IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FLETCHER FOSTER,

Petitloner,
vE NO., 69-C-219
RAY H. PAGE, WARDEN, Oklahoma

State Penitentliary, Mchlester, FILED ,

Okl#ahoma,

Respondent, JAN 01970
M. M. EWING, CLERK
ORDER U. 5. DISTRICT COURT

The Court has before if a Petitlon for Writ of Habeas Corpus
filed by State prisoner Fletcher Foster, pro se, wherein‘the petl-
tioner alleges that his United States Constitutlonsl rilghts have
been abridged In the ollowing particulars, to-wit:

1. That he did not intelllgently walve his right to sppeal
because he wag not asdvlsed of guch rights, and one cannat intelli-
gently waive what he does not know exilsts,

2. That his guilty plea was not volun?ary, but rather he was
forced to enter s guilty plea because the‘Jailer and his wife told
him he could not get a fair trilsl.

3. That the Court deniled petlitioner's request for a mental
examination and he was thereby deprlved of the defense of not gullty
by reason of insanity. That at the time of his ples and zentence he
wae an escapee from a mental institution where he had been committed
ag a sexual peychopath; and that he was deprived of equal protection
of the law because he wag an indigent and could not afford a paychio-
trist.

4, That the trial Court lacked Jjurisdiction of his person,
vubject matter, and authority under law to pronounce judgment and
gentence apaingt the petitioner,

5. That the sentence was excessive and rendered under 1nfluence
of pezsion and ﬁrejudice.

The Court has carefully read the petitlion, response and flles of

record of the State Court proceedings and determines that the petition



eowitnout merit and should be deniedr Thig Court finde thét the
vnld "ilec and transcripte of the State proceedings support the
Court's findinge as cet out below, to-wit:

1. That the petitioner was under no coercion, duregse or force,
avert or subtle, which induced the petitioner to enter a plea of
ouilty.

2. That the trial Court on three occasions informed the peti-
tiosner in clear and concise language of hig right to appeal and of -
Tered to grant petlitioner tlme 1n which to appeal and have aﬁcase

cue, and that petitloner denied any intent ts appeal and apecific-
2lly reguested that he be immedlately sentenced and gent to the
State penitentiary.

3. That, at the time defendant's attorney made the motion for
a mental competency examination, said attorney offered to the Court
no grounde showing a doubt of the present sanity of the accused, al-
though such showing was especifically requested by the trial Court.

Tne trlal Court, therelore, had no grounds upon which the Court coula
bzee the need for such examinatlion; and, in fact, the defense attorney
nad in hie pogsesslon a letter from the instltutlon from which peti-
tioner 1s an escapee which states that the accused was competent to
tell right from wrong, although such letter was not entered in evidence
until the hearing on the State petition for habeas corpus.

4, That leck of Jurisdiction of the trial Court over the accused,
who was present In person, and over the subJect matter of the offenses
charged 1s wholly without merit.

5. "Thzt the sentence was clearly wilthin the limits as set out in
the Statutes of the State of Cklahoma, and the record supports the sen-
tence imposed by the triasl Court; therefore, this Court will not review
oy digturb such sentence,

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the Petitlon lor Writ of Habeas
Corpug be and it is hereby denied.

Entered thiscngébchay of December, 1963, at Tulsa, Cklahoma,

Ze S



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JERRY WAYNE FOX,

Petitioner,
Vs, No. 69-¢-23h 7
RAY H. PAGE, WARDEN, Oklahoma

State Penitentiary, Mchlester, Fl LE D rl ¢

Oklahoma,

' Respondent ., JAN D 1970
M. M. EWING, CLERK
ORDER U. §. DISTRICT. COURT

The Court has before it a pro sge petition for Writ of Habeas
Corpus filed by Jerry Wayne Fox, a prisoner in the Oklahoma State
Penitentiary, wherein ﬁetitisner alleges his United States Consti-
tutional rightes have been abrildped because hieg arrest was 1lllegal
gince there was no probable caugfe far such arrest, the search and
geizure immediately Collowlng the arrest wasz l1llegal, and there was
ns probable cauge shown 1n the preliﬁinary hearing. Further, peti-
tioner names as a party respondent the State of Oklahoma.

The Court has carefully read the petition, response and at-
tached transcripte of the State proceedings, and determines that the
petition herein ig without merit and ghould be denied. From gaid
State transcripts and records the Court finds that the petitioner,
while represented by counsel of his own chooging, entered a voluntary
ples of puilty; and that such voluntary plea of gulilty walves prior
procedural defects and Constitutlonal Infirmities if any there be;
and thzt 8 sentence entered after such voluntary plea 1s not subject
to collateral attack.

Further, the Court finds that the State of Oklahoma 1s not a
proper party respondent, and pursuant to Rule 21 of the Federal Rules
of Clvil Procedure the Court should motu proprio drop asg party re-
gpondent the State »f Oklahoma and dismlss the cause of action as to it.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that this cause of &ction as to the
State of Oklzhomz be and it 1= hereby dismisgsed, and the State of

Gklnhoma 1s dropped as party respondent.



IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Petition f{or Writ of Habeas
Corpus be and the same 12 hereby denled.

Entered this j/.w@day of December, 1969, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
GLENN BRUMLEY,
Petitioner,
v, N0, £9-C-2338

RiY H. PAGE, WARDEN, Oklahoma

Strte Penitentiary, McAlester, FIL;ED

Qklihoma,
Respondent. JAN 51979
: M. M. EWING, CLERK
ORDER U. S. DISTRICT COURT,

The Court has before it a Petition for Wrlit of Hapeas Corpus
winerein the petitioner names as a party respondent the State of
Oklanoma; and, wherein the petitisner, Glenn Brumley, alieges that
ne is restrained in the Cklahoma State Penitentiary'unlawfully and
that his United States Constitutional rights have been abridged in
the [ollowing particulars, to-wit:

1. That there was irregularity ln the proceedings of the
centencing Court oI the State of Oklahoma;

2. That hig sentences were excessive;

3. That his pleas of gullty were entered becaucse of agreement
with the State that was not kept; and

4, That he wss denied his rilght to appeal.

Petitioner further alieges that he haz exhausted his State
remedles by Petition for Post-Conviction Appeal and,or Writ of Habeas
Corpug to the Court of Criminal Appeals of the State of Oklanoma.

The Court has carefully reviewed the petition, response, and
transcript of the proceedlngs of the sentencing Court in Case No.
22428 and No. 22481, filed in the Distriet Court of Tulsa County,
Oklshoma; and, thls Court inds that sald record reflects that there
vere no irrepgularities In the State proceeding, and that the State
Court carefully and in clear and conclee langusge gave petltioner
the beneflt and protection of hls Conetitutional rights. That the
zentence 1mpoeed 1s within the limits of the Statutes of the State

~

of Oklahoma and therefore 1s not here subject to review. That the



netitloner's pleo of psuilty was voluntary as rellected by saild State
Court record wherein the State Court asked petltisner, "Now, has any-
sne, Mpr. Brumley, promlsed you anything whatsoever to get you to

enter your plea of gullty in either 22428 or 2208171" To this guestion
(:len Brumley, petitioner herein, responded, "Na, Sir." Further, the
Court findg that the right t5 appeal wag fully, in clear and concilce
language explained to the petitioner in the State proceeding. The
Court, therefore, Tfinds that the petition herein is frivolouts and
without basis in fact and that sald petitiosn should be denied,

Further, the Court finds that the State of Oklahgma ig not &
vroper party respondent, and pursuant to Rule 21 of the Federal Rules
of Civil Procedure the Court should motu propris drop as party re-
spondent the State of Oklahoma and dlsmigs the cause of actlon as
ta it,

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that this cause of action as to the
State of Oklahoma be and it is hereby diasmissed, and the State of
Oklahoma is dropped 2s a party respondent,

IT I3 FURTHER ORDERED that the Petition fsor Wrlt of Habeas Corpus
be and 1t 1s hereby denied,

Entered this 557/ ay of December, 1969, at Tulsca, Oklahoma.



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT I'OR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
DONALD STOCKTON,
Petitioner, .
ve, NO. 69-C-2iL /!
RAY H. PAGE, WARDEN, Oklahoma

State Penitentiary, MchAlester, FILED ,Dg
4 N

Cklahoma,

Respondent. JAN 51970
ORDETR M. M. EWING, CLERK

U. S. DISTRICT COURT
The Court hag belore 1t a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus,

{iled by Attorney f{or Donald Stockton, whereln it is alleged that
the petitioner was Tound guilty by a Jury and timely notice of ap-
perl was made, that the petitioner's parente paid in full the at-
torneys! fees for £aid appeal; that gald attorneys falled to perflect
the appeai. The petltioner further alleges that such lailure to
perfect his appeal by his attorneys, when they had been fully poid
ts dz 8o, ig 8 denisl of hies Constitutlonal rignhts to due process

of law, equal protection 2f the law, and to the effective assistance
of council. PFurther, petltloner names as a party respondent the
State of Oklahoma.

The Court flnde that the petitioner has completely falled to
ghow the Court that the petltloner hag been denled due procesg of
law, equal pratection »f the law, or the eflfective agsistance of
counsel, which would entitle him to a Writ of Habeas Corpus. The
failure to perfect an appeal by an attorney, selected and retalned
by the petitioner's own free cholce, 18 not of 1ltself a denial of a
Constitutional right that would give this Court Jurlsdiction to act
in a habeas corpus proceeding. The petition should be denied.

Further, the Court flnds that the State of Oklahoma 18 not a
proper party respondent, and pursuant to Rule 21 5f the Federal Rules
of Civil Procedure the Court should motu proprls drop as a party
respondent the State of Oﬁlahoma and dismias the caucse of actiosn as

to 1t.



17 I&, THEREFORE, ORDERED that this cauge of actlon ag to the
State of Oklahoma bhe ond 1t is hereby dismilscsed, and the State of
Oklahoma 12 dropped as party respondent.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the petition lor writ of habeas
corpug be and the =ame 1s hereby denied,

Entered this jay of December, 196G, at Tulss, Oklahoma.

Com,
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TN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FO!
HORTHERW DIBTRICT OF CKLANCHA

United States of Ameriles, )
) .
Petiticner, ) /
y .
vs. g Civil Fo.  6-0-295
Floyd Johnson, ) P
) - 3 iz ,
)
Patient. ) Jed Bary
)
M B EWING pp o=
; ;7'_;“.',/'!{.1_@: CLEr -
T e dsihe o QQLIT
On this date, it appearing from the rencris recelved /49”

By this Court {which are Tiled coincident herewith) That both
of the examining physicions at the Naticnzal Irstitute Mentcl
Heelth Clinical Research Center, Fort Worth, Texas, have deter-
mined that the above naemed patient is not one who is likely to
be rehabilitated through treatment, it is herelby ORDERDD that
these proceedings be dismissed and that sald patient be dis-
charged imnediately Trom the care and custody of the Surgeon
General.

Entered this £3ta  day of Deceaber » 16 &9

;:24;5Z;Jf jtidLéiﬁéﬁ4ﬁbﬂﬂd7

United Stotes District Judze




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE MORTHERN DISTRICT OF OQKLAHOMA F l L E D

Civil Action No. 5861 "
JANT 157U

M M EWING, CLERK

WILSHIRE OIL COMFANY OF TEXAL, i 5. DISTRICT COURT

8 corporation,

V8. JUDGMENT PURSUANT TO MANDATE

)
)
)
Plaintiff, )
)
)
}
L. ¥. RIFFE, et al.,

Dafendants.

