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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FILED
UL 3 11974

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U, S, DISTRICT COURT

JACQUELINE AVERY ZINK,
Executor of the Estate of
JOHN STEELE ZINK,

- Plaintiff,

vs.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Defendant. CIViL NO. 73-C~317

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

The plaintiff and defendant herein having filed a
Stipulation for Dismissal, ~
. a’{ }'@Z
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above entitled ac ionawd

F?/be dismissed with prejudice, with each party to bear its own

costs.

Dated this ﬂa{ day of

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

FILED
| ‘N OPEN courT
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ; '
JUL 1974
Petitioner, ) 31 1974
) P oy
vs. ) . Jack C. Sitver
) Clerk, U, s, District Coypt
§ |
LINDA LOU JENNINGS, g
Patient, ) Civil No. 74-C-32

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

On this date, it appearing from reports received Ty
this Court that the Surgeon General requests termination of
this proceeding due to the patient's request for transfer tﬁ
Aftercare, and the ﬁauxt being advised from said reguest
that said Aftercare program has been arranged and ie to
commence July 31, 1974, xn Grapevine, Texas, and that this
proceeding should be terminated.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that this case is terminated.

/ J/ / é/} Cle e/ - /gg gt

U”Nl‘t;f!.‘ﬁlf) STATES msmww JUDGE




JUDGMENT ON JURY VERDICT CIV 81 (71-83%)

Mniten Dtates Bisfrict Tourt

FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKILAHOMA

CIVIL ACTION FiLE No. 73-C-181
JAMES B. SMITH, )

Plaintiff
vs. - JUDPGMENT
MISSOURI-KANSAS-TEXAS RAILROAD COMPANY,
a foreign corporation, 7
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, in favor of the Defendant.

It is Ordered and Adjudged that the plaintiff take nothing of the

defendant, Missouri-Kansas-Texas Railroad Company, a foreign

corporation.
EILED
JUL 251974
Jack C. Silver, Clerk
1. S. DISTRICT COURT
Dated at JTulsa, Oklahoma  this 25th day

of July , 1974 .




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

MOBILE POWER ENTERPRISES, INC.,
an Oklahoma Corporation, et al,

Plaintiff,
VS. No. 72-C-411
POWER VAC, INC., A Foreign Corpora-
tion and ANILAS, INC.,, a Foreign
Corporation,

Defendants.

Consolidated

EUGENE ASHLEY GAITERS,

Plaintiff,
V8. No. T2-C-412
POWER VAC, INC., a Foreign Corpora-
tion and ANILAS, INC,, & Foreign FILED
Corporation, IN OPEN COURT

Defendants. JUL 25 1974

ORDER JACK C. SILVER, CLERK

U. S. DISTRICT COURT
At Tulsa, Oklahoma, on this 25th day of July, 1974,

the Mandate of the Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit having
been duly entered herein, it is ORDERED that the portions of the
Order of Dismissal With Prejudice of July 9, 1973, and the Order
allowing fees of July 19, 1973, be and they are hereby vacated
insofar as they relate to the payment of attorney fees for the
benefit of counsel for Anilas, Inc. Said Order is to remain in

full force and effect otherwise.

) Atted Lot

[uther Bohanon
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF okLaHoMA ™ | L E D

JUL 251974

- Jack C. Silver, Cler;

ROBERT J. STANTON, Trustee of U. S. DISTRICT COURT

Tulsa Crude Oil Purchasing Company
and its Consolidated Subsidiaries,
Plaintiff,
Vs, No, 74-C-112

TEXPATA PIPELINE COMPANY,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Defendant. )

REQUEST FOR DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

COMES NOW Robert J. Stanton, Trustee of Tulsa Crude Oil
Purchasing Company and its Consolidated Subsidiaries, and requests
this Court to enter an Order allowing plaintiff to dismiss with prejudice
the cause of action and the complaint for the reason that plaintiff and
defendant have entered into a settlement whereby the defendant has agreed
to pay the claim sued upon in the amount of $9,485,.88, each party to

bear its own costs,

ROBERT J, STANTON, Trustee - Plaintiff

By WWM
Ja% O. Ellison, His Attorney
91#World Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Before the Honorable Allen E, Barrow, Chief Judge of the United

States District Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma, this matter was

w

o { “
presented to the Court this 7 § day of .\ Xy —  , 1974, upon the Request

/
for Dismissal with Prejudice, and the Cour/t/ the‘{eupon dismissed the above
entitled cause of action and complaint with prejudice, each party to bear its

own cost,

ALLEN E. BARROW, Chief Judge
United States District Court
Northern District of Oklahoma




CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

A true and correct copy of the above and foregoing was deposited in
the United States mails at Tulsa, Oklahoma, on the 25 dayof \ |l ,
1974, with adequate postage prepaid thereon, addressed to Mr. La ‘/ce
Stockwell, Boesche, McDermott & Eskridge, 1300 National Bank of Tulsa
Building, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103, attorneys for defendant.

James O, Ellison
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff, CIVIL ACTION NO. 74-C-40

)
)
)
)
ve: ) FlLED
DOYLE REYNOLDS, et al., ) ;
)
)

Defendants o ‘
Jack C. Sitver, (I

IS
U. S. DISTRIGT COURT
Z

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this Z é;day

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

of July, 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee, Assistant
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma; the
defendants, County Treasurer and Board of County Commissioners,
Tulsa County, Oklahoma, appearing by their attorney, Gary J.
Summerfield, Assistant District Attorney, District No. 14, Tulsa
County, Oklahoma, and the defendants, Doyle Reynolds, Bernice C.
Reynolds, and Janet Reynolds, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that due and legal process of service was made
on defendants, County Treasurer and the Board of County Commissioners,
Tulsa County, Oklahoma, on January 23, 1974, as evidenced by the
Marshal's Returns of Service herein and that said defendants filed
their Anéwers herein on February 11, 1974; that after diligent effort,
the whereabouts and residence of the defendants, Doyle Reynolds,
Bernice C. Reynolds, and Janet Reynolds, cannot be ascertained; that
they are not residents of the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma
or the State of Oklahoma; that Doyle Reynolds, Bernice C. Reynolds,
and Janet Reynolds were served by publication as appears from the
Proof of Publication filed herein; that the time within which these
defendants may answer or otherwise move as to the Complaint has
expired; that these defendants have not answered or otherwise moved,
and that the time for these defendants to answer or otherwise move
has not been extended and default has been entered by the Clerk of

this Court.
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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 Eight (8), Block Fourteen (14), SOUTHERN

MEMORIAIL ACRES EXTENDED, an Addition to the

City of Bixby, Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma,

according to the recorded plat thereof.

THAT the defendants, Doyle Reynolds and Bernice C. Reynolds,
did, on the 3rd day of March, 1972, execute and deliver to Mercury
Mortgage Company, Inc., their mortgage and mortgage note in the
sum of $21,000.00 with 7 percent interest per annum, and further
providing for the payment of monthly installments of principal
and interest.

That by Assignment of Mortgage dated March 9, 1972, Mercury
Mortgage Company, Inc., assigned said Note and Mortgage to the East
Boston Savings Bank; that by Reassignment of Mortgage dated March 20,
1972, East. Boston Savings Bank reassigned said Note and Mortgage to
Mercury Mortgage Company, Inc.; that by Assignment of Mortgage dated
March 23, 1972, Mercury Mortgage Company, Inc., assigned said Note
and Mortgage to the North New York Savings Bank; that by Reassignment
of Mortgage dated July 3, 1972, North New York Savings Bank reassigned
said Note and Mortgage to Mercury Mortgage Company, Inc., and that
by Assignment of Mortgage dated July 31, 1972, Mercury Mortgage Company
assigned said Note and Mortgage to the Secretary of Housing and Urban
Development, Washington, D. C., his successors and assigns.

The Court further finds that the defendants, Doyle Reynolds
and Bernice C. Reynolds, 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 $21,000.00 as unpaid
principal, with interest thereon at the rate of 7 percent interest

per annum from March 1, 1973, until paid, plus any additional sums




advanced or expended during this foreclosure action by plaintiff
for taxes, insurance, abstracting or sums for the preservation of
subject property, and the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

The Court further finds that there is due and owing to the
County of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, from Doyle Reynolds and Bernice
C. Reynolds, the sum of $625.24 for 1972 and 1973 real estate taxes,
plus costs, and that Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma, should have
judgment for said amount and that such judgment is superior to the
first mortgage lien of the plaintiff herein.

The Court further finds that the defendant, Janet Reynolds,
has or claims some right, title or interest in and to the premises
herein being foreclosed by reason of a Journal Entry After Hearing
filed in the District Court Within and For Tulsa County, Oklahoma on
November 18, 1964, being styled Janet Reynolds vs. Doyle Reynolds,
No. US-2310, which Journal Entry After Hearing arose from a Petition
initiated in the Superior Court, Santa Clara County, California, for
the support and maintenance of his two minor children in the amount
of $50.00 per month, and that Janet Reynolds should have judgment
for said amount, but that such judgment is subject to and inferior
to the first mortgage lien of the Plaintiff herein.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants, Doyle Reynolds
and Bernice C. Reynolds, in rem, for the sum of $21,000.00 as
unpaid principal with interest thereon at the rate of 7 percent
per annum from March 1, 1973, until paid, plus the cost of this
action accrued and accruing, plus any additional sums advanced
or expended during this foreclosure action by plaintiff for taxes,
insurance, abstracting, or sums for the preservation of the subject
property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
County of Tulsa, Oklahoma, have and recover judgment against the
defendants, Doyle Reynolds and Bernice C. Reynolds, in rem, for the
sum of $625.24 for 1972 and 1973 real estate taxes, plus costs as
of the date of this judgment plus interest thereafter according to
law, and that such judgment is superior to the first mortgage lien

of the plaintiff herein.



