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

CATHERINE I. REYNOLDS, )
)
Plaintiff, )
) yd
V5= ) “NO. 70-C-747
) .
MICHAEL DAVID DIXON, ) P -
) " S T D
Defendant.
) T L9TR e
JOHW iH.PUE
ORDER OF DISMISSAL U S Dis 1le T g)ﬁgr

Upon Joint Motion of the parties this cause is dismissed with
prejudice.
- /q};yg//

'f( // /, /f 7j/{‘-’f /f/f/(" ‘f(./
Judge

Attorney for Plaintiff

.. -
4 ’;>//'l /) (_{,()71{/‘1(

Attorney for Defendant




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR TIE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLANOMA

ALLSTATE INSURANCE COMPANY, a )
foreign insurance corporation, )
. ) Vi
Plaintiff, ) //’
~VS = ) NO., (C-71-14
)
. BOBBY LEE BOGGS, RUBY W, BOGGS, ) _
VIRGINIA PARKER and DAN PARKER, ) F LoD
. ) | |
Defendants. ) LAY B 1AST jﬂm/
§0H L VOE, Clerk
ORDE R U, S. BiSTRiCY COURT

This matter comes before the Court this cﬁs / day of
May, 1972, on the Joint Application of Plaintiff and Defendants
for dismissal. The Court being fully advised orders said action

dismissed as mooct.




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COJ%& kO&" Ez E)
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMAMAY 301972

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

LADONNA JEAN GULLEY,
Plaintiff,
vS. No. 71-C-353

MISSOURI-KANSAS-TEXAS RAILROAD
COMPANY, a corporation,

P A e g

Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Now on this f; day of 7 , 1972, comes on for

f‘/L]L(i' )1[ Tf“/
<ﬁeareng the(Stlpulatlon of Dismissal of plalntlff and defen-

dant hereto in the above entitled cause. The Court finds

that said cause has been settled and that defendant has this

date paid to plaintiff the sum of Thirty-Four Thousand Dollars

($34,000.00) in full settlement, release and satisfaction

of plaintiff's cause of action set forth in the Complaint

herein, and that plaintiff has accepted said sum in full

satisfaction;.release and discharge of her cause of action

and claim against the defendant, and the Court, after due

consideration, finds that said Dismissal should be approved.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that this causelbe, and the same

is hereby dismissed with prejudice, each party to bear their

\-&—e_/- - mw\f

own costs.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

“BTTORNEY FOR. PLAINTIFF {

Ay

ATTORNEY FOR DEF%/EANT




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

No. 71-C-186 /

-

ANNA FAYE KIDDOO,
Plaintiff,

THE HARTFORD LIFE INSURANCE
COMPANY, A Corporation,

E1LED

—t et e Vsl gt S ottt g mant

Defendant.
MAT D 6 1972
JOHN H, pog |
JUDGMENT U s DISTRICT,'C%%{T‘

Now on this 22nd day of May, 1972, came on for trial,
all parties being present, plaintiff appearing by attorney,

B. W. Tabor, defendant appearing by James E. Poe, jury was
empanneled and accepted, plaintiff presented her witnesses

and rested, defendant ﬁresented its witnesses and rested,
arguments were made to the jury by counsel, and the Court
presented its instructions to the jury. The jury retired to
consider its verdict and returned its verdict into court in
favor of the plaintiff and against the defendant in the amount
of $23,925.00. The verdict was accepted by the Court and
ordered filed. ,

The Court does hereby pass its judgment on the verdict of
the jury and does hereby render judgment in favor of plaintiff
and against the defendant in the amount of $23,925.00 with interest
at 6% from January 25, 1971, the date the defendant denied on

the policy, to the date of the judgment, May 22, 1972.

Be it so0o ordered.

JUDGE OF THE U. S. DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA b



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America, )
Plaintiff, ; CIVIL ACTION NO. T1-C-113 g
V8, g Tract No. 1508M
160.00 Acres of Land, More or Less, g (Lessee Interest Only)
Situate in Nowata County, State of ) 1)
Oidabons w20 Ghanes 6. ger, ot oL EILED 3
Defendants. 3 MAT 261972

JOHN H. POE, Clerk

JUDGMENT U. S DISTRICT COURT

1.
NOW, on this EQZ;EZ-day of May, 1972, this matter comes on for disposi-
tion on application of plaintiff, United States of America, for entry of judgment
on & stipulation of the parties filed herein and the Court, after having exsained

the files in this action and being advised by counsel for plaintiff, finds that:

24

This judgment spplies only to the lessee interest in the estate con-
demned in Tract No. 15084, as such estate and tract are described in the Complaint
filed in thls action.

3.

The Court has jurisdiction of the narties 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 cause who are interested in subject tract.

5

The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the Complaint filed

herein give the United Stetes of America the right, power, and authority to

condemn for public use the subject property. Pursuant thereto, on April 2, 1971,



the United States of America filed its Declaration of Taking of a certain estate
in the above named tract of land, and title to guch property should be vested in
the United States of America as of the date of filing such Declaration of
Taking.

6.

Simultaneously with filing of the Declaration of Teking, there was
deposited in the Registry of this Court as estimated compensation for the
taking of the subject property a certein 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 subject property
was the defendant whose neme 1s shown below in paragraph 12, Such defendant is
the only person asserting any cleim to the subject property. All other persons
having either disclaimed or defaulted, such named defendant is 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 have filed herein a stipulation as to just compensation wherein
they have agreed that just compensation for the taking of subject property is
in the amount shown as compensation in parsgraph 12 below, and such stipulation
should be approved.

9.

This Judgment will create a deficliency between the deposit of estimated
Just compensation for the taking of subject property and the amount awarded herein,
and such deficiency should be deposited by the plaintiff. Such deficlency is set
out below in peragraph 12.

10.

It Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the United States
of America has the right, power, and authority to condeun for public use the
subject $ract as described in the Complaint filed herein, and such property,
to the extent of the lessee interest only in the estate described 1n such Com-

plaint, is condemned, and title thereto is vested in the United States of America,



as of April 2, 1971, and all defendants herein and all other persons are forever
barred from asserting any claim to such nroperty.
11,

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that on the date of taking
in this case, the owner of the subject property was the defendant whose name
appears below in paragraph 12, and the right to receive the just compensation
for the taking of such property is vested in the party so named.

la.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the stipulation as
to Jjust compensation, described above in paragraph 8, hereby is confirmed and
the sum therein fixed is adosted &s the award of just compensation for the taking
of sBubject property, as shown by the following schedule:

TRACT NO. 15084
(Lessee Interest Only)

Owner: Shoaf and Lewis 0il Co., Inc.

Award of Jjust compensation

pursuant to stipulation . . . . . . . . . . $800,00. . . . . $800.00
Deposited as estimated compensation . . . . . 630,00
Disbursed o OWBEI . . . . v +« « + + + 4 2 « o + « &« » a « = » « None
Balance due t0O OWHEY . . . + « &« + & &+ + « o o« s + o « o & » » $800.00
Deposit deficiency . + « « v &+ o . « + & . 170,
13.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREFD that the United States of
America shall deposit in the registry of this Court, in this civil action, the
deficiency sum of $170.00. When such deposit has been made the Clerk of this
Court shall disburse the deposit for the subject tract, to Shoaf and Lewis

01l Co., Inc. in the amount of $800.00.

/s/ Allen E. Barrow

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
APPROVED:

/s/ Hubert A. Marlow

HUBERT A. MARLOW
Assistant United States Attorney



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
THE OAKS COUNTRY CLUB, ;
P , )
PLAINTIFF d icug
VS, ;
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, g FILED
DEFENDANT, ) MAY 25 1972

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

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

BASED ON THE STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL ENTERED INTO
BETWEEN THE PARTIES AND FILED IN THIS CAUSE,
IT IS ORDERED THAT THE CAUSE OF ACTION AND COMPLAINT

BE AND THE SAME ARE HEREBY DISMIéSED.

ENTERED TH1sZ23 DAY oF Zz@z , 1972,

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

e — e gm e e

WILLIAM A. KING, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
v. ) Case No, 71-C-3§2 Civil
) .
ELLIOT RICHARDSON, Secretary )
of Health, Education and )
Welfare of the United States )
of America, ) D
) E
Defendant. ) EE | 1"_
mAY 25 1972
H. POE, Clerk

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER) §, DISTRICT. COURT.

Plaintiff King (Claimant) seeks review by this Court of the

Defendant's denial of disability benefits under 42 U.S.C.A. §423 to
!
which he claims he is entitled. Claimant's claim was initially |

denied by a Hearing Examiner, whose decision was affirmed by the
Appeals Council. The basis of the Defendant's denial of Claimant's
claim was tﬁat the evidence does not establish that Claimant was
under a disability as defined by 42 U.S.C.A. §423 and that he can
engage in existing substantial gainful employment. Claimant's
position is that such finding is not supported by substantial evi-

dence.

The function of this Court is to review the evidence consider-

ed by the Hearing Examiner and determine if his decision is

supported by substantial evidence. 42 U.S.C.A. §405(g). Gardner

v. Bishop, 362 F. 2d 917 (Tenth Cir. 1966) . !

At the time of the hearing the Claimant was 51 years old. Hei

|

was born and reared on a farm. He completed the fourth grade. He?

worked on a farm as a youth until he entered service during World
War II., Upon discharge from the Army, the Plaintiff took three

years of farm training. He farmed until 1956. In that same year,

he commenced working for a company, which straightened and rechromé



1 | -2-
|
ibumpers. His job was to straighten bumpers with a three pound

sledge hammer.

Finally, this work became too strenuous because of his lung
trouble. Since January 1970, the Claimant has worked keeping parts
istraight in the racks and picking up trash in the yard of the com-

! pany, where he had been working.

| Claimant's complaints are emphysema, bronchitis and chronic
tlung disease,

Dr. Maurice C., Fuquay in his letters of December 8, 1969 and
ﬁDecember 16, 1969 stated that he had performed an open lung biopsy
;on the Claimant and the final pathology report substantiated the
ﬂdiagnosis of pulmonary fibrosis and pulmonary arteriosclerosis.
:éHe recommended further conservative treatment with expectorants,

 brochodilators and an antibiotic to be used the first seven days of

f each month.

; A report of the Veterans Administration Hospital, Muskogee,

'éOklahoma, which covers the period Claimant was hospitalized,

' February 12, 1970 to March 21, 1970, reported that breath sounds
were quite rough on the right and more prolonged in the inspira-
tory phase, No rales were heard. The chest X-rays revealed some

jpleural thickening at the right dome of the diaphragm. He was

- seen by a doctor or doctors in the Medical Department who felt that

Claimant did have brochiectosis and bronchiolitis and suggested

postural drainage which was instituted. The diagnosis was chronic

obstructive pulmonary disease.
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!
ﬁ A report of the Veterans Administration Hospital, Muskogee,
|

iOklahoma, covering Plaintiff's hospitalization of May 12, 1970 to

il
i;May 26, 1970, reported that his chest was negative. The diagnosis

|

was bronchitis, chronic. The report states that it is felt that

'Claimant is not able to return to any type of work.

_ [
In a letter dated September 23, 1970, Dr, Boyd O. Whitlock, a

i
QSpecialist in internal medicine, reports that the chest examination
Erevealed some decreased breath sounds and dullness in the right
‘base. There were scattered ccarse moist breath sounds in both
Ebases, particularly on the left and when Claimant was supine he had
scattered expiratory wheezes which cleared partially with coughing.
gHe was exerciséd by climbing one flight of stairs and did develop a
Jmild dyspnea. The chest examination revealed the right diaphragm
éwas sharply elevated and the costophrenic sinus on this side was
jobliterated. The curvilinear superior margin of the density across
=the right costophrenic sinus had the X-ray appearance of pleural
ﬁeffusion, or thickened pleura., The lung fields were otherwise
;clear. It was Dr. Whitlock's impression that he had adhesive
ﬁpleuritis, right diaphragm., The chest was otherwise negative.
:;Pulmonary function studies were done and Claimant did have a slight
‘decrease in his vital capacity with a more marked decrease in his
maximum breathing capacity and brochodilatros showed little improve-
ment. Dr. Whitlock believes that Claimant does have chronic

bronchitis and possibly some early emphysema., He feels that Claimant

:Ewill not in the future be able to perform strenuous, heavy type work.