This matter comesa on for heariag Januvary 7, 1970 before
the Court for the purpose of entering judgment pursuant o the
mandate of the United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth
Circuit in the case of Wilshire Cil Company of Texas, & corpora-
tion, Appellant vs. L. E. Riffe, Appellee (Civil Action No. 10049;
now reported in 406 .24 1081). This watter also comes on fox
hearing before the Court on Plaintiif's (Wilghire) Motion re
Entry of Judgment Pursuant to Mondate. The Court has heard the
repreasentations and arguments of counsel for both parties; iz
mindful of the opinion and decision of thae Court of Anpenls,
referred to - wa; and being satisfied in the premises:

IT IS5 ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AMND ORCRULD:

1. That judgment be entered on behalf of Plaintiff,
Wilshire Oil Company of Texas and against Defendant. L. L. Riffe,
in the principel amount of 541,542.67, with interest at the rate
of 10% per annum, under the appropriate statute of the btate of
Oklahoma, to commence running from the date of this judament

until paid.



2. Regarding Plaintiff's motion and praver that interest
at the rate of 6% per annum be added to the said principal of
$431,542.67 from and after the date of August 13, 1965, to and
including the date of the instant judgment, as set forth in
Plaintiff’'a motion considered hereunder, the same is denied
as not being permitted within the purview of the Appellate Court's
mandate in appellate action number 10049, referred to in the
premises above.

This ORDER, JUDGMENT and DECREE is entered this ;ZZ;

day of January, 1970.

By the Court:

LUTHER BOHANON

LUTHER BOHANNON
United States District Judoe

Approved as to Form
and Substance:

Richard H. Shaw

for MODESITT AHD BHAT
Suite 1500, 1700 bBroadway
Denver, Colorado 80202

obert J. Woolsey for

FARMER, WONLL @¥, FLIPPO & BAILEY INCORFORATED
602 National ik of Tulsa Building

Tulsn, Oklahoma 741023

By
Attorneys for Wilshire 0il Company of Texas, a corporation

Gerald G. Stamper for
THORNTON & STAMPERER

1111 Mid-Continent Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma

v Hutallih Stz o

Attorneys for Defendant, L. B. Riffe
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T UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERW DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

THORP SALES CORPORATION and )
THORP SBMALL BUSINESS INVEST- }
MENT CORPORATION, )
Plaintiffs, g Fl LE D
) Fo. O7-C-197
ve. g JAN 71970
Defendant. ) - 8. DISTRICT, COLRT

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

NOW on this Tth day of Jeanuary, 1970, upon etipulastion of the
partiea:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERMD ADJUNGED AND DECREED that the sbove entitled
metter be and the same 1s hereby dlsmissed wita prejudice al the cost of the

defendant.

. - D e e e
; B

JUDGE OF THE UNLTED STATES DISTRICT COURT




UNITED STATES DISTRICT GOURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
PLAINTIFF,
v. CIVIL NO. 67-C-234
TRACTS NOS. 412, 412-2,
417-1, 417-2,

417-3 and
41??4

FICED

(Pursuant to Stipulation of Parties) JAN'T 1970

M. M. EWING, CLERK
i - U.  CLERK
On this 7 — _day of QJA/W(/; v S! D]|_§T‘%9T EHQ?E

156.12 ACRES OF LAND, MORE OR
LESS, SITUATE IN ROGERS COUNTY,
OKLAHOMA, KERR ENTERPRISES,

ET AL., AND UNKNOWN OWNERS,

S S S S S M S N S N o

DEFENDANTS.

is presented to this Court the matter of entering judgment on the
STIPULATION FOR JUST COMPENSATION between the United States of
America, Plaintiff, and Kerr Enterprises, a limited partnership,

D. A, McGee, G. W. Flint, Jr., Joan Flint, Allen E. Barrow, Dorothy
Barrow, and the LeFlore Land, Cattle and Investment Company, Inc.,
Defendants, and which has heretofore been filed in this action for
the above-referenced tracts.

Accordingly, this Gourt, after examination of the files
and the records of all the proceadings in this action, including the
above-referenced stipulation between the parties, and upon the
repregsentations of the attorneys of said parties, makes the following
findings:

1. That this Court has jurisdiction 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 Condemmation filed herein on
December 1, 1967, the United States of America has acquired the

ownership of the land designated therein as Tracts Nos. 412, 412-2,



-2 -

417-1, 417-2, 417-3 and 417-%4 to the extent set forth in the
Declaration of Taking.

3. That on the date of the filing of the Declaration of
Taking, the sum of $65,880.50 was deposited into the registry of
this Court for the taking of the interests acquired by these pro-
ceedings in said land insofar as the ownership of the above-named
Defendants therein is concerned.

4. That by previous orders of this Court, the total sum
of $50,242.64 has already been disbursed to said Defenaants, or on
tﬁeir behalf, but that there still remains on deposit, available
for distribution, the sum of $15,637.86 (interest of LeFlore Land,
Cattle and Investment Company, Inc. in Tracts Nosg, 417-1, 417-2,
417-3 and 417-4).

5. That on the date of the filing of the Declaration of
Taking the fee simple estate in said land was owned collectively
by all of said,Defendaﬁts, subject only to a portion of the mineral
estate owned by third parties, and to a leasehold interest therein
for outdoor advertising purposes owned by the Knapp Outdoor Advertising
Company.

6. That said Defendants and the United States of America
have, in accordance with the terms of the stipulation filed herein,
agreed that the toﬁal amount of just compensation due to all of said
Defendants collectively for the taking of the estate acquired by
this proceeding in said land is the sum of $72,295.75, inclusive of
interest.

IT IS5 THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED:

A, That on December 1, 1967, the United States of America
became vested with the ownership of these tractg of land to the

extent set forth in the Complaint and Declaration of Taking.



-3 -

B. That said Defendants collectively were, on the date
of the filing of the Declaration of Taking, the owners of said land
as hereinablve set forth.

C. That said stipulation between the United States of
America and said Defendants is hereby approved, and that as a result
thereof the total amount of just compensation due said Defendants
collectively is éhe sum of $72,295.75, inclusive of interest.

I}. That the difference between the total amount deposited
for said Defendants (5%65,880.50) and the total amount of just compen-
sation ($72,295.75) is the sum of $6,415.25, for which.sum said
Defendants are hereby granted a deficiency judgment against the
United States of America without interest thereon.

E. That when the amount of said deficiency is deposited
into the registry of this Court, the United States of America will
ha§e discharged all of its obligations to said Defendants.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that when the amount of the deficiency
judgment provided for herein has been deposited into the registry of
this Court, the Clerk of this Court shall make disbursement thereof,
together with the funds still on deposit and available for distribu-
tion ($15,637.86), by check made payable to:

7 Kerr Enterprises, a limited partnership,
D. A. McGee, C. W. Flint, Jr., Joan Flint,
Allen E. Barrow, Dorotihy Barrow, and the
LeFlore Land, Cattle and Investment Company,
Inc.

which check shall be mailed to:

Ted D, Fostexr, Jr.
1500 Kermac Building

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102 ﬂ;ii%fgzij
cii]ﬁagéZ?STATEs DIS

APPROVED: TRICT JUDGE

"B FINDLEY Attorney

Department of JUStlcf E ge

TED D. FOSTER JK., Attorne JOHN 5. ATHENS, Attorney for
Kerr Enterprlses, D A, McGee, C. W. Flint, Joan Flint,
and LeFlore Land, Cattle & Allen E. Barrow & Dorothy Barrow

Investment Company, Inc.



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

PLAINTIFF,

/

V. CIVIL NO. 67-C-234
156.12 ACRES OF LAND, MORE OR
LESS, SITUATE IN ROGERS COUNTY,
OKLAHOMA, KERR ENTERPRISES,

ET AL., AND UNKNOWN OWNERS,

TRACTS NOS. 412, 412-2,
417-1, 417-2,
417-3 and
417-4

FILED
JUDGMENT

(Pursuant to Stipulation of Parties) JANT 1970

M. M. EWING L
h — U , CLERK
On this 7 T day of ARy ) S, D]@T'%C’;T ERHRE

is presented to this Court the matter of entering judgment on the

S S St St N St Nt N N N St N

DEFENDANTS,

STIPULATION FOR JUST COMPENSATION between the United States of
America, Plaintiff, and Kerr Enterprises, a limited partnership,

D. A. McGee, C. W. Flint, Jr.,‘Joan Flint, Allen E. Barrow, Dorothy
Barrow, and the LeFlore Land, Cattle and Investment Company, Inc.,
Defendants, and which has heretofore been filed in this action for
the above;referenced tracts.

Accordingly, this Court, after examination of the files
and the records of all the proceedings in this action, including the
above-referenced stipulation between the parties, and upon thek
representations of the attorneys of said parties, makes the following
findings:

1. That this Court has jurisdiction 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 Condemnation filed herein on
December 1, 1967, the United States of America has acquired the

ownership of the land designated therein as Tracts Nos. 412, 412-2,



417-1, 417-2, 417-3 and 417-4 to the extent set forth in the
Declaration of Taking.

3. That on the date of the filing of the Declaration of
Taking, the sum of $65,880.50 was deposited into the registry of
this Court for the taking of the interests acquired by these pro-
ceedings in said land insofar as the ownership of the abovefnamed
Defendants therein is concerned.

4. That by previous orders of this Court, the total sum
of 550,242 .64 has already been disbursed to said Defegdants, or on
their behalf, but that there still remains on deposit, available
for distribution, the sum of $15,637.86 (interest of LeFlore Land,
Cattle and Investment Company, Inc. in Tracts Nos. 417-1, 417-2,
417-3 and 417-4),

5, That on the date of the filing of the Declaration of
Taking the fee simple estate in said land was owned collectively
by all of said Defendants, subject only to a portion of tﬁe mineral
estate owned by third parties, and to a leasehold interest therein
for outdoor advertising purposes owned by the Knapp Outdoor Advertising
Company.

6. That said Defendants and the United States of America
have, in accordance with the terms of the stipulation filed herein,
agreed that the total amount of just compensation due to all of said
Defendants collectively for the taking of the estate acquired by
this proceeding in said land is the sum of $72,295.75, inclusive of
interest,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED:

A, That on December 1, 1967, the United States of America
became vested with the ownership of these tracts of land to the

extent set forth in the Complaint and Declaration of Taking.



-3 -

B. That said Defendants collectively were, on the date
of the filing of the Declaration of Taking, the owners of said land
as hereinablve set forth.

C. That said stipulation between the United States of
America and said Defendants is hereby approved, and that as a result
thereof the total amount of just compensation due said Defendants
collectively is the sum of $72,295.75, inclusive of inferest.

D. That the difference between the total amount deposited
for said Defendants (565,880.50) and the total amount 'of just compen-
sation ($72,295.75) is the sum of $6,415.25, for which sum said
Defendaﬁts are hereby granted a deficiency judgment against the
United States of America ﬁithout interest thereon.

E. That when the amount of said deficiency is deposited
into the registry of this Court, the United States of America will
have discharged all of its obligations to said Defendants.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that when the amount of the deficiency
Jjudgment provided for herein has been deposited into the registry of
this Court, the GClerk of this Court shall make disbursement therecf,
together with the funds still on deposit and available for distribu-
tion ($15,637.86), by check made payable ﬁo:

Kerr Enterprises, a limited partnership,

D. A. McGee, C. W. Flint, Jr,, Joan Flint,
Allen E. Barrow, Dorothy Barrow, and the
LeFlore Land, Cattle and Investment Company,
Inc.

which check shall be mailed to:

Ted D. Foster, Jr.
1500 Kermac Building

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102 ,
,ﬁ¢ﬂ44$éé;f9‘;i>hégzgr

ED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED!

"Er FINDLE¥; Attorney

Department of Justlci : A—‘ MM S &\"cw

TED D. FOSTER JR("Attorne JOHN 5, ATHENS, Attorney for
Kerr Enterprlses, D. A. McGee, C. W, Flint, Joan Flint,
and LeFlore Land, Cattle & Allen E. Barrow & Dorothy Barrow

Investment Company, Inc.



