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

PATSY DOVE BOHLANDER,
Plaintiff, 69-C-103

vSs.

INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

NUMBER ONE OF TULSA COUNTY,
OKLAHOMA, et al.,

FILED
JUN2 196

M. M. Ewing CLER
U 8. DISTRICT QOUR?

L R S

Defendants.

ORDER REMANDING CASE

The Court, being under a duty at all times, to inguire
into its own jurisdiction, and, being fully advised in the pre-
mises, finds:

That this action was originally commenced in the District
Court of Tulsa Céunty,foklahoma, on April 22, 1969, and was
thereafter removed to this Court on May 20, 1969.

That the plaintiff seeks to have this Court determine
that the plan of Independent School District Number One of Tulsa
County, Oklahoma, tc unitize Lindsay Elementary School and
Douglas Elementary School is arbitrary and seeks injunctive relief.

The Court further finds from a persual of the complaint

that no Constitutional or Federal question is raised.

The first time any Federal guestion was raised in this case
was in the petition for removal and answer. A controversy, under
Federal law, must be present in the complaint in order for this
Court to have jurisdiction, when it is hased on the ground that the

action is founded upon the claim of right arising under the law



of the United States. In determining the presence of a Federal

question, it is the plaintiff's complaint which must disclose

the presence of such Federal guestion, not the answer of the de-

fendant, or the removal petition.

This remand is not as though the defendants were being
denied their day in Court. Tulsa County is blessed with good and
dedicated State Judges, which will assure the defendants a fair
and impartial trial.

Furthermore, where the jurisdiction of the Federal Court
is gquestionable, gcod judgment reguires remand to the District
Court of the state where originally filed.

Accordingly, sua sponte, the Court does hereby remand this
case to the Distriet Court of Tulsa County, Oklahoma, the Court
from which removed.

ENTERED this - . 'day of June, 1969,

o & B

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




U3 STRTES DIADWLyy ol

POROPHO SORTHERN DISTRNT o
GRORCE P, SRBRULYY , SECRETARY OF LABDFR
United States Department of Lalox
Flaintitf
V.
GOLIWAY STORES, INC,, & Corporatiomn

Defendant

QRDER OF DISMINSAL

Mt it Nt At Wt nc® T Tom Tt Amat

AL OMB

FILED

JUN - 41869

M. M, EWING, CLERK
. 5. DIGTRICT. CQURT:

CIVIL ACTION FILE

nO.

ST EINCLl 5 §

Plaintiff having filed his comnplaint herein,

defendant having walved anawer and having entexed

intc 2 stipulation promising future compliance with

the Falr Labor Standards Act of 1934,

a#s amendad

(79 U.5.C., 201 ¢t seq.), and defendant having paid

to the plaintiff the sum of $130.6¢5 for the use and

benefit of certain of defendant's amployeass and/or

former emploveess, repregsenting wnpaid wages due

them, and the Court finding that such payment bas

satisfied in full all amounts clained by the plain-

tiif to be due as unpaid wages, snd that an injunciion

against future violations of saisll rot i3 not necezsary,

It is, tharefore, ORDERHD, ANTUNGED and

MECRESD that this action be, and tho soana hareby is,

Adismissed with costs taxed to the defendant.

DATER thisn ,,[ day &f oo 1960,
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PTG GTATES DTSRI 00

JUH 4 196y
GUOWIT P. SHULT , SECRETARY OF Lo :

om0k . L ) M. M. EWING, CLERK

United Statos Department of Laosoy 3 &5 S. DISTRICT GOURT
. AR TS N b haredhdTy )
I

FOR g MORPHERRE DISTRIOT G0 G ATONA

Plaintiff }
H CIVIL AOTEON FILE
v. }
H MO, G260
GOLIMWAY STOR.S, TNC., a Corporatiop )
)
)

Nefamiant

ORDER _OF DISMISSAL

Plaintif T having filed hic complaint hevein,
defendant having wvalved angwor and havinoe entered
into a stipulation promising future compliance with
the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1313, as auwcnded,
(29 U.8,C. 701 et seg.), and defenvdanl having paid
to the plaintiff the sum of $418.07 for the use and
benafit of certain of defendant'rs emplovess andfor
former employeas, representing unpaid wanen due
then, and the Couxrt finding that uuah payment has
satisfied in full all amounts clalweri vy the plain-
Liff vt be dus ar unpald wager, a7 Lhat an indunction
againet future violations of sald sot i not necosrary,
It is, therofore, ORDERED, ALFUIDGHD and
DECREED that this action be, and Lo sase hereby i,
dienissed with costs taxed to the delendant.

!
DA T thigﬂﬁ%ﬁ@ day of (| i L 100Y.
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URET 3 STATES DISTRICT JOURS o
FILED
JUt - 4 198y

M. M EWING,
U S DISTRIGT gﬁﬁg%

FOR THY HORTHERN DISYRICE O OLAHOMD

GEORG: P, SHULDY , SPCREFTARY OF BLANOX
United Stetes Dopartment of Laloy

Plaintiti
CIVIL ACTICGN T'ILE
V.
NO. GB-C=743
GOLLWAY STORKS, INC., a Corporation

Defendant
ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Plaintiff having filed his oomplaint herein,
defendant having waived answere and having entered
into a stipulation pronmising future compliance with
the Folr Labor Standards Act of 1938, az amended,

(29 U.5.Cc, 201 et pBeq.), and defendant having paid

to the plaintiff the sum of $§340.37 for the use and

benefit of certain of defendant’s employces and/or

tormer emplovees, representing unpaid wages due

tham, and the Court finding that such payment has

gsatisfied in full all amounts claiwed by the plain-

tiff to be due as unpald wages, and that an injunction

against future violations of said Act i= not necessavy,
it is, therefore, ORDERED, ADRJUDG D and

iyl CREED that this sation be, and the zam« hereby is,

dismissed with costs taxed to the defoendant.

DATED this f day of é s % ,1969.

Yt AT A Hriee o
UNITTD

STATAS DIYEPRTCT TS
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IN THE UNIDED STATES DISTHRICT COURD 70X Tt

HORTHFRN DISTRICT OF OXKLAEONA JUN ~ 4 1969
M. M. Ewing
o , CLERK
JCSEPH SEIBZRT, Y- 8. DISTRICT Coygy
ret

N
{

itioner, <

i No, 65-C-82

STATE OF OKLAHOMA, ),
i

Heegnondent.

O RD IR

The Court has for consideration a Petitien for Wrlt of Habeas
Corpus, a petition for writ of habeas corpus ad testillicandum, and
a petition for writ of habeas corpus duces ftecum, each filed by
petitioner, Joseph Selbert, and having fully examined and carefully
considered paid motiong the Court finds:

1. That petitioner alleges in nis petition that he has an
appeal pending befocre ... Oklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals Trom
Casze No, 22973, Robbery with [irearmz, and Case No. 22074, Assault
and battery with a deadly weapsn; and that said appeal, A-14853,
was filed July 17, 1968, by his attorney, and a supplemental brief
was filed September 10, 1668; and petitioner asserts he has theredby
attempted to exhaust his state remedies, but has been ocbhstructed
thereflrom by the state zppellate court.

o
W

L]

2., That petiltioner further allegcs that petitioner's cou
appointed attorney at petitioner's preliminary hearing was a memper

of the County Attorney's stafl and trnerclore could not adequately

k!

Ak}

represent the petitioner; o petitioner was denied a Jury trial;
that petitioner was denied a psychiztric exzmination by a physicilan
of his own c¢hoosing; that petitioner was denied a change of venue,
and that petitioner's motion to sudresz the evidence was denled,
all of which abridge petitioner's right to due process of law
ouarancecd by the Constitution of

3. That notwithstanding petiticner's allegetions in supposro

.