A report of the Veterans Administration Hospital, Muskogee,
;joklahoma, covering Claimant's hospitalization, October 1, 1970 to

‘ November 5, 1970, gave a diagnoses of osteoarthritis of the right

. elbow and chronic bronchitis.



| that the Claimant is permanently and totally disabled.

RS

-l

A report of the Hillcrest Medical Center, covering Claimant's !

1
T

hospitalization, March 10, 1971 to March 20, 1971, reports that §

examination of the chest reveals some decrease in breath sounds with?
slight prolongation of expiration. Pulmonary function studies re- ;
vealed the maximal breathing parameters. The above data indicates
the restriction with moderate obstruction. Compared with the tests

of December 2, 1969, slight reduction was noted in all parameters

with the exception of maximal breathing capacity which was excessivel

ly reduced, The discharge diagnoses were the recent onset of

diabetes mellitus, degenerative and post traumatic arthritis of the

right band and elbow, moderately symptomatic and chronic lung

disease, obstructive showing progression during the past two years.

In a letter of April 7, 1971, Dr. Henwood was of the opinion

The Hearing Examiner found under the evidence that the Claimant
was not ''disabled" under the Act but also in effect found that he
could not perform his previous work. These findings are supported
by substantial evidence. The effect of such findings is that the
Claimant has a "partial disability' which will permit him to do
certain light work. But he cannot do his previous work and yet is
not 'disabled" within the meaning of the Act. The Hearing Examiner

then found that the Claimant retained the physical capacity to

engage in work activities such as light janitorial or porter work,
|

or jobs such as a watchman or guard, flagman at a construction site,
or highway building site, or even jobs such as parking lot attendant
or a small products assembler (electrical, metal, plastic, ceramic
or wood parts). An examination of the record discloses in this

connection an absence of evidence as to the Claimant's physical
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capacity to do such light work and also that such light work is
2/

in existence or reasonably available to the Claimant.

i A r— e ——

In a "partial disability" case it is necessary that the Hearing:
+ Examiner have before him evidence from a competent source that the
claimant by reason of age, education, work experience and physical
capacity is in fact able to perform the light work enumerated by the

Hearing Examiner. Gardner v. Earnest, 371 F. 2d 606 (Fourth Cir.

i 1967); Edwards v, Celebrezze, 220 F. Supp. 79 (South Carolina 1963).

Then, it is necessary that the Hearing Examiner have evidence before
him that such light work as the claimant can perform is in fact in

existence or reasonably available to him under the applicable

tests,

The test of reasonable availability of jobs in the Tenth Circuif

is "reasonable availability of jobs within the geographical areas

which the claimant would normally be expected to consider if regular

1y in the labor market." Gardner v. Brian, 369 F. 2d 443 (Tenth

Cir. 1966) quoting and citing Celebrezze v. Keiiy, 331 F. 2d 981 at

982 (Fifth Cir., 1964). This test is believed to have been slightly
modified in 1968 by 42 U.S,C.A, §423(d)(2) (A) which provides that
such work must exist in significant numbers either in the region

where claimant lives or in several regions of the country,

!

1 / !
- Mr. Haskell G. Clark, vocational expert, testified that his con-
clusions concerning the substantial gainful work which the Claimant
can perform are based upon Claimant's age,. education and work

experience, but not upon his physical capacity. (TR. 59).

2/ _
The vocational expert testified as to the existence or reason-
able availability to Claimant of work as a small products assembler,
but not the existence or reasonable availability of the other work.
(TR, 57). |



l
6 i
i
|
In these circumstances the case must be remanded for receipt of!
!

further evidence as to Claimant's capability to perform specific
jobs different from his previous work and whether these jobs are in !

existence or reasonably available to him under the above tests.

ya i

It is so ordered this g,éﬂ —c:lay of 2?:4‘-1.2 , 1972,
(Q/iu (";a{ Lj/Za/;Z,,

Fred Daugherty
United States DlStrlCt Judge




JURGMENT ON JURY VERDICT CIV 81 (1-68)

United States District. Court

FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
CIVIL ACTION FILE No. Tl-C-417

PATSY LOU OWENS,
Plaintiff,

V8. JUDGMENT

WOOLCO DEPARTMENT STORES,
Defendant.

This action came on for trial before the Court and a jury, Honorable Fred Daugherty
. United States District Judge, presiding, and the issues having been duly tried and
the jury having duly rendered its verdict, for the plaintiff.
It is Ordered and Adjudged that the plaintiff, Patsy Lou Owens, recover from

the Defendant, Woolco Department Stores, the sum of One Thousand Dollars

($1,000.00), and her costs of action.

F
Wit 23912

T Clerk

Dated at Tulsa, Oklahoma , this 23rd day

of May , 19 72,

/s/ JOHN H. POE, Clerk

Clerk of Court



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

United States of America,

Plaintiff,
CIVIL NO: 72-C-48

FILED

MAY 231972

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

— -

Billie Jean Willsey, a single
Woman,

Defendant.

L T B SR

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this Z&; day
of May, 1972, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee, Assistant
United States Attorney, and the defendant, Billie Jean Willsey,
appearing not.

The Court being fuly advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Billie Jean Willsey was served by
publication as shown on the Proof -2 Publication filed herein.

It appearing that the sa.d defendant has failed 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
Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot Twenty-six (26), Block Two (2), NORTHGATE

THIRD ADDITION, to the City of Tulsa, Tulsa

County, Oklahoma, according to the recorded

plat thereof.

THAT the defendant, Billie Jean Willsey, did, on
June 9, 1969, execute and deliver to Diversified Mortgage and
Investment Company her mortgage and mortgage note in the sum
of $13,100 with 7% per cent interest per annum, and further

providing for the payment of monthly installments of principal

and interest; and



The Court further finds that Billie Jean Willsey made
default under the terms of the aforesaid mortgage note by reason
of her failure to make monthly installments due thereon for
more than 12 months last past, which default has continued and
that by reason thereof billie Jean Willsey is now indebted to
the plaintiff in the sum of $13,417.74 as unpaid principal,
with interest thereon at the rate of 7% per cent interest per
annum from February 1, 1971, until paid, plus the cost of this
action accrued and accruing.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment against Billie Jean Willsey
for the sum of $13,417.74 with interest thereon at the rate
of 7% per cent per annum from February 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 by taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums
for the preservation of the subjec= property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, :AZJUDGED AND DECREED that upon
the failure of said defendant to zztisfy plaintiff's money judgment
herein, an Order of Sale shall be ssued to the United States
Marshal for the Northern District >f Oklahoma, commanding him
to advertise and sell, with appra.sement the real 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 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, said defendant or any person claiming
under her 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.

5n1ted Stares Dlstrlcé Judge
APPROVED. /
/’/éﬂii?/cy 7y P
ROBERT P. SANTEE

Assistant United States Attornéy

~
.



FlLED

MAY 231872

N H. POE, Clerk
0. S. DISTRICT COURT

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

United States of America,
Plaintiff,

CIVIL NO: 72-C-49

—v—

Thomas E. Warder, et al.,

L I P L S P R e

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this Z‘E day
of May, 1272, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee, Assistant
United States Attorney, and the defendants, Thomas E. Warder,
Daisy Warder and Nationwide Finance Company, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the file
file herein finas that Nationwide Zinance Company was served with
complaint and summons on February 22, 1972; that Thomas E. Warder
and Daisy Warder were served by pu:lication as shown by Proof
of Publication filed herein.

It appearing that the sa-3i defendants have failed
to answer herein and that default -zs been entered by the Clerk
of this Court.

The Court further finds <hat 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
Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot One (1), Block Seven (7), Village Square

Second, an addition to the City of Broken

Arrow, Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma,

according to the recorded amended plat thereof.

THAT the defendants, Thomas E. Warder and Daisy Warder,
did, on July 21, 1970, execute and deliver to Lomas and

Nettleton Company their mortgage and mortgage note in the sum

of $15,500 with 8% per cent interest per annum, and further



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

The Court further finds that the defendants,
Thomas E. Warder and Daisy Warder, made default under the terms
of the aforesaid mortgage note by reason of their failure to
make monthly installments due thereon for more than 12 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 $16,644.70 as unpaid principal, with interest
thereon at the rate of 8% per cent interest per annum from
January 1, 1971, until paid, plus the cost of this action accrued
and accruing.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants,
Thomas E. Warder and Daisy Warder, for the sum of $16,644.70
with interest thereon at the rate of 8% per cent per annum from
January 1, 1971, plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing,
plus any additional sums advanced >r to be advanced or expended
during this foreclosure action by -laintiff by taxes, insurance,
abstracting, or sums for the pres:z-vation of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, -ZJUDGED AND DECREED that upon
the failure of said defendants to satisfy plaintiff's money
judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to the United
States Marshal for the Northern D:.strict of Oklahoma, commanding
him to advertise and sell, with appraisement the real 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 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, all of thevdefendants 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.

Ufirte ates District ge

APPROVED,

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney



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

United States of America,

Plaintiff,
CIVIL NO: 72-~C-50

FILED
MAY 25 1972

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

-5~

Jerry Wayne Barnhart, et al.,

—r e N Nt et i N N Nt St

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this Zé day
of May, 1972, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee, Assistant
United States Attorney, and the defendants, Jerry Wayne Barnhart
and Lois R. Barnhart, appearing not.

The Court being fully aévised and having examined
the file herein finds that these c=fendants were served by
publication as shown by proof of tr:blication filed herein.

Tt appearing that the sz:.d dafendants have failed
to answer herein and that default -as been entered by the Clerk
of this Court.

The Court further finds =zhat this is a suilt based
upon a mortgage note and foreclos-ze on a real property mortgage
securing said mortgage note and t~z+ the following described
real property is 1ocated in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within the
Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot Twelve (12), Block Four (4), Northgate 3rd

Addition, to the City of Tulsa, Tulsa County,

Oklahoma, according to the recorded plat thereof.

THAT the defendants, Jerry Wayne Barnhart and Lois
R. Barnhart, did, on October 13, 1969, execute and deliver
to Diversified Mortgage and Investment Company their mortgage
and mortgage note in the sum of $13,100 with 7% per cent interest
per annum, and further providing for the payment of monthly
installments of principal and interest; and

The Court further finds that the defendants, named

: e . I B S T - [
Saie oandorr Bher TooTes 00 e 000 SV YLG MO T



note by reason of their failure to make monthly installments

due thereon for more than 16 months last past, which default

has continued and that by reason thereof the above-named defendants
are now indebted to the plaintiff iﬁ the sum of $14,211.04 as
unpaid principal, with interest thereon at the rate of 7% per

cent interest per annum from September 1, 1970, until paid,

plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

1T IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants,
Jerry Wayne Barnhart and Lois R. Barnhart, for the sum of
$14,211.04 with interest thereon at the rate of 7% per cent
per annum from September 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
by taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums for the preservation
of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, - >JUDGED AND DECREED that upon
the failure of said defendants tc satisiv plaintiff's money
judgment herein, an order of Sale shall be issued to the United
States Marshal for the Northern I _strict of Oklahoma, commanding
him to advertise and sell, with zzpraisement the real property
and apply the proceeds thereof i- satisfaction of plaintiff's
judgment. The residue, if any, =2 be deposited with the Clexk
of the Court to await further orier of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that from
and after the sale of sald 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 or to the real property

United States Dlé;:_‘lct gudge

or any part thereof.

APPROVED.

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney



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

United States of America,

Plaintiff,
CIVIL NO: 72-C-51
-—‘V-a

David Elba Short, et al.,

FILED

MAY 2 31972

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

Defendants.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this _»7  day
of May, 1972, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee, Assistant
United States Attorney, and the defendants, David Elba Short
and Linda Short, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined
the file herein finds that both de<endants were served by
publication as shown on Proof of T blication filed herein.

Tt appearing that the sz .1 defendants have failed
to answer herein and that default -28 been entered by the Clerk
of this Court.

The Court further finds zhat this is a suit based
upon a mortgage note and foreclos:re on a real property mortgage
securing said mortgage note and trat the following described
real property is located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within the
Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot One (1), Block Six (6}, NORTHGATE 3RD

ADDITION to the City of Tulsa, Tulsa County,

Oklahoma, according to the recorded plat

thereof.