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COQURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OELAHOMA

MARVIN LEROY "ROY" LONG,

Plaintiff,

No, 67-G~-248 /
EICED
CJANT 970 W

M. M. EWING, CLERK -
ORDER M. S. DISTRICT COURT:

PR

JUNE DEAN HANK,

Defendant.

On this 7th day of January, 1?70, there came on for hearing the
motion of the plaintiff herein for new trial, plaintiff being present by his
attorneys, Garl Longmire and Jack I, Gaither, and the defendant by her
attorney, Bert McElroy, The Court, having heard the arguments of
counsel and lhaying examined the briefs filed in the cause, and being
fully advised, upon consideration finds that the said motion for new tkial
should be overruled.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDEREb, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the motion of the plaintiff . for a new trial be, and the same is hereby

overruled,

APPROVED:

orney for Plaintiff

Jorms

Attorney for Defendant




iN THE UNITED STATES DISTRIGCT COURT FOR THE NURTHERN GINTRICT
OF DELAIIOMA

STATE FARM MUTUAL AUTOMOBILE
INSURANCE COMPANY, a foreign
inswance corporation,

Complainant,

No., §8~-C-87
FILED

AN T 1970

VH .

MID-CONTINENT CASUALTY COMPANY,
a domestic insurance corporation, and
LLOYD V, DeSIIAZER,

Defendants,

%, M. EWING, CLERK
L s DISTAICT COURT
. ORDER OF DISMISSAL

o
(4N

Now on this -7 -

day of January, 1970, the issues in the above

entitled cause having been resolved, upon joint motion by the parties,

the above captioned cause is dismisaed.

e

- B SN N
" - S SR T
P PR RA e -

ALAN E, BARROW
Judge, United States District
Court, Northern District of
Cklahoma



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

Alpha General Corporation,
an OQklahoma Corporation, and Joseph
5. Jondahl,

e

No. 69-C-297

Plaintiffs,

Brides Showcase International, Inc:,

a Connecticut Corporation, and Peter Marin,
Individually, and as an agent and employee
of Brides Showcase Internaticnal, Inec.,

e T se L i,

e few =0
e lews By e s

)
}
)
)
)
)

Vs, }
)
)
)
)
)
) JAMB 1570
)

Defencants. i
Wi i, EVIING, CLERK (/’/L

L. & SISTRICT count
DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Come now the plaintifis, Alpha General Corporation, an Oklahoma
Corporation, and Joseph S, Jondahl, and hereby dismiss with prejudice the
above styled cause of action against the defendants, Brides Showcase International,
Inc., a Counecticut corporation, and Peter Marin, individually, and as an agent

and employee of Brides Showcase International, Inc.

ALPHA GENERAL CORPORATION
LN

AN
; / j .
BY: Ciesl L e
~ Joseph 5, Jondahl; President \

T —

~
\

s .
! ) .
/ = [ S R O

-~

’ “Joseph 5. Jondahl, Individually

Jan Eric Carwwright, thelis Attorne



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CGOURT FOR THE
HORTHERN DISTE CT 02 O LANDONA

FILED
JARE 1970

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

VIRGIL N, HARRINGTON, Axea Director, Bureau of
Indian Affairs, for John Beaver Estate, and the heirs of
John Beaver, deceasged; ESTATI OF JOHN BEAVEER,
deceased; ANNA BEAVER HALLAM, MARY WILSON,
IRVIN WILSON, ESTATE OF LOUISE WILSON,

COLLEEN WILSON NEWLON, IRVINA WILSON McKIBBEN,
LAURA JENNY WILSON DOWNUM, ROBERT LAWRENCE
STANLEY, VERNA WILSON POGUE, IDA LOUISE

KILLOUGH, and INDIA WILSON, CI7IL ACTION

e e’ T S St et et St et

Plaintiffs,
vs, : NO, 6B-C=-163
)
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
Defendant, }

MOTICN FOR VOLUNTARY DISMISSAL

Plaintiff moves the Court for an Order dismissing the action without preju-
dice on the ground that defendant has not pleaded any counterclaim against plaintiff,

and that such dismissal will not inconvenience ot prejudice the derendant,

SE2 Pods L

1. E, Hart
1911 Liberty Bank Building
QOklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102

Byrqﬂ'\f’. Boone

James Q. Ellison
$i4 World Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFES

ORDER DISMISSING ACTION O MOTION OF PLAINTIFE

This cause came on to be heard on plaintiffs’ Motion For Voluntary Dismissal
of the action, and it appearing that defendant has not pleaded any counterclaim against
plaintiff, and that defendant will not be prejudicel or inconvenienced by such dismissal,

ITIs OBDERED that the action be and it is hereby dismissed without prejudice.
Dated the _@‘day of January, 1970,

S YT o o tomain

ALLEM E. BARROY Judge




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

CHARLES SHIDELER, )
)
Plaintiff, ) ’
) v
v8. ) NO. 6%-C-182
) — - o,
PROCTER & GAMBLE DISTRIBUTING ) “ILED
COMPANY, a Corperation, and )
HAROLD L. FITE ) o e
’ ) JAN 8 19/(
Defendants. ) :
. M. M. EWING, CLERy
ORDER OF DISMISSAL y U, 5 DBTRET COUNT

The above matter coming on to be heard this) day of

¥ 7
19;7Zé; upon the written application of the parties for a dismissal of/
sald action with prejudice, the Court having examined said application
finds that said parties have entered into a compromise settlement cover-
ing all claims involved in the action and have requested the Court to
dismiss sald action with prejudice to any future action, and the Court
being fully advised in the premises, finds that said action should be
dismissed pursuant to saild application.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE COURT that
the Action of plaintiff filed herein againgt the defendants be and the

same hereby is dismissed with prejudice to any future action.

G T .

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

Charle aniel, A orney for the Plaintiff

///%

Alfred/B."Knight, Atforney for Defendants

‘—-s,/}



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

FILED

JAN 191870

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKILAHOMA

JOZEPH SEIBERT,
M. M. EWING, CLERK

Petiftloner, Y. 8. DISTRICT COURT
Ve, NO. 69-C.252
R'Y H. PAGE, WARDEN,
. Respondent.
ORDER

The Court has before 1t the pro se, habeasz corpus petition of
Joseph Selbert, & prisoner in the Oklahoma State Penitentiary at
Mehlester, OWlahonu: the regpance of the Woaprden of gald Penitentisary;
and the full and complete transcript of the plea and seniencing pro-
ceedings belore the Tulsa County District Court in Tulsa, Cklahoma.
Therefrom, this Court {inds that petitioner wss sentenced February 5,
1968, to 150 year:s imprisonment 1n Case No, 22973, robbery wlth [ire-
szrme, and conecurrent therewith to 10 years imprisonment in Csse No.
22674, aesault and battery with a deadly wespon. Further, that peti-
tioner has exhausted his State remedies by appeal and by Writ of Habeas
Corpus to the Oklahoma Court of Crimlnsl Appeals; and petitioner hae
alss previously presented & Writ of Habeas Corpus, €9-C-82, to5 this
Cﬁurt which was denled June 4, 1959, berause petltisner had at thst
time failed to exhaust his adequate and available State remedies.

Petltioner, in this present petition, aslleges that ne ig incar-
cerated unlawfully because hieg Unlilted States Consfitutlonal right to
duec procesg of law was abridged 1n the State of Oklahoms sentencing
Court In the follswing particulars, to-wlt:

1. That at his preliminary hesring hls Court-appointed attorney
wes o member of the County Attorney's staff and therefor could not
sdequately represent petltloner; and that there wes no ruling on petil-
tioner's motion for & second preliminéry hearing. That petltioner
filed two motlons for change 2 venue, and that there was‘no ruling
on one and one was denied, That petitioner's moﬁion to supress the

v
evidence wag denied.



2. That petitioner's ples of gullty wos not voluntary, but
mece uancer duress and in Tear of the death penalty if he went to
trini: fhnt tihe County Attorney meade the gullty plea look better
wien ne informed the Court sand petitiocner the death penslty would
not be sought il o gullty pies wse entered; and that the County
Attorney thus denied the petitioner o Jjury trial.

3. That the "after lormer convietion of o felony" charge was
{or purposes of prejudice to the petitioner and ls uneonstitutional.

4, That petitioner was denied a psychiatrist's exémination by
& physlclan 2f his own chooslng, | )

This Court has carefully conegldered the instruments hereln and
finde as follows, to-wit: -

1., That the record 2 the gentencing Court unequivocally demon-
strates that the petlitioner, Joseph Seibert, Iin response-to =ald
Court's careful questloning, stated that he wag satisfied with his
counsel's representation, said attorney appointed early in the pro-
ceedings to replace former counsel who was permitted to withdraw;
and, unmistakably affirms that the azccused had discussed the nature
and circumstances of the offense with his 2ttorney. Further, that
the maximum penalty the Court could impose waes explained by both
Court and counsel to the accused; that no promise of reward or specilal
treatment was made to him, but rather the severity of the probable
gentence was in clear znd concilese lanpuspge made known to the accused;'
and, that the accused, petitioner herein, freely, knowingly and
voluntarily pled gullty becausge, as he admitted in open Court, he
was guilty. That such knowing and voluntary plea walves prior pro-
cedural defects and Constitutional Infirmlties if any there bhe.

2. That the County Attorney neither encouraged the petitioner
to enter a plea of gullty nor 1n any way deprived petltioner of &
Jury trial, but to the contrary =stated to the sentencing Court, c=s
reported &t Pages 6 and 7 of the transcript of =ald proceedings,
"I would like, your Honor, for the record, while I fnink it is ex-
plicit in the statement of coungel and the defendant, I would ask

that the record be completed by his [accused's] reviewlng a formal

Jury woiver form and executing the same in open court to be attached

o



£o the [file. I might state further Ior the record that the State
does not waive 1t'ts right to a trial by jury, but belng powerless
to prevent a plex o puilty Wiy we hove no alternative but to ac-
cept that plea."

4. That the validity of recidiviest statutes has been decided
and they are held not to abridge the pucrantees 2f the Constitution
of the United Statees sgainst double jeopardy, self-incrimination,
cruel and unusual punishment, and due process and equal protectilon
of both the 5th and 14th Amendments. Further, the habitual criminsl
statute of Oklahoma does not define or describe 3 new and additional
o>ffense, but merely provides conditiong under which one convicted of
a crime may be given & heavier penalty. Sanders v. Wdters, C.4.,4,
10th Clr. 1952, 199 F.2d¢ 317; Williams v, Page, E.D, Okla. 1968,

289 F. Supp. 661.

5. That petitioner was committed to Eastern State Hospital for
a mentel examination on Navember 3, 1967, and returned December 8,
1967, as mentally competent to stand trial, said commitment specii-
ically admitted by petlitloner 1n his application to the trial Court
for a subseguent and addltiional mental examinatlon. That the gues-
tion of whether defendant would be entitled to a second mental c¢ompe-
tency examinatlon was a matter within the trial Court's sound dlscre-
tion, and the décision of the trial Judge should not be disturbed
except for a clear showing of abuse of discretion. Further, the
Court inds that there is no absolute right to & mental examination
by @n expert of accuged's cholece. Perry v. United States, C.A.A, D.C,
1964, 347 P.2d4 813.

6. That these findings set out above, with replete subsfantia-
tion in the sentencing Court record, clearly chow that the Petition
for Writ of Habeas Corpug hereln is totally wlthout merit and ghould
be denied,

IT IS, THEREFCRE, ORDERED that the Petition for Writ of Habeas
Corpus of Joteph Seibert be and the same 18 hereby denled,.

Dated this /X ZZ day of January, 1970, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.




