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

JERRY SCROGGINS,
Plaintiff,

VS, No. 70-C-400 Civil

HALLIBURTON COMPANY, and

subsidiary Division, WELEX .

and R, B. HAMILL, FILED
FE5 - 1190

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

o gt Tt St e gt v

Defendants. )

ORDER

The Motion to Remand filed herein by plaintiff Jerry Scroggins came
on for hearing January 26, 1971, pursuant to notice and attorneys Burton J.
Johnson and Dean Hart appearing for plaintiff with John Cheek appearing for
defendant Halliburton,and upon consideration of Briefs h;;ubmitted and the
evidence submitted this Court being fully informed finds thut plaintiff does
have a cause of action against defendant Hamill, that both plaintiff and defendan
Hamill are residents and citizens of the State of Oklahoma whereby this Court
sustains the Motion to Remand of plaintiff and directs the Clerk of this Court
to take prompt action for further proceedings to remand this action to the
District Court within and for Creek County, State of Oklahoma, the Drumright
Division, and such other steps as will expedite its transfer back to the Court
from whence it came,

It is so ordered this ___ 268 day of January, 1971,

Lo ool

Fred Daugherty
United States District Judge




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America,

Plaintiff,
CIVIL ACTION KO. TN-C-333
VS,
Tract No, 1312M
30.00 Acres of Land, More or Less,
Situate in Nowats County, State of
Oklahoma, and James R, Gibson, et

al, and Unknown OQwners,

E?-.i l_- EE ED

N A NN

Defencdants.

Ing - ~

J U D g M ENT

1.

NOW, on this )% 1/~ - day of February, 1971, thls matter comes on
for disposition on application of Plaintiff, United States of America, for
entry of Judgment on a stipulation of the parties agreeing upon just compen-
satlon, and the Court, after having examined the files Iln this actlon and
being advised by counsel for Plalntiff, finds:

2,

This judgment applies to the entire estate condemned in Tract
No. 1312M, as such estate end tract are described In the Complaint and the
Declaration of Taking filed in this acticn.

3

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

L,

Service of process has been perfected elther personally, or by
publication notice, as provided by Rule T1A of Federal Rules of Civil Pro-
cedure on all parties defendant in this cause vwho are interested in subject
tract.

S

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 October 23, 1970, the United States of America filed its Declara-

tlon of Taking of such described property, and title to the described estate



in such property should be vested in the United States of America as of the
date of filing the Declaration of Taking.
6.

Simultaneously with filling the Declaration of Taking, there was
deposited in the Reglstry of this Court, as estimated compensaticn for the
taking of a certain estate in the subject trect a certain sum of money, and
none of this deposit has been disbursed, as set out below in parsgraph 12.

Ta

Orn the date of taking in this action, the owners of the estate
taken in subject tract were the defendants whose names are shown below in
paragraph 12. Such named defendants are the only persons asserting any
interest in the estate taken in such tract, all other persons having elther
disclaimed or defaulted, and such named defendants sre entitled %o receive
the just compensation for the estate taken in this tract.

8.

The owners of the subject tract and the United States of America
have executed and filed herein a Stipulation As To Just Compensation whereln
they have agreed that just compensation for the estate condemned in subject
tract 1s in the smount shown as compensaticn in paragraph 12 below, and such
stipulation should be approved.

9.

This Jjudgment will creaste a deficlency between the amount deposited
as estimated compensatlion for subject tract and the amount fixed by the
Stipulation As to Just Compensation, and the amount of such deficiency should
be deposited for the benefit of the owners. Such deficiency 1s set out below
in paragraph 12.

10.

It Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the United
States of America has the right, power, and authority to condemn for public
use Tract No., 1312M, as such tract is particularly described in the Complaint
and Declaration of Taking filed herein; and such tract, to the extent of the
estate described in such Declaration of Taklng, 1s condemned and title thereto
is vested in the United States of America, as of the date of fiiing such
Declaration of Taking, and all defendants herein and all other persons inter-

ested in such estate are forever barred from asserting any claim to such

egtate,



11,

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that on the date of
taking, the owners of the estate condemned herein in subject tract were the
defendants whose nemes appear below In parsgraph 12, and the right to recelve
Just compensation for the estate taken herein in this tract is vested in the
parties 50 named,

ia.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGEL, and DECREED that the Stipuletion
As To Just Compensation, mentioned in paragraph B above, is hereby confirmed;
and the sum therein fixed is adopted as the award of just compensation for

the estate condemned in subject tract as follows:

TRACT NO, 1312M
Owners: James R, Gibson and
Iocla R, Gibson

Deposited as estimted compensation - - - - $940.00
Award of just compensation

pursuant to Stipulation - - -~ - - - ~- 700,00 $700.C0
Disbursed to owners - ~ = = = = = = = = = = = - = = = - -~ - - None
Palance due tQ OWNErs - - = = = = = = = = = = 4 = = = = = = - $700.00
Deposit surplus = = = = = = = = = = = - - - $240.,00

13,

It Is Further ORDERED that the Clerk of this Court shall disburse
the deposit for Tract No, 1312M in this case as follows:
To Treasurer, United States of Amerlea - - - -~ = $2ko .00

To Jemes R, (ibson and Lola R, Gibson,
Jointly = - = - = =~ = = ~ & « =« ~ = $700,00.

A

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

HUBERT A, MARLOW
Assistant United States Attorney



IN THFE UMTTED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR CTLE NONVEPIFPN
DISTRICT OF ORLAUOMA
FILED
FEB-319n

JOHN H. POE, Cleri
U. 3. DISTRICT COURT

TRAMRSOK PIPE LINE COMPANY
an Oklahoma corporation,

Plaintiff,
V5.

A 50 foobt wide casement and right-of-
way for a natural gas®pipeline to he

located upon, over and across certain
tracts of land in Osage County, Okla-
oma, et al,

/

Defendants.

NO., 70-C-252

FINAL DECREE AUTHORIZING TAKING
IN CONDEMNATION

NOW, on this -zdﬁ(ﬁay of E@ﬁﬂu;zt/197l, this cause comes

on regqularly to be heard. Plaintiff appearing by its attorney,

Charles B. Crane, and Defendant, United States of America, as
Trustee, appearing by Robert P. Santee, Assistant United States
Attorney for the Northern. District for the State of Oklahoma,

All parties having announced ready for hearing, the Court's
attention was drawn to each and every one of the following pleadings
heretofore filed in this proceeding, to-wit:

The Complaint and Application for Order directing manner of
service, verified under oath; Order of this Court dated August 13,
1970, directing manner of Service of Notice; Notice by the Clerk
of the Court to the Superintendent, Osage Indian Agency, Bureau of
Indian Affairs, Pawhuska, Oklahoma, Harold West, James F. Rusk,

U. G. Savage and Wayland Smith; Notice to the Attorney General of

the United States of America, Washington, D. C., and the United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, by attorney
for Plaintiff; Affidavit of Mailing and Service of Nolice executed
under oath by P. Jay Hodges, attorney for Plaintiff; Affidavit of
Service of Notice executed under oath by Alton McKnight; Dismissal

as to James F. Rusk and U. G. Savace; Order Appointing Commissioners;
Dath of Commissioners; Report of Commissioners; Demand for Jury

Trial by Defendant; and Demand for Jury Trial by Plainti€f; all as

filad herein.



whercupon, Praintiff, by and through its attorney, in open
court, waives its right to and withdraws its written demand for
jury trial, and the Defendants, by and through their attorney,
in open court, waive their }ight to and withdraw their written
demand for trial by jury, and thus, being fully advised in the
premises, all parties submit the issuec of damages to the court
for determination,

Plaintiff and Defendants then intreduce their respective
testimony relative to the damages suffered by the parties in
interest in and to the lands herein sought to be condemned and
which will result from appropriation by Plaintiff of a perpetual
easement and right-of-way for a natural gas pipeline, all as here-
inafter more particﬁlarly set out, and the Court being fully ad-
vised in the premises;

THE COURT FINDS: That the matters set out in the verified
Complaint herein filed by Plaintiff are true and correct and said
Plaintiff, a corporation, organized under the laws of the State of
Oklahoma, authorized and qualified to engage in the business of
piping or transporting natural gas characterized by the laws of the
State of Oklahoma as a gas transmission company, and operating as
such, i1s, therefore, authorized by the laws of the State of Oklahoma
to exercise the right of eminent domain to acquire rights-of-way for
natural gas transmission, and it further appearing that the taking
and use of an easement-and right-of-way for said purpose is a taking
and use for a public purpose and that said Plaintiff should be
granted the relief prayed in its said Complaint; that this Court
has proper jurisdiction of this cause by reason of the Act of Con-
gress of March 3, 1901, Chap. 832, Section 3, 31 Stat. 1084, 25
USCA Section 357; applicable Oklahoma Statutés are 52 0SA Sections
22 and 27, and 66 OSA Sections 31 to 60 inclusive; Rule 71Aa(k) of
the Federal Rules of Procedure applies; and that notice of this
proceeding has been served acecording to law and the Order of this
Court upon all the parties in interest in and to the land involwved

herein, including the United States of America, which is an interested



party by reason of the fact that this matter affects the title

to certain Indian lands previously allotted with certain re-
straints on alienation and presently restricted under the law:
that all necessary parties to this cause are now properly before
the Court for final disposition of this proceeding; that all
parties hereto have waived their right to jury trial and Defendant,
United States of America, and Defendant Wayland Smith have joined
with Plaintiff in praying that final disposition be made of this
proceeding and that the Court make its finding with respect to
damage; that the easement and right-of-wav sought to be condemned
by Plaintiff herein will not, in any manner, constitute a burden

or encumbrance upon the mineral interests in said lands involved

herein.
THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that the nature of the property

and the rights with respect to the lands so to be taken and the
uses for which such property is to be taken are:

A perpetual easement and right-of-way 50 feet in width
for the purpose of constructing, operating, inspecting, repairing,
and maintaining, upon, over, and along the route and across the
lands, hereinafter fully described, a 20 inch (20") natural gas
pipeline for the tramsmitting and transporting of natural gas at
any pressure and in any guantity desired by Plaintiff, together
with the right and privilege of ingress and egress for the purpose
of constructing, operating, repairing, inspecting, maintaining,
removing or reconstructing said natural gas pipeline at any time
and including, also, the right to prevent construction of any
structures upon said easement and right-of-way which may, in
Plaintiff's judgmeht, interfere with or endanger said pipeline,
its maintenance or operation, but reserving, nevertheless, to
the landowners, lessees and tenants of said lands, at all times,
the right to make any use of said lands, including the width of
said easement, as is not inconsistent with or dangerous to the
operation and maintenance of said natural gas pipeline, including

specifically the right to cultivate along, over and across said

easement and right-off-way.
. L4



THE COURT FPURTANR FINDS that the description of the lands
upon, over and across which Plaintiff secks herein to condemn
said easement and right-of-way, together with the beneficial
owners thereof, Defondants herein, and that reasonable and
adeguate compensation for the damages occurring to said lands
and interests therein, as a result of said appropriation of an

easement and right-of-way thercover, is as follows:

TRACT NO. 1:

The Southeast Quarter of the Southwest Quarter (SEXSWY)
of Section Twenty-six (26), Township Twenty-three North
{(T23N}, Range Seven Last {(R7E), Osage County, Oklahoma.

To construct upon, over and acreoss said lands a natural
gas pipeline on a right-of-way easement the center line
of which is described as follows:

Entering said tract at a point approximately 560 feet
South of the Northwest corner thereof; thence North

67 degrees 45 minutes East a distance of 1091 feet;
thence North 39 degrees 03 minutes East a distance of
40 feet; thence North 11 degrees 09 minutes East a
distance of 114 feet and leaving said tract at a point
approximately 1116 feet East of the Northwest corner
thereof. Traversing said tract a total distance of

75 rods.

OWNERS: Harold West, Roll No. 3544 and Celestia Mae West
AS THBEIR INTERESTS MAY APPEAR.

50
TOTAL DAMAGES: Three Hundred Thirty Seven bollars & 00($337.50)

TRACT NO. 3:

The Northwest OQuarter (NW%) and the Northwest Quarter
of the Northeast Quarter (NW4NEX%) of Section Thirty
(30}, Township Twenty-three North (T23N), Range Eleven
East (R1llE), Osage County, OCklahoma.

To construct upon, over and across said lands a natural
gas pipeline on a right-of-way easement the center line
of which is described as follows:

Entering said Northwest Quarter {(NW%) of Section Thirty
{30) at a point approximately 1479 feet South of the
Northwest corner thereof, thence bearing North 82 degrees
45 minutes East a distance of 400 feet, thence South 87
degrees 15 minutes East in a straight line a distance of
2300 feet and leaving said tract at a point approximately
1570 feet South of the Northeast corner of said Northwest
Quarter (NW%) of Section Thirty (30). Traversing said
tract a total distance of 164 rods.

OWNERS: Harold West, Roll No. 3544 and Celestia Mae West
TENANT: Wayland Smith
AS THEIR INTERESTS MAY APPEAR, No

TOTAL DAMAGES: Nine Nundred Fighty Four Dollars & 00 ($984.00)

DAMAGES TO OWNERS: Six Hundred Fifty Six Dollars &N°/00($656.00)

DAMAGES TO TENANT: Three Iundred Twenty Fight Dollars & g%~($328.

00



THE COURT FURTHER WINDS that tlho foregoing damages awarded
adequately compensate the bheneficial owners of said lands for all
injury and damage done, either directly or indirectly, to the
interest of the beneficial owners in and to said lands and crops,
fences and improvements thereon, which may result from construction,
operation and maintenance of said natural gas pipeline and that such
awards also include adequate compensation for the right of future
ingress and eqress to and from said lands for future maintenance,
operation, reconstruction, or removal of said line, but does not
include damages to said lands, or to crops, fences and improvements
thereon, which may, in the future, result from unreasonable exercise
of said right of entry for such maintenance, operation, inspection,
reconstructinn or rernoval.

THE CCOURT FURTHER FINDS that pursuant to the Report of Com-
missioners, Plaintiff has heretofore on October 5, 1970, paid to
the Clerk of this Court the sum of $1,321.50.

IT IS, THEREFQRE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
entry upon and taking forthwith of said perpetual easement and
right-of-way as found and described above herein, upon, over and
across said lands as hereinbefore set out, by Plaintiff, for con-
struction, operation, maintenance, inspection, reconstruction or
removal of a natural gas pipeline, all as prayed for in said Com-
plaint, is hereby authorized and confirmed in all things and said
Plaintiff, Transok Pipe Line Company, is hereby vested with said
perpetual easement ang right~of-way together with perpetual rights
of ingress and egress, all free and clear of any and all claims of
Defendants herein, their heirs and assigns, who are hercby per-
petually enjoined and barred from hereinafter claiming adversely
to Plaintiff's said rights, privileges and estate ordered, adjudged
and decreed and granted herein.

IT IS FURTHER ORDFRED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that the perpetual easement and right-of-way taken by Plaintiff
and described herein and the operation of said natural gas_pipeline
will not, in any way, constitute a burden or encumbrance upon the

mineral interest in @aid land.



IT T8 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJIUDGTD AND DECREED by he Court
that the cost of this procecding be taxed against the Plaintiff

and Lhe casae be closed.

Judge '0f the United States Distirict
Court for the Northern District of
Oklahoma. -

APPROVED FOR PLAINTIFE:

Ol B0t

Charles B. Crane, ALtorney

APPROVED FOR DEFENDANTS:

/%2222{2;7;*%51§¢ézuv4ﬁ_
Pobert Y. Santee, Assistant United

States Attorney for the Northern
District of Oklahoma

FILES, MAHAN & WILSON

BY 7 z

STATE OF OKLAHOMA }
) 8S.
COUNTY OF OKLAHOMA)

I, the undersigned Clerk of the United States District
Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma, DC HEREBY CERTIFY
that pursuant to the making and filing of the foregoing Final
Decree Authorizing Taking In Condemnation, Transcok Pipe Line
Company, Plaintiff in said cause, has deposited in my office,
in said cause, for the use and benefit of the parties in interest
and owners of tracts of land in said Decree described, the full
amount of all damages to said parties awarded, and has further

paid all costs accruing in this office in said action, to this

date.
WITNESS my hand and seal of my office, hereto affixed at
the Federal Building, Tulsa, Oklahoma, this the - |/ day of

;ﬁy, 197].

JOHN H. POE, Clerk of the U.S.
District Court for the Northern
District of Oklahgra

{SEAL)



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

FIREMAN'S FUND INSURANCE COMPANY,
a corporation,  resenes . Plaintiff,

%

No. 70-C-182

VSs.

— e o et

HARRY SIMMS, d/b/a SIMMS CONSTRUCTION

and SIMMS, INCORPORATED, an Oklahoma
corporation, veesees. Defendants

)

BILE
1SOLA ABERNATHY and ALVIN RALPH ) L E D
ABERNATHY, ..... Intervenors. Y EBU 19N

JOHN H. POE, Glagk -

DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE U. 3. DISTRICT COURT

Comes now the plaintiff, Fireman's Fund Insurance Company, and dis-
misses the above styled and numbered cause of action without prejudice to the

bringing of a future action for the reason the matter is now moot.

Dated this -J ¢ day of B3arbez, 1970.

FIREMAN'S FUND INSURANCE COMPANY

by JONES, GIVENS,BRE}"%‘,GOTCHER & DOYLE
A ;S .

Tts Attorneys

Come now the defendants and intervenors, by and through their counsel of
record, and consent to the dismissal of the above styled and numbered cause of
action without prejudice to the bringing of any fu/mqie action.

{
< 7]
S £ YT

\Frm
Altarney for Defendants

7

g 1
I S ~
Doyled‘/jWa_béoh T Attorney for Intervenors

IT IS HEREBY (R DERED that the above styled and numbered cause be

UNITED ST%TES DISTRIE;% jU;%fE

dismissed without prejudice.

TRB: el



IN THE UNITED SPTES DLSTHICT CUURT FOR THE
WORTHERN LISTRICT OF CKLARCHMA

by

United States of Amerilea,

Plaintifs,
o, Civil No. 70"0“221"
Everett E. Copeland and
Dorotlyy J. Copeland, Paul R. .
Seribner and S. Loulse Scribmer, Fl LED
et al, .

Defendants. FEB o 1971

JOHN H. POL, Clerk
ORDER COFIRMING MARSHAL'S SALE U S, DISTRICT COURT

el

NOW on this 7 day of Pebruary » 19 71, there

coming on for hearing Motion of the Plaintiff, United Stetes of America,

to econtirm the sale of real property made by the United States Marshal

for the Northern Distriet of Oklehoma, on Januaey 18, 197) P
under en Order of Sale dated December 10, 1970 y and issued

in this cause out of the Office of the Court Clerk for the United States

District Court for the Northern District of Cklehoma, of the following

described property, to—wit:
Lot Thirteen {13), Block Seven {7), Subwrban
Acres Addition to the ity of Tulea, Tulsa
County, Btate of Gklehoma, according to the
eorded plat thereafl,

and the Court having examined the proceedings of the United States
Marshal under the aforesaid Order of Sale and no cone appearing in
opposition thereto and no exceptiona having been filed, finds that due
and legal notice of the sale was glven by publication once a week for at
least four {4) weeks prior to the date of sale In the
Tulse Deily legal Bews P

& pewspaper published and of general cireulstion in the County of

Tulsa , State of Oklshoma, and that on the day fixed therein

the sbove=described property was sold to the

Adminigtrator of Velerans Affalrs » 1t being the highest

and hest bidder therefor.
The Court further Pinds that the sale was made in all respects

in conformity with the land and judgments of this Court and that the

sale was legal in all respects.