IT Ié FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT Janet
Reynolds have and recover judgment against Doyle Reynolds, in rem,
in the sum of $50.00 per month from November 18, 1964, for support
and maintenance of his two minor children but that such judgment
be subject to and inferior to the first mortgage lien of the
plaintiff herein.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upon
the failure of said defendants, Doyle Reynolds and Bernice C. Reynolds,
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.
Lol j?[‘xﬁx‘w .
United States District Judge
APPROVED.
”%g' -

ROEERT D. SANTEE *
Assistant Unifted Stgtes Attorney

} ELD vl /
District Attorhey, Dis
nty, State oﬁfokiahoma

14,
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LAW OFFICES

UNGERMAN,
GraseL, &
UNGERMAN

BIXTH FLOOR
WRIGHT BUILDING

TULBA, OKLAROMA

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
MID-CONTINENT, INC., a corporation,

Plaintiff,

Civil Action

vs.

No. 73-c-307 %"

FilLED

HIL 05
“Jack C, Sitver, Cict,
’ 3

JOE T. BRISCOE and BRISCOE TRUCKING
COMPANY, INC,, a corporation,

Defendants.

P o T T i A

Fils

JUDGMENT R
-~ ALK, DioiRl wes

day of =~ ...0 , 1974, there came on for

;

NOW, on this ’.»

trial before the undersigned United S%ages District Judge, the above styled
and numbered matter; plaintiff appeared by its attorneys, Ungerman, Grabel
& Ungerman; the defendant, Joe T. Briscoe, appeared by his attorney, George
Owens; and the defendant, Briscoe Trucking Company, Inc., a corporation, appeare
by and through its duly appointed Receiver, J. Barry Epperson and his attorney,
Lawrence Chambers. Thereupon, the Court found that the defendant had been
duly served with summons in the form and manner prescribed by statute and that
the Court had jurisdiction in the premises.

THEREUPON, the parties having waived trial by jury, this cause
proceeded to trial. The Court, after hearing evidence presented, found that the
allegations of the Complaint of the plaintiff are true; that heretofore and
on the 9th day of May, 1973, the defendants, Joe T. Briscoe and Briscoe
Trucking Company, Inc., a corporation, did make, execute and deliver to the
order of the plaintiff herein on the 9th day of May, 1973, a certain promissory
note whereby said defendants agreed to pay to the plaintiff the sum of $34,926.3
with interest at 6% per annum and attorneys' fees. That the defendants after
making one payment for which credit has been given, failed, refused and neglecte
to make any additional payments on the note as the same became due and that
there is now owing to this plaintiff on its First Cause of Action the sum of
$32,172.79, with interest thereoh at the rate of 6% per annum from the 25th
day of June, 1973, until paid, attorney's fees of $3,217.28, and costs. That
the defendants are indebted on plaintiff's Second Cause of Action in the sum
of $30,494.45 arising from an account incurred by Briscoe Trucking Company,

Inc., and guaranteed in writing by Joe T. Briscoe on the 30th day of January,

1973, together with interest at the rate of 10% per annum from the 17th day of

[N




August, 1973, until paid, attorney's fees of $7,500.00 and all costs of this
action, or a total judgment against the defendants, and each of them, in the
amount of $62,667.24, with interest on the sum of $32,172.79 at the rate of
6% per annum from the 25th day of June, 1973, until paid, and interest on the
sum of $30,494.45 at the rate of 10% per'annum from the l7th‘day of August,
1973, until paid, together with the total attorney's fees in the sum of
$10,717.28, together with all costs of this action.

IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE COURT
that the plaintiff have and is hereby granted a judgment against the defendants
on the plaintiff's First Cause of Action in the principal sum of $32,172.79,
with interest thereon at the rate of 6% per annum from the 25th day of June,
1973, until paid, attorney's fees of $3,217.28, and costs; and a judgment on
plaintiff's Second Cause of Action against the defendants in the principal sum of
$30,494.45, together with interest at the rate of 10% per annum from the 17th
day of August, 1973, until paid, attorney's fees of $7,500.00, and all costs
of this action, for a total judgment of $62,667.24, with interest on the
sum of $32,172.79 at the rate of 6% per annum from the 25th day of June, 1973,
until paid, and interest on the sum of $30,494.45 at the rate of 10% per annum
from the 17th day of August, 1973, until paid, together with the total attorney's
fees in the sum of $10,717.28, together with all costs of this action,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE COURT that
the promissory note sued upon in plaintiff's First Cause of Action is hereby

ordered surrendered, merged and canceled in this Judgment.

Core.. F AZoe

U. S§. DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
UNGERMAN GRABEL & UNGERMAN

B);\i &*‘, /‘//L / /- ,/ d (T P
Attorneys for Plalntlff -
y

AWW /ﬂ —

George
iiiﬁrney for the defendant Joe T. Briscoe

$r@ice Chambers
Attorney for the Receiver
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IN THE UNITED ETATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA j&@% C; Sihf%i’, m@d{

U. S, DISTRICT COURT.

WILLIAM J. CUNNINGHAM, g
Plaintiff §
&
&
WILLIAME BROTHDERS OVERSEAS £
COMPANY , LTD., AND COMMERCIAL §
INBURANCE COMPANY OF NEWARK, ¢
NEW JERSEY, g
Befendants B

ORDER

s

Now, on this %éj_‘/i day of Q\M 7/ ¢+ 1974, there came
on for consideration before the wu:‘i{mmfi{gn&ﬁ Judge of the Unlted
States District Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
stipulation of the parties h@mta of dismissal, parties hereto
having advised the Court that all disputes between the parties
have been settled.

iT I8, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
above-styled cause be and the same is hereby dismissed with

prejudice to the right of the Plaintiff to bring any furtheyx

action arising from said cause of action.

LUTHER BOHANON
ONITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

ILYMAN P. ST. CLAIR, g
Plaintiff, ;
vs. ; NO. C-73-68
ST. LOUIS-SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY, )
'a foreign corporation, and LYNN B. HURT, 5&2‘“ i EW oy
) :
Defendants. ) i 241974
ORDER Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

Now, on this 24th day of July, 1974, this matter comes on for consideration
| before the Court upon plaintiff's application to dismiss with prejudice said suit,
ias said cause of action has been fully settled between the parties.

Upon consideration thereof, IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED,
| AND DECREED by the Court that the above styled and numbered cause of action

be and the same is hereby dismissed with prejudice to further action.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff, CIVIL ACTION NO. 74-C-43'"

BILL E. MABRAY a/k/a BILL

)

)

)

)

vSs. )
;

EUGENE MABRAY, et al., )
)

)

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this GQZLA* day
of July, 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee,
Assistant United States Attorney for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, and the defendants, Bill E. Mabray a/k/a Bill Eugene
Mabray, Dorothy J. Mabray, John W. Hughes, and Lou Ann Hughes,
appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined
the file herein finds that due and legal process of service
was made on the defendants, Bill E. Mabray a/k/a Bill Eugene
Mabray and Dorothy J. Mabray, on Februaryvll, 1974, as appears
from the Marshal's Returns of Service herein; that after diligent
effort, the United States Marshal for the Northern District of
Oklahoma was unable to locate the defendants, John W. Hughes and
Lou Ann Hughes, within the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma,
and that due and legal process of service was made on these
defendants by publication, as appears from the Proof of Publica-
tion filed herein on June 14, 1974, and

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:
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Lot Twelve (12), Block Sixteen (16), NORTHRIDGE,

an Addition in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, according

to the recorded plat thereof.

THAT the defendants, Bill E. Mabray and Dorothy J.
Mabray, did, on the 27th day of January, 1964, execute and
deliver to the Administrator of Veterans Affairs, their mortgage
and mortgage note in the sum of $9,300.00 with 5 1/4 percent
interest per annum, and further providing for the payment
of monthly installments of principal and interest.

The Court further finds that the defendants, John W.
Hughes and Lou Ann Hughes, were the grantees in a General Warranty
Deed from defendants, Bill E. Mabray and Dorotﬁy J. Mabray, dated
December 28, 1972, and filed in Book 4050, Page 62, of the Mortgage
Records of Tulsa County, Oklahoma, wherein John W. Hughes and Lou
Ann Hughes assumed and agreed to pay the mortgage indebtedness

being sued upon herein.

The Court further finds that the defendants, Bill E.

Mabray and Dorothy J. Mabray, John W. Hughes and Lou Ann Hughes, 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 $7,815.03 as unpaid
principal, with interest thereon at the rate of 5 1/4 percent
interest per annum from February 1, 1973, until paid, plus
the cost of this action accrued and accruing, and any additional
sums advanced or expended during this foreclosure action by
Plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting or sums for the preser-
vation of the subject property.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants,
Bill E. Mabray a/k/a Bill Eugene Mabray and Dorothy J. Mabray,

in personam, and John W. Hughes and Lou Ann Hughes, in rem, for

the sum of $7,815.03 with interest thereon at the rate of 5 1/4
percent per annum from February 1, 1973, until paid, plus

the cost of this action accrued and accruing, plus any additional



]

sums advanced or expended during this foreclosure action by
plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums for the
preservation of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
upon the 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 fiiing
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.

székﬁ% Cﬁgr;(é;§mfﬁﬂw%%&//m

United States District Judge

APPROVED.