52 hic petition for mabeas corpus, the Court [inds the petitioner

has not exhausted his state romedics and 1p attemptory to deliberately
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CQURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

State Farm Mutual Automobile
Insurance Company,
Plaintiff,

vs.
No. €8-C-259

FILED

Edith Bitner, individually,

and Edith Bitner, Administratrix
of the Estate of Arthur Scott
Bitner, deceased,

L P N

Defendants. JUN -5 1989
M. M. EWING, CLERK
Louis F. Tucker, U. S. DISTRICT COURT
Plaintiff,

VS,
No. 68~C-182
Daniel Lynn Prater and Edith
Bitner, as Administratrix of
the Estate of Arthur S. Bitner,
deceased,

(Consolidated)

M A e et et n e s e

Defendants.

JUDGMENT

Based upon the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law
filed with the Clerk of this Court on the 4L 4™ day of June,
1969, it is the l

JUDGMENT OF THE COURT that the claim of Louis F. Tucker
against Edith Bitner, as Administratrix of the Estate of Arthur 5.
Bither, as set forth in Case No. 68-C-182, should be, and is hereby
denied, and judgment on said claim 1s awarded in favor of the
defendant Edith Bitner, as Administratrix of the Estate of Arthur §.
" Bitner, deceased, and likewise judgment is rendered in favor of
Edith Bitner, as Administratrix and against the claim of Louis F.
Tucker for personal injuries, hosgital expenses, doctors' bills
and loss of earnings all as set forth in Case No. 68-C-182,

IT IS THE FURTHER ORDER AND JUDGMENT OF THE COURT that
the counter-claims of Betty Ruth Gurley, of Doyle D. Gurley, and
Doyle D. Gurley as guardian ad litem of Mary Lynn Gurley, against
Edith Bitner, Administratrix of the Estate of Arthur Scott Bitner,
is hereby denied and judgment on said claims is rendered in favor
of Edith Bitner, as Administratrix of the Estate of Arthur Scott
Bitner, deceased.

<
Dated this ~ day of June, 196%.

Mo 280K anin

United States District Judge




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

State Farm Mutual Automobile
Insurance Company,
Plaintiff,
vS.
No. 68-C-259

FILED

JUN =5 1969

M. M. EWING, CLERK
4. S. DISTRICT COURT

Bdith Bitner, individually,

and Edith Bitner, Administratrix
of the Estate. of Arthur Scott
Bitner, deceased,

L N N

Defendants.

Loulis F. Tucker, -

Plaintiff,

vs.

No. 68-C~182
Daniel Lynn Prater and Edith
Bitner, as Administratrix of
the BEstate of Arthur 5. Bitner,
deceased,

(Consolidated)

et et i et

Defendants.

JUDGMENT

Based upon the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law
filed with the Clerk of this Court on the _$£4M day of June,
1969, it is the

JUDGMENT OF THE COURT that the c¢laim of Louis F. Tucker
against’ Edith Bitner, as Administratrix of the Estate of Arthur S.
Bitner, as set forth in Case No. 68-C-182, should be, and is hereby
denied, and judgment on said claim is awarded in favor of the
defendant Edith Bitner, as Administratrix of the Estate of Arthur S.
Bitner, deceased, and likewise judgment is rendered in favor of
Edith Bitner, as Administratrix and against the claim of Louis F.
Tucker for personal injuries, hospital expenses, doctors' bills
and loss of earnings all as set forth in Case No. 68-C-182.

IT I5 THE FURTHER QRDER AND JUDGMENT OF THE COQURT that
the counter-claims of Betty Ruth Gurley, cof Doyle D. Gurley, and
Doyle D. Gurley as guardian ad litem of Mary Lynn Gurley, against
Edith Bitner, Administratrix of the Estate of Arthur Scott Bitner,
is hereby denied and judgment on said claims is rendered in favor
of Edith Bitner, as Administratrix of the Estate of Arthur Scott
Bitner, deceased.

£
Dated this ég;‘“ day of June, 1969.

iﬁiﬂb&zgédi ;%iig¢é25aw94>*tfj

United States District Judge




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

NATIONAL DIVIDEND CLUB, INC., a
Corporation, NATIONAL DIVIDEND
CLUB QF THE WEST, INC., a
Corporation, and JOHN T. BESSESEN,
an individual,

Plaintiffs,
vs. - ' V//
No. 67-C-177
SHARIN'O' THE GREEN, INC., a
Corporation, CANE SPRINGS OIL AND
MINERALS CORPORATION, a Corporation,
JOEL GREEN, an individual, D. L.
McDANIEL, an individual, DONALD L.
HAWES, an individual, and J. W. GARNER,
an individual,

FILED
JUN 61969 w

M. M. EWING, CLERK
AL §. DISTRICT COURY

Defendants.

D e I P A

JUDGMENT

The Court having this day filed herein its Findings of
Fact and Conclusions of Law, and based thereon, it is the

ORDER, JUDGMENT AND DECREE of the Court that the
plaintiff take nothing and that the defendants, Cane Springs
0il and Minerals Corporation, a Corporation, D. L. McDaniel,
an individual, and Donald I. Hawes, an individual, have judgment
against the plaintiff and also judgment for their costs herein
expended.

bated this é > day of June, 1969,

T tbnpan/

United States District Judge



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE El EE D

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA JUN - 6 1969
CHARLES RICHARD TAYLOR, M. M. EWING CLERK
Petitioner, U. S. DISTRICE. COURT,

va, No, 69-C-97 ///

DAVE FAULKNER, SHERIFF IN AND
FOR TULSA COUNTY, OKLAHOMA

Respondent.

ORDER

The Court has before it a Petition for Wrlt of Habeas Corpus
filed by the petitioner, Charles Richard Taylor, alleging that he
i3 belng held in the Tulsa County Jall, Tulsa, Oklahoma, in custody
unlawfully because he was incarcerated for car theft from the State
of Texas, along with é witness confined with the petitloner, and
held in custody from the 2nd day of May, 1969, until the 8th day
of May, 1969, without being arralgned, without bond beilng set, and
without being allowed to contact anyone ocutside the Tulsa County
jail; and, petitioner further alleges that these assertions are
supported by the records From the County Sheriff's offlce and Dis-
triet Court of Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma, all of which are a
denlal of petitioner's right to due propess of lJaw and equal pro-
tectlon under the law as provlided 1n the Conatitution of the United
States, The Court having carefully conaldered the petition for
writ of habeas corpus‘herein finds:

1. That the petitioner has duly filed a petition in forma
pauperis wilth the Clerk of the United States Court for the Northern
District of Oklahoma and has been granted lehve to proceed in
forma pauperils.

2., That the petitioner, herein, sues the "State of Oklahoma"
and falls to name the person who has custody over him or by what
authority such person has custody.

3. That by virtue of Rule 21 of the Federal Rules of Civil

Procedure the petitlion hereln should be amended to make Dave Faulkner,

Sheriff in and for Tulsea County, State of Oklahoma, the party



respondent; and dismissaing the cause of action ag to the respondent,
State of Oklahoma,

4, That the petitioner makes no allegation in his petition
that he has invoked the atate remedles, or that sultable rémediea‘
are not avallable in the state correctlve process, or that he has
exhausted the available state remedles, or that there exisped cir-
cumstances rendering such process lneffectlve to protect the fights
of the prisoner; and the Court further finds that without such an
allegation the habeas corpus petition under authority of 28 U.S.C.A,
§ 2254 1s premature ln the Federal Court. Love v. Page, 351 F. 24
303 (1965); Barber v, Page, 355 F. 24 171 {1966); Boyd v. State of
Oklahoma, 375 F. 24 481 (1967).

5. That the laws of the State of QOklahoma protect the right
of every person to due process of law and glve any person illegally
held in custody within the State the right to habeas corpus pro-
tection in the State Courts. Okl. St. Ann, Const., Art, 2 § 7 and
10; 12 Okl, St. Ann. § 1331 et seq.

