounl Institute of Mental
Health Clinical Research Center, Lexington, Kentucky, have deter-
wined that the sbove named petlent is not one whe is likely to
be rehebiliteted througt trestment, it i¢ nereby ORDERED that
these proveedinge be diomissed and that sefd palient he die-
charged immediately from the cere and custody ol the Surgeon

Genersl.

[
Entered this /4. day of Pty , 196,
7

’/ A)Lt—t.-m" (‘. /’:'Ztﬁ.ua—“:w .
6%;% STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE
HEALTH SERVICES AND MENTAL HEALTH ADMINISTRATION

4
L

S = = AL . REEFER TO:
O IeAL RESEARCH CENTER April 28, 1969
LEESTOWN PIKE
LEXINGTON, KENTUCKY 40507
Mr, Lawrence A, McSoud RE: JORDAN, Elizabeth
United Otates Attorney NARA #2625
U. . District Court 79 L95-F

W60 U, 5. Courthouse NARA-64
3rd & Boulder Streets
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

Dear Mr. MeSoud:

Flizabeth Jordan was admitted to this Center on L4-16-69 for examination

as provided in Title IITI of the Narcotic Addict Rehabilitation Act of
1966, The patient has been found to be a narcotic addict within the mean-
ing of the law., She further shows no motivation and is unwilling to be-
come involved in our treatment program. It is, therefore, the opinion of
the stafl that she is unlikely to be rehabilitated.

In summary, the patient is a narcotic addict within the meaning of the law
and is not likely to be rehabilitated through treatment under the provi-
sions of the Narcotic Addict Rehabilitation Act of 1966,

Sincerely,
. '? /' -
)t—‘.b,.,% (//{j",{/%/w_}'7

Thoma.s P.wBenton, M. D.
Staff Psychiatrist

cct Chief, NARA Branch
Flizabeth Jordan 79 495«F

TP
ach
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE
HEALTH SERVICES AND MENTAL HEALTH ADMINISTRATION

April 25, 1969

MATIONAL INSTITUTE OF MENTAL HEALTH REFER TO:

CLINICAL RESEARCH CENTER
LEESTOWN PIKE
LEMINGTON, KENTUCKY 40507

Mr. Lawrence A. McSoud

United States District Attorney

Northern District of Oklahoma

406 U,S. Ct. Hse., 3d & Boulder Sts.

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

RE: JORDAN, Elizabeth

NARA #2625
F-79495-Lex.
NARA-64

Dear Mr, McSoud:

Elizabeth Jordan was admitted to this Center on April 16, 1969 for
examination as provided in Title III of the Narcotic Addict Rehabili-
tation Act of 1966. After examination of this patient I find her to
be a narcotic addict within the meaning of the law. The patient

does not wish to remain for the treatment program and in view of

her lack of motivation as well as the nature of her emotional
difficulties, I do not feel that the patient would likely benefit
from commitment for treatment at this institution at this time.

In summary, the patient is a narcotic addict within the meaning
of the law and is not likely to be rehabilitated through treat-
ment under the provisions of the Narcotic Addict Rehabilitation
Act of 1966.

Sincerely yours,

WAy el )

Bobby W. Nelson, M,D.
Staff Physician
BWN/dp;ir.

€C: Chief, NARA Branch
JORDAN, Elizabeth P-79495-Lex.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN _DISTRICT OF __ OKLAHOMA

Elizabeth Jordan, 79 495-F CIVIL NO. 69-C-59

WAIVER OF PERSONAL APPEARANCE FOR

DISCHARGE UNDER TITLE TII

Explanation of Rights

The two physicians who were appecinted to examlne you under
Section 303 of Title III of the Narcotic Addict Rehabilitation Act,
k2 u.s.c. 3413, have concluded that you are not an addict or that
you are an addict not likely to be rehabilitated through treatment.

You are now entitled to be returned to the court which
committed you. Upon your return, the court will immediately enter
an order discharging you and dismissing the proceedings under this
Title. The court will have no discretion in this matter and it
will not be possible for you to present evidence contradicting the
findings of the appointed physicians.

You may waive your right to be returned flor a personal
appearance before the court. You may instead request a discharge
and dismissal of the proceedings under thils Act in your absence.
If you elect to walve a personal appearance hefore the court, the
Public Health Service will provide you with transportation to the
district from which you were committed.

Whether you execute the walver or request a personal
appearance before the court is entirely your own decision.



Waiver

I, the undersigned patient in the above cause, hereby
state that T understend and agree that I am not 8 narcotic addict
who is likely to be rehabilitated through treatment.

I hereby voluntarily waive any right to be returned to
court for discharge and dismiesal of the proceedings under this
Title. I respectfully request the court to discharge me from
the custody of the Surgeon General in my absence on the basis
of the reports of the examining physicians and this waiver and
reguest.

I do all of this volunterily and with the understanding
that the Surgeon General will provide transportation to the
committing district and a reasonable amount, if necessary, to
cover incidental travel expenses.

. /.—P
'{/"éé( j’g/ /ﬁg 7 ‘7/0/6\ /;f ‘\._L,wr g
DATE SIGNATURE Elizabeth Jordan

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me thia)ﬂ day of @lug > 19069,

NOTARY PUBLIC,
MY COMMISSION

I, the undersigned physician, have examined the patient
executing this waiver. In my Jjudgment, the patient was mentally
competent to understand the nmature and consequences of the wailver.
The patient was advised of the voluntary nature of this waiver and
was given an opportunity to ask questions regarding the avallable
procedures .

}‘% 51(/ C/xrwxzﬂ“j "M /‘

DATE N B Thomas Benton, M. D,




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

GEORGE P. SHULTZ, Secretary of Labox
United States Department of Labor

Plaintiff
Civil Action File
No. 68-C-235

FILED

V.

L. L. CLARX and LORAINE D, CLARK

et et et Mt et s e et et

befendants MAY"B\QGQ
, M. M. EWING, CLERK
ORDER OF DISMISSAL U. 5. DISTRICT. COURT,

This cause coming on to be heard, and the court
having considered the stipulation of compliance entered
into by the parties hereto, the court finding that the
defendants have promised to comply with the applicable
provisions of the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938, as
amended (29 U,S.C. 201 et seq.), the court further finding
that the sum of $1,018.63 has been paid by the defendants
to the plaintiff pursusant to the terms of said stipulation
for the purposes therein provided, and the court being fully
advised in the premises; it is hereby

ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the above entitled
and numbered cause be, and the ssme is hereby, dismissed

with costs taxed to the defendants.

Dated this . 4/ day of

;Z?; et ,ﬁ>37c <oy /(( &f?}

Unite@ States District-Judge /[
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
HORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLALIOMA

SAND SPRINGS RAILWAY COMPANY,
A Corxporation,

Plaintiff,

ELECTRICAL SYEEL FABRICATORS,

)

)

}

)

)

Vs, )
)

)
INCORPORATED, A Corporation, )
)

}

Defendant.

FILED

MAY 12 1969

M. M. EWING, CLERK
J. 8, IMESTRICT COURTY

NO, 69-C-33

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Comes now the Plaintiff and herewith dismisses the above

entltled cause of action, with prejudice.

SAND SPRINGS RAILWAY COMPANY,

mn_/

S. Nehl Jo#Mnson ~ President

DOERNER, STUART, MORELAND,
SAUNDERS & DANIEL

" . - i K |

BY: [T et T i
Robert F. Biolchini
Attorneys for Plaintiff




Iy Tilv UNITED STATES DISTRICIY COURT FOR Tifi)
NORTHERN DISTRICY OF OKLALOMA

The United States of Ameries,
Plaintiff,

V. 5 Civil Ho. (9=C=47

Jiiay Riley Allen and S8ere June Allen, F 10

hunband and wvife, aud BLLL W. Dover ILE D
)

Giexrrd Dover, husbend and wife, MAY 12 1869

M. M. EWING, CLER,
U. 8. DISTRICT COUR’?

Defendants.

