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

ANSONIA WIRE & CABLE CO.,
a Connecticut corporation,

Plaintiff,

CIVIL ACTION
NO. 70-C-192

R. P. KENNETT and JAMES T.
BOLTON, co-partners doing
business as K & B
CONTRACTORS,

FILED
IJANT 11972

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

T N st S s et Ve Nt Nt et sl Vst et vt Vemmt” st et

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF DISMISSAL

F g
ya
. }/ { fe \‘d(‘j
WHEREAS, on this - day o r 1972, the parties

presented their joint application for judgment of dismissal and

the Court, after being advised in the premises finds that the
parties have compromised and settled their differences and that
the claims heretofore asserted by one against the other are now
moot and that a judgment should be entered dismissing this action
with prejudice.

BE IT, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the
Court that this action be and the same is hereby and by these
presents dismissed with prejudice.

@mw

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

P % / Zn

//CHARLES E. BAKER,
Attorney for Plalntiff.

DAVID H. SANDERS,
Attorney for Defendant.
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES FOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

PAT WHISENHUNT,

Plaintiff,

-va- NO, 71-C-176 CIVIL.

TARGET STORES, INC., And
Skinner Macaroni Company,
a corporation

FILED
IANS 1rg7p

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

L . R S U R S S i S N

Defendants

R

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

It is ordered that the above-entitled cause be dismissed
without prejudice and without any adjudication by this Court
of the issues involved, and with the taxable costs to the

defendants to be taxed by the clerk.
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JUDGE




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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff, CIVIL ACTION NO. 71-C-337

)
}
)
)
vE. )
)
)
)
)

TOMMY R. NICHOLS AND ANITA NICHOLS, F 1L E D
Defendants. MAN X 1972
JOHN H. pog ¢

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE | U. s DISTRICIE} CO?JrF‘i(T

This matter comes on for consideration thise Eg Z day of
January, 1972, the defendants, Tommy R. Nichols and Anita Nichols, appearing
not; and

The Court being fully advised end having examined the file herein
finds that legal service by publication was made upon the defendants, as
appears by Proof of Publication filed herein on January 17, 1972, requiring
them to answer the complaint filed herein on September 14, 1971, not more than
twenty (20) days after date of last publication, and it appearing that said
defendants have falled to file an answer herein and their default has been
entered by the Clerk of this Court; and

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

Lot Nineteen (19), in Block Five (5), North;;ate 3rd

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

according to the recorded plat thereof.

The Court further finds that the material allegations of plaintiff's
complaint are true and correct; and

That the defendants, Tommy R. Nichols and Anite Nichols, did on the
13th day of October, 1969, at Tulsa, Tulsa Tounty, Oklahoma, executed and

delivered to Diversified Mortgage and Investment Company their certain mort-

gage note in the principal amount of $13,250.00 with interest thereon at the



rate of 7 1/2 per cent per annum from date until paid, said payments on the
principal and interest being payable in monthly installments of $92.75 each
commencing on the lst day of December, 1969.

That subsequent thereon by Assignment of Mortgage of Real Estate,
Diversified Mortgage and Investment Company conveyed unto the Federal National
Mortgage Association, its successors and assigns, the aforesaid mortgage;

That on the 26th day of January, 1971, Federal National Mortgage
Association conveyed unto the Secreta;y of Housing and Urban Development,
washington, D. C., the aforesaid mortgage. .

It further appears that the defendants, Tommy R. Nichols and Anita
Nichols, made default under the terms of the aforesaid mortgage note and
mortgage by reason of their failure to make the monthly installments due
thereon for more than nine (9) months, which default has continued, and that
by reason thereof, the defendants are now indebted to the plaintiff in the
sum of $13,761.28 as of August 1, 1971, with interest thereon from that date
at the rate of 7 1/2 per cent per annum until peid, plus any additional sums
advanced or expended during this foreclosure action by plaintiff for taxes,
insurance, abstracting, or sums for the preservation of subject property, plus
the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the plaintiff,
United States of America,have and recover judgment against the defendants,
Tommy R. Nichols and Anita Nichols, for the sum of $13,761.28 from August 1,
1971, with interest thereon at the rate of T 1/2 per cent per annum until paid,
plus any additional sume adwanced or expended during this foreclosure action
by plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums for the preservation
of subject property, plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upon failure of
the defendants to satisfy plaintiff's money Jjudgment 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 and apply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction of
plaintiff's judgment. The residue, if any, shall 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 said property, under and by virtue of this judgment and decree, 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 or to the real property or any

part thereof.
ééé STATES DISTRICT ) '
APPROVED:
el
’ .
LA
ROBERT P. SANTER -

Assistant United States Attorney



IN THe UNITLED SYATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NOETHE&NE i -
DISTRICT OF OKLAHONMA I
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.L‘l N [‘IO.. UE; C,/Gr »
BONNIE L. KELLING and LEONA ‘“Aiufﬁgg-c S
SEELING, OUgr
Plaintiffs,
VS .

No. 71-C-2y5

STATE FARNM FIRE & CASUALTY
COMPANY, a foreign insurance
company,

M el St S N M M S M S S St

Defendant.

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Come now the plaintiffs, through theilr attorney, Thomas
A. Wallace, and the defendant, through 1ts attorneys, Best, Sharp,
Thomas & Glass, and stipulate that the above captioned cause of

action be dismissed with prejudice to filing a future action herein.
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And now, on this égég$day of January, 1972, there came on
Tor 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 THEREFORL ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the above
styled cause be and the same is hereby dismissed with prejudice to

the right of the plalntiff to bring any future action arlsing from

said cause of action. . (é%fj;,//ﬁs;a
7
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CAPPLICATION TO DISHISy
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between the parties have been courrosised and rescived, and
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLABOMA

United States of America,

Plaintiff, JOHN H. F’UE, Cieri,

U s DiSTRICT LOURT

-

Haskell leroy May, et al.,

Nt Nt S Nl e Nt
.
>
=
Bo
B
i

Defendants, 5 Civil No. Tl-C-310

JUDGMENT

NOW, on this /5 day of January 1972, there came on for
consideration this matter. The Court finds that the Complaint was
filed herein on August 25, 1971, and thet this is & eivil action to
quiet tisle, Jurisdiction being invoked under Title 28, Section 1345
usc.

The Court finds that personal service was had upon the following
defendants: Willimm L. D. Riggins, Hamel Clarsette Rigging, Mutual
Plan of Tulsa, Inc., all on August 26, 1971. The Court further finds
that service by publiceiion was had upon the following defendants:
Haskell Isroy May, Judy L. May, Edward James, Stells Louise Jamee and
Wayne Howard Wilson e/k/a Weyne H. Wilson, as shown by the Proof
of Publication filed herein on January 20, 1972,

The Court finds that the averments and allegations of the
Plaintiff's Complaint are true and correct. The Court further finds
that judgment should be entered mgainst all the nesmed dafendants
adjudging and decreeing that the United States of Americs on behelf
of the Administrator of Veterans Affairs is the owner of the legnl
titie in fee sizmple in and to the below described real property , free
and clsar of all right, title or interest of such defendants 3 that the
subject dafendants should be adjudged to have no right, title, or
interest in and to such real property and that such defendants should
be permmoently barred and enjoined from asserting any right, title, or
interest in and to such property, and that the fee simple title thereto



should e quieted and confirmed as agminst saild defendants and that the
forged instruments be expunged from the record, cancelled end held
for naught; and that the United States of America, on behalf of the
Administrator of Veterans Affairs, should be adjudeged she owmer of the
fee simple title to the following deseribed real property situated in
the City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoama, and further should be
adjudged to be entitled to the immediate possession thereof, to-wit:

1ot Nine (9), Block Nine (9), Suburbsn Acres

Becond Addition to the City of Tulsa, State of

Oklahoma, according to the recorded plat thereof.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORIERED ADJUDGED AND IECREED that the
Plaintiff, United States of America, recover judegment sgainst the defendants,
Haskell Ieroy May, Judy L. May, Willism L. D. Riggins, Hezel Claraetta
Riggins, Edward James and Stella Louise James, Wayne Howard Wilson s/k/a
Wayne H. Wilson, end Mutual Plan of Tulsa, Inc.,adjudging and decreeing
that the United States of America, on hehalf of the Administrator of
Veterans Affairs, is the owner of the legal title in fee aimple in and
to the above~dascribed real property free and clear of all right, title
or inbesyest of such named defendants; that the subject defendants have
no right, title or inderest in and 4o such real property and that they
are permsnently barred and enjoined from asserting any right, title
or interest to such property and the fee simple title thereto is
quieted and confirmed againet sald defendants and the forged instruments
referred tc in the Complaint are expunged from the record, cancelled and
held for naught; and further that the United States of Amerdica, on
behalf of the Administrator of Veterans Affairs, is the owner of the
fee stwmple title to the above deseribed property and 1s entitled teo
the ismmdiate possession thereof.