6. 'That although the doctrine of exhaustion of state remedies
is not a prerequisite to Federal Habeas Corpus Jjurisdiction under
Fay v. Nola, 372 U, S. 391, 83 S, Ct. 822, 9 L. Ed. 24 837, that
case also holds that where the state provides a sultable procedure
for considering the issue presented, fhé’ﬁetitioner cannst deliber-
ately chooge to by-pass them and seek rellef In the Federal Courts,

7. 'That based on the findings herein that petitioner has made
no allegation that State remedies are not avallable or that they are
inadequate or that he has invoked and exhausted the avallable state
remedies; and the further finding that theré‘are avallable suitable
state remedles to consider the issue presented, and that the peti-
tioner cannot delibefately choose to by-pass adequate state procedure
and seek habeas c¢orpus 1n the Federal Courts, the petition here under
conglderation should be denled,

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that Dave Faulkner, Sheriff in and
for Tulsa County, Oklahoma, be and he is hereby designhated the party
respondent; and the cause of action againat the respondent, State~of

Oklahoma, is dismissed,



IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Petition for Writ of Hahbeas
Corpus be and the same 1is hereby denied.
Dated this _éééay of June, 1969, at Tulsa, Oklahoma,

T e



IN THE UNiTED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE .-

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA '

PATSY DOVE BOHLANDER,
Plaintiff,

VS. 69-C-103

INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

NUMBER ONE OF TULSA COUNTY,
OKLAHOMA, et al,,

L e N A . L )

Defendants.

EILED

| JUN = 6 1869
CORRECTED ORDER M. M. EWING, CLERK
i & DISTRICH COURE

The Court, being under a duty at all times, to inquire
into its own jurisdiction, and, being fully advised in the pre-
mises, finds:

That this action was originally commenced in the District
Court of Tulsa County, Oklahoma, on April 22, 1969, and was
thereafter removed to this Court on May 20, 1969.

That the plaintiff seeks to have this Court determine
that the plan of Independent Schocl District Number One of Tulsa
County, Oklahoma, to unitize Lindsay Elementary School and
Douglas Elementary School is arbitrary and seeks injunctive relief,

The Court further finds from a Ppefusdl of the complaint

that no Constitutional or Federal question is raised,

The first time any Federal question was raised in this case
was in the petition for removal and answer. A controversy, under
Federal law, must be present in the complaint in order for this
Court to have jurisdiction, when it is based on the ground that

the action is founded upen the claim of right arising under the law



of the United States. In determining the presence of a Federal

~

question, it ig the plaintiff's complaint which must disclose

the presence of such Federal guestion, not the answer of the

defendant, or the removal petition, under 28 USCA 1441 (a and b).

In the case of the Civil Rights removal statute, §1443(2),
also relied on by defendant in the removal petition, a civil
rights question can be raised in the petition for removal, This
is, of course, an exception to the general removal statute (§1441)
and should have a strict construction, as §1443(2) does not in and
of itgelf present a civil rights issue. Removal under §1443(2)
should occur only in the unusual case and the Federal Court plainly
in a removal procedure must act with restraint. The Court herein
does not have fqr consideration a state criminal prosecution, but
a ¢ivil injunctive action. The Court finds that the defendant School
Board is not a federal officer, not a person assisting such officer
in the performance of his official duties: rather, the Court finds,
that although fulfilling its duty to desegrate the schools within
its district, desegratié% having long been the law of Oklahoma and
the United States, the School Board is acting under State auspicies
and authority to implement the Board's own suggested voluntary
desegregation program.

This action was filed originally in the State Court, and
the Courts of the States try conscientiqusiy to apply the law of
the United States. The mere possibility of error in the initial
finding of constitutional standards by a state court will not
warrant federal interference in a state court action between parents
of children of a school and the School Board. The allegations in
the original complaint depict a situation where the state court may
take proper action, and the Court finds that the state court and the
state appellate review is an adequate and proper vehicle to determine
the state injunction herein at issue. This Court fully believes
that, without reference to any inconsistent provisions of the State
Constitution or laws, the state tribunals recognize and are cognizant
of their duty under the 14th Amendment tc the Constitution of the
United States, its binding force and effect on the States and all
citizens. The Court further believes that the State of Cklahoma



is fully able to adjudicate its litigation under said 14th Amend-
ment without resort to the Federal Courts, and that it is a wise
procedural principle for the Federal Judiciary to refuse to prel
maturely interfere with litigation pending in the State Court.
This Court cannot assume that the state court will not be egually
diligent, as if removal were granted, in handling the present
litigation. Therefore, the Court finds that the petition for re-
moval is not timely to the Federal Court and that the defendants
mast exhaust their state remedies, which are adequate, before
applying to the Federal Courts.

This remand is not as though the defendants were being
denied their day in Court. Tulsa County is blessed with good and
dedicated State Judges, which will assure the defendants a fair
and impartial trial.

Furthermore, where the jurisdiction of the Federal Court
is questionable, good judgment requires remand to the District

Court of the state where originally filed.

Accordingly, sua sponte, the Court does hereby remand this

case to the District Court of Tulsa County, Oklahoma, the Court
from which removed.

ENTERED thisé day of June, 1969.

A..J_—/'\

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



IN THE UNITED STATES LISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICY? OF CKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff, CIVIL ACTICN NO. 68-C-109
Vs, Tract No. 128

251,44 Acres of land, More or Less,

Situate in Osage County, State of -
Oklahoma, and Clarence F. MeCubbins, F l L E: D
et al, and Unknown Cwners,

JUN -~ 6 1964

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

Defendants.

PRELIMINARY JUDGMENT

. - Ll
Now on thisc,‘;Mday of fgupil, 1969, this matter came on for
disposition upon the parties' application for entry of judgment determining
the ownership of the capticned tract. The Court, having exemined the files
and being advised by counsel, finds that:

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. This action wes initieted in this Court by the filing, on
May 9, 1968, of a Complaint seeking to condemn & certain described estate
in a partieular tract of land designated &s Tract No. 128 and located in
Osage County, Oklshoma. At the sawe time e& Declaration of Teking, signed
by the Secretary of the Army, was filed in this case and the amount of
money estimated to be Jjust compensation for such taking was deposited in
the Registry of the Court.

2. All rpersons (with the exception of Rills Chaney and Marvin
Chaney) shown by the land records applicable to Osage County a&s having eny
claim to the estate taken in such Tract No. 128 were named in the Complaint
and thereby jolned as parties defendant in this aetion. ERilla Chaney and
Marvin Chaney were added as parties defendant by Order of this Court.

3. All defendants who could be found were personally notified
of the filing of this action. In addition, Notice of the filing of this
case was published in the Osage Journal "ews, & newspaper published et
Pavhuska, Oklahoma, on September 6, 13, and 20 of 1968,

4, The Defendant, 5tate of Oklahoma, ex rel Cklahoma Tax Com-

migsion, filed a disclaimer of any interest in this case.



5. The Defendants, Clarence F. McClubbins end Juanita S. McCubbins,
filed an Answer in this case claiming the fee title to a certain portion of
the subject tract.

6. The Defendant, Robert R. McCubbins, filed an Answer in this
cage claiming ownership of two-thirds of a growing grain crop situsted on
the subject tract. The said crop was later harvested by this Defendant and
he mwakes no further claim of ownership in the subject tract.

T. The Defendants, Rilla Chaney and Marvin Chaney, filed an
Appearance herein cleiming ownership of 8 ngrtion of the subject tract.

8. ©No other persons have filed any answer or appearance in this
case and no other persons have appetired in this case In any manner either
in persen or by attorney.

