PR

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

TRINITY UNIVERSAL INSURANCE
COMPANY, A Corporation,

Plaintiff,

v

VS, NO. 71-C-227
PUTTY TIRE & RECAPPING SERVICE,

INC., an Oklahoma Corporation,

Leonard F. Dirks, Myrthe M. Dirks, Ora
Morris, and Leonard F. Dirks, Administrator
of the Estate of H. E. Morris, deceased, a
co-partnership, d/b/a Paris Rubber & Supply
Company, and United States of America,
Director of Internal Revenue,

EILED
QLY 27 19y

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

JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

This ﬁgﬁ?on came on for hearing and trial before this Court on
this,éié?ééy of October, 1971, before the Court sitting without jury,
all parties having made appearance herein agreeing to walve jury and
to this judgment. This Court finds that the allegations of Plaintiff's
Complaint for Interpleader are true and correct, and that the Defendants
named herein were all duly and properly served with summons and notice
of this suit. Further, this Court finds that the Defendant, Putty
Tire and Recapping Service, Inc., has filed a Disclaimer; that the
United States of America, Director of Internal Revenue, is eantitled to
ONE THOUSAND FIVE HUNDRED TWENTY SIX AND 02/100 dollars ($1,526.02);
which includes all principal, interest, penalty; and the Court further
finds that the remaining Defendants, although duly served with summons,
have filed no pleadings nor have any claim within the time allowed by
law to the monies deposited by Plaintiff with this court clerk. The
Court further finds that Plaintiff is entitled te, and is hereby
awarded the sum of ONE HUNDRED SIXTY ONE AND 48/100 dollars ($161.48)
in payment of their costs and attorney fees incurred in this action.

IT IS THEREFORE THE ORDER AND JUDGMENT OF THIS COURT that the
Defendant, United States of America, Director of Internal Revenue
is warded that portion of the funds deposited with this Court, that
amount to ONE THOUSAND FIVE HUNDRED TWENTY SIX AND 02/100 dollars

($1,526.02, and the balance of said fund be awarded to Plaintiff



for its costs and attorney fees incurred herein. The remaining
Defendants herein are adjudged not to be entitled to any amcunt
due from said fund deposited by the Plaintiff, and that Plaintiff
be discharged from ali liability from any of the Defendants in these
premises; that each Defendant herein is restrained from instituting
any action against the Petitioner for the recovery of any monies due
and owing by sald Petitioner in these premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the clerk of this Court disburse

said funds in accordance with the above Judgment of this Court.

APPROVALS :

Ri'chard D. Wagnef, Attorn
Plaintiff

pALCy Tire



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR iEE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA 1 L E D

0CT 20 147

United States of America,

)
)
Plaintiff, ) JOHN H. POE, Clerk
. g U. 8. DISTRICT COURT
)
Ronald L. Crockett, et al, g
Defendants. ) Civil No. T1=C=261

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

This matter comes on for consideration thisl,22233§ of
October 1971, the defendants, Ronald L. Crockett and Ronda M. Crockett, Bill
Silver and Frances E. Silver, Long Investment Company, Donald T, Bankston,
Jeannette M. Bankston, Fred A. losey and Irma S. Losey, and Margile
Markham, appearing not; and

The Court being fully advised and having examined the file
herein finds that due and legal personal service was served on Jeannette M.
Bankston on July 20, 1971, that Bill Silver and Frances E. Silver were served
with Complaint and Summons on July 21, 1971, that Mallie M. Norton and
Ronald H. Mooks were served on July 26, 1971, as shown by Marshal's Service
Form; that defendants, Ronald L. Crockett, Rondm M. Crockett, and Margle
Markham, were served by publication service pursuant to and in accordance
with the Order of this Court and shown by Proof of Publication filed herein
on October 12, 1971.

The Court further finds that this is & suit based upon a
mortgage note and foreclosure on a real property mortgage securing said
mortgage note on the following described real property located in Tulsa, Tulsa
County, State of Oklshoma, within the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot Thirty-nine (39), Block Forty-five (45), Valley View
Acres Second Addition to the City of Tulsa,_Tulsa County,
Oklahoma, according to the recorded plat thereof,

The Court further finds that the materisl allegations of
Plaintlff's Complaint are true and correct; and

That defendants, Ronald L. Crockett and Ronda M. Crockett,
did, on the 6th day of March 1964 execute and deliver to the Administrator of
Veterans Affairs, their mortgage and mortgage note for the sum of $10,500 with
interest thereon at the rate of 5% per cent per annum, and further providing

for the payment of monthly installments of principal and interest; and



The Court further finds that defendants, Ronald L. Crockett and
Ronda M. Crockett, made default under the terms of the aforesaid mortgage note by
reason of their failure to make monthly installments due thereon for more than 6
months last past, which default has continued and that by reason thereof the
sald defendants are n&w indebted to the Plaintiff in the sum of $9,348.L4 with
interest thereon from December 1, 1970, at the rate of S% percent per annum,
until paid plus the cost of this action accrued and aécruing.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff, United States of America, have and recover Judgment against
the defendants, Ronald L. Crockett and Ronda M. Crockett, have and recover judgment
for the sum of $9,348.4k4 with interest thereon at the rate of 53 percent per annum
from December 1, 1970, plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing, plus
any additional sums advanced or to be advanced or expended during this foreclosure
action by Plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums for the preservation
of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upon the fallure
of the above named defendants to satisfy Plaintiff's money Judgment herein, an
Order of Sale shall issue to the United States Marshal for the Northern District
of’ Oklahoma, commanding him to advertise and sell, with appralsement, the
above described property and apply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction of
Plaintiff's Judgment. The residue, if any, to be deposited with the Clerk of the
Court to awalt further order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that from and after
sale of property, under and by virtue of this Judgment and decree, all of the defendants
and each of them and all persons claiming under them since the filing of the
Complaint herein be and they are forever barred and foreclosed of any right,

title, interest, or claim in and to said property or any part thereof.