- : ! ; / _.': -‘ o
&{ f};‘?ﬁx Z [T D
ROEERT P. SANTEE

Assistant Uniped States Attorney



IN THFE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COQURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America,

Plaintiff,
CIVIL NO: 71-C~-362

Iarl C. Sapp, et al,

Ay 2 3
A L

L N i
4]

pefendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMFS on for consideration this f%i day
of January 1972, the Plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee, Assistant
United States Attorney, and the defendants, Ray Buchanon and Judy
F. Buchanon; Billie West and Mildred Boldina, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined
the file herein finds that Ray Buchanon and Judy F. Buchanon were
served by publication as shown by Proof of Publication filed
herein; that Earl C. Sapp and Jessie Marie Sapp were served
with Complaint and Summons on October 8, 1971, and filed their
answer herein on October 28, 1971; that Billie West was served
with Complaint and Summons on October 8, 1971; and that Mildred
nolding was served with complaint add summons on October 12, 1971.

It appearing that the said defendants have fajiled
to answer herein and that default has been entered by the Clerk
of this Court.

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

Lot Two (2), Block Ten (1§), Suburban Acres

Third Addition to the City of Tulsa, Tulsa

County, Oklahoma, according to the recorded
plat thereof.



That the defendants, Farl C. Sapp and Jessie Marie
Sapp, did, on lNovember 7, 1963, execute and deliver to The
Administratoroof Veterans Affalrs, their mortgage and mortgage
note in the sum of $9,250 with 5 1/4 percent interest per annum,
and further providing for the payment of monthly installments
of principal and interest; and

The Court further finds that the defendants, Earl C.
Sapp, Jessie M, Sapp, Mildred Bolding, Billie West, Thomas Ray
Buchanon and Judy F, Buchanon, made default under the termns
of the aforesaid mortgage note by reason of their fajilure to
make monthly installments due thereon for more than 7 months
last past, which default has continued and that by reason thereof
the above named defendants are now indebted to the Plaintiff
in the sum of $8,152.93 as unpaid principal, with interest
thereon at the rate of 5 1/4 percent per annum from March 1, 1971,
until paid, plus the cost of this action accrued and accuring.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the Plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants,
Larl C. Sapp, Jessie M., Sapp, Mildred Bolding, Billie Waost,
Thomas Ray Buchanon and Judy F. Buchanon, for the sum of $8,152.93
with interest thereon at the rate of 5 1/4 percent per annum
from March 1, 1971, 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 proverty.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREFD that
upon the failure of said defendants to satisfy Plaintiff's

money judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be 1ssued to



the United States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma,

commanding him to advertise and sell, with appraisement, the

said real property and apply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction

of Plaintiff's judgment. The residue, if any to be depoaited

with the Clerk of the Court to await further order of the Court.
IT IS TURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECRERD that

from and after the sale of said propertv, under and by virtue

of this judgment and decree, all of the defendants and each

of them and all persons claining under thewm since the filine

of the Complaint herein be and they are forever barred and

foreclosed of any right, title, interest or claim in or to

the real property or any part thereof.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )

Plaintiff,
CIVIL ACTION NO. TO-C-166
VS

Tract No. 101TM
10.00 ACRES OF LAND, MORE OR LESS,

STTUATE IN NOWATA COUNTY, STATE OF FIiLED

OKLAHOMA, AND IRIS N, JOHNSON, ET )

AL., AND UNKNOWN OWNERS, 'JAN2 41972
Defendants., JOHN H. rut, Clerk

U. S. DISTRICT COURT
AMENTMENT TO JUDGMENT

NOW, on this 2! day of January, 1972, the Judgment entered herein
on December 10, 1971 and filed in this case on December 13, 1971, comes on for
amendment on application of the Plaintiff, United States of America; and the
Court, after having examined the file in this action and being advised by
counsel for the Plaintiff, finds that:

In numerical paragraph 1l on page 3 of the above described Judgment
appears the schedule of Ownership, Distribution of Award and Disbursals of the
Mineral Interest, Within said schedule is a column labeled "Interest" with
fractional ownership shown thereunder. Because of a typographical error, each
interest is as a fraction of 1/8 of oil or gas when each interest should be a
fraction of 8/8 of oil or gas, since there was no oll and gas lease subsisting
on the date of taking.

IT IS THEREFORE CORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE COURT that the
schedule in numerical paragraph 11 on page 3 of the Judgment entered herein on
December 1G, 1971, and filed in the case on December 13, 1971, be and the same
is hereby amended as follows:

Share of Balance
Qwners Interest Award Disbursed Lue
Iris N. Johnson 1/8 of 8/8 of 01l $ 2.50 None $ 2.50
John Hundley 1/16 of 8/8 of Gas 1.25 None 1.25
Verlie Emmanuel 1/16 of 8/8 of Gas 1.25 None 1.25
Julian W. Glass, Jr.,
Trustee for Julian W, 7/8 of 8/8 or 35.00 None 35.00

Glass, Jr., Eva Payne 011 & Gas
Glass and Ernest
Frances Bradfield

and that said Judgment remain unchanged in all other respects.

LUTHER BOHANON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

JACK M. SIIOXT
JACK M, SHORT
Assistant Unlted States Attornmey
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United States of “mrarica,

Finintirs,
TIVII s 710411
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Tarl A, MeGilbkra a/ka/ Carl
Andree MeGilbra,
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tefendante,

JUDMMENT OF FORLCLOSURL

TIIS ATINT COMLE on for comsideration this /7 day

oy ot i

of January 1972, the Plaintiff appearing Lv “obert . “antee, "sslstant

united States Nttorney, and the dafendant, Tard A, Mefili-ra,
appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having exanined
the file herein finds that said defendant uasz zerved ith
Complaint and “umons on December 13, 1871,

It apmearing that the saild Aafendart naz Failed tn
answer hersin and that default hat bean contered sy the Dlerk
of this Court.

The Court further finds that this ig a sguit bLased
uron a mortgace note and foreclosure on a real property rortoage
securing sald rmortgase note and that the following Acscribed
real property is loceted in Tulsa Jountvy, Dklahoma, within
the :lorthern Judicial Digtrict of Oklahena:

Lot ﬁﬁvantccn {17), Alock vinsteen {(1%), Vallav

View fcres H3ditien to the Citv nF Tulaa, Tulsa

County, ﬁkla.nma, according to the reacorded plat
thereol; aka 4624 ‘iorth Thevenne, Tulsa, Ohlahowna.

o

That the defendant, Jarl 2, “edilbra, 814, on Tehruary

-

1, 1971, execute and deliver to The Lininistrator of Vererans

<,

Wifadlrs, his mortuasn and mortgage note in the sww of 111,000



withﬁ% percent interest per annun, and further providing for
the payment of rmonthlv installments of principal and intereast;

and

A. McGllbra, made default uonder the terms of the aforesaid
nortgage note by regson of his failure to make monthly installrents
due thereon for more than 8 months last past, which default
has cnntinqed and £hat bylreaaon therecf the above named dofondant
is now indebted to the Plaintiff in the sw of $10,R49,22 =
unpaid prineipal, with interest thereon at the rate of 8 1/3
percent per annus from May 1, 19271, until paid, plus the onat
of this action accoruad and accuring.

