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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
}
Flaintifr, g CIVIL ACTION NO. 67-C-141
vs, )
) FILED
ROBERT E. MOON and HAZEL MOON, ) IN OPEN COURT
his wife, )
; SEP 3 1969
Defendants.
M. M, EWING
CLERK, U, 5. DISTRICT COURT
DEFICIENCY JU.

NOW on the | "’J"da;r of September, 1969, there came on for heering
the Motion of the Flaintiff, United States of Americe, for leave to enter a
deficiency judgment, which Motion was filed herein on August 1, 1969, and e copy
of such Motion was mmiled to the defendants, Hobert E. Moon and Hazel Moon,

Star Route B, Hominy, Oklehome 74035, The Court being fully advised and upon
congideration of such Motion finds that the fair and reascnable value of the
chettels, as of the dete of the Marshel's sale herein, to-wit, February 13, 1968,
vae the total sum of $3,400,00.

The Court further finds that the sum of $3,400.00 was the total of
the highest and best bids on the chattels as shown by the Marshal's Return of
Sale f1led herein.

The Court further finds that the asggregate smount of the Judgment
rendered herein was the sum of $5,628.15, with acerued interest in the amount of
3$93.41 as of November 15, 1967, and interest accrulng thereefter according to law,
and for the coats of this action,

The Court further finds thst the net awount realirzed by this platntiff
fram the sale of the mortgaged chattels of these defendants wes the sur of $3,276.62.

The Court further finds that in & related action brought by this
plaintiff againet the Howiny Iivestock Auction Compony (68-C<142), which action
&lleged the conversion by Hominy Livestock Auction Comwpuny of certain chattels
mortgaged to this plaintiff, the sum of $1,500.00 vas accepted by this plaintiff
in settlement of the 11sbility of Hominy Iivestock Auction Compuny and which sum
of §1,500.00 hae been credited towarde the payment of the judgment in Pfavor of

the plaintiff sgainst Robert E, Moon and Hazel Moon.



The Court further finds that after credit of the procceds of the
Marshnl's Oanle aforesaid and after credit of the settlement with Hominy Ifivestock
Auctfon Company sforesnid that there remains = deficiency of $1,15C.35 with
acerued interest of $03.81 as of July 10, 1969, nnd interest mcerulng thereafter
agcording to law, and for the costs of this action,

IT Is, THERRFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court that
the plaintiff, United tates of Americs, heve and recover from the defendants,
Robert E. Moon and Hezel Moon, o deficiency judgment in the amount of $1,15%8.35
with accrusd interest of $23.8} as of July 1C, 1969, and interest accruing

thereafter according to law, and for the costs of this sction.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVLD:

s/ Hubert H. Bryant

HUBERT H. BRYANT

Assistant 1. 5. Attorney



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

ALPHONZO WILLIAMS,
Plaintiff, 68-C-208
VS .

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

FILED

SEP 8196y

M. M. EWiNg ¢
. S. DISTRICT Qéf!g{s

Defendant.

S et nh et et St N et e

CRDER

The Court has for consideration the Motion for Summary
Judgment filed by the defendant herein, and having carefully per-
used the file, the briefs, and, being fully advised in the premises,
finds:

That this action was commenced for the refund of federal
excise taxes, penalties, and interest paid by plaintiff for the
taxable days May 18, 1957, and June 4, 1960. The instant action
was commenced on August 23, 1968,

The Court further finds that the United States filed an
action against the plaintiff in this action, and others, on July
31, 1964, Civil No, 6008, in this Court. That file reflects that
Alphonzo Williams was personally served with summons in No. 6008
on the 4th day of August, 1964; that the gravament of that com-
plant was to reduce certain tax assessments that were asserted
against Alphonzo Williams; that the file reflects that judgment
was entered against Alphonzo Williams by default; that the
taxes herein involved were part of the subject matter of the

action in No. &008.



The Government has filed a Motion for Summary Judgment,
premised on the fact that the doctrine of res judicata applies.

The Court finds that the claim herein asserted has been
litigated in cause number 6008 in this Court, has been finally
adjudicated, and may not be relitigated before this Court.

United States v, O'Connor, 291 F.24 520. Plaintiff cannot, at

this time, go behind the assessment, as the legality of the
assessment has heretofore been judicially determined in Civil number
6008.

The Court further finds that a default judgment has the
same efficacy in est;blishing res judicata as any other judgment.
Riehle v. Margolies, 279 U.S. 218; Morris v. Jones, 329 U.S.
545,

The Court, therefore, finds that the Motion for Summary
should be sustained and this cause of action should be dismissed
for the reasons hereinabove set forth.

IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the Motion for Summary
Judgnment filed by the'defendant herein be and the same is hereby
sustained.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this cause of action be and

the same is hereby dismissed.

ENTERED this = <‘lday of September, 1969.
Y
s e
/"‘{ﬂ ",_ Q o . ‘ 7"3/ A Al /

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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aob THE JieiTdsy AMATES DISTRICT COURT #OR il §Galielid
SEATRICH GF OKLAZDNA
HIRAK WATKER~G. & ., JNC., ;
a corporation, )
) ‘ /
rlaintify, % s
) )
—YSw ; CASE WO. £9-C=0Y
Y
!
HARRY L. GRIMSHAW d/b/a ]

UNITELD DEVERAGE COMPANY,

Defendant. ) E l LE D cp(’—a
gER ¢ 96T
JULGMENT M. EWING, C1.ERK
U, & DISTRICT COURE
This cause comes on regularly for trial on this _¥ ff*_

day of September, 1909, and the parties appear by their respective
attorneys. The Court examlines the pleadings and [inds that the
defendant, Harry D. Grimshaw, has I'iled hereln his answer admltting
2ll of the allegations of the Complalint. The Court thereupon inds
that all ol the statements and allegatlions contained in the Complalnt
and the exhibits attached thereto are true and that plalntilfl is
entitled to Judgment against the defendant as prayed for in the
Complaint.