Ly At oA

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

s L
4 = .z$wjb

ROBERT P, SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney
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FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
F I L E D
Cedde 19N

JQHM . FUE. Cierk
G. S, DISTRICT COURI

HARRY HOUSTON HUEBELL and

DAVID L., FIST, Co-Executors

of the Estate of Andrew

Jackson Hamel, deceased,
Plaintiffs,

VS, NO. 71-C-170

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Upon the stipulation of the parties hereto, it is hereby
ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the above entitled action is
dismissed with prejudice, each party to bear its own costs.

/ .
s 2
7T X Cln / [ Rserseeen

" UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHORA | |- E

ULT 201971 v(/

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

No. 71-C-154})7

SUE PIGMAN,
Plaintiff,
vs.

BUSINESS MEN'S ASSURANCE
COMPANY OF AMERICA,

Defendant.

. DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

The plaintiff herein acknowledges full and complete settle-
ment of all disputes with Business Men's Assurance Company of
America relating to the policy in question (to-wit: Life
Insurance Policy No. L4121948) and acknowledges that said policy
has been terminated and canceled and is no longer in force and
effect.

The plaintiff hereby dismisses this action with prejudice

to the bringing of any future actions.




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

ROVETTA FERGUSON,

Plaintiff, .

vsS.

No. 70-C-359 E { L E D
Wiz, g
J0HN K, POE

. Clerk
U, S, DIS,TRICI COUrRT

LESLIE ALLEN ROGERS,

e T N N Nt e M’ N

Defendant.

MOTION TO DISMISS

COMES now the Plaintiff, Rovetta Ferguson, by and through_her
attorneys of record, Buehner & Thomas, and Elroy S. Thomas, and
upon the consideration of full, final and complete compromise and
settlement of all issues of both law and fact between Plaintiff and
Defendant, Leslie Allen Rogers, and moves the Court to dismiss her
action with prejudice to the bringing of any future action.

ROVETTA FERGUSON

BUEHNER & THOMAS

oy &. "Thomas

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

FOR good cause shown, it is hereby Ordered that the above
entitled cause be, and the same is hereby dismissed with prejudice

to the bringing of any future action.

Sehenss

LUTHER BOHANON, United States District
Judge for the Northern District of
QOklahoma.




JUNGMENT ON JURY VERDICT ( lV 31 (7 63)

Muited States District ot

FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

Public Service Company of Oklahoma, CIVIL ACTION FILE NO. 69-C-51
a Domestic Corporation; Underwriters of

Lloyds and Assoclated Companles, Great

American Insurance Company, The Phoenlx Insurance

Company and National 98X Surety Company, _ JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs
VA
Black & Veatch, Consulting Englneers, a partnershlp,
Defendant

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

, United States District Judge, presiding, and the issucs having been duly tried and
the jury having duly rendered its verdict, for the defendant and agalnst the
Plaintiffs.
It is Ordered and Adjudged that the plaintiffs take nothing, that the
action 1s dismissed on 1ts merlts, and that the defendant, Black &
Veatch, Consulting Engineers, a partnershlip, recover of the plaintiffs,

its coste of actlon,

\Ob\ 21197

" erk
Ui H. PO\Z

Dated at Tulsa, Oklahoma , this 2lst dey

of October y 1877,

e Clerk of Court
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR

THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

REX CRUMPTON,
Plaintiff,
vs

)

)

)

)

)

)

SECRETARY OF THE NAVY, THE )
HONORABLE JOHN H. CHAFFEE ) Case No. C-71-366

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

e

Ei1LEG
Wiat i T

4

COMMANDANT EIGHT NAVALl DISTRICT
U, §. NAvY, RADM. ROBERT A
MACPHESON, COMMANDER OF TULSA
NAVAL RESERVE UNIT, TULSA,
OKLAHOMA, LT. COMMANDER KNOX
LEWIS,

JOHN H. POE Clerk
\J S, DISTRICT, coygy

Defendants.

ORDER FOR CONSOLIDATING CASES

This matter coming on before the Honorable Allen
E. Barrow, Judge of the United States District Court for the Northern
District of Oklahoma for consolidating case No. C-71-366 with Case
No. C-71-365 upon application of the Plaintiff and there being no
objection by the defendants:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Case No. ¢-71-366 is consolidated

with Case No. C-71-365 for +rial

—

Cowr L A e 7

JUDGE OF THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

£ xﬁ? ff?ﬁ?
f' , / i) L Tl Ay -  /
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINT ol ’

/"“ -
T// . (;) ’
N el

Vol
ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANTS.




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
KARL G. ZSCHACH,
Plaintiff, T1-¢-179

VS.

NATIONAL OIL & SUPPLY CO,,
INC., et al.,

Defendants.