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

w4 op T
-1\. PR TR
E. J. ARMSTRONG, ‘d/b/a ALAN, IxL., i " :
) L
Plaintiff, ) Sl
) ‘
| ;
Vs, ) !
J NO. 67-C-237 ]
) - :
FISCHER & PORTER COMPANY, } .
a Pennsylvania corporation, )
) !
pefendant. } |
)

DI SMISSAL

Comes now the plaintifif, E. J. ARMSTRONG, 4/k/a
ALAN, INC., and dismisses the above c¢ause of action against
the defendant, Fischer & Porter Company, with prejudice to

the future action.

o
;o
DATED this ./ - day of Januery, 1870.
i ‘ . s

Z. J. ARVSTRONG
HALL AND WILLIAMS

By . - - p

Attornevs for Plaintiff

It iz ordered
«o bo defencs

al Ui Loave couse of Louholn ng Sluiolosed

Losenor Lnd Porter Joo

¢
f
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CCOURT FOR THL
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CKLAXCOMA

Snited Statog of Mweries,
b= AN ) - O

H “u i

!
PlRintifr, 5 T e L=
) T
vs. J Civil. No. e e
i
Carolyn Nell BHill, j FE L;E D
/ - A
o JAN141970
Defendant. /
) M. M. EWING, CLERK
U. S. RISTRICT COURT
OCRDER

This day came on for considerction the petition of the United
States in this cause; and it appecring to the Court that the patient,
after having been fully advised of his ripghts as set forth in Title
L2 U.8.C. Seection 3411, et seg. (Title ITII, Section 301, et seq-
Public Law 89-793), has in ogpen Court waived all such rights and
has again expressed his desire to obtain treatuwent for his addict-
ion; and the Court having deternined that theve is reasonable
cause to believe that the paticnt ic a nercetic addiet, and that
there are not any appropriate State or other facilities available
for his treatment pursuant fto said law, it is hereby

ORDERED that the patient be camiitted to the custody of the
Surgeon General for examination under Title 42 U.S.C. Section 3413
(Title ITI, Section 303, Public Lew 89-793), to determine whether
or not he is a narcotic addiet who is likely to be rehabilitated.
The written report required of each examining physiclan shall be )
filed with the Court and copies thereof furnished to the patient,
not later than twenty (20} days after the patient is received et
the facility hereinafter designated, and the patient shell be de-
tained for an additional pericd of ten (10) days at the institution,
pending further order of the Court. Provided, however, in the
event both examining physicians conelude in their respective
written reports that the patient is a narcotic addict who is likely
to be rehabilitated through treatment, and, if the patient by
written instrument filed with the Court along with, and at the
same time as, the reports of the examining physicians, waives
any right he may have to notice and hearing on the issue as to
wvhether or not he is a narcotic addict who is likely to be re-
habilitated through trectment, and requests that he be forthwith
committed to the care and custody of the SJwrgeon General for
treatment in a hospital of the Service, rather than be returned
to this Court for further proceedings, he shall be detained at
sald institution for & reasonable tine after the expiration of
thifty (30) days from the date he is received at said facility,
pending further order of the Court.

It is further ORDERED that the patient shall be transported
to the National Institute Mental Health (linical Research Center,
at Lexington, Kentucky, by the United States
Marshal, within such time as the U. S. Marshal may be able to
transport said patient. ’

Signed the 14th day of  January 19 g -

UNLIED STAIEE
AP?ROYED:
T N R e
Hubert H. Bryant !
Asaigtant 1T, ©  At+nrnpy




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT OF THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

RICHARD R, VAN TINE,
Plaintiff,
e, No. 69 C 19

HARLEY SALES CO. OF COKLAHOMA,
INC., A Corporation,

FILEL

L N A e L )

Defendant. JAN 151970
M M. E
ORDER OF DISMISSAL ey Dlggle\lc% (CECL)E

Now on thie Zjiﬂay of January, 1970, this matter
comes on for hearing pursuant to the Dismissal with Prejudice
filed herein by the plaintiff, and the Court being fully
advised in the premises finds: That said lawsuit should be
dismissed with prejudice.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by
the Court that this matter is dismissed with preijudice.

“?

v{?/&“ Z ,f:r__d.u

Judge
APPROVED AS To SUBST C§,AND FORM

Attorney for Plalntiff

Attornéy for Defendant



I HE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURL FOR ‘T
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLATOMA

United States of Amevlen,
PlalntifT,

va. Clvil Ne. OP=C-220
J#y Donald Howard and Patricis L.
lioward, Willtem Kenneth Wyble and
Colleen H. Wyble, Mirl R. Kellogs
&/k/a Mirl Ray Kellogg sad Bhirley
Kellogg, Credit Plan, Ine., ElL
Petnick, Agent of U. 8. Carpets,
Inc., Third Finsnce Cerporstion,

FILED
JAN 151970

Defendants. M. M
M. M. EWING CLE
K. S. DISTRICT oK
JUDGMERT OF FORECLOSURE L cougT

THIS MATTER (OMES OR for conalderation this —— Gay of
January, 1970, the defendant, Credit Plan, Inc., sppearing by J. Stealey
Gill, its attornsy, the defendants, U. 5. Carpets, Ine., Carpetlsnd, Inec.
and Third Finence Corporsidon, eppearcin, by Mickey D. Wilson, their
attorney, and the defendents, Juy Domald Howsrd and Patricla L. Howard,
Willlew Kenneth Wyble and Colleen H. Wyble, Mi:dl R. Kellogs a/k/a Mirk
Ray Ksllogg and Shirlsy Kellogg, sppsaring not; and

The Court being fully advissd and having exsmined the file herein
finda that the defendents, U. 5. Carpets, Inc., Carpetlund, Inc., and Third
Finanoe Corporation, hsve heretofore filed thelr General Entry of Appearsnce
walving servioe of summons therean and aifirmstively eteting thaet the
plaintiff herein may proosed &s if sumions werce lasued and properly served,
and the defendent, Credit Plan, Inc., lns hevetofore filed ite Answer
disolmiming any right, tdtle and intercest i end to the real property
which ia the subject of this foreclosurs proceeding; and

It further sppesring end the Court finds that due and lagal
peraonal service of sumons hes been made on the defendants, Jay Domald
Iioverd and Patricis L. Howsyd, Mirl R. Kelloge /k/a Mirl Ray Kellogg,
and Shirley Kellog:, requiring sach of them to answer the complaint filed
harein not more then twonty (20) deys witer service of summons; and it
further sppearing thet legel service by publication was nade upen the
defendents, Williay Ksnneth Wyble snd (olleen H. Wyble, cequiring, each

of them %o anmer the complaint filed Iwredn ug later then December 2h, 1969,



end it appesvin, that the defenduants, Joy Ivowsld loward and PRatricia L.
Howard, Willims Konneth Wyble, end Colleen Y. Wyble, Mirl R. Kellogz afk/a
Micl Rey Kellopy end Shirley Helloge, bave failled to file au Answer herein
ond defanlt has been entered by the Clerk of this Cowrt) exd

The Court further finds that the material ellegeticus of the
plaintiff's complaint are trus and correct; thet the defendants, Jay Donald
Howard apd Patricis L. Sowerd, 41d, on September 26, 1963, execute and
deliver to the Administewtor of Veterane Affelrs thelr mortgage snd meatgage
note for the sun of $9,700.00, with interest thereon at the rate of S5i%
per annue, and further providing for the peywent of monthly installmewts
of principal and interest; and

It further sppears that the defendant, William Kemneth Wyble,
a pingle man, has or olsims some right, titls, or interest in and to the
pruuises herein “betag foreclosed Ly reason of a (emeral Warrsuty Deed,
dated Beptember 12, 1966, and filed of record in the Office of the Ceunty
Clerk of Tulsa County, Oklahams, on September 15, 1966, in Book 3756,
st Page 198, but in this regard, plaintiff stetee thet whatever right,
title, or interest the defendant, Willian Kemneth Wyble, has in and 40
sald property bein; foreciosed heretfu is Jjunior and iInferior to the first
mortgage llen of this plaintiff; and

It further sgpesas that the defendente, Mixl L. Kellogs sold
Shirley Kellogz, husbend and wife, have or claim same right, title, or
inteyest in ani to the premises herein beins foreclosed by reason of &
General Warranty Deod, dated June 9, 1967, filsd of record June 15, 1967,
in the Gffice of the County Clerk of Tulea County, Oklmhoma, in Book 3810,
ot Page 580, and Oensvel Warremty Deed, dated Jwe 9, 1967, EAMENE: record
May 1k, 1969, in Book 3609, at Page 415, in the Office of the County Clark
of Tulss County, Oklaboem, but in this reward, plaintiff states thet vhat.
ever right, title, or intevest the defendants, Mirl R. Kellogz and Bhirley
Kellogg, husbani and wife, have in and to sald property being foreclossd
herein is Junior snd inferior to the first mortgege lien of this plaintiff;
and

It fwrther sppetrs that the defandsnts, Jay Donald Howard and
Patricial L. Howard, Willtem Kexmeth Wyble and Colleen H. Wybls, Mirl R.
Kellogg e/k/s Mirl Rey Kelloge snd Shirley Kellogs, made defsult under



the terms of the aforesaid mortgege note ant mortgege by remson of their
fallwre to make monthly dtsteliments dus thereon on June 1, 1969, which
default has continued and that by reascn thereof the defendante are now
indebted to the Pleintiff in the sum of $8,804.32, ssvampiia principal,
vith interest tuerecn at the rste of 5% per summ from June 1, 1969,
wrtil pedd.

IT I TACHEPORE ORDENED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the Plaintiff,
United Btates of Amerioa, have and recover Judgment against the defendmits,
Jay Donald Howard and Pefoisis L. Howard, Williem Xenneth Wyble and Callsen H.
Wyble, Mirl R. Xellogg o/k/a Mirl Ray Kellogs and Bhirley Kellogs, for the
sun of $5,894,32, with interest themecn at the yate of 5% psr sanun from
June 1, 1960, until peid, plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

IT IS FURTHER CRDERED, ADVUDGED snd DRCREED that upon failure
of the defendants, Jey Pomald Howard end Petricie L. Howard, Willimm Kemneth
Wyble, and Collsen H. Wyble, Mirl R, Kellozz afk/a Mirl Ray Kellogg sud
Shirley Xellogs, to setisfy thé julgment of the Plaintiff herein, an Onder
of Sale shall issue to the Uhited Stetes Marshsl for the Northern District
of Oklahoms, comanding him to sdvertise and sell, with eppraissnent, the

following described veal property:
Iot Right (8), in Block Bix (6), Northridge,
an AMaition in Tulss County, State of Oklabhome,
acooniing to the recorded plet therect,
and spply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction of Plaintiff's huioment.
The residue, if any, to be deposited with the Clerk of the Couwrt to sawait
furthey Order of the Court.

IT I8 FURTEER COPRERED, ADJUDCED end DECREED that from and after
the sale of said property war and by virtue of this Judcment, the defandante,
Joy Donald fioward and Betricis L. Howard, Willism Kenneth Wyble and Colleen E.
Wyble, Mirl R. Kellogg &/k/a Mirl Ray Ksllog: snd Sbirley Kelloggz, and each
B8 them, and all perscns claiming by, throush or under said defendamts, since
the f1ling of the Complaint herdin, be and tiwy are fowever barred and fore-
closed from every right, title or interest in or to the heretofore describved
real property.