IT 15 THEREFORE ORDERED AND ADJUDGEL that the plaintirnf,
Hiram Walker-G. & W., Inc., a corporation, have and recover of and
from the def'endant, Harry L. Grimshaw, the sum of Twenty-Three
Thousand Forty-Six and ©9/100 ($23,046,60; Dolliars, with interest
thereon from this date at the rate of ten (10%) percent per annum,

and an attorneys fee in the amount of Fifteen Hundred and No/ 1350

($1,500.,00) bLollars, and costs for all of which let execution lssue.




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

NINA HOELZEMAN, Administratrix of the
Estate of ROBERT HOELZEMAN, Deceased,

69nC—139'//

Plaintiff,
Vs,
MAPCO, INC,, a corporation, and

JONES & LAUGHLIN STEEL CORPORATION, -
a corporation, E l L E D )
SEP - 41969 "

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

Defendants,

ORDER REMANDING

The Court has for consideration the Motion to Remand
filed by the plaintiff herein, and the Confession of Motion to
Remand, filed by the defendants herein, and, being fully advised
in the premises, finds:

That the Motion to Remand filed by the plaintiff has been
confessed by the defendants, and, therefore, this Court lacks
jurisdiction, and this cause should be remanded to the District
Court of Tulsa County, Oklahoma.

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

‘ENTERED this féétday of September, 1969,

(. TS —

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR 'TIE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, %
Plaintiff, *  CIVIL NO, 67-C-234
*®
V8. %* TRACT NO, 417-2
*
156,12 ACRES OF LAND, MORE OR * B
LESS, SITUATE IN ROGERS COUNTY, * FILED
OKLAHOMA, KERR ENTERPRISES, * )
ET AL., AND UNKNOWN OWNERS, * SEF - o 1969
Defendants, * ‘ N

M. M. EWING, CLERK
L. & DISTRICT COURT
FINAL JUDGMENT
(Pursuant to Stipulation of Parties)

on this G!°  day of ‘yf;,.fi-“; b< ., 1969, there is
presented to this Court, by the attorney for the United States,
the matter of entering a judgment on the stipulation for just
compensatlon which has been flled in this proceeding for the taking
of the interest of the Knapp Outdoor Adverstising Corporation, a
Defendant in this action.

Accordingly, this Court, after an examination of the files
and the record of all the proceedings in this action, including
the above-referenced stipulation between the parties, and upon
the representation of the attorney for the United States, makes
the following findings:

1, That this Court has jurilsdiction over the parties
and the subject matter of this action,.

2. That under the authority set forth in the Declaration
of Taking and the Complaint in Condemnatrion filed herein on
December 1, 1967, the United States of America has acquired the
ounership of the land designated therein as Tract No. 417-2 to
the extent set forth in the Declaration of Taking.

3, That on the date of the filing of the Declaration of

Taking, the Knapp Qutdoor Advertising Corporation wag the owner
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of a leasehold interest in said tract together with an outdoor
advertising sign located thereon.

4, That on the date of the filing of the Declaration of
Taking none of the funds deposited into the reglstry of this Court
were available for distribution to sald Defendant.

. 5., That the United States of America and the Knapp
Outdoor Adveriising Corporation have agreed, pursuant to the terms
of the stipulation filed herein, that the total amount of just
compensation due said Defendant for the taking of the iInterest
acquired by this proceeding in said land is the sum of $1,522.00,
inclusive of interest.

IT 18 THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED:

1. That the United States of America 1s vested with the
ovnership of this tract of land to the extent set forth in the
Declaration of Taking.

2. That the Defendant, Knapp Outdoor Advertising Corporation,
was, on the date of the filing of the Declaration of Taking, the
owner of an interest in saild land only to the extent herelnabove
set forth,

3. That saild stipulation is approved, and that as a
result thereof total just compensation due sald Defendant is the
sum of $1,522,00, inclusive of interest, for which sum said
Defendant is hereby granted a deficiency judgment against the
United Statee of America, without interest thereon.

4, That upon payment of the amount of the deficlency
(81,522.00) into the registry of this Court, the United States of
America will have discharged all of its obligatione to said

Defendant,
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that when the amount of said
deficiency ($1,522.00) is deposited into the registry of this
Court, the Clerk of this Court shall disburse said amount by
registry draft made payable to:

Knapp Qutdoor Advertising Corxporation
which draft shall be mafled to:

Mr. Charles P. Gotwals, Jr,

2010 4th National Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119

5/9 ol O .._-é’_, _,‘k? .:;{:J. )

United States District Judge

APPROVED:

- P o, - t "
) N S H ALl
Max E. Fin&iey 4
Attorney for the United States
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IN THE UNRITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERM DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ZACK COT BAYOUTH,

rlaintiff,
vs.
FARMERS INSURANCF EXCHANGE,

a reciprocal, incorporated in

)
)
}
)
}
)
California, )
)
)

Defendant.