ORDER DISMISSING

The Court has for consideration the Stipulation of Dis-
missal filed by the parties hereto, and, being fully advised in
the premises, finds: -

That by virtue of said stipulation this matter has now
been compreomised, agreed upon ana sattled.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that this cause of action and
complaint be and the same is hereby dismissed, the parties by
stipulation having compromised, agreed upcon and: settled the
matter,

ENTERED this 20th day of October, 1971.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



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

HELICOPTEROS ALIADOS DE PANAMA, S.A.,

)
)
Plaintiff, ) 69-C=-37 .7
)
vs. )
)
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )E:
) T e
Defendant. y ! L = D
0CT 2 0 1971

JOHN H, POE, Cler
U, 8. DISTRICT COURT

ORDER DISMISSING

The Court has for consideration the Stipulation of Dis-
missal signed by all parties to this litigation, and, being
fully advised in the premises, finds:

That said cause of action and complaint should be dis-
missed.

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

ENTERED this 19th day of October, 1971.

@o \,A‘.aa / -~ %Mw/‘

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

|
|
!
/UNITED STATES OF AMERICA and

I\JOHEN D. HEENEY, Special Agent,
:Internal Revenue Service,

| Petitioners,
]

|

i

! vs.

!

LORENE C. BILLINGSLEY,

Respondent. Wi1g 1371
JORN H. por, Clerk
b enen U. 5. DISTRICT CouRT

This matter having come on for trial on the 8th day of

|
September, 1971; the parties having appeared by counsel and the

iCourt having heard all the testimony presented at the trial; hav-

L

ﬁing reviewed all other evidence presented by the parties; having
Ereviewed the briefs; having heard the argument of counsel, and

%the Court having made and filed its Memorandum Opinion herein on
%the l4th day of September, 1971, containing findings-of fact and
éconclusions of law thereon and concluding that it should deny the

fprayer of the Petitioners for enforcement of the summons issued to

‘the Respondent, and that the action of Petitioners herein should

ﬁbe dismissed;
¥
i IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the
; L

ﬁprayer of Petitioners for enforcement of the Internal Revenue

ﬁService summons issued to the Respondent is denied in all respects;.

v
Jand

¢ IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
|

action herein of the Petitioners be and the same is hereby dis-

missed.
i
h

i DATED this / 2? day of C:23;1;7?QE7A2~ , 1971.

, /4
‘r /24, e C Xl et cd g ZJE,
"Fred Daugherty ¢ 4
United States District Judge
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES FORIn
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

REX KNOX, a minor, by )
VELMA ELLEN KNOX, Mother )]
and Next Friend, 3
)
Plaintiff, 3
)
Vs, 3 NO. (C-71-100
)
GARY M. PARKER, and )
STEEL HAULERS, INC., )
a Foreign Corporation, ) [2? l l,‘
) - E
Defendants. ) (JU! 1
1971
JOHN . p
- POE
ORDER OF DISMISSAL LS. DISTRIGT Clerk

tion of the parties for a Dismissal with Prejudice of the Complaint and
all causes of action, the Court having examined said application, finds
that said parties have entered into a compromise settlement covering all
claims involved incthe Complaint and have requested the Court to dismiss
said Complaint with prejudice to any future action, and the Court being
fully advised in the premises, finds that said Complaint should be dismissed
pursuant to said application.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court that
the Complaint and all causes of action of the plaintiff filed herein
against the defendants be and the same hereby is dismissed with prejudice

to any future action.

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

APPROVAL'

LAPAN BRADLEY & HARRIS

\* - ‘:.,\}‘.,\f"‘i/
Attorneys ‘for the Plalntlff

%”%/4

Attonney for the De endants.




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

United States of America,

EILED

—_

)
Plaintiff, ; ULI 1819/ 4)
. 3 JOHN H. POE, Cierk
) U. S. DISTRICT COURT
Robert V. Woods, et al, )
Defendants. ; Civil No. T1l=C=-254 v/

JUDGMENT OF FORECIOSURE

This matter comes on for consideration this éay of October
1971, the defendants, Robert J. Deffinger, Anna B, Deffinger, Robert V.
Woods, Launell Lewis Woods, Jaunita Y. Woods, Donald R. Woods, Patricia
Swartz, Lucllle L. Young, David Swartz, Velma Florence Young, Harold E.
Young, appearing not; and

The Court being fully advised and having examined the file herein
finds that due and legal personal service of summons has been made on
Patricis Swartz, Lucille.L. Young, David Swartz, Velma Florence Young
on July 15, 1971; that Harold E. Young was served on July 15, 1971;
that Robert J. Deffinger, Anna B. Deffinger, Robert V. Woods, Launell
Lewls Woocds, Jaunita Y. Woods, and Donald R. Woods were served by
publication service pursuant to and in accordance with the Order of this
Court and shown by Proof of Publication filed herein on October 12, 197L.

The Court further finds that this 1s a suit based upon a
mortgage note and foreclosure on a real property mortgage securing said
mortgage note and foreclosure on & real property mortgage securing saiﬁ
mortgage note on the following described real property located in Tulsa,
Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma, within the Northern Jﬁdicial District
of Oklahoma:

Lot Twenty-eight (28), Block Six {6), Suburban Acres

Third Addition to the City of Tulsa, County of Tulsa, State

of Oklahoma, according to recorded plat thereof.