THAT the defendants, David Elba Short and Linda Short,
did, on January 15, 1971, execute and deliver to Diversified

Mortgage and Tnvestment Company their mortgage and mortgage

note in the sum of $14,400 with 8% pexr cent interest per annum,



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

The Court further finds that the defendants, David
BElka Short and Linda Short, made default under the terms of
the aforesaid mortgage note by reasén of their failure to make
monthly installments due thereon for more than 12 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 $15,476.31 as unpaid principal, with interest
thereon at the rate of 8% per cent interest per annum from
March 1, 1971, until paid, plus the cost of this action accrued
and accruing.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants,
David Elba Short and Linda Short, for the sum of $15,476.31
with interest thereon at the rate of 8% per cent per annum from
March 1, 1971, plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing,
plus any additional sums advanced 2r to be advanced or expended
during this foreclosure action by zlaintiff by taxes, insurance,
abstracting, or sums for the pres:z-vation of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, -~>JUDGED AND DECREED that upon
the failure of said defendants tc satisfy plaintiff's money
judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to the United
States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma, commanding
him to advertise and sell, with azo-praisement the real 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 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, all of the defendants and each of
them and all persons claiming under them since the filing of

2



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 -

APPROVED.

- Z
AELT2E o

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney



FILED
MAY 25 1972

OHN M. POE, Clerk
U!. S, DISTRICT COURT

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

United States of America, )
)
Plaintiff, )

y CIVIL NO: 72-C-35

)

Phillip Earl Oakes, et al., )
)

)

)

Defendants. )

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this Zéé day
of May, 1972, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee, Assistant
United States Attorney, and the defendants, Phillip Earl Dakes,
Judith Judy Cakes aka Judith Janet Oakes, Anderson S. Moses,
and Loyce J. Moses, appearing not.

The Court being fuly advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Phillip Earl Oakes was served with complaint
and summons on February 10, 1972; —hat Judith Judy Oakes aka Judith
Janet Oakes, Anderson S. Moses, ani Loyce J. Moses were sarved by
publication as shown by Proof of Publication filed herein.

It appearing that the sald defendants have failed
to answer herein and that default 2as 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 1is located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within the
Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot Forty-two (42), Block Eighteen (18),

VALLEY VIEW ACRES ADDITION to the City of

Tulsa, Tulsa County, klahoma, according
to the recorded plat thereof.
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THAT the defendants, Phillip Earl Oakes and Judith
Judy Oakes aka Judith Janet Oakes, did, on December 27, 1962,
execute and deliver to Administrator of Veterans Affairs, their
mortgage and mortgage note in the sum of $9,700 with 5% per
cent interest per annum, and further providing for the payment
of monthly installments of principal and interest; and

The Court further finds that the defendants, Phillip
Barl Oakes, Judith Judy Oakes aka Judith Janet Oakes, Anderson
S. Moses, and Loyce J. Moses, made default under the terms of
the aforesaid mortgage note by reason of their failure 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 $8,540.05 as unpaid principal, with interest thereon
at the rate of 5% per cent interest per annum from May 1, 1971,
until paid, plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judzment against defendants,
Phillip Earl Oakes, Judith Judy OzXxes aka Judith Janet Oakes,
Anderson S5, Moses, and Loyce J. Mcses, for the sum of $8,540.05
with interest thereon at the rate 2f 5% per cent per annum from
May 1, 1971, plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing,
plus any additional sums advanced or to be advanced or expanded
during this foreclosure action by plaintiff by taxes, insurance,
abstracting, or sums for the preservation of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upon
the failure of said defendants to satisfy plaintiff's money

judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to the United

. e P [ \ A
b il i S L i b LSRR D DD il S Tokleitg Ao e bl L p it D




States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma, Commanding
him to advertise and sell, with appraisement the real 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 await further order éf the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upon
the failure of said defendants to satisfy plaintiff's money
judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to the United
States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma, commanding
him to advertise and sell, with appraisement the real 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 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, all of the defendants and each of
them and all persons claiming under them since the filing of
the complaint herein be and they ars forever barred and foreclosed

of any right, title, interest or claim in or to the real property

Unit=d States Dlgstric; §Judge

or any part thereof.

APPROVED.

}//?5322;3%457 z;?f;

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA 1

JOHN C, McGRATH, Trustee of the
Estate of 0il Field Drilling Company,
Petroleum Equipment Leasing Company
and Gas Transmission Organization,
Inc.,

Plaintiff,

v, Case No. 72-C-42 Civil
MARTIN LeANCE, MICHAEL KASTNER,
JOHN LEYTON, DIANA LEYTON, ERIC
WEISSMANN, ROBERT H. PROPPER and
FRANK R. MIELE, all d/b/a T. S. 0il
Company, a partnership,

FiLE D{/
MAY 231972 f
JOHN H. PUE, Clerk

U S DISTRICT COURT

Nt Nt Nt Nt Nvat St il S S Mt S gl Nt S el o

Defendants.

ORDER

Plaintiff sues to recover the balance due on certain notes
executed by the Defendants and the sum of certain expenses incurred
by Plaintiff's beneficiaries in the operation of oil properties for
the benefit of the Defendants. Defendants object to jurisdiction
of this Court on the ground that minimal contacts with the forum

are absent.

When challenge is made to the factual basis of jurisdiction,
an evidentiary hearing normally would be in order. 1In this case,

however, Plaintiff's affidavits presented in support of his

factual assertions and in opposition to the affidavit presented by

Defendants fail to establish the necessary jurisdictional facts.
L

12 Okl.St.Ann. §187 and §1701.03 permit the exercise of
jurisdiction over out-of-state persons in two instances: where

the nonresident is doing business in the state, in which case the



-

cause of action need not arise out of the business done, and where
the nonresident has done some particular thing in the state, in
which case the cause of action must arise therefrom. Neither
situation is present here. The three affidavits of Plaintiff
establish that Defendants opened a bank account in Tulsa, Oklahoma
and deposited the sum of $30,000 loaned them by Petroleum Equipment
Leasing Company. Two checks were drawn on this account, exhausting
it, and it was/closed. One check was made payable to T. S. 0il

Co. and the other to Defendant LeAnce.

Plaintiff does not sue on the checks: he sues on notes. The
notes show on their face that they were executed in California
(which may or may not be true). Plaintiff does not refute this

record.

With respect to the expenses incurred for the benefit of

Defendants, the Complaint states that they were all related to the

operation of oil and gas properties owned by the Defendants and

situated in Texas.

Plaintiff McGrath has offered nothing to show that the

Defendants were doing business in Oklahoma and Plaintiff does not
appear to rely on that branch of jurisdiction. According to the
face of the notes and the allegations of the Complaint respecting
expenses incurred, no specific act of the Defendants relating there}
to occurred in Oklahoma. The only transactions of the Defendants
occurring in Oklahoma have to do with the bank account and
Plaintiff's action does not arise out of ‘those transactions. Thus,

Plaintiff has failed to establish any act of the Defendants

occurring in Oklahoma out of which the asserted causes of action

arise.
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Defendants' Motion To Dismiss is granted and Plaintiff's

Complaint is hereby dismissed without prejudice.

It is so ordered this 7 - day of May, 1972,

%c‘d rp)fcu /z &/

Fred Daugherty ”
United States District Judge







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

WDI ENERGY CO., E. A. SMITH
and V. W. McKNAB,

Plaintiffs,
FILEID
MAY 2 21972

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

_VS.—.

HYDRO-JET SERVICES, INC., a
Texas corporation, A. B. FLY,
JOHN E. MORRISON, JR., JACK I.
MACKEY, BOB EWEN, LANE CUMMINGS,
and J. D. POLLARD,

N M M N M N S N N N s N W N

Defendants. No. 71-C-62

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Now on this ;;é;;ngéy of May, 1972, there comes before
the Court for its consideration the joint "Settlement Stipula-
tion'" made and entered into between the plaintiffs and the
defendants on the 17th day of May, 1972, which Settlement
Stipulation has been filed with the Court and request that
the Court dismiss the above captioned civil action with
prejudice to both parties against the rcfiling thereof.

WHEREFORE, having considered the aforesaid Settlement
Stipulation, it is the order and judgment of the Court that
the Complaint filed herein by the plaintiffs and the Amended
Answer and Counter-Claim filed herein by the defendants are
hereby dismissed with prejudice against the refiling thereof,
with each of the parties to pay their own costs incurred

herein.

red Daugher

United States Distri Judge



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

Mo, 71“0--377[:* ' i.. E D
IN CPEN CQURT

MAY 2 2 1970

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

ETHEL C. STURGES,

ROBERT C. TAYLOE, a minor, who )
sues by JACK TAYLOR®, as next )
friend, )
)

Plaintirr, )

)

Vs, )
)

)

)

)

Defendant.

JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGHEERNT

On the /7, (day of May, 1972, this matter came on for
trial. The plaintiff appeared by his attorney, Robert Shiocherd,
the defendant avpeared by her attorney, Best, Sharp, Thomnas &
Glass. The parties apreed that a Jury could be waived and the
matter tried to the Court. After heaping the evidence the Court

entered Judgment in favor of Robert C. Taylior, a minor, in the

amount of $1,500.20.

R -
B T < . o £y
AR feori e (I S i
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTUHERN
DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

LAURA MAE POX,

Plaintirr,

vs., Neo. Til-20378

FILE D
iN OPEN CcounT
MAY & 2 1977
JOHN H. POE, Cierk
. 8. DIiSTRICT COLRT

ETHEL C. STURGES,

Defendant.

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL WITH PRSJUDICH

Comes now the plalntifr, through her attorney, Cari W.
Longmire, and stipulate that the above captioned cause of action

hareln.

be dismissed with prejudice to filing s future actiog

© P Attoffney for"Plalintiff-

s

/

S /-!ﬂ ’ .

‘,—" .,-l - A - {_7 L -
4_}g [ o R A
s A%%orneyf for'Defendant

Ve

And now on this é!;;_day of May, 1072, there came on for
consideratien before the undersigned Judge of the United 3tataes
Distriet Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma, stipulation
of the parties hereto of dismissal, parties hereto having advised
the Court that all dlsputes between the parties have been sattled.

IT I8 THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DHCREED that tho
above styled cause be and the game 1s hereby dismissad wlih prejfudice
to the right of the plaintiff to bring any future acticn arising

from sald esuse of action.




Liw Qrricis
DYER, POWERS &
MARGH
Lut FCUMTH BATIGONAL ELDG,

TULSA, OKLAHOMA 74159

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTIIERN

DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

MARVIN A, STILL,
Vs, Plaintiffs, No. 71-C=392

MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD

COMPANY, A Corporation, F E i E D
Defendant. wat oo BT

JOHN ¥, PO, Clerk
DISMISS AL y g DISTRCT COURT

COMES NOW the Plaintiff, Marvin A, Still, and dismisses the above entitled

action with prejudice to a future cause of action.

Yopaon g Al (F
MARVIN A, STILL, Plaintiff

g —

- T —
AR Ty
ROBERT W, BOOTH, Attorney for
Plaintiff

FRANK ROBERT HICKMAN,
\\M\\( ng Attorney for Plaintiff

‘PU\;-; Llef

\e
W. - -
%NQND\STR\M COURT ORDLR OT DISMISSAL

.
"

NOW on this__?_f_‘zfiay of May, 1972, Plaintiffs dismissal coming on for con~
sideration and counsel for plaintiff herein representing and stating that all issues,
controversies, debts and liabilities between the parties have been paid, scttled and
compromised,

ITIS THE ORDER OF THIS COURT that said action be and the sune 1s hereby

dismissed with prejudice to the bringing of another or future action by the plaiauff

herecin. \ -

JUDGI, UNITED"STATL::S@,&TRICT CAU




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

United States of America,
Plaintiff,

CIVIL NO: 72=C~37

-..V—-

Robert Hoskins, Jr., et al.,

R

" (.; "‘,; Wi
s 39/‘(_
Defendants. ‘ . £ Cler
' el AL, lCi s

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this %-2- day
of May, 1972, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santce, Assistant
United States Attorney, and the defendants, Robert Hoszkins, Jr.,
Geraldine Hoskins, George Vealy and Freddie Vealy, Beneficial
Finance Company, and Planned Credit, Inc., appearing not.

