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

United States of America, }
)
Plaintiff, g Civil Action No. TO-C-106
vs
James E. Miller, d/b/a International S = R
House, and Bettye L. Miller, ) s Caall ‘g
) e e
Defendants. ) 2 1970 +
JORN 1. POL, Clerk
ORDER CONFIRMING MARSHAL'S SALE U. S. DISTRICT COURT

NOW, on this Sedds day of (@efelier | 1970, there comes on for
consideration the Motion to Confirm Sale made by the United %tates Marshel for
the Northern Distriet of Oklahoma on the 20th day of October, 1970, under an
Order of Sale deted September T, 1970, of the following described real property,
to-wit:

Lot Four (4), Block Five (5), Davis and Wilson
Heights, according to the official plat of record
in the off'ice of the County Clerk in and for
Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma.

And the Court having examined the proceedings of the United States
Marshal under the saild Order of Sale, there being no exceptions thereto and no
one appearing in opposition thereto, finds that due and legal notice of the sale
was given once a week for four (4) consecutive weeks prior to the date of said
sale in the Tulsa Daily Legal News, a daily newspaper of general circulation
in Tulsa County, State of Oklshoma, and that on the day fixed therein the afore-
said property was scld te Mr., James Embree of the Smell Business Administration,
which was represented at such sale by Robert P. Santee, Assistant United States
Attorney for the Northern District of Oklshoma, he being the highest and best
bidder therefor. .

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

IT? IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED, AINUDGED AND DECREED that the United States

Marshal's sale made pursuant to the Order of Sale heretofore issued herein, be

and the same 1s approved and confirmed.



IT IS FURTHER ORDERED THAT Harry Connally, United States Marshal
for the Northern District of Cklahoma, execute and deliver to the purchaser,
the Small Business Administration, a good and sufficient deed for the above-

described real property.s

UNTTED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

i

e o .//
P iy 2 S S
ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney




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

WILLIAMS BROTHERS PIPELINE COMPANY.
a corporation,

Plaintiff,

CONTINENTAL CASUALTY COMPANY,
a stock insurance corporation,

Civil Action No. 70-C-96

)

}

)

)

)

-vs— ) )
)

)

)

)

Defendant. )

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

NOW on this «3{;’ day of Qctober, 1970, there came on
for hearing the Motion to Dismiss of the parties herein. The
Court being apprised of the facts and of the settlement agree-
ment read into the records by the parties herein in open court,
and being apprised of the fact that the parties hereto have set-
tled this case and that the settlement sums have been paid and
received, does hereby grant the joint request of the parties of
this suit and enter this Order of Dismissal.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Ccourt,

that this case be, and it hereby is dismissed .

JUDGE

APPROVED AS TO FORM:




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

LEROY TENNISON,
Plaintiff, 70~-C-47

VS.

JAMES HEWGLEY, MAYOR OF THE
CITY OF TULSA, OKLAHOMA,
ET AL.,

Defendants.

ORDER DISMISSING CAUSE OF ACTION

Upon the oral motfion of plaintiff in open Court to dismiss
this cause of action,

IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the complaint and cause of
action ke and the same is hereby dismissed with prejudice.

ENTERED this 2nd day of November, 1970.

Cove L~

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APBROVED 7 -

A torney fof Plaintiff

7 5( }\[L’bh%/

Attor y for Pléintiff

Vot ‘{lﬂ// Zf?(;ﬁj;;zﬁﬁ
Attorney for defeny/xf
/i(/c(u c/ 7 //fo&_/

Attorney forxr Defendants

E ’

Attorney for Defendants



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA

United States of Auwerica, )
)
Plaintiff, ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 63-C-124
)
vs. ) Tract No. hoM
)
To.86 Acres of Land, More or Less, )
Situate in Rogers County, State of }
Oklahoaa, and Helrs of James F. )
Collins, Deceased, et al, and )
Unknown Quners, )
) Ty LD
Defendants. ) Eﬁ‘ ! b E: bt
WOV 51970
| SR AL e o
JUDGHENT U. 5. DISTRICY ©
1.

On April 28, 1970, this ceuse cane on for pre-trial conference
before the Honorable Allen E. Barrow, Judge of the United States Distriet
Court for the Northern District of Oklahcwa. The plaintiff, United States
of Amerieca, appeared by Hubert A. Marlow, Assistant United States Attorney
for the Northern Distriet of Oklahonm. Mr. Harold E. Woodson, manager
of the Prospect Cowmpany appeared for that defendant. Mr. Glenn H.
Chappell, attorney, mppeared for the defendant S. E. Richards and advised
that said defendant was filing a disclaimer of any interest in the
subject property. No other defendants ayppeared either in person or by
counsel. After belng advised by counsel for plaintiff, snd having
exanined the files in the case, the Court finds:

2.

The Court has Jjurisdiction of the parties and the subject
matter of this action. fThis judgment asplies only to the estate condemned
in Tract No. L4OBM, as such tract end estate are described in the Complaint
filed herein.

3.

Service of Process has been perfected either personally or by
publicationh notice as provided by Rule TlA of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure on all parties defendant in this cause who are interested in

the subject tract.



L,

The Acts of Congress set ocut in jaragranh 2 of the Comalaint
filed herein give the United States of America the right, power, and
authority to condeun for jublic use the subject tract, as such tract is
particularly described in such Complaint. Pursuant thereto, on June 18,
1969, the United States of America filed its Declaration oi Taking
and title to the proverty, as particularly described in the Complaint,
should be vested in the United States of America, ag of June 18, 1969.

5.

Simultaneously with filing herein the Declaration of Taking,
there was deposited in the Registry of this Court, as estimated compensa-
tion for the taking of the subject property, & certain sum of money, none
of which has been disbursed as shown in paragraph 10.

6.

At the pre-trial conference it apneared that there was no
dispute between the parties as to the amount of just compensaticn which
should be paid for the taking of the subject sroperty. Since the pre-trial
the Court has been advised that all parties agree that the amount as
set forth below in paragrach 10, reoresents just compensation. Therefore,
such sum should be adopted as the eward in this case.

‘.

The defendants named in paragraph 10 as owners of subject
property are the only defendants asserting any interest in the estate
condeuned in the subject property, all other defendants having either
disclaimed or defaulted; the named defendants were the owners of such
estate, as of the date of taking, and as such, are entitled to receive
the award of Just coamosensation.

8.

This judgument will create a surplus in the dewgcsit for the
subject tract, as shown below in paragraph 10. Such surplus should be
refunded to the plaintiff.

9.

It Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECHEED that the United

States of Americe has the right, power, and authority to condemn for public

use Tract No. 4084, as such tract ic particularly described in the Complaint



filed herein; and such croserty, to the extent of the estate described
in sueh Complaint ls condemned, and title thereto is vested in the United
States of America as of June 13, 196y, and all defendants herein and ail
other persons interested in such estate are forever barred from asserting
any claim to such estate.

1u.

It Is Further ORCERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that on the date of
taking, the owners of the estate condemned herein in the subject property
were the defendants whose names appear in the schedule below; the right
to recelve the just comsensation for the estate taken in this property
is vested in the parties so named; and the sua of $1,121.00 hereby is
adopted as the award of Jjust compensation for the estate herein taken in
subject property; and such award is allocated among the owners as follows,
to-wit:

Tract No. LOiM
Qwners:

Lessor Interest:

The Prospect Company - - - - - - - L/h

Heirs of James F. Collins,

deceased, who are:

Wilma Louise Scott )

Melva Maurene Byer ) - - - 3/h
Gwendolyn Ann Cloninger) -

Leasehold Interest:

Rotary Drilling and Exploration (Co., Inc,
and
J. J. Murphy Investment Co.

Deposited as estlmated coanensation - - - - - - - - ~ - - - ~ $ 3,819.00

Award of just compensation,
for all interestis,

pursuant to Court's findings - - - - - - - $1,121.00 1,122.00
Allocation of award:
to lessor interest - - - - - - - $1,119.00
to leasehold interest - - - - - - 2.0
Disbursed to owners - - -« - - - - 4 - - - - none
Balance due to owners - - - - - - - - - - - $1,121.00
Deposit Surplus « - = = o o« o 2 - m e e e e e e o o - - - $ 2,698,090




It Is Further ORDER¥D that the Clerk of this Court shall disburse

1l.

the deposit in this case as follows:

To:

Annroved:

The Prospect Counany - - - - T 272.75
Wilma Louise Scott, Melvea Maurene Byer,

and Gwendolyn Ann Cloninger, Jjointly - 339,25
Rotary Drilling and fxuwloration Co., Inc. 1.03
J. J. Murphy Investment Company - - - - 1.00
Treasurer, United States of America - - 2,698,00

/e/ Allen E. Barrow

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

/s/ Hubert A. Marlow

HUBERT A. MARLOW

Assistant U. 8. Attorney



IN TiHE UNITED STATES

JCARD OF TRUSTEES,
'PIPE LINE INDUSTRY
‘BENEFIT FUND,

B
£

i
i
1
"

-G =

CONSOLIDATED GAS & SERVICE

COMPANY,
b

%edure, and hereby files notice of the dismissal of said action and

#epresents that all liabilities and penalties due and owing plain-

b

b
i

$atisfied and that all issues and matters beotween the parties are

i

now resolved, leaving nothing for the determination of the Court.

DISTRICT COURT FOR Tilh WORTHERN DISTRICT

OXLAHOMA

plaintiff,

Defendant.

NOTICE Or DISMISSAL

. COMES NOW the plaintiff above-named,

ﬁ WHEREUPON, said action 1s dismissed.

I

_ I, William K. Powers, hercby certify that on the 4th day of
Wovember, 1970, a true and correct copy of the foregeoing Notice of
Pismissal was mailed to Consolidated Gas & Service Company. P. O.
Box 248, Warren, Pennsylvania 16365, with proper postage thereon

fully prepaid.

WKP:omn.
11/4/70"

PIPE I.INE INDUSTRY BENEFIT FUND,

By

appearing by its counsel,

William K. Powers, pursuant to Rule 41 of the Rules of Civil Pro-

tiff, which are the subject of this cause of action, have been
!

1501 4th Naticnal Bank Bldg.
Oklatoma 74119

Tulsa,

Certificate of Mailing

William K. Powers, 1Its Attorneyi
|
¢

William K. Powcrs



T THE JRCTED STATES DISTRICY COURY #OR THa HOTINERL
DESTRICT OF OQTAHOMA

The Unlted States of Ausrice,

Pialntit?,
v, Civii Wo. ;o.(-02h
Everett &. Copelaun and Dorothy J.
Copeiand, Paul R. Heoribner, 8. Loulse

Scribner, James Ralph Morton and
Virginia Mae Morton,

F { L E D Defendanns. [
WOV G 197G m ; A

JOHN K, Cut, Clerk JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE
U8 DISTRICT couRs (L

THIS MATTER COMES on for cousiderstion taie < — day of Noveaber,

o e e A S e R L b e e n

197y, the defendants, Paul R. Beribner and 8. Louise Serlbner, aupesring on
thelr own behalf, and the defendants, Bveredi B, Copeland and Dorothy J.
Copeland, and James Ralph Morton and Virginiaz Mae Morton, appearing not; and

The Courl being fully advised snd having exanlned the Tiic hereln
finds that the defendants, Peul R. Bcribuer and 5. Louise Scribuer, have here-
tofore 11led their Answer disclaiming any right, title and interest in and to
the real property which 1s the subject of this foreclosure procecaing; end

It further appeering and the Courl finds that due andi lepal personal
service of summons has been made on the defendants, Everett E. Jopeland and
Dorothy J. Copeland, and Panl R. Scribner end 5. Louise Seribner, requirlng
each of them to answer the complaint filed hereln not more than twently (20)
days after service of summons; end it furiier appeearing thet legal serviee by
publication wae made upon the defendants, James Ralph Morton and Virginie Mae
Morton, requiring each of them to answer the conplaint filed herein no later
than October 28, 1972, and it wppearing than the defendants, Fveroit E. Copelead
and Dorothy J. Copeland, and James Ralph Morton and Virginia Hac Morton, have
falled to £1le an Answer hereiln and defsult tas been entered by bhe Clerk of
this Court; and