The Court further finds that the material allegations of
Plaintiff's complaint are {rue and correct; and

That defendants, Robert V. Woods and Jaunita Y. Woods, did on the
6th day of July 1964 execute and deliver to the Administrator of Veterans
Affairs, their mortgage and mortgage note for the sum of $10,500 with
interest thereon at the rate of 5% percent per annum, and further providing

for the payment of monthly installments of principal and interest; and



The Court further finds that defendants, Robert V. Woods
and Jaunita Y. Woods, Donald R. Woods end Launell Lewis Woods, David
E. Swartz and Patricia Swartz, Harold E; Young and Lucille L. Young,
Robert J. Deffinger and Anns B, Deffinger, and each of them, made default
under the terms of the aforesaid mortgage note by reason of their fallure to
make monthly installments due thereon for more than 6 months last past,
which default has continued and that by reason thereof the aaid
defendants are now indebted to the Plaintiff in the sum of $9,525.01
as unpaid principal, with interest thereon at the rate of 5% percent
per annum from December 1, 1970, until paild plus the cost of this action
accrued and accruing.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff, United States of Amerlca, have and recover judgment against

the defendants, Robert V. Woods and Jaunita Y. Woods, Donald R. Woods and

- Launell Tewis Woods, David E, Swartz and Patricia Swartz, Harold E. Young
and Lucille L. Young, Robert J. Deffinger and Anna B. Deffinger, have and
recover judgment againet the defendants for the sum of $3,525.01 with
interest thereon at the rate of 5% percent per annum from December 1, 1970,
plus the cost of this action acerued and accruing, plus any additional

sums advanced or to be advanced or expended during this foreclosure action
by Plaintiff for taxes, insurance, sbstracting, or sums for the preservation
of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upon the
failure of the above named defendants to satisfy Pleintiff's money Judgment
herein, an Order of sale shall issue to the United States Marshal for
the Northern District of Oklshoma, commanding him to advertise and sell,
with sppraisement, the above described property and apply the proceeds
thereof in satisfaction of Plaintiff's Judgmwent. The residue, if any,
to be deposited with the Clerk of the Court to await further order of the
Court, ~

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that from and
after the sale of property, under and by virtue of this judgment and decree,
all of the defendants and each of them and all persons claiming under them
since the filing of the Complaint herein be and they are forever barred and
foreclosed of any right, title, interest, or claim in and to sald property

or any part thereof.
- -1 -
Approved, f}<7// T (ﬁi‘ 5
’/,ﬁféffgrf" RS ( (e & w.ole v ¢ o
Robert P. Santee United States District Judge
Asgigtant United States Attorney 2




Mnited States District. Coat
for the FILED

______________ NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKIAHOMA .. Ul 1819

Form A. O. 133 (1-63) BILL OF COSTS

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

United States of Amerlca

vs. CiviL Action FILE No.
Robert V, Woods, et al, TL-C=254
Judgment having been entered in the above entitled action on the 15th day of
OCctober , 1971 , against Robert V., Woods, Jaunita Y, Woods, Donald R. Voods,

the clerk is requested to tax the following as cosis: TLaunell Lewis Woods, David E. and Patricia

BILLOF COSTS Harold E. Young, Lucille Swartz.

L. Young, Robert J, and Anna B,
Fees of the clerk $1500 Deffinger.

Fees of the marshal oa8.2h
Fees of the court reporter for all or any part of the

transcript necessarily obtained for uge in the case oo

Fees and disbursements for printing

Fees for witnesses (itemized on reverse side)

Fees for exemplification and copies of papers
necessarily obtained for use in case oo

Docket fees under 28 U. 8. C, 1923 20,00

Costs incident to taking of depositions

Cost as shown on Mandate of Court of Appeals
Other Costs (Please itemize)

Publication Fees U 1 > f S

Total $... 110, 81

State of Oklahoma
County of Tulsa .

-
;_Y_.J
4]
/7]

I, TROBERT P, SANTEE, Assistant U.S, Attorney do hereby swear that the
foregoing costs are correct and were necessarily incurred in this action and that the services for which
fees have been charged were actually and necassarily performed. A copy Rereof was this day mailed

to Above named defendants with postage
fully prepaid thereon,

Attorney for _ Plalntiff
Subscribed and sworn to before me this /AP% day of Qctober ADI19 71

at Tulsa, OK .

“i’,?"—t . ALt

........................................................................................

No Public.
My commission expires: 5=26~T5 y e

Costs are hereby taxed in the amount of § 110,81 this day
of October » 19 71 , and that amount inclftjded in the judgment.
/ "/\“"J/f; .
/ &erk. ;

By (’}1\\\ O&ér&w” SR
/_J Deputy Clpﬁk.
NOTE: SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR AUTHORITIES ON TAXING COSTS.



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOX THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAEOMA

*********************

ELMER DAVIS, Regional Director of the
Sixteenth Region of the National Labor
Relations Board, for andon behalf of
the NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD,

Petitioner,
V.

UNITED ASSOCIATION OF JOURNEYMEN AND
APPRENTICES OF THE PLUMBING AND PIPE
FITTING INDUSTRY OF THE UNITED STATES
AND CANADA, AFL-CIO, PLUMBERS LOCAL
UNION NO. 176,

*
ve
%
*
*
*
*
%
*
%*
%
*
*
%
%
%
Respondent, L
*
*

********************

Civil No. 71-C-290 J//f

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL PURSUANT TO RULE 41

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, pursuant to Rule 41 of the Federal

Rules of Civil Procedure, the @bove-entitled proceeding 1s hereby dismissed,

DATED at Fort Worth, Texas, thig 15th day of Octobex, 1971.