JUDGMENT CF PORECLOSULE

THIS MATTER COMES on for conalderation this _ ' / day of May
1969. The defendants, Jimmy Riley Allen end Sera June Allen, husband snd
wife, and Bill W. Dover mand Qerrd Dover, hushend and wife, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised end hsving exmuined the file herein
finds that perscnal service was mads ou th: dafendants, Jimgy Riley Allen
end Saxm June Allen, husband and wife, on April 4, 1969, end peruonal
service wes made on the defemdente, Bill W. Dover and Gerri Dover, husband
and wife, on April 3, 1969; and

It appearing that the defendeante, Jimmy Riley Allen and Ssra June
Allen, husbend mad wife, and Bill W. Dover and Gerri Dover, husband erd wife,
have failed to file an Answer herein and that default has besn ontered by
the Clerk of this Court.

The Cowrt further finds thet this 1s a sult based upon o mortgage
note and foreclosure on e real property morigtige securing saild nortgege note
on the followiny described real property locsted in Tulse, Tulsa County,
Oklshome, within the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoms:

1ot seven (T), Block Threa ZB), Carbondeis Third
Mdition to the City of Tulow, Tulss Cownty,
Oklehoma, secording to the recorded plat thereof.

The Cowrt further finds thet the meterial allepationes of Flelntiff's
Canpladat are true and correct;

Thet the defendmants, Jimmy Riley Allen and Hars June Adlen, husband
and wife, did on June 25, 1962, execute and deliver to the Jdmluistretor of
Veterone Affeirs, thelr mortgage sud mortgege note for the sun of $7,300.00,
with interest thoveon at the rete of 5% per ennum and further providing

for the payment of monthly ilnstollments of principal epd intercest; and



It further appesrs thet the defendsats, BILL W. Dover snd
Gerri Dover, msband snd wife, have o claim sowe right, title, or interest
in end to the premiscu herein being toreclosed hy resson of a (enerel Warranty
Deed, deted November 22, 1965, and filed of record, July 21, 1y6{, in the
County Records of Tulss County, Oklahoms, In Hook 3736, Puge 553, but in
this regexd, pleintiff states thet whatever right, title, o interest the
defondants, Bill W. Dover and Geirrl Dover, husbend end witfe, bave in and to
sald property beln: forecloped herein is junior and inferior to the first
worbgage lien of this plaintiff; end

It fuwrther sppears thet the defendmnts, Bili W. Dover and
Gerrl Dover, husbend end wife, msde default under the terms of the aforesaid
morbyage ncts and wortghge by rewson of thelr failure to maire montidy install-
ments due therson on Mareh 1, 1967, which default has countinued and that by
reapon thereof ihe defendants are now indebted to the Plaintiff in the sum of
$6,729.23, a8 wipaid principal, with interest thereon at the rate of Sh% per
armun from March 1, 1967, wrtil paild.

IT IS THEREFORE OWDERkJ, Al anc DECAUED tliet the Plaintiff,
United States of Amerios, heve and recover Judgment sgainst the defendsants,
Jimmy Riley Allen eand Smre June Allen, husband snd wife, and Bill W. Dover
snd Gerrd Dover, busbend and wife, for the oum of $0,729.2%, wilh interest
thervon st the rate of 54% per sowun from March 1, 1967, until paid, plus the
copt of this action accrued and accrudng;.

IT I8 I05iuh GODeiviD, AUSGHD &nd JECRERD that upon failure of
the defendante to satiafy Plaintiff's money Judgment heyein, asn Order of
Sele shall imsue to the lnited States Marshal for the Northe:n District of
Oklahame, commanding him to sdvertise and sell, with appralsement, the
stoves~described real property apd sppl; the rinaesde thoreod in setisfection
af Plofuhif7%e jutccod, Bhe reoddus, o0 sy, Lo b doposited with the
Clerk of the fourt to swalt forther ortor of $ha Cmvh

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ARTURCD And TWCAPTD thot from end stber
the anle of sald property, under and by visctue of thie Jud ment and decres,
the defendmnts and each of them and a1l persons claiming under them since

the filing of the campleint hevelir o sved T o gowsve: barved aod



Yorackmal

proycs by o may e, thereof.

of mny vight, title, interesi or claim in or to ¥w reul

= RTTED BYATES DISTRICT JODGE

ROWERT P, BAWTLT
Assistant U. 5. Attorney
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America,
Plaintife, CIVIL M0, 68-C-250 /

VB.

Louis Christian Xayser, Jr. and

Joan G. Kayser, husband end wife, » FIL:E D

et al, .
| Defendants. MAY 121969
e s a LSS L
NOW, on thias q day of May , 19 £9, there comes on

for consideration the Motion to Confirm Sale wade by the United States
Marghal for the Northern District of Oklahoma on May T, 1969,
under an Order of Sale dated March 2k, 1969, of the following—described
property, towit-

Lot Twenty-One (21}, Block Thirty-Nine (39)

Velley View Acres Second Addition to the City

of Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, according
" to the recorded plat thereof,

and the Court having examined the proceedings of the United States Marshal
under the said Order of Sale, there being no exceptions thereto and no owe
appearing in opposition thereto, finds that due and legal notice of the
sale was given once a week for four (h) consecutive weeks prior to the
date of said sele in the Tulsa Daily Iegal News, 8 newspaper of genersl
cixculation in mylse County, State of Oklahowe, and that on the day
fixed therein the aforesaid property was sold to the Admin. of Veterens,Affairs,
‘he being the highest end best bidder therefor.
The Court finds that the sale was in all respects in conformity
with the law and judgment of this Court and was legel in all respects.
IT IS THERFFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the United
Statee Marshal's Sale made pursuent to the Order of Sale heretofore fesued
herein, be, and the game is approved end confirmed,
IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED that Doyle V. Foreman, United States
Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahome, execute and deliver to the

purchaser, the Admin. of Veterans Affairs , & 80od and sufficient deed

for the above-described real property.

AFPPROVED:
UNITED BTATES DIST JUDGE

3//

Asaistant U, s. Attorney




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

PAUL EDWARD MARTIN, ;
Plaintiff, ) CIVIL ACTION N0, 69-C-b0
ve. ; - N
EILED -
Jl P. OIJm, HCI, . !
& Corporation, MAY 13 1969 1ad
Defendant.

M. M. EWING, CLERK
\. 8. DISTRICT. COURT,

STIPULATION FOR DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE
COMES NOW the Plaintiff, Paul Edward Martin, by and through his
attorney, Robert P. Sentee, Asslstant United States Attorney for the Northern
District of Oklashoma, and Defendeant, J. P. 0lds, Inc., a Corporation, by and
through its attorney, Stephen E. Smith, and hereby stipulate that the above

action be dismissed with prejudice.

e ”Q‘“{ Eb s %ﬁ'

PAUL, EDWARD MARTIN

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Agsistant U. S. Attorney
‘ AfYorney for Plaintiff, Paul
Edward Martin

T EN E, SMITH
Attorney for J. P. 0lds, Inc.

IT XS THREREFORE ORDERED, ADRJUDGED AND DECREED that the above action

shall be and the same is hereby dismiesed with prejudice.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



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

OTIS ADAMS,
Plaintiff, 68-C-268 /
vs.
EILED
MAY 141969

M. M. EWING, CLERK
U 8. DISTRICT. COURT,

ST, LOUIS-SAN FRANCISCO
RAIIWAY COMPANY, et al.,

B T L N P )

Defendants.

ORDER SUSTAINING PLAINTIFF'S MOTICN TO
DISMISS WITHOUT PREJUDICE

The Court has for consideration Plaintiff's Motion to Dis-
miss without prejudice, and, being fully advised in the premises,
finds: '

That said Motion should be sustained.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that plaintiff's motion to dis-
miss without prejudice is sustained and this cause of action is
hereby dismissed without prejudice.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that plaintiff pay to the attorneys
for defendants the sum of $250.00 attorney fees and costs of
this action.