IT IZ TNERFUORD ORDERED, ADJUDGRD AND DLCRITN that
the Plaintiff have and recover judgment acainst defendant,
Carl A. MeGilbra, for the sum of $10,849.32 with interast thareon
at the rate of 8 1/2 percent per annum from May 1, 19271, nlus
the cost of this action accru=d and acecruing, plus any additional
aurs advanced or to e advanced or expended during this foreclosure
action by Plaintiff for tawxes, insurance, abstracting, or -zums
for the preservation of the subisct property.

IT IS PURTHER IRDEPED, ADJIUDGTN AMD DDCURFRD bthat
upon tha failure of said defendant to satisfy Plaintiff's noney
4udgment herein, an Order of Sale shail he isswed to the United
States Marshal for the Horthern District of Cklahoma, commandine
hirm to advertise and sell, with apprailsement, the said real
property and applv the proceeds thereof ir satisfaction of
Plaintiff's {fudarent. The residue, i1f any o be deposited

with the Clerk of thn Court to awalt further order of the Jourt.

[ 55



IT I mynrupn DROFRTH, ADIULCED a5 DECRYED that
from and after the sale of sain proparty, under and v virtue
of tiids Judgment ang decree, said defendant and all persons
claiming under him wince the filing nf the Jomplaint hermin
e and they are forevar Harred and foreclagad of any riaht,
title, interest or clai- in or to the real nropaxrty or anv

rart thereof,

' 1
..{,{. n ;: . .
e conreniad e D N
DISTRTOY 3“&::1:;:;;3

Anproved,

POBERT ‘P. SANTZY
5



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

FILED
AN 2 11972

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

VIRGINIA PARRIS SINGLETON AND IVAN

JERRY SINGLETON, CO-EXECUTORS OF

THE ESTATE OF IVAN J. SINGLETON,

AND VIRGINIA P. SINGLETON (NOW EVANS)
Plaintiffg,

vs, CIVIL NO. 70-C—232V/

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Defendant.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL

It is hereby stipulated and agreed that the above en-

titled action be dismissed with prejudice, each party to bear

its own costs.

Donald P. Moyers5

L) Yﬂ\'
ohn H. Conway, }K‘

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Robert f.:Santee

Attorney for Defendant




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

WILLIAM F. PITZER and MYRTLE )
M. PITZER, husband and wife, )
)
Plaintiffs, )
) 4
Vs, ) l L‘ EE
) UAN2U;9
ROBERT W. PHILLIPS and DELORES ) JOHN 72
G. PHILLIPS, husband and wife, ) S Dl.?'r POE, Glory
t al., : % DISTRICT
e i ICT coyp
Defendants. )
eiencaants 7()(,11\5?é

ORDER OVERRULING MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM JUDGMENT,
OVERRULING MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL, AND OVER-
RULING MOTION FOR STAY OF EXECUTION
PENDING DISPOSITICN OF MOTION ADDRESSED TO
JUDGMENT AND MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL FILED
BY ROBERT W. PHILLIPS AND DELORES
G. PHILLIPS
The Court has for consideration the Motion for Relilef
from Judgment, Motilon for New Trial and Motion for Stay of
Execution Pending Disposition of Motion Addressed to Judgment
and Motion for New Trial flled by Robert W. Phillips and Delores
G. Pnillips, the briefs 1n support and opposition theretc, and
being fully advised in the premises, finds that said Motions
should be overruled.
IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the Motion for Relief
from Judgment, Motion for New Trial and Motion for Stay of
Execution pending Disposition of Motion Addressed to Judgment

and Motion for New Trial be and the same are hereby overruled.

ENTERED this 20th day of January, 1972.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
MILLARD P. BUCK and DOROTHY J.
BUCK,

Plaintiffs,

No. 71—C-296b///

vs.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

L S i S e N N

Defendant.
FiLED
4120197 41/7 W,/
ORDER HOHN H. PUE, Clerk

U. 8. DisTRIcT COURT

The Court on the 15th day of October, 1971, filed its
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law herein and on the 15th
day of October also filed its Temporary Injunction and Order.

Thereafter and on October 26, 1971, the defendant
filed its Motion to Amend Findings of Fact and Conclusions of
Law, together with Brief.

The Court has carefully reviewed the entire file, all
of the pleadings and Briefs and concludes that the Motion of
the defendant to Amend Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law
should be denied.

IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDERED that defendant's Motion to
Amend Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law entered by this
Court on the 1l5th day of October, 1971, is denied, and further
proceedings in this Court are not called for.

Dated this 18th day of January, 1972.

N IT I

United States District Judge




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THL
NOATHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

Dklahoma, et al.,

) JANZU 1972 'L

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

Defendants,

STIPULATION

Comes now the plaintiff by 1ts attorney, Matthew J. Kane,

and the defendants, Gerald Richard Tallchief, Marjorie Louise
kibine, Elizabeth Marie Paschen, Roger C. B. Morton, Secretary

D7 the Interior and the United States of America, and agree that th

bbove entitled cause may be dismissed with prejudice to the filing

of further action.

Independent School District No. 25,
Osage County, Oklahoma
AL ; \_;r_,/
By e /,/( I T
(Matthew J. Kanej
Its Attorney

Box 1019
Pawhuska, Oklahoma 7,056

Gerald 2ichard Tallchiei, ilarjorie
Louisec Skibine, Llizabeth Marile

of America by Nathan G. Graham,
United States Attorney

L

|

| o ey A
; By %/{ - ')v"/’ x“' e F—
!

(Robert P. Santeg)
Assistant United States Attorney

Independent School District No. 235, )
Osage County, Oklahoma,
Plaintiff, )
Vs. Civil Actionv/
£ acres more or less, located in the
Northeast Quarter of the Southeast )
huarter of Section 12, Township 24
North, Range 5 Last, Osage County, : Fl LEID

14

Paschen, Roger C. B. Morton, Secretar
of the Interior and the United States

:



1L E D,

JNADTIL

o ouN . POE, Clerk
OaDEe 0. §. DISTRICT COURT

The court upon consideration of the above stipulation finds
that the above action should be dismissed with prejudice.

IT IS THEREFORE OADERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE COURT
hat the above and foregoing action be and the same is hereby
Pismissed with prejudice to the filing of further action.

{Allen E. Barrow)
United States District Judge




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA [ § ' E
N LE
VAN TG 15
BERING GAS PROCESS, INC., a ) 1 4 pop
Texas corporation, ; U s e oIy nCIer!f
Plaintiff, ) - “OURT
)
va. ; CIVIL ACTION NO. 70-C-404
THOMAS H. RUSBELL, )
)
Defendant, )

ORDER DISMIBSING CLAIMB ANE COUNTERCLAIMS

Plaintiff and Defendant having filed herein a motion and
stipulation for a dismissal for all claims and counterclaims filed
in this cause against the respective parties, and it appearing to
the Court that the parties have settled the above entitled cause
on the following terme:

i. Defendant has delivered to Plaintiff the sum of $500.00
in cash and a promissory note executed by Defendant in the principal
amount of §7,000.00, due and payable on or before three (3} years
from date and bearing interest at the rate of six percent (€¢) pex
annum until paid.

2. Plaintiff has executed and delivered to befendant a
letter providing that, in the event the principal amount of the
above described note is paid in full on or before one (1) year from
the date of said note, the six percent (6%) interest provided for
in said note will be waived.

3. Both parties have agreed to dismiass their respective
claims and counterclaims with prejudice.

4. Each party has agreed to bear its or his own cost,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREBD that all claims
and counterclaims filed in this cause be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice.



IT I8 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that each party
beaar its or his own costs.