J. Joe Harris

Counsel for the General Counsel

National Labor Relations Board

Sixteenth Region

‘Room 8A24, Federal Office Building
~//819sTaylor Street

Fort Worth, Texas 76102



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
HOERNER WALDOREF CORPORATION,

Plaintiff,

No. 71-C-281J/

FILED
QL1 181971

VS.

SAND SPRINGS RAILWAY COMPANY

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
and B & B LINES, INC., )
)
)

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

This matter comes on for pre-trial this 9th day of
September, 1971, pursuant to regular notice and setting. The
parties are present by their respective counsel, being Kothe
and Eagleton by Jerry R. Nichols for the plaintiff, Doerner,
Stuart, Saunders, Daniel & Langenkamp by William C. Anderson
for the Defendant Sand Springs Railway Company, and Martin E.
Wyatt for the Defendant B & B Lines, Inc. And the Court
having been fully advised in the premises by counsel,finds
that this action should be dismissed with prejudice to its
refiling.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that this
action be and the same hereby is dismissed with prejudice to

its refiling, each party to bear its own costs.

9[/&7@@«_, s — /T 7/

Sl TRt pper
United States District Judge

APPROVED:

Jerry R. Nichols
KOTHE AND EAGLETON
Attorneys for Plaintiff

// Aty ( b/./)g"(’{,v;l..{ji

William C. Anderson
DOERNER, STUART, SAUNDERS, DANIEL & LANGENKAMP
Attorn:;szor Defendant Sand Springs Railway Company

S, L N ewi7?s

//M rtin E. Wyatt
ttorney for Defendapt B & B Lines, Inc.




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

FARMERS ALLIANCE MUTUAL INSURANCE )
COMPANY % .
Plaintiff ) ///
}
Vs } NO. 71-C-78
) -
BILLY J. BRADSHAW, GERALD ELLIS, j C
JACK T. EUBANK and AMERICAN STATES ) 'L E D
INSURANCE COMPANY ) -
) UCT.18 197y
Defendants ) JOHN
U g Dlg]' O, Clerk
STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL WITH S R(H'COURI
PREJUDICE

Comes now the plaintiff, FARMERS ALLIANCE MUTUAL INSURANCE
COMPANY, through their attorney, Richard D. Wagner, and the
defendants, BILLY J. BRADSHAW, through his attorney, George S.
Thompson, GERALD ELLIS, through his attorney, Stan P. Doyle,
JACK T. EUBANK and AMERICAN STATES INSURANCE COMPANY, through
their attorney, Joseph F. Glass, and stipulate that the above
captioned cause of action be dismissed with prejudice to filing

a future action herein.

BILLEfJ\ BRADSHAW

/'"""'7 _k
//52}’b [ ﬁ;/iD’/

ORDER

And now on this lggﬂday of Augmss, 1971, there came on for
consideration before the undersigned Judge of the United States

District Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma, stipulation



of the parties hereto of dismissal, parties hereto having
advised the court that all disputes between the parties have
been settled.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
above and foregoing cause be and the same is hereby dismissed
with prejudice to the right of the plaintiff to bring any

future action arising from said cause of action.

WS



IN THE UNITED BTATES DISTRICT COQURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America, )

)
Plaintiff, )
)
- i
Louis Leo Hopkines, 8r, et al, }
Defendants. ; Civil No. 71-C-31E€

T™his matter comss on for consideration this __  day of October 1971,
the defendants, Louis leo Hopkins, 8r. and Carol Ann Hopkins, appearing nob; and

The Court being fully advised and having exarined the file hereiln
finds that due and lsgal personal service of summons has been made on seid
defendants on September 2, 1971, and

The Court further finds that this is a sult based upon & mortgage
note and foreclosure on & real property mortggge securing sald mortgame note
on the following described real property located in Tulsa, Tulsa County,
State of Oklshoma, within the Northern Judicilal District of Oklahoma:

lot Rineteen (19), Block Taree (3), Chandler-Frates Fourth

Adition to the City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma,

soccording to the recorded plat thereof.

‘ e Court further finds that the material allegations of

Plaintiff's complaint are true and correct; and

That the above-named defendants Aid on Buly 16, 1968, execute end
deliver to the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs, their mortgage and mortgage
note for the sum of $10,000, with interest thereon at the rate of 7 perceat
per annum, end further providing for the payment of monthly installments of
principal and imbterest; and

The Court further finds that the said defendants made default under
the terms of the sforesaid mortgage note by reason of their faulure to make
monthly imstallments due thereon for more than 12 months last past, which
default bas continued and that by remson thereof the defendants are novw
indebted to the Plaintiff in the sum of $9,840.77 as unpseid principal, with
interest theyecn st the rate of 7 percent per annum from September 16, 1970,
Plus the coss of this action accrued and accruing.

IT I8 THEREFORE ORDERED, AINUDGED AND IECREED that the Plaintiff
have and recover judgment against the defendsnts, Louis Lec Hopkins, Sr. and
Carol. Hopkins, for the sum of $9,880.77 with intersst thereon at the rate of

7 percent per anmum from Septesber 16, 1970, plus the cost of this action



accrued and saecruing, plus any additionsl sums advenced or to be advanced or
expfnded daring this foreclosure action by Plaiatiff for taxes, insurance,
abstracting, or sume for the preservation of the sudject property.

IY I8 FURTHRR ORIERED, ADJUDGED AND IECREED that upon the failure
of the defendsnts to satisfy Plaintiff's money Judgment herein, an Order of
Sale shall issue to the United States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoms,
commanding him to advertise and sell, with appraisement, the above-described real
property sad apply the procesds thereof in satisfaction of Plaintiff's judgment.
The residue, if any, to be deposited with the Clark of the Court to await
further order of the Court.