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FCR THE ,
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA JaLK

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff, CIVIL ACTION NO. 74-C-23+v

)

)

)

)

vS. ;
KENNETH R. SELLERS, et al., )
)

)

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this(fgffff{day
of July, 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee, Assistant
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma; the
defendants, County Treasurer, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, and Board of
County Commissioners, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, appearing by their
attorney, Gary J. Summerfield, Assistant District Attorney, District
No. 14, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, and the defendants, Kenneth R. Sellers,
Shirley Sellers, and Daniel Roy Marcus, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that due and legal process of service was made on
defendants, County Treasurer and the Boardvof County Commissioners,
Tulsa County, Oklahoma, on January 16, 1974, as evidenced by the
Marshal's Returns of Service herein and that said defendants filed
their Answers herein on February 4, 1974; that after diligent effort,
the whereabouts and residence of the defendants, Kenneth R. Sellers,
Shirley Sellers, and Daniel Roy Marcus, cannot be ascertained; that
they are not residents of the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma
or the State of Oklahoma; that Kenneth R. Sellers, Shirley Sellers,
and Daniel Roy Marcus were served by publication as appears from
the Proof of Publication filed herein on June 14, 1974, and

It appearing that defendants, Kenneth R. Sellers, Shirley
Sellers, énd Daniel Roy Marcus, 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 Promissory note and foreclosure on a real property mortgage
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IR nald Promissory note and that the following described
Leal property is located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within’the
opthern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot Seventeen (17), Block Six (6), NORTHGATE

THIRD ADDITION, to the City of Tulsa, Tulsa

County, Oklahoma, according to the recorded

plat thereof.

THAT the defendants, Kenneth R. Sellers and Shirley Sellers,
did, on the 13th day of May, 1971, execute and deliver to Diversified
Mortgage and Investment Company their mortgage and Promissory note
in the sum of $14,400.00 with percent interest per annum at the rate
of 7 percent and further providing for the payment of monthly install-
ments of principal and interest.

That by Assignment of Mortgage of Real Estate dated May 20,
1971, Diversified Mortgage and Investment Company assigned said Note
and Mortgage to the Federal National Mortgage Association, and by
Assignment dated August 22, 1972, Federal National Mortgage Associa-
tion assigned said Note and Mortgage to the Secretary of Housing and
Urban Development, Washington, D. C., his successors and assigns.

The Court further finds that the defendants, Kenneth R.
Sellers and Shirley Sellers, made default under the terms of the
aforesaid Promissory 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 $14,239.77
as unpaid principal, with interest thereon at the rate of 7 percent
interest per annum from March 1, 1973, until paid, plus any additional
Sums advanced or expended during this foreclosure action by plaintiff
for taxes, insurance, abstracting or sums for the preservation of
subject property, and the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

The Court further finds that there is due and owing to the
County of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, from the defendants, Kenneth R.
Sellers and Shirley Sellers, the sum of $499.01 for 1972 and 1973
real estate taxes, plus costs, and that Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma,
should have judgment against said defendants for said amount, and that
such judgment should be superior to the first mortgage lien of the

plaintiff herein.



IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants, Kenneth R.
gellers and Shirley Sellers,_in rem, for the sum of $14,239.77 with
interest thereon at the rate of 7 percent per annum from March 1,
1973, plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing, plus any
additional sums advanced or to be advanced or expended during this
foreclosure action by plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting,
or sums for the preservation of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT the
County of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, have and recover judgment
against the defendants, Kenneth R. Sellers and Shirley Sellers,
in rem, for the sum of $499.01, plus costs, for 1972 and 1973 real
estate taxes, as of the date of this judgment plus interest thereafter
according to law, and that such judgment be and is superior to the
first mortgage lien of the plaintiff herein.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT the
plaintiff have and recover judgment, in rem, against the defendant,
Daniel Roy Marcus.

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 F:URTHER 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.




. LA
9. ot ... . .
* 3

(2t & £ Dnnisens

United States District Judge

APPROVED.

ROBER‘I‘ P SANTEE
A531stant United States Attorney

SUML
wSSlstant 1s r;c ttorney ,lstrl t 14,
Tulsa Cowity /ahoma
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR THE
' NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

EILED
JUL 451974

VAN ST. JOHN, Individually, and
as Guardian of TERRY G, ST. JOHN,
MARK S. ST. JOHN and SUSAN E.

S o Jack C. Silver, Clerk
Plaintiffs, 0. 8. DISTRICT COURT
vs. ‘No. 73-C-266

MISSOURI-KANSAS-~-TEXAS RAILROAD

COMPANY and H, F. GALE, an FILED
Individual, IN OPEN COQURT
JUL 231974

Nt Nt Nl sl Nt ot Sl St N s s st et st

Defendants.
Jack C. Silver, Clerk
JOURNAL ENTRY oF Jgupgment U.S. DISTRICT COURT

On this 23rd day of July, 1974, the above cause comes on for
hearing. Plaintiff Van St. John appears in person, Plaintiffs Terry
G. St. John, Mark S. St. John and Susan E. St. John appear by and
through their father and legal Guardian Van St. John and by their
attorney, Floyd L. Walker. Defendants Missouri-Kansas-Texas Rail-
road Company ("M-K-T") and H. F. Ga;e appear by their attorney,

R. Dobie Langenkamp and Doerner, Stuart, Saundérs, Daniel & Langen-
kamp. All parties waive trial by jury and setting of trial assign-
ment, and the Court proceeded to hear the éﬁidence. After receipt
of sworn testimony the Court being fully advised in the premises
finds that the Plaintiff Vvan St. John, individually, should have
and recover of and from the Defendant M-K-T the sum of $30,000.00
and court costs and the Plaintiff Van St. John as Guardian of Terry
G. St. John, Mark S. St. John and Susan E. St. John, respectively,
should have and recover the sum of $30,000.00 to be divided, share

and share alike, between the three said children.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that Plaintiff, Van St. John, individually, have and recover of
and from the Defendant M-K-T the sum of $30,000, plus costs, and
Van St. John, as Guardian for Terfy G. St. John, Mark S. St. John

and Susan E. St. John, have and recover of and from the Defendant



M-X-T judgment in the sum of $30,000.00 and court costs to be

divided, share and share alike, among said three children.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Defendant
H. F. Gale, Jr. be dismissed from this suit with prejudice.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that said amount
of $30,000.00, payable to Van St. John, Guardian, after the deduc-
tion of attorney's fees as app;oved by the District Court of Tulsa
County (Probate Division), shall be held by said Van St. John pur-
suant to said Guardianship and further order of the District Court

of Tulsa County (Probate Division).

JUDGE OF THE U.S. QIBTRICT COt/I(éT




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

MAPCO, INC., a Delaware
Corporation,

Plaintiff,
vs.

THERMO~CHEM CORPORATION,
a Delaware Corporation,

JUL&J 74@{/

+Jack C, Silver, Clark
U..A.SW,D STRICT COURT

Defendant.

N Sttt Vst gl Sag st Vst il St ot
~
3
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ORDER OVERRULING DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT AND SUSTAINING PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT AND JUDGMENT
Pursuant to the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of
Law filed this date,
IT IS ORDERED that Defendant's motion for summary
judgment be and the same is hereby overruled.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that plaintiff's motion for
sumary judgment be and the same is hereby sustained.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that judgment be entered in favor
of plaintiff and against the defendant.
ENTERED this ~¢gx4 day of July, 1974.

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

UNLiTED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

)
)
)
)
vs, ) CIVIL ACTION NO, 72-C-421 v
)
L. F. BETTS SUPPLY COMPANY a/k/a )
L. F. BETTS SUPPLY CO., INC., )
a/k/a L. F. BETTS SUPPLY COMPANY, )
INC., et al, )
)
)

Defendants,

I 22 1974
Ak €. Sitver, 01

JUDGMENT FOR FORECLOSURE

ol
THIS MATTER COMES ON for consideration this /3“ day of

/

S;a;agéa1 ~ , 1974, the Plaintiff appearing by Robert P, Santee,
A sistanéygniped States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma; def-
endants, L. F. Betts Supply Company a/k/a L. F. Betts Supply Co., Inc., a/k/a
K. D. Root a/k/a K. D, Skip Root; A, J. Root, Jr., and Treva DiAnn Root ap-
pearing by their attorneys, Ungerman, Grabel & Ungerman; Oklahoma Employment
Security Commission appearing by its attorney, Milton R. Elliott; Oklahoma
Tax Commission filing its Disclaimer herein; and the defendants, Tom Martin,
Bobby Myers, Frank Miller, Don Volm a/k/a Daniel E, Volm, and Carrol Volm
appearing not; and

The Court being fully advised and having examined the file herein

finds that defendants, L. F, Betts Supply Company a/k/a L. F. Betts Supply
Co., Inc., a/k/a L. F, Betts Supply Company, Inc.; K. D, Root a/k/a K, D.

Skip Root; A, J. Root, Jr.; and Treva DiAnn Root were served with Summons and

Complaint on November 22, 1972; with First Amendment to Complaint on August

7, 1973; that defendants, Oklahoma Employment Security Commission and Okla-
homa Tax Commission were served with copies of Summons and Complaint, First
Amendment to Complaint and Second Amendment to Complaint on February 11, 1974,
all as appears from the U. S. Marshal's Returns of Service herein.

The Court further finds that due and legal process of service
was made on defendants, Tom Martin, Bobby Myers, Frank Miller, Don Volm a/k/a

Daniel E. Volm, and Carrol Volm, by publication, as appears from the Proof




of Publication filed herein on June 24, 1974, and that these defendants have
failed to answer herein or otherwise plead and that default has been entered
by the Clerk of this Court.