CONCIUSIONS OF LAW

In view of the facts as stated mbove, the Court concludes as a
matter of law that:

1. This action was properly f¥led in this Court.

2. Notice of condemnation of the subject property, as set forth
in the Complaint f'iled herein, was properly effected as required by federal
law,

3. All Defendents in this caise, other than those named above,
are wholly in default in this action.

k., On the date of taking in this case no person other than
Clarence F, McCubbins, Juanita S. MeCubbins, Rilla Chaney and Marvin Chane}
had any lawful eclaim of ownership in the estate taken in Tract lo. 128, as
guch estate and tract are described in the Declaration of Taking filed in
this action.

It is, therefore, ORDERED, AIJUDGED, and DECREED that as of
May 9, 1968, the Defendants, Clarence F, MeCubbins, Juanite 5. MeCubbins,
Rilla Chaney and MArvin Chaney were the lawful owners of the estats taken
in Tract Mo. 128 as such estate and tract are described in the Declaration
of Teking Tiled in this aection, and nc other person had any lawful interest

in such estate. A5 owners these four Defendants are the persons entitled



to receive the Jjust compensetion for the property taken in this action,

and no other person has any right to resceive any part of the senme,

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

s/ Hubert A. Marlow

HUBERT A, MARLOW
Assistant United ttates Attormey
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EOBERT R. MCCUBBINS

Treana



I Ty UNITED STATES DISYLRICT COURT #Ou QI
HORTHERN DISTRICT OF OiLANOMA
Hoedlis B. Mimor,
PlaintiiT,
Civil Hio. (Reg-220

V.

vilbur J. Cohen, Secretery of
Iealth, Kducetion snd Welfare,

FILED
JUN 61989

M. M. EWING, CLERK
JUDGMERT 1. S. DISTRICT: €

Lefendant.

Previously hereto the Court enteved ite Order, deted Moy 23,
1909, sustaining defendant's Motion for Sunmary Judgment.

ROW THEREFORE IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the
defendant, Wilvur J. Cghen, Secretery of Heslth, Education and Welfare,
e granted Swmery Judgment over and apgsinst the Plaintiff, Nollis B.
Minner.

Dated this é day of

UKITED STA

Attorney For Plaintiff
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URITED STATHS

DISTRICYT COU

WCRTHE RN DISTRICT OF ORLATIH

Jack Edward Kress,
Plaintiff, Petitioner and
VS,
United States of America, Lawrence
A, MeSoud, as United States Attorncy
for the Northcrn Dlstrict of Oklzhoma,
and Doyle Foreman, 2s United States
.l for the Hovchern bistrict of
Giklahowa,
Defendants and Respondents.
United States of America,

VS

Onc 1965 Pontiae Station Wagon bearing
1966 Oklahoma License Plate No. 5303

United States of America,

Ve

The Kress Menufacturing Company located
at 3141 South 24th West Avenue, Tulsa
County, Tulsa, Oklahoma, a white concrete
block building nearest South 24th West
Avenue,

United States of America,

V5.

The residence of Jack Edward Kress at

6742 South Evanston Avenue, Tulsa County,
Tulsa, Oklahoma

R DISIISSING

ﬁCTIﬁ

¥ovent,

S e S N A S S N Nt et N N S N M b A S N N N N M S Nt N M

Civil Action
No. O7-C-38

el n . T
1

a e f(
s k) d,.,.t er«- b
-

UL 1188

L‘?LFﬂm
T COURT

Misec, No, 158

Hisc, Kol 158

Misc, Ho. 158

KOW, on this 3{{_ day of May, 1969, there havin~ come on for

hearing before the Unitod Ifuuces
zbove siyled and numbérce cotions, ool the
weats of counsel made in open court, o
purpose of the previeus orders herve

therefore, dismissed.

District Judge the matters involved in the
,court having considored the state-
. being satisfied that the intent and
wive been fully complied with, and that

. no reason exists for tic coatinuation o this litigation, and that the same
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the proceedings in the above styled and numbered matter be, and

are, hereby dismigsced,

APPROVED AS 10 YOB
s

18 ORLERED, ADJUDGED AND DICREZED by this court that all of

the same

-J»ugu quwhffr

0 .

VHGERAN, GRABEL, LICERMAN-EL LEITIR

. ‘**"""“cf‘/// .

#
A f/ [
\/— .m/ VL‘ )m "'5

Unlted states Attorﬂhy £
Regpondents and Dcfendanq%



T WLE CHIWED STATES DISURICYT COURD FoR Shn

FOPTHERN DIGTRICT O OQLLALHUMNA

MITCLLLI, LEROY LATLLY, }
)
Petiticner, )
Ve, }
) Mo, 6%-0-115
STATE OF ORLAHCMA., ]
ORLA . BOARD OF CORRLCTIONS, )
GLRORGE WAYMAN-~SERILFF OF )
OSAGL COUNTY, OELAHOMA, ) v
) -
Respondents, ) F‘_- l L E D

JUN 111969

M. M. EWING, CLERK

9“1_1 :] ..j::u K U. 5. DISTRICT COURT
Hitchell Leroy Hailey, petitioner here, alleces that

he is presently incarcerated at Kilby Prison, Montgomery, Alabama.

This is an Application Ly lailev, and he denominates
it as "Petition for Writ of Ixtraordinary * * *," Although
the aApplication is without merit, the Court has granted leave
to file the same without prepayment of costs.

Petitioner makes the identical allegations in nis
present Fetition as he made in Case lo. (9-C-45 in the United
States District Court for the Neorthern listrict of Oklahoma,
and the Court on the 26th day of March, 1963, denied the
Fetition for Writ of Habeas Corpus in the latter numbered case.

Successive Applications raking the identical allega-~
tions need not be reconsidered by the Court. The Order entered
in 68-C-45 sets forth the reasons why the Applicaticon in that
case was denied, and that Order is eqgually applicabkle to this
case.,

PHERKEICRL, the Petiticon for Writ of #aheas Corpus or
writ Erxtraordinary is hereby denied.

Dated this _ dé‘ﬁf day of June, 1969.

i, B
United sStates District Judge




UJIT..» STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
KORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of Ameries,

Pleintiff,
CIVIL ACTION HO. 6560

VE&.

54.78 Acres, More or less, in Rogers
County, Oklahoma, including all ac-
cretions and riparian rights thereto,
and Robert L. Triplett, et al, and
Unknown Owners,

EILED

JUN 171969

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

)
)
)
;
g Tract No. 406
)
)
)
)
)
}

Defendants.

J U D &G M E N T

1.

Now, on this _i;&ff day of June, 1969, this matter comes on for dis-
rosition on application of the Plsintiff, United States of America, for entry
of judgment on the Report of Commissioners filed herein on July 8, 1968, and
the Court, after having examined the files in this action and being advised by
counsel for the Plaintiff, finds that:

2.

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

3.

This Judgmuent applies te the estate taken in Tract No. h06, ag such
estate and tract are described in the Complaint and the Declaration of Taking
filed herein.

b,

Bervice of Process has lLeen perfected either personally or by publi-
cation notice, as provided by Rule T1lA of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
on all parties defendant in this cesuse, who are interested in subject tract.

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 con-
demn for public use the subject tract of land. Pursuant thereto, on October 13,
1966, the United States of America filed its Declaration of Taking of & certain
estate in such tract of land, and title to such pro.erty should be vested in ~the

United States of America, as of the date of filing such instrument.
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On the filing ol the Declaration of Taking, there was deposited in the
Registry of this Court as estimated compensation for the taking of the subject
tract a certein sum of money, and part of this deposit has been disbursed as set
out in paragraph 11 below.

T.

The Report of Commissioners filed herein on July §, 1968, herehy is
aceepted and adopted as a finding of fact as to subject tract. The amount of
Just compensation as to the subject tract 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 subject tract and the amsount fixed by the Commis-
sion and the Court as Just compensaticn, and a sum of money sufficient to cover
such deficiency should be deposited by the Government. This deficiency is set
out in paragraph 11 below.