IT I8 FURTHER ORIERED, ADNUDGED AND IECREED that from and atter
the sale of sadd property, under and by virtue of this Judgment and dacree,
all of the defendants and each of them and all persons claiming under them
since the filing of the complaint herein be and they are forever barred snd
foreclosed of suy right, title, interest or claim in or to the real
priperty or smy part thereof.

4 L |

/:’ /;3/ G bl

STRICT JUDGE™

Armm

Assistant MM States Attorney
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
Fo |

Jp i, 8

Plaintiff, u%?

ﬂz%P

o’

Defendants.

ORDER !

wly o )

NOW on this J/"’uday of Octoker, 1971 the Court consid-

|
I ered the Application of the Plaintiff requesting leave that this |
; ;
1 b
' matter be Dismissed Without Prejudice to further refiling for the E

reason that the Plaintiff has elected and wishes to refile this

‘action in the state of Arizona which is the residence of the De-

t fendants. Court being fully advised of the premises

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, DECREED, AND ADJUDGED that this

' action should be and the same as hereby Dismissed Without Prejudice

171

' to refiling in the state of Arizona.

18
19 :I

20 -

TULSA. -c,r A, FRIGH
(F18) LoL-vial

f
\
\
}

i
O J/Q—ﬁfjjfi “*—ﬂw%mmh_/”/
JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT COUNT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLA-:
HOMA

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE i

I, Lawrence A. Johnson do hereby &ertify that I mailed a:

" true and exact copy of the foreoing Order to Joel L. Wohlgemuth,

1414 National Building, Tulsa, Cklahoma 74103, by depositing same i

i
in the U. S. Mails on this the /% day of October, 1971.

7%
L/-ikﬁl&vnc<_ : Zﬁﬁ“bV¥1W*nh

Lawrence A. gdhnson




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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,
vs. NO 71-CR-33
JOSEPH BENN RIZZUTO, & L E )

Defendant. GL‘ 121971

UJOH%”i POE, Clerk
ORDER U S District COURT

The Court hés for consideration a letter from the defendant,
Joseph Benn Rlzzuto, which the Court 1s treating as a motion for
modification or reductlon of sentence pursuant to Rule 35 of the
Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. After careful consideration
of saild motion, the Court finds that the sentence imposed was fair,
(as admitted by the Defendant) lenient and proper and that said
sentence should not be modiflied or reduced.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the motion pursuant to Rule 35
be and the same 18 hereby overruled.

Dated this /<X day of October, 1971, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

UNTMﬁ57?NVTEFIESTKI@FfﬂHR?”""_—_



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

WA YNE HARRIS,

Plaintiff, /
-Vg~ No. 71-C-328
RAYMOND L., COOK, DONALD L.
COOQOK, MARVIN COOK and JIMMY
DALE COQOK, each individually and
as co-partners doing business as
COOK MANUFACTURING CO,, C, T,
RICHARD and FRANK STEPP,

Fl O =D
60T ¢ A

‘EJOHN H. POE, Clerk

L3 DISTRICY COURT

-]

P R i Py

Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSA L

The plaintiff Ia ving filed herein his application advising the Court
that all issues of law and fact heretofore existing between the plaintiff and
Raymond L. Cook, Donald L. Cook, Marvin Cook, and Jimmy Dale Cook,
each individually and as alleged co-partners doing business as Cook Manu-
facturing Co., have been settled, compromised, released and extinguished
and there remains no issue of law or fact to be determined between the
parties, and applying for an Order of Dismissal with prejudice, and the
Court having examined records and files in the cause, and having heard
the statements of counsel for plaintiff and defendants, and being other-

w ise advised in the premises finds that the application should be granted.

BE IT THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that

all issues of law and fact heretofore existing between the plaintiff and any

and all of the defendants have been settled, compromised, released and
extinguished and there remains no further issue to be determined between

the parties in this cause.



BE IT FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
plaintiff's cause or causes herein be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice to all future action thereon,

JUDGE




WL:kb
10-7-71

LAW OFFICESB
UNaERMAN,
GRABEL,
UNGERMAN
& LEITER

BIXTH FLOOR
GHT BUILDING

A, OKLAHOMA

IN THR WNIYED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT GF OKLAHOMA

LUMASIDE INC,, )
s corporstion, ;
Plaintiff, )
) Wo. 70«C-217
vs. ) . )
) F”iwﬁih
R. RAROLD IECXO, ) GUT e
) RSN NYE
Defendant, )

AOHN i pop Dlerk
U8 DISTRICT res <

WOW, on this ré ZZ- day of October, 1971, upon stipulation of the
parties, IT I8 BY TNE COURT ORDERED that the sbove sction be and the same is
hereby dismissed with prejudice, without ssseesment of costs as against either

party, eech party to bear costs incurred in this action.

-2

4 /'“’

United States District Judge

APPROVED:

DNGERMAN, GRANEL, UNGERMAN & LXITER




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ROGER R, SCOTT, BERM M, F,
JONES, and MRS. ANDREW B, L
CARNEY o9r, D
Plaintiffs, ngi/y H pp 187
vs 4N, D’S]‘E/cre CIe,k .
CASE NO, 71-C-357 - COUR].
NATIONAL COLLEGIATE ATHLETIC

ASSOCIATION, an Assoclatlon
and Joint Venture, WALTER
BYERS, WARREN BROWN and
TOM HANSEN

Defendants,

ORDER REMANDING CASE

Upon conslderation of the motion to remand hereln
filed by Plaintiffs, the court finds that this case has been
improperly removed to this court and should be remanded to
the State Court fr;m which removed.