NO. 69-C-153

FILED

SEP9 1969

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

OEDFR_OF DISMISSAL

The above matter coming on to be heard on this ﬁz;_ day of Septem—
ber, 1969, upon the written application of the parties for a dismissal
of said action with prejudice, the Court having exasmined said application
finds that said parties have entered into a compromise gettlement cover—
ing all clefmn involved in the action and have requested the Court to
dismise saild action with prejudice to any future action, and the Court
being fully advieed in the premises, finds that said action should be
dismissed pursuant to said application.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by theCourt that
the Action of plaintiff filed herein againat the defendants ke and the

sane is hereby dismissed with prejudice to any future action.

3 L

/JUDr;E, UNITFD STATES DISTRICT COURT

APPROVAL:

SELLERS AND O'NEAL,

/'//

e %%%;
(By= " //\-—_
/ "\\“—*— -
\IEE;;neys for the Plaintiff,

ALFRED B. KNIGHT,

Attorney for the Defendant,



I8 THE UNITED STATES DISTRICYT COURT

FUR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FARMERS ELEVATOR MUTUAL INSURANCE
COMPANY,

Plaintiff,

)

)

)

)

)

V. ) Civil Ho. 69%-C-~187
)
HAROLD F, DAVIS and W.D. SPEER, )
Partners, doing business as )
TRIPLETT GRAIN AND STORAGE )
COMPANY; DOROTHY L., TRIPLETT )
ag ADMINISTRATRIX of the 3
ESTATE OF ROBERT L. TRIPLETT, )
DECEASED; and C.I.T. CORPORATION, )
)

}

FILED
SEP 91969

M M EWING, CLERK
S DISTRICT
Defendants. T COURT

DEFAULT JUDGMENT AGAINST DEFENDANTS
HARGLD ¥, DAVIS AND W. D, SPEER

In this action defendants Harold F, Davis and W. D.
Speer, having been regularly served with Summons and a
copy of plaintiff's Complaint, and having failed to plead
or otherwise defend, the legal time for pleading ov other-
wise defending having expired and the default of said
defendants, Harold F, Davis and W. D. Speer, in tho premises
having been duly entered according to isw; upon the Application
of plaintiff, judgment is hereby entered apgainst sszicd defendants
in pursuance of the prayer of saic Complaint,

WHEREFORE, by virtue of the law and by reaser ol The
premises aforesald,

IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, that plainciff,
Farmers Elevator Mutual Insurance Company, have jadmient
against defendants Harold F. Davis and W. D. Speer 2nd each

of them jointly snd severally for the sum of $53,307,10 with



interest thereon at the rate of ten pencent (10%) per annum
from the date hereof until paild and for ite costs of action
and thet plaintiffs have execution therefor.

Judgment rendered this day of September, 1969.

Clerk



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
FNORTHERN DISTRICT OF QXLAHOMA

UKITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Flaintife, CIVIL ACTION HO. 69-C=206

’ | FILED

JIM POGUE and WILLODEAN FOGUE,
SEP 11 1bb.

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

Defendants.

Thic ceuse came cn to be heard om motion of the plaintiff for defeult
Judgment for the relief demanded in the complaint, and it appeering the complaint
and sumnons in this action were served om the defendants on August 18, 1960, as
appears from the Marshal's return of service of saild summoms; that the time
within vhich the defendsuts mmy answer or othervise mrve as to the complaint
has expired; that the defendants have not answered or ctherwise moved and that
the time for defendants to answer or otheérwise move hae not been extended.

It further appesring, #s evidenced by the affidavit of the plaintirf,
that the defendants are neither infants nor incompetent persons, and that the
defendants are not in the military service of the United States.

It further appearing plaintiff's claim agsinst the defendants is for
& sum certain vhich can by computation be made certain,

IT I8 HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND. DECREED that the plaintiff recover
of the defendants the amount prayed for in the sum of $580.89, plus scorued
interest of $37.97 as of August 18, 1969, plus sdditional interest thereefter
at the rete of & per cent per annum sccruing st a daily rate of .0954 end the
costs of this action. V

Dated this _// “2~ day of Septesber, 1969,

M. M. BWING, Clerk
Unitad States District Court
for the Northern Matrict of (Oklahoma

wi_ Melo K Pirs,
Deputy
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i[ IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
! FOR THE
E " NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
i
BRUNSWICK CORPORATION, )
)
Plaintiff, )
' )
vEB. ) Civil Action No. 6434
. } _
MARSHALL C, FERRINO, etal, ) El LE D
}
Defendants. } SEP 151969
M. M. EWING, CLERK
! M. S. DISTRICT COURT
" - ORDER

Now on this 9th day of September, 1969, upon hearing had, the
above entitled cause came up in its regular order before the undersigned
Judge. of said Court, and all parties sérved being present by their counsel,
-the Court finds that the Order making additional party defendants, dated
and filed July 25, 1968, in which H, R. Miner and Blanch O. Neece were
made additional parties defendant, and summons issued thereto, was in
error and should be rescinded, and that the said H, R. Miner and Blanch
O. Neece are not necessa:iy parties to this action and neither has any

right, title, interest, judgment, lien or claim against the property which

| is the subject matter hereof or against Marshall C. Ferrino and/or

Ann Ferrino,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the previous Order Making

Additional Party Defendants of July 25, 1968, be rescinded insofar as the

; names of H, R. Miner and Blanch O. Neece are included therein, and that
H. R, Miner and Blanch 0. Neece are dismissed from this action and are
not parties and have no interest herein,

Done in dpen' court this 9th day of September, 1969.