ENTERED this /2% day of May, 1969.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

4



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

United States of Awerica, )
Plaintiff, i CIVIL No. €9~C-8
Ve,
Ov L. Jechkson and Mildred M.
Jackson, husband and wife, Fl L:E D
Defendants. ) MAY 1 4 1964

ORDER CONPTRMING MARSHAL'S SALE 41 M EWING. CLERK
7/ . S. DISTRICT COURT,

S h
NOW, on this /1_’{ ' any or __ May ; 1969 s there comes on

for consideration the lotion to Confirm Sale made by the United States
Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma on May 13, 1969,
under an Order of Sale dated Mereh 26, 1969,or the following-described
property, to-wit: Iot Fourteen (14), Block 8ix (6), Suburban Acres
Yourth, an Addition to the City of Tulsa, Tulow
- County, Siste of Oklshoma, sccording to the Recorded
Plat thereot,

and the Court having examined the proceedings of the United States Marshal
under the said Order of Sele, there being no exceptions thereto ard no oue
appearing in opposition thereto, finds that due and legal notice of the
sele was glven once a week for four ()} consecutive weeks prior to the
date of said sele in the Tulsa Daily iegal News, a newspaper of general
circulation in Tuls&8 (ounty, State of Oklahoma, and that on the day
fixed therein the aforesaid property was sold to the Aduin, of Vetersns Affairs,
"he being the highest and best hidder therefor.

The Court finds that the sale was in all respects in conformity
with the law and judgment of this Court and was legel in &ll respects.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the United
States Marshal's Sele made pursuant to the Order of Sale heretolore issued
herein, be, and the seme is approved and confirmed.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Doyle W. Foreman, United States
Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma, execute and deliver to the
purchaser, the Admin. of Veterans Affalre , & good and sufficient deed

for the above~described real property.

s

B e /. b ’ B
APPROVED: Yoo, R
R UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
P S
BOEERT P, BANTEE

Assistant U. S, Attorney



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THW
NORTHERN DISTRICT ! JiLAHOMA

United Btates of Americas,
Plaintifi',

vB- CIvil No. (9-C=36
Orville Jemes Acker snd

Wande Nadine Acke:, Trevis Neal
Bradstreet and Jerrl Rell
Braletreet, and Acme Flusbing
& lieating, Inc., 8 corporation,

FILED

MAY 141969

M. M EWING, CLERK
W, 5. ISTRICT, COURF.

Defendents.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for eomsideration this dey of May
1969, and the defendunts, Orville Jmnss Acker and Wanda Fadlne Acker,
Trevis Nesl Bredsireet and Jerri Nell Bradstreet, and Aaac Plumbing &
Heating, Inc., a corporstiom, appearing not.

The Court being fully sdviged and having examined the £ile
herein finds that persomml service was mads upon the defendants, Orville
Jmnes Acker and Wanda Kedine Acker, on April 8, 1969 and April 7, 1969,
respectively; persopul ssxvice was made on Travis Neal Bradstreet and
Jerri Nell Bradsireet, on March 21, 1969; and personal service wes made
on Amme Plumbing & Heating, Inc., 8 corporaticon, on March 18, 1569, requiring
eech of them to enswer the complaint filed herein mot more then twemty (20)
deye after scrvice of sumons, and 1t eppesring thet seld defendants have
failed to file an answer herein end thelr default has been cuiered by the
Clerk of this Court; end

The Court further finds that the meterial ellegatlons of the
plaintiff's camplaint are irue &nd correct)

That the defemdants, Orville James Acker and Wandu Hedine Acker,
did on December 11, 1963, gxseute and deliver to the Administrutor of Veteruns
Affairs their mortgage and mortguge note for the sum of $9,100.00, with
interest therson st the yete of 53 per aunnue, and further providing for

the peymant of monthly inetsallments of principal mnd Intercst: oand



Tt further appesrs that the defepdants, Travis Nesl Brodstrect
oad Jerri Nell Bradetreet, have or oclaim some right, title, or interest
in and to the premises herein being foreclosed by reason of & Geuneral
Werranty Deed, dated November 9, 1967, and filed of record on Hovember 1h,
1967, in the Office of the Comty Clerk, Tulsa County, Oklahums, in Book
3828, Page 1336, but in this regard, plaintiff states that vhatever right,
title, or interest the defendants, Travis Nesl Bradstreet and Jervxi Nell
Bradstreet, have in and to sald property belng foreclosed herein 1s jumior
and inferior to the first mortpage len of this plaintiff; and

It further appears that the defendants, Travie Neal Bradatreet
and Jerrl Nell Brsdstreet, made defoudt under the terus of the aforesaid
mortgsge note and mortgage by reason of their failure to make monthly
installments dus opn April 1, 1968, which default has continusd and that by
resson thereof the defendants are now lndebted to the Plaintiff in the eun
of $8,584.25, as unpeid principed, with interest thereon at the rate of
5l per annmum from April 1, 1968, until pmid; and

It further appesars that the defendant, Acme Plumbing & Hesting,
Inc., & corporation, 414 encuber aaid real property further by resson
of a mechanic's lien filed in the Office of the District Court Clerk of
Tulss County, Oklahcma, being Lien Neo. 51504, recorded in Bock 18, Page 17.

TP I8 THEREFORE ORPERED, ADVUDCED end DECHEED that the Plaintiff
have Jjulgment sgminst the defendsnts, Orville Jumes Acker and Wands Hadine
Acker and Trevic Nenl Bradstreet snd Jerri Nell Bradstrect, for the svm of
$8,58L.25, with interest thereon at the rete of 5§% per anmun, from April 1,
1968, wntil paild, together with the costu of this actlon scerued and acoruing.

IT DB FURTHER ORDERED, ADYUNGED and DECHEED thet sny cloim or
lien vhich mey exist im favor of Aavwe Plunbing & Heatlng,,Imec., = corpors-
tion, againat the subject property, is Junior and inferior to the {oreclosure
lien in favor of the United Stetes of America.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED thet upon fallure
of the defendants, Orville Jmees Acker and Wande Nedine Acker and Travis
Neal Bradstreet mnd Jarri Nell Bradstreet, to satlsfy the jhwlgicnt of the
Pladntiff herein, an Order of Sale shall izmeue to the United States Marsbal
for the Northe:n District of Oklehomz, commanding him to edvertise and sell,
with appraisemont, the following described reel property:

Lot Four (I), Bloek ome (1), Suburban Acres
Third Addition to the City of Tules, Tulse

Cownty, Oklashome, according to the recorded plat
thereof,



and apply the proceeds therecf in satisfuction or Plaintiff's judsment.
The r2addws, i mny, to be deposited witix the Clerk of the Cowt to swalt
further Order of the Court.

IT I8 FURTHFR ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that fran and after
the sale of said property under snd by viriue of this judgment, the
defandants, Orville J=mes Acker and Wanda Hadine Acker and Travis Neal
grcdelroet end Jergi Nell Bradstreet, and Acme Plumbing & Heatlng, Ine.,
& corporstlon, and each of them, and all perscns elaiming by, thiroush
or under said defendants, since the filinyr of the Complaint herein, be
and they are forever barred and foreclosed from every right, iitle or

interast in or ¢ the heretofore dzacribed real property.

Asriotant U, f. Attoxney



FILED

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE G .
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMAMAY 15 1969 ,;& ¢

M. M. EWING, CLg ﬁ /
U. S. DISTRICT cougr’f

No. 68-C-217 /

METROQPOLITAN LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY,
o Plaintiff,
vs.
LEWIS M. BALLIET; ET AL.,

Defendants.