4 L y

PARIN AT G ,/Q,jff/i/cf_fﬁ/"

47

TiB DISTRIC

o i : o {t
ol p o Yaaleg

Aspistant U. . Atmmy



Iy T UNDTED STATES DISTRICE COURT FOR THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF OKLAIKMA

United Stetes of Auerics,

Plaintiff,
V8. Civil HNo. 69"0"Eh7
Jaies M. Hals and Pesrl J.
Hele, Morris Pope, Jr. and
Anna Bell Pops, (rester New A me
Yorksnvingalznk,mdmmm EILE.D
Finance Compatny,

Defendants. JAN 151870

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

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES ou for mmtmma_{_‘_/_z&wotsmm,
1970, the defendant, Greeter New York Savings Bank sppeering by John L. Boyd,
its Attorney, and the defendants, Jemos M. Hale and Pearl J. Hule, Morris Fope,
Jr. and Anpa Bell Pepe, and Oentury Finance Company, eppesring not; and

The Court belng fully advissd end having exammined the file heredn
finds theat the defendant, (resbter New York Savings Pank, hzs heretofore filed
1ts mnewer disclaiming any right, titls and interest in and to the ryeel property
which is the subject of this forsclosure proceeding; and

It fwrther sppearing sad the Cowrt finde that dus and legel perscnal
service of sumacne hes been made on the defendents, James M. Hale and Pearl J.
Hiala, Anna Bell Fope, snd Osumtury Finenoe Coupany, on October 15, 1969, in this
state, requiring each of them to suswer the complaint filed herein not more thun
twenty (20) days after servioe of sumons; and that legal service by publioation
vas made upon the defendunt, Morris Pope, Jr., 88 appears by Proof of Publication
filed herein on Janumry 6, 1970, reguiring hin to snswer the compleint £iled
havein pot later then December 2k, 1969} sni it appesring thet said defendsnts
have feiled to file an enswer herein and their default has been entered by the
Clerk of this Cowrt; ani

The Court further finds that this is & sult bsaed wpon & mortgege
note and foreelosure on & yeal property mortgaze securing sald mortonge note
oz the following described real property located in Tulsa, Tulse County, Cklahoma,
within the Northesn Judicial Pistrict of Oklahans:

1ot Seventeen (17), Block Fourtesn (14), Velley View

Acres Aldition to the City of Tulse, Coumty of Tulss,
State of Oklahome, scoordly; to the recocied plat thereof.



The Court further £infle that the material allegations of Plaintife¥e
Canplaint are true end correcty thet the defandents, Jumes M. fale and Pearl J.
linle, husband end wite, did, on November 15, 1968, execute aud deliver to the
Adminietrator of Veterans Affelirs, their mortgege apd mortgage note for the ew
of $9,750.00, with interest thereon at the rate of T per sunum and further
providing for the peyment of monthly installwents of principal snd interest;
and

It further eppears that the defendsubs, Morris Fope nnd Anns Bell
Poype, heve or olaim some xight, titls, or interest in sod to the prenises
herein being foreclosed by resson of & Genersl Warranty Deed, dated Janumry 1k,
1969, snd filed of record in the Office of the County Clerk, Tulss County, Glklabaus,
in Book 3876, Page 607, on Jenvary 15, 1969, but in this regard, plaintiff states
that vhatever right, titls, ¢r intersst the dafendants, Morris Pope end Auns Bell
Fopa, heve in and to sald property being foreclosed berein is jundor and iunferior
to the first mortagsge lien of this plaintiffT; end

It further appoears that the defendant, Centwy Finance Coupany,
has or claims soos right, title, or interest in and to the prewises herein
being foreclosed by reason of & Judgment enteved April 23, 1969, in the District
Cowrt Within and Por Tulsa Soumty, Cklahoms, belng #60-69-56, but in this regerd,
Plaintift states that vbatever right, title, or interest the defendant, OCemtury
Yinanos Ccopany, hes in and to sald property being foreclosed hersin is junior
and inferior to the firet mortgeage lien of this plaintiff; and

It further sppearing that the defendants, James M. IHnle and Feerl J.
Hale, and Morrds Pope, Jr. and Aune Bell Pops, unde default wnder the tems of
the aforesial mortgnge note and mortgage by reason of their falluvre to meke
momthly instellments due thereon on Jaouary 1, 1965, which default has oontdnued
and that by resson thereof the defendents are now lndebted to the Plaintift in
the ouz of §9,741.99, as wpaid principal, vith interest thereon at the ywbe of
% per annum from Jarwezy 1, 1969, watil peid.

IT IS THORAFORY ORDERND, ADJUDGED and DECHEED that the Plaintiff,
United Stetes of Americm, have and recover Julgment ageinst the defendants,
James M. Hals end Pearl J. Hala, and Morrie Pope, Jr. and Anne Bell Pops, for
the s of §9,741.99, with interest therecn at the yate of T per anmu from
Jenuery 1, 1969, until peld, plus the cost of this nction ecerued and acoruing.

ad



o

IT I8 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDCGED and DECREED that wpon fallure of
the defendants to satiel; Plaintiff's money Juigunent harein, sa Oxder of Sale
shall issue to the United States Marshel for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
coumanding him to sdvertice and mell, with uppraisenent, the sbove-dsscribed real
property and apply the proceeds thereof in setisfaction of Fleintifr's Judgment.
The residue, 1f any, to be deposited with the Clexrk of the Court to await further
order of the Court.

I7 15 FURTHER GHDERED, ADJUDGED and DECHERD that from and after
the sale of said property, under and by virtue of this Judgment and decres,
the defendants and sach of them and all persons claining wder them since
the filing of the couplaint herein be and they are forever berred and foreclosed
aof any right, titls, inteyest or claim in or to the real property or any pert

thereof.

Amn:
f~;"'ﬁ,:/af e

*
Assistant U, 8. Attorney



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
WILLIS J. CRAIG,
Plaintiff,
No. 68-C-51

METROPCOLITAN LIFE INSURANCE

M et Tt S et et et e e e

GCOMPANY, FI .
Defendant, LED
JAN 16 1979
M. m
JUDGMENT U5, DS e

Upon the Findings of Fact and Cenclusions of Law entered herein,

1T IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED:

1. The defendant, Metropolitan Life Insurance Company, is
discharged from any and all liability in connection with all matters which are
the subject of this action, and, specifically, said defendant is discharged
from any and all liability with respect to its Group Contract of Insurance
No. 50 R.P. on all its employees and Certificate issued to Willis J. Craig
as an employee of said defendant, and said Certificate and any and zll
responsibility to the plaintiff is hereby cancelled and declared void.

2. The defendant, Metropolitan Life Insurance Company, is
granted attorney's fees in the amount of $300. 00, payable to G. Ellis Gable.

3. The amount of $6, 468. 22 deposited into court by the defendant,
Metropolitan Life Insurance Company, is hereby ordered distributed as
follows:

G. Ellis Gable, Attorney for
Metropelitan Life Insurance Company $ 300.00

Greer & Greer, Attorneys for Plaintiff 750. 00

Dr. Averill Stowell 978, 00




Grigshy's Carpels 1, 656,35

Willis J. Craig and Bruce Harlton, Jr.,

His Attorney 2,783, 87
Total Deposited in Court $6,468.22

----- ;o S
—)/ ///// PP éﬂ—'/"-:’—-’!' o e

United States District Judge



I Tl UNFTED STATES DISTRICT COURY FOR TH:

IS CLIRN DISTRICT OF GRLAUUMA

YRTEN KEVIN KRLLy,
Blaintifr,

Vs, Ho., 69-C-30U
SAMUEL vi. FRY, Clerk, District

Court of Tulsa County, Oklahowa, F: i
and COURTY COMMISSIOWLRS Of N*NE
Tulsa County, Oklaiioma, - ' L E‘ D

JAN 161970

M. M. EWING, CLERK
U. 3 DISTRICT COURT

Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

The plaintiff, Irish Kevin Lelly, has filea his
Motion to Dismniss tie above numbered and captioned cause, and
the defendant, Samuel W. Fry, and the defendant County Com-
missioners of Tulsa County, Oklahoma, have filed their Motion
to Dismiss the above numbered and captioned cause,

I X5, THLEREFORE, ORDERED that the above numbered

and captioned cause be, and the same is hereby dismissed.

L
Dated this (S day of January, 1970.

i

j//”ﬁt/ajw S D

United States Digtrict Judge

.



URTTED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKIAHOMA

United Btates of America,

Plaintifs, CIVIL ACTION NO. 6553
V8. Tract No. 302
42,54 Acres, More or Less, in Rogers

County, Oklahoma, including all accre-
tions and riparian rights thereto,

gﬁgeﬁ’n. Bacon, et al, and Unknown E I L E'.. D

Defendants. JAN 19 157U

M. M. EWING, CLERK
1 206 L B N1 U. S. DISTRICE COURT
. 1. i‘a“ /570
NOW, on this {ﬁ‘m day of{¥ey;—1968; this matter comes on for dis-

position on epplication of Plaintiff, United States of America, for entry of
Judgment on a contract, wherein the former owner of the subjec* “ract and the
United Statas of America have agreed upon the amount of just compensation for
the eptate tsken herein, and the Court, after having examined the files in this
actlon and being advised by counsel for Plaintiff, rinds:

2.

This Judgment applies only to the estate condemned in Tract No. 302
a8 such estate and tract sre described in the Complaint snd the Declarstlon of
Taking filed in this action.

3.

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

b,

Service of Frocess has been perfected pergonally, as provided by Iule
T1A of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, on all parties defendant inm t:-s
cause who are interested in subject tract.

5.

The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the Complaint herein
glve the United 3tates of Amerdica the right, power, and authority to condem'
for public use the estate deacribed in peragraph 2 herein. Pursuant thereto,
on October 13, 1966, the United States of America has filed its Declaration of
Taking of such described property, and title to the described estate in such
property should be vested in the United Atates of Americs as of the date of

Ii1ling the Declaration of Taking.



€.

On £iling of the Declaration of Taking, there was deposited in the
Reglstry of this Court, as estimeted compensation for the taking of a certain
estate in sublect tract a certein sum of money, and all of this deposit has been
disbursed, as set out in peragraph 11 below.

T

On the date of taking in this actlion, the owner of the estate taken
in subjeet tract was the defendant whose name 1s shown in paragraph 11, below.
Buch nemed defendant is the only person asserting any interest in the estate
taken in such trect, all other persons having either disclaimed or defaulted,
and such named defendant is entitled to receive the just compensation awarded
by this judgment.

8.

The former owner of subject tract and the United States of America
have executed a contract designated as, "Offer to Sell Real Frcperiy”, as
alleged in the Complaint herein, wherein they have egreed that just compensation
for the estate condemned in subject tract is in the amount shown es compensation
in paragraph 11 below, and such contract should be approved.

9.

It Is Therefore ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the United States
of America has the righi, power, and suthority to condemn for publie use the
tract named@ in paragraph 2 herein, as such tract is psrticularly described in
the Complaint and Declaration of Taking filed herein; and such tract, to the
extent of the eatete described and for the uses and purposes described in such
Declaration of Teking, is condemned and title thereto 1s vested in the United
States of America, as of the date of filing such Declaration of Tsking, and ail
defendants herein and all other persons interested in such estate are forever
barred from asserting any claim thereto.

10.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADNUDGED and DECREED that on the date of taking,
the owner of the estate condemmed herein 1o subject tract was the defendant whosz
name gppesrs below ln paregraph 11, and the right to receive the just compensa-

tion for the estate taken herein in this tract is vested in the party so named,



11.
It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the coniract
described in paragraph 8 sbove, hereby is confirmed; and the sum therein fixed
is adopted ae the award of just compensation for the estate condemned in subject

tract, as follows:

TRACT NO,. 302
Award of juet compensation pursuant to contract - = = = = = = = = = - $18,500.00
Deposited as éstimated compensation = = ~ = = = « = - e s s $18, 500,00
Owner and disbursal:
Interest Balance
Cwner Owmed Disbursed Tue
W. D. Bacon ALl $18,500.00 None

/s/ Allen E. Barrow

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

/s/ Hubert A. Marlow

HUBERT A. MARLOW
Assistant United States Attorney



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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

for the use and beneflt of
MARION TURNER ¢/o/a

FAIRLAND ILUMBER & SUPPLY COMPANY,

Plaintiff, No. 68-C-121

vB.,

o LMLC [NDEMNITY COMPANY,
4 Californis corporation,

FILED

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
}
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Tefendsnt. JAN 29'1970
M. M. EWING, CLERK

JUDGMENT U. S. DISTRICT. COURT,

On this 16th dasy of January, 1970, this matter comes
on for hearing before the undersigned District Judge at Tulsa,
Oklahoma, in the Northern District pursuant to repular setting,
the plaintiff appearing herein by and through Werren L,
McConnico, Attorney. Thls matter was duly set on non-jury
assignment, jury trial not having been requested by either party,
on January 12, 1970, and the plaintiff only appeared by and
through Warren L, McConnico, and the defendant appeared not.