The Court further finds that this is a suit based upon a Secur-
ity Agreement, a Promissory Note, and foreclosure on a real property Mortgage
securing said Security Agreement and Prohissory Note and that the following
described real property and chattels are located in Ottawa County, State of
Oklahoma, within the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Beginning at the NW Corner of the NE/4 of the SW/4
of Section 35, Township 29 North, Range 23 East of
the Indian Meridian, Ottawa County, Oklahoma; thence
East a distance of 693 feet for a point of beginning;
thence South a distance of 210 feet; thence East a
distance of 210 feet; thence North a distance of 210

feet; thence West a distance of 210 feet to the point
of beginning containing one acre, more or less,

All machinery and equipment, trucks, furniture and

fixtures inventory, accounts receivable, and contract

rights now owned and hereafter acquired, and all pro-

ceeds therefrom, and one building approximately 80'

x 120' housing the L, F. Betts Supply Co., Inc.,

located on leased land in Quapaw, Oklahoma (except-

two automobiles and one milling machine.)

That the Defendants, L. F. Betts Supply Company a/k/a L. F.
Betts Supply Co., Inc., a/k/a L. F., Betts Supply Company, Inc., K. D. Root
a/k/a K. D. Skip Root and Treva DiAnn Root, did, on October 21, 1968, make,
execute and deliver to the Security Bank and Trust Company of Miami, Oklahoma,
their certain Security Agreement, Promissory Note and Mortgage in the sum of
$50,000.00 with interest thereon at the rate of 8 per cent per annum, and
further providing for the payment of monthly installments of principal and
interest; and
The Court further finds that the Security Bank and Trust Company

of Miami, Oklahoma assigned said instruments to the Small Business Administra-
tion on the following dates:

(1) Financing Statement and Security Agreement on April 19,
1972;

(2) Promissory note on April 12, 1972; and

(3) Mortgage of Real Estate on April 18, 1972,

The Court further finds that the defendants, L. F. Betts Supply

Company a/k/a L. F. Betts Supply Co., Inc., a/k/a L. F., Betts Supply Company,




® o o

Inc., K. D. Root a/k/a K. D, Skip Ruot and Treva DiAnn Root, made default un-
der thé terms of the aforesaid instruments by reason of their fazilure to make
monthly installments due thereon for more than 18 months past, which defauit
has continued and that by reason thereof, the above-named deiendants are now
indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of $35,970.53, together with interest
accrued thereon in the amount of $648.69 through October 5, 1972 and interest
accruing at the rate of 8 per cent per annum, or $6.1199 per day.

The Court further finds that the corporate defendant referred to
in the preceding paragraph has heretofore filed its voluntary petition in
bankruptcy and that the individual defendants named in the preceding paragraph
have heretofore filed their respective voluntary petitions in bankruptcy and
have been discharged of any personal liability for the indebtednesses referred
to in the preceding paragraph and hereinafter referred to in the decretal
part of this Order. |

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that for the pur-
pose of enabling plaintiff to foreclose its mortgage and security interest
liens on the real and personal property hereinabove described, the Plaintiff
have and recover Judgment against Defendants, L. F, Betts Supply Company
a/k/a L. F. Betts Supply Co., Inc., a/k/a L. F. Betts Supply Company, Inc.,

K. D. Root a/k/a K. D, Skip Root and Treva DiAnn Root, in rem, insofar as

said defendants have or claim any rigﬁt, title or interest in and to the afore-\
said real and personal property, in the principal sum of $35,970.69, together
with interest accrued thereon in the aéount of $648.69 through October 5, 1972,
and interest accruing thereafter at the rate of 8 per cent per annum, oOr
$6.1199 per day.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT for the purpose
of enabling Plaintiff to foreclose its mortgage and security interest liens
on the aforesaid real and personal property, the Plaintiff have and recover
judgment against Defendant, A. J. Root, Jr., in rem, insofar as said defend-
ant has or claims any right, title and interest in and to the aforesaid real
and personal property, for and in the sum of $25,000,00 plus interest, by

virtue of a Guaranty in the amount of $25,000,00 executed by said Defendant
on November 14, 1968,
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Defendant,

State of Oklahoma ex rel Oklahoma Employment Security Commission, for the

purpose of enabling it to foreclose its lien for taxes against the aforesaid
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real and personal property, have and recover judgment against defendant, L.
F. Betts Supply Company a/k/a L. F. Betts Supply Co., Inc., a/k/a L. F. Betts
Supply Company, Inc., in rem, insofar as said defendant may have or claim any
right, title and interest in and to the aforesaid real and personal property,
in the principal sum of $387.22, plus interest in the amount of $126.19 plus
any additional taxes due and owing on the date of sale of subject property,
plus interest according to law.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT the plaintiff
have and recover judgment in rem against the defendants, Tom Martin, Bobby
Myers, Frank Miller, Don Volm a/k/a Daniel E. Volm, and Carrol Volm,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT upon the failure
of defendants L. F. Betts Supply Company a/k/a L. F. Betts Supply Co., Inc.,
a/k/a L. F, Betts Supply Company, Inc., K. D. Root a/k/a K. D. Skip Root,
Treva DiAnn Root, and A. J. Root, Jr., 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 chattels listed hereiﬁ and apply the pro-
ceeds 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 and First and Second Amendment herein, be
and they are forever barred and foreclosed of any right, title, interest or

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

W

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

/ /
ROBERT P SANTEE
A sistant U. s. Attorney

/7 // 73 lez/y

MILTON R. ELLIOTT, Chief Attorney
State of Oklahoma ex rel Oklahoma
Employment Security Commission




UNGERMAN, GRABEL & UNGERMAN

Sixth Floor, Wright Building

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

Attorneys for L. F. Betts Supply Company, Inc.,
K. D, Root, Treva DiAnn Root & A. J. Root, Jr.
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FARMER, WooLsEY,
FLIPPO & BAILEY
INCORPORATED
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
602 NATIONAL BANK
OF TULSA BUILDING
TULSA, OKLA, 74103
(918) 585-1181%
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT WITHIN AND FOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

DAWNITA JO SALDANA, by and
through her next friend,
RUTH SALDANA,

Plaintiff
-vs-— No. C-72-372
LIONEL SUNTOP and WILLIAM ) ' l_ E: [)
EDWARDS, co-partners, d/b/a N op=p co
LIGHT IMPRESSIONS, ) URT

y  JUL 22194
Defendants. )

Jack C. Sitver Clerk
U.s. DISTRICT COURT
JUDGMENT

) A "
NOW on this /22 d;;_;;~;§%g§;T974, this matter came

for trial of the issues herein, the minor Plaintiff, Dawnita
Jo Saldana and her mother and next friend appearing personally
and with their attorney, N. Franklyn Casey, the Defendants
appeared by and through their attorney, Lawrence A. Johnson.
The Court, after having heard evidence in support of
the Complaint finds that Plaintiff should be awarded judgment
for and in the sum of $2,000 based upon libel and invasion
of privacy.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, DECREED, AND ADJUDGED that
Plaintiff should be and she is awarded judgment for and in

the sum of $2,000.

/;5/ c;Z&'ML MQL&M«@4ﬂ«;§;

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




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

THOMAS F. CASEY, III,
Petitioner,
vs. CIVIL ACTION NC. Ti-c-31v

JAMES R. SCHLESINGER,

Secretary of Defense;

J. W. WARNER, Secretary of Navy;
ADMIRAL ZUMWALT,

Chief of Naval Operations;

VICE ADMIRAL D. W. COOPER,

Commander of Naval Districts;

ADMIRAL R. E. RIERA, F? l R‘ E: E)
Commandant of 8th Naval District; JUL 2221974
CAPTAIN EVANS, Commanding Officer “re K

of Naval and Marine Corps i , P
Training Center in Tu]_sa; N JﬁCzi C. Sih!er, CICzi
COMMANDER KENNETH BACHELOR, U. S. DISTRICT COURT
Naval Reserve Group Commander; -
LIEUTENANT COMMANDER DONALD ARMES,

Commanding Officer 8-51,

Respondents

JUDGMENT

{
& .
NOW, on this 2.2-7 day of July, 1974, this matter

having been considered by the Court and a decision having been
duly rendered,

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED THAT this action, which was
initiated by Plaintiff's Petition for a Writ of Habeas Corpus,
should be and is dismissed without prejudice and the Order pro-
hibiting’transfer of Petitioner issued by this Court on
January 18, 1974 should be and is hereby dissolved.

S N / 4
B \] C(‘ 4(‘, i \'3 & IR /K ( 2 ?K .

"~ UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE .
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff, CIVIL ACTION NO. 73-C-180
vs.

PRYOR CREEK MOBILE HOME
DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, et al.,

FILED
JUL 181974

. Jack C. Silver, Clers
JUDGEMENT OF FORECLOSURE  U. S. DISTRICT COURT

R Tl L e o e

Defendants.

THIS MATTER COMES ON for consideration this / lei day
of July, 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee, Assistant
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma; the
defendant, George E. Brewer, Attorney-at-Law, appearing on behalf
of himself and Pryor Creek Mobile Home Development Corporation;
defendant, Graybar Electric Company, Inc., appearing by its attorney,
Joseph R. Roberts, and filed its Disclaimer herein on January 22,
1974; defendant, American Bank of Oklahoma, Pryor, Oklahoma, appear-
ing by its attorney, Luke A. Wilkerson; and the defendants, Ralph
Moore, Attorney-at-Law; Master Construction Company, and United Steel
Fabricators, Inc., appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the file
herein finds that due and legal process of service of Summons and
Complaint was made on Pryor Creek Mobile Home Development Corporation
by serving Ralph E. Smith, President, and George E. Brewer, attorney
therefor, on June 22, 1973, and service of Summons and Amendment to
Complaint was made on Pryor Creek Mobile Home Development Corporation
by serving George E. Brewer, Attorney-at-Law, on December 20, 1973;
that service of Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint was
made on Graybar Electric Company on January 4, 1974; on Ralph Moore,
Attorney-at-Law, on January 2, 1974; on George E. Brewer, Attorney-at4
Law, on December 20, 1973, and on American Bank of Oklahoma, Pryor,
Oklahoma, on January 2, 1974, all as appears from the Marshal's Returns

of Service herein; that after diligent effort, the location of the



defendants, United Steel Fabricators, Inc., and Master Construction
Company could not be ascertained and these defendants were served
by publication as appears from the Affidavit of Publication filed
herein on May 3, 1974, and

It appearing that defendants, Ralph Moore, Master Construc-
tion Company, and United Steel Fabricators, Inc., 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 Mayes County, Oklahoma, within the Northern Judicial
District of Oklahoma:

All that part of the Southwest Quarter of the

Northeast Quarter (SW/4 NE/4) of Section Seven (7),

Township Twenty-One (21) North, Range Nineteen (19)

East of the Indian Base and Meridian lying West of

the M.K.&T. Railroad Right of Way, Mayes County,

State of Oklahoma, according to the United States

Government Survey thereof.