T+ I. '"HEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED tnav the
Urited States Marsiaal's Sale and eli wiceceedings under tue Order of
Sale issued hereiln, be and tue sine are Lereby approved and confirmed.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED waa. Hevry Counnclly ., United States
Marshal for the Northern District .1 Oklahoma, make and execute to
the purchaser, the Adwinietrator of Veierans Affairs s
a pood and sufficient Deed for such premises.

IT IS FURTHER CRDERED that afler the execuiilon and delivery
T the Deed to tne purchaser by lthe Unived States Marshal for the
Northern District £ Oklehoma, the purchaser is hereby granted

possessi o of the property against aay or all persons nov in possession.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APFROVED:

AEE!E%EhF’U?ﬁ;?Eﬁkturney



I§ TIE UNITRD STATEC DISTRICT COURT FIR LHE
NORTAEKD TISTNICE OF OKTAHOMA

Unlted States of Anerics,

—

Plasutire,

Ve, Givil No. _T0=C-203
Maurige 0, Hardin: and Charles M.
{Morie) Herding, et zl, F i L E D
FEB & 197
Pefendants. 9 1971

UJOHN H. O, Clorg
ORDER CQNFIRMING MARSEAL'S SALE S. DISTRicT COURT

NOW on this -34*“day of  Feurvary , 19 T1, there

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

for the Northern District of Oklahema, on _ January 18, 1971 »

under an Order of Sale dated December 10, 1970 , and issued

in this cause out of the Office of the Court Clerk for the United States
Mstrict Court for the Northern Mistrict of Oklshama, of the following
deseribed property, to-wlit:

Lot Six (6), Block Sixty {(60), Velley View Acres

Third Addition to the City of Tulsa, Tilea County,
Oklahome, according to the recorded plat theveof,

snd the Court having examined the proceedings of the United States
Marshal under the aforeseld Order of Sale and no one appearing in
opposition thereto and no exceptions having been filed, finds that due
and legal notice of the sale wes given by publication once a week for at

least four (4) weeks prior to the date of sale in the

Tulsa Deily legal News ’

8 newspeper publiched and of general circulstion in the County of

Tulps , State of Oklahama, and thet on the day fixed therein

the shove~described property wes sold to the

— Mminigtretor of Veterans Affairs 4 1t velng the highest

and hest bldder therefor.
The Court Further finds that the sale was made In all respecis

in conformity with the land end judgments of this Court and that the

sale was legal in all raspects.



Ty I WHEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the
United States Marsnal's Sale and ali priceedings under tue Qrder T
Sale issued hereiin. be and Tie same are aereby approved and confirmed.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED thar Herry Comoolly, United States
Marshal for ithe Northern Disirict ~f Olklahoms, make and execute to

tne purchaser, uwie Aundaistictor of Veterens Affalrs s

a pood and sufficient Deed for such premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED what after the eXecuvion and delivery
‘f {Le Deed to thne purchaser by the Unived States Marshal for the
Nortnern Disirict . Oklahoma, the purchaser is hereby granted

pussessi . »f the pruperty agginst ony or all persons nov in possession.

/’..;5/ (c;(',/«é,m, & /%a,tim\

pNgirED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APFROVED:

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant U. 8. Attoiney

N



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

SAMMIE A. RIGGS,

)
) ,
Plaintiff, ) 69-C-272
)
vs. )
)
BRITISH COMMONWEALTH CORPORATION, )
A Texas Corporation; JAMES LOVELL: }
Ww. N. WRAY, JR.; and IVAN HALL, )
) FILED
Defendants. ) -
FEB 41971

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

ORDER DISMISSING CAUSE OF ACTION
AND COMPLAINT

The Court, having heard oral argument on the guestion of
jurisdiction, having carefully pefused the entire file, including
briefs, statementa, and, being fully advised in the premises,
finds:

That W. N. Wray, Jr., filed in this Court his verified
answer wherein it appears that he resides in Oklahoma.

That although given the opportunity by the Court, the
plaintiff has not sustained the bruden of refuting such verified
answer.

IT 18, THEREFORE, ORDERED that plaintiff's complaint and
cause of action be and the same are hereby dismissed for lack
of jurisdiction.

ENTERED thiséﬁigday of February, 1971.

e
o

.}
: s
dw o (ot P o

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED 8TAVES LISTRICY Jooas

TOR THE WORTHERE DISTRIIT CF CRL-ullhn

MARY STAIGER and BMMA COCHRAN, ;

Dlaintiiis, ;

V5., N

MARY WORLEY, THE AMERICA NAT
ANDD TRUST COMPANY, SAPULPA, OQXKLAE
ARTHUR FAUST, JERRY FAUST, MARY ELLA WILER, .
BRUCE WORLEY and ADA BESSER,

CONAL

Delrendants. . No. 70-Cc-70

JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGHENT

This matter came on for non-jury triai oo e 1500 say of

December, 1970. The Plaintiffs wore JEprescnted Dy .. attaorney,

Lester Henderson; the Defendant, Ansrican Natlonar 5o and Trust

Company, Sapulpa, Oklahoma ("Bank” PRl y
attorney, Thomas Allen: and the DELc Gany, S0y woi. ~as repre-
sented by her attorney, R. Doble Laadankién. N e .amned

Defendants made no appearance in Chd fooo.

The Plaintiffs and Defendant: o2lliod Ads lows S oagsses Woo
testified regarding this matter alfcwl Delly oo 0 - This Court

then rendered its Findings of Facy oida JORChuo-dle G waaW orally
from the bench, and based upon sail IINGINgs,

IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DHCREED:

1. That the Temporary Injunction eat...& carlier in this
proceeding shall remain in full force and eifect fo: . weried of
five (5) days from date.

2, That the requesc of the Dlaintifis nerein for cthe i1ssuance

of a permancno injunction restoalacng tho i Bank from iving

]

cffect Lo the revocation of Trust tronsmitced by Masgy hworley ©o



Gaid pank o denied, and Lhal YLl v

D L Lmidad ealyt Glnaer o

furtiicr onultabic reliel,

3.0 Unot whe Bani sLall o goveillico oy

GLowne

Rovocealle rust at such Lime as the Yousoraim nuraining Ordoer

asove referred te expires pursuant o ThLs

4, Thot the costs be absorbos oy he and therc
being no pasls in Zfact or law Ioy an oL fees in

“his case, no attorneys® fees to any Jariy heroin i

e

JUDGE OF TR U, 5. LISTRICT CGURT

APDPROVED A5 TO FORM:

ool

TESTER HRENDERSON, Attorney for
Plai q

intiffs, Mary Staiger

g

Emma Cochran

MAS ALLBN, Alcoracey for
Defendant, Amnerican National Ba

and Trust Company, Sapulpa, Oklancma

/ L

R, DOBRIE LANGENKAMP, Attorney Lor
Defendant, Mary Worley



[N TIE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COGRT 7GR Wi NORUTTTERN

DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

LEON LAMBERT & GENE HOLMES, ]
)
Plaintiffs, )
)

-vs - } NOQ, 70-C-1l0b
]
TRANSAMERICA INSURANCE COMIPPANY, 3
)
Defendant. )

JUDGM®BNT R,

This case came onh for irial on the 27th day ol Janaary,
1971, belfore the undersigned Judge, & juvy having Deen walvea oy both

the Plaintiifs

partics, DBoth parties announced roeady tor trial a:
introduced their evidence., At the conciusion of i L aeinoiint evidence,
Defendant moved the Gourt to dismiss Plaintiffs’ aclica Jjor ine reason
that the Plaintiffs had failed to prove & cause of acilon, wiich Motion to
Dismiss was overruled by the Court. The Defendant Uoereauson put on
its evidence. At the conclusion of all of the evidence, Lot sides having
rested, the Court entered its findings of fact and couc..oionus ol law
rendering judgment for the Plaintif{s and against ihe Defendant in the
amount of TWENTY THOUSAND AND NO/I0G ($20, 000) DOLLARS, with
interest at the rate of 6% per annum (rom Decembur 30, 1969, until the

date the judgment is filed and thercafler at 10% per anoum.

Judpe of Loe Uniled S v Sdistrict Gourt




APPROVED AS TO FORM.:

RODIAT 1. SHEDPHERD
SELLERS, O'NEAL & LUCAS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

4’-—“ ._- (e -
X Lo / TrleTegl -
7

r’“\ / / a o :

RHCODES, (IIERONYMUS, KOLLOWAY & WILSON
Attorneys tor Defendant




U Y

Pladneiiy, )

;
!
!
\I
J

T o 1, wICHARDGYN, Doeorotavy ol

L Thipma

ol caith, Sducan’ s

and 1

2 = D

L.
IR S
This acuion cnme on ToF consinelianion by no Son o 3T L
»T tie heari Sumainer's deeision, S PR S miuentien and

chntored oo daren 31, 1970, ad cer acvion ol

o oacclalen daued O

- Lhe wEariner

L i - PR e ’ ) - . FR R
L2 U.5.0.A., Soction A0u(p), and upon W HI T

and transeripl ol the record,

o JUDGHERT L0 UL

docicion O Lo wucvewary of
alTirmed.