JUDGMENT

Pursuant to the stipulation of the parties herein, IT IS ORDERED
that judgment be entered herein in favor of the parties hereinafter set forth
and for the amounts hereinafter set forth; and IT IS FURTHER ORDERED
that said parties are entitied to the fund herein deposited by the plaintiff in
the following amounts, and distribution is ordered accordingly:

Gable, Gotwals, Hays, Rubin & Fox

Fee $1,250, 00
Gable, Gotwals, Hays, Rubin & Fox

Expenses $163.08
John R. Lucas and Naomi M. Lucas $4,078. 89
Barr Funeral Home, Inc, $2,329.10
Credit Thrift of America $750. 00
Ponca Industrial Finance Corporation $511.03
Dr. E. C. Yeary $242. 75
Lewis M, Balliet $2,675.15

Dated May _z,5_, 1969,

United States District Judge
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Judgment Approved:
.7

/77(56{467 gﬂ/ﬂ*@e/

For Gable, Gotwals, Hays, Rubin & Fox
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Lijz»(.@—y\ E /fracn
M
T e ettt Agiri )

Attorneys for John R. Lucas and
Naomi M. Lucas, Defendants

for Barr Fun

o

. ) 2
o 'A/ . e / i
L ‘.",/J/m o S PR /

Attorneys fgr Credit Thriit of America
; K, _

/@6@4(}\0 Al lia 0
Attorneys fbr Ponca Industrial Finance «<gg
Corporation

\gﬂﬂl’{ a_f 7&%/

Attorneys fo¥ Dr. £, C. Yeary

Atto eys for}/wm M. Bal/l«(/




69-C-0%
UNITED STATES DISTRIC COURT ' .

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
TULSA DIVISION

LUCILLE MAISH, widow % CIVIL ACTION
of FRED A. MALSH . 1o FILED
vs. ) ,

*  SECTION MAY 15 1969

TIONAL, INC.
Mc¢DERMOTT INTERNA ’ % M. M. EWING, CLER

U. S. DISTRICT COUR
JUDGMENT

This cause came on upon the stipulation of facts and
medical reports of the parties, and the Court after render-
ing findings of fact and conclusions of law, is now ready
to render judgment.

IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that there be
Judegment in favor of complainant, Lucille Maish, and against
McDermott Internationai,lnc. in the sum of TEN THOUSAND THRER
HUNDRED AND TWENTY TWO AND NO/100 ($10,322.00) DOLLARS and
Court costs.

_ IT IS FURTHER OREDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upon
paynent of this judgment; McDermott International; Inc.,
their officers, directors, stockholders, servants, agents,
employees; insurers, underwriters, successors, assigns and
any other persons for whom they may be responsible in the
premises; be and they are hereby forever discharged of apd
from any further liability to complainant; Lucille Maish,
widow of Fred A. Maish; a seaman, under the Jones Act, in
tort, in admiralty, for wages, maintenance and cure, and
under the General Maritime Law, for unseaworthiness, in
. maritime tort, under Article 2315 of the Louisiana Civil Code,

at common law, in equity or otherwise.

Tulsa, Oklahoma, this 4£:S:afi day of May, 1969.




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT GOURT FOR THE F l LE D gg
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA )

MAY 1 6 1369
ROBERT EARL JOHNSON, M. M. EWING, CLERK
Petitioner, U. S. RISTRICT COURL
V8. NO, 69-C-32%

RAY H, PAGE, Warden,
Oklahoma State Penitentiary,
McAlester, Oklahoma

Respondent.

ORDER

The Court has for c¢onsideration the petition for Writ of
Habeas Corpus by petitloner, Robert Earl Johnson, and the re-
sponse of H., L, McConnell, Assistant Attorney General, State
of Qklahoma, to the Court's Order to Show Cause why the Writ
of Habeas Corpus should not be awarded. The Court being fully
advised in the premigses finds:

l. That petltioner alleges hereln he is held under an
excessive appeal bond as compared with the appeal hond set for
his "white" co-defendants; that the exorbitant appeal bond
abridges petitioner's conatitutional rights of due process of
law, and falr and equal treatment under the law, and that such

bond is discriminatory and was unfalrly set through bias and

prejudice of the trial court because complainant 1s a member of

the "negro or black race". (Emphasis added)

2. That petitioner was found guilty by the District Court
of Tulsa County of the erime of burglary in the second degree,
~after former conviction of four prior felonles, and was sentenced
to serve a term of twenty-five (25) years in the State Penitentiary.
That appeal bond was fimed in the sum of twenty-five thousand
dollars to be made within ten days, and petitioner was ordered
held in the county Jjall for ten days to perfect his appeal before
belng delivered to the warden of the State Penitentiary.

3. That petitioner, by his attorney, filed in seven days,
December 20, 1968, a petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus in the



Oklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals alleging that petitiocner's

appeal bond was "excessive and in fact discriminatory as it

relates to the petitioner in comparison with the appeal bond

set for two co-defendants in the same matter;" {Emphasis

added)

4, That the Court of Criminal Appeals of the State of
Oklahoma, Case No. A-15,057, after reviewing the petition,
transcript of the proceedings had at the time of petitioner;s
sentencing, response of the State, and after a hearing con-
ducted before the Referee of the Court on January 3, 1969,
found that petitioner failled to introduce sufficilent facts to
Justify the reduction of the appeal bond and entered an order
denying the Writ of Habeas Corpus, That thereafter, petitioner,
without counsei,-submitted a "Petition for Motion to Rehear Writ
of Habeas Corpus" and therein alleged that Jackie Maywell was
sentenced to a term of twelve (12) years imprisonment and an
appeal bond of five thousand dollars, and Zane F, Rogers wasa
gsentenced to a term of fifteen (15) years imprisonment and an
appeal bond of four thousand dollars; that they were petitioner's
co-defendants charged with burglary in District Court Case No.
23074; and that petitioner's appeal bond 1s "most definitely

excessive in comparison with the appeal bonds of his co-defendants,"

{(Emphasis added). That the Referee relying on Rule 17 of October 9,
1968, which provides that the "Clerk of the Court of Criminal
Appeals is not authorized to file a petition for rehearing in
cases other than a direct appeal from a trial ecourt,” returned
the Petition for Motion to Rehear Writ of Habeas Corpug "unfileqd"
to the petitloner. That petitioner, therefore, alleges he has
exhausted his remedies 1n the Courts of the State of Oklahoma,.

5. That this Court, in the instant case, appo2inted counsel
to make a preliminary investigation to determine whether the mat-
ter of petitiloner's being a member of the "“negro, or black race"
had been prejudicial to him, or whether petitioner's race had,

in fact, been raised at any stage of the State proceedings. Upon

-



oral report of said counsel, the Court finds that the issue of
discrimination because of race or c¢olor has not been raised be-
fore the State tribunals,

6. That the doctrine of exhaustion of state remedies is
not a prerequisite to Federal Habeas Corpus jurisdiction. Fay
v, Nola, 372 U, S. 391, 83 8, Ct, 822, 9 L, Ed, 2d 837. However,
that where state law gilves prisoners a post conviction remedy and
protectlion of the rights pguaranteed by the Constitutlion of tﬁe
United States, as provided in Oklahoma, gee Okl, St, Ann, Const.
Art. 2, § 10; 12 Okl. St. Ann. § 1331 et seq.; 22 0S Supp. 1965,
§ 1073; and the constitutional 1ssue is presented for the first
time in the petition to the Federal Courts, the matter 1a pre-
mature 1n the Federal Court. Boyd v, State of Okl., 375 F. 24
481 {1967); Hurt v. Page, 355 F, 24 169 (1966). PFurther, that
on the principles of the doctrine of comity, codified in 28
U,S.C,A, § 2254, the Federal Courts should defer ruling on
habeas corpus petitions flled by state prisoners until the atate
courts have had an opportunity to pass upon the claims, and cor-
rect errors, 1f any, in the state criminal process. Love v, Page,
351 ¥, 2d 303 (1965); Barber v, Page, 355 F, 24 171 (1966);
Miller v. State of Okl., 363 F. 2d 843 (1966); Wood v. Crouse,
389 F. 2d 747 (Kan. 1968); Cardilnale v. Louisiana, __ U. S.
(1969).