That the defendant, Pryor Creek Mobile Home Development
Corporation, did, on the 24th day of June 1970, execute and deliver
to the Turner Corporation of Oklahoma, Inc., its Mortgage and Mortgage
Note in the sum of $345,100.00, with 8 1/2 percent interest per annum
until paid, said Note providing for payment of monthly installments
of interest, or principal and interest, and further providing that,
should any installment remain unpaid on the due date of the next
installment, the entire principal sum should at once become due and
payable without notice, at the option of the holder of said Note.

That on November 17, 1971, Turner Corporation of Oklahoma,
Inc., assigned its interest in said Note by endorsement thereon to
the Federal National Mortgage Association, and on May 2, 1972, the
Federal National Mortgage Association assigned its interest in the
Note by endorsement to the Secretary of Housing and Urban Development,
Washington, D. C., his successors and assigns.

The Court further finds that the defendant, Pryor Creek

Mobile Home Development Corporation, made default under the terms



of the aforesaid mortgage note by reason of its failure to make
monthly installments due thereon for more than 18 months last past,
which default has continued and that by reason therecf the abové—
named defendant is now indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of
$395,145.98, which sum is broken down as follows:

Unpaid principal balance as of June 30, 1973 $342,926.86

Unpaid accrued interest as of June 30, 1973 48,581.40
Monthly service charge through June 1, 1973, 1,825.79
Advances made for payment of taxes 1,733.62
Interest on advances made for payment of taxes 78.31,

plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT the
plaintiff have and recover judgme£t against defendant, Pryor Creek
Mobile Home Development Corporation, in personam, for the sum of
$395,145.98, which sum is broken down as follows:

Unpaid principal blance as of June 30, 1973 $342,926.86

Unpaid accrued interest as of June 30, 1973 48,581.40
Monthly service charge through June 1, 1973 1,825.79
Advances made for payment of taxes 1,733.62
Interest on advances made for payment of taxes 78.31,

with interest thereon at the rate of 8 1/2 percent per annum from
June 30, 1973, plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT the defendant
American Bank of Oklahoma, Pryor, Oklahoma, have and recover judgment
against Pryor Creek Mobile Home Development Corporation, in personam,
for the sum of $27,573.75, plus interest to April 30, 1973, in the
amount of $1,367.67, plus attorney's fees in favor of Ralph Moore
in the amount of $2,894.14, plus costs of the action, and interest
from and after April 30, 1973, at the rate of 10 percent per annum,
less a credit of $5,000.00, paid after March 12, 1973, but that such
judgment is subject to and inferior to the first mortgage lien of
the plaintiff herein.

IT IS5 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT defendant,

George E. Brewer, Attorney-at-Law, have and recover judgment against



. ) ' .W | “ .

defendant, Pryor Creek Mobile Home Development Corporation, in
personam, for the sum of $14,806.76, with interest thereon at the
rate cf 1 1/2 percent per month from July 3, 1973, until paid,
but that such judgment is subject to and inferior to the first
mortgage lien of the plaintiff herein.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT the
plaintiff, United States of America,vhave and recover judgment,
in rem, against the defendants, Master Construction Company and
United Steel Fabricators, Inc.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT upon
the failure of said defendant, Pryor Creek Mobile Home Development
Corporation, 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

o ¢ o7 ? B

ROBERT P. SANTEE
A551stant United ctates Attorney

o o
,wj2ﬂ MJE” ?ﬁiﬂkx e 4

GEORGE E. BREWER, Attorney for
Pryor Creek Mobile Home Develop-
ment Corporation and himself

Cao 0 et

LUKE A. WILKERSON, Attorney for
American Bank of Oklahoma, Pryor, Okla.

APPROVED:

4
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

SMOKEY'S OF TULSA, INC., an
Oklahoma corporation,

Plaintiff,

No. 72-C -371///

FEILED
w1717 &

Jack C. Silvar, Clerk

U. S. DISTRICT COURT
ORDER QF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

vs.

B. S. A, MOTORCYCLE CORPORATION,
a Maryland corporation,

Defendant,

The parties hereto having compromised and settled the
dispute which is the subject matter of this action and having
jointly moved the Court for an order of dismissal with prejudice,
it is therefore

ORDERED, by the Court, that the complaint and the within
action be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice to
the bringing of another action upon the same cause or causes of
action sued upon herein.

Entered this {féﬁ“day of July, 1974.

(e & e —

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

Plaintiff,

vS. CIVIL ACTION NO. 74-C-163

ROBERT L. McCONKEY, et al.,

JUL 17 1974

T Nkl e el s N N Sire st

Defendants.

-Ja TN
JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE U Ck C. Silver, Clerk

3. DISTRICT coyypy

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this /7

day of July, 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee,
Assistant United States Attorney, the defendant, C & C Tile
and Carpet Company, appearing by its attorney, Bland Williamson,
and the defendants, Robert L. McConkey, Kumiko McConkey, Henry A.
Higgins, Sara M. Higgins, Jerome H. Dumer, Elma Jean Dumer,
William L. Cash, Vera N. Cash, James 0. Eatmon, and Norma N.
Eatmon, appééring not. |

The Court being fully advised and having examined
the file herein finds that Robert L. McConkey, Kumiko McCaney,
Jerome H. Dumer, and Elma Jean Dumer were served by publication,
as appears from the Proof of Publication filed herein; that
Henry A. Higgins and Sara M. Higgins were served with Summons
and Complaint on January 17, 1974; that William L. Cash and
Vera N. Cash were served with Summons and Complaint on April 12,
1974; James O. Eaton and Norma N. Eaton were served with Summons
and Complaint on April 15, 1974; and that C & C Tile and Carpet
Co. was served with Summons and Complaint on April 17, 1974, as
appears from the Marshal's Return of Service herein.

It appearing that C & C Tile and Carpet Co. has duly
filed its Disclaimer herein on April 22, 1974, and Robert L.
McConkey, Kumiko McConkey, Jerome H. Dumer, Elma Jean Dumer,
Henry A. Higgins, Sara M. Higgins, William L. Cash, Vera N. Cash,
James O. Eaton, and Norma N. Eaton 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 Twenty-five (25), Block Fifty (50),

VALLEY VIEW ACRES THIRD ADDITION to the

City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma,

according to the recorded plat thereof.

THAT the defendants, Robert L. McConkey and Kumiko
McConkey, did, on the 24th day of June, 1964, execute and
deliver to the Administrator of Veterans Affairs, their mortgage
and mortgage note in the sum of $10,250.00 with 5 1/2 percent
interest per annum, and further providing for the payment
of monthly installments of principal and interest.

The Court further finds that the defendants, Henry A.
Higgins and Sara M. Higgins, were the grantees in a deed from
Robert L. McConkey and Kumiko McConkey, dated May 2, 1967, and
filed May 17, 1967, in Book 3807, Page 134, records of Tulsa
County, wherein Henry A. Higgins and Sara M. Higgins assumed
and agreed to pay the mortgage indebtedness being sued upon
herein.

The Court further finds that the defendants, Jerome H.
Dumer and Elma Jean Dumer, were the grantees in a deed from
Henry A. Higgins and Sara M. Higgins, dated September 18, 1967,
and filed September 29, 1967, in Book 3823, Page 390, records
of Tulsa County, wherein Jerome H. Dumer and Elma Jean Dumer
assumed and agreed to pay the mortgage indebtedness being
sued upon herein.

The Court further finds that the defendants, William L.
Cash and Vera N. Cash, were the grantees in a deed from Jerome H.
Dumer and Elma Jean Dumer, dated June 26, 1969, and filed August 21,
1969, in Book 3900, Page 177, records of Tulsa County, wherein
William L. Cash and Vera N. Cash assumed and agreed to pay
the mortgage indebtedness being sued upon herein.

The Court further finds that the defendants, James O.
Eatmon and Norma N. Eatmon, were the grantees in a deed from

2



William L. Cash and Vera N. Cash, dated March 29, 1972, and
filed May 17, 1972, in Book 4069, Page 786, records of Tulsa
County, Wherein James O. Eatmon and Norma N. Eatmon assumed
and agreed to pay the mortgage indebtedness being sued upon
herein.

The Court further finds that the defendants, Robert L.
McConkey, Kumiko McConkey, Jerome H. Dumer, Elma Jean Dumer,
Henry A. Higgins, Sara M. Higgins, William L. Cash, Vera N. Cash,
James O. Eaton, and Norma N. Eaton, 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 $8,781.62 as unpaid principal, with
interest thereon at the rate of 5 1/2 percent‘interest per
annum from June 1, 1973, 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,
Robert L. McConkey, Kumiko McConkey, Jerome H.'Dumer, and
Elma Jean Dumer, in rem, and Henry A.‘Higgins, Sara M. Higgins,
William L. Cash, Vera N. Cash, James O. Eaton, and Norma N.
Eaton, in personam, for the sum of $8,781.62 with interest
thereon at the rate of 5 1/2 percent per annum from June 1,
1973, plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing, plus
any additional sums advanced or to be advanced or expended
during this foreclosure action by plaintiff for taxes, insurance,
abstracting, or sums for the preservation of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
upon the 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.