9.

The defendants named in paragraph 11 as owners of subject tract are
the only defendants asserting any interest in the estate condemned herein, all
other defendants having either disclaimed or defaulted. As of the date of tek-
ing, Robert L. Triplett and Dorothy L. Triplett, his wife, owned all of the sur-
face interest ang 1/2 of the mineral interest in the subject tract, and Maud
Thompson owned the other 1/2 of the mineral interest. Tri-State Insurance
Company held a mortgage on the Triplett interest. The Triplett interest was
owned 1in joint tenancy with right of survivsrship. Robert L. Triplett died on
June 25, 1968, and under the terms of the joint tenancy, ownership of his
interest in the compensation to Tte awarded in this case became vested in his
surviving wife. Therefore, Doreothy L. Triplett, Tri-State Insurance Company and
Maud Thompson are the persons entitled to receive, according to their proper-
tionate interests, just compensaticn 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 sub-
Ject tract, as it ie described in the Declaration of Taking {iled herein, and

such property, to the extent of the estate described in the Declaration of Takiug



filed herein, is condemned, and title thereto Is vested in the United States of
America, as of the date of filing the Declaration of Taking, and all defendants
herein and all other persons are forever barred from asserting any claim to such
estate.

1I1.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJULGED and DECREED that the right to receive
the just compensation for the estate taken herein in subject tract is vested in
the defendants whose names appear below in this paragreph; the Report of Commis-
sioners of July 8, 1968, hereby is confirmed and the sum therein fixed 1s adopted
at the award of just cowpensation for the estate taken in subject tract, as shown
by the following schedule:

TRACT No. 406
Owners:
Dorothy L. Priplett -~ all surface and 1/2 minerals, subject to
a mortgage held by
Tri-State Insurance Company

Meaud Thompson - 1/2 minerals

Award of just compensation for all interests - ~ = = = = = = = = = $35,712.50
(For surfece - - $35,120.50
For minerals - 592.00)
Deposited as estimated compensation - - = = = = - - - = ~ - = = = 2 2.00
Deposit deficlency = - = = = = - = - - = = — = =~ = = = - -~ =~ - - - $12,320.50

Allocation of award:

Awsrd to Triplett interest(including mortgagee) - - - - - - $35,416.50

Disbursed 42 owners = - - - = ~ - = = — = = = = - = - = = = 22.800.00

Balance due to Triplett interest - = -~ - = = = « = = - - = $12,616.50

Award to Thompson interest - - - - - = = = = = = - - = - - $296.00

Disbursed to cwner - = - = = = = = = = = & o - oo - oo = o None

RBalance due tO OWHNEr = = = = = = = = = = = = = — = & = = - $266.00
12.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the United States of
bmerica shall pey into the Registry of this Court for the benefit of the land-

owners the deposit deficlency for the subject tract ae shown in paragraph 11, in

_3_



the amount of $12,320.50, together with interest on such deficiency at the rate
of 6% per anpum from October 13, 1966, until the date of depnsit of such defi-
ciency sum; and such sum shall be placed in the deposit for subject tract in
this civil action. Upon receipt of such sum, the Clerk of this Court shall dis~
burse from such deposit a certain sum as follows:

To Dorothy L. Triplett and Tri-State Insurance Company,

jointly, the sum of $12,616.50, plus all of the
acerued interest on the aforesaid deposit deficiency.
13.

The share of the subject award due to Maud Thompson shall not be dis-
bursed at the present time because the whereahbouts of such person is wholly
unknown. An appropriate order of distribution of her share of the award will
be entered if she be found. In the event that her share of this award should
remain on deposit for a period of five years frow the date of filing this judg-
ment, then after that period the Clerk of this Court, without further order shall
disburse the said $296.00 to the Treasurer of the United States, pursuant to the

provisions of Title 28, Section 20k2, U.5.C,

/s/ Allen E. Barrow
UNITED STATES DISTRXICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

/s/ Hubert A. Marlow

HUBERT A. MARIOW
Assistant United States Attorney



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OXLAHCMA

United States of America,

Plaintiff, CIVIL ACTION KNO. 68-C-109

vE. Tract No. 128

FILED

JUN 1771969

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

Situate in Osage County, State of
Oklahoma, ard Clarence F, McCubbins,

)

)

?

251.44 Acres of Land, More or Less, g
et al, and Unknown Owners, %
)

Defendants.

JUDGMENT
1.

Now, on this gé'cx day of June, 1969, this matter comes on for dis~
position on applicatlon of Plaintiff, United States of America, for entry of
Judgment on a stipulation agreeing upon just compensation, and the Court, after
having examined the files in this action and being advised by counsel for
Plaintiff, finds:

2.

This judgment appllies to the entire estate taken in all property in-
volved in this civil sction, &s such estate and property are described in the
Complaint and the Declaration of Taking filed herein, and designated as Tract
No. 128. The description of such Tract No. 128, as given in the Declaretion of
Taking, as a matter of law, carries to the center of the Arkansas River, as shown
on the plat attached to the stipulation of the parties filed herein on June 6,
1969, The property taken herein includes approximately 37,55 acres of river bed
which were not included in the 251.44 amcres stated in such Declaration of Taking
as being in the subject property, sc¢ that the total acres taken herein are
288,99 acres.

3.

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

L,

Service of Process has been perfected either personally, or by publi-
cation notice, as provided by Rule T1A of Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, on

all parties defendant in this cause who are interested in subject tract.



5.

The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the Complaint herein
give the United States of America the right, power, and authority to condemn for
public uze the property described in paragraph 2 herein. Pursuant thereto, on
May 9, 1968, the United States of America has filed 1ts Declaration of Taking of
such described property, and title t> the described estate in such property
should be vested in the United States of America as of the date of filing the
Declaration of Taking.

6.

On filing of the Declaration of Taking, there was deposited in the
Registry of this Court, as estimated compensation for the taking of a certain
estate in the subject property a certain sum of money, and all of this deposit
has been disbursed, es set ocut in paragraph 14 below.

T.

On the date of taking in this action, the owners of the estate taken
in subject tract were the defendants whose names are shown in paragraph 14 below.
Such named defendants are the only persons asserting any interest in the estate
teken in such tract, all other persons having either disclaimed or defaulted, and
such named defendants are entitled to receive the just compensaiion for the
estate taken in this tract.

B.

The owners of the subject tract and the United States of America have
executed and filed herein a stipulation as to just compensation wherein they have
agreed upon the totel amount of just compensation for each of their respective
interests in the subject tract, as shown in paragraph 14 below, and such stipu-
lation should be approved.

9.

The stipulation of the parties mentioned in peragraph 8 above included
an agreement that one pumping unit and motor used in connection with a water well
system located on subject property was personal property and not taken by Plain-
tiff in thils action, and such stipulation should be approved.

1G.

This judgment will create a deficiency between the amount deposited as

estimated compensation for subject tract and the smount fixed by the stipulation

as to just compensation, and the amount of such deficiency should be deposited

D



for the benefit of the landowners. Such deficiency is set out in peragraph 1k
below.
11.

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
property 1lnvolved in this c¢ivil action, and such property, as particularly de-
seribed in paragraph 2 above, to the extent of the estate described in the
Declaration of Taking, is condemned and title thereto is vested in the United
States of America, as of the date of filing such Declaration of Taking, and ali
defendants herein and all other persons interested in such estate are forever
barred from asserting thereto any claim.

12.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that on the date of
taking, the cwners of the estate condemned herein in subject property were the
defendants whose names appear below in paragraph 14, and the right to receive
the just compenaation for the estate taken herein in this tract is vested in the
parties so named,

13.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the agreement as to
personal property mentioned in paragraph 9 above hereby is confirmed, and title
to the property covered by such stipulation remains vested as it was prior to
the filing of this action.