The Court further finds that the aaterial allegations of Lie

plaintitf's complaint are true and correct; and



Tue Court furtoer finds that Lhe detendants, Everctt 7. Copeiund snd
Dorotisy J. Copeland, dis. on Mey 11, 1965, execute and deliver Un v Administrator
of Veterens Affairs thelr mortgage and mortguge not: for the swe =7 57, 750,00,
with interest thereon wé the rate of 5 3/47 per aunus, and furthes uvroviding
for the payment of momthly inetallments of principal and interesi; and

It further appearing that the defendmsnts, Paul R. Scriuner aund B. Loulse
Seribner, have or clals some righi, title or ioterest in and to Lu- premises herefn
belng foreclosed by reason of & General Warrauty Deed, dated January &, 1969,
filed of record in the Off'ice of the County Clerk ot Tulss Counly, Oklshoma,
on January 6, 1969, in Book 3875, Page 741, but in this regerd, plajotiff states
that whatever right, title or Iinterest the defendsnts, Paul R. Scrlbner and
8. Loulse Seribner, have in and to said property being foreclosed horein ls
Juwnjor wnd inferior to the first morigege ilen of this plaintift, and

It further appearing that the defendants, James Ralph Morton and
Virginia Mae Morton, have or clalm some right, titie, or interesi in and to
the premlses herein belng foreclosed by reason of 2 General Warranty Deed,
dated August 29, 1969, and filed of record in the Office of the County Clerk,
Tulss County, Oklahoma, on September 16, 1280, in Book 3902, Page 157%, but in
thls regard, plaintiff states that whatever right, title, or interest the
defendants, James Ralph Morton and Virginia Mas Morton, have in and to said
property being foreclosed herain le junlor and inferior to the lirst wortgage
lien of this plaintiff; and

It further appearing that the defendants, Everett E. Copeiand and
Dorothy J. Copseland, Paul R. Seribner and &. Louise Seribrer, and James Ralph
Morton and Virginia Mase Morton, mede defaull under the terms of (L aforesald
mortgege note aud mortgage by resson of their fallure to make wonthly installments
dug thereon on October L, 196F, which defsuli hax continued aud Lhet by reason
thereof the defenduants are now indebted to the Plalntdfl in thie s of
$9,939. 28, with interest thereon at the rate ot U 3/44 per annus frosm October 1,
1969 ; until pald  plus the cost of this scilon accrued and acorui:n., plus the
sun of $22.00 expended for sbetracting fees.

IT IS FUHTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED uad DECREED that uwpon [ullure of the
defendants, Everetv E. Copeland and Dorothy J. Copeland, Paul R. Scribner and

3o Louise Beriboer, s Jemes Ralph Mortoo awd Viepinie Mae Morioo, to satlsfy



the Jjuidgnent of the Phalotiff hereln, aw Ordoc ol dale sheldd losa oo lhe
United States Marshel for the Forthern Dintrict of Oklehoma, comwsainig him
to advertise and sell, with eppraisement, k= loliowing deseribed rou: property:
Lot Thirteen (13;, vlock Seven §7), Subuaroan
Acres Addition to the City of Tulsa, Piise
County, State of Uklahoos, sceording oo tng
recorded plat theraol,
and apply the pepceeds thereol in satisfuaction ol Plaintiff's hwigaent.
The residue, 1 agy, to be deposited with the Clerk of the Couri o awalt
Turther Order of the Court.
IT 18 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED and BECREED that frow snd after
the sale of seid property under and by viitue of this judgment, tur Jdefendsnts,
Everett BE. Copeland and Dorothy J. Copelamndi, Paul R. Scribmer uand 2. Loulse
Seribner, Jmses Ralpl: Morton end Virginis Hae Morton, and emch of lhea, and all
persons claiming by, through or under sald defendants, since the filing of the
Complaint herelin, be and they are forever barred and foreclosed frua every right,

title or interest in or to the heretofore deseribed real properiy.

Ap§mm/c }ﬂ,&f J | _). 5,:;« K (<
. HANTHRE

Asgistant U. 8. Attorney



COOLIDGE H. PARTEE,

V5.

ROBERT FINCH, SECRETARY OF
HEALTH, EDUCATION AND WELFARE,

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

Plaintiff, 69-C-283

Defendant.

ORDER SUSTAINING DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT AND OVERRULING PLAINTIFF'S MOTION
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

The Court has for consideratien the motion for summary

judgment filed by the defendant, the motion for summary judgment

filed by the plaintiff, the briefs in support thereof, and the

transcript of the proceedings relating to plaintiff's application

for disability benefits, and finds:

1. The findings of the Secretary of Health, Education
and Welfare as to facts in a social security case, if
supported by substantial evidence, are conclusive.

2. The transcript disloses that the plaintiff had a
full and fair hearing, and the finding that he was not
disabled to the extent reguired under the Social
Security Act is supported by substantial evidence.

3. Claimant has not met the burden of showing he
cannot return to his usual occupation or engage in
any substantial gainful activity.

iT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the Motion of the defendant

for summary judgment is sustained and the Motion of the plaintiff



for summary judgment is overruled and judgment is entered for

the defendant. .
- e
ENTERED this . 7.& day of Oeteber, 1970.

1

o 2 ——

(”(/.-(.“(._C“-- C.. )dz L ;/l-

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



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

JAMES E, WILSON, JR,,

Plaintiff,

NO. 70-C-—134'/

VS.

BENDIX CORPORATION-MACKLIN
SALES DIVISION and BIG THREE
INDUSTRIAL GAS & EQUIPMENT
CO., a corporation,

FI1LED

tovto e Y

JORE H. PUE, Clerk
U, S DISTRICT COURT

e

L L L )

Defendants,

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

It appearing to the Court that all issues of law and fact in
the above captioned case have been fully compromised and settled, the

cause is hereby dismissed with prejudice,

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

Attorney for Plain:f:ap
4

Atforney for 'Dg_tiendant



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

FARMERS INSURANCE EXCHANGE,
Plaintiff, 70-C-212

vs.,

OS5CAR C. WILLIAMS, JR., a

minor, and QSCAR C.
WILLIAMS,

FILED
NOV 1 U 1970

JOHI 11 #OE, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

Tl S et ettt S Ve e ot Nt e

Defendants,

ORDER SUSTAINING PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

The Court has for consideration the plaintiff's motion for
summary judgment, the briefs in support and opposition thereto,
the depositions in the instant litigation, and, having heard
oral argument, and having taken the motion under advisement,
being fully advised in the premises, finds:

There is no dispute between plaintiff and defendants that
Oscar €. Williams, Jr., when using the vehicle involved in the
accident, did not have permission to drive said vehicle. Answer
of defendants and response to motion for summary Jjudgment.

Aetna Casuwalty, intervenor herein, holds uninsured motorist
coverage on the other vehicle involved in the accident and contests
the motion for summary judgment, stating that there was a negligent
entrustment of said vehicle to the minor defendant. Claimants
of said accident have intervened, but allow Aetna alone to contest
the motion for summary judgment.

The Court finds that the following material facts are not
in dispute.

1. Oscar C. Williams is the only named insured on the policy.
(See insurance policy on file in this action)

2. Oscar C, Williamsg, Jr., on the date of the accident, was
in possession of a learner's permit, which reguired a licensed

driver in the front seat with him any time he was driving a vehicle,

(Deposition, pp. 41-47)



3. Oscar C. Williams had a defininte understanding with
his minor son that he should always have a licensed driver in
the front seat when he was driving, pursuant to his restricted
learner's permit, and had never allowed his minor son tc drive a
vehicle without a licensed driver in the front seat with him..
(Deposition, pp. 14-47)

4. Oscar Williams, Jr. had never driven a vehicle without
a licensed driver in the front seat, except on the day of the
accident. (Deposition p. 19 and statements, unverified on Oscar
C. Williams, Helen Williams and Oscar C. Williams, Jr.)

5. EBach child in the family knew that they were never to
drive the family wvehicle without express permission and knowledge
of their parents. (Deposition p. 48)

6. Oscar Williams, Jr. had never driven a vehiele without
express permission of his parents, nor had any other of the
children. {Deposition pp. 19, 21 and 22)

7. On the date of the accident no one suspected or had
knowledge that Oscar Williams, Jr. intended to take the wvehicle.
(Deposition pp. 20-47)

8. No one, authorized or gave permission, or had knowledge
that Oscar Williams, Jr. wpuld use said automobile on the day
in guestion. {Deposition pp. 20, 21, 46, 47, 48 and statements,
unverified of Oscar C. Williams, Helen Williams and Oscar C. Williams,
Jr.)

9. Oscar Williams, Jr. had never taken the keys to any

vehicle without permission. {(Deposition p. 49}
Based on the above stated facts, the Court finds there is no

evidence in the record to show a course of conduct from which

the parents' consent could be implied and there is no evidence in

the record that they had given their consent to use the automobile

in question without a licensed driver in the front seat. Coker v.
Moose {(Okl. 1937) 68 P.2d 504; Allen v. Hickman (Okl. 1963) 383 P.24
676.



The provigsions of Rule 56, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
provide that a motion for summary judgment shall be granted when the
pleadings, depositions and admissions on file, show that there is
no genuine issue as to any material fact and the moving party is
entitled to a judgment as a matter of law. Hanley v. Chrysler
Motors Corporation No. 607-69, Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals,
Filed November 6, 1970.

IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the plaintiff's motion for
summary judgment be and the same is hereby sustained and judgment
is hereby entered against the defendants and intervenors and in
favor of the plaintiff because Oscar C, Williams, Jr. was not a
permissive user or insured under the policy of the plaintiff and
due to the lack of permission there is no responsibility under the
theory of permissive 'use or negligent entrustment.

ENTERED this /¢ day of November, 1970.

N L

I
/‘ € e - N
7 - ' -«
Cevter Cm e v vo o

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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I THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURY FOR THE NORTHERH
DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA

United States of Amaries,
Plaintirfy,
Ve Civil Ho. TO-C=219

Julius C. McGee a/k/e Julius
Charles MoGee, Brenda J. MoQee
a/k/a Brenda Joyce MeGee, Credit
Plan, Inc., North American Actept~
ance Corp., Wooleco Departiment
Store, William E. Rutledge, Referee
In Bankruptcy, Stephens & Ghostbear,
Attorneys At Law,

Defendents.

R e L NP NP NP S, P

JUIKMERT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES ON for ccnsideration this i/ -© day of
November, 1570, the defendants, Julius C. McGee a/kfa Julius Charlea
McGee, Brends J. McGee a/k/a Brends Joyce Mc(ee, Credit Plan, Ine.,
North Americsn Acceptance Corporation, Woolco Department Store,
Willism Be Rutledge, Referee In Bankruptoy, Stephens & Ghostbear,
Attorneyr At law, appearing not; and

The Court beilng fully advised and having examined the file
herein finds that the defendents, Credit Plan, Inc., ¥orth American
Acceptance Corporaticon, Woolco Depariment Store, William E. Rutledge,
Referee In Bavkruptey, SBtephens & Ghostbear, Attorneys At law, were
served by due and legal personal serviee of summons on July 20, July 23,
July 20, July 17 end July 21, 1970, vespectively, requiring eaeh of them
to snswer the complaint filed herein not more than twenty (P0) days efter
gervice of swmoans; and it further sppearing that legal eervice by
publieation was made upon the defendsnts, Julius C. MeGec a/k/a Julius
Charles MeGee, Brenda J. KeGee a/k/n Brenda Joyce McGee, requiring each
of them to suswer the complaint filed hereln no later than October 28,
1970, and it appearing that the defendants, Julius C. McOee 2/kfs Julius
Cherles Mclee, Brendm J. MeOee s/k/a Brenda Joyee Mefee, heve Tailed to
file en Answer herein and default has beon entered by lhe Cleork of this

Court; and



The Court further finds that the materdal allesations of the
plaintiffts cunplaint are true and correct; that the defendants, Julius C.
MeGee and Brenda J. MeGee, did, on Septembey 15, 1967, execute and deliver
Lo the Admlnistrator of Veterans Affalys Lhely mortgas: and mortgage note
for the gus of $7,T90.00, with interest thereon st the ratc of & per
annum, and furiber providing for tuc paymant of monthly irnstallments of
prineipnl and interest; and