The Court flnds that good and sufflclent notice was given on
January 12, 1970, by the Clerk of thils Court to the gttorney for
the defendant of the setting of this matter on January 16, 1970.
The Court, being fully advised in the premlses, finds the 1ssues
menerally in favor of the plaintiff and against the defendant
in the principal sum of $709,.81, together with applicable interest

and attorney fees.

IT IS THEREFORE CRDERED, ADJULGED, AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have judgment against the defendant for the sum
of $709.81, together with interest thereon at the rate of 6% per
annum f{rom date of Jjudgment, an attorney fee in the amount of

$250,00, and the costs accrued to this date in the sum of $22.72.

LLEN E. BARROW
DISTRICT JUDGE




I8 THE UNITED STATER DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NOHTIERN
DIRTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of Americs,

Plaintirs,
vo. ) Civil No. 69-C-301
Wiliard D. Bruniey and Velna 1L
5. gy 12 v FILED
Defendante. ; JAN 2 01970
M. M. EWING, CLERK
o ECLOBURE U. 5. DISTRICT CQURT

THIS MATTER OOMES on for consideration thisLdnaratan,
1970, the deferdants, Willard D. Brumley and Velma Brumley, and Williem
Crofut, sppesring nots amd

The Court being fully advised and hsving examined the file herein
finds that due apd legel pereonal sexrvice of suions hes been made on the
defendant, Willimm Crofut, on Becember 22, 1969, and the defendants,
Willaxd B. Brumely and Velms Rrumley, ou December 26, 1969, in this atate,
requiring esch of thes to snsver the Couplaint filed herein not more then
tventy (20) dayes after service of sumons, and it sppeering that said
defendauts have falled to file an answer herein and their default has been
entered by the Clerk of this Court; end

The Court further finde that the material sllegetiona of the
Plaintiff's Complaint ars ture and correct; that the defendants, Willard D.
Bruuley and Velwe Brumley, haubend snd wife, did, on May 1, 1960, exscuts
and deliver to the Admintstretor of Veterens Affairs thelr mortguje and
mortgegs note for the sum of $11,250.00, with interest thereon at the
rate of & per munun, sud further providing for the payment of monthly
installments of princtpel snd interest; end

‘The Cowrt further finde that defandant, Willienm Crofut, hes or
cladms some right, titls, or interest in ard to the premises horain being
foreclosed by reason of a General Warrauty Deed, filed of record in the
Offioe of the Oounty (laerk, Creek County, Oklahema, on August 2, 1968, in
Book 10352, Page 70, but in this regard, plaintiff astates that vhatever
right, title or interest the defsndant, Willism Crofut, has in and to seid
property bein: foreclosed herein is Junior and inferior to the first
mortgage liem of this pleintiff; and



The Qourt further finde that default has been made by the
defendants, Willard D, Brunley end Velue Brumley, and Villian Crofut,
under the terus of the aforesald mortgsge and mortgege note by virtua
of said dafendants’ failure to make monthly inatellment of principel
and interest dus on said mortgege Mote on March 15, 1969, which default
has continued; that said defendants by virtue of such defsult sre now
indebted to the pleafntift for the sun of $11,165.34, with interest
therecn at the rate of OF per annum from Merch 15, 1969, until paid,
together with tlhe coats of this actiom.

IT It THEREFMORE ORDERED, ADJUDCED and DECKEED that the Plaintiff
bave judgment scainst the defendants, Willayd D. Brumley and Velms Byunley,
and Willimm Crofut, for the ew of $11,165.34, with interest theveon st the
rate of O per mmua, fram March 1%, 1969, until paid, together with the
conts of this action acorued and accruing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED end DECREED that upon failuve
of the defendants, Willard D. Brumley and Velma Frumley, husbend emd wife,
and Williaa Crofut, to satisfy the Judgment of the Flaintiff herein, an
Order of Sale shall iseue to the United States Marshal for the Northern
District of Oklahoms, camending him to advertise and sell; with sppreivesment,
the Tollowing Gescribed real property:

Lot One (1), Hock Six (6), LAZY H ADDITION,

an addition to the City of Sspulpa, Creek

Coumty, Oklehama, according to the recorded

piat therect,
and apply the prooceeds thexwof in setisfection of Plaintiff's judgment.
The residue, if any, to be depceited with the Clerk of the Cowrt to await
further Ordex of the Cowrt.

IT IS FURTHER ORRERED, ADJUDGED snd DECREED that from end after
the sale of s3id property uwnder and by virtus of this jJudgnent, the
defendents, Willard D. Brumley end Velms Rrumley, husbend and wife, and
Willimm Crofut, and each of them, and ell persons claiming by, through
or undsr seid defendsmts, since the filing of the Coamplednt herein, be
and they are forever berred end foreclosed fron every righi, title or

interest in or to the bheretofore described real property.

APPROVED: -

. v ! ¢ I
Sl el

Ageistent U, 8. Attorney



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

TRI-STATE INSURANCE COMPANY, )
a corporation, )
J
Complainant, )
~yg~- ) NO. 68-C-242
o ) >
HARTFORD INSURANCE GROUP, a ) EILED
foreign insurance corporation, )
- ) IAN231T0

Defendant. .
M. M. EWING, CLERK
‘ Y. 8. RISTRICT COURTI
ORDER OF DISMISSAL .

It being shown this cause has been compromised and settled and upon

request of both parties, this cause is hereby dismissed with prejudice.

Dated this Zg(day'of January, 1970. é—w

JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NGRTHERN BISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Piaintiff,
vEs.,
ROGERS N. STRICKLAND, d/b/a THE

STRICKILLAND COMPANY, and STRICKLAND
COMPANY, a corporation,

CIVIL ACTION
No. 67-C-84

Defendant and
Third-party
Plaintiff,

FILED

JAN 26 1970

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

vs.

JAMES B, DAVIS, d/b/a2 DAVIS ENGINEERING
COMPANY,

Third-party
Defendant.

R T S T R

JUDGMENT

This matler came on to be heard on the 12th day of January, 197§.
After hearing statements of counsel and testimony and haviné examined
exhibits and heard argument, the court finds:
1., The claim of the plaintiff, United States of America,
is not supported by sufficient evidence upon which to base a
judgment and the meotion for judgment of defendant and third-party
defendant should be sustained.
2. Since the plaintiff's claim is denied, the third-party
complaint should be dismissed.
3. Third-party defendant James B. Davis should recover
from defendant Strickland Company, a corporation, the sum of
$7,500. G0, less the sum already paid to William L. Shriner of

$1,500. 00.



S50

4. The amount third-party defendant Davis is obligated to

William I.. Shriner for services on testing under Contract No.

DA-03-006-AIV-3396 is $2, 125, 00, of which $1,500. 00 has

previously been paid by defendant Strickland Company and $50. 00

paid by third-party defendant Davis,

IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED:

and cause of action

1. The complain/t of plaintiff, United States of America,

is denied and dismissed.

2. Judgment is granted in favor of third-party defendant

Davis, d/b/a Davis Engineering Co. against defendant Strickland

Company, a corporation, in the sum of $6, 000. 00.

S
Dated this 9‘{;’ day of January, 1970.

/ .
VAT SRR
! Chief Judge

Approved as to form:

A //:’7-74/@‘ d

Unifed States District Attorney

\- .
W l
ri,? A ( i ] !‘ ‘\l! b/" : ‘l'
Jack N Hays ) 4
- /"/ . ,"Z’.
C. W. Pate S TR

s :
Attorneys for Defendants

o A 14ty

William 8. Hall
Attorney for Third-party Defendant



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

EUGENE C. MULLENDORE, et al.,
Plaintiffs, 69~C-24 |

va.

SOHIO PETROLEUM COMPANY, et al..,

EILED
JAN 26 1970
MM -

Defendants.

ORDER DISMISSING CAUSE OF ACTION

The Court has for consideration the motion for summary
judgment filed by the defendant, Schio Petroleum Company, and
the Motion to bismiss filed by the defendant, Layton 0il Company,
and the answer filed by the defendants, Sohio Petroleum Company
and Joseph E. Seagram & Sons, Inc., the briefs in suppoft and
opposition thereto, and oral argument of counsel on the 26th
day of January, 1970, and being fully advised in the premises.

The Court finds that the statute of limitations as to
a tort action is 2 vears, as set forth in Title 12 0,S5.A. §95.

That the fire in question, for which damages are sought,

occurred on the 24th day of January, 1967. That the instant

action, sounding in tort, wasg commenced in this Court on February
24, 1969, being the removal of a case originally filed in the

District Court of Osage County, Oklahoma, on January 27, 1969,

That thereafter, defendant, Sochic Petroleum Company, filed its
Motion for Summary Judgment, premised on the fact that such action

was barred by limitations. Thereaftef plaintiffs amended their



complaint, attempting to circumvent the limitation question by
interjecting wviolation of the Blanket 0il Mining Lease in effect;
because of an alleged violation of 2 O.5.A. §§741, 746 and‘747
and also seeking recovery by virtue of Section 2 of the Act of
Congress of March 2, 1929 (45 Stat. 1478, 1479) and 25 C.F.R.
§183.5(b).

The Court concludes that the Oklahoma Statutes cited by _
plaintiffs in their amended complaint do not create a new cause
of action, but merely provide for a penalty and forfeiture, and,
in addition thereto, state that a person go wronged ﬁay collect
civil damages. Such statutes do not create a statutory remedy
in derrogation of the common law recovery in tort. The Court,
therefore, concludes that the statutes of limitations raised by
defendants in the instant cause bar recovery of plaintiffs in
this action,

1T 15, THEREF&RE, ORDERED that the motions be and they
are hereby sustained.

IT IS,FURTHER ORDERED that the complaint, amended complaint
and this cause of action be and the same is hereby dismissed.

ENTERED this 26th day of January, 1970.

G, G e —

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

JACK A. YORK,

Petltioner,
Ve, NG, 69-C-267
RAY H., PAGE, Warden, Oklahoma -
Strte Penitentlary, MchAlester, FILED
Cklahoma, et al.
Rezpondent. AR 26 @/O.
' M. M. EWING, CLERK
ORDER U,S.MSTMCT COURT

The Court has before 1t a Petltion for Wrlt of Habeas Corpdé
'1led by Jack A, York, & prisoner serving an lndeterminste sentence
of from 40 years to 120 years imprisonment in the Okluhoma State
Penitentlary at McAlester, Oklahoma. Petltioner was tried for Mur-
der, Case No, 22,507, 1ln the Tulsa.County District Court and the
Jury found him guilty of the lesser included offense of Manslaughter
in the First Degree, and sentence therefor was 1lmposed on June 19,
1967. Sald caﬁse of action was appealed to the Oklahoma Court of
Criminal Appeals, Case No. A-14550, and the appeal deniled January 8,
1969; rehearing was denied February 14, 1969, Thereafter, Mr. York,
pro ge, flled a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus and/osr Post Con-
.viction Review, Case N5, A-15,576, which was denled October 1, 1969.

Petitioner here alleges that hls rights guaranteed by Amendments
No, 5, 6, and 14 of the United States Constitution were abridged in
hig trial in the followlng particulars, to-wlt:

1. His Court-appointed counsgel were lncompetent and negllgent
in presenting petitioner's defense in that they falled to reserve
Constitutlional guestiosns =0 that appezsl could be made to the Supreme
Court of the Unlted States; they failed to object to introduction of
prejudlicial, coerced and hearsay testimony of wltnesees, they falled
to ¢call for prool of testimony of wltnesses; they failed to call 1im-
portant witnesseg In defendant's behalf; they falled to osbJect when
the State's Attorney raised previous felony convictions In cross-
examining defendant; they falled to obJect whenh the Judge warned
obeervers of posgible punishment if {hey went Into the halls and re-

ported what was being testifled to in the Court room after the "Rule”



had been invoked; and they failed to object to inflamatory state-
ments of the States Attorney made to prejudice the Jury.