- C s /
pated Lnic :

P
aadoakant e



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

HELMERICH & PAYNE INTERNATIONAL DRILLING CO., )
Plaintiff ;
vs. J Civil Action #70-C-360
KING RESCQURCES COMPANY, ; FE I l; EE [)
Defendant ) FEB - 81371
CONSENT DECREE ENTERED UPON STIPULATION U;jOSHNDEng;[é]E_. géngT

The Plaintiff and Defendant herein having entered into a Stipulation,
original of which is being filed with the Court, and due deliberation being had
thereon, now, on motion of counsel for the Plaintiff, it is:

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that as final judgment in this action the
Plaintiff, Helmerich & Payne Intefnationa] Drilling Co., recover of the Defendant,
King Resources Company, the sum of Thirty-one Thousand Seventy-one and 64/100
Dollars ($31,071.64), together with interest thereon at the rate of two percent (2%)
per month from the 20th day of August, 1970, until paid, and it is further ordered
that execution on judgment be, and the same is hereby, stayed for a period of 90
days from the date hereof, provided that on or before 30 days from the date hereof
Defendant shall pay to ?laintiff on said judgment the sum of $11,455,07, and on
or before 60 days from the date hereof the Defendant shall pay to the Plaintiff on
said judgment an additional sum iq the amount of $;LL4455 07 , and in the event
Defendant fails to make either of said payments, then said stay of execution shall
be vacated on motion of Pliszjff.

Pated this _°  dav of Zohra. o, 1071 :
3 , '3"7(( .‘-1()('.‘ ‘ ,\K( téi_
1

URTTED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE //

Agreed to:
D (2
f:7f£;f;7t C:i, Clégg:ﬂzgzxﬂ

“Bttorney for Pidintiff

e % | (
,;;3f1//§i”i2::ih——-‘/Zl\

Attornéy for Defenda2§7




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JAMES D. HODGSON, Secretary of Labor
United States Department of Labor

Plaintiff
Civil Action File

V. s

1
No. 69-C-186 ~

EIlLED

MORROW ENGINEERING COMPANY, a Corp.

et Nt N et Nt St gt St et

befendant FEB 1 913N
JOHN H. POE, Clerk
JUDGMENT Y. S. DISTRIGE _CO_URTZA

Tn accordance with the findings of fact and
conclusions of law, made and entered herein on the 15th
day of December 1970, it is hereby:

ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the defendant,
its officers, agents, servants, gmployees, and all persons
acting or claiming to act in its behalf and interest be,
and it hereby is, permanently enjoined and restrained from
violating the provisions of sections 15(a)(2) and 15(a){5)
of the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 (Act of June 25,
1938, Title 29, U.S.C. 201 et seq.), hereinafter referred
to as the Act, in any of the following manners:

I
) ¢

Defendapt shall not, contrary to section 6 of the
Act, pay any of its employees who are engaged in commerce
or in the production of goods for commerce Or who are

employed by an enterprise engaged in commerce or in the

production of goods for commerce as defined by the Act,



wages at rates less than $1.60 per hour or such other
rate or rates as may be hereafter provided by law. The
provisions of this paragraph shall not prevent defendant
from paying to any of its employees wages authorized as
to such employees by‘a special certificate issued and
in effect under section 14 of the Act.
. N -

Defendant shall not, contrary to section 7 of the

Act, employ any qf its employees engaged in commerce Or

in the production of goods for commerce oI employed by it

as an enterprise engaged in commerce Or in the production

" of goods for commercé,‘as defined by the Act, for workweeks

longer than 40 hours unless such employees receive
compensation for their employment in excess of 40 hours
at rates not less than one and one—half'times the regular
rates at which such employees aré employed.
IIT
pefendant shall not fail to make, keep, and preserve
records of its employees, and the wages, hours, and other
conditions and practices of employment maintained by 1it,
as prescribed by the regulations of the Administrator
issued, and from time té time amended, pursuant to sections
11{c) and 15(3)(5) éf the Act and found in Title 29,
Chapter Vv, of Code of Federal Requlations,'Part 516.
’ v

Defendant is restrained from further withholding

the sum of $5,598.42, together with interest thereon at



the rate of six percent per annum from the date such
amounts became due, representing overtime compensation
found to be due to defendant's employees. This provision
of this order shall be deemed complied with upon defendant's
delivering, within 30 days from the date hereof, a certified
or cashier's check payable to "U. 5. Department of Labor -
Wage-Hour" in the aforesaid amouné} together with interest
as required. Plaintiff shall be responsible for distributing
such overtime compensation to the employees entitled therto,
as shown in the’findings of fact, less appropriate
deductions for social security and Federal income tax.
In the event plaintiffris unable to distribute any of such
amounts within a reasonable time, either because of inability
to locate the employees entitled thereto or because of an
employee's refusal to accept same, such amounts shall 5e
covered into the Treasury of tﬁé United States as
miscellaneous receipts.
7 A

Defendant shall not request, solicit, suggest, oOr
coerce, directlf or indireétly, any employee to return
or to offer to return to the defendant or to someone
else for the defendant,-any money iy the form of cash,
check, or any_other.form, for wages previously due or
to become due in the future to said employee under the
provisions of this judgment or the Act; nor shall
defendant accgpt, orﬂxég%i%é from any employee, either

.

directly, or indiréétly, any ﬁonef'in the form of cash,

r
Lt



check, or any otherform, for wages heretofore or
hereafter paid to said employee under the provisions of
this judgment or the Act; nor shall defendant discharge
or in any other manner discriminate, nor solicit or
encourage anyone else to discriminate, against any such
employee because such employee has received or retained
money due to him-from the defendant under the provisions
of this judgment or the Act.
VI
It is furtﬁer ORDERED that costs of the above

styled and numbered action shall be taxed to defendant.

77 ,
Dated this /& day of -'(”titi’L%, 1971.
. J
— Ay 4
.t A I S Y S A .

UNITED STATES DISTRIgiVJUDGE /(

A

Apprbyed as to form:

E. Jchn Eagleton
KOTHE AND EAGLETON, INC.

Atéorney for Defendant



IN P UNTTED S8Tetos SEIsTh

WILLIAM GATNES, i
)
Plaintiif, )
}
— VR ) o L= (=240
)
]
MILEX, .NCT.. }
A Corporahion, ) i . .
) A
Defendant. )
ORDER GF DISMISSAL slert
ShROGE MLISS L -
e o B u, s .. GOURY
Now on this _9uh das o Februar, 971, comes the said
plaintif{, wWilliam Ga ines, by hi. actorne -, Frazic arris,
Dyer, Pate & Hopper, and C. W. (Bill) Pate and ther. . .. On
motion, it is Ordered by the Cour: that this cause L nd the
same hereby is dismissed at cost . . .. ~tiff, with prejudic:
to his right to bring a new action in Th.. “ehalf.
b - - e - ) : . ' - d
JUDGA, .S DISTRICE-CC T

NORTHER: & 3TRICT OF O. . HOMA

Tt



UNITED STAWES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISYRICT OF OKLAROMA

Mrs, Lec Alliscn,
Plaintiff,
CIVIT MO, 69-C-PT6

V3,

Unitea Ctates of /u &I,

- D
lx:iendant, F i (3 E’"
R LT
4w et Clerk
1 o o
o - COURT

. mG YT £
RE

J UDGMENT

Thiz action was submitted to the Court upon gtipulations of
the parties, and the Court has rendered a decialon as expressed in the

Memorandun Opinion filed herein on February 1 s 1971,

Pursiant to the findinge and conolusions met Torth in such
Memorandum Opinion, It Is ORDERED, ADJUDGED apnd DECREED that the
Defendant, United States of America, have judament against the Flaintife,

denying the prayer of her Complaint.

e,&/;&, D ‘7/5"‘”";2//?7/-




UNITED STAYTES DISTRICT

SOURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

TULSA DIVISION

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION,
Plaintiff
V.

GEORGE W, BECK 1II
INVESTORS INSTITUTE, INCORPORATED,

Defendants

INVESTORS INSTITUTE, INCORPORATED,
an Oklahoma Corporation,

Plaintiff
V.
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION,
an Agency thereof,

Defendant

"

-»

Civil Action No, 70-C-185

Civil Action No, 70-C-121

FINAL JUDGMENT OF PERMANENT INJUNCT ION

In above entitled and numbered causes, having been heretofore

consolidated inte Civil Action No. 70-C-121, all parties thereto

appeared pro se or by counsel, and the Court having heard the plead-

ings, the evidence and arguments of counsel, and having heretofore

consolidated the hearing for a preliminary injunction with trial on

the marits pursuant to Rule 65(a)(2) of the Federal Rules of Civil

Procedure, and having heard this case upon its merits; and upon due

consideration it appearing to the Court that the Sacurities and Ex-

change Commission should be granted the relief prayed for in its



Complaint and the Court being of the opinion that George W, Beck III
and Investors Institute, Incorporated will, unless and until perm—
anently enjoined from further violations of Section 203{a) of the
Investment Advisers Act of 1940, as amended (15 U,8,C. 80b-3), con-
tinue to engage in the business of investment adviser as defined in
Section 202(a)(11) of the Investment Advisers Act of 1940 (15 U.5.C.
80b-2)}, without required registration with the United States Secur-
ities and Exchange Commission, it is therefore,

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the preliminary injunction
heretofore entered by the Court on November 19, 1970 be and is hereby
made permanent and perpetual and further, it is therefore,