It further agpearing that ihe defendant, Credit Plan, Iuc.,
has or claims some right, title, or interest in and to the premisee
herein being foreclosed by reason of a Sccond Real Estate Morigege,
dated May 14, 1968, and Filed of rccord June 11, 1968, in the office
of the County Clerk of Tulse County, Okléhame, in Book 3850, Page 1Th3,
but in this regard, pleintiff states that whatever right, title or interest
the defendant., Credit Plan, Inc., has in and to ssld property being
forecloged herein is junlor snd inferior to the first mortgage lien
of this pleintlff; and

Ii furthey appearing thet the defendent, North American
Acceptance Corporation, has or claims some right, title, or interest
in and to the premisea hereln bein; forecloped by reason of an aesigument
of a Mechanic's Lien in favor of South-lLand Carpet Company (signed John
Stermeyer, Owner) vs., Julius C. end Brends McQee, being No. 50613, filed
of record Msy 27, 1968, in the District Court Within and For Tulsa County,
Oklahoma, but in this regard, plaintiff states that vhatever right, title,
or interest the defetdmnt, North Auericen Acceptance Corporetlon, has in
and to sald prapexty being foreclosed herein is Junilor and inferior o
the first mortgage lien of thie plaintiff; and

It further appeering thal the defendant, Wooleco Depertment
Store, has or claims same right, title, or interest in and tc the premises
herein being foreclosed by resson of & Judgment dated Septomber 25, 1969,
being No. CSJ-69-1990, filed of record September 26, 1909, 1n: the District
Court Within and For Tulse County, Okletwma, Speeial Judges Divielon, but
in this regerd, plaintiff states ilal whatever right, title, or Interest
the defendant, Wooleo Department Store, has in and to seild property being
foreclosed herein is Junior and Infericr to the firsi morisaze lien of

this plaintif?; and



1t furcher eppeaxing thet! lthe deiendant, Willisa &, Rubtledge,
Referee In Bankruphtey, has or elaims some rigsht, title, ov ioterest in
and to the premises herein being foreclosaed by reason of Bavkriptey
Canes Hos. TO-E-33 and TO=-B~9L, Comsulideted February 1Y, L1970, into
Noe T0-B-9k, In the Matter of Brende Joyee McGee and Julius Charles Melee,
and flled of record in the United States Disiriet Court Within and for
the Northern Disiriet of Oklahoma, on February 2, 1970, but in this regard,
Plaintiff states that whatever righi, tltle, or interest the defendant,
William E. Rutledge, Referee In Bankruptey, has in and to said properiy
being foreclosed herein is junior and inferior to the first mortgage lien
of this plaintiff; and

It further eppearing that the defendents, Stephens & Ghostbear,
Attorneys at Law, have or claim same right, tltle, or interest in and to
the premises herein beilng foreclosed Ly reason of unliguidated Julgment
for Attorneys Fees, in the matter of Consclidated Bankruptey Ro. T0~B=9l,
deted February 19, 1970, in the United Blates District Court Within apd
For the Rorthern Distriet of Oklshoms, filed Februsry 2, 1970, but in
this regard, plaintiff states thet whatever right, title, or interest
the defendants, Stephems & Ghostbesa, Attorneys At Law, have in and to
asaid property being foreclosed herein is junior and inferior to the first
mortgage llen of this plaintiff; aud

It further appesyring thal the defendants, Julius €. MNeQee
a/x/e Julins Charles Mclee, end Brenda J. McGee a/k/m Brende Joyee
MeGee, made default mmder the terms of tlue aforesald mortgage note and
mortgege by reason of their failure to make monthly inslallments due
ihereon on June L, 1969, which default Las continued and that by reeson
thereof the defendante are now indebied Lo the Plaintiff in the sur of
$7,505,81, with interest thereon el the rate of &% per anmu from
June 1, 1960, until paid.

IT IS THEARFORE ORIERED, ADJUDGED end DECREED that the Plaintiff,
United States of Amexdeas, heve and recover Judgment agalnst the defendants,
Julius C. McGee a/k/a Julius Charles MeGee ond Brends J. McUec afik/a
Brends Joyee MeGee, for the sum of $7,505.01, with interest thereon at the
rate of 6% per snpm from June 1, 1965, until paid, plus the eost of this
asction acerued and accrulng, plus Ul su of $22,00 expended for &bstracting

feen.



IT IS5 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED thaet upon failure
of the defendants, Julius C. MeGee afk/n Juiius Charies MeGee and Brenda J.
McGee a/k/= Brenda Joyee MeGee, to satissy the judgment of the Plaintiff
herein, an Order of Sale ghall issue tc the United Stetes Marshal for the
Northern Districi of Qldlahoma, commgnding him to advertise and sell, with
eppraisement, the followlng deseribed recl property:

Lot One (1), Block (mne {1), Melrose 2nd

Addition to Tulea, Tulss County, State of

Oklahaus, according i¢ ithe recorded plat

therecf,
and apply the proceeds thereof in satisfeetion of Plaintiff's Judgment,
The residue, 1f any, to be deposited with the Clerk of the Court to awelt
further Order of the Court.

IT I8 THEREFORE FURTHER CRDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that
from and after the sale of sald property under and by virtue of this
Judgment, the deferdsnts, Julius €. McGee a/k/e Julius Charles MeGee
and Brends J. McOee a/k/m Brenda Joyce McGee, and eech of them, and all
persons eladming by, through or wnder said defendants, since the filing
of the Complaint herein, be and they are forever barred end foreclosed
from every right, title or interest in or to the herctcfore deseribed

real property.

ROBERT P, GANTE:
Assistent U. 8. Attorney



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

LAWRENCE J. KEATING,

Plaintiff,
vS.
No. 70-C-194
SECRETARY OF HEALTH, EDUCATION
AND WELFARE OF THE UNITED
STATES OF AMERICA, )

St M Nt o et Tt W T e et

Defendant.

JUDGMENT

This cause comes on for censideration by the Court
upon the pleadings and transcript of the record in this cause
denying plaintiff disability benefits under the Social Security
Act, as amended, at any time subseguent to November 15, 1969,
and the Court having carefully examined the record and in
addition thereto has examined a report made or dated August 13,
1970, by Dr. James C. Mayoza, M. D. addressed to the attorney
for the plaintiff, and which report was not before the hearing
examiner when this case was heard by him.

IT IS, THEREFORE, THE JUDGMENT of this Court in order
to see that the Secretary has all of the evidence available to
consider, that this cause be remanded for the purpose of a
rehearing and particularly consideration of Dr. Mayoza's report
dated August 13, 1970.

Dated this /0 day of November, l9§0.

United States District Juﬁge



WRIGHT BUILDING

TULEBA, OKLAHOMA

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

IN THE MATTER OF% ) i
) In Proceedings for the
THE VANDEVER COMPANY, INC., )} Reorganization of a Cnﬁgorauﬁx
) F 2 -
Debtor, ) No. 70-B-786 .~ E D

NOV1 219
ORDER DISMISSING CHAPTER X PROCEEDINGS
AND FIXING COMPENSATION FOR CO-TRUSTEES, JOMN M. POE, Clark .

ATIORNEYS FOR O-TRUSTEES & COURT APPOTNTED AUDHSOSS DISTRIGT oy

NOW, on this 12th day of November » 1970, there having

W

”

come on for hearing before the undersigned United Statea District Judge the
Application of J. L. Burke and Julian J. Rothbaum, Co-Trustees for the above
named debtor, seeking an Order under Section 236 (2) of the Bankruptcy Act

dismissing this proceeding, and notice of this hearing having been given 2a

preseribed by this Court in an Order entered on the _2nd day of _November p

filed herein by J. L, Burke and Julian J. Rothbaum, Co-Trustees herein, seekin

1970, and there further having come on for hearing at this time the Applicatio$
!
&

the allowmce to them of fees for services performed hereifn as court-appointed

Co-Trustees herein, and there further having come on for hearing before this
Court on this date the Applicatfon of Irvine E, Ungerman and Pat Mszlloy, gourtr
appointed attorneys for the Co-Trustees herein, seeking the allowance to them
as compensation for services rendered as said counsel for the said Trustees,
and the Court after hearing the gaid Applications and being well and suffi-
ciently advised in this proceeding finds that the 2nd_ day of November, 1970,
has been heretofore fixed as the last day of the time within which plans for

the reorganization of the sajd above named debtor might be proposed herein,

and no plan having been proposed within such time and it further sppearing that

i
no further extension of time for the proposal of plan should be granted, and
that the dismissal of this proceeding is in the best interest of the creditorsg

and stockholders herein, and it further appearing to this Court that a change |

in ownership of the control of The Vandever Company, Inc, has taken place, and

1

that by virtue thereof, the stockholders of The Vandever Company, Inc. have
received & substantial sum for their stock interest in the corporation, and
it is to the best interest of the creditors of the said debtor herein that the

proceedings herein be dismissed in their entirety, and that the debtor herein

has proposed and agreed to bear all the costs and expenses of the administra-

tion of this proceeding herein;
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THIS COURT:
1

THAT this proceeding under Chapter X of the said Bankruptcy



Act be, and the same 15 hereby dismissed.
' ' 11 ;
That J. L., Burke and Julian .J. Rothbaum, Co-Trustees herein, b;,
and they are hereby awarded a joint fee of $33,000.00 for their services
performed herein and under the Orders of this Court, and the said debtor
herein be , and it 1s hereby ordered and directed to cause said fees to be.
paid to the Co-Trustees forthwith.
111
That Irvine E. Ungerman and Pat Malloy, Co-counsel for the
Co-Trustees herein be, and they are jointly allowed an attorney fee of
$39,000.00 for their services performed herein and in connection with the
administration of this estate and necessary to be performed in closing out
the matters involved herein, and that the debtor herein be, and it is hereby
ordered and directed to cause said fees to be paid forthwith.
v ;
That the firm of Arthur Young & Compan; be, and it is hereby

allowed a fee of $25,500.00 for the services rendered herein as court !

appointed auditors in connection with the audit made of the books and records|
of The Vandever Company, Inc. and for their services rendered to the Co-
Trustees herein.
v
That Sam P, Daniel, Jr., be, and he is hereby awarded an

attorney fee in the sum of 51,500.00 for his services rendered herein as

counsel for the debtor herein, and the debtor herein be, and it is hereby

ordered and directed to cause said fee to be paid forthwith.
Vi
That Ralph Bogarﬁrbe and he is hereby awarded the sum of :
$1,000,00 for his services rendered herein with respect to making an audit ;
for the Trustees of all the insurance policies and records and recommendationi
pertaining thereto, j
Vi !
That The Vandever Company, Inc. forthwith cause to be paid
to all of its trade creditors and service rendering firms, persons and
corporations the full amount of their respective claims due from The Vandever
Company, Inc. exceﬁt the indebtedness due and owing to Teachers Insurance
and Annuity Assoeiafion of America and to North American Financial Corporatie

with whom The Vandever Company, Inc. has made special arrangements for the

liquidation of their respective claims on a settlement basis,



~—-

VIII

That the claim of North American Financial Corporation against

the debtor herein, and the claim of the debtor and certain of its stockholders
against North American Financial Corporation, a&s reflected im Civil Action

No, 70-C-87 of the files of this Court having been reported te the Court as

having been fully compromised and settled upon terms satisfactory to the 3
debtor and to the counter-claimant, North American Financial Corporatien,
and the Court having approved the terms of the settlement as reported with
the result that the claim of North American Financial Corporation is
satisfied, and in open Court such satisfaction is acknowledged, it is ordered
that the parties to the settlement be and they are hereby directed to execute
all of the necessary documents consummating said settlement.
- X

That upon the said expenses of administration being pald and

the trade creditors and service rendering firms, persons and corporations

being paid the entire amount of their respective indebtedness due from The

Vandever Company, Inc. then upon proof of said fact being submitted to this

Court the sald Co-Trustees herein, J. L., Burke and Julian J. Rothbaum, be,
and they are hereby authorized and directed to turn over all of the assets
and property of the said debtor remaining in their possession and under their
contrel to the sald debtor corporation.
X

That pending said turnover, the allowances, obligations, as
set forth herein, costs and expenses allowed herein shall constitute a first
lien upon all the assets and property of The Vandever Company, Inc., until

the payment thereof and this Court specifically retains jurisdiction over

said property and assets of The Vandever Company Inc. being retransferred to

debtor and the proceeds that may be derived from saild property and assets
until complete satisfaction of such allowances, obligations, costs and

expenses &3 provided for herein have been made,

United States District Judge
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

THE VANDEVER COMPANY, INC., et al, )
. , )
Plaintiffs, )]
Y - Civil Action ~
vs, ) No. 70-C-87
)
NORTH AMERICAN FINANCIAL CORPORATION, )
) FILED
Defendant. ) -
NOV 1 21570
JOHN H. POE, Clerk
ORDER OF DISMISSAL U, S. DISTRICT COURT

Upon the joint motion of the plaintiffs and the defendant
IT 1S ORDERED that the settlement agreed upon by the parties
for disposition of this action as set forth and described in
their joint motion is hereby approved.