O =

United States District Judge




CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

]
/

I, Charles P, Gotwals, Jr,, hereby certify that on the
day of September, 1969, I mailed a true and correct copy of the above and
foregoing Order, with postage fully prepaid thereoh, to the following
attorneys representing parties in said cause:

Crowe and Thieman
4111 South Darlington
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74135

Mr, Charles H, Froeb
813 Thurston National Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

Ward and Brown
500 West Tth Street
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119

Mr. L. K. Smith
914 World Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

Fellers, Snider, Baggett & McLane
2700 First National Building
Cklahoma City, Oklahoma

Mr, Glen E. Michael
415 South Denver
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

Mr. Thomas A. Landrith, Jr.
Thurston National Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

Dyer, Powers & Marsh
1501 Fourth National Bank Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119

Ll Bt

Charles P. Gotwals, Jr,




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

CAN-DO PRODUCTS, LTD.,
Plaintiff,

v. Civil Action No. 69-C-44

FILED

SEP 15196y

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

-

CRANE SALES, INC., and
ACME PRODUCTS INCORPORATED,

Mt Rt e et et Tt et et et et

Defendants.

JUDGMENT
WHEREAS, upon representations of counsel for Plaintiff,
CAN-DO PRODUCTS, LTD., and counsel for Defendants, CRANE SALES, INC.,
and ACME PRODUCTS INCORPORATED, that the parties to this cause
hgve effected settlement of their differences, and thelparties
having further agreed that this Court may urge the following
Judgment.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ADJUDGED AND DECREED:

1, That the above identified action is hereby dismissed
with prejudice;

2. That each of the parties shall bear its own costs
and attorneys fees; and

3. 'That any and all other relief prayed for by any of
the parties not specifically granted herein is in all things

denied and the parties ,are left to their settlement agreement,

. ORDERED and entered at Tulsa, Oklahoma, this /Zrdaéy of
QM
; . 1969,

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Approved and agreed as to
form and substance:

(.,

ames R. Head, Attorney for Plaintiff

. ¢ -
- i ; P P
Ny g / /( -/.n
/ il L A s

William S. Dorman, Attorney for Defendant

.((j i




IV TE UNITED STATES DISTHICT COURT FOR T
NORTHEHN DISTRICT OF OKIAHOMA

UNTTED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff, CIVIL ACTION N0, GO~(=195
v,
~ L
BORE W, PRURET, 56, 5' O
%gy,%
Ter S,
L\QUQ;(

This cause came on o be heard on motion of the platintifi for default
Judgment for the reliel demaned in the Compleint, and it eppearing the Complaint
end Summons in this action were served on the defendant on Auguet 24, 1969, as
appears frow the Marshal's return of service of ssid Summons; that the time
within which the defendant msy ensver or otherwise move as to the Complaint
has expired; that the defendant has not anewered or otherwise moved and that
the time for dafendant to answer or otherwise move has not been extended.

It further appearing, as evidenced by the sffidavit of the plaintiff,
that the defendant 4s neither an infamt nor an incompetent person, and that the
defendant 1s not in the military service off the United States.

It further eppearing plaintiff's cleim againet the defendant ls for a
sum certain which cen by computetion be mado certain.

IT I8 HERRBY ORINIRED, AINUDGED AND DECREED that the plaintiff recover
of the defendant the mmount prayed for in the sum of §$324.08, plus interest
accrued and acerulng according to law, and the costs of this action.

Dnted this _ LS dsy of September, 1969,

M, M, EWING, Clexk

United States District Court for
the Northern Dietrict of Okishome

N




LAW OFFICES
NGERMAN,
GRABEL,
UNGERMAN
& LEITER

BIXTH FLOOR
RIGHT BUILCING

LOA, OKLAHOMA

IR THE UNITED STATHYS DISTRICT COURT FOR Thi HORTUERN DISTRICT OF JKLAMMA

WILSON SPORTING GUODE €O., 3

4 corporation, 3
Plaintiff | ;

V. % N, 69=0-155

CThr PN A SRoR GBS, ) FILED
bDefendant. ; SEP 161950

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

NOW, on this ____ day of September, 1969, there came on for
hearing before the undersigned United States District Judgr the above styled
and numbered matter, Plaintiff appearing by its agents and attorneys, Ungeman,
Grabel, Ungerman & Leiter, and the Defendant, Rebert M. Williams, although
three times called in open Court came not but makes default.

Thereupon and from the files this Court finds that the Defendant
horein has been duly and properly served with suwmaony o tle time and manoer
prescribed by the Statutes and that the sald Defendant has wholly failed, re-
fused and neglected to appear and angwer hercin and is now in default.

Thereupon the Court proceeded to hear testimony of witnesses
examined in open Court and from thig testimony this Court {iods that the De-
fendant herein is prescatly iIndebted to the Plaintiff herein in the sum of
$13,138.67 with intervest thereon at the rate of 10% pey annum f{rom the 24th
day of Jupe, 196%, witil pald, and that the said amount represents the sale
of certain goods, wares and merclandise suld, shipped and delivered to this
Defendant by this Plaiutiff at the Defendant's special instance and request.