3



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 i?ﬁfedf.

y ézggb‘,

United States District Jﬁdge

APPROVED.

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

WILLTAM L. MARTIN,

/
¢

73MC«342”//

Plaintiff,
VS,

THE KELLY-SPRINGFIELD TIRE
COMPANY, a foreign corporation,

T P N R ey

Defendant.

ORDER DISMISSING COMPLAINT AND
CAUSE OF ACTIOHN

SUA SPONTE, the Complaint and Cause of Action 1in
the present Titigation is dismissed for the following reasons:

1. The case was called for hearing on a disposition
docket on May 15, 1974, for failure to file pre-trial order.

2. At that time the plaintiff's attorneys moved
to withdraw as counsel for plaintiff for the reason that
plaintiff had failed to cooperate with his attorneys regarding
the progress of his case.

3. At that time the Court allowed plaintiff's attorneys
to withdraw and granted plaintiff 30 days to obtain new counsel.

4. That on November 8, 1973, defendant moved to make
Hartford Casualty Insurance Company an additional party plaintiff
because of its subrogation rights under Workmen's Compensation
benefits paid to plaintiff.

5. 0On December 7, 1973, the Court sustained Defendant's
Motion to Make Additional Party Plaintiff.

6. Hartford Casualty Insurance company has never enterc
N



an appearance in the instant Titigation.

7. On May 15, 1974, the Clerk of the United States
District Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma, sent
by certified mail, return receipt requested, a letter to
Mr. William Martin, 6332 E. 7th, Apartment 16, Tulsa, Oklahoma,
a letter which stated:

“Please find enclosed copy of Application and

Order allowing Mr. Maner to withdraw as your

counsel in the above case, and directing you

to obtain new counsel within 30 days."

8. The Certified Receipt number 527084, reflects
that William L. Martin signed for said letter of May 16,
1974.

8. The Court file further reflects that on May 15,
1974, the firm of Shephers, Maner & Brunton, by separate
letters, advised both Mr. Martin and Hartford of their
withdrawal. The file further reflects that a copy of Mr.
Martin's letter was sent to Hartford and the Court Clerk
and a copy of Hartford's letter was sent to Mr. Martin and
the Court Clerk.

10. Plaintiff has never complied with the order of
the Court and the 30 day period has Tong expired.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the complaint and cause
of action be and the same are hereby dismissed for failure to
prosecute.

L

ENTERED this /.~ day of July, 1974.

#MW‘“‘)

{j{;’v{m A

T S

CHIEF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
ROBERT J. STANTON, TRUSTEE §

OF TULSA CRUDE OIL PURCHASING §
COMPANY AND I7T5 CONSOLIDATES

SUBIDIARIES, &
Plaintiff g .
Vo, § CIVIL ACTION NO, 74-C~-105 ¥
§
SHELL OIL COMPANY, A DELAWARE §
CORPORATION, g
Defendant g
JUDGMENT
7

At Tulsa, in said District, on the / %ﬁfday ofﬁiﬁwﬁf

I’
& 4

s

1974, came on for hearing the Motion of Shell 0il Company for
Summary Judgment and the Court finding that there is no genuine
issue as to eny material fact and that Shell 0il Company is
entitled to Judgment on its counterclaim as a matter of law,
it is accordingly

ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that Judgment be
denied Plaintiff; and it is further

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the claim of Shell
0il Company against Tulsa Crude 0il Purchasing Company in the
amount of $143,786.70 be and it hereby is set-off against the
claim of Tulsa Crude 0il Purchasing Company égainst Shell 0il
Conpany in the amount of $114,019.64; and it is further

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that $29,767.06, the
net amount of Shell 0Oil Company's claim, be and it hereby is
allowed In the matter of Tulsa Crude 0il Purchasing Company

and its Consolidated Subsidiaries, Debtor, In Proceedings for the



Reorganization of a Corporation, No. 72-B-108, In the United

s District Court for the Northern District of Cklahoma

T R gy o
mao S

0]

and costs are taxed against Plaintiff.

Dated the mfé

&
o

5

United States District Judge




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

Plaintiff,
CIVIL ACTION NO. 74-C-56

FILED
JoL 12 1974

1
Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

vVs.

IRMA JEAN MACK, et al.,

L . L L WP NP W

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this Zé@ﬁ%f

1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee,
Assistant United States Attorney, the defendants, County Treasurer,
Tulsa County, and Board of County Commissioners, appearing by
Gary J. Summerfield, Assistant District Attorney, and the defendant,
Irma Jean Mack, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined
the file heréin finds that Irma Jean Mack was served by publication,
as appears from the Proof of Publication herein; and County
Treasurer, Tulsa County, and Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa
County, were served Summons and Complaint on January 29, 1974, as
appears from the Marshal's Return of Service herein.

It appearing that County Treasurer, Tulsa County, and
Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa County, have duly filed their
Answers herein on February ll, 1974, and Irma Jean Mack 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=-eight (28), in Block Five (5),

HARTFORD HILLS ADDITION to the City of

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



THAT the defendant, Irma Jean Mack, did, on the 30th
day of July, 1971, execute and deliver to the Charles F. Curry
and Company, her mortgage and mortgage note in the sum of
$10,950.00 with 7 percent interest per annum, and further provid-
ing for the payment of monthly installments of principal and
interest.

| That by Assignment of Mortgage of Real Estate dated
August 30, 1971, assigned said note and mortgage to the Federal
National Mortgage Association; and that by Assignment of Mortgage
of Real Estate dated September 22, 1972, the Federal National
Mortgage Association assigned said note and mortgage to the
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development, Washington, D.C.

The Court further finds that the defendant, Irma Jean
Mack, 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 the above-named defendant
is now indebfed to the plaintiff in the sum of $10,866.57 as
unpaid principal, with interest thereon at the rate of 7 percent
interest per annum from March 1, 1973, until paid, plus the
cost of this action accrued and accruing.

The Court further finds that there is due and owing
to the County of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, from Irma Jean Mack,
the sum of $21.66 for personal property taxes for the year 1972
and that Tulsa County should have judgment, in rem, for said
amount, but that such judgment is subject to and inferior to
the first mortgage lien of the plaintiff herein.

The Court further finds that there is due and owing
to the County of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, from Irma Jean Mack,
the sum of $330.50 for ad valorem taxes for the years 1972 and
1973 and that Tulsa County should have judgment, in rem, for
said amount.

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

Irma Jean Mack, in rem, for the sum of $10,866.57 with interest

2



thereon at the rate of 7 percent per annum from March 1, 1973,
plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing, plus any
additional sums advanced or to be advanded or expended during
this foreclosure action by plaintiff for taxes, insurance,
abstracting, or sums for the preservation of the subject property.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the County of Tulsa have and recover judgment, in rem, against
the defendant, Irma Jean Mack, for the sum of $21.66 as of
the date of this judgment plus interest thereafter according
to law, but that such judgment is subject to and inferior to
the first mortgage lien of the plaintiff herein.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the County of Tulsa have and recover judgment, in rem, against
the defendant, Irma Jean Mack, for the sum of $330.50 as of
the date of this judgment plus interest thereafter according
to law, and that such judgment is superior to the first mortgage
lien of the plaintiff herein.
ITMIS 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 £he 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, which sale shall be subject to the ad valorem tax judg-
ment of Tulsa County, supra. 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 f£iling
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.

B

//;zigé:;%ggzéﬁé?%;;;;zﬁktfﬁ

United States District/Jud
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ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney

Attorn

ey for Plaintiff,
Un i

3r Defendants,
reasurer, Tulsa County,
issioners,
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT I'OR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA g%i (R

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

)

)

)

e ;
)

CYNTHIA L. VESTREM, )
)

)

Civil No.

Defendant.

This day there came on for consideration the petition
of the United States in this cause; and it appearing to the Court
that the patient, after having been fully advised of her rights
as set forth in Title 42, U.S.C., Section 3411, et seg. (Title
I1I, Section 301, et seg. Public Law 89-793), has in open Court
waived all such rights and has again expressed her desire to
obtain treatment for her addiction: and the Court having deter-
mined that them 1is reasonable cause to believe that the patient
is a narcotic addict, and that there are not any appropriate
State or other facilities available for her treatment pursuant
to said law, it is hereby

RECOMMENDED that the patient be committed to the cus-
tody of the Surgeon General for examination under Title 42,
U.S.C., Section 3413 (Title III, Section 303, Public Law 89-793),
to determine whether or not she is a narcotic addict who is likely
to be rehabilitated. The written report required of each examin-
ing physician shall be filed with the Court and copies thereof
furnished to the patient, not later than twenty (20) days after
the patient is received at the facility hereinafter designated,
and the patient shall be detained for an additional period of
ten days at the institution, pending further order of the Court.
Provided, however, in the event both examining physicians con-
clude in their respective written reports that the patient is a
narcotic addict who is likely to be rehabilitated through treat-
ment, and, if the patient by written instrument filed with the
Court along with, and at the same time as, the reports of the
examining physicians, waives any right he may have to notice and
hearing on the issue as to whether or notsche is a narcotic addict
who is likely to be rehabilitated through treatment, and reguests
that she be forthwith committed to the care and custody of the
Surgeon General for treatment in a hospital of the Service, rather
than be returned to this Court for further proceedings, she shall
be detained at said institution for a reasonable time after the
expiration of thirty (30) days from the date she is received at
said facility, pending further order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER RECOMMENDED that the patient report to
the institution at Phoenix by 5:00 p.m., July 10, 1974.