The Court being fuly advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Robert Hoskins, Jr. and Geraldine
Hoskins were served with complaint and summons on February 10, 1972,
that George Vealy and Freddie Vealy were served by publication
as shown on Proof of Publication filed herein; that Beneficial
Finance Company of Oklahoma, Incorporated, was served with complaint
and summons on May 2, 1972; that Planned Credit, Incorporated,
was served with complaint and summcns on February 8, 1972.

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

The Court further finds that this is a suit buased
upon a mortgage note and foreclcsure on a real property mortgage
sccuring said mortgage note and that the following described
real property 1s located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within the
~worthern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot Nine (9), Block Biloven (11}, Suburban

Acres Sccond Additicon to the Citv of Tulsa

County of Tulsa, State of Oklehoma, according
to the recorded plat thorcor.



THAT the defendants, Robert Hoskins, Jr. and Geraldine
Hoskins, did, on August 17, 1964, exccute and deliver to
Administrator of Veterans Affairs, their mortgage and moritgage
note in the sum of $8,500 with 5% per cent interest per annum,
and further providing for the payment of monthly installments
of principal and interest; and

The Court further finds that the defendants,

Robert Hoskins, Jr. and Geraldine Hoskins, made default under

the terms of the aforesaid mortgage note by reason of their

failure to make monthly installments due thereon for more than 10
months last past, which default has continued and that by reason
therecf the above~named defendants are now indebted to the plaintiff
in the sum of $7,680.71 as unpaid principal, with interest thereon
at the rate of 5% per cent interest per annum from April 1, 1971,
until paid, plus the cost of this action accrued and accrulng.

IT IS5 THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants,
Robert Hoskins, Jr. and Geraldine Hoskins, for the sum of
$7,680.71 with interest thereon at the rate of 5% per cent per
annum from April 1, 1971, plus the cost of this action accrued
ané accruing, plus any additiocnal sums advanced or to bs advanced
or expended during this foreclosure action by plaintiff bv taxes,
insurance, abstracting, or sums for the preservaltion of the
suptect property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED +that upon
tne failure of said defendants to satisfv plaintiff's mconov
sudgment herein, an Order of fSale shall be issued to tho United
States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma, ccrlondéing
him to advertise and sell, with appraisement the real proporiy
and a»nply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction of plainuiri's
judgment. The residue, 1f any, vo be depositaod withh the Siork

of the Court to await further order of the Court.



IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that fro

and after the sale of said property, under and by virtuc of

3

this judgment and decree, all of the defendants and

them and all persons claiming under them since the filing of

m

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.

L

e

S (( - /é/( PR S S .-\\

United States Districtr_Judge

APPROVED.
.
<?7i47%7/§?1/l
. _',’.';' 7 e 7 '/. —;4 x ,‘:a-/r_‘,
ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney

A



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

United States of America,

Plaintiff,

CIVIL NO: 72-C-47
—-V—

Vivian Lamont Snyder, a single
woman,

Mt N e M it et e e St

Defendant.

b
]

JUDGMENT Cr

o]

"0

3|

‘”CLOSUREHHQ;;.

THIS MATTER COMES on for considerition iiis o -% ‘dav
of May, 1972, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee, Assistant
United States Attorney, and the defendant, Vivian Lamont Snyder,
appearing not.

The Co&rt being fuly advised and having examined the
file herein finds that above-named defendant was served with
pudlication notice in the Tulsa Daily Legal News as shown by
Proof of Publication filed herein.

it appearing that the said defendant has failed 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
Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot Nineteen (19), Block One (1), STACY

LYNN FOURTH, an addition to the City of

Tulsa, Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma,

according to the recorded plat thereof.

THAT the defendant, Vivian Lamont Snyder, did, on

February 17, 1970, execute and deliver to Mercury Mortgage

Company, Inc., her mortgage and mortgage note in the sum of



$15,050 with 8% per cent interest per annum, and further providing
for the payment of monthly installments of principal and interest;
and

The Court further finds that the defendant, Vivian
Lamont Snyder, made default under the terms of the aforesaid
mortgage note by reason of her fallure to make monthly installments
due thereon for more than 13 months last past, which default
has continued and that by reason thereof the above-named
defendant is now indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of
$16,316.87 as unpaid principal, witn interest thereon at the
rate of 8% per cent interest cLer annum from December L, 1%7G6,
until paid, plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERLD, ADJUDGED AND DECRELD that
the plaintiff have and recover Judgment against Vivian Lamont
Snyder for the sum of $16,316.87 with interest thereon at the
rate of 8% per cent per annum from Decembexr 1, 1970, plus the
cost of this action accrued and accruing, plus any additicnal
sums advanced or to be advanced or expended during this foreclosure
action by plaintiff by taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums
for the preservation of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upon
the failure of said defendant to satisfy plaintiff's money judgment
herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to the United Statces
Marshal for the Northern District of Cklahoma, commanding him
tc advertise and sell, with appraisement the real propertv 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 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, Vivian Lamont Snyder and any
persons clalming under her 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

(f”1f>‘ . :3 5&’ ?f
e I oy € t"”_‘)f;f: & ¢ [ ¢ L L y

Uiilted States Distrddgt Judge 4

any part therecof.

APPROVED.

T T L
LTI T
ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN PISTRICT O OKLAHOMA

United States of America,
Plaintiff,

CIVIL NO: 72=-C=52

—V—

Paul W. Russell, et al.,

Nt Nt el Mt e M M it S et

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this :?’2‘/aay
of May, 1972, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee, Assistant
United States Attorney, and the defendants, Paul W. Russecll and
Dale I. Russell, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined
the file herein finds that both defendants were served by
publication as shown by proof of publication filed herein.

It appearing that the said defendants have failed
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
Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot One (1), COURSIY ADDITION, an addition

in Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma, according

to the recorded plat thcereof.

THAT the defendants, Paul W. Russell and Dale I. Russcll,

s
47
i
&

-

Zid, on December 3, 1869, exccute and deliver to Finance

Corporation their mortgage and mortgage note in the sum of



$9,900 with 7% per cent interest per annum, and further providing
for the payment J6f monthly installments of principal and interest;
and

The Court further finds that the defendants, Paul
W. Russell and Dale I. Russell, 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 continucd and that by reason thereof
the above-named defendants are now indebtoed to the plaintiff
in the sum of $9,831.48 as unpaid principal, with interest thereon
at the rate of 7% per cent interest per annum from September
1, 1970, until paid, plus the cest of this action accrued and
accruing.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants,

Paul W. Russell and Dale I. Russell, for the sum of $9,831.48
with interest thereon at the rate of 7% per cent per annum from
September 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 by taxes,
insurance, abstracting, or sums for the preservation of the
subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upcn
the failure of said defendants to satisfy plaintiff's noney
judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to the United
Stetes Marshal for the Norxthern District of Oklahoma, commanding
him tc advertise and sell, with appraisement the real proverty
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 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, 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 or to the real property

.&: K
7 s ',
17‘:\ [ s (’_//é/k <o —{ bt ?t

Onited States District Judge /f

or any part thereof.

APPROVED.

Al L il

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney
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FILED
MAY 1 1972

JOHN H. POE, Clerk
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE U, §, DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA e :

United States of America, )
)
Plaintiff,)
CIVIL ACTION NO., 70~C=-377
vs.

Tract No. 1122M

Less, Situate in Nowata County
State of Oklahoma, and
Margaret Rorschach, et al.,
and Unknown Owners,

)

)
35.49 Acres of Land, More or )

) 2/3 of the Lessor Interest

)

)

)

)
Defendants.)
JUDGMENT

l.
NOW, on this 18 day of May » 1972, this matter

comes on for disposition on application of the parties for entry
of judgment fixing just compensation in this matter, and the
Court, after having examined the files in this action and being
advised by counsel, finds:

2.

This judgment applies only to 2/3 of the lessor interest
in the estate condemned in Tract No. 1122M, 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.

4,

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

5.

The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the

Complaint herein give the United States of America the right,

power, and authority to condemn for public use the promerty



described in such Complaint. Pursuant thereto, on December 9,
1970, the United States of America filed its Declaration of
Taking of such described property, and title to the described
estate in such property should be vested in the United States
of America as of the date of filing the Declaration of Taking.
Provided, that the estate taken should be limited by the stipu-
lation of the parties described below in paragraph 8.

6.

Simultaneously with filing the Declaration of Taking,
there was deposited in the Registry of this Court, as estimated
compensation for the taking of the described estate in subject
property, a certain sum of money, and all of such deposit has been
disbursed, as set out below in paragraph l14.

7.

On the date of taking in this action, the owners of
2/3 of the lessor interest in the estate taken in subject tract
were the defendants whose names are shown below in paragraph 14.
Such named defendants are the only persons asserting any interest
in such property. All other persons having either disclaimed or
defaulted, such named defendants are entitled to receive the just
compensation awarded by this judgment.

8.

On May 4, 1972, the owners, of 2/3 of the lessor interest
in the estate taken in the subject tract, and the United States
of America have executed and filed herein a stipulation whereby
they have agreed that the estate taken by the Plaintiff in this
case does not include any coal in the subject tract and likewise
does not include gold, copper, iron, or other hard minerals. In
other words the estate taken in this case is limited to oil and
gas rights (together with related equipment) and other minerals
which are produced as oil or gas or produced as a component or
constituent of oil or gas, whether hydrocarbon or non-hydrocarbon.
Such stipulation should be approved.

9.
The owners of the subject property and the Plaintiff

have advised the Court that they are ready for trial and that

2.



the witness for the Plaintiff would testify that the fair market
value of 2/3 of the lessor interest in the estate taken in sub-
ject tract is $6,100.00. The owners have advised the Court that
they will adopt the testimony of the Plaintiff's witness as their
own and request that judgment be entered in that amount. Under
these circumstances no trial is necessary and judgment should be
entered as requested.

10.

This judgment will create a deficiency between the
amount deposited as estimated compensation for subject property
and the amount fixed by the Court as to just compensation, and
the amount of such deficiency should be deposited for the benefit
of the owners. Such deficiency is set out below in paragraph 14.

11.

It Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that
the United States of America has the right, power, and authority
to condemn for public use Tract No. 1122M, as such tract is par-
ticularly described in the Comnlaint filed herein; and such tract,
to the extent of the estate described in such Complaint, but as
limited by paragraph 12 herein, is condemned and title thereto is
vested in the United States of America, as of December 9, 1970, and
all defendants herein and all other persons interested in such
estate are forever barred from asserting thereto any claim,

12,

It Is, Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the
stipulation of the parties, described in paragraph 8 above, to the
effect that the estate taken in this case does not include coal,
and limiting the estate taken is approved.

13,

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that on the
date of taking, the owners of 2/3 of the lessor interest in the
estate condemned herein in subject tract were the defendants
whose names appear below in paragraph 14, and the right to
receive the just compensation for such interest is vested in

the parties so named.



14,

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that,
based upon the statement of the parties, just compensation for
2/3 of the lessor interest in the estate taken in the subject
tract is fixed at $6,100.00 and such award is distributed as
follows:

TRACT NO. 1122M
(2/3 of lessor interest)

Owners:
Margaret Rorschach -- 1/6 of total lessor interest
Rufus R, Riley ~---—-- 1/2 of total lessor interest

Award of Just Compensation
for 2/3 lessor interest . . . . . . $6,100.00

Allocation of award, deposit and disbursals:

Rorschach Interest Riley Interest
Share Of awa rd L ] » - L ] L] [ ] - - - - L] ' L} - - » ' -

Deposited as estimated compensation

and disbursed toowner . . . . . . . 668,33 . . . 2,005.00
Balance due to owner and
deposit deficiency . . . . . . . . § 856,67 . . . $2,570.00
15.