The Court further finds that the said merchandise was sold,
shipped aand delivered to the Defendant by the Plaintiff by virtue of fraudu-
lent misrepreventations made to the Plaintiif by the Defendant by the use of
the United States maills am! by reason thercof the Plaintiff herein has been
damaged to the extent of the amount due for said merchandise,

The Court further finds that wirhout the said fraud being per-
petrated by the Defendant the Plaintiff would not have parted with the said

goods, wares and merchandise.



(It ."!\

T

The Court furtbher finds that by viveue of he dneilvution of
this suit the Defendant should be oblipged to pay all the coses of this action,
incloding a reasonable attorneys fee fov Lhw vse md benciit of Plaingiff's
coungel herein, which the Court fixes in the sum of $2,5U, 00,

IT 18 THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED LY TUIS COURT that
the Plainciff, Wilson Sporting Goods Co., & corporation, have sud recover a
judgment as apainst the Defendant, Robert M. Williams, for the sum of §13,138.¢
with interest therveon at the rate of L0% per annum from the 24th day of June,
1969, until paid, together with a further sum of $2,500.00 attorneys fee and
all the accruing costs in this action, by virtue of the fraud perpetrated by

the Defendant upon the Plaintiff herciu.

Leiee Kndianaor

United States District Judge




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

ALPHONZO WILLIAME,

Plaintify, CIVIL ACTION MO, 68-C-208

vs.

UNITED STATES OF AMERIC:, FILED
Defendant. SEF 16 1368

M M. EWING, CLERK
U. S BISTRICT COURT

JUDGMENT

Pursusnt to thic Court's Order, dated September §, 1969, granting
the defendant's motion for sumery judgment and ordering the cause of action
Alsmissed;

IT IS HEHEBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DRECREED that Judgment be entered

for the defendant in this case, dismissing the plaintiff's cause of actdion.

Entored this A5 24  dsy of Sepbember, 1969,

L 2 L
UNITHD BEATES DISTRICT JUDGE

.......



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT COF CKLAHOMA

CHARLES EMERY LANGFORD,

EILED
SEP 161969

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

No. 69-c-208

Petitiodner,
vSs.

UNITED STATES BOARD OF
PAROLES, WASHINGTON, D.C.,

et Nt St st M e e e M R

Respondent.

ORDER

This matter comes on for hearing this 10th day of September,
1969, purSuént to regular notice and setting. Petitioner is
present in person and by his Court-appointed counsel, William C.
Anderson. Respondent is present by its counsel, United States
Attorney, Larry McSoud.

The Courﬁ, having examined the file herein, and having heard
the statements and arguments of Petitioner and of counsel, finds
that in this action, Petitioner seeks relief in the form of mandamus
directed against the Respondent, but that such relief is clearly
inappropriate as a matter of law. The Court therefore elects to
treat the Petition herein as one for relief under 18 U.5.C. Sec.
2255, and J. T. Willingham, the Warden of the United States Peni-
tentiary at Leavenworth, Kansas, the person having custody of
Petitioner, is hereby substituted for the United States Board of
Paroles, Washington, D.C., as Respondent herein. The Court also
elects to treat this action as a guasi-proceeding for relief under
Rule 35, F.R.Crim.P.

The Court further finds that on July 24, 1967, Petitioner was
granted a mandatory release from a federal prison sentence upon
which he had approximately 22 months left to serve; that thereafter,
on October 24, 1967, Petitioner came before this Court in (Case Nos.

67-CR~110, 67~CR-111, -and 67-CR-112, the charge in each case



-2
involving a viclation of Title 18 U.S.C. Sec. 2312, such viola-
tions having allegedly occurred while Petitioner was at large
on said mandatory release; that on October 24, 1967, Petitioner
entered a plea of guilty in each of the three said cases.

The Court further finds that in Case No. 67-CR-110, this
Court on Qctober 24, 1967, sentenced Petitioner to imprisonment
for a pe;iod of three years, to run concurrently with any mandatory
release violation time imposed on Petitioner, but that through
error, the written order filed in said case omitted the provision
that the three-year sentence was to run concurrently with such
mandatory release vioclation time; that in Case No. 67-CR-111, this
'Court sentenced Petitioner to imprisonment for a period of three
years, to run concurrently with the sentence imposed in No. 67-CR-110;

'

and that in Case No. 67-CR-112, this Court suspended imposition of
sentence, and placed Petitioner on probation for a period of tweo
years to commence at the expiration of sentences imposed in Nos.
67-CR~110 and 67-CR-111; that thereafter, the error in reducing
the sentence imposed in No. 67-CR-110 to writing was called to the
attention of the Court, and on April 25, 1968, an order nunc pro
tunc was filed in said Case correcting the judgment and commitment
entered therein in pertinent part as follows:

" *IT IS FURTHER ADJUDGED that the sentence imposed

herein shall run concurrent with any mandatory release

viclation time imposed by such authorities.’'

"It is further ordered that this order shall be
effective as of the 24th day of October, 1967."