2., The srresting officers did not at any time advise defendant
of his right to remain sgllent.

3. The trial Judge failed to properly Instruct the Jury osn the
law of the case and refused to glve defendant's requested‘instructlons
of his theory of the éase; and, he Tailed to give a directed verdict
when the evldence proved there wag no premedltated iIntent.

Y4, Defendant's Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus.andlor Post
Convlction Appeal was denled by the Oklahoma Court of Criﬁinal Ab-
peals wlthout an evidentiary hearing.

This Court hss before it the full and complete tfanscript‘of
the trial submitted with the response herein. A close and careful
reading of sald transeript, consisting of some 897 ‘pages, clearly
showe that an evidentlary hearing is unnecessary hecause petitioner's
allegatiopns are wholly without‘merit, and therefore his petition for
wrilt of habeas corpus should be denlied. Based on the gaild transcript
of the trial, the Court finds as follows, to-wit:

1. That the accused's right to counsel is not a right to an
attorney's services wlth specifled aptltude tests in professional
s8kill, and a charge of incompetent counsel will support a eollateral
attack only when the trlal is reduced to a farce. Counsel's common
mistakes of Jjudgment, gtrategy or trial tactice, 1f any there be, are
n>t grounde for a collateral attack. The Court has carefully reviewed
the entire trial record and petitioner's counsel fully appreciated
their responslbllities and deligently represented the petiltioner.

The petitioner's allegation of Ilncompetent and negligent counsel 1s
wholly without merit.

2. That the interrogating officer testified under oath that he
advised the defendant, Jack A, York, of his Constitutional rights,
in particular the right to remain silent. The »offlcer g5 testifled
in the preliminary hearing, appearing at Page 101 of the transcript,
and during the trisl, as reflected at Page 542 of the transcript, The
defendant, Jack A. York, took the wltness stand in hie own behalf,

and to defense counsel's guestion as to whether the interrogating



officer had done or said anything to him, as recorded at Page 649
of the transcript, answered, "No., The f{irst thing that I remember
Officer Hunt saylng was he was running off a whole bunch of gtuff
about constitutionsl rights,.."

3. That the instructlons gilven by the Trizl Judge completely,
accurately and properly state the law, both as to the thebfy of
prosecution and defense, in the llght of the evldence, and the
punighment imposed is within the range provided by the lawz of the
State of Oklahom&, therefore, there 1s no constitutional breach
glving this Court jurlsdiction to interfere with the Judgment aﬁd
sentence impoged,

4, That when the full and complete tranzcript 1% before the
Court, and such transcript clearly supports the Jury's verdlct andr
proves the trisl was conducted so that the aceused recelved the pro-
tection of hils constitutlonal rights, the Federal Court has no Juris-
diction on which to disturb the verdlet.

IT IS, THEREFQRE, ORDERED that the petition for writ of habeas
cﬁrpus of Jack A, York be and it is hereby denied,

Dated this ol # dsy of January, 1970, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.



FILED

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

JAN 261970
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
M. M. EWING, CLERK

RICHARD FRANK NUTILE, U. §. DISTRICT COURT

Petitioner,
Vs, NG, 69-C-299
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Reepondent,

0O RDER

The Court has before 1t a letter of petitioner which theiCourt has
granted leave to be flled as a pro fe motion pursuant to T. 28 U.S.C.

§ 2255, wherein, the petitioner, Richard Frank Nutile, alleges thaé the
prison authorities are incorrectly computing the petitiosner's release
date in accordance with thelsentence imposed by this Court,

The Court held 1n abeyance the entering of a fihal Order 1in the
zald § 2255 proceeding until the Warden of the United States Peniten-
tilary at Lewisburg, Pennsylvanla, where the petitioner i1s lncarcerated,
submitted a summary of the sentence being served by the petitloner.

The Court has feceived the s5l1d summary and flnds that the prlsoner's
gsentence commenced on August 24, 1967. That the prisoner was gilven credit
on saicd sentence for his pre-sentence custody from July 31, 1967, through
August 23, 1967; and, that at the pregsent time, with good time zllowance
crgdited and to be credited and barring any infractions of the prison
rules by the petitlioner which would extend hls date of release, the pe-
titloner, Richard Frank Nutile, 18 ellgible far release from the impris-
onment sentence imposed by this Court on the 22nd day »f February, 1970.

The Court further finds that theze computations are 1n complete
accord with the sentence imposed by this Court, and that February 22, 1970,
1s the accurzte and proper relesse date. The findings hereln set forth
render the Sectilon 2255 motion wlthout merit and a final order shoula be
entered denying #ald motion.

1T IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the motion pursuant to T. 28 U.S.C.

§ 2255 of Richard ﬁrank Nutile be and the same 1s hereby overruled and
denled, |

Dated this igé-&‘ day of January, 1970, at Tulsa, Oklahoma,



i Court that the Complaint by TULSA MOVING PICY

IN THE UNITED STZTES DISTRIOY COURT OF THE
NORTHERAN DISVRITT OF OXLAHOMA

FILED

.M. EWING, CLERK
1. . DISTRICT COURT.

TULSA MOVING PICTURD MACHITNE OPERATORSE

UNICN LOCAL #5132 O %' INYERNATIONAL

ALLIANCE OF THELATRICAI: STAGH HMPLOYELS

AND MOVING PICTURE MACLHTHNE ORLERATORS

QF THE UNITED STATES AND CANADA, EI' AL,
Plaintififs,

v. Case No. 69-C-15¢

c. J. PURDIE, EY AL,

[N Y R S S S LI T "

Defendants.

ORDER DIiSMISSING ACTION ON PARTS OF TULSA MOVING PICTURE MACHINE
OPERATORS UNION LOCAL #513 CF THE INTERMATIONAL ALLIANCE OF
THEATRICAL STAGE EMPLOYEES AND MOVING PICTURE MACHINE OPLRATORS

OF THE UNITED STATES AND CANADA AND NEW MAJESTIC THEATERE, INC.
L T R R TR R S P e E T LT

NOW, on this Jé%gbéay of ff{gii;:;f'_' 1976, the motion
of TULSA MOVING PICTURE MACHINI OPERATORS Uﬂfé& I.CCAL #513 OF THE
INTERNATIONAL ALLIANCE OF THEALEICAL STAGE FMPLOYELRS ANMD MOVING
PICTURE MACHINE OQPERATORS OF THE UNITED STATLS AND CANADA and
NEW FAJLSTIC THEATRE, INC, Lo dismiss the above-styled action
comes on for hearing hefore me, the undersigned Judge of this
court, and the Court finds that said motion should be granted.

It 1S THEREFORS ORDERED, ADIUL

D DECKEED by this

ULE MACHIME OPERATORS
UNION LGCAL #513 OF THE INTERWNATIONAL ALLIANCE OF THEATRICAL STAGE
EMPLOYFEES AND MOVIWG FICTURE MACHINE OPERATORS OF THE UNIVED STATEE
AND CANADA and NEW MAJESTIC THEATRE, INC. be and the same ic

herohy voluntarily dismissod.

%/ FRED DAUGHERTY

JUDGE




LAY Orrices

BOONE, ELLISON
& SMITH

#i4 WOALD BLDO.

TuLsa., OxLa. 74103

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE - ’L E D
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JAN 281979
M.
VIRGIL N, HARRINGTON, Area Director, Bureau of 4 MD,ES%?G CLERK
Indian Affairs, for Flora ¥, G, Whitebird Estate, ) COURT
tnd the heirs of Flora Y. G, Whitebird, deceased; )
STATE OF FLORA Y, G, WHITEBIRD, deceased; )
ROBERT A, WHITEBIRD, PHILIP ROMICK, JR, and )
GEORGE ALPHONSO ROMICK, heirs of Flora Y, G. )} .
Whitebird, deceased, ),
Plaintiffs, )  ClviLACTION
Vs, : NO, 68-C-160
)
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, }
Defendant, )

MOTION FOR VOLUNTARY DISMISSAL

Plaintiff moves the Court for an Order dismissing the action without prejudiT
on the ground that defendant has not pleaded any counterclaim against plaintiff, and

that such dismissal will not inconvenience or prejudice the defendant,

. Hart
11 Liberty Bank Building

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102

- /)‘ ij f b

ﬁqyrow Boone

Jameg#’Q, Ellison
914 World Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFES

ORDER DISMISSING ACTION ON MOTION OF PLAINTIEF

This cause ‘carﬁe on to be heard on plaintiffs' Motion For Voluntary Dismissal
of the action, and it appearing that defendant has not pleaded any counterclaim agains*
plaintiff, and that defendant will not be prejudiced or inconvenienced by such dismissal,
IT IS ORDERED that the action be and it is hereby dismissed without
prejudice,  Dated the /A day of November, 1969,

Lecs Duoe ik,

FRED DAUGHERTY, $tdge
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THI;:I[—-EEl:)
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
JAN 29 1870

M. M. EWING, CLERK

HELMERICH & PAYNE, INC.,
U. S. DISTRICT: COURD

Plaintiff,-

vs. 68-c-221

MORGAN POWER APPARATUS CORPORATION,
a corporation, and LLOYD MORGAN,

Defendants.
HELMERICH & PAYNE, INC.,
Plaintiff,
vs.

68-C~-222

MORGAN POWER APPARATUS CORPORATION,
a corporation,

Tt Nt St Nt Mt et et e o e Mt et g Yot St Nt et et et ot et

Defendant.

ORDER DISMISSING

The Court has for consideration the stipulation of dismissal
entered into between the parties, and, being fully advised in the
premises, finds:

That said causé of action in 68-C-221 and 68-C-222 should be
dismissed.

IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the cause of action and com-
plaint in 68-C-221 and 68-C-222 be and the same are hereby dismissed.

ENTERED this-vg’_{z day of January, 1970.

D

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR TH{‘_IL-EE:[)_
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF QOKLAHOMA
JAN 29 1970

. M. EWING, CLERK
. S. DISTRICT COURT

L)

HELMERICH & PAYNE, INC,,
Plaintiff, -

vs. 68-C-221_

MORGAN POWER APPARATUS CQRPORATION.
a corporation, and LLOYD MORGAN,

Defendants.
HELMERICH & PAYNE, INC.,
Plaintiff,

Vs, 68-C-222

MORGAN POWER APPARATUS CORPCRATION,
a corporation,

Defendant.

ORDER DISMISSING

The Court haé for consideration the stipulation of dismissal
entered into between the parties, and, being fully advised in the
premises, finds: -

That said cause of action in 68-C-221 and 68-C-222 should be
dismissed.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the cause of action and com-
plaint in 68-C-221 and 68-C-222 be and the same are hereby dismissed.

ENTERED this;%iﬁ?day of January, 1970.

) .

e e

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Y




I8 WE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THT NORIERR
DISTRICT OF OKLAHNOMA

United States of America,
Plaintify,
V.