It Is Purther ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the
United States of America shall deposit in the Registry of this
Court, in this civil action, to the credit of the subject tract,
the deficiency sum of $3,426.67, and the Clerk of this Court

then shall disburse such deficiency deposit in this case as

follows:
To Margaret Rorschach . . . . .$856.67
To Rufus R. Riley . . . . . .52,570.00
/8/ Allen E. Barrow
~ UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
APPROVED:

/8/ Hubert A. Marlow

HUBERT A. MARLEOW
Assistant United States Attorney




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FCR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT CF OKLAHOMA

United States of America, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
vE. ; CIVIL ACTION NO. 68-C-107
4,00 Acres of Land, More or Less, ) Tract No. 422
Situate in Rogers County, State of )
Oklahoma, and Lawrence H. Humphrey, )
et al., and Unknown Owners, )
) -
Defendants. )} E I L E D
May 9 -
171970
United States of America, ) JOHN H. po
) - FOE, (g
/] rk
Plaintiff, ) + S DISTRy
R COURT
vs. ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 68-C-108
)
14.80 Acres of Land, More or Less, ) Tracts Nos. 432 and 432E
Situate in Rogers County, State of )
Oklahoma, and James L. Finegan, )
et al., and Unknown Qwners, )
)
Defendants., )

JUDGMENT

(74

Now on this S day of May, 1972, the parties to this action

having requested Judgment of the Court on the Report of Commissioners filed
herein on January 20, 1972, and the Court having considered the proceedings and
files herein and being fully advised finds that:
1.
The Court has jurisdietion of the subject matter of this action and
all parties having any interest in the subject property.
2.
on May 7, 1968, the United States of America &as Plaintiff filed its
Declaration of Taking, in the actions consolidated herein, pursuant to the Acts
of Congress giving it the authority and right to condemn for public use the
subject property.
3.
With the filing of the Declarations of Taking there was deposited with
the clerk sums of money that were estimated as compensation for taking the sub-

Jeot tracts, and disbursement of such sums were mede to the defendants.



L,

The parties to this action entered a Stipulation for Revestaent and
For Just Compensation covering Tract No. 432E, which was filed in this cause
on September 17, 1970. On the same date the defendants returned to the registry
of this Court the sua of $610.00 representing the surplus between the deposit
of estimated compensation and the agreed just compensation for such tract,
and such sum is presently on deposit to the credit of these cases. Said Stipu-
lation should be adopted by the Court.

5.

The Report of the Commissioners filed herein on January 20, 1972,
should be accepted and adopted as findings of fact &3 to Tracts L22 and 432,
and the amount of just compensation for the subject lands is hereafter adjudged.
The judgment establishes a deficiency between the amount deposited as estimated
compensation, for sald Tracts 422 and 432, and the award of just compensation
for said tracts as fixed by this Court and Plaintiff should deposit & sum of
money sufficienet to cover such defieciency with interest as herein provided.

6.

The defendants James [. Finegan, Quide L. Finegan and Lawrence H.
Humphrey are the only defendants asserting any interest in the subject lands
and were the owre rs of the estates condemned and are entitled to receive the
Just compensation awarded by this Judgment.

7.

It is therefore ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the United States
of America has the power and authority to condemn for public use the subject
tracts as described in the Declarations of Taking filed in these consclidated
actions, and title thereto, to the extent set forth in the Declarations of
Taking is vested in the United States of America as of May T, 1968, and the
defendants and all other persons are forever barred from asserting any claim
to such estate. PROVIDED that the title to Tract 432E is limited to the extent
provided in the Stipulation for Revestment filed in this cause September 17, 1970.

8.
It is further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that on the date of taking

the owners of the estate taken in the subject tracts were James L. Finegan,



Quide L. Finegan and Lawrence H. Humphrey and they are vested with the right to
recelve the just compensation.
9.

It is further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the Report of the
Commissioners filed herein on January 20, 1972, is confirmed and the sums therein
avarded are adopted as just compensation to the defendants, as to Tracts Nos.
422 and 432, in the total sum of $32,267.00 and having withdrawn, as to these
two tracts the sum of $6,507.00, there is & deficlency owing the defendants in
the sum of $25,760.00 with interest at 6% per annum thereon from May 7, 1968,
until date of payment of such deficiency and interest into the registry of this
Court.

lo.

It is further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the Stipulation for
Revestment and for Just Compensation, described in paragraph 4 above, be and
hereby is confirmed and the sum of $200.00 is adopted as the award of just com-
pensation for the estate taken in Tract L32E, The defendsnts have been paid in
full as to said tract. The sum of $610.00 refunded by the defendants shall be
applied to reduce the amount required to be deposited by the Plaintiff.

11.

It is therefore ORDERED AND DECREED that there being on deposit the
sum of $610.00, the Plaintiff United States of America shall pay into the
registry of this Court the sua of $25,150,00 plus interest on the deficlency
described in paragraph 9, to-wit the sum of $25,760.00, at &% per annum from
May T, 1968 to the date of deposit and such deposit shall be credited to Civil
Ation No. 68-¢-108. When such deficiency has been deposited the Clerk of this
Court shall disburse the total sum on deposit in said Civil Action 68-0-108

jointly to James L. Finegan, Ouida L. Finegan and Lawrence H. Humphrey.

/8/ Allen E. Barrow

United States District Judge
Approved as to form:

/8/ Hubert A. Marlow

HUBERT A. MARLOW
Attorney for Plaintiff

/s/ Robert W. Raynolds

ROBERT W. RAYNOLDS
/s/ Bill R. Scarth

BILL R. SCARTH
Attorney for Defendaiuts



UNITED STATES DISTRICT CCURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of Americs, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
vs. OIVIL ACTION NO. 68-C-107
4.00 Acres of Land, More or Less, Tract No. 422
Situate in Rogers County, State of )
Oklshoma, and Lawrence H. Humphrey, ) 4F:
et al., and Unknown Owners, ) I ol | L E >
Pefendants. ; MAY 17 1977
JOH
United States of America, ) Us T)’gm‘: g}g Cierk
) SN COURT
Plaintiff, )
)
Vs, ) CIVIL ACTION No, 68-c-108
)
14,80 Acres of Land, More or Less, ) Tracts Nos. 432 and 432E
Situate in Rogers County, State of )
Oklahoma, and James L. Finegan, )
et al., and Unknown Qwners, }
)
Defendants., )}

JUDGMENT

74

Now on this ,/Zﬂ dasy of May, 1972, the parties to this action

having requested Judgment of the Court on the Report of Coumissioners filed
herein on January 20, 1972, and the Court having considered the proceedings and
files herein and being fully advised finds that:

1,

The Court has Jjurisdiction of the subject matter of this action and
all parties having any interest in the subject property.

2.

On May 7, 1968, the United States of America as Plaintiff filed its
Declaration of Taking, in the actions consolidated herein, pursuant to the Acts
of Congress giving it the authority and right to condemn for public use the
subject property.

3.

With the filing of the Declarations of Taking there was deposited with

the clerk sums of money that were estimated as compensation for taking the sub-

ject tracts, and disbursement of such sums were made to the defendants.



L,

The parties to this action entered a Stipulation for Revestment and
For Just Compensation covering Tract No. 432E, which was filed in this cause
on September 17, 1970. On the same date the defendants returned to the registry
of this Court the sua of $610.00 representing the surplus between the deposit
of estimated compensation and the agreed just compensation for such tract,
and such sum is presently on deposit to the credit of these cases. Said Stipu-
lation should be adopted by the Court.

5.

The Report of the Commissioners filed herein on January 20, 1972,
should be accepted and adopted as findings of fact as to Tracts 422 and 432,
and the asmount of just compensation for the subject lands is hereafter adjudged.
The judgment establishes a deficiency between the amount deposited as estimated
coapensation, for said Tracts 422 and 432, and the award of just compensation
for said tracts as fixed by this Cowrt and Plaintiff should deposit & sum of
money sufficienct to cover such deficiency with interest as herein provided.

6.

The defendants James L. Finegan, Quida L. Finegan and Lawrence H.
Humphrey are the only defendants asserting any interest in the subject lands
and were the owrers of the estates condemned and are entitled to receive the
Just compensation awarded by this judgment.

T.

It is therefore ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the United States
of America has the power and authority to condemn for public use the subject
tracts as described in the Declarations of Taking filed in these consolidated
actions, and title thereto, to the extent set forth in the Declarations of
Taking is vested in the United States of America as of May 7, 1968, and the
defendants and all other persons are forever barred from asserting any claia
to such estate. PROVIDED that the title to Tract 432E is limited to the extent
provided in the Stipulation for Revestment filed in this cause September 17, 1970.

8.
It is further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that on the date of taking

the owners of the estate taken in the subject tracts were James L. Finegan,

24



Ouida L. Finegan and Lawrence H. Humphrey and they are vested with the right to
receive the just compensatlion.
g.

It is further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the Report of the
Commissioners filed herein on January 20, 1972, is confirmed and the sums therein
awarded are adopted as just compensation to the defendants, as to Tracts Nos.
ko2 and 432, in the total sum of $32,267.00 and having withdrawn, as to these
two tracts the sum of $6,507.00, there is a deficiency owing the defendants in
the sum of $25,760.00 with interest at 6% per annum thereon from May 7, 1968,
until date of payment of such deficiency and interest into the registry of this
Court.

10.

It is further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the Stipulation for
Revestment and for Just Compensation, described in paragraph L above, be and
hereby is confirmed and the sum of $200,00 is adopted as the award of just com-
pensation for the estate taken in Tract 432E. The defendants have been paid in
full as to said tract. The sum of $610.00 refunded by the defendants shall be
applied to reduce the amount required to be deposited by the Plaintiff.

1.

It is therefore ORDERED AND DECREED that there being on deposit the
sum of $610.00, the Plaintiff United States of America shall pay into the
registry of this Court the sum of $25,150.00 plus interest on the deficiency
described in paragraph 9, to-wit the sum of $25,760.00, at 6% per annum from
May T, 1968 to the date of deposit and such deposit shall be credited to Civil
Ation No. 68-C-108. When such deficiency has been deposited the Clerk of this
Court shall disburse the total sum on deposit in said Civil Action 68-C-108

jointly to James L. Finegan, Ouida L. Finegan and Lawrence H. Humphrey.

/s/ Allen E. Barrow

United States District Judge
Approved as to form:

/s/ Hubert A. Marlow

HUBERT A. MARLOW
Attorney for Plaintiff

/s/ Robert W. Raynolds
ROBERT W. RAYNOLDS
/s/ Bill R. Scarth

BILL R. SCARTH
Attoriey for Defendants
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U. S. DISTRICT COURT

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

BRUCE H. HARLTON, JR.,
Plaintifr,

Vs, 69-C-152

THE SECRETARY OF THE UNITED

STATES AIR FORCE, UNITED STATES
OF AMERICA, :

T et M e S S M e Sl N

Defendant.

JUDGMENT

IT IS ORDERED that plaintiff have hils name placed on
the permanent disability retired list of the Unlted States Ailr
Force as of September 1, 1962, V.A. Code 5002 and 5286, rated
at 100%,with entitlements to disability retired pay effective
September 1, 1962, and computed on the basls of 10 years and
26 days longevity at the highest rank attained of Captain.

1T IS ORDERED that the United States of America be
credited for all previous retirement benefits paid.

IT IS ORDERED that the Unlted States is not entitledlto
credit for active reserve and National Guard pay and allowances
recelved by Plaintiff, which allowances were actually earned by
Plaintiff.

IT IS ORDERED that plaintiff is granted interest at =-re
raze of 6% on all disability retirment arrearage payments from

due date,



IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Air Force Accounting and
Finance Center, Denver, Colorado, calculate and establish the
amount due Captaln Harlton, pursuant to this order.

ENTERED this /O4€Gay of 20 cony , 1972.

— D

CHIEF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



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

JOHN C., McGRATH, Receiver for )
Century Geophysical Corporation, )
Debtor, )
Plaintiff, ) -
v. ) NO. C-72-7
)
HIGHLANDS INSURANCE COMPANY, A ) E
Corporation )
’ Defendant. ) 'L ED
MAY 151972,
ORDER JOHN H. POE, Clerk

U. S. DISTRICT COURT
Upon motion of both plaintiff and defendant, and !

for good cause shown,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the
Court that the above styled and numbered cause of action
upon the part of the plaintiff, John C, McGrath, Receiver
for Century Geophysical Corporation, is hereby dismissed
with prejudice to further action as against the defendant,
Highlands Insurance Company.