The Court further finds that on October 16, 1967, the United
States Board of Paroles issued a warrant for Petitioner's retaking
for violation‘of the terms of his mandatory release; that at the
time of sentencing in Case Nos. 67-CR-110, 67-CR-111 and 67-CR-112,

this Court was advised that said violator's warrant was being



_3_
forwarded to the United States Attorney to be served upon
Petitioner; that said viclator's warrant has not to date been
served upon Petitioner, and remains lodged as a detainer with
prison officials at Leavenworth Penitentiary to be served upon
Petitioner upon expiration of his sentence in Case No. 67-CR-110;
that in September of 1963, the United States Board of Paroles
held a hearing at Leavenworth Penitentiary for the purpose of
GEtermining whether to serve said violator's warrant upon
Petitioner, such hearing having been attended by Petitioner
without the assistance of counsel; that the result of such
hearing was a decision by the United States Board of Paroles not
to serve said violator's warrant, and that Petitioner should
continue to expiration his sentence imposed by this Court in
Case No. 67-CR-110.

The Court further finds that it was the intention of this
Court in sentencing Petitioner in Case No. 67-CR~110, that
Petitioner should serve no more than three years imprisonment,
including mandatory release violation time; that the sentences
imposed by this Court in Case No. 67-CR-110, as corrected by
order nunc pro tunc, and in Case Nos. 67-CR-~111 and 67-CR-112,
are therefore void, illegal, invalid and should be held for
naught; that such sentences are void, illegal and invalid for
the reason that {1} they either attempt to order the United States
Board of Paroles to serve its violator's warrant, an order which
is beyond the authority of this Court, or (2) because they condi-

tion the beginning of such sentences upon service of the parole

violator’s warrant by the United States Board of Paroles, an
action which may never occur, and therefore such sentences are

void as vague and.indefinite; and that such sentences are also



—d -
void for the reason that at the time of sentencing, this Court
was advised that service of the violator's warrant was imminent,
an event which did not take place.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
sentences imposed by this Court in Case Nos. 67-CR-110, 67~CR-111
and 67-CR-112 are illegal, inwvalid, void and are hereby vacated
and held for naught.

IT IS FURTHER OQRDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that resentencing
in Case Nos. 6%—CR—110, 67-CR-111 and 67-CR-112, be and the same
hereby is deferred to a later date.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Petitioner
is ordered released forthwith, to return to his home at Pleasanton,
Kansas: Petitioner is directed by the Court to remain in communica-
tion with his Court-appointed counsel and to be available for such

further proceedings in these matters as the Court shall deem

- )=

JUDGE OF THE DISTRICT COURT

necessary.

APPROVED:

WILLIAM C, ANDERSON,
Attorney for Petitioner

torney for Respondent
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR

THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

KAW VALLEY OIL COMPANY, INC.,
Plaintiff,

No. Civ 69~-C-21

FILED

SEP 221969

M. M. EWING, CLERK
MOTION TO DISMISS WITHOUT PREJUDICE Y- & DISTRICE QOURT

vSs.

THE SECRETARY OF INTERIOR OF
U894, et al,

ot e e e et e et o et

Defendant.

Plaintiff respéétfully moves the Court to,dismiss

r% DE WA'ITS
Drive
Clty, Oklahoma 73102

Attorne for Plaintiff

action, without

prejudice,

ORDER
Upon application of Plaintiff,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that this action be dismissed, without

:Zu AM

U. S. DISTRICT JUDGE

prejudice, at cost of Plaintiff,

Copy of above Motion and Order mailed to Robert P. Sanfee, Assistant
United States Attorney, Federal Building, Tulsa, Oklahorga, Attorney
for Defendants, on Sepiember /£, 1969,

CLYDE / ATTS
‘.




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

W. R. CAVETT, ;
| Plaintiff, ;
vs., g No. 69-C-121
SKELLY OIL COMPANY, ; ) .
Defendant., g El LE D
SEP 291969

o ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE M. M. EWING, CLERK
L. S DISTRICT COURT

Plaintiff moves to dismiss his action against Defendant

without prejudice. The reasons asserted in support of the Motion
are financial difficulties and the need for additional discovery
requiring considerable time and expense.

As a Motion for Summary Judgment by Defendant pends, the
Motion is made under Rule 41(a)(2), F.R.Civ.P., 28 U.S.C.A. 1In
this situation end under this Rule, the Plaintiff shall not be
permitted to dismiss save upon order of the Court and upon such
terms and conditions as the Court deems proper. The Motion is
addressed to the sound judicial discretion of the Court. Moore v.

C. R. Anthony Company, 198 F.2d 607 (Tenth Cir. 1952).

Considerable work has been done in this case. The same has
been transferred from the Northern District of Texas to this
District which required the Defendant to employ Texas counsel and
accomplish a significant legal effort. Extensive Interrogatories
have been served and Answered. Four depositions have been taken.
Affidavits have been prepared and filed herein. A Motion for
Summary Judgment with brief has been prepared and filed by the

Defendant, In these circumstances, the Defendant will be greatly

prejudiced by a dismissal without prejudice unless the Court



imposes certain conditions upon the dismissal.

Acéordiﬁgly, the action on Motion of the Plaintiff is.dis—
missed without prejudice upon the following conditions:

1. If Plaintiff refiles this action, it may only be filed
in this Disfrict without the joinder of additional parties and
for assignment to the undersigned Judge who is familiar with the
controversy.

2. All Interrogatories and Answers herein, all depositions
taken herein aﬁd all Affidavits filed herein may be filed in any
new filing of this action and apply therein the same as if they
were taken therein.