DATED this di’i_?‘ﬁ_. day of January, 1972.

LeadRey, Kortearesis.

United States District Judge

FORM APPROVED:

0C ALt )Y,

Attorney for Defendant




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OXLAHNOMA

LVELYN IIIGHT,

Plaintiff,

NO..?Z—C—2\//

Vs.

CONTINENTAL CASUALTY COMPANY,

Mt M M e M e S et

Defendant.

ORDER OF REMAND

This cause came on for consideration by the Court
upon Motion of the Plaintiff to Remand this cause to the
District Court of Osage County, Cklahoma, from whence it was
removed for the reason that the claim asserted by the plaintiff
does not exceed the sum of $10,000, exclusive of interest and
costs and does not comply with 28 U.35.C.A. §1332.

This Court finds that it has no jurisdiction bccause
the claim dces not exceed the regquisite amount to give the
Court jurisdiction.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that this cause be remanded
Lo the District Court of Osage County, Oklahoma, from whence
it was removed. o
O —

Dated this day ©of January, 1972.

)

ot~ g
[ o o Fg Y Sy At )

\ 0 o A
R I

United States District Judge




ERT
b
S

IN THE UKITED STATES BISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DIBTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STAYES OF AMERICA, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
V8. ) CIVIL ACTTON NO. 65-C-154
)
440 Acres of Land, More or Less, )
Situate in Osage County, B8tate of )
Oklahoms, and Robert M. Hunt, Jr., ) F o P o
et al., and Unknown Owners, ) L S
) PAN T
Defendants. ) SAN L Al
RIHN W, FOE, Dlerk
ORDER OF DIGMISSAL .S, DISTRICT COURT

N

Lo-ri/ldy 1972, the Court has
7 7

been advised that the Plalntiff, togetﬁer with the Defendants, Robert M.

e
Now on thie { E{ day of

Hunt, Jr. and Marche A. Hunt have exequted and filed in this case a
Stipulation of Dismissal. The Court is further advised that ali other
defendants to this action, to-wit, the state and county tax officials,
have elther disclaimed or are in default. The Court therefore concludes
that the said S8tipulation of Diemiseal should he approved.

I?T I8 TIXREFORE ORDERED that this action hereby is dismissed.

L b, & Basree—
; BS DISTRICT JUDGE



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America,

Plaintiff, CIVIL ACTIMN NO, 70-C-368

Vs, Tract No. 1238

Situate in Nowata County, State of
Oklahoma, and Henry Merrow, et al.,
and Unknown Owners,

FILED

JAN 1 81972

JOHN H. Puk, L;ie(la
U, S. DISTRICT COHRT

)
)
)
)
;
20.00 Acres of Land, More or Less, )
)
)
)
)
)

Defendants.

JUDGMENT

1.

On Qctober 13, 1971, this cause came on for pretrial conference before
the Honorable Allen E. Barrow, Judge of the United States District Court for the
Northern District of Oklahome, The Plaintiff, United States of America, appeared
by Hubert A. Marlow, Assistant United States Attorney for the Northern District
af Oklahoma. None of the defendants appeared either in person or by attorney.
After beilng advised by counsel and heving examined the files in the case, the
Courf finds:

2.

The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and the subject matter of
this action., This judgment applies only to the estate condemned in Tract
No. 12384, as such tract and estate are described in the Complaint filed in
this action.

3.

Service of Process has been perfected either personally or by publica-
tion notice as provided by Rule 71A of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure on
all parties defendant in thils cause who are interested in the subject tract.

L,

The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the Complgint filed
herein give the United States of America the right, power, and authority to con-
demn for public use the subject tract. Pursuant thereto, on November 25, 1370,
the United States of America filed its Declaration of Taking of a certain estate
in such described tract, and title to such property should be vested in the

United States of America, as of the date of filing such instrument.



5.

Simultaneously with filing herein the Declaration of Taking, there
was deposited in the Registry of this Court, as estimated compensation for the
taking of the subject property, a certain sum of money, part of which has been
disbursed, as shown below in paragraph 9.

6.

At the pretrial conference, held on October 13, 1971, the Plaintiff
offered evidence which shows that the decrease in market value of the unit from
which the subject property was taken, caused by such taking, was in the amount
of $500.00, and such sum should be adopted by the Court as just coapensation
for the estate so taken in this action.

T.

The Defendants named below in paragraph O as owners are the only
Defendants asserting any interest in the estate condemned in the subject tract.
All other Defendants having either disclaimed or defaulted, the named Defendants
were the owners of such estate, as of the date of taking, and each such Defendant
held the interest in subject property as designated in such paragraph 9. Being
the owners, such naned defendants are entitled to receive the just compensation
awvarded by this judgment,

3.

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 described in paragraph 2 herein, and such tract, to the extent of the
estate described in the Compleint filed herein, is condemned and title thereto
iz vested 1n the United States of America as of the date of filing the Declaration
of Taking, and all Defendants herein and all other persons interested in such
ectate are forever barred fronm asserting any claim to such property.

9.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that on the date of taking,
the owners of the estate condemned in the subject tract were the defendants
whose names appear in the schedule below; the interest in subject property owned

by each Defendant was as shown in such schedule; the right to receive just

[\.)



compensation for the estate taken in such tract is vested in the parties so
nemed; and the sum of $500.00 hereby is adopted as the award of just compen-
sation for the estate taken in subject tract all as follows, to-wit:

TRACT NO. 1238M

Award of just coampensation,
pursuant to Court's findings . . . . . . . . . . .$500.00

Deposited as estimated compensation . . . . . . . . . .$500.00

Owners, allocation of award and disbursals:

Interest Share of Balance

Owners Owned Award Disbursed Due
Hugh Wilkinson 2/30 $ 33.33 None $ 33.33
Lucille Vincent 7/30 116,67 None 116.67

Glenn H. Chappell,
Administrator, with will
annexed, of the estate
of John ¥. Wilkinson,

deceased 7/30 116.67 None 116.67

Maude Ann Blecha 7/30 116.67 None 116.67

Henry Merrow 5/30 83.33 None 83.33

Roy W. Wilkinson 2/30 33.33 $20,00 13.33
19.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk of this Court shall now disburse
the balance on deposit in the registry of the Court for the subject tract by
paying to each owner the balance due to him or her as shown by the schedule
in paragraph 9.

/s/ Allen E. Barrow

UNITED OTATES DISTRLCT JUDGE

APPROVED:

/s/ Hubert A. Marlow

HUBERT A. MARLOW
Assistant United States Attorney
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

EDITH GANDEE,

Plaintiff,

I NO. 71-C-402

JEREMIAH J. OTT and

Nt N N N Vet Nvant Vs gt o

CHARLOTTE A. RICHARDS,
F1LEDP
Defendants. JAN 4 8 \972
_POE, Clerk
ORDER OF DISMISSAL UJOS. ND\HsTR_\GT. COURT

Upon joint motion of the parties hereto this cause is dismissed with
prejudice.

Dated this /Z? day of January, 1972.

“Judge A



<t
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKIAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff, CIVIL ACTION NO. T1-C-373

)

)

vB. g
JAMES J. WARD and CAROLYN M. WARD, ;
)

FILED
Defendants. l‘ 'E: !:)
JAN 181979
JOHN H. POE, Clerk
JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE UL S. DISTRICT rpypjpy
This matter comes on for consideration this o7 day of

January, 1972, the defendants, James J. Ward and Carolyn M. Ward, appearing
not; and .

The Court being fully advised and having examined the file herein
finds that legal service by publication was made upon -the defendants, as appears
by Proof of Publication filed herein on Jamuary 17, 1972, requiring them to
answer the complaint filed herein on October 21, 1971, not more than twenty
(20) days after date of last publication, and it appearing that said defendants
have failed to file an answer herein and their default has been entered by
the Clerk of this Court; and

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

Lot Thirty-two (32) in Block Three (3) NORTHGATE THTIRD ADDITION,

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

recorded plat thereof.