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that George W, Beck III and In-
vastors Institute, Incorporated, their agents, sexvants, employees,
attorneys, successors, and assigns, or any other business operated
by or under the contreol of George W, Beck III, he and hereby are
permanently enjoined from making use of the mails or any means ot
instrumentality of interstate commerce while, for compensation, en—
gaging in the business of advising others, either directly or through
publications or writing, as to the value of securities or as to the
advisability of investing in, purchasing or selling securitiaes, ox
for compensation and as part of a regular business while issuing or
promulgating analyses or reports concerning securities, unless and
until registered with the United States Securitiee and Exchange Com-
misaion as reguired by Bection 203(a) of the Investment Advisers Act
of 1940, as amended (15 U,5.C, 80b-3); provided however that nothing

in the foregoing order of permanent injunction shall apply to any



investment adviser -—

a) all of whose clients are residents of the state
within which such investment adviser maintaine higs or its
principal office and place of business and who does not
furnish advice or issue analyses or reports with respect
to securities listed or admitted to unlisted trading priv-
ileges on any national securities exchangej

b) whose only c¢lients are investment companies and
ingurance companies; or

c) who during the course of the preceding twelve
months has fewer than fifteen clients and who does not
hold himself out generally to the public as an investment

adviser,

The Court further orders that a copy of this Final Judgment of

Permanent Injunction be served upen Gecorge W, Beck IIX and Investors

Institute, Inuo:porate;zpy the U, 5, Maxshal,

. . 7
Entered this _/{//" aay of 2{"463%{{2/7‘ 1971.

CS) /fég%%é{ :Zjl/féiékiﬁx/

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
TULSA DIVISION



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

BETHLEHEM STEEL CCRPORATION, ) No. 70-C-275
Buffalo Tank Division, }
a corporation, )

}

Plaintiff, )

vs. ) . C e e s "

) S m

) . .
ALTON B. HOLMES, d/b/a ) SRR TR
A. B, HOLMES & COMPANY, ) cert

) Jn

) oy

)

Defendant.

JUDGMENT

A Motion b§ the plaintiff above named for Sumumary
Judgment in its favor for $15,491.44, plus interest thereon at the
rate of 10% per annum from February 2, 1970, until paid, the
cost of this action and a reasonable attocrney fee of $3,956, having
been duly brought on to be heard, and the court having made an order
pursuant thereto granting the plaintiff's motion and directing that
judgment be entered herein in the plaintiff's favor granting
judgment on plaintiff's complaint and granting plaintiff judgment
on defendant's counte;claims, it is hereby

ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED as ifiollows:

1. Plaintiff is hereby granted Judgment against the
defendant for $15,491.44, plus interest at the rate of 10% pér
annum from February 2, 1970, until paid, a reascnable attorney fee
in the amount of $3,956, plus the costs of this action, for all of
which let execution issue.

2. 7Plaintiff is granted judgment against the defendant
on defendant's counterclaims I and 11 and the same are hereby dis-
missed.

DATED this ' day of February, 1971.

8. Discrict,Jdudre



e

i

Approved as to form:

Richard W. Gable

and Gable, Gotwals, Hays, Rubin & Fox
2010 Fourth National Bank Bulding
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119

(918) 582-9201

A A S
R I AR

A, D. Mason

and Mason & Mason

336 Court Arcade Building

Tulsa, Cklahoma 74163

{918) 583-11C4




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR TRE
NORTHERN DISTRICT CF OKLABCMA

United States of America,

Plaintiff,
CIVIL ACTION NO. 69-C-129

Vs,

30,00 Acres of Land, Mere or Less,
Sltuate in Rogers County, State of
Oklahoma, an¢ Charles F. Dominy,
et al, and Unknown Owners,

EILED

FEB 16 1974
JOHN H. POE, Clerk

U. S. DISTRICT COURT

)
%
)
; Tract No. 464M

Defendentsa,

J U b e M E NT

1.

NOW, on this__iﬁ___day of February, 1971, this matter comes on
for disposition on applicatlon of Plaintiff, United States of America, for
entry of jJudgment on a stipulation agreeing upon just compensation, and the
Court, after having examined the files in this actilon and belng advised by
counsel for Plaintiff, finds:

2.

This judgment applies only to the estate condemned in Tract No.
LebM, as such estate and tract sre describved in the Complaint filed in this
actlon.

3.

The Court has Jurisdiction of the parties and subjlect matter of
this action.

L,

Service of Process has been perfected either personally, or by
publication notice, as provided by Rule TiA of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure, on all parties defendant in this cause who are interested in
sublect tract.

5. ‘

The Acts of Congress set out 1n paragraph 2 of the Complalnt
herein give the United States of America the right, power, snd authority
to condemn for public use the estate described in paragraph 2 hereln.
Pursuant thereto, on June 18, 1969, the Unlted States of America filed its
Declaration of Taking of such described property, and title to the described

estate in such property should be vested in the United States of America as

of the date of filing the Declaration of Taklng.



6,

Simultaneously with filing the Declaration of Tasking, there was
deposited in the Reglstry of the Court as estimated compensation for the
taking of a certain estate in subjeet tract a certain sum of money, and
none of this deposit has been disbursed, as set out in paragraph 12 below.

T

On the date of taking in this action, the owner of the estate
taken in subject tract was the defendant whose name 1is shown in paragraph
12 below. Such named defendant is the only person asserting any Interest
in the estate taken in such tract, all other persons having elther dis-
claimed or defaulted, and such nemed defendant is entitled to receive the
just compensation awarded by this judgment.

8.

The owner of the subject tract and the United States of America
have executed and filed herein a Stipulation As To Just Compensation wherein
they have agreed that just compensation for the estate condemned in subject
tract is in the amount shown as compensaticn in paragraph 12 below, and such
stipulation should be approved.

9.

This judgment will create a deflclency between the amount deposited
as estimated compensation for subject tract and the amcunt fixed by the Stip-
ulation As To Just Compensation, and the amount of such deficlency should be
deposited for the benefit of the owner. Such deficiency 1s set out in
paragraph 12 below,

10.

It Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the United
States of America has the right, power, and authority to condemn for public
use the tract named in parsgraph 2 herein, ae such tract is particularly
deseribed in the Complaint end Declaration of Taking filed herein; and such
tract, to the extent of the estate described in such Complaint, 1s condemned,
and title to such described estate 1s vested in the United States of America
as of June 18, 1969, snd all defenflants herein and sll other persons inter-
ested in such estate are forever tarred from asserting theretc amy claim.

11,
It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that on the date of

taking, the owner of the estate condemned herein in subject tract was the



defendant whose pame appears below in paragraph 12, and the right to recelve
the just compensation for the eatate taken herein In this tract is vested in
the party so named,
12,
It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the Stipulation
As To Just Compensation, mentioned in paragraph 8 ebove, hereby is confirmed;
and the sum therein fixed is adopted as the award of just compensation for

the estate condemned in subject tract as follows:
TRACT NO. LEhM

Owner: Charles F. Dominy

Avard of just compensatilon,

pursuant to Stipulation - - - - - - = = $200.00 $200,00
Deposited as estimated compensation - - - -  T0.00
Disbursed to owner - = = = = = = - = = = - = = @ = = = = = = = = None
PBalance due to owner ~ = = = = = = 4 = = = = - - = == - = = -° = $200.00
Deposit deficiency - - ~ = - = = = = = = - - $130.0C
13.

It Te Further CRADERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the United
Stetes of America shall deposit in the Registry of this Court, in this
eivil action, to the credit of subject tract, the deficlency sum of $130.C0,
and the Clerk of this Court then shall disburse from the deposit for subject

tract the sum of $200.0C to Charles ¥, Dominy.

& .
“Lato. & Baoe
UNTTED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

“thbo F G P lenm

HUBERT A, MARLOW
Assistant United States Attorney




IN THF, UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NQRTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

CCC, INC.,
a corporation,

)
)
)
Plaintiff y
)
VS~ } No. 70-C-304
)
ATLAS WIRE PRODUCTS )
COMPANY, INC., a foreign )
corporation, ) '
) L E D
Defendant, } FEB 161971

JOHN H. POE, Clerk

® R D E R U.s. D'STR’CT COUR

The Defendant having moved to quash the service of summons
and return of summone, and to set aside the purported service of summons
on the ground that Defendant had not been properly or sufficiently served
with process in this action; and to dismiss the action on the ground of
lack of jurisdiction over the Defendant; and said motion nhaving duly
come on to be heard before this Court on the 18th day of January 1971;
and the Court having examined the record herein, the affidavits submitted|
by the parties-and their respective briefs; and upon hearing. Remington
Rogers in support of said motion, and Dale F. McDaniel in opposition
thereto, the Court found that the summons and service thereof should
be quashed, and this action dismissed.

IT IS ORDERED that plaintiff's action be, and the same is
hereby, dismissed at plaintiff's costs.

Dated January 18, 1971,

District Judge

=T




CIV 31 (7-683)

Ruited States Disfrict. Court

FOR THE
CIVIL ACTION FILE No, T0-C-245

Ralph L. Rawdon and Mary Ann Rawdon,
Plaintiffs,

EITLED
FEB 1 71971

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

This action came on for trial before the Court and a jury, Honorable Fred Deugherty,

JUDGMENT

va.

Harold Eldon Stanley.