14,

It Is Further CRDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the stipulation as
to just compensation, mentioned in paragraph § above, hereby is confirmed; and
the sum therein fixed is adopted as the award of just compensation for the

estate condemned in subject property, as follows:
TRACT NO. 128

Owners:

Clarence F. MeCubbins ) 210.74 acres, as shown in Stipulation

filed June 6, 1969.

Juanita 5, McCubhbins

Rilla Chaney 78.25 acres, as shown 1in Stipulation

filed June 6, 1969

e et

Marvin Chaney



Tract No. 128 (Cont'd)

Award of just compensation for all interests,

pursuant to stipulation = = = - - = = = - - = -« @« - . - - $92,000.00
Deposited as estimeted compensation

for all Interests - = = = = - = = -« . - . e 4 o= - - o o £5,300,00
Deposit deficlency = = = = = = = = = = = = = 4 4w o 0o - - o - $26,700.00

Allocation of award:

McCubbins interest:

Total award to McCubbing - -~ = = = = = = w @ - = = = = $686,000.00
Bstimated compensation received - - = = = = = = - - « 6k, 500,00
Balance due to McCubbinsg = - - = = = = = « = = = - - - $21,200.00

Chaney interest:

Total award %o Chaneys - - = = ~ = = = = = — -~ =~ = = - $ 6,000,00

Estimated compensation received =~ - - = « - - -~ = = = 500.00

Balsnce due to Chaneys - = = - = = = = = = =« = = - - =« $ 5,500.00
15.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the United States of
America shall deposit in the Registry of this Court, in this civil action, the
deposit deficlency in the sum of $26,700.00. When such deposit has been made
the Clerk of this Court then shall disburse said sum as follows:

To Clarence F. McCubbins and
Juanite S. McCubbins, jointly - - - = - = $21.,200.00

To Rilla Chaney and
Marvin Chaney, jointly - ~ - - = « = = « = $5, 50G.00.

/s{ Luther Eohanon

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

/s/ Hubert A. Marlow

HUBERT A. MARLOW
Assistant United States Attorney



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT POR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT
OF OKLAHOMA
LYMAN R, LAGAL,
Plaintiff,

Civil No. 68-C-201

EILED
JuN 171969

. M. EWING, CLERK
u. S. DISTRICT. COURT

vs.

UNITED ASSOCIATION OF JOURNEYMEN AND
APPRENTICES OF THE PLUMBING AND PIPE
FITTING INDUSTRY OF THE UNITED STATES
AND CANADA,

Defendant.

APPLICATION TO DISMISS

Comes now the plaintiff and respectfully shows the Court that after
research of law the plaintiff feels that he is not able to invoke the jurisdiction
of this cowrt in said cause,

WHEREFQRE, your petitioner prays for an order of court d15m1551ng

NS L

ROBERT M. BUTLER
Attorney for Plaintiff

said cause,

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

It 1s ordered by the court upon applicatlon of plaintiff

that the cause of action In this cas;‘de be and 1t 18 dismissed.

U. S, District Judge,



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

GEORGE A. HOFFMAN, ;
Platntiff, ) oy -
= ) o f;fl l-.}E:I:)
V8. ) NO. 69-C- 80
) t 'r':l\/
MARYLAND CASUALTY COMPANY, ) JUN 131889 .
3 M. M. EWING, CLERK

Defendant.

M. S, DISTRICT COURT.
STIPULATION FOR DISMISSAL

COME now the plaintiff and the defendant and move the Court to
dismiss, with prejudice, the above captioned cause, for the reason and
upon the grounde that the cause has been compromised, settled, and

" reaolved.
WHEREFORE, premises cong;dered, the plaintiff and the defendant

pray that the Court dismiss the above captioned cause, with prejudice.

HAROGLD CHARNEY,

Attorney for the plainti

/ 9//4

e / i
Attorﬁ;;?;ar the defendant.

ALFRED L

NOW, on this /Z day of June, 1969, the above captioned cause, by

Order of the Court, is dismissed with prejudice, on Stipulation of the

St YA Luriinr)

JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

parties hereto,




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

HARCOURT PHYSICIANS GROUP, 3
a Partnership, )
)
Plaintiff, )
) CIVIL ACTION FILE
vS. ) No. 69-C-20
) |
RUSSELL W, BRINK, )] FILED
. 3 IN OPEN COURT
Defendant. )

JUN 19 1050
Cleng, 3\ M. EWING
JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT + 3. DISTRICT COURT

Now on this {f ﬁ% day of June, 1969, the above cause

came on for hearing pursuant to regular assignment on the Pre-
Trial Docket. Plaintiff appeared by its attorneys, Huffman,
Arrington, Scheurich & Kincaid by James I.. Kincaid; +the defendant
appeared by his attorney H, Richard Raskin.

The Court thereupon examined the pleadings, process, and
files in this cause and, being fully advised in the premises,
finds that due and regular service of summons has been made upon
the defendant, Russell W. Brink; that said service was made upon
said defendant more than twenty (20) days prior to the date here-

of, and that said summons and said service thereof is legal and

3
regular in all respects. That the defendant, Russell W. Brink
has heretofore filed his answer fo the Petition of the plaintiff.
Thereupon, the parties so appearing as above set fortih, each
introduced its evidence and rested, and the Court hearing said
evidence and being fully advised in the premises, finds generally
in favor of the plaintiff and against the defendant above-named,
and that the allegations of the plaintiff’s Petition are true. E
The Court further finds that on May 31, 1968, the defendant
Russell W. Brink, for good and valuable consideration in Tulsa,
Tulsa County, Oklahoma, executed and delivered to Harcourt Physi- |

!
cians Group, plaintiff herein, an installment note for the princi-

pal sum of Twelve Thousand Dollars and No Cents ($12,000.00) plus

interest &% the rate of six per cent (6%) per annum on the unpaidi

balance, payable in consecutive monthly instaliments of Five



1 By

|
i
|

been fully paid.

1 ($197.48) monthly thereafter until the principal and interest had

Hundred Dollars and No Cents ($500.00) on the 3lst day of May,

1968, and One Hundred Ninety-Seven Dollars and Forty-Eight Cents

The defendant Russell W. Brink has defaulted under the terms
of said note by reason of the fa:i that the installiment was not
paid on June 30, 1968, nor were¢ any paymenis made on any and all
subsequent installments; and that the plaintiff has elected to
declare the entire amount due and payable at once and-thgf:there—
fore defendant Russell W. Brink is liable to plaintiff for‘the
unpaid balance of Twelve Thousand Six Hundred Seventy—wiﬁe Dollars
and Eighty-Eight Cents ($12,679.88), plus interest at the rate of
ten per cent (10%) per annum from this date, and for attorneys'
fees in the amount of One Thousand One Hundred Seventy-~Five Dollars
($1,175.00). due under the terms and condiiions of said installment
note.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
service of summons upon the defendant Russell W. Brink be and is
hereby in all respects approved and adjudged to give this Court
jurisdiction to render judgment herein.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that the defendant Russell W. Brink is in default and is hereby
adjudged in default, and that the allegations of plaintiff's
Petition be taken and confessed as against said defendant.

IT I3 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that the plaintiff have judgment against the defendant Russell W,
Brink for the sum of Thirtecn Thousand Eight Hundred Fifty-Four
Dollars and Eighty-Eight Cents ($13,854.88) and for the costs of
this action, together with interest hereafter on the judgment of
ten per cent (10%) per annum until paid.