7. That the Writ of Habeas Corpus should be denled, That

the allegation in the petition herein, that the appeal bond was
set in an excessive amount because petitioner 18 a member of the
"negro, or black race" and his co-defendants were of the "white"
race, 18 an affirmative showing that petitioner did not raise in
the State Courts, and therefore, petitioner has falled to exhaust
his State remedles,

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the Petitlion for Writ of
Habeas Corpus be and theféame 18 hereby denled.

Dated this ,/Z:.quaay of May, 1969, at Tulsa, Oklahoma,



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

TRANSPORT INSURANCE COMPANY, )
INC,, a foreign corporation ) .
) . . n
Plaintiff ) e
) 7 .
vs ) NO. 67-C=-203
) ' .
STONE TRUCKING COMPANY, an )
Cklahoma Corporation, )
)
Defendant }
and )
)
CHANDLER-FRATES & REITZ, a ) -
Partnership ) El L E D
)
Third Party Defendants ) MAY 1 9 1969
M. M. EWING CLERK
i, : 7
IUDGMENT S.DLSIBmmu@,/)/
/

This action came on for trial before the court, jury having
been waived by the parties, Honorable Fred Daugherty, United
States District Judge, presiding, and the issues having been duly
tried and the court having made its findings of fact and conclusions
of law.

IT 1S ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that plaintiff, Transport Insur-
ance Company, have and recover against the third party defendant,
Chandler-Frates & Reitz, the sum of $5,731.14.

IT IS FURTHER CRDERED AND ADJUDGED that plaintiff,
Transport Insurance Company, have and recover against the defendant

Stone Trucking Company, and the third party defendant, Chandier—

Frates & Reitz, the sum of $14,788.87. ;’Zi

Phasy
Dated at Tulsa, Oklahoma, this /7 day of mg 1969.
guaeﬁ._ Q@du_ﬂ:// ié«,

Fred Daugherty, United Statdd DlStl’lC ]udge

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

/
BES;,\SHARP }fHO s &; GLASS
By: \/I s «,L [ r‘)bﬁﬂ

! } Attorpeys for Plain{iff Transport
E nswance Company




Attorpey for Defendant Stone
Trucking Company

Attopheys Tor' Third Party

Defendant Chandler-Frates & Reitz

ws



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

COMBUSTION ENGINEERING, INC.
Plaintifi,

NO. 69-C-42

FILED

MAY 40 1969

V.

SAND SPRINGS RAILWAY COMPANY,

et e e et e et e

Defendant.

ORDER ALLOWING DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDIMBI. EWING, CLERK
AND AUTHORIZING DISBURSEMENT OF CASH BONDS. DISTRICT COURT

Now, on this day of May, 1969, this matter came before the
undersigned judge of the United States District Court for the Northern District
of Oklahoma, and it appearing to the Court that Plaintiff's Motion for leave to
dismiss the above entitled action without prejudice, filed herein on the 19th
day of May, 1969, should be sustained; and it further appearing to the Court
that Plaintiff has heretofore filed an undertaking for temporary restraining
order in the penal sum of FIVE THOUSAND DOLLARS {$5, 0G0, 00) and that
Plaintiff has paid said penal sum into Court on the 26th day of March, 1969,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the complaint filed herein by the
Plaintifi be dismissed without prejudice to the bringing of another action con-
cerning any of the matters involved‘ therein; it is further ordered that the
aforementioned undertaking for temporary restraining order be and the same
ig hereby released and the clerk of this Court is hereby authorized and directed
to return to the Plaintiff the sum of FIVE THOUSAND DOLLARS ($5, 000, 00)
which Plaintiff has heretofore paid into Court as the penal sum of said under-
taking.

74
DATED this /!  day of May, 1969,

S , - s ¢ .
P { -{,_.r‘/,{, M i R R W W

United States District Judge



N THE UNIED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of Amerine, 6 9 - C - 9 9 /
Petitioner,
vs. } Civil No.
!
Wn. F. Carlile, #. 7, /
! FILED
Patient. H
J MAY 2 0 1969
M. M. EWING, CLER
ORDER U. 8. DISTRICT co_l.mz;< :

This day came on for c¢cnsideration the petition of the United
States in this cause; and it eppearing to the Court that the patient, after
having been fully advised of his rights as set forth in Title 42 v.s.c.
Bection 3411, et seq. (Title III, Section 301, et seq. Public Law 89-793),
has in open Court walved all sueh rights and has again expressed his desire
to obtaln treetment for his addiction; and the Court having deternined
that there 1g reasonable cause to believe that the patient is a narcotic
addiet, and that there are not any appropriate State or other facllities
avallable for his treatment pursuant to said law, it is hereby

ORDERED that the patient be cormitted to the custody of the Surgeon
General for examination under Title 42 U.S.C. Section 3413 (Title III,
Section 303, Public Law 89-793), to determine whether or not he is a
narcotic addict who is likely to be rehabilitated. The written report
required of each examining physician shall be filed with the Court and
coples thereof furnished to the patient, not later than twenty (20) days
after the patient is received at the facility hereinafter designated, .end
the patient shall be detained for an additional pericd of ten (10) days
at the institution, pending further order of the Court. Provided, however,
in the event both examining physicians conclude in their respectlve
written reports that the petlent is & narcotic addiet who is likely te
be rehabilitated through treatment, and, if the patient by written instru-
‘ment filed with the Court along with, and at the same time as, the reports
of the examining physiclans, weives any right he may have to notilce and
hearing on the issue as to whether or not he is a narcotic addict who is
likely to be rehabilitated through treatment, and requests that he be
forthwith committed to the care and custody of the Surgeon General for
treatment in a hospital of the Service, rather than be returned to this
Court for further proceedings, he shall be detained at said institution
for a reasonable time after the expiration of thirty (30) deys from the
date he is received at said facility, pending further order of the Court.

It Is Further CRDERED that the patient shall be allowed to proceed
to the National Institute Mental Health Clinical Research (enter, 3150
Horton Road, Fort Worth, Texas 76119, without being taken into custody by
the United States Marshal, provided, he reports to seid facility not
later than three (3) days after the date of this order.

Signed the 20th dey of __ May 1969 -

~
)

. ‘L. 7 7
‘ S TS
(écg,“ (-, ) ”-.f“.‘L_:c(_,L_/

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

ATPROVED:

RV

Assistant U. S. Attorne




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

LEAVITT TUBE CO.,.

S

HOLLYWOOD DEEPTONE MANUFACTURING
COMBPANY, INC., an Oklahoma Corpora-
tion, and CARL MERCER,

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

INCORPORATED,

Plaintiff,

Defendants.

DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE

)
)

) .

) FILED

)

) MAY 2 1 1864

)

) M. M. EWING, CLERK

) MS. DISTRICT COURT./}
)

)

I

number 68-—C—243‘/

COMES now the plaintiff in the above styled cause and

with leave of Court first had and cobtained dismisses the above

entitled cause without prejudice to a future filing herein.