Further upon the joint motion of the said parties all of
the claims of the plaintiffs asserted in this gction are hereby
dismissed with prejudice to future action upon and respecting
the same; and all of the counterclaims of the defendant asserted
in this action are hereby dismissed with prejudice to future
action upon and respecting the same.

Dated at Tulsa, Oklahoma, this 12th day of November, 1970.

J. S. District Judge

FORM APPROVED:

Tom R. Brett, Attorney for Plaintiffs

"*”?ﬁ?ﬂvfupw;IKMM“
R. B. McDermott, Attorney for Defendant.




IN THE UNTTED BTATES DISTRICT COURT FUR T
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of Amcries, )

Plaintift, g
Ve Civil No. TO=Ce22h
Everett E. Copeland and
Do Js s . )
Bortbner, 8. Toutee’ Sertanor, FILED
James Relpk Morton and
Virginis Mas Morton, % NOY 16 1970

JOHN H. POE, Clerk
Defendanic.
eodanis. 0. S OISTRICT COURT

TG JUDGMENT OF FPORECLOSURLE

NOW, on this Z J__dey of November, 1970, the Cowrt has before
it for oonsideration the Amendment To Judgment, wbich original Juigment
was entered Kovember 9, 1970. After due deliberation, the Court finde as
foilows:

{1) The original Judgment f£iled November §, 1970, should be
emended by adding the below written paragraph following the Tourli. paraw
graph on Page 2 of sald Judguent:

IT Is THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the

Plaintiff, United Statas of Americe, have and recover Jjudgment

against the defendsnta, Everetti E. Copelsnd and Borothy J.

Copeland, Paul R. Beribmer and S. Loulse Seribner, and James

Ralph Morton end Virginie Mae Morton, for the sum of $9,039.20,

with interest thereon at the rate of 5 3/W per amnum from

Oetober 1, 1969, until paid, plus the cost of this action

acerued and acexruing, plus the swu of $22.00 expended for

abgtracting fees.

NOW, IT IS THEREFCRE ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECHREED thel the
original Judgnent entered herein on November 9, 1970, be amended to inelude
the above written paragraph following the fourth paregraph ou Page 2 of

sald originel Judgment.

Ty

f 7 p s ‘

‘) ‘ ’:"\.f/ 1./3/\‘( - B ,‘:‘ ot d Y T
STA DISTRICT

APPROVED: Vo~
‘ L.CL/(A s .,/ ) "l'( B ;I‘*'")\.

Agalstant Y. S. Attorney




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN

DISTRIGT OF OKLAHOMA

TOMMY LEF, BARNHART, )
Plaintiff,

vs. NO. 69-C-116

INTERNATIONAL HARVESTER COMPANY,
A Foreign Corporation,

FILED
NOV 17 18R

JOHN H, POE, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

L P )

Defendant.

JUDGMENT ON JURY VERDICT

THIS action game on regularly for trial on the Znd day of November,
1870, the Plaintiff appearing by his attorney David H. Sanders and Floyd L,
Walker, and the Defendant appearing by its attorneys, Best, Sharp, Thomas &
Glass, by Joseph Best, A jury of twelve (12) persons was regularly impaneled
and sworn to try the cause according to law., The witnesses on the part of the
Plaintiff and Defendant were sworn and examined, and after hearing the evidence,
the arguments of counsel and the instructions of the Court, the jury retired to
consider its verdict. The jury subsequently returned into open Court the
following verdict:
"“We, the jury, find for the Plaintiff and fix
the damages in the amount of $600,000.00."
The Court finds that Plaintiff has received payment totalling

$140,000,00, which should be deducted from the jury verdict.

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the Plaintiff have and recover

judgment of and from the Defendant in the sum of Four Hundred Sixty Thousand



Dollars (3460,000.00), togelher with cOSts, & U IR b S NGUErS

il - .
- & =
&66,¢¢ 5D

ered .

, B \ .
this __éf/'_:day of November, 1970.

it Gl

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

i 4

™~
A

L,
- F [

Attorney for Plaintiff

BEST, SHARP, THOMAS & GLASS -

By . ':_/-.;L.;?,. > //7'7 / ,,/"é(,_/ﬁ

SAttorne; fof Defendant
L

LUTHER ROHANON, Judge



Lo Thh ONEVED STATES DISTRICT COURT FHETHL NORTHEE GIATRICT

OF GRLAGITA o

pin e LOQhArR

Plaintiff

GLIvER &, Nouhls

o e St M e i e

Defendant

STIPULATION OF OfSMISSAL KIi
CPREJUDICL

Covies now the nlaintiff, throuch her attornevs,
Witten § cichaniel, by Pale T, "fcuaniel, and the defendant,
through his attorneys., Best, Sharp, Thowmas § Nlass, by
Joseph Y.0lass, and stipulate that the above captioned cause

of action be Jdismissed with prejudice to filine 2z Futurc
pre. :

action herein.

”FIT'EN 8 %CN

71-Ilw4f“‘t—

By: & ﬁtL{ _
Uai yfﬁanao _ \ttorney‘f T PIaintiff

BLEST, ”W‘R

ANDY now on this  day of novewber, 1977, there came
on for consideration bhefore the unlersigned Judre of the United
Ytates District Court for the Horthern lstrict of Shlahoma,
stipulation of tho parties herete of Jismissal, parties hereto
bavine advised the court that all Jissutes between tihe parties
have heen settled.

IT I3 THESEFGR) OUBERDEL . ALTLSALO AND BRUPLED that the

above styled caumse be and tae soim is hareby disnmissed with
nrejudice te the richt of the plaietifi? go brineg anv future action

arising frow soid gause of action,




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CQURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CKLAHCMA

MRS. GLADYS A. CORBY,

Plaintiff, V4

Vs, No. 70-C-199

Secretary of Health,

)

)

}

)

)

ELLIOTT RICHARDSON, The )
)

Education and Welfare, )
)

)

FILED
wovi7Em

JOHN H. POE, Clerk
U, S. DISTRICT COURT

Defendant.

JUDGMERWNT

This cause comes on for consideration by the Court upon
the pleadings and transcript of the record in this cause whereby
the plaintiff, Mrs. Gladys A. Corby, seeks a reversal of the
decision of the Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare
denying her claim for disability benefits.

The record clearly shows, and the Hearing Examiner found,
that the plaintiff met the special disability earnings requirements
of the Social Security Act at the date of her onset of disability
in May, 1966, and she continued to meet these special earnings
requirements through September 30, 1966.

The Court having carefully considered the transcript and
the pleadings in this case is of the opinion and finds that the
Findings and Judgment of the Secretary, the Hearing Examiner and
the Order of the Appeals Council dated 2April 30, 1970, is not
supported by substantial evidence, and to the contrary such Findings,
Orders and decisions are contrary to the overwhelming evidence in
this case. The record in this case is barren of any evidence that
the claimant as of May, 1966, and thereafter was not disabled from
engaging in any substantial gainful activity, and the truth is, she
has been under a disability due to her physical and mental impair-~
ments to engage in any substantial gainful activity.

The record shows that the plaintiff due to her fear of
doctors and needles and her mental condition would not present
herself for an examination or tests at an examining physician's
office. She did, however, submit to examinaticns from medical
docters at her home and did take prescribed medicaticon for hyper-
tension. Under the circumstances as shown by the recocrd in this
case, and due to the plaintiff's physical and mental condition it
is unreasonable, or was unreasonable to expect her to submit to
further examinations at some physician's office, and when she was
rerfectly willing to be examined in her home, and under the circum-
stances as shown by the record her refusal was justifiable and not
sufficient to constitute a violation of the rules and regulations
of the Department of Health, Education and Welfare, and there was
good cause and basis for her refusal as above set forth.



Dr. Edward K. WNorfleet, a full-time sweccialist in
psychiatry and neurclogy, in his report to the Department of
Public Welfare dated July 23, 1969, stated in part:

R ok % Tp is my oplnion that she suffers
from a Chronic Brain Syndrome secondary to a
cerebral vascular accident. She is left in a
confused and disdriented state at times. It
is my opinion that she cannot be substantially
rehabilitated and assuredly she is 100% disabled.
She cannot work in a competitive work environ-
ment. Any funds that might be due her should
be transmitted to her husband.”

Dr. Henry A. Brocksmith, a general practitioner and
specialist in internal medicine, in a report to the Department of
Health, Education and Welfare dated March 25, 1970, in part stated:

"k * % Tt is guite obwvious the patient is
totally debilitated incapcitated and unable to

work. It was my further cpinion when I first saw
her that this was a permanent, as well as a total
condition."

Likewise, there is lay testimony in the record of the
disability of the plaintiff. There is no testimony in the record
that this plaintiff is not totally disabled within the meaning of
the Social Security Act.

The Court finds upon a consideration of the entire record
that the plaintiff is entitled toc disability benefits beginning not
later than June 1, 1966, and ceontinued benefits thereafter.

IT IS, THEREFORE, THE JUDGMENT cof the Court that the
decision of the Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare, the
Hearing Examiner, and the Order of the Appeals Council be, and the
same are each hereby reversed, and

IT IS THE FURTHER JUDGMENT o©0f the Court that the
Secretary of Health, Educaticon and Welfare place plaintiff on
disability benefits as provided by the Sccial Security Act
beginning June 1, 1966, and to continue thereafter to pay such
benefits sc long as the plaintiff continues to be disabled from
engaging in substantial gainful activity.

Dated this Z:ZZ% day of November, 1970,

o ithir TLplwseert

United States District Judge




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERNK DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA

United Stetes of Amerlea, )

Plaintifs, 3

vE. Civil No. _Tu-C-231
Johnnie B. Hixou, a/k/a Johnny

e Reringten, EILED
NOV1719m

JOHN H. POE, Clerk
S. DISTRICT COURT

Defendents.

U
ORDER CONFIRMING MARSHAL'S SATE
NOW on thie 7d‘®y of November , 190 | there
[

coming en for hearing Motion of the Plaintiff, United States of America,
to confirm the sale of real property made by the United States Marshal

for the Northern Distriet of Cklahoma, on Hoveaber 9, 1970 3

under an Order of Sale dated  Beptember 23, 1970 » 8od issued

in this cauwse out of the {fflee of the Court Clerk for the United States
Distriet Court for the Northern Distrilet of Qklehoma, of the following
described property, to-wit:
Lot Ten (10), in Bloeck Sixtesn (16), in Valley View
Arres Addition to the City of Tulss, Tulse Comiy,

ftate of Oklshoms, sccording to the recorded plat
thereof,

end the Court having examined the proceedings of the United States
Marshel under the aforesaid Order of Sale and no one appearing in
opposition thereto and no excepticns having been filed, finds thet due
and legal notice of the sale wae glven by publicatlion onece a week for at
least four (h) weeks prior to the date of sale in the
Tulss Duily Leogal News >

& newspaper published and of general cirevlation in the Ceumty of

Tules , State of Oklaheoma, eand that on the day fixed therein

the sbove-deseribed property was sold to the AMministretor of Veterans

_ALLeirs » 1t being the highest

and hest bldder therefor.
The Court further finds that the sale was made in ell respects
in conformity with the land end judgments of this Court and that the

sale was legel in all respects.



I I, WBEREFORE CRDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the
United States Mcrshol's SBale and all proeeedings under tue Order f
Szle issued ierein. be and tae scme are cereby aporovsed and confirmed.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED tiiai Harry Connolly. United States
Marshal for the Northern District 1 Olilzhoma, make and esecute tn

the pucchaser, the Administrator of Veterans Affairs

a good and sufficient Deed for such premises.