Defendants have removed alleging that Plaintiffs
seek relief under Amendment XIV to the Unlted States Consti-
tution which provides that no state shall deny to any person
within 1¢s Jjurisdiction the equal protectlon of the laws.

Plaintiffs denled in open court that 1its complaint
seek) relief under XIV Amendment. And examination of the
complaint supports this position. Moreover, the prohibitions
of the XIV Amendment are directed to the states and not pri-
vate individuals, Adickes v. S. H. Kress & Co., (1970) 90s,
Ct. 1598, 398 U.S. 144, 26 L., E4d (2d) 142,

It does not appear that this litigation lnvolves

state actlion denylng equal protection the law but rather in-

volves the action of private lndividuals.



The court finds that the controversy does not involve
a federal questlon as claimed by the defendants in their re-
moval petitlon; that thls court is without jurisdiction of the
controversy and the same should be remanded,

AND IT IS SO ORDERED, this 7th day of October, 1971.

ﬁ
1 i&_ze i_j;'f(,.&-rl \Jﬁjq
Z?_

U, S, District Judgd



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
NORMAN WAYNE WILSON,

Petitioner, |
- | NO. T71-C-208
RAY H. PAGE, Warden, Oklahoma
Shire Temitintary vekieste FlLED
Respondent, 0CTH 191

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

Habeas Corpus Petitioner, Norman Wayne Wilson, 18 confined in the

ORDER

Oklahoma State Penitentliary at McAlester, Oklahoma, serving a sentence
of 40 years imprisonment upon conviction by Jjury of the crime of rob-
bery with firearms after former convictlon of a felony. The said con-
viction was affirmed on appeal and the sentence of 50 years imprison-
ment reduced to 40 years imprisonment, reported, Wilson v. State, Okl.
Cr., 480 P.2d 938 (1970), incorporating by reference Gonzales v, State,
Okl. Cr., 480 P.2d 930 (1970).

Petitioner alleges in his pro se petition for writ of habeas corpus
before this Court that hls United States Constitutional right to due
process of law was abridged in the State proceedings in the following
particulars:

1. His in-court identification was tainted through use of unduly
prejudicilal photographs in pre-trial identification;

2. The prosecution used improper and preJudicial trial tactics
when reading the information to the Jury and during the trial by re-
ferring to aliases used by the defendant; and

3. The trial Court's instructions to the Jury concerning good-
time credits on sentence was preJudicial,.

On appeal, the Oklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals found, based on
a detailed examination of the testimony in the record, ". . . that the
evidence affirmatively discloses that.the courtroom identifications of
the defendants were made as a result of observations by the witnesses’
on the night of the robbery rather than on the basis of photographs
shown to them at a later date." That Court further stated " . . . we

find nothing to support the conclusion that the procedure employed in



showing the photographs of the defendants was 89 impermissibly sugges-
tive as to give rise to a very substantlal llkelihood of irreparable
misidentification; . . ."

This Court has also reviewed the transcript of the trial and con-
curs fully with the Oklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals in the findings
set out above. The ln-court ildentification by the wltnesses had a
sound basls in personal osbservation since each had an opportunity to
view the defendant in a face to face, or close proximity, confronta-
tion, over a perlod of five or more minutes in well-lighted surroundings.
The record makes 1t clear that at trlal the witnesses retained 1in their
memories the image of the defendants in person, not of a picture. This
Court finds that the ldentification procedure used was not such as to
deny the petitloner, Normén Wayne Wilson, due process of law. Simmons
v. United States, 390 U.S. 377 (1968); Belton v. United States, 429
F.2d 933 (10th Cir., 1970); United States v, Patrick Gordon Patterson,
____F.2a __ (10th Cir. 1971) T1-1044 filed August 25, 1971.

Petitioner further alleges that the prosecutlion used lmproper and
prejudicial trial tactics by referring to aliases used by the defendant.
Evidence of the name or names by which an accused 1s known may be ad-
missible as bearing on hils identity; and, as has been stated by Profes-
sor Wigmore (Wigmore on Evidence, 3rd Ed., § 276), "It is today univer-
sally conceded that the fact of an accused's flight, escape from custody,
resistance to arrest, concealment, assumptlon of a false name, and re-
lated conduct, are admissible as evidence of consciousness of guilt,
and thus of guilt'itself.“ The Court finds that any prejudice to the
petitioner by references in trial to aliases used by the defendant 1s
¢learly belled by the trilal record, and that such references did not
result in a denial of due process or a falr trial in the federal con-
stitutlional sense provlding habeas corpus relief in this Court.

The Court finds, as clearly supported by the transcript of the
trial, that the petitioner, Norman Wayne Wilson, was found gullty of
the crime of robbery with firearms in the first stage of a jury trial.
Thereafter, in the second stage of the trial regarding the sentence to
be imposed, after guilt had been established, the trial Court instructed
the Jjury of the good time credits provided for prisoners under the

predecessor T. 57 0,.S.A. § 138 (1970) and permitted comment thereon by

counsel in the argument.