SWANSON & MONTGOMERY

711 Thurston National Building

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

By: /it / 1

Gerald D. Swanson

Attorneys for Plaintiff




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

LEAVITT TUBE CO., INCORPORATED,

FILED

MaY 21 19649

M. M. EWING, CLERK
- DISTRICT COURT, -
U, §. D] e

Plaintiff,
R
HOLLYWQOOD DEEPTONE MANUFACTURING

COMPANY, INC., an Oklahoma Corpora-
tion, and CARL MERCER,

Defendants. NO. 6B-C-243 y/

ORDER ALLOWING PLAINTIFF TO DISMISS SUIT WITHOUT
PREJUDICE

NOW on this 15th day of May, 1969, the above entitled
cause came on for hearing before the undersigned Judge of the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Okla-
homa for disposition. The plaintiff appeared by its attorney
Gerald D. Swanson and the defendant appeareth not. Upon rep-
resentation of counsel for the plaintiff the Court finds that
the defendant has been making payments on the promissory notes
herein sued upon and that the plaintiff has reason to believe tha
the defendant will continue to pay its obligation in full.
Therefore, upcon application of the plaintiff,

IT IS ORDERED that the plaintiff be, and it is hereby,
authorized and allqwed to dismiss its cause of action against the
defendant without prejudice to a future filing herein.

DATED, this 15th day of May, 1969.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




PAK:CHK

5.

LAW GFFICES
UNGERMAN. i
GRABEL, 'i

UNGERMAN ;‘,
& LerTer ‘|
N

AIXTH FLOOR |
WRIGHT GUILDING |

TULSA, CKLAHOMA

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

.

STANLEY M, KAUFMAN, Civil Action

Plaintiff, No. 67-C-213

vs.

THE CARLTON CLUB OF TULSA, INC. .

an Oklahoma corporation,

GEORGE WICKERSHAM; BRYCE C. ROBY,;
CHARLES W. BLISS, JR.; EDWARD S,
ALLSBROW; FRANK STAINBROOK; THE
UNITEDSTATES OF AMERICA, THE STATE
OF OKLAHOMA, ex rel OKLAHOMA
EMPLOYMENT SECURITY COMMISSION;

OIL CITY CONSTRUCTORS, INC., an
Oklahoma corporation; COUNTY TREASURER
OF TULSA COUNTY, STATE OF OKLAHOMA;
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF
TULSA COUNTY, STATE OF OKLAHOMA, and
ADAMS HOTEIL CORPORATION, a Delaware
corporation,

FILED

MAY 231969

M. EWING, CLERK
l:}. 5. DISTRICT. COURE

Defendants.

Tt et e et St vt et Tt et e aat et Nt e et et M et e e tm e

JUDGMENT

This action came on for hearing before the Court, the Honorable
Fred Daugherty, the District Judge presiding, the plaintiff being present by
his attorney, 1. E. Ungerman, the defendants, The Carlton Club of Tulsa, Inc.
George Wickersham, Bryce C. Roby, Charles W. Bliss, Jr., EdwardS.
Allsbrow, Frank Stainbrook, and Oil City Constructors, Inc., being present
by their attorney, Charles A. Whitebook, the defendant, The United States of
America being present by its attorney, Hubert Marlow, Assistant Unit‘ed
States Attorney, and the defendants, County Treasurer of Tulsa CountyState o
Oklahoma, and Board of County Commissioners of Tulsa County, State of
Oklahoma, being present by their attorney, Andrew B. Allen, Assistant
District Attorney, and the said defendant, The State of Oklahoma, ex rel Okla
homa Employment Security Commission, appearing not, but having made

default, and it appearing to the Court that this is a suit upon Promissory

Notes and for foreclosure of Mortgages upon real estate securing the same,




which said real estate is located in the County of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma,
and the issues having been duly presented pursuant to pre-trial stipulation
and order, and it further appearing that due and legal personal service of
summons has been made upon the defendants, and each of them, ‘and the
said defendants and each of them, except the State of Oklahorna, having
entered their respective appearances by counsel and having filed their
respective answers and cross-petition herein, and the plaintiff having intro-
duced in open court the notes and mortgages sued on herein, and the Court
being otherwise fully advised and a decision having been duly rendered,

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED:

1. That due and legal service of Summons has been made upon all
of the defendants named in plaintiff's Complaint and Amended Complaint; that
sa;d service is legal and regular in all respects and this Court has jur;adiction;
that the defendants George Wickersham, Bryce C. Roby, Charles W. Bliss,
Jr., Edward $. Allsbrow, Frank Stainbrook, and The Trustees of Adams
Hotel Corporation, a dissolved corporation, have filed their appearance dis-
claiming any interest in and to the property described in plaintiff's Complaint
and Amended Complaint; that the defendant The State of Oklahoma, ex rel
Oklahormna Employment Security Commission, though duly served with Sum-
mons herein, failed to anewer or otherwise plead and is in default.

2. That this is an action on a Promisaory Note and for the fore-
closure of a Real Estate Mortgage in favor of the plaintiff as alleged in the
Complaint and Amended Complaint and upon a Promissory Note and for the
foreclosure of 2 Second Real Estate Mortgage in favor of the cross-petitioning
defendant, Oil City Constructors, Inc., as alleged in said defendant's Cross-
Petition herein, securing the payment thereof, respectively, against the
maker of said notes, The Carlton Club of Tulsa, Inc., an Oklahoma corpora-
tion, and against the individual defendants, George Wickersham, Bryce C.
Roby, Charles W. Bliss, .Ir., Edward §. Allsbrow, and Frank Stainbrook,

as guarantors, on the Promissory Note described and alleged in plaintiff's




Complaint and Amended Complaint; that the defendants, the County Treasurer
and Board of County Commissioners of Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma, and
the United States of America, claim certain liens against the property, both
real and personal.

3. That federal jurisdiction is invoked on the ground of diversity
of citizenship and the amount in controversy, and jurisdiction and venue are
properly established.

4, That the defendant, Oil City Censtructors, Inc., an QOklahoma
corporation, on the 23rd day of April, 1969, pursuant to the said Pre-Trial
Stipulation and Order and leave of Court granted therein, filed its Cross-
Petition and Counterclaim herein on its Promissory Note and Second Real
Estate Mortgage covering the premises described in plaintiff's Complaint
and Amended Complaint, and that all of the attorneys of record of the ;0-
defendants and of the plaintiff have consented to the filing of said Cross-

!
Petition and Counterclaim, ail without prejudice to the entry of Judgment; and
that no responsive pleading was required to be filed by the said co-defendants
or plaintiff to said Cross-Petition and Counterclaim, the respective parties
and their counsel having stipulated that each of said parties admit.ted the
existence of the Note and Mortgage of the cross-petitioning defendant, Oil
City Constructors, Inc., and denied the priority of said claim.

5. That the execution of the Promissory Note and the execution of
the Real Estate Mortgage described in plaintiff's Complaint and Amended
Complaint and the Promissory Note and Second Real Estate Mortgage describeq
in the Cross-Petition of the defendant, Oil City Constructors, Inc., are ad-
mitted by the defendant The Carlton Club of Tulsa, Inc., and said Promissory
Notes and Real Estate Mortgapge and Second Real Estate Mortgage were made
and delivered for a valid and legal consideration.

6. That the Note and Mortgage described in plaintiff's Complaint
and Amended Complaint were duly and validly assigned to the plaintiff and the

plaintiff, Stanley M. Kaufman, is the owner and holder thereof, and the proper

party plaintiff.




¥

7. That the defendant, The Carlton Club of Tulsa, Inc., a corpora-
tion, is in default in payment of said Note and Mortgage as alleged in plain-
tiff's Complaint and that judgme nt against said defendant and in favor of the
plaintiff, as prayed in plaintiff's Complaint and Amended Complaint is hereby
entered.