IT IS FURTHER CRDERED ihat after the execuiim and delivery
L the Deed to the purchaser Uy the Uniced States Marsnal for ihe
Horthern Discrict < QOklahoma, the purchéser is hereby sranted

pussessi.n of thne property ageinst any cor all persons nov in possession.

oy s
N A F S

UNI?ED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

Assistant U. 5. Attoiney



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FCOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OXKLAHOMA

United States of America and
Ronald L. Morris, Revenue Officer,
Internal Revenue Service,

Nt e S S

Petitioners,
vs. : NO. _T0-C-323
Tony Bates, 3 .
) FITLED
Respondent. )
MOV 1714370
JOHN H. PGE, Cierk
0O R D E R U, S. DISTRICT COURT

This matter coming on for hearing on the motion of the United States
of America and Ronald L. Morris, Revenue Officer, Internal Revenue Service,
to dismiss the above styled and numbered cause and the court being fully

advised finds that said motion should be sustained.

IT IS THEREIFORE ORDERED that this cause be and it is hereby dismissed.

o B

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

DATED _fovember /.3 1970
4



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DIsTRIcT of oktanoma = [ ke E D °

Tulsa Division NOV191970
JOHN H. POE, Clerk
OERTLE'S, INC. (Formerly Oertle ) U, S DISTRICT COU/Rg
Wholesale Drug Co.), ; .

Plaintiff, g Vv
v. ; Civil Action No. 69-C-307
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, %

Defendant, )

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Upon oral motion of Plaintiff and pursuant to

. . vzmaee
written stipulation of ‘Geteser /4 , 1970, between the
parties hereto, the captioned action is hereby dismissed
with prejudice with the parties to bear their respective

costs,

DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma, this /J# day of

October, 1970, : j

Judge .

APPROVED :
Robert B, Milsten

léfdzr /ﬁ?’(‘{kd

Harold D; Rogers

Counsel for Plaintiff

U. S. Attorney ,
Counsel for Defendant




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JULIA (MRS. L. F.) BARREIT, j)
)
Plaintiff, )
)
vs. ) No. 70-C-305 Civil
‘ )
THE READER'S DIGEST ASSOCIATION, INC., ) .
Y EILED
Defendant. ) ND“ :), {J gm
JOHN H. POE, Clerk
| ORDER U. S. DISTRICT COURT.

Defendant's Motion to Dismiss is granted without prejudice

to Plaintiff filing her action in a court with jurisdiction of

same, as the Motion has been confessed by Plaintiff as shown by

the attached letters.

N -
Plaintiff's action is dismissed this _<¢ day of November,

1970.
LN g
"*./: C\- 1‘ 'k(j' <oy v e i
Fred Daugherty ./ VL

United States District Judge




FRANK . HICKMAN
ATTORNEY AND COUNSEL.OR AT LAW
SUITE 825 WRIGHT BUILDING

TULSA, OKLAHOMA 74103

November 9, 1970

Hon. Fred Daugherty
United States District Judge
c/o Federal Building
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma

Re: Julia {Mrs. L. F.) Barrett v, The Reader's Digest
No, 70-C-305 Civil, USDC-ND of Oklahoma

Dear Judge;

I have reviewed the answers to the interrogatories filed by the
defendani in this cause; and, although they do not speéi.fically answer
the questions put to it, I feel that additional time in this case to check
further information would be to no avail.

Taking into consideration the answers filed by the defendant, as well

as the law of Oklahoma, I must confess that 1 do not believe that,

from the answers thus given, the defendant was or has been doing
business in the State of Oklahoma which would make it subject to the
jurisdiction of this court. Actually, the answers filed by the attorney
do not comply with {he law; but, even if a valid answer was filed by

the defendant by a representative which had actual facts thereof, and if
the answers would be the same, this court could not hear and determine
ithe issues set out in the complaint.

Therefore, if a letter will be received from the attorneys for the defen-
dant to the effect that a valid officer of the defendant would testify lo the
same facts set out in the answers,which were executed in fact by the
attorney, I will admit that his plea to the jurisdiction is valid, and the
coul't must dismiss the cause upon that ground only, granting the plain-
tiff a reservation to maintain her action in any other state upon which
service may be obtained against the defendant.

Very truly yours,

.
7l T SN

Frank R. Hickman
FRH:db
ce: Mr. John M. Imel

920 National Bank of Tulsa Bldg.
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103



VILLABD MANTIN Law OFFICES
{1nB9 Ia960]

GARRETT LDGAN MARTIN, LOGAN, MOYERS, MARTIN & CONWAY

OONALD P MOYERS - .

VILLARD MARTIMN, JFT, B20 NATIONAL BAMNK OF FULSas BLUILLUING TELERHONE
AR TULSA, OKLAHOMA 74(03 59z-5281
JAGCK M, SANTEE ' AREa COOE 18
J.UERRY DICHKMAR

e November 16, 1970

VOHN M. IMEL
PHILIP W, KYLE
MICHAEL D. TINNEY

Honorable Fred Daugherty

United States District Judge

U.S. Courthouse and Federal Bldg.
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73101

Re: Julia (Mrs. L.F.} Barrett vs.
The Reader's Digest Association,
Inc., U.S. District Court for
the Northern District of Oklahoma
No. 70-C~305

Dear Judge Daugherty:

A copy of the letter to you dated November 9, 1970, from Frank
R. Hickman has been reviewed and I would advise the court that if the
answers were verified by an officer of Reader's Digest, they would be
the same. Verificaticn by counsel was necessitated by the late receipt
of the information and since we had plead to jurisdiction I did not
desire to ask for affirmative relief in the nature of an extension.

Therefore, since the answers would be the same, I would request
the court enter an order of dismissal pursuant to our plea to juris-
diction in accordance with Mr. Hickman's letter.

Sincerely yours,

MARTIN, LOGAN, MOYERS, MARTIN & CONWAY

hn M. Imel
JMI:]j
cc: Mr., Frank R. Hickman
825 Wright Bldg.
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

Mr. John Poe

U.S5. Court Clerk

U.S5. Courthouse and Federal Bldg.
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74101



T THE UNITED STATEY DESTRICT COURT FOR i
NORTHERI DISTRICY OF OKLAHDME
United Stales of Aweries,
Plaintify,
Ve Civil Ho. 70-C-203
Mauriece 0. Harding ol Cherles M.

(Merie) Barding, Jerry 0'Reel,
Agent For Decorator Commerciel Carpet

e e L P L L N

Compeny, Levines Department St ’ -

Willm‘med,ge’ Referee In ng:;iuptw’ E ‘ L E D

Marion M. Dyer, Attornaey, WOV 2 0 B0
Defendante. JOHN H. POE, Clerk

V. § DISTRICT. COURT

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE
THIS MATTER COMRS on for consideration this _/ 52(“"' day of Hovember,

1970, the defendant, Mayion M. Dyer, Attorney, having flled & Disclaimer herein,
and the defendarta, Meurice 0. Harding and Charles M. (Maric) Herdiug, Jerry
G'deal, Agent FPor Decorator Cammercial Carpet Campany, Levines Department Stores,
and Willism Rutledge, Referee In Bankrupicy, appeering not; and

The Court being fully edvised ard heving exsmined the file herein
Tinds thet due end legal personsl service of summons has bee: made on the
defendantes, Willlam Rutledge, Referee In Banikruptey, Levines Department Stores,
and Marion M. Dyer, Attorney, on August 2k, 1970, Auguet 26, 1970, and
Auguet 27, 1970, respectively; and

It further sppesring and the Couri finde that legel scrvice hy
publication wes made upon the defendents, Meurice 0. Harding and Chsrles M.
(Marie) Harding, and Jarry O'Neal, Agent For Decorator Commercial Carpet
Conpary, as eppears by Froof of Publieation filed herein on November 19,
1970, regquiving each of them to enawey the Complaint £iled herein not later
than November 11, 1970, and it eppearins that sald defendenis hove failed
to file an enswer herein and their defauli hae been entered by the Clerk
of this Cowmrt; and

The Court further finds that the deferdant, Marion M. Iyex, Attorney,
has heretofore filed his emswer disclaiming any right, tille and interest in
and to the real property which is the subjecl of this foredlosure proceeding;
and

The Cowrt fuwrther finds that this iz e sudt based upos & woritgage
note and foreelosure on & real property nort,ace seeurdng sold noyigage note
o the following described real property locsts. In Pulsa, Yuisn County,
Oklehoma, within the Northern Judiedal Distric” of Okilahoms:



T

Lot Six (6), Biock Sixty {50) Valley View Acres
Trird Additlon to the Cliy of Tulsea, Twlsa Comntby,
Oklahome, aceording to the recorded plat thercof,

The Court further finds that the meterial allegations of Plaintiffs
Complaint are ture and correct;

That the defendants, Maurice 0. Harding end Charles M. Herding, did,
on DeGember 5, 1968, exceute and deliver to the Administrator of Veterang
Affairs their mortgege snd mortgate note for the sum of $10,9006.00, with
interest thereon at ths rate of 7% rer annus and further providing for the
payment of monthly installments of prineipal and interest; and

The Cowrt further finda that the defendant, Jerry O'Neal, Agent of
Degorator Commercial Carpet Campany, have or claim same right, title, or
interest in and to the premises herein being foreclosed by reason of & Mechanic's
Line #51902, filed Februmry 1k, 1969, in the Distriet Court Within and FPor Tulsa
County, Oklahomsa, but in this regard, plaintiff states that whetever right,
title, or interest the defemdant, Jerry 0'Neal, Agent of Decorstor Commeretal
Carpet Company, has in and to seld property belng foreclosed herein ie junior
and iInferior to the firet mortgage lien of this plaintiff; end

The Court further finds that the defendant, Levines Department Stores,
has or claims some right, title, or interest in and to the premises herein
beilng foreclosed by resscn of a Judgment, dated December 31, 1969, being
#50-60-3403, filed of record Jenuary 5, 197C, in the District Court Within
and For Tulsa County, Cklshoma, but in this regerd, plaintiff states that
vhatever right, title, or interest the defendant, Levines Department Stores,
hag in snd to seid property being foreclosed herein is Junior emd I torior
to the firsi mortgage lien of thie plaintiff; and

The Court further Ffinds that the defendant, Willlam Rutledge,; Referee
In Bankruptey, hes or claime some right, title, or Interest in and to the
premises herein belng foreeloged by reason of a Voluntary Petltlon In Bankruptey
No. TO=B=-373, filed April 13, 1570, in the Uniied Btates District Court for
the Northern District of Oklahoma, in the matler of Charles Marie Herding,
put in this reperd, plaintiff states thet wvhatever right, title, or interest
the defendant, William Rutledge, Referee In Banlruptey, hes 1lu end to said
property being foreclosed herein is junior and inferior to the first mortgage

1ien of this plaintifi; and

0o
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It further sppears that the defewdnats, Mauries 0. Hardine, Charles M.
(Maria) Harding, Jerry O'Weal, Agent For Decrrator Commercisl Carpet Compamy,
Leviner Department Stores, Willlsm Rutledis, Referee In Bankrupicy, nmede
default under the terns of the aforesald mortgane note and mortpape by reason
of their fallure to meke monthly installments due thereon on Seplember 5, 1969,
which defaullt has continwed and that by resson therecf the defendmnts,
Maurice 0. Barding mnd Cherles M. (Marie) Harding, Jerry O'leel, Agent For
Decorator Canmerclel Carpet Company, Levines Department Stores, Willlax Rutledge,
Referee Tn Benkyuptcy, sre now indebted to the Pleintiff in the sun of $10,753.43,
as unpaid principal, with interesi thereon at the rate of 7% per anmum from
September 5, 1969, until peid, plus the cost of this action acorued and acaruing,
plus the sum of $22.00 expended for abstracting fees.

IT IS THRAEFCRE ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the Plaintiff,
United States of America, beye and recover judgment egeinst the defendants,
Meurie: 0. Rarding and Cherles M. (Marie) Harding, for the sum of $10,753.43,
wit!, irteresl therecn at the rate of 7% per aswum from September 5, 1969,
un.il paid, plus the cost of this actlion weera- and aceruing, plus the sum
of $22.00 expended forasbetracting fees.

IT IS5 FURTHER ORDKRED, ADJUDOED and DECHEED that wpon fallure of the
deferndants to satisfy Plaintiff's money judgment herein, an Order of Sale
shall issue to the United Btates Marshal for il Northern District of Oklshoma,
commanding him to advertise and sell, witl appraisement, the sbove-described
resl property and apply the proeeeds thereof in satisfaction of Plointiff's
judgment. The residuc, if any, to be deposited witl e Clur: 1 the Court
to awelt further amder of the Court.