The Court finds that by the imposition of the foregoing

conditions the Defendant will not be greatly prejudiced by grantin

the Motion. Klintworth v. Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Co., 39

F.R.D. 330 (D S.Car. 1966).

It is so ordered this < 2 day of September, 1969.

;ézzaaf »{)au¢&jrﬁﬁztféz

Fred Daugherty
United States District Judge
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT OF THE
' NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

F. H. LINNEMAN CONSTRUCTION
COMPANY, INC., )

Plaintiff, )
v Civil Acticn
vs. : ) File No. 6244

AALCQ CONSTRUCTION CO., Inc., 3
A Corporation, and ROBERT W.

Défendants . ) F H L E D
SEP 2 <1504

M. M. EWING, CLERY
JUDGMENT U. 8. DISTRICT CouRy

On the 3fd day of September, 1969, this cause of action
came on for an Evidentiary Hearing before the Court, Luther Bohanor
United States District Judge, presiding and the issues having been
fully tried and a decision having been reached, and based upon the
findings of fact and conclusions of law this day filed herein;

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED By this
Court, that the Plaintiff, F. H. LINNEMAN CONSTRUCTION COMPANY,
INC., recover from the Garnishee the sum of $40.00 being the items
for expense being denied by the Court as unreasonable and improper
charges to the job, with interest thereon at the rate of 6% per
annum from this date.

DATED This 1 day of September, 1969.

(23
;%ZQEﬁia—ﬁtdhﬂ/’

United States District Judge




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

ALLSTATE INSURANCE COMPANY, a
Foreign Insurance Corporation,

Plaintiff, 68-C-167
VS .
SILED
SEP 2 41969

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

RAYMOND L. CALL, et al.,

et M S Tt et N et et

Defendants.

ORDER

The Court has for consideration the Motion for Summary
Judgment filed by plaintiff herein, and having carefully perused
the entire file and briefs and pleadings of the parties, and
being fully advised in the premises, finds:

That defendants have conceded the allegations made in
said Motion for Summary Judgment and Brief in Support thereof
are true.

The Court further finds that Title 47 0,.5.A. §7-201, pro-
vides:

"The provisions of this chapter, requiring deposit of
security and suspensions for failure to deposit security,
subject to certain exemptions, shall apply to the driver
and owner of any vehicle of a type subject to registra-
tion under the motor vehicle laws of this state which is
in any manner involved in an accident upon the highways
of this state, which accident has resulted in bodily
injury to or death of any person or damage to the proper-
ty of any one person in excess of One Hundred Dollars
(3100.00)."

The Court further finds that the Oklahoma Supreme Court
and the United States Court of Appeals, Tenth Circuit, have found



that within the motor vehicle financial responsibkbility law, a

motor vehicle liability policy, such as is required for the ter-

mination of the suspension of a license or registration is distin-

guishable from an automobile liability policy procured wvoluntarily,

and a certificate ¢of the existence of a motor vehicle liability po-

licy must be filed to constitute proof of financial responsibility,
and liability thereunder is absolute with the occurrence of injury
or damage. U. S. Fidelity & Guaranty Co. v. Walkex, 329 P.2d 852;
Adriaensséns v. Allstate Insurance Company, 258 F.2d 888. There is
no suggestion that the insured had evér been required te furnish
proof of financial responsikility or that the policy issued to him
had ever been certified, and, therefcre, absoclute liability is
without application.

With reference to defendants' request for taxation of
costs, Rule 58 of the Pederal Rules of Civil Procedure provides
in part that entry of judgment shall not be delayed for the taxing
of costs, and further that every judgment shall be set forth on a se-
parate document. In this connection, the Court.also finds that
defendants are not prevailing parties in this litigation.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the mcotion for summary
judgment filed by plaintiff herein be and the same is hereby sustained .
and judgment is entered in favér of plaintiff and against defendants,

and, this cause of action is dismissed.

ENTERED this.@ggday of September, 1969.

o T

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

) TYLSA DIVISION 6 9 - - 2 3 5

FAYBELLE V. HANEY, *  CIVIL ACTION
mother of, and .

JESSIE DONALD HANEY *  NO. o

son of JESSE WAYNE HANEY "

o % SBECTION clILED
Vs, .

SEP 25 1969

McDERMOTT INTERNATIONAL, INC.

and INSURANCE COMPANY OF * M. M. Ewing, CLER
NORTH AMERICA . Y- 8. DISTRICT ¢y

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
judgment in favor of complainants, Maybelle V. Haney and
Jessie Donald Haney and against the defendant, McDermott
International, Inc. in the sum of SEVEN THOUSAND AND NO/100
($7;000.00) DOLLARS and Court costs.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upon
payment of this judgment, McDermott International, Inc.,
their officer, directors, stockholders; servants; agents;
employees, insurers, underwriters, SUCCessors, assigns and
any othe; persons for whom they may be responsible in the
premises, be and they are hereby forever discharged of and
from any further liability to complainants, Maybelle V.
Haney and Jessig Donald Haney, mother and son of Jesse Wayne
Heney, a seaman, under the Jones Act; in tort, in admiralty;
lor wages, maintenance and cure, and under the General
HMaritime Law, for unseaworthiness; in maritime tort under
Article 2315 of the Louisiana Givil Cede and the laws of
the United States and the laws of the State of Cklahoma

and the laws of any other State, at common law, in equity or

otherwise.
R ‘ y & .
Tulsa, Cklahoma, this ff=- day of , 1969,

Cogithoe Fallassr

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




VS,

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

SNYDER-ASHLEY ENTERPRISES, INC.,

Plaintiff,

ALLIED ARTISTS PICTURE CORPORATION,

Defendant.