8. That the mortgage of the plaintiff is a first and prior mortgage 13
upon the real estate and premises described in plaintiff's Complaint and
Amended Complaint by virtue of the said mortgage as security on the payment
of said indebtedness, interest, attorney's fee and costs, which said real prop-
erty is described as follows, to-wit:

The West Seventy {70) Feet of Lot Eight (8),
Block One Hundred Thirty-four (134), in the
City of Tulsa, Oklahoma, more particularly
described as that part of said Lot bounded
as follows, to-wit: Beginning at the North-
westerly corner of said Lot Eight (8), thence
Southerly along the Westerly line of said Lot
a distance of Seventy-five (75) Feet to the
Southwesterly corner thereof; thence in an
Easterly direction along the Southerly line
of said L.ot a distance of Seventy (70) Feet;
thence in a Northerly direction and parallel
with the Westerly line of said Lot a distance
of Seventy-five (75) Feet to the Northerly
line of said Lot; thence in a Westerly
direction along the Northerly line of

said Lot a distance of Seventy (70) Feet

to the point of beginning, described with

reference to the official plat of the City
of Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma,

subject to the following:

(a) That the plaintiif shall pay to the County 'I‘reasur.er of
Tulsa County, Oklahoma, in full settlement for its claim for ad
valorem taxes due the said County Treasurer of Tulsa County,
Oklahoma, from The Carlton Club of Tulsa, Inc., on the real
estate described in plaintiff's Complaint and on the personal
property situated in and contained in the improvements situated
on said premises, and ior a full and complete release and satis-
faction of all claims and demands, the following sums: ad valorem

real estate taxes for the year 1968 in the sum of $9, 843. 35, and




ad valorem personal property taxes for the year 1969 in the sum
of $2, lBl._35, together with penalty at the rate of 1% per month on
both sums until paid, said sums to be paid and payable out of the
proceeds of the s“ale of said property on foreclosure.

{b) That the claim and lien of the United States of America
is a valid lien but %nferior to liens of the plaintiff, the defendant,
County Treasurer of Tulsa County, Oklahoma, and the defendant,
Qil City Constructors, Inc.; that judgment be and is hereby entefed
therefor as prayed, payable only after the satisfaction of plaintiff's
Judgment and after satisfaction of the judgment of cross-petitioner,
0Oil City Constructors, Inc., as hereinafter set forth, including
costs and attorneys' fees.

(c) That this cause ofi action be and is hereby dismis.sed
with prejudice as against the named individual defendants.

{d} That the allegations of plaintiff's Complaint and
Amended Complaint are true; that there is due and owing from the
defendant The Carlton Club of Tulsa, Inc., to plaintiff under the
provisions of said Note and Mortgage, the following amounts:

(1) Unpaid prihcipal of $300, 000, 00, with interest
thereon at the rate of 10% per annoum from the lst day of
January, 1967, until this date, in the sum of $67, 500. 00.

{2) Taxes and penalties assessed against the prop-
erties in the sum of $12, 024. 70 hereinabove provided to be
paid by plaintiff as a prior claim out of the proceeds of the
foreclosure sale.

(3) The sum of $2, 500. 00 for attorneys’ fees and for
costs of this action, plus $85. 50 for abstracting costs.

all of which are secured by plaintiff's mortgage, which is adjudged
to be a first, prior and superior lien upon said properties; that

judgment be and is hereby entered against the defendant The Carlton

-5.




Club of Tulsa, Inc., in said sum and foreclosure of said mortgage
and sale of said property had according to law.

{e} That if said Judgment be not paid within six {6} monthe
from the date hereof, an Order of Sale issue, commaﬁding the
United States Marshal to advertise and sell the sBame as upon
execution, without appraisement.

(f) That the defendant United States of America have judg-
ment against the defendant The Carlton Club of Tulsa, Inc., a

. corporation, in the sum of $2, 524. 44, for which sum judgment
is herei)y entered, together with costs; that said lien of United
States of America is inferior and subordinate to the plaintiff's lien,
and to the lien of the cross-petitioner, Oil City Constructors, Inc.
That the indebtedness due the State of Oklahoma, ex rel Oklahoma
Employmenf Secur\ity Commission, has been fully paid and dis-
charged and that s:;id defendant has no claim or interest in the
property.

{g} That the defendant Adams Hotel Corporation is a
dissolved corporation; that the Trustees of said corporation have
filed Disclaimer herein; that the deed of said Adams Hotel Cor-
poration dated January 2, 1964, conveying the premises described
in plaintiff's Complaint to the defendant The Carlton Club of Tulsa,
Inc., is a valid deed and all right, title and interest of The Adams
Hotel Corporation was thereby transferred to and vested in the
defendant The Carltou Club of Tulsa, Inc.

9. That the mortgage of the cross-petitioner, Qil City Constructors
Inc., is a second real estate mortgage lien covering the same real property
as described under paragraph 8 hereinabove, by virtue of the said second real
estate mortgage in favor of oil City Constructors, Inc., as security for the
payment of said indebtedness, interest, attorney's fee, and costs, and the
defendant, Qil City Constructorsl, Inc., is granted a judgment hereinon its

agalnst the defendant, The Carlton Club of Tulsa, Inc.

-6-




Promissory Note and Second Real Estate Mortgage of Record, as alleged in
said defendant's Cross-Petition herein, as follows:

(a) The unpaid principal sum of $207, 951.19;

(b) Interfast on the unpaid principal and unpaid interest at
6% per annum from June 25, 1966, to December 25, 1966, and
10% per annum from said date to April 8, 1969, in the amount of
$49, 977. 00, and an attorney's fee of $2, 500. 00.

{c) That said Mortgage is inferior and subordinate only to
the mortgage lien of the plaintiff herein, and of Tulsa County Treas
urer.

10. That the Mortgagesof the plaintiff and of the cross-petitioning
defendant, Oil City Constructors, Inc., are foreclosed as against the State of
Oklahoma, ex rel Employment Security Commission.

1i. That if said judgments of the plaintiff and of cross-petitioner,
Oil City Constructors, Inc.v, be not paid within the period of six (6) months
from the date of this Judgment, by The Carlton Club of Tulsa, Inc¢., that said
mortgages be foreclosed and an Grder issue to the United States Marshal to
levy upon the premises described in plaintiff's Complaint and Amended Com-
plaint 28 upon execution, and to proceed to advertise and sell same according
to law and to pay the proceeds arising from said sale to the Clerk of this
Court for application as follows:

(a) In payment of the costs of said sale and this action
accrued and accruing.

{b} In payment of the sum of $12, 024.70 to the County
Treasurer of Tulsa County, Oklahoma.

{c} In payment to the plaintiff of his judgment as above
provided.

(d) In payment io the Qil City Constructors, Inc., of its
judgment as above provided.

(¢} In payment to the United States of America of its

judgment as hereinabove pravided.




{f} That thé residue, if any, be paid to the defendant, The

Carlton Club of Tulsa, Inc.

12. That this action be and is hereby dismissed with prejudice by
the plaintiff against the defendants George Wickersham, Bryce C. Roby,
Charles W, Bliss, Jr., Eciward 5. Allsbrow, and Frank Stainbrook, and that
said defendants are hereby discharged, together with their costs.

Dated at Tulsa, Oklahoma, this day of May, 1969.

Fred Daugheérty
United States District Judge
APPROVED:

The Carlton Club of
0Oil City Constructg

‘.‘;“l;‘

Charles A. W

By:

By " : _” L9
Charles A. Whitebook

United States of America

By:

Asst. United States District Attorney

County Treasurer of Tulsa County, Oklahoma,
and Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa
County, Oklahoma

“Assistant District Attorney

Irviné E.




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE -
FILED

NORTHERN DISTRICT QOF OKLAHOMA gj;%?/
MAY 27 196
Toceh right Heniey, ‘ M. M. EWING, CLERK
Petitioner, u. S. DISTRICT. COURT.
Ve NO. 68-C-166
68-C-251~—

Ray H. Page, Warden
Oklahoma State Penltentlary,
McAlester, Oklahoma,

Respondent.