IT IS PURTHER CRPERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that from and after € -
sale of ssid property, onder end by virtue of this Judgment and decree, ile
defendants and each of them and all persone ¢lalslay wader theq sinee the filiug
of the complaint herein be and they are forever iayred end foreclosc: of any
right, title, interest or elaim in or to the real pruperty or any pert hereof.

T

DISTRICT

3. Ak

. f_:):; ot i”’{f

g
Assletent Y. 8. Alborner
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LAW OFFICES
UNGERMAN,
GRamu,
UNGERMAN
& LEiTER
PIXTH FLOOR
WRIGHT BUILDING

TULFA, OKLAHOMA

IN THE UNITED STATES D_'I;STRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ISELIN-JEFFERSON FINANCIAL COMPANY, INC,, )
a corporation, )
)
Plaintiff, )
) Civil Action -
v, ) e :
) No. 70-C-343 d
U. S, TUPTED CARPETS, INC., ) F‘i l L E et
& corporation, )
) NOV 209 |

Defendant.

JOHN H, POE, Clark
ORDER DISMISSING ACTION WITHOUT PREJUDICE |, §, DISTRICT \GOUB;

NOM, on thism day of Rovember, 1970, ti'lere having been
filed in this proceeding a Motion for leave to dismisg this action on account
of the fact that the Defendant herein has been duly adjudicated a bankrupt in
the United States District Court for the Northern District of Cklahoma, and
the Court finding that no further caugse exists for the continuation of the
proceedings of the action herein or for the continuation in office of Robert
E, Baker as Receiver in this proceeding.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED BY THIS COURT that the above atyled and
numbered matter be, and it is hereby diamissed without prejudice.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED BY THIS COURT that Robert E, Baker,
Receiver, forthwith turn over )'and deliver unto Robert E, Baker, Receiver in
the action styled In the Matter of: U, S, Tufted Carpets, Inc., a corporatiom,
Bankrupt, In Bankruptcy No.7 ‘Z%-,{QZZ pending in the United States District
Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma, all of the assets that have come i
into his possession as Receiver herein, and that upon his filing a report
herein as to the proceedings had by him herein that the said Robert E, Baker
shall then be discharged &3 Receiver in this proceeding and his bondsmen shall
be exonevrated from any further liability in connection with the administration

of the estate of this proceeding,

a
i

-

United States District Judge




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

McMICHAEL CONCRETE COMPANY,
a corporation,

Plaintiff,
vs. No. 70-C-204
TULSA GENERAL DRIVERS, WAREHOUSEMEN
AND HELPERS, LOCAL UNION NO. 523,

Defendant. .
NOy 2 3 1970
JOHN H. POE
Cl
U S, Disaier cof}ﬁ}

_ORDER_

This cause comes on for consideration by the Court upon
the Application of McMichael Concrete Company, a corporation,
plaintiff, for a permanent injunction against the defendant, Tulsa
General Drivers, Warehousemen and Helpers, Local Union No. 523,
seeking a permanent injunction against said defendant, its officérs,
members, agents, servants, employvees and all persons in active
concert or participation*with them, from causing or inducing work
stoppages, interfering with work by plaintiff's employees or
picketing at plaintiff's premises, the premises of plaintiff's
customers or at any other place where plaintiff's employees may
be at work contrary tc the grievance provisions of the contract
between plaintiff and defendant, and

The Court having carefully ccnsidered the able Briefs
submitted by the parties to this case, the pleadings, exhibits
and all other pertinent papers, and considering the evidence
heretofore heard by the Court finds that the acts and conduct of
the defendant complained of have been discontinued and abandcned
and that any further violation of the labor agreement between the
parties will not arise, and that there will be no further viclations
therecf by the defendant.

The Court is of the opinion that a permanent injunction
should not be granted, and it is the judgment of the Court that
the plaintiff's prayer for permanent injunction be, and the same
is hereby denied.

Dated this 20 - day of November, 1970.

United States District Judge



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JOHN A. GRAHAM,
Plaintiff,

)
)
)
)
vs. ) No., 70-€-220 Civil
)
HUDGINS, THOMPSON, BALL AND )
ASSOCIATES, INC., an Oklahoma )
Corporation, and THE FIRST );
NATIONAL BANK AND TRUST COMPANY )
OF OKLAHOMA CITY, a National )
Banking Association, and Trustee )
of the Hudgins, Thompson, Ball )]
and Associates, Inc. Employees' )
Profit Sharing Retirement Plan )
Trust, )
)
)

EILED

NOV 2 3 1970

JOHN . POE, Clerk
U, S. DISTRICT COURT

Defendants.
ORDER

Defendants move for dismissal of Plaintiff's Complaint for
failure to state a cause of action. Plaintiff was employed by
Defendant Hudgins, Thompson, Ball and Associates, Inc. (HTB) and
participated in its Employee Profit Sharing Retirement Plan (Plan)4
which is administered by Defendant The First National Bank and
Trust Company of Oklahoma (FNB) as trustee under the Plan. The
Plan contains a provision stipulating that should an employee
leave HTB to accept employment with a local competitor of HTB, then
the employee's rights in the Plan are forfeited and the accumulateé
sums standing in his name are redistributed among all of the remain-

ing participants in the Plan. It appears that this Plan is of the

non-contributory type, that is, no contribution is made by any
employee, and no distributions to participants of the Plan are madé

|
until after their employment with HTB terminates by reason of deatﬁ,

|
|
retirement or resignation or discharge under certain conditions.



Plaintiff's first claim is based on 15 U.5.C.A. § 1 and § 15
and certain Oklahoma statutes relating to unlawful restraint of
trade and unlawful contracts. As there is no diversity of citizen-
ship between the parties in this case, the Federal claims also form
the basis for Plaintiff's jurisdictional allegati9ns as well. Three
other claims stated by Plaintiff originate under state law.

Defendants contend that Plaintiff has failed to state a federal
claim on which relief may be granted. Defendants rely on Austin v

House of Vision, 404 F.2d 401 (Seventh Cir. 1969), which they clain

was decided adverse to the position of the Plaintiff herein on facts
virtually identical to those alleged by Plaintiff., Plaintiff, in
{
briefs, seems to tacitly admit the force of this decision, but

contends that this Court should consider the adoption of the rule

set out in Muggill v. Reuben H. Domnelley Corporation, 398 P.2d 147,

18 A.L.R.3d 1241 (Calif. 1965). There are important differences
in the twé cases. The Austin case was concerned with the applica-
tion of the federal antitrust laws to a profit sharing plan under
which the amounts claimed by the employee had been contributed
entirely by the employer as is the case here. In the Muggill case
the controversy involved the application of a California State
statute to a pension plan in which the employee's rights had veste&
by reason of his retirement. As the jurisdiction of this Court is
dependent upon an actionable violation of the federal antitrust
laws, the Court is vitally concerned with the federal antitrust
laws and not alleged violations of state statutes. Also, under
the Plan here in controversy, there appears to have been no vestin§
|

1/
of the Plaintiff's interest in the funds of the Plan. Thus, the

1/ By the terms of the Plan, an employee's undivided share of the
Plan is subject to redistribution until specified conditions of
termination of employment are satisfied. Plaintiff does not allege
that he has met any of these conditions. Thus, Plaintiff's interes
in the Plan has not vested.




employer's action in Muggill in terminating the employee's vested
retirement benefits because of his acceptance of employment with
a competing firm is mgrkedl& different from HTB'staction here in
refusing to pay Plaintiff funds in which no rights had vested in
him.

The issue of primary importance to the Court is whether
Plaintiff has stated & claim arising under 15 U.S.C.A. § 1 and
§ 15 as pleaded., In the Austin case, the court held proper the
trial court's dismissal of a claim laid under 15 U.S.C.A. § 1 and
§ 15, but it also considered the antitrust laws generally. 1In its
decision, the court stated that the employee hdad failed to make
any showing of a per se violation of the "antitrust laws" or of

a contract, combination or conspiracy between the employer and

the trustees of the plan. The court observed that the trustees' ;
duties were limited to administration of the plan, they were not i
engaged in the employer's business nor were they competitors of {
the employer. This is precisely the situation here.
Plaintiff's Complaint does not allege any of the traditional |
per se violations of 15 U.5.C.A, § 1, that is, it does not allege
the existence of price fixing, tying arrangements, boycotts,
division of markets or reciprocal dealings. See 1 Von Kalinowski,
Antitrust Laws and‘Trade Regulations, Section 6.02{3], pp.6-93 to
6-123. Even if the contract by which FNB as trustee agreed to

administer the Plan could be regarded as a type of contract contem-

plated by 15 U.S.C.A, § 1, it is clear that FNB is not an active




participant ip any agreement to restrain trade in the market for
Plaintiff's services. As trustee, it can only do that which HTB
as settlor of the trust has prescribed and takes no active part
whatsoever in the denial of payment of amounts contributed wholly
by HTB to the Plan. That determination is made wholly by HTB,
according to the tenor of exhibits 2 and 3 attached to Plaintiff's
Complaint. It seems to the Court that under the arrangement here
presented, the "plurality of actors" required by the "contract,
combination or consplracy" provisions of 15 U.S.C.A. § 1 has not
been asserted. See 1A Von Kalinowski, Antitrust Law and Trade
Regulations, Section 6.01{2], pp. 6-9 to 6-12.

Plaintiff argues that at the very least, the disputed forfeitdr
provision of the Plan constitutes a covenant not to compete, the

reasonableness of which must be reviewed by this Court in a trial

on the merits. GCovenants not to compete are traditionally a type
I
of restraint which may be found reasonable or unreasonable under |
|
i

the circumstances of the particular case. See United States v.

Addyston Pipe & Steel Go., B5 Fed. 271 (Sixth Cir. 1898), aff'd

175 v.s. 211, 20 s.Ct. 96, 44 L.Ed. 136; 85 Fed. at page 281.
However, in order to review the reasonableness of a restraint,
there must first exist restraint and none seems to appear among
Plaintiff's allegations. The trade alleged to be affected is the 1
market which exists for Plaintiff's services, However, the only
restraint that appears to be imposed on Plaintiff is that of his
desire for payment of his inchoate share of the funds of the Plan,
Plaintiff makes no claim that this forfeiture provision coerces

any prospective employer into not hiring him. There is nothing

in the Complaint to indicate that prospective employers are




discouraged in any way from competing for Plaintiff's services.
The Court is unable to perceive how Plaintiff's failure to receive
certain claimed benefits from his former employer restrains others
from competing for his services. This very same situation was
present in. the Austin casé%/

In summary, Plaintiff's Complaint fails to plead a contraét,
combination or conspiracy between two or more persons, to plead
any per se violation‘of the federal antitrust laws or to plead any
restraint of trade in the market for his services. Inasmuch as no
federal claim is presented by Plaintiff, the Court should dismiss
his Complaint upon jurisdictional grounds. According to United

Mine Workers v. Gibbs, 383 U.S. 715, 16 L.Ed.2d 218, 86 S.Ct. 1130

the Court has the power to retain a case on its non-federal aspects

however, that case also indicated that the exercise of such power

is discretionary and ordinarily a case in which only state law

claims are present should not be retained., None of the considera-

tions discussed by the Supreme Court in United Mine Workers v.

|
|
Gibbs, supra, which would support retention of this case are preseﬁt

2/ In Austin v. House of Vision, Inc., supra, 404 F.2d at p. 403
the court said,

"We find no showing of injury to the public or to the
Plaintiff. Plaintiff has been fully able to compete

as evidenced by his freedom of choice in immediately
obtaining similar employment with a competitor in the
same neighborhood. There is no complaint by a business
competitor that it was unable to hire optical employees

as a result of any practice engaged in by defendant." i

Indeed, were Plaintiff's contentions to be adopted, one could
concelvably argue that payment of a high salary constitutes an
unlawful restraint on trade if it tends to prevent an employee
from quitting to seek other employment.




and the Court in its discretion declines to do so.
Defendants' Motion to Dismiss is granted and Plaintiff's
Complaint 1is dismissed. '

4

It is so ordered this 7 ?° day of November, 1970.