The Court further finds that the material sllegations of plaintiff's
complaint are true and correct; and

That the defendants, James J, Ward and Carolyn M. Ward, did on
the 15th day of June, 1970, at Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, execute apd

deliver to Diversified Mortgage & Investment Company their certain mortgage

[

Y



note in the principal amount of $14,150.00 with interest thereon at the
rate of 8 1/2 per cent per annum from date until paid, said peyments on the
principal and interest being payable in monthly installments of $108.81 each,

commencing on the 1lst day of August, 1970.

.*‘? N .
That subsequent thereto Diversified Mortgage and Investment Company

endorsed said mortgage note, without recourse, to Federal National Mortgage
Association}

That subsequent thereto Federal National Mortgage Assoclation
assigned all right, title and interest to said mortgage note and mortgage
to the Secretary of Housing and Urban Development, Washington, D. C., his
successors and assigns.

It further appears that the defendants, James J. Ward and Carolyn M.
Ward, made default under the terms of the aforesaid mortgﬁge note and mortgage
by reason of their failure to make the monthly installment due thereon on
September 1, 1970, which default has continued, and that by reason thereof
the defendants are now indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of $15,128.86,
with interest thereon from July 1, 1971, at the rate of 8 1/2 per cent per
annum until paid, plus any additional sums advanced or expended during this
foreclosure action by plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums for
the preservation of subject property, plus the cost of this action accrued and
accruing.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED, AIJUDGED AND DECREED that the plaintiff,
United States of America, have and recover judgment against the defendants,
James J. Ward and Carolyn M. Ward, for the sum of $15,128.86, with interest at
the rate of 8 1/2 per cent per annum from July 1, 1971, until paid, plus any
additional sums advanced or expended during this foreclosure action for taxes,
insurance, abstracting, or sume for the preservation of subject property, plus
the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upon failure of
the defendants to satisfy plaintiff's money judgment herein, an Order of Sale

ehall 1esue to the United States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma



commanding him to advertise and sell, with appraisement, the above-described
real property and apply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction of plaintiff's
Judgment. The residue, if any, shall be depoesited with the Clerk of the

Court to awailt further order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that from and after the

sale of said property, under and by virtue of this judgment and decree, the
defendants and each of them and all persons claiming under them since the
filing of the Complaint hereln be and they are forever barred and foreclosed
of any right, title, interest, or claim in or to the real property or any

part thereof.

-t ' e oy .[-.-" e '..] ’
~ ¢ /L/ /r:’ e . ALl e A
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

sy 2 S
S - f/%cf/- A oA Tec
ROBERT P. SANTEE ’ :

Assistant United States Attorney

- -



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

SAM BAGBY,

Plaintiff,
o
NO. CIVIL 71-C-183

FiILEp
AN 111375 o

JOHN H POE, Cle
i , Clerk
Uu. s. DISTRICT COURT

vs,

MISSOURI-KANSAS-TEXAS RAILROAD
COMPANY, a Delaware corporation,

L ™ I S A e e

Defendant.
ORDER

This matter having come on for consideration upon the
Motion of the plaintiff for a new trial, and the Court having
considered-the same and having concluded that it is not well
taken; Now, Therefore,

IT IS BY THE COURT ORDERED that the plaintiff's Motion

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
for the District of New Mexico
sitting by designation

for a new trial is denied.




L TmT e T e T T

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEW MEXICO

LARRY CASTLEBERRY,

Plaintiff,

NO. CIVIL 71-C-23 /

FILED
AN 171972

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

VS.

NRM CORPORATION, a foreign
corporation,

Defendant.

AFFILIATED F. M. INSURANCE
COMPANY, a foreign insurance
corporation,

T o T et Yt it N Nt et Nt gl il Vil mat® ot Smut®

Intervenor.
OQRDER

The Motions of the plaintiff for a mistrial and a
new trial having come on for consideration, and the Court
having filed herein its Memorandum Opinion finding that the
Motions are not well taken and should be denied; Now, Therefore,
IT IS BY THE COURT ORDERED that the Motions of the
plaintiff Larry Castleberry for a mistrial and for a new

trial be, and they hereby are denied.

ONITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

OKIAHOMA GALVANIZING COMPANY, INC.,
a Corporation,

T T e,

™

)
)
Plaintiff,) _F € -360
)
V8. ; k\\-'_:’:T:ml--o----»-v
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ; FiLED
Defendant. ) JAN 141972 -
JOHN H. POE, Clerk
ORDER U. S. DISTRICT COURT

NOW, on thie /oD% dsy of January, 1972, there came on for
consideration the Recommendation of the United States Magistrate that
Civil Actions Nos. Tl-C=153 and 71-C~350, which are actions involving the
same parties and the same subject matter, be consclidated. The effect of
such consolidation would render mcot the Motion to dismiss filed by the
defendant in Civil Action No. T1l-C-153. The Court finds that such
recommendation is well founded.

NOW, IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that Civil
Actions Nos.‘Tl-C-153 and T1-C-350 be consolidated for all purposes and
that the Motion of the defendant to diemiss in Civil Action No. Tl«C«153
be considered moot and that the recommendstion of the United States Magistrate

be accepted.

Ceg..

UNI S™ DISTRICT JUDG:



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

LINDA VANCE MULLENDORE, )
N )
Plaintiff, ) /
v. ) No. 71-C-86
)
REPUBLIC NATIONAL LIFE )
INSURANCE COMPANY, a foreign )
insurance company; LINCOLN )
NATIONAL LIFE INSURANCE )
COMPANY, a foreign insurance )
company; GENERAL REINSURANCE ) F LED
CORPORATION, a foreign in- ) JAN 131y,
surance company; CONNECTICUT ) ¢
GENERAL LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY) JOHN H. PCE, Clerk
a foreign insurance company; ) U. S. DISTRICT COURT
CONTINENTAL ASSURANCE COMPANY,)
a foreign insurance company; )
and OCCIDENTAL LIFE INSURANCE )
COMPANY OF CALIFORNIA, a )
foreign insurance company, )
)
Defendants, )
ORDER
SHT ALt Joy /7 72
On this /3 day of : 19+%1, upon considera-

tion of the Motion of plaintiff and her attorneys of record to
dismiss this action with prejudice, IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED
AND DECREED that the within action be and the same is hereby

dismissed with prejudice at the cost of plaintiff.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
APPROVED:

. )
By : , e e e

V. P, Crowe
5th Floor, 100 Park Avenue Bldg.
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102
Attorney for Defendants,

By: ;,/) «<Qifi23,,;7/:7/f

John Arrington Tr.
mauﬁfo | ’ D
By .\ / PR W e R —”:-’ '

Janrfes L, Kincald
510 Oklahoma Natural Buildi
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119 '
Attorneys for “Plaintiff,




IN THE UKITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
RORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

LAWRENCE J. KEATING,

"

Plaintifs,
CIVIL ACTION KO. 70-C-19h
VE,

ELLIOT L. BICHARDSOK, Secretary of
Health, Bduwcaetion, and Welfare,

Defendant. U S

On this 12th day of Jamuary, 1972, Defendant's Motion For Bummary
Judgment came on for hearing with Defendant appearing by his attorney, Jack
M. Short, Assistant United States Attorney, and the Flaintiff appearing by
Gerald E. Emmins, his attorney. The Court, on examination of the file;
after hearing oral argument of counsel; and, being fully advised in the
premises, finds that the record in this case contains sufficient evidence
to support the decision of the Defendant; therefore, Defendant's Motion For

Sanmmry Jedgment should be granted.,

T 1S THEREFORE OREFRED, ARJUDGRD AND DECREED BY THE COURT that

Defendant's Motion For Summary Judgment be and it is hereby granted.