ORDER

69-C-237

FILED

SEP 291969

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

The Court, being under a duty to inquire into its juris-

diction at all times, finds:

That this cause was originally commenced in the District

Court of Tulsa County, Oklahoma, and was removed to this Court.

The Court finds that the allegations for removal are in-

sufficient reference diversity of citizenship, in that the principal

place of business is not alleged in the petition for remcval as

to either corporation, although the principal place of business of

the plaintiff is alleged in the original complaint fileqd in the
T

State Court.

The failure to allege principal place of business is not

a technical matter. It is fundamental,

The federal court is a

court of limited jurisdiction. This Court has a responsibility

to accept jurisdiction in all proper cases. It also has a greater

obligation to protect the jurisdiction of
of comity to the State court and fairness
chosen it as their forum. Where there is
diction, the doubt should be construed in

case to the State where there is no doubt

the State Court, by reason
to litigants who have
doubt as to federal juris-
favor of remanding the

as to its jurisdiction.



Accordingly, sua sponte, the Court must and does hereby re-
mand this case to the State Court from which removed,

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that this cause of action be and
the same is hereby remanded to the District Court of Tulsa County,
Oklahoma.

ENTERED this — day of September, 1969.

P

: ~
) i _/ T b AN
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




I¥ THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CQURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of Awerica, )
)

Plaintiff, CIVIL NO, €9-Ca78
vs.
David W. Little and Doris '
Little, husbant end wife, eand o
Heray Blocker, a single person, ; P

Defendants.

QRDER CONFTRMING MARSHAL'S SALE

NOW, on this jmj day of __ Beptember, 19 69, there comes on

for consideration the liotion to Confirm Sale made by the United States
Marshal for the Horthern District of Oklahom& on

under an Order of Sale dated July 30, 1969, of the following-described

property, to-wit: Lot Eight (8), Block Five {5), Suburben Acres
Second Addition to the City of Tulae, Coumty
of Tulsa, Stete of Oklahcms, aceording to the
recorded Pixt thereof,

and the Court having examined the proceedings of the United States Marshal

under the gaid Order of Saele, there being no exceptions thereto and no oue
appearing in opposition thereto, finds thet due and legnl notice ot the

sale was given once & week for four (&) comsecutive weeks prior to the

date of said sale in the Pulge Deily Legal News 8 neWspeper of general
circulation in Tuiss County, State of Oklshowa, and that on the day

fixed therein the aforesaid property was sold to the Admin. of Veteransy Affaivs,

“he being the highest and best bidder therefor.

The Court finds that the sale was in all respects in conformity
with the law and judgment of this Court and wes legal in all respects.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the United
States Marshal's Sale made pursuant to the Order of Sale heretofore issued
herein, be, and the same i3 approved and confirmed.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Doyle W. Forsman, United States
Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma, execute and deliver to the
purchaser, the Admin. of Vetersans Affairs » © good and sufficient deed

for the above-described reel property.

APPROVED: /)///ﬂ, /0/7), ; 'Mﬁ

I‘IPED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

ROBERT P, augmﬁ
Assistant U, S, Attorney



IN THE UNTTED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERF DISTRICT CF OKLAHOMA

United States of Awerica,
69=C=102

Pleintiff, CIVIL NO.

Thomas Robext Smith snd Carolyn Key

falti, Jaek Shephard and fhirley L.

Shephard and Giglahiomn Fatural Gas
pany, & eorporation, Defendants,

)

)

V5., ;
Preston L. Ray end Shirley M. Ray, %
)

)

ORDER CONFIRMING MARSHAL'S SALE

o, T

Baptenber 69 L TR TR
NOW, on this day of ; 19___, there comes on

for consideration the Liotion to Confirm Sale made Ly the United States

Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma on

July 30, 1969
under an Order of Sale dated ’ * of the following~described

Lot Three (3), Block Forty-one (41) Valley
Viev Acres Second Additien to the City of
Talws, Tulsa Comty, Oklahoma, sceording to
the recorded plat thevreor,

rroperty, to-wit:

and the Court having examined the proceedings of the United States Marshal
under the seid Order of Sele, there being no excepiions thereto and no oue
appearing in opposition thereto, finds that due and legal notice of the
sale was given once # week for four (4) consecutive weeks prior to the
Tulss Deily legal News
date of said sele in the , 8 newspaper of general
Tulsa
circulation in County, State of Oklehowa, and that on the day
the Admin. of Veterans Affalrs
fixed therein the eforesaid property was sold to s
"he being the highest and best bldder therefor.
The Court finds that the sale was in all respects in conformily
with the law and Jjudguent of this Court and wes legel in all respects.
IT IS THEREFORE QRDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the United
States Marshel's Sale mede pursuant to the Order of Sale herctofore issued
herein, be, and the same is approved and confirmed.

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

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

the Admin. of Vetersns Affalis
purchaser, 3

ﬁg/iéi;¥ﬁ§iwg' é{é ;jﬁi;iif{;//

TONRFED STATES DISTRICT JUBGE

8 good and sufficient deed

for the above-described real property.

gistant U. S, Attorney