Judge , United States District Judge, presiding, and the issues having been duly tried and
the jury having duly rendered its verdict,

It is Ordered and Adjudged that the plaintiff, Ralph L, Rawdon, have and
recover Jjudgment from thé defendant, Harold Eldon Stenley, the sum of
Three Hundred Ninety-Seven ($397.00) Dollars, together with costs;
that the plaintiff, Mary Ann Rawdon, take nothing and that her actlon

against Harold Eldon Stanley 1s hereby dlsmissed,

-

Dated at Tulsa, Oklahoma ' ,this 17th day
of February , 1871 .
_JOHN H, POE . ...
erk of 4’0
B

Depu



T T DISTRICT COURL ofF D13 UNITED HiAn:
WO THE NO2WIRN DISTETOT OF QELALLIGA

MICHAEL: T, BUIIEDr

Ploaintirft

V. Ho. 70-C-249C
WITLIAM WALDRON, PARK
BROTHERS TRUCKINC COMPAKY,
AMERTCAN ®ED BALI TRANSIT
COMPANY, INC., and ABTHA
CASUALITY AND JURETY COMPARY

FILED
FEB 171971

J0HN H. POE, Clarh
4. S, STRICT COURT

T S T T W N N N N N

Defendsnts

OHLLR OF DISMISSAL WITL TEEJUDICE

Thie matter coming on for hearine before the
Court on tll:i.s:/_é{f’ day ¢f February, 1%/, upon tae application
of the plaintiff for order of disuiascel with prejudice in this
cause, plaintiff eppearing by counpcl, William P. Powsrs, and
the defendsnts appearing by counsel, Whithen and Hedanlel, by
Dale F. MeDanicl, and the court beins adviged in Ll nremises,
and having examined the gplication of the plaintiil lLerein,
finds that zll insues of lew and foct horetolore cudoling:
botween the parties bave buen s tHled, compromiccd, woloaged,
and extinguishaed, for valueble coneiderntion Flowine Trom
defendants to plointifl and Crom sladntiff o defendonts, and
further finde thint thore remaing ne icsue of low o Tecl te
be determincd in tlis cause. The court further Iindn thnt
plaintiff desiree fo digmiss his cause ith prejudice io
future actionns for the ressons statud and that hic application
should be stated.

Bl, T% THEREFORY ORDERED, ADJUDCED AWD DECLEED DLy
the Court that all ilesucs of law md et herebofore evipting

14

betwsen the plaintiff and all defendnnts hove been ae b tled,



Lngulsied, for velusble considerae

conpronincd, released, and
Llon, amd Ghed thers remsains ne ianus Lo be detormined in bhie
cause belhivoen Lo portlon.

i TN FURTHER ORDERED, ADTUDGLD AND DLCLEED by the
Gourt thet plainbilf's CAUHE, and 21y CAUscT aTls g therefron,

2i wibh nrejudice bo all

be and the same are hereby dismi,

future aclion thercon.

R

Judge

M

/

WIIJ#[ P, POVELTS,
ALt ey for Plointiff

WHIPTEN and [eDANTSL g
. . ) _ﬂrf'l ./’;L,,. . r'
By ek T Loy \

lebaniél v h
Attorneys for Drfendant,

American R d Ball Trangit Company
and Actna Casuslty end Surety Co.




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

BILLY JOE WALENCIAK,
Plaintiff,
V8.

EMLE MILLS, INC., a
foreign corporation,

FILED
FEB 17197 A7

JOHN H. POE, Clerk
. S. BISTRICT COURT

Defendant.

ETHEL BERNIECE WALENCIAK,
Plaintiff,

vs .

70-c-407 &
70-C-408
Consolidated

EMLE MILLS, INC., a
foreign corporation,

Defendant.

“e

ORDER SUSTAINING PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO REMAND
AND REMANDING CAUSE OF ACTION

The Court has for consideration the Motion to Remand
filed by the defendant in the instant action, the briefs in
support and opposition thereto, and being fully advised in
the premises, finds:

Where the jurisdiction of the court is based solely on
diversity of citizenship between the litigants at the time of
the commencement of the action and at the time of removal,
that diversity must appear from allegations requiring no
explanation. The petition for removal in the instant litigation
does not meet the test of requisite diversity apparent on the
face of the removal petition.

IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the complaint ana cause of

action be and the same are hereby remanded to District Court

of Pawnee County, Oklahomé.



ENTERED this d'é day of February, 1971.

,é;("ﬂ::—._ %féz < -v'—g/

£

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



A

I o5 UNITED SPATES LIAPRICY COURY FOR LW
WORTHERE DISRICs of OKEADA

United Ston.os x fueriea,
Pleinoiv.,
V8. Civil Hu. TO-C=295

Bdward Mour: st Vorleoe

Moore, y
Defendeaii . ) ZEB 1o iz,
Bl Eor
DSty .
JUDGMENT OF FURBCILOSURE .

IS MATTER COMES on for cousideravion this _f Z gay of

7«‘-61.%71 , 1971, and the detuendaris, Edward Moore nnd
Yerlene Moora, appearing not.

The Couri being tully advised and taviiy: exenined Ui files
herein finds thmi personal serviee wau uade on the detendents, Ldward
Moore and Vevlonu Moore, on September L, 1970; and

fhe Cowrt further finds thel tinis sult is baged upon o mortgage
note and torecivsare of & real proper. mortpgge seeurin: sold wortgage
note apd that hhe resl property describod in sald mortgege 1o L.oonted
in Tulsa, Tuiss County, Oklahoma, witlili the Horthern Julicial Distxict
of Oklahuun.

et the defendants, Bdward Moorz snd Verlene Moore, did, on
October 25, 107, execuie and deliver .. v Admindstrator off Veterans
Affairs, lhedr sorippee and mortgagzs noto ov the sunr ol $3,000.00, with
interest theracn at the rate of ™ per nonp and further providing for
the paymenl ol .onthly installments o principal and Inforest; and

It fwlier appears that the wedondunts, Edwend Mooie: and
Verlene Myore, made default under the terme of the aforesald nortegase
note end morGpaoe by reeson of thels foliur: to make Thee vientndy o
gtallments dus {herveon for nore than eleven (11) monthe priues b
Beptamber 2, LJ(0, the date of the @©iiie; of this agidos, wnleh
defeult has corlirued and that by reasc thereol the defendunis,
are now indebice to the Plaintiff in Lo swee of $8,547.0 0 with interest

thereon at thi bz of Tp per amws Uro Mecamber 25, 140, wrtil paid.



Ao Covei b Pdeds Lo o el proopore. wehes . Do e
subject v oL, ol Iy deserited e o0 s

Cweniy-Bipht (23), Bioer e (2),
ey Fowrdo, wr Addiider . 40 ihe Cibyr o
Cornty of Talew, Ster 0 O dsirra, aeeo
wes cecoraed plat Lo

TIL e

i I 'GIEREFOHE ORDERED, ANJUNGED and DECREEL :li:. (Lo Plaintiff,
United Stator 0 fAumerlen, huave and rococer midsgaent ageior oo defendeants 5

RAwerd Moo O Verlene Moore, For co.: sa of $9%,557.5, wvit luterest

thereon at tu 1&i. of T per snnuw 1w Duesmber 25, Uku:, vanil peid,

plus the cosbn o Lide action accrued asd neeralas,, plis b s of

FA

$ JR uxpenil:xd Lor Abstractirny: Feou.

IT I5 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGLE ol DECREED i) tipaor Yallure
of the delsmdusinls, Fdward Moore and Verlens Moore, to selisfy; Plaintirf's
money judpme:nl nowein, an Order of Saic shald Ispuc to thae Uailed Staten
Marahal for the Lorlher: Distries of Ukladla, counoodin | i w. advertlse
and pell, with approdsement, the rewl pyopoidy deseribed nereis. which is
the subjecl of Lids sultf, swd apply iic procewds thereor 1 suaiisfaction
of Plain{iff's jud ment, the residue, 1wy, 0 b2 depouiind with the
Llexk of the Couri Lo await further oider of the Court.

IT I FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGLD and DECREED fthat L. and after
the sale of sald property under and by vIirbis of this Judjmen: and decree, the
defendants, und cach of them, and all oorsons elodining wuler fhom sinee

borred and

the filing, ot L Complalnt herefn, Do cwxi 1oy are fops

foraclosed ol - winht, title, interesi oo eladn in on b e ceal

properity or any el thereof.

%4%5{

Assistent U. .

N Lolriery



IN 4% UNTTED STATES DISTRIC: COURL FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICL CF ORLALOMA
United States of fAueries,
Pleintifl,
Civil No. To-Cw338

VB

Willie J. Hill and Deborsal: Ann
i,

Defendants.

JUGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

TIIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this _La);:iday of
Februmry, 197i, and whe defendants, Willle J. Hill and Deboruh Ann Hill,
eppearing not.

The Courl being fully sdvised and having examined the files
hevein finds that personsl service was made ou thr: defendants, Willle J.
Hill and Deborab Ams [11l, on December L7, 1970; and

The Couri further finds thet this sult is based upon u mortgege
note and foreelosure of u real property mortgage securing sald morizage
note and that the resl property descoribed 1n sald mortgage is located in
Tulse, Tulsa County, Oklsmhoma, within the Northern Judieinl Metrict of
Oklahoma.