UNTTED OFATES DIDYMICT JUDGE



IN ™HyY LNITED SeaTes DISTRICT CUNRY FOk PRI

NMORTHER DISTRYCT OF ORLAHOMA

b uvemay

inited States of revarles,

Flaintifr ,
CIVIL @Gy 71-~-0-327
wv-a

Carlos U, Triplett, et al,

Defendantu,

TRt St Ut Rt Tl Vet gl Snal Vit Nt

JUDGHENT OF FORECLOSURE

TAIS MATIEP COMES on for consideration this M;zgimﬁay

b
of ;Qﬂigzﬁ,) ~2 . the Tleintifr eppaaring v Pobert

¥. Santee, Assistant United States Attorney, and the defendants,

varlos D, Triplett and Jeai Triplett, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Carlos D, “riplett and Jodi Triplatt
were served by publication as shown by Proof of Publication filed
nerein,

It appearing that the sald Qefendants have fallod to
answer norein and that default has heen antered Ly the Clerk
of this Cowrt.

The Court further finds that thiz i3 a suit based upon
a mortgage note and foreclosure on a real property mortgags securing
sald mortgage note and that the following described real proparty
is located im Tulsa, Tulna Covnty, Cklahoma, within the “ortiharn
wudicial District of klahoma:

Lot Sevaen (7}, Block Thrae (3), spralocsa Neres,

Tulsa County, State of Gklalowa, according to

the records?d plat thareof.

That the defendants, Carlos . Tyiplett and Jodi
iriplett, did, on rugust 31, 1970, execute and deliver to
nercury Mortgage Company, their mortgags and mortgage note in
the sum of $17,550 with 8 1/2 percent interest per annum, and
further providing for the payment of monthly installments of

orincipal and interest: and



That v inserument dated Septerber 16, 1574, Hercury
dortgage Company assigned said mortgage to Pirst Federal Zavings
and Loan Association of Coffeyville, which mssignment was Jduly
glane? and acknowledged and recordsd in hook 3339, Page 610,
of the records of Tulsza County, State of Oklaheoma.

That v insmtrument dated Pebraary 12, 1371, First
raderal Zawings and Loan Assoclation of Joffeyville, reassienad
#aid portgage to rorcurv Hertgage Company which asslgnment was
duly signed and acknowladged and racorded in ook 3356, Paga
1881, of the records of Tulsa County, Htates of Cklahoma,

That by instrumont dated Felruvary 16, 1971, Mercary
“ortgage Company assigned sald wortgage to the Secratary of
tiousing and Urban Developmaent, Washington, 0.C., hls successors
and assigns, which instrument was duly sioned and acknowledgad
and rocorded in nook 3956, Tage 1882, Tulma County, 3tate of Oklahouma.

The Court furthar finds that the defendants, Tarios O.
Triplett and Jodi Triplett, made default under the terms of the
aforesaid mortqgage note by reason of thelr fallure to make monthly
installinments due thereon for more than 11  wmonths last past,
which default haz continued and that by resszen thereof the above
narmed defendants are now indebted to the Ulaintiff in the sum
of $18,785.57 an unpaid principal, with intereost thoreon at the

el

rate of 8 1/2 percent per annun from ! 1974, until

vcaid, plus the cost of this action accerued and acouring.

T I8 THZRYFONE ORDERED, ADJUDCEDL AND DICREEL that
the Flaintiff have and recover judgoent agalnat defendants,
Carlos D. Triplatt and Jodl Triplett, for the suw of 518,755.5Twith
interest thereom at tho rate of # 1/2 percent par annws from
é%ﬁ%&ﬁ&%ﬁi, 1970, plus the cost of this action accrued and aocraing,
plus any sdditional sums advanced or to e advanced or sxpended
during this foreclosure action by Flaintiff for taxes, insurance,

ahatracting, or sums for the preservation of the gubject property

L]



IT IS PURNTHER DRDERED, ADJUDNOED AND DECRLTL that upon
tha failura of sald defendants to satisfy Tlaintiff'a voney judgment
hereir, an Order of fals shall e ifesued to the United rtatas
sarshal for the Morthern uListrict of Oklahora, commanding iw
to advertise and sell, with appraisement, the sald real yroperty
and apply the procosds thersof in metisfaction of Plaintliff's
judgment., The residue, if any to e deposited with the Ulerk
of the Court to avait further order of the Uourt.

IT If Suipes ORDIRED, ARTULSTD AMD ULROBEED &hat from
and after ths sale of zald property, under and bw wirtue of this
judgnent and decree, all of the defendantz and sach of them and
all persons claiming uwnder them since the filing of the Unmplaint
herein he and they are foravaer barred and foreglosned of any rigut,

title, interest or clain in or to the real vroperty or any park

thereof,
./f -~
~ e B .
e IS N T z*é T Lt
DHRTTED GO T T IeVRICY JTULG ¥
& -"g;:] rﬁvaﬁ .

w(f K L;’_.L—
Tg h"pr‘h,iﬂ" P

Anzistant U.a. httmrnﬁv

112



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CCUR'T
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHCMA

GEORGIA WHIPPLE JENKINS,
Plaintiff,

vs. No. 70-C-230
JERRY McMILLEN, RICHARD CHESSER,
WILLIAM McCRACKEN, JIM AUD, and
RICK KNIGHT,

Police Cificers,

City of Tulsa, Oklahoma,

FILED

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
} JAN121972
JACIé hP;Ule:;Ig’I ; Hi 4. POE, c\en;T
ief of Police, P OUR
City of Tulsa, Cklahoma, ) U. S. DISTRICT o8
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

WALDO BALES,
City Attorney,
City of Tulsa, Cklahoma,
and

S.M. ("Buddy") FALLIS, JR.,
District Attorney,
Tulsa County, Cklahoma,

Defendants.

JOURNAL ENTRY CF JUDGMENT

NOW, on this /&~ day of January, 1972, the above-styled
cause comes on for non-jury trial before the undersigned Judge of the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
plaintiff appearing through her attorney, Fred P. Gilbert, the defendant
S. M. Fallis, Jr. appearing through his attorney, Marvin E. Spears,
Assistant District Attorney, and the defendants Waldo Bales, Jerry Mcl =
Richard Chesser, William McCracken, Jim Aud, Rick Knight and Jack
Purdie, and each of them, appearing by and through their attorney, Robe: =
H. Tips, Assistant City Attorney; and the Court having reviewed the fils:
and the evidence presented and the oral stipulations of counsel, makes in-

following findings of fact and conclusions of law:



¥
"

1. That the Court has jurisdiction of the subject matter and
of the parties hereto.

2. That by virtue of stipulations of counsel for the parties
hereto the Court finds that all issues in this matter now pending before
this Court, except those issues involving the validity of 21 C. 3. 1141, et scd.,
and Title 27, Chapter 10, Section 214 of the Revised Crdinances of the
City of Tulsa, Cklahoma, and the expungement from the records of the
defendants all matters pertaining to arrests and prosecutions of plaintiff
under the aforementioned and cited ordinance and statute, should be
dismissed with prejudice to these defendants.

3. The Court further finds through the stipulations of counsel
that there is a question as to the validity of the vagrancy law of the
State of Oklahoma, 21 C.S. 1141, et seq., and ordinance of the City of
Tulsa, Title 27, Chapter 10, Section 214, Tulsa Revised Crdinances,

said stipulation being based upon a ruling of the Court of Criminal Appeals

of the State of Oklahoma in Hayes v. Municipal Court of Cklahoma City,

487 P. 2d 974 (1971), where the Court determined that an ordinance of

the City of Oklahoma City involving vagrancy by loitering was invalid as
being vague and overbroad, and, further based upon the decisions in other
jurisdictions regarding ordinances and statutes involving vagrancy where:z;”
some such ordinances and statutes have been determined to be vague,
overbroad, and involving only a status offense. It was further stipulated
that the City of Tulsa has by legislative eﬁactment adopted a new Penal
Code which deleted from its ordinances the offense of vagrancy. The Co.rt
further finds that there remains to be determined by this Court, based
upon the aforementioned stipulations, whether the vagrancy records of

the plaintiff should be expunged insofar as they pertain to arrests and/or

prosccutions for offenses under the aforecited state statute or city ordinz e,



The Court, without determining the validity of the state
statute or the city ordinance herein in question, and based upon the
oral stipulations and agreements of counsel as above stated, and the
facts and issues in this cause only, and the evidence presented herein,
finds that the records regarding the plaintiff herein, so far as they pertain
to the offense of vagrancy, should be expunged and destroyed; the
plaintiff's one conviction, under the state statute, is by agreement
herewith vacated, and plaintiff waives any civil cause of action arising
from said vacated arrest and conviction; and the defendants are hereby
ordered to expunge and destroy the appropriate records within fifteen (15)
days hereof.