'.'
;Zi.f_ 6( ("}}z{ PR K‘fﬁ ‘?"L

Fred Daugherty o) /7
United States District Judge
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT ©OF OKLAHOMA

INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, by and

through its division I-R DRILLING

& COMPRESSION SERVICES,
Plaintiff,

vs. NO. 63-C-205 "

JOHN BUNNING TRANSFER CO., INC.,
and HARTFORD FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY,

' pefendants, E I L E D
NOVA 3 B0
JOHN H. POE, Cierk
ORDER OF DISMISSAL U. & DlSTRlct COURT

Now on this ZQ day of M, 1970, this matter comes

on for hearing pursuant to a Dismissal filed herein by the
Plaintiff, Ingersoll-Rand Company, by and through its division
I-R Drilling & Compression Services, and the court being fully
advised in the premises finds: That Plaintiff's cause of action
should be dismissed with prejudice to further action as against
John Bunning Transfer Co., Inc., and Hartford Fire Insurance
Company. °

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED by the court
that Plaintiff's cause of action is hereby dismissed with prejudicé
to any further action by the Plaintiff as against the Defendants,

John Bunning Transfer Co., Inc., and Hartford Fire Insurance

Company -

Judge of the United States
District Court for the Northern
District of Oklahoma

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT:

Attorney for Ingersoll-Rand Company

orney for John Bunning Transfer Co., Inc.
// J //7?%“

At¥orfney for Hartford Fire insurance Company




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

COLEMAN LOTT,

Petitioner, v///
No. 70-C-34%

vs.

STATE OF OKLAHOMA;
RAY H. PAGE, Warden,

Respondent. F ' L E
- D
NOV23 19 70
JOHN H. POE, Cgrk
U. S, DISTRICT coypr
ORDER STR,CT COURr

This case comes on for consideration by the Court upon
an Application by the petitioner, Coleman Lott, to proceed without
prepayment of costs in a habeas corpus proceeding in this Court.

In an Order dated Janunary 29, 1970, Judge Allen E.
Barrow, United States District Judge for the Northern District
of Oklahoma, denied petitioner's Petition for Writ of Habeas
Corpus until petitioner has exhausted his State remedies.
Petitioner has pending an appeal from his conviction in the Court
of Criminal Appeals of the State of Oklahoma, which has not yet
been decided.

For the reasons stated in Judge Barrow's Order and
those stated in a letter dated June 26, 1970, from Judge Alfred P.
Murrah, United States Court of Appeals, the Application to Proceed
in Forma Pauperis is denied. .

The Clerk of this Court will return all of the papers
.filed in this case to the petitioner.

Dated this Zﬂ?‘—. day of November, 1970,

énlted States District Judge



F il E
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THIS NOV 23 1970
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAIIOMA
JOHN H. POE, Cie

U. 8. DISTRICT Ol

(LO. WALKEGR, ..., Plaintiff, )
)

Vs, ) No. 69-C-76
)

SAFEWAY STORES, INC.,  ..... Defendant, )

DISMISSAL WITII PREJUDICE

Comes now the plaintiff, H, O, WALKLER, and dismisses the
above styled and numbered cause of action with prejudice to the bring-
ing of a future action,

Dated this 7/ day of October, 1970.

Plaintiff <7 .

» ; /- — N
(‘ ) (( { co \’. C R } {

Attorney for Plaintiff-———

Comes now the defendant, by and through its counsel of record, and
consents to the dismissal of the above styled and numbered cause of action
with prejudice to the bringing of any future action,

JONES, GIVENS,BRETT, GOTCHER & DOYLE

Byl - . T e
Attorncys for Defendant

IT IS HEREBY QR DEREL that the above siyled and numbered cause be

TNITED STA

dismissed with prejudice.

/4 _MM__
TS DISTRICT JUDGTE



UNITERD STATES NSTRICT COURT FOR "FHH:
NORTHERN DISTRICT OFF OKLATIOMA

LAVERNE WALKER, ... Plaintiff, )
)

Vs, } No. 69-C-75
)
)

SAFEWAY STORES,INC.,  ..... idefendant,

FlLED
NOV 235 1870

‘ . JOHN H. POE, Clerk
DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE s, DISTRICT COIRT

Comes now the plaintiff, LAVERNE WALKER, and dismisses the
above styled'and numbered cause of action with prejudice to the bringing

of a future action}

Dated this : / day of October, 1970,

/
A
aintiff s
Lt (f'( e L <Ol S
Attorney for Plaintifl J/

Comes now the defendant, by and through its counsel of record, and
consents to the dismissal of the above styled and numbered cause of action

with prejudice to thé bringing of any future action,

JONES, g}IV ENS,BRETT,GOTCHER & DOYLLE

‘\'

By: .. RS
Attorneys for Defendants

IS 1S HEREBY OR DERED that the above styled and numbered cause be

dismissed with prejudice,

L ites i/l tsbwr
UNITLED STATES DISTRICT JUIGIE

TRB:cl



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CGOURT FOR THEF ‘ L E D
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA N0v24'9

u OHN K. POE, Glary
EVAN B, FRENCH, - S DISTRICT COURT
Plaintiff '
wYl - No. 70-C-178
OSBORN FOUNDATION, an Oklahoma
Corporation,
Defendant

STIPULATION OF DISMISSA L

COMES now the Plaintiff, EVAN B, FRENCH, and dismisses the

above and foregoing cause pf action, with prejudice.

DATED this ¢ & day of %7)' . 1970,
/ Ld

Frter 2 2 S T e

_J;mes E. Frasier, #fitorney for Plaintiff

-

/

// ,"’7’ 4 e (P‘ : .
T AR I Ve

Richard ¥F. Burt, Attorney““for Defendant



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America, CIVIL ACTION NO. 68-C-23

Plaintiff, Tract No. 332

VS,
Situate in Rogers County, State of
QOklshona, and The Tulsa Fin and

Peather Club, a Corgoration, et al,
and Unknown Qwners,

EILED
NOV 251979

JOHN H. POE, Clerk
J UDGMEUHT U. $. DISTRICT court

1.
pvl Ty
NOW, on this\éZS”JQiday of - Ao L , 1972, this matter

commes ¢on for disposition on application of plaintiff, United States of

)
)
)
)
g
19.15 Acres of Land, More or Less, g
)
i
)

Defendants.

America, for entry of judgment on a stipulaticn agreeing upon just
compensation, and the court, after having examined the files in this action
and being advised by counsel for gplaintiff, finds:

2.

This Judgment applies to the estate condemned in Tract No. 332
a8 such estate and tract are described in the Complaint and the Declaration
of Taking, as amended, filed in this acticn.

3.

The court has jurisdiction of the parties and subject umatter of
this action.

k.

Service of orocess has been perfected either perscnally, or by
publication notice, as provided by Rule 7lA of Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure on all parties defendant in this cause whe are interested in
subject tract.

5,

The Acts of Congress set out in Paragraph 2 of the Complaint
herein give the United States of America the right, power, and authority
to condemn for public use the estate described in Paragraph 2 herein.
Pursuant thereto, on January 26, 1368, the United States of America filed
2 Declaration of Taking of a certain described estate in a tract of land

described therein and designated as Tract No. 332. Pursuant to the teras



of the aforesaid Acts, title to the deseribed estate in said Traet No. 332
vested in the Plainti{f at the time of filing the Declaraticn of Taking.
6.

Because of a chenge in channel right-of-wey reguirements for
the subject project, it became necessary tc revise the size, shape and
location of the said Tract No. 332. To assist in such revision the Plaintiff
and the former owner, executed and filed herein on November 17, 1970, an
instrument entitled Stipulation for Exclusion of Property and Revestment
of Title. Pursuant tc the terms of such stipulation, title to the entire
estate teken in Tract No. 332 by virtue of the Declaration of Taking filed
on January 26, 1968, wes revested in the former cwner.

7.

On November 17, 1570, the Plaintiff filed an Amendment to
Declaration of Taking which amendment substituted a new and correct
deseription and plat of Tract No. 332 in lieu of the descrintion and plat
thereof set forth in the original Declaration of Taking.

Likewise con November 17, 1970, Plaintiff filed an Amendment to
Complaint which set forth the correct descrintion of the said Tract No. 332.

.

At the time of filing the Declaration of Teking, and again at
the time of filing the Amendment thereto, there were deposited in the
registry of the Court, as estimated compensation for the taking of the
described estate in subject tract, certain suns of wmoney, and part of
such deposit has been disbursed, as set out below in Paragraph 1h4.

9.

On the date of filing the Awendment to Declaraticn of Taking,
the owner of the estate taken in subject tract was the defendent whose
name is shown below in Paragrash 4. Such named defendant is the only
person asserting any interest in the estate taken in such tract, all
other perscns having either disclaimed or defaulted, and such named
defendant is entitle to receive the just compensation awarded by this

Judgment.



10,

The owner of subject tract and the United States of America
have executed and filed herein a stijuletion as to just compensation,
wherein they have agreed that just coasensation for the estate condemned
in subject traet is in the amount shown as compensation in Paragraph 1b
below, and such stipulation should be approved.

11.

It Is Therefore ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Stipulation deseribed in Paragraph 6 ebove, revesting in the owners, title
to the oroperty condemned by the originel Declaration of Taking, is
approved.

iz,

It Is Purther ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the United
State of America haes the right, power, and authority to condemn for
public use the tract particularly described in the Amendment to Declaration
of Taking filed in this case end designated therein as Tract No. 332,
and such tract, to the extent of the estete described in the Complaint,
as amended, on file in this case, is condemned, and title to such described
estate is vested in the United States of America as of Novewber 17, 1970.

13.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREEED that on the date
of taking, the owner of the estate condemned herein in subject tract was
the defendant whose name appears below in Paragraph 14, and the right
to receive the just compensation for the estate so taken in this tract
is vested in the party sc named.

1k,

It Is Purther ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the stipulation
as to just compensation described in Paragraph 10 above, is hereby
approved, and the sum therein fixed is adopted as the award of just

compensation for the estate condemned in the subject tract, as follows:



Qwner:
The Tulga Pin and Feather Club, a Corsoration

Award of just cowmpensation
pursuant to stipulation - - - - - - - - $15,005.00 $15,005.00

Deposited as estimated compensation:

With original Declaration $5,353.9C
With Amendinent

to Decleration 9!652.00
Total - - - - - - - - u - - - - - 15,205.00
Disbursed to OWNETS -~ - = - « — = = « = = = « « - - « = 5,353.00
Balance due to QWNEIS = - - = - = = = = — « = w - « ~ - $9,652.00
16.

It Is Further ORDERED, that the Clerk of this Court shall
disburse from the deposit for the subject tract, to:

The Tulsa Fin and Feather Club, a Corporation $0,652.00

/s/ Allen E. Barrow

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

/s/ Hubert A. Marlow

Sy
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FiLep

If NE UNITED STATES DISTRICY CCURT FOR Ius NOV 28 O

NORTHERE DISTRIC? OF (HLAHOMA i ORTAL
(N H. pOE Clerk
Unitud 3rates of Aaerion, IS5 DlSIRf T ol
e ICT colm
Plaintlf{,

Ve

Clvil Ro. fo=Qe5i0

Alverl Bo Amalnd wed
Joyeo M. Antwine.

Defendonts.