Thet the defendsnts, Willie J, Hill end Deboreh Amn iili, did,
on January 6, 190¢, execute and deliver to the Adninistrator of Voierans
Affairs, their morteege and mortgage note for lhe sum of §7,950.00, with
Interast thereon et tlh: rate of T per annu: and further providin: fur the
payment of monthly instoilments of prineipel il interest; and

It furthes appesrs that the defendents, Willle J. 111 and
Daborsh Ann Hill, nale default under the terns of the aforesetd norisage
note and morbgage by reason of thelr fallure Lo uske the mopthly Listall=
ments due therecn for move than seven {T) months prior tc Deeaber 16, 1970,
the date of the filins of this action, which defualt haes continuaed snd that
by reason thereof ihw defendsnts, are now indabbed ho the Plairntify iu the
sun of #7,842.33, wit! laterest thereon ai thw 1ais of T per amwin fiem

May 6, 1970, wntil puald,



et b

e Court Turther finds thei 1be real property wliel s the
subject of this euit 1s described as tollows:

To: Eight (8), Bloek Thxew (3), Suanyland
Addition to the City of Tulea, Tulsa County,
Okleaoma, according to tiz recorded plet thereol.

T{ IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED snd DECREED thot i Plaintiff,
United States of Amerlca, have and recovel judgueny against the deflendante,
Willie J. Hill mid Deborsai Arn Hill, for “he sm of $7,842.33, with iaterest
ihereon At the rets of % per apmm from Mey ¢, 1970, until pald, plua the
cont of this mctic: acerued and scerudng, plis the sum of $34.00 erpended
for Abghtracting Fees.

Fr 15 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that upon failure
of the defendants, Willie J. Hill and Dehoral Aun Hill, to sotlisty Plaintiff 's
ncney julgment herein, sn Order of Sele ghall issue to the Unibed States
Margmal for the Nurtlern District of Oklashonsz, commending hin vo advertise
and sell, wilth appraisement, the real property described hercin which is the
subjeet of this suit, and epply the proceeds thereof in satisrrction of
Plaintiff's judgment, the residue, if any, to be deposited witn The Clerk
of the Gourt to awail {urther order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED tiwt frov and after
the sale of seid property under and by virtue of this Judpment and decree, the
defendants, and cech of them, and all perscus clalulng undey then since the
£iling of the Compledlnt herein, be and they are forvever barred sud Uoreclosed

of eny right, title, iuterest or elainm 1n cr te the real property or any part

theraofs.

[Ae]



UNTPED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NCRTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of Amerlcs,

Plaintiff,
CIVIL ACTION NO, 69-C-12T7 .

V&.
Tract No. 459M

Situate in Rogere County, State of Lessor (mineral) Interest Gnly

Oklahoma, and May MeSpadden Poole,
et al, and Unknown Owners,

)

)

)

)

)

)

20.00 Acres of Land, More or Less, i
Defendants, )

FEB251971 ¢
J UDGMENT JOHN H. POE, Clerk

1.

NOW, on this 3'{\\ day of February, 1971, this matter comes on for
disposition on application of Plaintiff, United States of America, for entry
of judgment on stipulations agreeing upon just compensation, and the Court,
after having examined the files in this action and bteing advised by counsel
for Plaintiff, finds:

2.

This judgment applies only to the lessor (mineral) interest in the
estete taken in Tract No. 459M, as such estate and tract are described in the
Complaint and the Declaration of Taking filed in this action.

3.

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

L,

Service of Process has been perfected either personally ox by publi-
cation notice, as provided by Rule TiA of Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, on
all parties defendant in this cause who are interested in subject tract.

5.

The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the Complaint herein
Zive the United States of America the right, power, and suthority to condenmn
for public use the estate described in paragrapn 2 herein, Pursuant thereto,
on June 18, 1969, the United States of America filed 1ts Declaration of Taking
of such described property, and title to the deccribed estate in such proyperty

should be vested in the United States of America as of the date of filing the

Declaration of Taking,

EILED

s

U. S. DISTRICT COURT



6.

Simultanecusly with filing the Declaration of Taking, there was
deposited in the Registry of this Court, as estimated compensatiocn for the
lessor (mineral) interest in the estate taken in gubject tract, a certain sum
cf money, and none of this deposit has been disbursed, as set out below in
paragraph 12,

Ts

On the date of taking in this action, the owners of the lessor
(mineral) interest im the estate taken in sublect treact were the defendants
whose names are shown below in paragraph 12. Such nemed defendants are the
only persons asserting any Interest in the lessor (mineral) interest in the
estate taken in such tract, all other perscns having either disclaimed or
defaulted, and such named defendants are entitled to receive the just compen-
sation awarded by this Judgrent.

8.

The owners of the lessor (mineral) interest in the estste taken in
the subject tract, and the United States of Amerlca, have executed and filed
herein Stipulations As To Just Compensation whereby they have agreed that just
compensation for saild lessor (mineral) interest in the estate condemned in
subject tract is in the amount shown as compensation in parsgraph 12 below,
and such stipulations should be approved.

2.

This judgment will create a deficiency between the amount deposited
as estimated compensation for the lessor (mineral) interest in the estate taken
in the subject tract and the amount fixed by the Stipulations As To Just Compen-
sation, and the amount of such deficlency should be deposited for the benefit
of the owners, Such deficiency is set out below in paragraph 12.

1C.

It Is, Therefore, CRDERED, ADJULGED, and DECREED that the United
Ztates of America has the right, power, and suthority to condemn for public
use the tract named in paragraph 2 herein, as such tract is particularly
described in the Complaint and Declaration of Taking flled herein; and such
tract, to the extent of the lessor (mimeral)} interest only, in the estate
described in such Declération of Taking, is condemned and title thereto is
vested in the United States of America, ns of the date of filing such Declara-

tion of Taking, and all defendnnts hercin and all other persons interested in

-



such lessor (mineral) interest are forcver barred from asserting thereto any
claim,
11.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that on the date of
taking, the owners of the lessor (mineral) interest in the estate condemned in
subject tract were the defendants whose names appear below in paragraph 12,
and the right to receive the just compensaticn awarded by this judgment is
vested in the parties sc named.

12.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, snd DECREED that the Stipulations
As To Just Compensation, mentioned in paragraph 8 sbove, hereby are confirmed;
and the sum thereby fixed is adopted as the award of Just compensation for

the lessor (mineral) interest in the estate condemned in subject tract as

follows:
TRACT NO, 4§2M
Lessor (minerzl} interest only

OWNERS:

Gladys Poole Barrow - - - - - 1/3

May McSpadden Poole - - - - - 1/3

Irene Pocle - - = = = = - = - 1/3
Award of Jjust compensation,

pursuant te Stipulations - - - - - - $720.00 $720.00
Deposited as estimated compensation - - - 650.00
Disbursed to owners - - - - = - = = = = = - = - - = = = - = = None
Balance due to owners = - - - - — = = = = = = = = = = - - = = $720.00
Deposit deficlency =- - - - - - - - - - - ~ $70.00

13.
It Is Further ORDERED that the United States of America shall
deposit in the Reglstry of this Court in this civil action the deposit defi-

ciency for the subject tract in the sum of $7C.00.

The Clerk of this Court then shall disburse from the sum on deposit

for the subject tract the award for the lessor (mineral) interest as follows:

To Gladys Poole Barrow - - = = - = = = = = = = s2bo.00
May McSpadden Poole - - - - = = = - = = - = $2L0.00
Irene Poole - - - = = = = =~ = = - = = - = = $2k0,00.

—

APPROVED: UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

rs — -]
LM.M&L
HUBERT A. MARLOW

Asoistant United Staten Attorney

_3_



IN TUE UNLTRD STATES DISTRICT LOURT TOR THE
NGRTHERN DISTRICT OF OXLALOMA

URBIE PENNINGTON RODGERS, )
Petitioner, é
4

va, . NO.  TO-C-2H6

wpY H, PAGE, Warden, Oklahond i -

State Peniténtiary, Mehlester, P: 1 L* EE I)
Qklahoma, FEB 2f;197i

Reenonoent. JOHN HvPUE Clerk

ORDER U. S. DISTRICT COURT

—re

The Court nnc belore 1t a pro &e potition o writ of habeas
corpus Tiled by Urble Penninzton Rodgers wherein petitioner alleges

his rights guaranteed by the 4th, 5th, O6th and 1hth Ancnaments to the

Constigutlon of the United States b ve heen abridged as Tollows:

1. That his pleoz o0 pullty was nov srde wnowingly and voluntarily,
hut rather was tne result of coerelion e pin ootained counsel and the
o

trial Judge, and from such duress wac emteres in « state of temporary
mental and emotional incapacity.

2. That he was denied the rigat £o appeal.,
Therefore, petitiosner ceontends tuat he is illega::iy laprigoned in the
Oklahoma State Penlitentiary and shonlé e released Trom custody. Peti-
tloner has also filed a motion Ior aoosintment o
with his habeas corpus proceeding pefore this Court.

petiticner in the State Couris . " oklahoma was wswnvicted Ly jury

of the crime of burglary 20 & 20N-
mE re-

viction of a felony; and, on
versed and remanced [or new trial (Roupers v. Stote, <27 7.2 116, Oxl.
1967). Therealter, petitioner enterst & plea of zuil

crime, Cuse No. 21479; filed an appeal out o time, Cace NoO. A-15,120,

L
whizn wao deniec October 15, 1959; and, hig State nabeds CcorpUE was
cen'cd Mey O, 1970. Thug, petltioner nas exhausted nis State remcadles.

Thiz Court has before 1t the petition, response, and full and conm-

. Y

piete records and transcripts of tne pertinent Stete proceedlings; anc,

upon careful review of said file and peing fully cdvised in the prcuises

cetermines as folliows:

rot petitioner alleges nig retained counsel cocroced Wi By

i

1.