Dated this /A5 day of May, 1972,

ED DAUGHERTY
United States District Judge

OF/B ESCHE, McDERMOTT & ESKRIDGE
torneys for Plaintiff

(I Ciett

ALEX CHEEK
OF CHEEK, CHEEK & CHEEK
Attorneys for Defendant




IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THI! MNORTHERN DISTRICT QF OF LAHOMA

WANDA SUF HANAN,

FIlLEI[p

MAY 151972

JOHN H. PUE, Clerl;
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

Plaintiff,

UNITED DOLLAR STORES, INC,,
a foreign corporation,

i i L S )

Defendant. No. 72-C-12

_ORDER DISMISSING CAUSF_ WITH PRIJUDICT

Now on this Zﬁ;i;“‘day of ilay, 1972, it having heen macde
to appear to this Court that the plaintiff's action herein has
been fully compromised and settled and upon plaintiff's
Application that her action on file herein should be dismissed
with prejudice to the bringing of any future action;

It is therefore ORDERED that the above and within action
is hereby DISMISSED with prejudice to the brinaing of a future

action.

/S

red Daugherty, Judge
States District Court




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FPCR TIo
NORTHERN DISTRICY O CKLAHIOMA

EARLE M. JORGENSEN CO.,
a corporation,

Plaintiff,
No. 70-C-363-

VE.

CRESCENT PRECISION PRODUCTS, INC.,
a corporation,

d vt et b b i) bt bt b e

=~
SlhLEp
Defendant. ok :
NIAY 15 §f?" Pff/
JOUN K. g o
ORDER . Si _D‘{ST‘“’ q‘:rr‘\:drﬁ

’I
/'/’ 3 -L; LI t H"’l
This matter coming on to be hbard this [,? day of May,

1972, hééége the Court upon the Joint Motion and Stipulation of
plaintiff and defendant to dismiss the plaintiff®s claim and the
defendant's counterclaim herein, with prejudice, and the Court
being fully advised in the premises finds that pursuant to said
uOlnt Motion and Stlpulatlon che Cpmplaint and the Answer and

/W{ ,f._,r/:_.!_", . t/
Counterclainy/should be and *the same are hereby dismissed, with

prejudice, at the plaintiff®s costs.

Lo, L R
b . - PR
R L~ .
ﬁ o 4 - o
- ,r' " S . f >
= ‘ . e [ S

ALLEN E BARROW, JUDGE

APPRCVED:

,/h- - }/ > “,"f-’;‘ ; _/Af ]

Jack H. Santee
MARTIN, LOGAN, MOYERS, MARTIN & CONWAY
Attorneys for Plaintiff

T 'l'l

R -
it P
L ;,.‘-\.f AP

Sam P. Daniel, Jr.

. DOERNER, STUART, SAUNDERS, DANIEL

& LANGENKAMP

. Attorneys for Defendant




UNITED STATES DISTRLICT COURT

FOR THE NORTIHHRNE DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JAMES D, HODGSON, Secretary of Labor
United States Departwent of Labor

Plaintiff

v.

CIVIL ACTION

MORTLE HOMES, INC., a Corporation
and GARY PINALTO, Individually,
Vice-President

ile No. 71-0~334
FiL ED
MAY 15197,
ORDER _OF DISMISS N, JOHN H. PUE, Olerk
U.ShiNSTHCT COURT

pPlaintiff having filed his complaint herein, and

——r e S et me® fau* M Mt et e e

Defendants

thereafter defendants having assured plointiff and this
court that they will fully cowmply in the futurc with the
provigsions of the Foir Laher womndsrog fot, a8 amended, and
defendants having paid to plaintiff §$3,000.00 for the usé and
bernefit of defendants' employees, representing unpaid wages
due such employees, and defendants having entered into a
stipulation of compliance, wherein defendants specifically
agree to comply with all pertinent provisions of the Falilr
Labor Standards Act of 1938, as awmended;

It is, therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED
that the above stvled and numbered cause be, and the sane

hereby is, dismissed, with prejudice, with costs to defendants.

DATED this 4 ? day of SV g . 1972,

o &

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA b | i

CHARLES EDWARD JONES, ) |
) .
Petitioner, ) ;
) !

| V. ) Case No. 72-C-132 Civil

: )

| THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) !
| ) FILED |
| Respondent. ) [
MAY 111972 |
l Jurin H. POE, Clerk i
! 0RDE R U. S. DISTRICT COURT !

Proceeding under the provisions of 28 U.S.C.A. §2255, Petitioner
seeks vacation of his conviction on the basis that a proper asser- !
tion of his privilege against self incrimination would have been an
absolute defense to a crime charged against him under 26 U.S.C.A.

| §4742(a), acquiring marihuana without paying the tax thereon.

| Petitioner relies on Leary v. United States, 395 U.S. 6, 23 L.Ed. 2d|

I
l
|
57, 89 S.,Ct. 1532(1969). Petitioner also requests that his sentence;
l
I

for another related crime be reduced to the minimum as a first

offender,

| Although leary v. United States, supra, is retroactive, it does

i not apply to Petitioner's case. Leary was prosecuted under 26 |
V {

. U.S.C.A. §4744(a)(2). Leary does not apply to cases arising under

! 26 U.S.C.A, §4742(a). Minor v. United States, 396 U.S. 87, 24 L.Ed.

' 24 283, 90 S.Ct. 284 (1969). As Petitioner plead guilty to a crime !
" under the latter statute, his Motion must fail. The issue raised by
' Petitiomer relating to the presumption of illegal importation createc

by 21 U,S5.C.A, §176(a) and invalidated by Leary v. United States,

g
| supra, is not in any way involved in Petitioner's conviction,
4
1

i M
d
k
b

t



As to Petitioner's requested reduction of sentence, such requesq
i

jmust in the first place be made under the provisions of Rule 35, |
I

|

!Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure and in the second place must be

jmade within 120 days of final judgment, Petitioner was sentenced
|0ctober 30, 1968 by this Court, no Appeal was taken therefrom and
thus more than 120 days have passed since that time until the date

of filing Petitioner's instant Motion.

1 o R Sk i e o e = v s -

i Petitioner's Motion Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §2255 is therefore !

It is so ordered this {(b- day of May, 1972,

Loo o e Liid)

Fred Daugherty
United States District Judge |
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE/#Ay {1 97
{

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA 10K 1y, p,
JOANN CHILES ) us. DISTRICr' Clerk
’ COURT
Petitioner, ;
vs. ) NOo. 72-C-88
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ;
Respondent. )
ORDER

The Court has for consideration a § 2255 motion of Joann Chiles
wherein she alleges that in her trial for violations of 21 U.S5.C. § 174
and 26 U.S.C. § 4705(a) she was denied due process of law as guaranteed
by the Constitution of the United States in the following particulars,
to-wit:

1. The Government's failure to record the Grand Jury proceedings
prevented her from establishing that the indictment was issued with no
supporting evidence and therefor subject to being quashed.

2. The evidence presented at the trial was legally insufficient to
support a conviction.

3. The mandatory sentence provisions under which she was sentenced
having been repealed, the old law is no longer effective as to any Fed-
eral prisoner; thus, she is entitled to parole since she has served one-
third of her sentence.

Petitioner by allegations one and two presents issues decided against
her by the Court of Appeals on appeal from the original judgment. United
States vs. Birmingham, et al., 454 F.2d 706 (10th Cir. 1971) Although
the strict doctrine of res adjudicata does not apply to § 2255 motions,
absent extraordinary circumstances, the doctrine uniformily followed in
the Federal Courts is that a motion to vacate sentence does not serve the
purpose for again reviewing allegations disposed of on direct appeal.
Wapnick vs. United States, 311 F.Supp. 183 (D.C.N.Y. 1969), aff'd. 423 F.2d
1361 (2nd Cir. 1970), cert. denied 400 U. S. 845; Baca vs. United States,
383 F.2d 154, 156 (10th Cir. 1967), cert. denied 390 U. S. 929.

Petitioner's third contention is decided against her by the per curiam
opinion in Dorothy May Page vs. United States, __ F.2d ____ (10th Cir, 1972)
72-1001 filed April 27, 1972, wherein, on the issue of whether the sen-
tencing provisions of the new Comprehensive Drug Abuse, Prevention and
Control Act of 1970, P.L. 91-513, effective May 1, 1971, may be applied
to a sentence imposed prior to that date under the provisions of the old
law, 26 U.S.C. § 7237, the Circuit Court concluded that the saving clause

of the Act prevents its retroactive application.



The Court finds no extraordinary circumstances calling for again
reviewing the allegations one and two; and, as to allegation three, the
Circuit Court has stated its position, against petitioner. Thus, the
Court finds that this § 2255 motion is without merit and should be over-
ruled.

IT IS, THEREFCRE, ORDERED that the § 2255 motion of Joann Chiles be
and it is hereby overruled and dismissed.

Dated this /O day of May, 1972, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

- : ]
2725 Cé%E:/E;§§£w1f14ng¢Jf_—ﬂ

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




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

ANNIE L. LaFRANCE,

)
)
Plaintiff, ) 71-C-15
) .
vs. )
)
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
)
Defendant. ) F i L. E D
MAY 1 U 1972

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

JUDGMENT

Based on the Findings of Fact and Concluslons of Law flled
this date,

IT IS ORDERED THAT.judgment be entered 1n favor of plalintiff
and against the defendant in the sum of $10,000.00
plus interest at the rate of 10% per annum until paid.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that defendant take nothing by

virtue of 1ts counter-claim.

ENTERED this /Q day of Prt g , 1972.

CHIEF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

C. W. FLEMINGS and
WILMA FLEMINGS,

)
)
)
Plaintiffs, )
)
vs. ) 70-C-337
)
THE AETNA CASUALTY AND )
SURETY COMPANY, ) FILE
) -
Defendant. ) MAY 10 1972
JOHN H. POE, Clerk
JUDGMENT | U. S. DISTRICT COURT

Based on thé Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law filed
this date. |

IT IS ORDERED that judgment be entered in favor of plaintiffs
and against the defendant in the sum of $15,750.00, plus 1nterest

at the rate of 10% per annum untll paid.

ENTERED this /¢7 day of _ ~## cem , 1972.

Cartr SZ 0

CHIEF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

United States of America,

Plaintiff,
CIVIL NO: 72~C=-32

FI1LED
MAY 101972 /&7

JUHI H. FOE, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

u.v-t

Lonnie Green Akins, et al.,

Defendants.

N et et e Sttt ot et ot Nomge®

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this /¢~ day
of May, 1972, the Plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee, Assistant
United States Attorney, and the defendants, Lonnie Green Akins,
Christine Akins, Lowell Meeks aka Lowell W. Meeks, Georgia
M. Meeks, Luke R. Wells, and Gertrude C. Wells, appearing
not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined
the file herein finds that Lonnie Green Akins, Christine Akins,
Lowell Meeks aka Lowell W. Meeks, Georgia M. Meeks, Luke R.
Wells, and Gertrude C. Wells were served by publication as
shewn by Proof of Publication filed herein.

It appearing that the said defendants have failed
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 foreciosure on a real property
mortgage securing said mortgage note and that the following
described real property is 1océted in Tulsa County, Oklahoma,
within the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot Twelve (12), Block Forty-four (44),

VALLEY VIEW ACRES SECOND ADDITION to the

City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma,
according to the recorded plat thereof.



THAT the defendants, Lonnie Green Akins and Christine
Akins, did, on October 11, 1963, execute and deliver to
Administrator of Veterans Affairs, their mortgage and mortgage
note in the sum of $9,750 with 5% per cent interest per
annum, and further providing for the payment of monthly
installments of principal and interest; and
The Court further finds that the defendants, Lonnie
Green Akins, Christine Akins, Lowell Meeks aka Lowell W.
Meeks, Georgia M. Meeks, Luke R. Wells, and Gertrude C. Wells,
mad:2 default under the terms of the afqresaid mortgage
nota 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 above-named
defendants are now indebted to the plaintiff in the sum
of $8,54B8.18 as unpaid principal, with interest thereon
at the rate of 5% per cent interest per annum from June 1, 1971,
until paid, plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED
that the plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants,
Lonnie Green Akins, Christine Akins, Lowell Meeks, aka, Lowell
W. Meeks, Georgia M. Meeks, Luke R. Wells, and Gertrude C. Wells,
for the sum of $8,548.18 with interest thereon at the rate
of 5% per cent per annum from June 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 by taxes, insurance, abstracting,

or sums for the preservation of the subject property.



st W

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
upon the failure of said defendants to satisfy plaintiff's
money judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued
to the United States Marshal for the Northern District
qf Oklahoma, commanding him to advertise and sell, with
appraisement the real 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
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 deqree, 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 or to the real property or any part thereof.