B Y )

JUDGMERT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for conglderati-w ihls ;{/in&;.- i1 Wovember,
LF{0, the defendants, Albert D. Antwline wud Joyee M. Antwine. apvencing nol;
and

The Couri belng fully advised and naving examined {nhe Flile herein
Tinde that dus and leral personal service o mwawons has been mede o Lhe
defendants, Albert I, Antwine and Joyee M. Antwine, on October if., VIO,

and it appesring thni sald defendants have Falied 1o file = sinowsr Leredn

tnd that thelr defaui! has been entered Ly tue Clevk of tals Corirt,. and
The Court Furiber finds that tihis ie o sult bosed wo-e noworigage
note and foreclosure wn & real property mortyoce securing ssld wriyuge note
on the following desceribed reel properiy irocwbosl in Tulsa, Tuise County,
Ol Llahoma, within the Northern Judielal Districi of Oklshowa:
Lot BEight (8), Block one {4}, Hartford [ills
Addition to the Qity o Taloa, County of 'Tulsu.
State of Oklahame, sceording Lo the recorded pled

therecf, lese and except of the oll, sas and
aloer mlneral;

The Court turtiher finds that v meccrizl allegalloss of Plalnbiff's
Complinint are true und correct;

That Lhe defendants, Albert D. Antwine and Joyee M. fuwvine, did, on
Jonunry 24k, 1964, exescute and deliver (o lue Aluinistrator of Volerans
Affairs, hie mortes;s and mortgage note £ the suwn of $8,500.00 wilth
inierest theracn ail the rate of Five and One-Foorth {51} por wonl per sonus
and further providing for the payment o adidvly, installmenis L prineipal
and interest; and

Toe Court further finds that e det

dants, Alberit . 2ntwine and

Juyes M. Antwine, and esch of them, med. uotfeuch wder the feoss of the sfore=

sadd wortyno wo e oadd mortgage by ress s ol oole feilurs o @ar mouthly
lngtollments Jue thecesp on Qetober & 47 voldh defauds o ennbinued end

f

raelomy weasi: thoreed the defendants, fooerl Dy Antwing sal 0 oo M, Antwine,

Bow aow Indebiosd Lo the Plaintdft dn il s 40 $0L0L9.Bn, wle foterest



wwercon 8% 1t seve o0 Flve and one=Four o (Gf) pev cent poy ouwns Orom

Qoiobar 3. 0070, usiis padid, plus the cop. ol whls action o wd ond aecruing,

and the siga P $35.00 expended {1 abghio _ twee.

IT IS FURZLEK CORDERED, ADJUDGET: rw.d DECREED that upow iodiare of

-

the defendants Lo setisly Pleintiff'e wwwcy fodouent hareds. an Ordar of
Sale shall lscuc 1 iy United States Morshal oo the Nortioon olslcet of
Oklohioma, conmandin, bim to advertise and seld with appraisenors., tne
gbove=described real property and epply tiun proceeds theresy i satdisfaction
of Plaintiff's judgment. The residue, 1 woy, o be depoesiied witi. the
Clerk of the Couyt vrn await further order of the Courtl.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED wud DRECREED that Trow ond alfter
the sale of said property, under and by viretc of this judgmen mad decree,
the defendants and cacih of them and ali porsons elaiming wader Dheu since
the $iling of the cuwplaint herein be sud the, are forever barrsd snd fore-
closed of any right, iitle, interest oc clodm in or to the wewl property or

ary part hereof.

!

VA% beo ﬁ;‘buu'),d

URITED OTATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPRDV}ED: . 5 7
g /( ol et *“’/5/ P,
RORERT P. BANTEE '

Asslstant U. B. Attorney

o



F i LEW
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT NUV Et\ Bm
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA '
N H. POL, Clerk

JOH

U. S. DISTRICT COURT
THE RACE-O-MATIC COMPANY, 0. §
a corporation,

Plaintiff

VE. NO. 69-C-17
TRIANGLE PUBLICATIONS, INC.,
a corporation, d/b/a THE
MORNING TELEGRAPH and

DAILY RACING FORM,

L N S S P i A N N

Defendants.

JUDGMENT

AND NOW, this 35 5.  day of ™~ e ,1970

judgment is entered herewith for defendant, Triangle Publications, Inc.

in the above captioned matter.

3

:;;,/ e r// .; f .:;" oA (/, /’3 A




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
WORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKF.AHOMA

UNIVED STATES OF AMERICA, )
Plaintirff, CIVIL ACTION MO. T0=C-312
V3.
R o= AR FIiLED
Defendants. ) NOV 25 57
JORN H. POE, Clerk
o — U. S DISTRICT COURT

]

WOW, on thiz .57 <L day of .. : ... , 1970, thie matter
caming on for considerstion, the pleintiff, United States of America, sppear~
ing by ani through its stiorney, Robert P. Santee, Assistant United sgtotes
Attorney for the Narthern Dietrict of Gldehoms, wnd the defandants, F. C.
Brent Menley and Helen G. Manley, eppeering not, ond it oppearing that this is
a suit based on a Promiszsory Note executed snd delivered to the First Dank and
Trust Computyy of Pensacola, Flortda, on Februory 6, 1967, and

It further appesring that, for vuelue received, the Promissory Note
rbove raferred to was transferred, set over, and aosigned to the “mnll Business
sdministration on October 23, 1968, by the First Bunk and Truct Compuny of
Pensocols, Florddo, wund

It further appearing thot dus snd legnl personnl service of cummone
wag maxde on the defendants, ¥, C. Brent Maniey and Helen G. Munley, on Qctober
5, 1970, requiring such of them t¢ answer the Complaint herein vob more than
20 doys after date of service, and 1t appecring that sald defaendontu huave
falled to file an snswer or otherwise plead herein, they and cich of them are
hereby in defaullt.

the Court, being fully adviped, finds thet the sllegstions amd
overments in the Complaint of the ploimddff f1lcd herein are true :nd correct
and thet there irs due and owing to the plaintiff, United States of imerdea,
trom the defemdants, F. (, Brent Manley ond Helen . Manley, the mum of
531, 782,95 us of Sepbember 2, 1970, plus Iinterest therealber ot o d:ily sccrual

of $8.249738, plus the costs of thin setion ucersed and neeruing.



IT IC, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUGAD AND DECREED that the plodntiff,
United Ututes of Americs, have Judgment agoinst the defendonts, ¥, €. Bremt
HManley and Helen . Manley, for the sum of $51,287.85 28 of Beptember 2, 1970,
plus interest thereafter at a daily occerusl of $6.239738, plur the costs of

this action accrusd wnd aceruing.

s

k.‘)‘-"//(’c P f,/,).if R
APPROVED: URITED S8TATES DISTRICT JUDGE
S A
L (LR TS S
FORRRT P,

SANDEE
Assistant United States Attorney
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In THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
HORTHERN DISTRICT OF OITAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, -
Pleintife, CIVIL ACTION HO, T0-(-316

V&,

ORMAN M, CHEEK, d/b/s ORMAN'S FOOD N LE

STORE, and EVELYN E. CHERK, MOV 2 s o

DEFAULT JUDCMENT

MW, on this __{“\j b A day of November, 1970, thic m-tter caming
on for consideration, the plaintiff, Unifted States ol Amerlea, ~pperring by
and through its sttorney, Robert P. Santee, /ssistant United Ststes Attorney
for the Rorthern District of Oklehoms, and the defendauts, Ormen M. Cheek
and Evelyn E, Cheek, sppearing not, snd 1t appearing thet this is » sult bosed
on a Pramissory Note executed and delivered to the Small Business dministration
on October 1k, 1965.

Tt further appsaring thet on October 7, 1970, due and legsl persanal
service wvas made on the defendants, Ormen M, Cheek und Evelyn E, Cheek, reoquir~
ing each of thew to answer the Complaint herein not more than 20 days ufter
date of service, and it cppesring thet said defendanthave falled to file an
snswer or otherwise plead herein, they snd each of them sre hereby in daefault.

The Court, being fully sadvised, finds thut the cllegstions and
averments in the Complaint of the pleintiff filed herein are true und correct
end thot there 1s due and owing to the plaintiff, United Stetes of Amerilca,
from the defendsants, Ormen M. Cheek and Evelyn L. Cheek, the eum of $20,653.82

. a8 of Geptember 23, 1970, plus interest thereafter «t & dally ucerunl of
$2.577355, plus the .costs of this setion scerued snd aceruing.

IT IS, THERFEFORE, ORDERED, AINUDGED AND DECREED that the pluintiff,
United States of America, have Judgment sgainst the defendants, Orman M, Cheek



S

and Bvelyn E, Cheek, for the sum of $20,653.80 oo of September ©3, 1970, plus
interest thereafter ut a daily accrusl rate of $°,57735%, pluc the costs of

this action mecrued and accruing.

BT fane,

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

Wt St

P, CANTRE
Aseistant United States Attornmey

n



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR TUE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLANOMA

BENJAMIN HARRISON FRANK }
{(Son and Heir of L. C. ]
Frank, deceased intestate), ]

] :

Plaintiff, ] ;

] S

vs. ] NO. 70-c—338‘/ !

] |

RALPH C. JEWELL, et al., ] E S T B

] G R |

Defendants. 1 gy 3T |

e |

NOTICE CF DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE \, o wgfmh*
F OFEEREEHERN kIR NI I AR A AR A R AR A A AR AR AKX, s @l uWE

COMES NOW THE Plaintiff, BENJAMIN HARRISON FRANK, and

|

I

*.

. H
dismisses the above entitled action against each and every named 1
Defendant, without prejudice to the rights of bringing a future ?
‘ i

action.

e o J ;
B ot S & Pt !
BENIAMIN LRRISON FRANK (Son and :
Heir of L., C. Frank, deccased i
intestate) ’ i

CERTIRICLLE O 5]

I nerby certify £hot I have nilLied conies of the above

“iu8 "Mompson Bullding,

notice of dilaomisgsal te onm G,

B Pulsa, Oklunoo: 7.10%;  aad vo Xonnetha R. Apli, 4535 Lacey Boul
J vara, Lacey, Washington 76505,

i . .

. /"\ }
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE RORTHERKN
DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of Ameries, )
Plaintifr, %

TE. % Civil No. TO-Cm2Ll4

deylord P. Parker and Carolyn A. ;

Parker, and Max D. McCormich, :
Defendants. ; E ' "':' E D

NOV3 0 B0

DEFICTENCY JUDGENT 'S, DISTRICE COURT

HOM, on this Jj;&_ day of November, 1970, there came on for hearing
the Motion of the Pleintiff, United States of America for leave to enter
8 Deficiency Judgment, which Motion was filed herein on November 20, 1970,
#nd coples of such Meotlon were mailed to the Defendants, Gaylord P. Parker
and Carolyn A. Parker, and the Court belng fully advised and upon congiders-
tion of said Motlon finds that the falr and reasonsble market value of the
mortgaged property as of the date of the Marshul's Sale herein, Lo-wil:
October 26, 1970, was $9,600.00.

The Court further Pinds that the sum of $9,600.00 wae the total of
the highest and best bid on the real property as shown by the Marshal's
Retuwrn of sale filed herein.

The Court further finds that the aggregate amount of the Judpuent
entered herein, together with interest and costs to September 1, 1970, is
$11,116.77, and that Plaintiff is accordingly entitled to & Defieiency Judgment
egainst the defendants, Geylord P. Perker and Carolyn A. Parker, for the swn
of $1,516.77, with intorest on the wmmm of $1,399.20, at the rate of (% per
ennun from September 1, 1970, wntil paid.

IT I5 THEREFCRE ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED by the Court that the
Plaintiff, United States of Ameyica, have and recover from the defendants,
Gaylord P, Parker, and Csrolyn A. Parker, s Deficiency Judgment in the smount
of $1,516.77, with interest on $1,399.20 al the rate of 6% per annua fram

Beptember 1, 1570, until pedd.

1 YTHER: BOHANON
UFITED BTATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

et

ROBERT P.
Assistant U. 5. Attorney



TH 1" UNITED OTATE:S DERCRror Oousl Fos T
MORTHERE SIOTRICT OF oLl

CUAGE BAPTON ORGIHIAAPION COUNCIL, ;
LeRCY 100N, Chalmwon nnd
inatviduadly, JOE BATE, )
individorlly, et ol., CIVIEL ACTIUR NG, TO-0-15%
Plafntliiy,
Vii, )
OBAQE TRIBAL COUNCIL, itu acting
principal Chief ad ecch womber of
the TRIBAL OOUNCIL, through 1ts -
agent mn mmn;utiw E l L‘ E D
HUPERINTENDENT OF 'THE OSAGE AGENCY
ot ul., ' WOV 30 1870
JOHN H, POE, Clerk
Defeniants. . ! ‘
e U. S. DISTRICT COURT
QRDER

MOW onm this 5/ E;i?vy.i doy of Rovembev, 1970, there come i for

heaxring the motion of the pledatiffe for ap order extending time for appesd.
Tho Coart, being DNully edvised in the premiver, Cinds thot such motdon or
ordaer extending time for opgasl) should be denied.

IT IS, TMHREFORE, ORDENED, ANUDGED AND DSCREED thet pl intiffe!

motion for sn omier extending time for appe-l be nvd the sewe i herchy denled.

s . Lo //"‘- . -~
3 ; d

URTTED " TATE: DISTALCT JUGE