The Court further orders that all prayers and causes under the
instant Complaint, save those excepted in Paragraph Two to this J ud'gment,
are dismissed with prejudice as to all defendants. The Court further
orders that each of the parties shall pay his own attorney's fees and
costs. The Court further finds and orders that the agreements and
stipulations entered into by and between counsel hereto constituie a
compromise of litigation that has become protracted, expensive, time-
consuming, and subject to uncertainty; and, therefore, the Court orders
that this decree and judgment shall not be deemed a full adversary
proceeding and shall not henceforth be used as precedent or 1n any way
be construed to be binding upon anyone except the parties herelo in this
cause only and shall not at any time hereinafter be cited as legal authority
determinative of any of the issues contained in either the Complaint or

cause of action herein.

FRED DAUGHERTY

FRED A. DAUGHERTY
United States District Judge
Northern District of Cklahoma

-3



APPROVED AS TO FORM:

. / o4
e ol

TRED GILBERT
Attorney for Plaintiif

S. M. ("Buddg™) Fzyms, IR.
District Aigrney

Tulsa County, Cklahoma

ROBERT TIPS

Attorney for the Defendants

Waldo Bales, Jack Purdie,

Jerry McMillen, Richard Chesser,
William McCracken, Jim Aud,

and Rick Knight



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America,

CIVIL ACTION NO, T70-C-302
VS.

)

Plaintiff, 2
% Tract No. 1209M
)

50.00 Acres of Land, More or Less,
Situate in Nowata County, State of
Oklahoma, and Irvin D, Long, et al,
end Unknown Owners,

FilL ED
JAN 121977
JUDGMENT JOHN H. PUE, Clerk

Defendants.

1.

NOW, on this [?—» day of January, 1972, this matter comes on for
disposition on application of Plaintiff, United States of America, for entry
of judgment on a stipulation agreeing upon just compensation, and the Court,
after having examined the files in this action and being advised by counsel
for Plaintiff, finds:

2.

This judgment applies only to the estate condemned in Tract No. 1209M,

as such estate and tract are described in the Complaint filed in this action.
3.

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

L,

Service of Process has been perfected either personally or by publi-
cation notice, as provided by Rule T1A of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
on all parties defendant in this ceuse who ere interested in subjiect tract,

5.

The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the Complaint herein
give the United States of America the right, power, and authority to condemn
for public use the estate described above in paragraph 2. Pursuant thereto,
on September 25, 1970, the United States of America filed its Declaration of
Taking of such deseribed 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.

U. S. DISTRICT. COURT



6.

Simultaneously with filing the Declaration of Taking, there was de
posited in the Registry of the Court as estimated compensation for the taking
of a certain estate in subject tract a certain sum of money and none of this
deposit has been disbursed, as set out below in paragraph 12.

7.

On the date of taking in this action, the owner of the estate taken
in subject tract was the defendant whose name is shown below in parasgraph 12.
Such named defendant is the only person asserting any interest In the estate
taken in such tract. All other persons having either disclaimed or defaulted,
such named defendant 1s entitled to receive the just compensation awarded by
this judgment,

8.

The owner of the subject property 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 amount shown as compensation in paragraph 12 below, and such
Stipulation shcould be approved.

9.

This judgment will create a deficiency between the amount deposited
as estimated compensation for subject property and the smount fixed by the
Stipulation As To Just Compensation; and the amount of such deflciency should
be deposited for the benefit of the owner. Such deficlency is 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
the tract named in parsgraph 2 herein, as such tract is particularly described
in the Complaint filed herein; and such tract, to the extent of the estate
described in such Complaint, is condemned, and title to such described estate
18 vested in the United States of Americe as of September 25, 1970, and all
defendants herein and all other persons interested in such estate are forever
barred from esserting any claim to such property.

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

0=



defendant whose name appears below in paragraph 12 and the right to receive the
Jjust compensation for the esteate 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, described in paragraph 8 above, hereby is confirmed; and
the sum therein fixed ie adopted as the award of just compensation for the

estate condemned in subject tract as follows:

TRACT NO. 1209M

Owner:

H. 3. Long, Guardian of Irvin D. Long,
Incompetent.

Award of Jjust compensation pursuant

to Stipulation - - - = = - - = = = - ~ - = - $600.00 $600,00
Deposited as estimated compensation - - - - - - - 200.00
Disbursed to owner = = = = = = = = = - = = = = = = = @ = = - - = = = None
Balance due tO OWNEr = = = — = = = = = = = = = = = = = « = = = - - = $600.00
Deposit deficiency - - = - = = = = = = = = « - = $400.00
13.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the United States
of America shall deposit in the Registry of this Court, in this Civil Actlon,
to the credit of the subject tract, the deficiency sum of $400.00, and the
Clerk of this Court then shall disburse from the deposit for subject tract, to

H. S. Long, guardian of Irvin D. Long, incompetent, the sum of $600.00.

/s/ Allen E, Barrow

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
APPROVED:

/s/ Bubert A. Marlow

HUBERT A, MARLOW
Assistant United States Attorney
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

BANK BUILDING AND EQUIPMENT CORPORATION
OF AMERICA, = corporation,

Plaintiff,

Vs, Civil Action

JACK W. KELLEY, an individual, THOMAS F, No. 70-C-215 *
MARSHALL, an individual, KELLEY~-MARSHALL
INC., a corporation, and TRANSAMERICA

| INVESTMENT GROUP, a limited partnership
composed of the following general partners:

JACK W. KELLEY, THOMAS F. MARSHALL, CLYDE L.

JOHNSON and VERN(N BARGE, and composed of the F l L E‘ D
following Yimited partners: JOHN H. BAIRD, 11972 /5
CARDINALL ILLINOIS, INC,, BILL CHAPIN, CLARIDEN JAN 1

CORPORATION, CHARLES B, COLLINS, NORMAN FOY, WILLIAM
H. MORTENSEN, ROY D, FREEMAN, ELISHA GRAY I1I, BRUCE
J KENDRICK, GEORGE KENDRICK, GEORGE R. NORMAN, THOMAS
F D. MANN, FRANK REICHEL, JR., ROGER B. WHITE and

PAUL D. WURZBURGER,

JOHN 1. POE, Clerft
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

Yt Nt S Nl St NSl gt at N St Nt Naid Nt Nt sl gt N St it Seut Sout Vgt ‘ot

Defendants.