-2-



The Oklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals has frequently dealt
with this problem, arising under the predecessor statute prior to
its amendment, and has conslstently held the instruction is error,
but not reversible error, and that the ends of justice are served
by a modification of the sentence. This Court concurs and finds
that the challenged instruction on good time credits occurred in the
second stage of the proceedings after guilt had been established.
Therefore, the instruction did not deprive petitioner of due process,
a falr trial, or equal protection of the law in the federal constitu-
tional sense. The modifilcation of the sentence on appeal served to
correct any error that may have been committed, i.e., any increase in
punishment that may have been assessed because of the instruction.

The sentence as origlnally imposed, as well as the reduced sentence,

are both within the statutory limits of punishment fixed for the c¢rime
of which the defendant had been found guilty. The punishment prescribed
is not cruel and unusual, Therefore, the sentence is not a basis for
habeas corpus reliel in this Court. Linebager v. State of Oklahoma,

404 F.2d 1092 (10th Cir. 1968); Pierce v, Page, 362 F.2d 534 (10th Cir.
1966); Ortiz v, Baker, 411 F.2d 263 (10th Cir. 1969).

This Court has carefully perused the pleadings herein plus the
transcript of the trial and sentence and finds that an evidentiary
hearing is not required and that the petition for writ of habeas
corpus of Norman Wayne Wilson should be denled.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the Petition for Writ of Habeas
Corpus of Norman Wayne Wilson be and the same is hereby denied and
dismissed,

Dated this :Qéaz; day of October, 1971, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

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

COACH LINES, INC.,
Plaintiff,
Vi
VS . Civil No. 68-C-59V

THE GREYHOUND CORPORATION AND
GREYHOUND LINES, INC.,

wTt
==
i
]
4
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Defendants. ol

4
IS

Uy

o

~et
-

| s
4 on ]
'id PCE, Clark

(0
LS IS VL
ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE U e CI CLURT

on this / .~ day of mf/d/ , 1971, comes the

plaintiff by its attorney, John L. Arrington, Jr., and the
defendants by their attorney, R. Dobie Langenkamp, and the
parties having filed a Stipulation of Dismissal with Prejudice
of even date,

IT I5 HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that all causes
of action herein, be dismissed with prejudice, at the cost of

the plaintiffs.

Judge of the District Court

APPROVED:

,‘./-

John L. Arring
Attorngy for Plalntlff

F%KW

R. Dobie Langenkaéﬁ
Attorney for Defendants




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE I | L E L
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
0CT 4 1971

JAMES D. HODGSON, Secretary of Labor JOHN H-POE ClerK

United States Department of Labor,

Plaintiff,
Case No., 70-C-125
Vs,
CIVIUL
UNIVERSITY CLUB TOWER, INCORPORATED,
MANSION HOUSE, INCORPORATED and
KIN-ARK COMPANY, INCORPORATED,

. L

Defendants.

JUDGMENT

The issues in the above-entitled action having been sub-
mitted, by agreement of the parties, upon their written stipu-
lation of facts, their briefs and arguments, and due delibera-
tion having been had,-and the Court having made and filed its
Memorandum Opinion on the 14th day of September, 1971, contain-
ing findings of fact and conclusions of law thereon, and denying
the ptayer of the plaintiff for injunctive relief and dismis-
sing the action of the plaintiff, it is

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, that the prayer of the
plaintiff for injunctive relief is denied in all respects, and
it is.

FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, that the action of

the plaintiff be and the game is hereby dismissed.

Dated this >  day of éﬁw@é%gigij , 1971.

) ’ . - i ] - Y
/C;//iszfzzzii ﬁj2225;4£42ﬁ7
FRED' DAUGHERTY , 7

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

%\IED AS TO “E'__ORM:
b T Dl
Peter G. Né;%%zi:iiziiziajf Labor

M. J. kdrmenter, Regional Solicitor

U. 8. DistricT CoUR

—i




/iiges E. White,'Attorney
- :

ATTORNEYS FOR JAMES D. HODGSON
SECRETARY OI' LABOR,

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF LABOR,
PLAINTIFF.

ar,fm &%m

W. Thomas Coffman

GABLE, GOTWALS, HAYS,RUBIN & FOX
ATTORNEYS FOR UNIVERSITY CLUB TOWER,
INC., MANSION HOUSE, INCORPORATED,
and KIN-ARK COMPANY, INCORPORATED,
DEFENDANTS.




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

VIRGIL L. SITSLER,
441-20-7249,

/
FILED

0CT1 1971 W

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

Plaintiff,
vs. No, 71-C-211
THE SECRETARY OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION AND WELFARE,

Defendant.

JUDGMENT

This cause came on for consideration by the Court upon
the Complaint of Virgil L. Sitsler complaining of the decision of
the Appeals Council in reversing the decision of the Hearing .
Examiner entered on October 20, 1970, deciding that the plaintiff
was entitled to a period of disability commencing on September 2,
1964, and to disability insurance benefits, under Sec. 216(i) and
223 respectively, of the Social Security Act, as amended.

The Court having carefully examined the pleadings and
the transcript of the record and being otherwise fully advised in
the premises, is of the opinion that the decision of the Appeals
Council and of the defendant, The Secretary of Health, Education
and Welfare, should be remanded to the Secretary for a rehearing so
as to permit and allow the plaintiff, Virgil L. Sitsler, to present
such additional and further evidence in support of his claim as he
may have or care to present to show himself entitled to benefits
of the Act, and the Secretary after hearing and reviewing such
evidence shall make such further decision as is appropriate after
consideration thereof.

Dated this dit’—- day of September, 1971.

’

United States District Judge

*