Millexd B. Bernes, o/i/a Millaxd

Buel Barues, if living; or if desd, the
Unknown Heirs, Dxecutors, Administrators -
Deviseen, Tru;tau, and iuim, if uu,y,’ EiLED
of Milimd B. Barnes, a/k/a Millard

Buel Barnes; Frences M. Barnes end Lucy

Albertson Paxnes, JAN29 1570

Civil No._(9-C-205

e O

M. M. EWING, CLE
Defendents. U. S. DISTRICT Qou§§

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE i

THIS MATTER COMES cn for consideration this 1J day of

(ﬁ,j_['&w..(_{w_, » 1970. 'The defendants, Millaxd B. Barnes, a/k/s Millard

guel Bu'm/,fu' living, ar if dead, the Unimown Heire, Executors, Admindstres
tors, Devisses, Trustees, &nd Aséigne, 1f eny, of Millecd B. Barnes, a/k/s
Millard Bus) Barnes, Franoes H. Barnes and Lucy Albertaon Barnes eppearing
not; and

The Cowurt being fully sdvised and havin: exsmined the f1ls herein
finds that the due and legal parsousl service of summons has been made on
the defendant, lucy Albertson Barnes, on December 1, 19697 and

It further sppearing end the Cowrt findsy that legel service by
publication wvas made wpon the dsfendants, Millerd B. Barnes, &/k/s Millard
Buel Baames, 1f living, or if desd, the Unknown Heirs, Exscutors, Administra-
tors, Devisees, T[rustees, snd Assigns, if any, of Millard B. Barnes, a/l/a
Millard Buel Bernes and Francas H. Beymes, &s appears by Proof of Publication
filed hereln on January 22, 1970, requiring each of them to answer the
camplaint F£iled herein not later than January 21, 1970, and it appearing
thet said dsfendants have failed to file an answer hereln and their defenlt
has been sutered by the Clark of this Cowrt; and

The Court furthex finds that this is & sult based won a mortgage
note and forwclosure on & real property mortgage securing said mortemge note
on the following described real property located in Tulea, ‘Tulsa County,
Clcimheme, within the Northern Juiicial District of Oklahome:

Iot Three (3), Block Two (2), Iakeview Hefghte Second

Addition to the City of Tulsa, Tulse County, State of
Oklahone, according to the recorded Plat thereof.



The Cowrt further finde that the moterial allemmtions of Plaintiff'e
Caplaint are true and corvect;

That the Defendent, Millard B. Barnes o/ik/e Millavd Duel Bernes,
d1d, on April 1h, 190k, execute and deliver to the Administretor of Veterens
Affairs, his mortgage and mortgage pote for the sum of $8,3500.00, wits
interest thereon at the rate of 55% per snnum and further providin: for the
pyment of momthly Instellments of principsl end intereat; and

The Court further finds that the defendenmt, Lucy Albertecn Barmes,
has or clafms some right, titls, or interest in ani to the premises herein
being foreclosed by virtue of statutory homestesd rights scquired by hexr
marriags to Millad B. Bermes, o/i/a Millard Buel Bexmes, but in this regsd,
plaintiff states that vimtever right, titls, or interest the defendant,
Lucy Albertson Bearnes, has in and to said property being foreclosed hersin is
Junior and inferior to the first mortgape lien of thie pleintiff; and

The Court further finds that the defendant, Frances H. Darnes,
has or claims some right, title, or intevest in ani to the pretises herein
being foreclosed by resmson of & Judgment in favor of Frences M. Barnes
sgainst Millard 3. Beanes afic/s Nillard Buel Bernes, in the maowunt of §16,335,00,
which julgment 1s recomded in the records of the District Comxrt In and For Tulse
County, Oklahome, being No. D-83841, deted December 2, 1963, and entered
Decmiber 6, 1963, btut in this regerd, plaintiif states that vhatever right, title,
or interest the defendant, Frances H. Bames, hze in end to saild property being
foreclosed herein ie juniar end inferior to the first mortgege lien of this
plaintiff; and

It furtber sppeavs that the defendents, M{llaxd B. Barpes, 1f living,
or Af dsed, The Unimown Heire, Executors, Adminlatretors, Devisees, Trusteos
end Assigns, if mpy of Nillawd B, Barnes, a/k/a Millard Buel Bernes and Lacy
Alberteor Barmes, made Sefeult under the temus of the aforesald mortzege avte
ad mortaage by resson of thelr failure to malke monthly inetallments doe
thereon on July 1, 1969, vhich default has comtinued and thset by reason thereof
the defendante are now indebted to the Plaintiff in the st of §7,7T2.89, we
upatd principal, with interest therecn at the rate of 53¢ per munar from
July 1, 1969, until pedd, plus the cost of this mction socrued and sccxutng.



I IS TVIREFOHE CRDERED, ADJUDED and DECREED thet the Plaintiff,
United States of Auerice, bave and recover Jjudgment apeinst the defendunte,
Milierd B. Bernes, i¥ living, or if dead, the nkaowm Heiras, Executors,
Adninistrators, Devisecs, Trustees and Assigns, if any of Millard 1. Barnes,
a/k/a ¥11lard Busl Nernes end Lucy Albertson leynss, for the su of $7,772.89,
with interest thereon et the rete of 55% per sanue from July 1, 1969, wntdl
pald, plus the cost of thie mction acceruved and aceruing.

IT I8 FURTHER QRDERED, ADJUDOED and DECREED that upon fallure of
the defendants to satisfy Plaintiff's monsy Judgment hersin, an Order of
Sals shall issue to the United States Marshal Yor the Northern District of
“Pxlahome, commending him o sdvartise and sell, with appraisement, the
sbove-desoribed yeal property and epply the proceeds thereof in satlafection
of Plaintiff's Juigment. The rewidue, if mny, to be deposited with the Clark
of the Cowrt to ewait fwrkher order of the Cowrt.

IT IS FURTHER (RDERED, ADJUDGED end DECREED that fran and afber
the pale of sald property, wder and by virtue of thie judgmant and desoree,
the defendsnts and esah of them and sll persons claiming wnder then sinece
the filing of the coxplaint herein be and they ere forever berred and fove-
oclosed of amy right, title, luterest or claim in or to the real property
or &y part heyeot.

Asgistant U. B Avtornay



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
COLEMAN LOTT,
Petlitioner,
ve, | NO., T70-C-18
RAY H. PAGE, Warden, Oklahoma

State Penitentiary, Mchlester, FILED

Oklahoma, .

Respondent. JAN 29,19?0 .
ORDER . M. M. EWING, CLERK

U.S.DﬁImQTC
The Court has before it a Petitlon for Writ of Habeas CorﬁuQURn

filed by the Petitioner, Coleman Lott, wherein the named respondent
1s the 1l4th Judicizl District Court, Tulsa, Oklahoma{‘ The Court
finde that the petitioner is imprisoﬂed in the Cklahoma State Peni-
tentliary at McAlester, Oklahoma, pursuant to convictlon and sentence
in Case No, £9-1023 by the Tulea County Distrlet Court of Tulsa,
Oklahoma. . That pursuant to Rule 21 of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure, the Court should motu proprio add the proper party re-
spondent, Ray H. Page, Wardén, Oklahoma State Peniltentiary, McAlester,
Oklahoma, the persgon who has custody over the petitioner; and, dis-
miss the cause of action ag to the 1ith Judicial District Court,
Tulesa, Oklahoma, and drop the sald Court as a party respondent.

The Court finds that sn appeal in Case No. 69-1023 has been
perfected and 1s presently pending before the Oklahoma Court of
Criminal Appeals. Further, the Court finds that the laws of the
State of Oklahoma protect the right of every person to due process
of law and give any person 1llegally held in cugtody within the
State the right to habeas corpus protection in the State Courts.
Ckl. St. Ann. Const. Art. 2 § 7 and 10; 12 0kl. St. Ann. § 1331 et
seq. That the petition hereln should be denled because it 1la pre-
mature in the Federal Court, The petitlioner has failed ts exhaust
hig available and adequate state remedies and he 1s not eligible
for Federal habeas c¢orpus rellef. Hudszon v. Crouse, C,A,A, 10th
Cir. Nov, Term 1969, No, 29-69 filed Jan. 21, 1970, __F.2a .

IT I3, THEREFORE, ORDERED that Ray H. Page, Warden, Oklahoma
State Penltentiary, Ménlester, Qklahoma, be and he 1s hereby added

#r the proper onerty respondent in thils actlon: rnd, the cause of



actlon be and it is hereby dismissed as to the 1dth Judicial
Dietrict Court, Tulss, Oklahoma, and said Court 1s dropped as a
party respondent.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Petltlon for Writ of Habeas
Corpus of Coleman Lott be and the same ig hereby denied,

Dated this 7) /fj day of January, 1970, at Tulsa, 0k1ah5ma.

) D

e ,)2; st/




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA'

FARMERS ELEVATOR MUTUAL INSURANCE
COMPANY,

Plaintiff, 69-C~187

VS,

HAROLD F. DAVIS and W. D. SPEER,
Partners, doing business as

TRIPLETT GRAIN AND STORAGE COMPANY ;
DOROTHY L., TRIPLETT as ADMINISTRATRIX
OF THE ESTATE OF ROBERT L, TRIPLETT, F“_)ED
DECEASED; and C.I.T. CORPORATION, }

B

Defendants. JAN 3 § 1970

. M. EWING, CLERK
ﬂ. 's\”I DISTRICT, COURT.

ORDER DISMISSING

The Court has for consideration the Motion to Dismiss
filed by defendants and George Downey, attorney for assignee
of plaintiff's interest, the brief and exhibits in support
thereof, and, being fully advised in the premises, finds:

That said complaint and cause of action should be
dismissed without prejudice.

iT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the complaint and cause
of action be and the same is hereby dismissed.

ENTERED this?O&ay of January, 1970.

o™ o

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



I8 TaE UNITED SPATES DISYRTIOL UM FOR TN
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAMOMA

WILLIAM JOSEFH L¥i, §
Petitioner, g w0, 69-C-263
Vi )
) -
UNTTED STATES OF AMERICA ) Fl
R ,pondont % ﬁ L ED
{erg .
JAN 3 0 1970
M- M EWING, L
QRDER U. s pisTRiICT cqu

On this 27th day of January, 197C, pursuant to Order entered herein
on January 15, 1970, comes on for hearing the petition of Williar Joseph Lee,
petitioner herein, filed in forms pauperis under suthority of 7. &0 U.:.Cl,
Section 22553 the petitioner appearing in person under Writ of Habeszs Corpus
A Testificeandum and by his Court-appointed nsttorney, Mr.Kenncth L. Stuiner,
and the United Stutes of Americs, Respondent, sppeuring by Nothew §. Groham,
United utates Attarney for the Korthern District of Oklahoma, wnd the Court
having advised the petitioner of the purpose of this hesring and thet the primary
issue at bar being the lssue of the volunmtariness of that certain ples entered
by petitioner in District Court Case No., 17305 Criminal vherein the United States
of imericn wes the plaintiff and William Joseph Lee was the defendant and thet
1t would be incumbent upon the petitioner to present evidence in support of his
petition herein;

WHEREUPON, the defendeant, with the ndvice and consemt of his sttorney,
did indicate in open court his desire that the petition for Writ of Habeas
Corpus be by potiticner withdrewn from consideration of the Court and the petit-
ioner being sdvised that he need not so withdraw his petiticn nnd that he wes
entitled to have such evidentiary hearing but that if he desired to withdraw 1t
ot this time thet the Court would entertain such applieation for vithdrawal and
allow the petitioner to re~file his petition at such later time nr he wight
choose, again, petitioner requested withdrawal of his petition snd hic request

wags by the Court allowed.



-~

It is, theretore, ORDERED, ARJUDGED syw! DUCREED by the Lourt that
the petitioner be and he is hereby allowed to withdrow his petition For Writ
of Habens Corpus filed herein on or about the 5th day of November, 1969, with-
out prejudice to his being allowed to re~I'ile such petitlion st any time that he
mey choose,

It i1s further ORDERED by the Court that petitiocner be allowed to
remedn in custody at Tulsa, Oklehoma, for u reasonable period of time for the

purpose of aonferring further with his attorney should he so decirs,

-

o llier o ol t)

A

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPIQVED: _ j |
Sl L,

KENRETE L. BTAINER
Attorney for Petitioner

s/ Nathan G. Greham

NATHAN G. GRANAN
United “tatas Attorney