ORDER DISMISSING PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT AND
“ ANT' ~CLAIM WITH PREJU

NOW, on this /7 __ day of January, 1972, there having been
presented to the undersigned United States District Judge the Motion jointly
filed herein by counsel for Plaintiff and counsel for Defendants seeking an
order of this Court dismissing with prejudice the Plaintiff's cause of action
herein and the Defendants' counter-claim and cross~-action, and the Court having
considered the same and finding that all matters between the parties have been
satisfactorily adjuated and compromised finds that said order should issue
herein,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED BY THIS COURT that the Plaintiff's
cause of action herein be, and the same is hereby dismissed with prejudice,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED BY THIS COURT éhat the Defendants'

counter-claim and cross-action filed herein be, and the same is hereby dis-

g/ltfe J&M——«X e 15(,

United States Distriét Judge

missed with prejudice,

APPRO J/fgf/{>//

Robert Rizley

LAW OFFICKS %1 . @d«;(

UNGERMAN, Walter M, Clark i
GRABIL. Attorneys for Plaintiff
Unazrman |} .
& LoTam

SI1XTH FLOOR
WRIGHT BUILDING

TULSA, OKLAHOMA




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE  JANU. i
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA JOHN 11 hor, ¢
~ay G
WILLIAM HOBART DOBBS, ) UL COURT
Petitioner, ; L
vs. ) NO. 71-C-243
PARK J. ANDERSCN, Warden, ;
Oklahoma State Penitentiary, )
McAlester, Oklahoma, )
Respondent. )
ORDER

The Court has under consideration an instrument treated as a
petition for writ of habeas corpus filed pro se, in forma pauperis,
by William Hobart Dobbs. Therein, petitioner alleges that he is held
in the Oklahoma State Penitentiary under judgment rendered in breach
of his constitutional right to due process of law in that his plea of
guilty was the result of'duress by the County Attorney and arresting
officers in that he was told that unless he pled gquilty he would re~
ceive the death penalty; that petitioner was not represented by coun-
sel at the original proceedings and was incapable of making a knowing
waiver of the assistance of such counsel; that petitioner was not
furnished with a list of witnesses to be called against him, was not
informed by the Court of his right to be tried by jury, and the trial
Court failed to appoint a time for pronouncing judgment.

The Court finds that motu proprio, pursuant to Rule 21 of the
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Park J. Anderson, Warden of the
Oklahoma State Penitentiary, should be added as the proper party re-
spondent and that Ray H. Page should be dropped as party respondent.

Petitioner alleges the exhaustioﬁ of his state remedies by appeal,
after an evidentiary hearing, decided against him in the State Courts.
Dobbs v. State, Okl. Cr., 473 P.2d 260 (1970). {

Upon careful perusal of the file and pleadings herein, including
the transcript of the state evidentiary hearing, this Court finds that
petitioner is serving a life sentence entered December 29, 1942. That
petitioner, by his own admission in the State evidentiary hearing, was
not an indigent and could have retained his own counsel. Further, the
Court finds that petitioner wvoluntarily waived his right to counsel,
and that his conviction was based upon a knowing and voluntary plea
of guilty to rape, first degree, second offense. An allegation that
the plea resulted from fear of the possibility of the death sentence
does not invali@gte the plea, particularly when the record shows that
such %entence was the recommendation of the prosecuting attorney ir-

regardless of the plea and that the Court fully advised the defendant

LTS



of the possibility of such sentence even should he enter a plea. A
knowing and voluntary plea operates as a waiver of all previous non-
jurisdictional defects: and, the Court finds that the petitioner has
raised no other issues of constitutional dimension.

The Court finds that there is sufficient evidence before it to
determine the merits of the petition, thus an evidentiary hearing is
not required; and, that the petition for writ of habeas corpus of
William Hobart Dobbs should be denied.

IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDERED that Park J. Anderson, Warden, Oklahoma
State Penitentiary, be and he is hereby added as party respondent and
Ray H. Page is dropped as party respondent.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the petition for writ of habeas corpus
of William Hobart Dobbs be and it is hereby denied and dismissed.

Dated this Sﬂ:ﬁﬂ day of January, 1972, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

INTERNATIONAL HARVESTER CREDIT
CORPORATION, A Delaware Cor-

L. M. BUSCH, JORN H. POE, Clerk

U. S. DISTRICT COURT

)
)
poration, )
)
Plaintiff, ) 71-C-83 ///
! ) ’
vs. )
y FILED
BUSCH LEASING CO., INC., An ) : ceio
Oklahoma Corporation, and ) JANOL 1972
)
)
)

Defendants.

ORDER DISMISSING CAUSE OF ACTION AND
COMPLAINT

SUA SPONTE, the Court finds that this cause of actlon
and complaint should be dismissed for want of presecutlion. 1t
is the inherent power of the Court to keep its docket clear.
Rule 41{(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Moore's
Federal Practice, Volume 5, $41.11{2]; Lind v. Wabash R." Co.
(1962) 370 U.S. 626.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that this cause of actlon
and complaint be and the same is hereby dismlssed.

ENTERED this J;jzz'day of January, 1972.

Core Sk om

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



IN THE USITED STATES DISTRICT COURT rOR TiE
NORTHZRN DISTRICT COF OXLAHOMA
United Staves or America, ET i L. E | b

Plaintiff, . JAN3 1972

JOHM H. Pur, Gie "
. S. DISTRICT COL .

e

T

Jack B. Sualey, a single . .

A

sfend o . Ccivil No. Ti-C-326

JUDGMENT CF 0o CC5URE

p

L ;
“his matter cc... . =~ consideration this gz/‘égy of ﬁ e mdbiial

l‘?”?/ , the aofenacie . Lcar.ag not; and

Tne Court belng «e.. gy S€. ...i naving exsmioo. the file
ere.s Finds that .2 b ztade, Jas oooved by publicoavicn oo snowa
i Proof of Publi_.. Zuc. 3iled hereln; woob the time within waich

JeTer L. LAYy answer or otherwise move @3 to the Complaint hus

S UV T VR DY o T URIDURE b 509 B
Ce wour't furtoer viads chat ... L5 & sult based unon a

. . 2& note aad foreclosur. .. & Cow. DYOSEYLY mOrvIage socuring
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ew o wGCa 19), Bioc. e o, secnfora . .. .4
Autie.oa to - 2 Town -7 nfora, Cocok Counn,, onluc
of Ukxlahoma, .ccordirn .. .he zocorded plat oo - o

The .curt fwrtaer finas what the woterial allefuoawino oo
Zlaintiff's Cow..o1 .7 are true and corrces; -..od
That the Defendant, Jack 3. Staley, ~..u on Sedu..ser 15,
.70, a2xecute and deliver tc _li.s o Jettleton Company -oc.s
~t¢. e and mortgage note ior tae sw oi o 700 with interest
e . % uike rate of 8% percent per annum, and further providing
Jor bae payment of monthly i.ostallmenss of prliacipal and interest;

Cuadia
fnat oy instrument datec Lelc.zr 29 1970, Lomas & oo ..eUoOL
sst  “signed said mortgage to F leral National Mortzage Assoclatilon;
oo L strument dated January L, L+ 7L, Federal Natic. L Morizaege
~Soc.cion, assigned said mortgage .o the Secretary ol L. L4oand

YUrban Development, Washington, D. C., Qls successors and Gi.. Ld.



The Court further finds that said defendant made default
under the terms of the aforesaid mortgage note by reason of his
failure to make monthly installments due thereon for more than
eleven months last past, which default has continued and that
by reason thereof the defendant is now indebted to the Plaintiff
in the sum of §$15,640.44 as of September 1, 1971, with interest
tacreon at the rate of 8% percent per annum, until paid, plus
the cost of this action accrued and sceruing.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against defendant, Jack B.
Staley, for the sum of §$15,640.4L as 57 September 1, 1971, with
interest thereon at %the rate of 8% percent per anaum, plus the
cost of this action acerued and aceruing, plus any additional
sums advanced or to be advanced or expended during this foreclosure
action by Plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums for
toe preservation of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND LECREZED that upca the
Su.lure of sald defendant to satisfy Plaintiff's money Judgment
herwin, an Order of Sale shall iscue ©c tne U.S. Marshal for the
woreherr. District of Oklahoma, conmanding nim to advertise and
sell, with appraisement, the above described real property and apply
T proceeds thereof in satisfaction of Plaintif<'s Judgment., The
~ewldue, 1f any To be deposited with =he Clerk o the Court to
awaitl further order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORLERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT from ead
after the sale of saild property, under and by virtue of this
Judgment and decree, the defendant, Jack B. Staley, and all persons
claiming under him since the filing of the complaint herein be and
they are forever barred and foreclosed of any right, title, interest

or claim in or to the real property or any part thereof.

United States District Judge

Approuvec.

ROBERT P. SANTER
Assistant U.S5. Attorney

' ‘|Y‘."