=3

. o ek
threastening to walk out on petitioner on the day set for trial ii Deia-

tioner did not plead mullty.
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57 muilty on November €,

vetucned Lo Liie petitioner the uncarned Sortlzn of the oo advence

n dolendant: and, petitloner ackno Sope oL leilor reeelipt therosi.
civnon Moo the Oklanoma Professicnel Einics, ¥ L8R Cnl

3, reguires no more. The said sttornéy ¢Lld appear 1n Cour

“taper when petitioner centered nils pica of Zullty; but, as the tecti-

ny of the State Court transceript showe, said attorney appear red &

fap thne golec and only purpose i checking Lnto

v
o)
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jud
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o
ot
)
<
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he
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I
O
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3

the possibility of & lesser sentencco belng rencered in relvurn L or o

2. Tnat petitioher sllezes the trial Judge coereod Adm by Zoreing

metivioner Lo Urial with Attorney Dickey or & public colender, oO%

thousn petitioner nuu informed the court he ned no confidence in Lnd

f Y

would not use & publlic defender and had money o retain another coungel
o

Il

& prief continuance to do 29,

The Court Cinds that petitioncr told the trizi Court he nsd pald

and was reprceented by Mr. Dickey--:2 +nlé the triz. Court wonen netll-

tioner Knew e and
tarpey hac withdrawn rom defense < nontn soeviously wits the Court'e

perpiizsion, &nd hac roturned the unoscned Jee,  Petitiorer testified

cno he nad "Cirec!" 21l his lawyers; indeed, the record niows “hat
notitloner has been ropresented by ot least siv dilfferent retained at-

savneys nince the Tiling of the information chaerging the crime Tor
vwnich petiticner is imprisoned. Further, the record 1s clear tnnt
setitioner's trial, ftep reversal and remand, wag originally et on
The June, 1967, Jury docket; wacs pagsecd June & o June 7; was pasced
June 7 to June 12, was passecd June 12 ta June 13; and, June 13, at

.26 ts the September docket. Septerber 5,

M

cefendant!s request, was pas
1047, it was stricken at defendant's request to the October jury docket,
on Getober 3, 1967, defendant present, trial was passed at delenacant'e

reguezt to the November jJury docket and delendant's attorney, Fr. Dickey,
wns allowes to withdraw az attorney [or defendant, and & public uz-

“cnder appointoc,

]
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Jucpge sppears o be Zrbitrarily denslving aol

v. ¥Willson 371 #.2d 113 (9tn Cir. 1007 Tcinn v, U.5., s R 20 154

s and Samov, U.3., 305 FLCC

3. That setitioner alleges thai Srom tho horrooiment, cooreton
anG duresz o7 sunsel and triol Judze ne owasg I BLoL S0
"emational stote of confusion,” a mialc "emotional mer” -
competence," in which to "trembled” anc Teampletely loot controi ol
nimzelf," o “stote of nd ommariing too Lomporary N L

brealdown,” that nio plea of sulliy was onutoa knowing nd o volur

plea: and, ot oe Mdoos not of hids own cocord remember aoing an” Il

The Couprs: Tinds that the alleged temporary emotlontl and rental
“necmpetence of petitisner was thoroushly zone into in an evidenitary

resring 1n the State Court on petitioner's motion {or now
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and that the

and sentence, supports the

tre State trial Judge, based on vt "Courtts eclear recoliectlorn Do
T nt," and upon wihicn relle” wms denled in the Htate Sourts.

fotep exasination of the transeripie ol the State procecdsd

Dourt i cotisfied thet the petitioner's rights were fully nratected

Laic

in tre Stzte Courts o thmat there 1s sufficient evidenco fron the

teztimony o the petitizsner, iay anc professional witnessee ©o DIo-

vide ample basic for the decisglon of the State Court »n this mattoer.
i, That netitisner alleges he was denicd his right to appeal,
The Court Atz that the failure to perfect an appeal by an ot-

Gerney, scelecier, o relained by the netitionerts own {(vree cho'oc, °f

v ool iteed T s oo nenT eoYpuE., Do ' BN I
~ . f . R A - .
e voth Chlr. LLaus ' e, KIRE

ou peocember 1, 1970,
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IT IS, THEREYORE, CRDERED

ment ol coLrous petitio:

e

z2nc

D oaepes / L ; R o ,
Dateu thic &(_ -2 = day of Februzry, 1071, at Tulsa, Owlahoma.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURI FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

DONALD G. GRISWOLD and
CLA-VAL CO., INC.,

Plaintiffs,

vs.
OIL CAPITAL VALVE COQ., No. Civ. 5523
AERCPARTS MANUFACTURING
CO., ROBERT E. RADFORD,

and DORQOTHY JOYCE RADFORD, ol po—
as an Individual and as - E-- = E)
Trustee for Joseph Britt - L

ep ritton ?'.EBQ.D 18/1

Radford, Janice Joyce Radford,

and Robert E. Radford, Jr., JGHN K PGE. Clerk
. , Lie

U. & DISTRICT COURT

et e st M N M et et et e et e e e e N

Defendants.

J U DG M ,,,':‘:E_,
Based upon, and in accordance with o.e Findings of
Fact and Conclusions of Law filed in this caus. on the 24th
day of February, 1971,

IT IS ADJUDGED AND DECREED:

1. That the defendants above named have and recover
judgment against plaintiffs in the sum of $52,000.00 all in
accordance with Findings of Fact Nos. 3 and 4 and Conclusion
of Law No. 1.

2. That plaintififs heve judgment against defendants,
and defendants shall take nothing from plaintiffs &ll in
accordance with Findings of Fact Nos. 5, 6, 7, 8 arnd 9 and
Conclusicns of Law Nos. 2 and 4.

3. That the defendants have and recover judgment
#5r their costs legally taxable and attributablie to plaintiffs’
satent claims and plaintiffs' infringement claims.

4. That each party shall bear its own costs attri-
sutable to defendants' claims for damages asserted against
plaintiffs in defendants' second counterclaim,

’ A

Dated this _Wfﬁéééi;i,day of February, 1971.

-~
A el
1% £ ,;ﬁ:_'/d"’_/ /’ e e e e
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United Dtates District. Tot FEB 21 13/
JOUN 1 #ge, Llork

FOR THE U S Dl(“T'{“’\ _
NORTHERN- DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA - 9. DISTRIGT COURT

JUDGMENT ON JURY VERDICT

CIvIL ACTION FILE NO.
Betty S. Stuart, 69-C-123

va. JUDGMENT

Safeco Insurance Company of America,
a Washington Corp.

Thig action came on for trial before the Court and a jury, Honorable a77EN E. BARROW
. United States District Judge, presiding, and the issues having been duly tried and

the jury having duly rendered its verdict, for the plaintiff, Betty S. Stuart,

It ig Ordered and Adjudged that the plaintiff, Betty S. Stuart, have and

recover judgment against the defendant, Safeco Insurance Company of
America, a Washington Corp., in the sum of Thirty-Two Thousand ($32,000,00)
Dollars, with interest at the rate of 10% from date of judgment, which

was February 29, 1969, and her cost of action,

Dated at Tulsa, Okishoma this  26th day
of February ‘1§1
JOHN.. H... .PCE e biiieeseseseanenmmeer assetasenees
Clerk of Court,
I e

//g;? Sl e jf’



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

SOUTHWIDE BAPTIST FOUNDATION
and CADENCE CORPORATION,

)
)
)
Plaintiffs, ) 70-C-28
)
VEH . )
)
TULSA CRUDE OIL PURCHASING ) .
COMPANY, ) F (- E D
) .
befendant. ) -EB 26 19?1

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

CRDER OVERRULING PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO OBTAIN
RELIEF FROM JUDGMENT AND ORDER OF
COURT

The Court has for consideration the plaintiffs' motion
to obtain relief from judgment and order of Court, the brief
in support thereof, and, being fully advised in the premises,
finds:

That said motion should be overruled.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that plaintiffs' motion to
obtain relief from judgment and order of Court be and the same
is hereby overruled.

ENTERED this ;@day of February, 1971.

N

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

CHEARLES SEQUOYAH GUESS,

Plaintiff, 70-C-137

vs,

EILED
FEB 25 1971

JOHN H. POE, Clerk

U. S. DISTRICT, COURT

GENERAL AMERICAN LIFE INSURANCE
COMPANY,

B

bDefendant.

ORDER DISMISSING COMPLAINT AND CAUSE OF ACTION

SUA SPONTE, the Court finds:

That heretofore and on the 4th day of February, 1971,
Stuart Trapp was allowed to withdraw as counsel for the plain-
tiff, Charles Sequoyah Guess, by order of the Court. That
in said order the plaintiff, Charles Seguoyah Guess was ordezed
to secure new counsel and furnish the name of such counsel to
the Clerk of this Court within 10 days of that date.

That the plaintiff has failed to comply with the order of
the Court.

That in the exercise of the Court's inherent power to
facilitate the orderly process of cases on its docket, and
in view of the fact that the record reflects that plaintiff has
failed to prosecute the instant 2ction by failing to comply
with the order of this Court entered February 4, 197L.

IT 1S ORDERED that the complaint and cause of action be
and the same is hereby dismissed for failure to prosecute by
failing to comply with the order of this Court,

ENTERED this & & #fay of February, 1971.

. (ooa. o .

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN

DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JACOB A. WEAVER, )
Plaintiff )]
vs. )
) No. C-70-291
ST. LOUIS-SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY )
COMPANY, a Corporation, )
Defendant 3} )
FILE D
FEB 26 1971
ORDER OF DISMISSAL joHiN H. POE. {lerk

i S DISTRICT. COURT

Upon the Stipulation of Dismissal of plaintiff and de-
fendant for an order dismissing this action with prejudice for the
reason that said case has been settled by agreement, it is,

Ordered pursuant to Rule 41 (a) (1) (ii), of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure that the action herein is dismissed with

prejudice.

United States District Judge