Judge of the Disirict Court

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

HUFFMAN, ARRINGTON, SCHEURICIH & KINCAID
Atforneys for Plaintiif

e r

i
v

James L. Kincaid

-0



WHITEBROOK AND RASKIN
Attorneys for Defendant
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COGURT FOR THE RORTHERN
DISTRICT OF OKLANOMA

United Btates of Americs,
Plaintiff,

vs. Civil Wo. 69-0-81
Cherles Mershell Cashion and
Genevieve Illene Cashlon, Finance
Corporatlion, Roy Hardin, Midwestern
Construction and Supply Company,
Decorators Coxmercial Carpets Company,
and First National Bank of Turley,

FILED

JUN 2 31969

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

Defendants.

o e N e Nt Vo I N St e N s s N N B Ve

JUDGMERT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER comes on for consideration this ___,gé__idn.y of
June 1969, the defendent, Finance Corporation, appearing by 0. B.
Johnston, President, and the defendants, Charles Marshall Cashion and
Genevieve Illene Cashion, Roy Hardon, Midweatern Construction and Supply
Company, Decorators Coammercial Carpets Company, and Flrst National Bank
of Turley, appearing nob; and

The Court being fully advised end having exemined the file herein
Tinds thet the defendant, PFinence Covporation, hes heretofore filed its
ansver dlsclaiming any right, title and interest in end to the resl property
which is the subject of this foreclosure proceeding; and

It further appearing and the Court finds that due snd legal
personal service of swgmons hap been made on the defendsnts, Charles Marshall
Cashion and Genevieve Illene Cashion, Roy Hardin, Midwestern Construction and
Swpply Compary, Decorators Coomercial Carpets Company, end First Netional
Bank of Turley, on the Tth day of Mwy, 1969, in this stete, requiring each
of them to answer the complaint filed herein not more than twenty (20) days
after service of summons, and it appearing that seid defendents heve feiled
to £1ile an snawer herein snd their default has been entered by the Clerk
of this Court; and

The Court further finds that the material allepetions of the
Plaintiff'e coupleint are true and correct; that the defendunts, Charles
Morshall Cashion and Genevieve Ilene Cashion, husband end wife, did on
Rovember 1h, 1963, execute and deliver to the Administrator of Veterasns

Affairs thelr mortyese and mortgege note f{or the sum of $5,900.00, with



interest thereon at the rate of 5%‘,3 per ammam, and further providing
for the psyment of monthly instaliments of principal and interest; and

The Court further finds that defeull has been mede by the
defendunts, Charles Marshall Ceshion and Genevieve Ilcue Cashiom, husband
and wife, under the terms of the aforesaid mortgege and mortgage note by
virtue of sald defendapts' fallure to mske morthly installiment of principel
and intercst due on ssid mortzage note on December 1, 1963, which default
has continued; that azdid defendants by virtue of such default are now
indebted to the pleintiff for the sum of $8,198.54, with interest theracn
et the rate of 54% per annum fram December 1, 1968, until psid, together
with the costs of this sction; and further that defcndant, Roy Hardin,

did encumber said real property further by reason of a fesl Estate Mortgage
filed in the Office of the County Clerk, Tulss County, Oklahome, in Book
1876, Page 1367; and further thet the defendant, Midwestern Construction
and Suwpply Company, did encumber said real property further by reason of

a8 Mgehanic's Lien filed in the Off'ice of the District Court Clerk of Tulsa
County, Oklahcms, being No. ML 45669; and further that defendant, Decorators
Commercial Carpets Company, did encumber said real property further by reason
of’ & Mechanic's Lien filed of record in the Office of the District Court
Clerk of Tulga County, Oklahoma, belng ML 52065; and further that defendant,
First National Bank of Turley, did encumber said real property further by
reason of 8 Judgment filed of record in the District Court of Tulsa County,
Oklahoma, being No. C-69-208.

I7 IS THEREFORE ORDFRED, ADJUNGED and DECREED that the Plaintiff
have judgment sgcainst the defendents, Charles Marshell Cashion and Genevieve
Ilene Cashion, husband and wife, for the sum of $8,198.5k, with interest
therecn at the rate of 5f% per anmum, from December 1, 1968, until peid,
together with the costs of this action accrusd end sceruing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECKEED thut cny claim or
lien which may exist in favor of Roy Hardin, Midwestern Comstruction end
Supply Company, Decorstors Commercisl Carpots Company, end First National
Bank of Turley mgainat the subject property are junior and inferior to the

foreclosure lien in favor of the United Stetes of America.



IT I8 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECRIED that upon failure
of the defendants, Charles Marshall Cashion end Genevieve Ilene Cashion,
husband and wife, to eatisly the judgment of the Plaintiff herein, en
Order of Sale shell issue to the United Shmbes Marshal for the Northemn
District of Oklahome, commanding him to advertise and sell, with sppraisement,
the following described real property:

lot Twenty-Nine (29}, Block Seventeen (17),

Velley View Acres Addition to the City of Tulma,

Tulsa County, Oklahoma, according to the recorded

plat thereof,
end apply the proceads thereof in satigfaction of Plaintiff's judgment.
The reaidue, if any, to be deposited with the Clerk of the Court to await
further Order of the Court.

IT IE FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDCED and DECREED that from and
efter the sale of seld property under and by virtue of this judgment,
the Defendants, Charles Marghall Cashlon and Genevieve Ilene Cashion,
husband and wife, Roy Hardin, Midwestern Construction and Supply Company,
Decorators Commercisl Carpets Company, and First Natlonel Bank of Turley,
and each of them, and all persone claiming by, through or under said
defendants, since the filing of the Complaint hereln, be and they are
forever barred and foreclosed from every right, title or interest in or

to the heretofore described real property.

Apsigtant U. B. Attorney




P DISTIICY

L ME UEITED &

ATES DIGHION SO Lo IR RO
OF GRLALOLA

TEGIALD TURTER, ELIC JATES HOWMALL AWD
CURISTOrm: PAMIZY VA BRADSHAY,

Maodntiits,
Po, HQ=0-100

FILED

JUN 24H969

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

LOULS L LGNS,

o et e e e e

Defendnnt.

[ N S

CRDER ALLOWING DISHISBAL Or PLATRUTR<S' OTION

Upon plafntifss’ motion for leave to dismise the motlon mder 3% 0.8.0.

2L filed berein on the 20t day of iy, 3.-'-,'(:"), I3 OKDEAED thet seid wotion be

dignissed without prejudics, with cogis to plaant ™,

- - . . . e — LT
Bigned and eniered this Jeefdoy ol June, 1059,

LUTHER, BOHANON

Unlted States District dudms



I THE UNITED STATSS DISTRICT COURT FOR THY
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United Btates of Kucrles,

)
PlaintifT, 3
)
V. ) Civil No. <008
)]
Alphonzo Willisus, ot el, ) FILED
) IN OMiN COURT
Def'endgnts.
J JUN 25 1880
M, M BWIND

DEFICIENCY JUDGMEN] CLERK, U 8, DISTRICT COURT

NOW, on thia ﬁv of

for hearing the Motlon of the pPiaint

, 1969, there come on

s Unlted States of Amerdcea, for
leave to enter a deficlency judpment, which Motion was £iled herein on

the [g‘_‘ day of >9L-—-.1 s 1909, and & copy of such Motion was

mailed to the defendant, Alphonzo willisme, 504 Eset Apache, Tulsa,

Oklahoma.

The Court being fully sdvised and upon consideration of such
Motion finds that the falr and reasonable value of the real properties
a8 of the dates of the Marshal's Sales herein, to-wlt: August 20, 1968
and February 10, 1909, was the total sum of $283,610.00;

The Cowt fwther finds that the sum of $28,610.00 was the total
of the highest and best bids on all the real properties as shoun by the
Marshal's Returns of Ssles as filed hersin.