Dt Do o

United States DistrictdJudge

APPROVED.

A (’W%ﬂg\

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney



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

United States of America,

Plaintiff,
CIVIL NO: 72-C-33
-nv--

Thomas C. Dorse, et al.,

F | L“ EE E}
MAY9 gy,

JOHN H PUE,
. . Llar
U s DISTRICT, COumy

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

178

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this E day
of May, 1972, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee,
Assistant United States Attorney, and the defendants,Thomas C.
Dorse, Mary K. Dorse aka Mary Kay Dorse, Thomas J. McCauley,
Kathryn F. McCauley, Fred J. Harmon, Peggy V. Harmon, Phil
W. Keith aka Phil Wade Keith, and Agnes J. Keith aka Agnes
Jo Keith , appearing not.

The Court being fuly advised and having examined
the file herein finds that Thomas J. McCauley and Kathryn F.
McCauley were served by publication as shown on Proof of Publication
filed herein; Thomas C. Dorse was served with complaint and summons
on February 8, 1972; Fred J. Harmon and Peggy V. Harmon were
served with complaint and summons on February 9, 1972; Mary
Kay Dorse, Phil W. Keith, and Agnes J. Keith were served with
complaint and summons on February 10, 1972,

It appearing that the said defendants have failed
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 1is located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma,
within the Northerxrn Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot Ten (10), Block One (1), Yahola Heights

Addition to the City of Tulsa, Tulsa County,

State of Oklahoma, according to the recorded

plat thereof.

THAT the defendants, Thomas C. Dorse and Mary K. Ddrse,
did, on November 25, 1963, execute and deliver to Administrator
of Veterans Affairs, their mortgage and mortgage note in
the sum of $9,750 with 5% per cent interest per annum,
and further providing for the payment of monthly installments
of principal and interest; and

The Court further finds that the defendants, Thomas
C. Dorse, Mary Kay Dorse, Phil: W. Keith aka Phil Wade Keith
and Agnes J. Keith aka Agnes Jo Keith, made default under
the terms of the aforesaid mortgage note by reason of their
failure to make monthly installments due thereon for more
than 12 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 $8,811.22 as unpaid
principal, with interest thereon at the rate of 5% per
cent interest per annum from December 1, 1970, until paid,
plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED
that the plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants,
Thomas C. Dorse, Mary Kay Dorse, Phil W. Keith aka Phil wWade
Keith and Agnes J. Keith aka Agnes Jo Keith, for the sum
of $8,811.22 with interest thereon at the rate of 5% per
cent 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 by taxes, insurance, abstracting, or

sums for the preservation of the subject property.

i~



IT I5 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
upon the failure of said defendants to satisfy plaintiff's
money judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued
to the United States Marshal for the Northern District
of Oklahoma, commanding him to advertise and sell, with
appraisement the real 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
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, 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 or to the real property or any part thereof.

United States District Judge

APPROVED.

/8/ Robert P. Santee '

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney



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

United States of America,
Plaintiff,

CIVIL NO: 72-C-34

na-v-_

Fred Bee Underwood, et al.,

Tt Nt Mt ot S e it Vet Vs it

MAY 3 197,
Defendants. JUHV _18&?
iV H, }“UE, le”.{
JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE U.s. DISTRICT COURT
THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this day

of May, 1972, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee,
Assistant United States Attorney, and the defendants, Fred Bee
Underwood and Carole A. Underwood, appearing not.
The Court being fuly advised and having examined
the file herein finds that Fred Bee Underwood and Carole A.
Underwood were served with complaint and summons on March 21, 1972.
It appearing that the said defendants have failed
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 Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:
Lot Thirty (30), Block Fifty-seven (57),
VALLEY VIEW ACRES THIRD ADDITION to the
City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma,
according to the recorded nlat thereof.
THAT the defendants, Fred Bee Underwood and Carole
A. Underwood, did, on July 29, 1970, execute and deliver

to Administrator of Veterans Affairs, their mortgage and

mortgage note in the sum of $12,000 with 8% per cent interest




~ per annum, and further providing for the payment of monthly
installments of principal and interest; and

The Court further finds that the defendants, Fred
Bee Underwood and Carocle A. Underwood, made default under
the terms of the aforesaid mortgage note by reason of their
failure 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 $12,048.69 as unpaid
principal, with interest thereon at the rate of 8% per cent
interest per annum from May 29, 1971, until paid, plus the
cost of this action accrued and accruing. |

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants,
Fred Bee Underwood and Carcle A. Underwood, for the sum of
$12,048.69 with interest thereon at the rate of 8% per cent
per annum from May 29, 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 by taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums for
the preservation of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
upon the failure of said defendants to satisfy plaintiff's
money judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to
the United States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
commanding him to advertise and sell, with appraisement the
real 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 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, 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 or to

the real property or any part thereof.

United States District/ Judge

APPROVED,

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney



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

XOE N RDGCXDRSCRIR KR XL NGO X X X XXX XX 000X XX XX XXX XXX XK

state of Oklahoma, ex rel
Uepartment of HEilghways of
tne State cf Cklahoma;

V3.

Certain parcels of land in Osage County,
Oklahoma, containing 1.80 acres, more oOr
less; Harold West, Sr. and Celestia Mae

West, husband and wife; and the unknown oL 71-C-303

heirs, executors, administrators, trustees,
legatees, devisees, creditors and assigns

of Charlie West, Allotee No. 79, Deceasec:
County Treasurer of Osage County, Oklahow:z:. . — L Eﬂ ™
and The United States of America; ; 1 =ed.

T N M M A N N N N M e M e e

t
'
S o~

Defer. . : = s§ aar 8 1972

34N H. POE, Clerk
LS. CiSTRICT. COURT

JOURNAL ENTE”

£/ o
NOW ON the é/ day of 52%&26{ sy , tnis matter
e — /
came on for triil pursuant to assigiment, :’ainti:. cearing oy its
attorney, James D. Payne , and defzndants . _zaring by

their attorney, Lm0 /2 SHVTFS feer™ 5. AL

Beth partles in open court walve tri__ -7

B o - -

-4 agree that

the issues may be tried by the court with : tne . vention or

aid of a jury. Whereupcon the court exam:- P and pleadings

and heard in open court the statements of  _~z=z_ : doth sides

and found as follows: that this was a cc.  .--z=: roceeding

instituted by plaintiff; that commissicne . . z»= . .- and regularly

appointed by the court and filed their re = - = . 1lith gay or
Novengbher s 1971 3 that the scle . .z T. .2 Letermined in

this case 1s the amount of compensation - .© =3z zz2ferdants shoula

recelve because of plaintiff's appropriaz. . of tne lsuua hercinafter

deszcribed. The court found tnat the def: 2195 wioulc recover Loe

sum of__Two Thousand and no/100 L

($ 2.000.00 ) dollars, which would __-sr the auamsees due Lhe

defendants, as well as full compensatiorn “or Lhe land Luken.
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DLECREED by the court that
the defendants above named do have and recover judgment of and from

the plaintiff in the total sum of_ Two Thousand and no/100

($2.000.00 y dollars. It is

further ordered by the court that since the plaintifl has heretofore

deposited with the Clerk of the Court the sum of One Thousand and

no/100 ($1,000.00 ) dollars for
credit of the defendants, the defendants smourd recover Judg-
ment of and from the nlaintiff the sum of QOnz Thousand and
no/100 ' ($1,000.00 ) dolilars, which the
plaintiff (is) Opmed) ordered to pay througnh the Clerk of

this Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED tiat plaintiff's
appropriation in fee simple, excepting and reservii.z all minerals
other than sand, rock and gravel, of the following Z:scribed property,

to-wit:

(SEE NEXT PAGE)



SAP-57(46)
FParcel Nos. 3 and 3.1

October 8, 1671

A strip, plece or parcel of land lying i~ part of the SW% of Section 6,
T 24 N, R 6 E in Osaze Cournty, Oklahoma. =Said parcel of land being
described by metes and bounds as follows:

Leginning at a point on the South line oI =aid SW%, 235.45 feet West

of the SE corner of said SWk, thence Ves: slong said Scuth line g
distance of 237.80 fect, thence N 17°43'.. = a dis-ance of 192.96 feet
thence N 29°01'40"E a distance of 382.84 2. z2t, thence I 17°43'49'

a distance of 481.32 feet, thence § 72°16° 9% a :‘;Lathp of 50.0C feet
to the present West right-of-way line of S-zce His®
Northeasterly along said right~of-way linc z disti--e of 111.60 fee
to the Last line of said SWk, thence Sous . . lope -
distance of 327.85 feet to the present Ea. rig
Highway No. 18, thence Southwesterly aler =
distance of 772.09 feet to point of begin-_-

e

ast line a
: :—:i~“°y line of State
id =iig~cf~way line a

Containing 1.80 acres, more or less of nz =izht-cI-way, the remaining
area included in the above description bz- : 2,17 z:zrec of right-of-way
occupied by the present highway.

All bearings contained in this descriptic- --2 bz:.. o~ the Oklahoma
State Plane Coordinate System and are not ~:zronc-_:-.t Jearings,

Also, a temporary grant for the purpose oi zonstruc - 1 a detour on the
following described tract:

Beginning at a point on the East line of :-:1 SWk%, ¢7 ..9 feet North of

the 8E corner of said SWk%, thence North .07z gaid T 7 live a distance

of 98,36 fcet to the point where the Eas:z .. .ht-o:- . .ine of State
Highway No. 18 interscects the East line .. ::d & * .nce Southwesterly
along said right-of-way line a distance S.72 . .. thence W 29°02725"g
a distance of 152.97 feet, thence N 17°4" Za -2 ef 62.03 fecet

to point of baginning.

Containing (.13 acres, more or less.

All bearings contained in this descripti:- _.-= =:z:. . == the Oklahoma State
Plane Coordinate System and are not astr.. =.:21 - .7ings.
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be deemed complete and final and that the appropriation by plaintiff

in the condemnation proceeding is apprcved and confirmed.

APPRAOVED:

fi

1
/%f%//’ ) 7 APl
AtFBrney fer PlaintXff

’ Al

)
; Ly—" ey . e AP Y

v
s T S, A

Attorney Ffor Defendants ~

Come. Fts

LZSTRICT JUDGE



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE g D
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA g § [ P
;

wnrs B
ST, PAUL FIRE & MARINE INSURANCE ) OE C\Efk
COMPANY, a Foreign Corporation, ) )OHN WP T' COUP\TA
Plaintiff, ) U, S. DISTRICH, bu

Vs, : NO. 70-C-15 4~

)
GARY BRUMLEY, a Minor, by his Mother )
and Next Friend, Mrs, H, G, BRUMLLEY, )
GARY BRUMLEY, an Individual, and )
JAMES C., WALKER, M.,D., }
Defendants, )

ORDER DISMISSING COMPLAINT AND CROSS-PETITION AND ALL
AFFIRMATIVE PRAYERS FOR RELIEEF WITH PREJUDICE

-

AT TULSA, within the Northern District of Oklahoma, on this _é_/__ day of
April, 1972, there having been presented to the undersigned United States District
Judge the Motion to Dismiss plaintifl's Complaint and the defendant's Cross-PetitiorW,
joined in by all of the parties invelved in the same, toge ther with thols rospective
counsel, and the Court having read the same and being well and sufficiently advised
in the premises finds that an order dismissing the said Complaint filed herein by the
' plaintiff and the defendant's James C. Walker, Cross-Petition, and all prayers for
affirmative relief as prayed for by the defendant, James C. Walker, and the defend-
ant, Gary Brumley, a minor by his mother and next friend, Mrs. H. G. Brumley, and
Gary Brumley, an individual, should issue herein.