OQORDER

The Court has for conslderation an instrument in the nature of
a writ of habeas corpus, filled by petltloner, Jacob Dwight Manley,
in the Court of ﬂppeals.of the 10th Clrcult, and, under the provi-
sions of 28 U,S.C.A, § 2241, transferred from the said Court of Ap-
peals to this Court for hearing and determination; and also, the
Warden's Response by the Asslstant Attorney General of the State of
Oklahoma to this Court's Order to Show Cause why the writ of habeas
corpus should not be awarded. The Court being fully advlsed in the
premises flnds:

1. That this Court also has pending before 1t, Case No, 68-C-
166, a petition in the nature of a writ of habeas corpus, filed by
the same petitioner, Jacob Dwight Manley, and, under authorlty of
28 U.8,C,A, § 2241 (a), transferred from the United States District
Court for the Eastern District of Oklahoma to this Court; and also,
the Warden's Response by the Asslstant Attorney General of the State
of Oklahoma to the Court's Order to Show Cause why the writ of habeas
corpus should not be awarded.

2, That in both cases, No, 68-C-251 and No, 68-0-166, the
petitloner's allegations are identical: that he was convleted for
the crime of murder in a trilal by Jury in the Distriet Court of
Creek County on or about the 18th day of May, 1965; that petitioner's
punishment was assessed at life imprisonment, under which judgment
and sentence petltioner is now confined by the respondent, Ray H.

Page, Warden, Oklahoma State Penitentiary. That in both cases



petitioner alleges that he only seeks, at public expense, a case-
made of hils trial and c¢onviction; that he belleves hls casemade
will show errors in hls trial upon whiech an appeal may be predi-
cated, and that such errors and the refusal to provide petitiloner
with a casemade abridge petitioner's constitutional rights. That
the petitloner, Jacob Dwlght Manley, 1n both cases has filled a
pauper's ocath, and in both causes an order granting leave to
proceed 1n forma pauperls has been entered.

3. 'That the two actions involve common questions of law and
fact; and that 1t would be more expeditlous for petitioner, re-
spondent, and the Court to have a single hearing on the matters at
lssue in the two actions now pending before the Court; and, there-
fore, in the interest of avolding unnecessary costs and delay, an
order should be entered consolidating actions No, 68-C-251 and
No, 68-C-166 into one action, as provided under authority of Title
28, Rule 42 (a), Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, and said con-
solldated action should be designated Case No. 68.C-166, And,
further, that the cause of actlon in Case No. 68-¢-251, after con-
solodiation into Case No, 68-C-166, should be dismissed,

4, fThat the Court should grant at an early date an evidentiary
hearing on the consolidated cause No, 68-C-166 to determine the
merits of the petition for wrlit of habeas corpus and/or post-
conviction appeal; and, further, that the petitioner is a pauper,
and therefore, the Court should appoint counsel to aid and assist
petitioner in sald proceedings.

5. That the petitioner, Jacob Dwight Manley, 1s a prisoner in
the Oklahoma State Penitentiary at McAlester, Oklahoma, and said
petitioner 18 a necessary witness in his own behalf in the hearing
on actlion No, 68-.C-166; that, therefore, a wrlt of habeas corpus
ad testificandum should lssue in sald cause to dellver the body of
Jacob Dwight Manley to the custody of the United States Marshal,
and sald Marshal should hold the prisoner in custody and produce him

before me in the Distpriet Court Room of the United States Court
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House to appear at sald hearing at the date and tlme set herein.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that Cases No. 68-C-166 and No,
68.C-251 be, and they are hereby consplidated ints one cause of
action, under authority of Title 28, Rule 42 (a}, Federal Rules
of Civil Procedure, and sald consolidated actlon be and it 1s
hereby designated Case No. 68-C-166; and cause of actlon No.
68-C-251 be and the same is hereby dismissed as a separate action,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Kenneth L. Stainer, attorney-at-
law, be and he 1s hereby appointed to represent the petitioner,
Jacob Dwight Manley, and asaist him in all stages of hls habeas
corpus proceedings,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that a Wrlt of Habeas Corpus Ad Testifi-
candum issue out of and under the seal of thils Court directing the
Warden of the Oklahoma State Penltentiary at McAlester, Oklahoma,
to deliver the body of Jacob Dwight Manley to the United States
Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma; and upon sald
Marshal's presentment of the Writ to the Warden, the prisoner,
Jacob Dwight Manley, shall he delivered to the custody of the Marshal,
who shall produce the prisoner before me in the United States Court
Room In the United States Court House in Tulsa, Oklahoma, to testify
in saild cause No, 68-C-166; and said United States Marshal shall
hold the prisoner In custody, without ball or bond, until further
order of this Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that an evidentlary hearing be, and the
same is hereby set at 10:30 o'clock A. M,, Thursday, the 12th day
of June, 1969, in the United States Court House at Tulsa, Oklahoma,

Dated this 27th day of May, 1969, at Tulsa, Oklahoma,

S



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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff, CIVIL NO. 68-C-250
VB.

1OUIS CHRISTIAN KAYSER, JR., &nd
JOAN G. KAYBER, Husband and Wife, et al.

FILED

MAY 27 1969

M. M. EWING, CLERK
U, S. QISTRICT. COURT:

e Nt N N e e N Wt gt S

Defendants.,

NOW, on this g @ day of May, 1969, there comes on for conaideration
the motion for en amended order confirming Marshal's sale made by the United States
Marshal for the Horthern Iistrict of Oklshoma on May 5, 1969, under an Crder of
Sale dated March 2k, 1969, for the following~described property, to-wit:

Iot Twenty-One (21), Hlock Thirty=Nine (39), Valley View Acres

Second Addition to the City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma,

according to the recorded plat thereof,
and the Court having examined the proceedings of the United States Marshel under
the said Order of Sale, there being no exceptione thereto and no one appearing
in opposition thereto, finde that due and legal notice of the sale was given once
a week for four (4) consecutive weeks prior to the date of said sale in the Tulsa
Imily lLegal News, & newepeper of general circulation in Tulss County, State of
Oklahoma, and that on the day fixed therein the aforesaid property was sold to
the Adminietrator of Veterans Affaire, he being the highest and beat bildder therefor.

The Court finds thet the smle was in &ll respects in conformity with the
law and Judgment of this Court and was legal in all respects.

IT I8 THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the United States
Marshal's sale made pursusnt to the Order of Sale heretofore issued hereln, be,
end the same 1s approved sand confirmed.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Doyle W. Foreman, United States Marshal for
the dorthern District of Oklahoma, execute and deliver to the purchager, the

Administrator of Veterans Affairs, & good and sufficient deed for the above-

descrihed reml property.



IT IS FURTHER ORDERED thet after the execution and delivery of the deed
to the purchaser by the United States Marshal for the iorthern Tistrict of Olkdahoma
the purchaser is hereby grented possession of the property ageinst any or all

persons now in possession.

-.'.)//,-:y,/z_" P /ji‘;"’;}'ﬁ‘e{' P 7y
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

5/ 4’/8/:1 WA 7 ,,_3{,';3‘ FA,

ROBERT P, SANTEE
Asglstant United States Attorney




Id Tl UHITED STATES RISTRICT COURT FOGR 1L

NOPTHERN DISTRICT OF ORLALOMA

JOBREY . WILLSON,

laintiff,
V. Nee 69--C=-50
THL TRAVELERS TUSURANCEH
COMDANY,

FILED

MAY 29 1969

M. M. EWING, CLERK
. 5. DISTRICT COURT.

Defendant:.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

This cause comes on for consideration hy the Court
upon HMotion of the defendant, The Travelers Insurance Company,
to Uisniss for want of jurisdiction, and

It appearing to the Court that the parties have
submitted this matter for consideration upon the briefs filed
by the parties; the pleadings, interrogatories and answers
thereto, and the Court having carefully considered the entire
file in this cause is of the opinion that this Court lacks
jurisdiction of the subject matter, and said Motion to Disniss
should be sustained.

IT 15, THERBEFORE, OFRDERLED that plaintiff’s Complaint
and cause of action be, and the same is hereby dismissed.

Cated this ‘QﬂZ:éiday of May, 1969.

M&/ﬁ Ao si st

United &tates District Judge