The Cowrt further finde that the mggregate smount of the Judgment
rendered herein is the sun of $1,090,097.76, with interest thereon on the
sun of $891,134.85, et the rate of Of per annum from May 9, 1007, until
paid, plus the coat of said sction, and thet the Plaintiff is accordingly
entitled to a deficiency jJudgment sgeinst the defendant, Alphonzo Willlems,
for the sum of $1,079,087.18, with interest therson on the eoum of $891,134.85,
at the vate of % per mnman fram May 9, 1907, until paid, plus the costs of
said action. (Out of the total bid emounts of $28,610.00, the Plaintiff,
United States of Ameriom, received the net amount of $11,010.5%3 because of
disbursements for costs of the sale and the priorities precediny ite claim

as set out by the judgment herein).



IT 16 THEREFORE ORDMRED, ADJUDGED snd DECREED iy the Cowt that
the Plaintify, Uniled States of Americn, heve and recover fran the
defendant, Alpiwmzo Willisme, a deficiency jdement in the anouwst of
$1,079,087.13, with intereet therean on the sum of $891,154.35, ot the
rote of (6 per enmw fron May 9, 1967, wntil paid, plus the costs of

nald action.

FRED DAUGHERZY
URITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Ot

Asgistant U. 5. Attorney



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

United Stetes of Anericea,
~ LS
69-C-134

VE. ‘ Civil No.

Dovid ont Mople, )
FILED
JUN 27 1968

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

<,

This day came on for consideration the petition of the United
States in this cause; and it appearing to the Court that the patient
has been fully advised of his rights as set forth in Title 42 U.S.C.
Section 3411, et seg. (Title III, Section 301, et seg. Public Law 89-793);
and the Court having determined that there is reasonable cause to believe
that the patient is a narcotic addict, and that there are not any appro-
priate State or other facilities aveilable for his treatment pursuant to
sald law, it is hereby

ORDERED that the patient be comuitted to the custody of the
Surgeon General for examination under Title 42 U.5.C. Section 3413
(Title ITI, Section 303, Public Law 89-793), to determine whether or not
he is a narcotic addict who is likely tc be rehabilitated. The written
report required of each examining physiecian shall be filed with the Court
end copies thereof furnished to the patient, not later than twenty (20)
days after the patient is received ot the faeility hereinafter designated,
end the patient shall be detained for an additional pericd of ten (lO) éays
at the institution, pending further order of the Court. Provided, however,
in the event both examining physiclans conclude in their respective written
reports that the patient is o narcotic addiet who is likely to be rehabilitated
through treatnent, and, 1f the patient by writien instrument filed with the
Court aleng with, and at the same tine as, the reports of the examining
physicians, waives any right he may bhove t¢o notice ond hearing on the issue
as to whether or not he is a nercotic eddict who is likely to be rehabilitated
through treatment, and requests that he be forthwith commitied to the care
end custody of the Surgecn General for treatment in a hospital of the Service,
rather than be returned to this Court for further proceedings, he shail be
detained at said institution for a reasonable time after the expiration of
thirty (30) days from the date he is received et said facility, pending
further order of the Court.

It Is Further ORDERED that the patient shall be transported
to the Naticnal Institute Mental Health Clinical Research Center,
3150 Horton Road, Fort Worth, Texas 76119, by the United States Marshel,
within such time as the U. 5. Mershal mey be able to transport saild
patient.

Signed the 27 day of Junc , 19 &G,

Cocore Lt D

United States District Judge




JN THE UNIZED STATES BISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERH DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United Grates of Ameries,
72
Petitioner, P
K/ i
VG. ] J CiVil NQ- -
Wm. ¥. Carlile, M.D. j
J
/
Patient. ) F ‘ L E D
J
JUN 47 190
OCRDER M. M. EWING, CLERK

1. S. DISTRICT COURT

This day came on for consideration the petition of the Unilted

tates in this cause; end it appearing to the Court that the patient, after
havinz been fully advised of his ripghts as set forth in Title L2 y.s.c.
Section 3411, et seq. (Title ITY, Section 301, et seq. Public Law 89-793),
has in open Court waived all such rights and has again expressed his desire
to obtain treatment for his addiction; and the Court having determined

that there is reasonable cause to believe that the patient is a narcotic
addict, and that there are not any appropriate State or other facilities
avallable for his treatment pursuant to said lew, it is hereby

CRDERED that the patient be committed to the custedy 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
regquired of each examining physician shall be filed with the Court and
coplies thereof furnished to the patient, not later than twenty (20) days
after the potient is rceeived at the facllity hereinafter designated, and
the patient shell be detained for an additional pericd of ten (lO) days
at the institution, pending further order of the Court. Provided, however,
in the event both examining physicians conclude in their Tespective
written reports that the patient is a narcotic addiet who is likely to
be rehabilitated through treatment, ond, if the patient by writien instru-
ment filed with the Court along with, and at the sanme time as, the reporte
of the examining physicians, walves any right he may have to notice and
hearing on the issue as to whether or not he is a narcotie addict who is
likely to be rehabilitated through ireatment, 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
CGourt for further proceedings, he shell be detained at said institution
for a reasonable time after the expiration of thirty (30) days fram the
date he is received at said faecillity, pending further order of the Court.

It Is Further ORDERED that the patient shall be allowed to proceed
to the National Institute Mental Health Clinical Research Center, 3150
Horton Road, Port Worth, Texas 7611G, without Teing taken into custody by
the United States Marshael, provided, he reports to said facility not
later than three (3) days after the date of this order.

Signed the 27th day of June 1Q§2_:

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

_/?ﬁz{rfq? rZé{,\’ﬂ%/
Upited Stafes Attorne
shrrarRatocida:




T TiHE UNITED STATSES DISTRICT COUrT FOR T
HORTHEAW DIOTRICT OF OKLAKCKA

Urited Dtates of s

, /
)
Petitioner, )
)}
vs. ) Civil Yo. £9-C-99
J
Wa. F. Carlile, M.D.
T F T e
7R G e
Patient. o
) JUN 30 i8bY

M. M. EWING, CLERK
Y. 8. DIZTRICT COURT
On this ~wr, it appearing from the reposts received

Ty this Court {which are filed coincident herewith) that both
ol RAdANINgG L. ohcions at the Naticonal Institute Mental
Heauth Clinical Research Center, Fort Worth, Texas, have deter-
mined thet the above named patient is not cone who is likely to
be .chabilitated through treatment, it is hereby CRDERED that
these proceedings be dismissed and that sald patient be dis-
cherged ﬂmﬂediatgly from the care and custody of the Surgeon
General.

Entered this 27th day orf June , 19 &g

United States District Judge



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 04

TIO WORTHENRN DIBTRICT O DHLATCLIA

AMERICAN CASUALTY COMPANY of Lleading,
Pennsylvania, a Ponnsylvenia Corporation,

laintiff,

vs, No. 69-Civil-13
DONLON INDUSTRIES, INC,, ROTO A MERICAN
CORPORATION, ROTOAMERICAN SALES CORP,,
foreign corporations; HERBERT FRUTKIN,
JOSEPIL J, S0LON, R. H, SIEGFRIED, and
HERBERT M, BILLINGTON,

FILED

JUN 30 1969

Defendants, M. M. EWING, CLERK
. 5 DISTRICT COURT
MOTION TO DISMISS

L

COMES now the American Cosualty Company of Qeading, Pennsylvania,
a Pennsylvanis Corporation, by and through thair attorneys o record,
Haotts, L.ooney, Nichols & Johnson, and moves the court that an Order be
entered diemissing this cause of action without prejudice for the reason
that plaintiff has been unable {0 obtain gervice of summons upon the defendants,
DATED this -_1'_{_”__day of June, 18G9,
/
J ) Mty
/ £ C.J. WATTS

/" 219 Couch Drive
Oklahoma City, Okla., 73102

ORDER
NOW on ﬂliﬂ&_dﬁy of June, 1968, the above cause came on to be heard
upon motion of plaintiff {o diemiss without preiudice, and the Court herebhy

dismisses this case without prejudice to the filing of a future action,

UNITED STATLCS DISTRICT JUDGE