The Court further finds from the Motion and Stipulation that there were
never any acts of impropriety or fraud on the part of the defendants, or their re-
| spective attorneys. _

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED BY THIS COURT that the Complaint filed here-
in by the plaintiff, St. Paul Fire & Marine Insurance Company, a Foreign Corpora-
tion, be and the same is hereby dismissed with prejudice.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED BY THIS COURT that the Cross-Petition filed }
herein by the defendant, James C, Walker, ac against the plaintift, St. Paul Fire & |
Marine Insurance Company, a Foreign Corporation, and all furthor affirmative
i prayers for relief as prayed for by the defendant, James C, Walker, and the defend-
1 ant, Gary Brumley, a rainor, by his mother and next friend, Mrs, H. G. Brumley,

i
and Gary Brumley, an individual, be and the same are hercby dismissed with prejudice,

,f/L € ‘.';ZK- Con L. &

FRED DAUGHERTY  (/ A
United States District Judge




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

HARTFORD ACCIDENT AND )
INDEMNITY COMPANY, )
) )
Plaintiff, ) /
)
vs. ) NO. 71-C-356
)
) .
FRANK DAN HENDERSON ) FILE D
and LILLIAN YAUNT, ) o -
) MAYS 1972, o/
Defendants, } JOHN H. POE, Clerk

U. 8. DISTRICT COURT

JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

-~

This cause having been duly filed as a Declaratory Judgment
Action in this Court, the deposition of the defendant, Frank Dan Hender-
son, having been taken, filed and duly considered by the Court, the de~
fendant, Lillian Yaunt, filed her Motion For Summary Judgment with a
brief in support thereof, after which plaintiff Hartford Accident And
Indemnity Company filed its Motion For Summary Judgment with a brief
in support thereof, Additional briefs have been filed and considered,

This matter came on for hearing on the respective motions
on March 13, 1972, at which time the Court heard the argument of
counsel and continued this case for further hearing on April 20, 1972,

The Court having invited the parties to present any addi-
tional evidence they cared to present before a ruling of this Court, this
matter was heard on April 20, 1972, at which time additional evidence
was presented and all parties announced at the close of the evidence
that there was no further evidence to be presented,

This Court having examined the pleadings and having studied
the briefs, the deposition of Frank Dan Henderson, and the evidence in
this case and having heard the testimony of withesses and heard the
argument of counsel and being fully advised, finds as follows:

L
That there is no issue of fact left remaining in this case

and this case is, therefore, one for summary judgment,



i1,

That defendant Henderson was involved in a motor vehicle
accident in Tulsa, Oklahoma, on July 29, 1969, while he was driving
a 18965 model Ford pickup truck, Serial No, F10JE636868, which he
had purchased at Wilmington, Delaware, on or about the 17th day of
June, 1969,

I1I,

That defendant Henderson was, at the time of the accident,
insured by a policy of automobile insurance which had been issued to |
him by the plaintiff, Hartford Accident And Indemnity Company, said
policy being better identified as No, 57AZ196471; that said policy pro-
vided automobile liability insurance coverage for a 1965 Ford pickup
F100, Identification No, 681 and a 1966 Ford Galaxie 500, Identification
No. 63B.

Iv,

That the 1965 Ford pickup truck, Serial No, F10JE636868,
purchased in Delaware by defendant Henderson which later was in-
volved in the Tulsa accident was not insured under the said Hartford
policy; that no notice of the acquisition of this vehicle was given to
Hartford within thirty days as stipulated by the policy in order to pro-
vide coverage for this vehicle; that this vehicle involved in the accident
did not replace the 1965 Ford pickup F100, Identification No, 681,
which was insured by the policy for the reason that the said insured
Ford pickup truck had not been disposed of nor rendered inoperable
nor incapable of further service,

V.

That since the Ford pickup involved in the Tulsa accident
was not insured by the plaintiff Hartford's policy, that therefore plain-
tiff Hartford Accident And Indemnity Company provided no automobile
liability insurance coverage under its Policy No, 57AZ196471 for the
automobile accident of July 29, 1969, and therefore the said plaintiff,
Hartford Accident And Indemnity Company, has no liability to defend
any actions, claims or law suits arising out of said accident including
Tulsa County District Court Case No, C-71~-1385, Lillian Yaunt vs.,
Frank Dan Henderson, and that the said company has no duty to indemnify
the said Frank Dan Henderson from any claims or judgments arising
out of the ownership, maintenance or use of said pickup truck, Serial

No, F10JE636868,



IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED
that plaintiff, Hartford Accident And Indemnity Company, have summary
judgment in its favor against the defendants, Frank Dan Henderson and
Lillian Yaunt; that declaratory judgment be and is hereby entered in
this case that no automobile liability insurance coverage existed on
July 29, 1969, or at any other time, under the Hartford Accident And
Indemnity Company insurance policy No, 57AZ196471 concerning a 1965
Ford pickup truck, Serial No, F10JE636868; that the said plaintiff,
therefore, has no duty to defend nor indemnify the insured, Frank Dan
Henderson, in the Tulsa County District Court Case No, C~T71-1385,

Lillian Yaunt vs, Frank Dan Henderson,

?Jﬁl#E;DiSTATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED AS TO FORM:;

r/ ’

ni ompany

-

torney for Lillian Yu



Law OFFIiCES
DYER. POWERS &
KARSH
501 FOURTH NATIGHAL BLOG,

TULSA, OKLAHTIMA 74113

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THIE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF OKILAIIOMA

BOARD OF TRUSTEES, PIPELIND )
INDUSTRY BENEFIT FUND, )
Vs, Plaintiff, ; No, 72-C=120
PRAIRIE CONSTRUCTION CO,., INC., ; =
Defendant. )) A - "

NG g o
mALE T, Ny v
i
Aad 1 PGE, Cleps

ORDER OF DISMISSAL U. S. DISTRIPT
+ O WISTRICT COURT:

Now on ﬂlisﬂﬁay of May, 1972, Plaintiff's Motion for Dismissal coming on
for consideration and counsel for Plaintiff herein representing and stating that all
issucs, controversies, debts and liabilities between the parties have been paid, settled
and compromisoed,

IT IS THE ORDER OF THIS COURT that said action be and the same is hereby
dismissed with prejudice to the bringing of another or future action by the Plaintiff

herein,
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Allen E. Barrow, District Jjudge
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT courr ror THs 1| kL E D
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA EAT 8 1972 ’U

OB H. FOL, Clerk
S. DISTRICT COURT

MYER AARON RUHM, by and through his
parents and next of kin, Howard B.
Ruhm and Norma W. Ruhm,

)
U.
)
Petitioners, g v//
vs. ) NO. 72-c-138

HEZ BUSSEY, ROBERT D. SIMMS, and 3
TOM BRETT, Justices of the Court )
of Criminal Appeals for the State \
)
)
)

of Oklahoma and BOB TURNER, Sheriff
of Oklahoma County,

Respondents.
ORDER

This Court has before it some instruments filed for Myer Aaron
Ruhm by and through his parents and next of kin Howaxrd B. Ruhm and
Norma W. Ruhm. They are alleged to be emergency matters and most
nearly conform to a petition for writ of habeas corpus. As grounds
for the writ, it appears to be contended that the said Myer Aaron Ruhm
is deprived of due process of law by the condition of his appeal bond,
from an Cklahoma State Court conviction, confining him within the State
of Oklahoma. It appears to be further alleged that the conviction of
Myer Aaron Ruhm was based on an unconstitutional Statute of the State
of Oklahoma, T. 10 0.S.A. § 1101, and petitioners rely for support of
this latter contention on the decision of the Tenth Circuit Court of
Appeals in Lamb v. Brown, ___ F.2d ___ (10th Cir. 1972) 71-1355 filed
March 16, 1972. There is further a Motion to Set Recognizance Bond for
Myer Aaron Ruhm during the pendency of these proceedings.

The papers in the nature of a petition for writ of habeas corpus
were originally submitted on behalf of Myer Aaron Ruhm to the United
States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit, and by Order of Chief
Judge David T. Lewis, dated the 13th day of April, 1972, they were trans-
ferred to this Court.

Upon consideration plus examination of the instruments £iled on be-
half of Myer Aaron Ruhm, the Court finds that the parents and next of
kin are residents of California; the State Court of Oklahoma which tried
and convicted Myer Aaron Ruhm is the District Court of Oklahoma County,
Oklahcma City, Oklahoma; the Oklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals sits in
OCklahoma City, Oklahoma; the bondsman on the Oklahoma appeal bond of
Myer Aaron Ruhm is in Oklahoma City, Oklahoma; and, there being some
guestion as to the place of residence within Oklahoma of the said Myer
Aaron Ruhm, there is a genuine question of valid jurisdiction in this

Court in the Northern District of Oklahoma to proceed in this matter.



It further appearing to the Court that disposition herein may redquire
an evidentiary hearing, in which event the persons who may be called
as witnesses are more conveniently locatced in the United States District
Court for the Western District of Oklahoma, and there being no guestion
of jurisdiction in that Court, this Court finds that in the furtherance
of justice, the instruments hcrein filed should be transferred to the
Western District of Oklahoma pursuant to the authority of 28 U.S.C.
§ 2241 (4d).

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that pursuant to the authority of
28 U.S.C. § 2241(d), this cause of action be and it is hereby transferred
to the United States District Court for the Western District of Oklahoma
for hearing and determination.

pated this g day of May, 1972, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

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




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

¢ S

e
EILED
MAYZ2 19720 S

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

WALTER NAPIER,
Petitioner,
V.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Nt Tt Tt Y Vo Vel Magat Sk e

Respondent.

ORDER

THE PETITIONER has filed a "Motion Pursuant to
28 U.S.C. 2255" to vacate his judgment and sentence imposed
May 28, 1970, in the United States District Court for the
Norchern District of Oklahoma, Case No. 70-Cr-39. For the
purposes of this proceeding, the petitioner's version of the
essential facts is accepted as true. He alleges that on or
about February 1, 1970, he was committed to the California
Rerabilitation Center located at Corona, California, pursuant
to a civil commitment under the Welfare and Institutions Code,
§ 3653 of the State of California. On March 20, 1970, he was
removed from the said California Rehabilitation Center by a
deputy United States marshal pursuant to a Writ of Habeas Corpus
Ad Prosequendum issued out of the United States District Court
for the Northern District of Oklahoma. He was then lodged in
the County Jail at Los Angeles, California, until March 22, 1970,
when he was taken by the United States Marshal to Tulsa, Oklahoma.
Prior to leaving the State of California, the petitioner was
never taken before a United States commissioner or judge. After
his trial and conviction, pursuant to the Writ of Habeas Corpus
Ad Prosequendum, the petitioner was returned by the United States
Marshal from Tulsa, Oklahoma, by way of Las Vegas, Nevada, to
the State of California, and surrendered to the California Re-

habilitation Center at Corona, California.



Petitioner claims that his sentence may now be
coilaterally attacked because he was not afforded a removal
hearing in accordance with Rule 40 (b) , Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure, and that after his conviction, he was
illegally returned to the California authorities,

The contentions by the petitioner are without merit.
He assumes a constitutional right to removal hearing, but there
is no constitutional requirement for removal proceedings.

United States ex rel. Kassin v. Mulligan, 295 U.S. 396 (1935);

United States ex rel. Hughes v. Gault, 271 U.S5. 142 (1926) .

The United States District Court for the Northern District of
Oklahoma clearly had jurisdiction to issue the Writ of Habeas
Corpus Ad Prosequendum to secure the presence of the petitioner

for trial. Carbo v. United States, 364 U.S. 611 (1961). It

may be doubted that under the circumstances Rule 40(b) was even

applicable to the petitioner. GSee Bandy v. United States, 408

F.2d 518 (CA 8 1969), cert. denied 396 U.S. 890, and Rush v.

United States, 290 F.2d 709 (CA 5 1961). However, if error did

occur, it does not afford a pasis for collateral attack under
28 U.S.C. § 2255, Relief is not available under this section
for "an error which is neither jurisdictional nor constitutional."

Hill v. United States, 368 U.5. 424, 428 (1962). It was, at most,

an irregularity in preliminary proceedings which is neither
jurisdictional nor constitutional. Therefore, he is entitled to
no relief.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

DATED THIS [ ~ DAY OF MAY, 1972.

ol wntr_

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