Signed this 5th day of July, 1974.

Sy e
. B AN

R i £ 5, H \
oo “ N e,

E UﬁitedVStaEés MagiStrate

APPROVED ¢

Assistant United States Attorney

Recommendations of U. S. Magistrate reviewed and approved

#
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United States Distrig%/Judqe /{




U.S. FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
IN THE/DISTRICT COURT REESHTALIMOR FORK QLI LRI
BEATEOR OKLAHOMA

THE FIRST NATIONAL BANK AND TRUST
COMPANY OF TULSA, a National
Banking Association,

Plaintiff,

vVs.

MIAMI INDUSTRIAL AUTHORITY, a
Public Trust, SECRETARY OF COM-
MERCE OF THE UNITED STATES OF
AMERICA, THE UNITED STATES OF
AMERICA, E. & J. CONSTRUCTION,
INC., SOUTHWESTERN SASH & DOOR
COMPANY, SHADE STONE, O'BRIEN
ROCK CO., INC., MILLER ELECTRIC
SHOP, INC., GEORGE SHAMBLIN,
ANCO MANUFACTURING & SUPPLY
COMPANY, GENE LONGAN, C. WATTS
CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, INC.,
CALVIN L. WATTS, NATIONAL
INDEMNITY COMPANY, STEELCRAFT
CORPORATION, JOHN GARRETT, and
CROWN, LTD., a limited partnership,

70-C-78

No. -€=Fd=356—

i . T T e N N U I N N N )

Defendants.

"ORDER

ON this - {[éy& day of July, 1974, on the application of
Plaintiff for leave to dismiss the above captioned civil action

and good cause therefor being shown, IT IS ORDERED THAT leave is

4

) . . . C?dr’c’u.f é?:' Gt "z;i/t:{/ﬂ £ {_»%\:70
hereby granted to Plaintiff to dismiss salé/actlon and upon the

filing by Plaintiff of a dismissal such action shall be dismissed.

’”"WAMN) f‘\wﬂ"“vﬁyf S';: - .
oy I e , N
£8 0nn,, S b Bt -

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

Plaintiff,
CIVIL ACTION NO. 74-C-45

ElLED

VS.

THOMAS E. NORRIS, et al.,

Defendants. JULl(}ﬁﬁ%
Jack C. Silver, Clerk
JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE Us. DISTRICT COURT

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this iz«—’é
day of July, 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee,
Assistant United States Attorney, and the defendants, Thomas E.
Norris, Shirley A. Norris, County Treasurer, Rogers County, and
Board of County Commissioners, Rogers County; appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined
the file herein finds that Thomas E. Norris and Shirley A. Norris
were served by publication, as appears from the Proof of Publi-
cation filed herein; that County Treasurer, Rogers County, and
Board of County Commissioners, Rogers County, were sefved with
Summons and Complaint on February 11, 1974, as appears from the
Marshal's Return of Service 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 Rogers County, Oklahoma, within
the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot Five (5), in Block One (1), of LINDWOOD

ADDITION to the City of Claremore, Rogers

County, Oklahoma, according to the recorded

plat thereof.

THAT the defendants, Thomas E. Norris and Shirley A.
Norris, did, on the 28th day of April, 1972, execute and deliver
to the Lomas & Nettleton Company, their mortgage and mortgage

note in the sum of $18,000.00 with 7 percent interest per annum,



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

That by Assignment of Mortgage of Real Estate filed
May 22, 1972, the Lomas & Nettleton Company assigned said note
and mortgage to Government National Mortgage Association; that
by Assignment of Mortgage of Real Estate filed October 18, 1972,
the Government National Mortgage Association assigned said note
and mortgage to the Federal National Mortgage Association; and
that by Assignment of Mortgage of Real Estate filed December 26,
1972, the Federal National Mortgage Association assigned said
note and mortgage to the Secretary of Housing and Urban Development,
Washington, D.C.

The Court further finds that the defendants, Thomas E.
Norris and Shirley A. Norris, 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—naﬁed defendants are now indebted to the plaintiff
in the sum of $17,970.15 as unpaid principal, with interest
thereon at the rate of 7 percent interest per annum ffom March 1,
1973, until paid, plus the cost of this action accrued and
accruing.

The Court further finds that there is due and owing
to the County of Rogers, State of Oklahoma, from Thomas E. Norris
and Shirley A. Norris, the sum of $5.65 for ad valorem taxes
for the years 1972 and 1973 and that Rogers County should have
judgment, in rem, for said amount.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants,
Thomas E. Norris and Shirley A. Norris, in rem, for the sum
of $17,970.15 with interest thereon at the rate of 7 percent
per annum from March 1, 1973, plus the cost of this action
accrued and accruing, plus any additional sums advanced or
to be advanced or expended during this foreclosure action by
plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting,‘or éums for the

preservation of the subject property.

2



IT IS5 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the County of Rogers have and recover judgment, in rem, against
the defendants, Thomas E. Norris and Shirley A. Norris, for
the sum of $5.65 as of the date of this judgment plus interest
thereafter according to law, and that such judgment is superior
to the first mortgage lien of the plaintiff herein.

IT IS FPURTHER 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, which sale shall be'subject to the tax
judgment of Rogers County, supra. 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.

o

United States District Judge

APPROVED.

/ﬂ%»’&f ’ /fg:«ﬁ#

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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )

Plaintiff, ; CIVIL ACTION NO. 74-C-10
vs. ; ) | L E D
§ - Ju 10197
)

Jack ¢, giyge
1 Cl
S, Distpgy COZZ?*

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE .

JACKIE BURL TYSON, et al.,

Defendants.

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this 52~~ day
of July, 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee,
Assistant United States Attorney for the Northern District of
Oklahoma; defendants, County Treasurer and Board of County
Commissioners, Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma, appearing by and
through their attorney, Gary J. Summerfield, Assistant District
Attorney, District No. 14, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, and the defendants,
Jackie Burl Tyson and Lela Luann Tyson, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined
the file herein finds that due and legal process of service was
made on defendants, County Treasurer and Board of County Commissioners,
Tulsa County, Oklahoma, on January 10, 1974, as evidenced by the
Marshal's Returns of Service herein and that said defendants filed
their answers herein on January 30, 1974; that after diligent
effort, the whereabouts and residence of the defendants, Jackie
Burl Tyson and Lela Luann Tyson, cannot be ascertained; that they
are not residents of the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma,
and that these defendants were served by publication, as appears
from the Proof of Publication filed herein on June 14, 1974, and

It appearing that defendants, Jackie Burl Tyson and Lela
Luann Tyson, 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 Promissory note and foreclosure on a real property mortgage

securing said Promissory note and that the following described



i . . 1" ‘ .
B @

real property is located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within the
Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

i
Lot Ten (10), Block Two (2), ROLLING HILLS THIRD

ADDITION, an Addition in Tulsa County, State of

Oklahoma, according to the recorded plat thereof.

THAT the defendants, Jackie Burl Tyson and Lela Luann
Tyson, did, on the 18th day of January, 1972, execute and deliver
to the Lomas & Nettleton Company their mortgage and Promissory
note in the sum of $17,100.00 with 7 percent interest per annum,
and further providing for the payment of monthly installments
of principal and interest.

That by Assignment of Mortgage of Real Estate dated
January 18, 1972, the Lomas & Nettleton Company assigned said note
and mortgage to Federal National Mortgage Association, and by
Assignment dated October 18, 1972, Federal National Mortgage
Association assigned said note and mortgage to the Secretary of
Housing and Urban Development, Washington, D. C., his successors
and assigns.

The Court further finds that the defendants, Jackie Burl
Tyscn and Lela Luann Tyson, made default under the terms of
the aforesaid Promissory 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 $17,013.91 as unpaid principal, with interest
thereon at the rate of 7 percent interest per annum from February 1,
1973, until paid, plus any additional sums advanced or expended
during this foreclosure action by plaintiff for taxes, insurance,
abstracting or sums for the preservation of subject property, plus
the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

The Court further finds that there is due and owing to
the County of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, from the defendants, Jackie
Burl Tyson and Lela Luann Tyson, the sum of $330.40 for ad valorem
taxes for the year 1973, and that Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma,
should have judgment for said amount, and that such judgment is

superior to the first mortgage lien of this plaintiff.
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants,
Jackie Burl Tyson and Lela Luann Tyson, in rem, for the sum of
$17,013.91 as unpaid principal, with interest thereon at the
rate of 7 percent per annum from February 1, 1973, until paid,
plus any additional sums advanced or expended during this foreclosure
action by plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting or sums for
the preservation of subject property, plus the cost of this action
accrued and accruing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
County of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, have and recover judgment
against the defendants, Jackie Burl Tyson and Lela Luann Typson, in rem,
for the sum of $330.40 as of the date of this judgment, plus interest
thereafter according to law, and that such judgment is superior to
the first mortgage lien of the plaintiff herein.

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.

APPROVED.

, J T SOMUERETEED o
551stan;wD qtract Attorney, . Dlst No. 14,
Tulsa / dtate of Oklahoma

M 3



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE +UL 101
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff, CIVIL ACTION NO. 74-C-8

)

)

)

)

vS. )
)
LINDA ANN BLOOMFIELD, et al., )
)

)

Defendants.

" JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration thlscjh day

of July, 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee, Assistant

United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma;
defendants, County Treasurer, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, and Board
of County Commissioners, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, appearing by and
through their attorney, Gary J. Summerfield, Assistant District
Attorney of District No. 14, Tulsa County, Oklahoma; and the
defendants, Linda Ann Bloomfield and Finance System of Tulsa,
appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that due and legal process of service was made
on the County Treasurer, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, and the Board of
County Commissioners, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, on January 10, 1974,
as appeérs from the Marshal's Returns of Service herein; that
after diligent investigation, the United States Marshal for the
Northern District of Oklahoma was unable to locate defendants,
Linda Ann Bloomfield and Finance System of Tulsa, and that due
and legal process of service was made on these defendants by publi-
Cation as appears from.the Proof of Publication filed herein on
June 14, 1974, and

It appearing that the said defendants, Linda Ann Bloomfield
and Finance System of Tulsa, have failed to answer herein and

fhat dofault has been entered by the Clerk of this Court.
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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~-Four (34), Block Six (6), BRIARGLEN

EAST, an Addition in Tulsa County, State of

Oklahoma, according to the recorded plat thereof.

THAT the defendant, ILinda Ann Bloomfield, did, on the
15th day of July, 1970, execute and deliver to Mercury Mortgage
Company, Inc., her certain Promissory Note and Mortgage in the
sum of $18,000.00 with 8 1/2 percent interest per annum, and
further providing for the payment of monthly installments of
principal and interest in monthly installments of $138.42 each
commencing on the 1lst day of September, 1970.

The Court further finds that the defendant, Linda Ann
Bloomfield, 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 the above-named defendant is
now indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of $17,741.02 as unpaid
principal, with interest thereon at the rate of 8 1/2 percent
interest per annum from March 1, 1973, plus any additional sums
advanced or expended during this foreclosure action by Plaintiff
for taxes, insurance, abstracting or sums for the preservatian of
subject property, plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

The Court further finds that by Assignment of Mortgage of
Real Estate dated July 17,.*1970, Mercury Mortgage Company, Inc.,
assigned said note and mortgage to Federal National Mortgage Associa-
tion, which Federal National Mortgage Association on December 29,
1972 assigned said note and mortgage to the Secretary of Housing
and Urban Development, Washington, D. C., his successors and assigns.

The Court further finds that there is due and owing to
the County of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, from defendant, Linda Ann
Bloomfield, the sum of $445.22 ad valorem taxes for the years 1971,

1972, and 1973, and that Tulsa County should have judgment, in rem,



for said amount and that such judgment is superior to the first
mortgage lien of this plaintiff.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendant, Linda
Ann Bloomfield, in rem, for the sum of $17,741.02, with interest
thereon at the rate of 8 1/2 percent per annum from March 1, 1973,
plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing, plus any additional
sums advanced or to be advanced or expended during this foreclosure
action by plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums
for the preservation of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT the County
of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, have and recover judgment against the
defendant, Linda Ann Bloomfield, in rem, for the sum of $445.22
as of the date of this judgment, plus interest thereafter according
to law, and that such judgment is superior to the first mortgage
lien of the plaintiff herein.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT the
plaintiff have and recover judgment, in rem, against the defendant,
Finance System of Tulsa.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upon
the failure of the defendant, Linda Ann Bloomfield, 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 ény part

thereof.
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United States District Judge

APPROVED.

ROBERT P. SANTEE"

Assistant Un d St%s Attorney / g

P 4

B —

t Pistrict Attordey’ :
Disgrict Nod 14, Tulsa, County, Ok

la.




percent interest per annum, and further providing for tle payment
of monthly installments of principal and interest.
| The Court further finds that the defendants, Robert

Tucson Delk and Margie Kay Delk, made default under the terms
of the aforesaid Promissory 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 $14,289.83 as of August 10, 1973, plus interest
of $616.89 and daily interest accrual of $2.8384 from August 10,
1973, until paid, plus any additional sums advanced or expended
during this foreclosure action by the plaintiff for taxes, insurance,
abstracting, or sums for the preservation of the subject property,
plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment against deféndants, Robert
Tucson Delk and Margie Kay Delk, in rem, for the sum of $14,289.83
as of August 10, 1973, plus interest of $616.89 and daily interest
accrual of $2.8384 from August 10, 1973, until paid, plus any addi-
tional sums advanced or expended during this foreclosure action by
plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums for the preserva-
tion of the subject property, plus the cost of this action accrued
and accruing.

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.

oo, G o

Unlted States District Judge

APPROVED.

/%J/jﬂ /ymw%m

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ﬁﬁ g 1&@ e -
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA o wary ﬁm
HLE 197

SOLA BASIC INDUSTRIES, INC. § &t Ulerk
§ - & DISTRIPT COURT
VS. § CIVIL ACTION NO.?&«C—lBi i
§
NEILL-PRICE INTERNATIONAL, INC. §
ORDER
ﬁmmzx’m:/gﬂ

Be it remembered that on this date came on to be kessd before
the Court the Joint Motion of all parties hereto requesting that the
above cause of action be dismissed with prejudice to later refiling
same because of the fact that the parties thereto have reached a full
and final compromising settlement agreement, and,

It appearing to the Court that such compromise and settlement
agreement has disposed of the claims and controversies between the
parties and such suit should be dismissed

It is therefore ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the claims

Enllrgiieae &f Gaéesyr.
heretofore made by Plaintiff in its complain?/filed hefrlein are dismissed

with prejudice to later refiling same and that all costs of this suit

are to be borne by the party earlier incurring same.

., (E S Pariac—

Judge, United Stateg District Court
For the Northern District of Oklahomna




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

OKLAHOMA GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY, )
an Oklahoma corporation ;
Plaintiff, )
) ClVIL
vs. ) NO. 74-C-261
)
The United States of America, Trustee and Owner )
of the Legal title to certain land for the use )
and benefit of certain Restricted Indians, ;
THE HEIRS, EXECUTORS, ADMINISTRATORS, DEVISEES, ) .
TRUSTEES AND ASSIGNS OF JOHN MYYOUCUS, OTOE ) ElLED
ALLOTTEE NO. 205, DECEASED, ) .
) JUL B 1974
MARTIN DIEHM, Tenant, ) ‘
) Jack C. Silver, Clerk
D d :
efendants ) U?%S*; DlSTRlCT COURT

DISMISSAL

Comes now the Plaintiff, Oklahoma Gas and Electric Company, and
dismisses its cause of action against the Defendant John Abbott Brown for
his 6/120ths interest in and to subject property and against the Defendant
Irvin Sugar Brown for his 3/120ths interest, as the interest of said

Defendants were acquired by contract.

Dated the 3rd day of July, 1974,

OKLAHOMA GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

‘) a0
Qlin Q W 2\@4; U

Paul Walters
321 North Harvey
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma

BY

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF,  OKLAHOMA GAS
AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I'certify that on the 3rd day of July, 1974, 1 mailed true and correct
copies of the above Dismissal to Mr. Nathan Graham, U.S. District Attorney
for the Northern District of Oklahoma, Tulsa, Oklahoma.

; ;:?f 3




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

OKLAHOMA GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY, )
an Oklahoma corporation, ;
Plaintiff, )
v. ) CIVIL NO.
) 74-C-262
The United States of America, Trustee and )
Owner of the legal title to certain land )
for the use and benefit of certain Restricted )
Indian, ;
ISABELLE BROWN WHITEHORN, OTOE INDIAN, and ) Ei. l LN Eﬂ ED
) ’
MARTIN DIEHM, Tenant, ; JULH 1974
Defendants. ) Jack C. Silver, Clerk
0. S, DISTRICT COURT

j}&ﬂngL&/¢7ﬁﬁ,D I SMISSAL

Comes now the Plaintiff, Oklahoma Gas and Electric Company, an
Oklahoma corporation, and hereby dismisses the above entitled cause,
without prejudice.

DATED this 3rd day of July, 197h.

OKLAHOMA GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY,
an Oklahoma corporation

BY /37/x9222u% 22%¥;§;%Qﬁmw

Paul Walters
321 North Harvey
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF,
OKLAHOMA GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

| certify that on the 3rd day of July, 1974, | mailed true and correct
copies of the above Dismissal to Mr. Nathan Gragham, U.S. District Attorney
for the Northern District of Oklahoma, Federal Building, Tulsa, Oklahoma.

/¢9’q:;%iﬁéi 2%@&22?&&5
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

-

Plaintiff, CIVIL ACTICN NO. 74-C-4

FoLE

JUL 3~ 1974 )vv*/

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE UQS.DBTMCTCOURT

)

)

)

)

vS. )
)

BOBBY LEON SUNDAY, et al., )
)

)

Defendants.

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this /ﬂb day

of July , 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Rcbert

P. Santee, Assistant United States Attorney, and the defendants,
Bobby Leon Sunday and Mary E. Sunday, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that after diligent effort the whereabouts and
residence of the defendants, Bobby Leon Sunday and Mary E. Sunday,
cannot be ascertained; that these defendants cannot be located
within the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma or the State
of Oklahoma, and that due and legal process of service was madé
on these defendants by publication as appears from the Proof of
Publication filed herein on June 26, 1974, and

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 Promissory note and foreclosure on a Security Agreement ‘securing
said Promissory note and that the following described chattels are
located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within the Northern Judicial
District of Oklahoma: .

All machinery and eguipment, furﬁiture and fixturés

now owned and hereafter acquired for use in Debtor's

business (Sunday's Furniture Shop) as conducted or

hereafter to be conducted, including, without limiting
the generality of the foregoing, those items described
herein and those items to be acquired with loan proceeds
and described on Supplemental Security Agreement; all

accounts receivable now due or hereafter to accrue in
favor of Debtor, and contract rights, and including



One 1968 Chevrolet Fleetside Pickup, 1/2-Ton,

SN CE148J120653; one Compressor, 1/2-HP, Small,

and all hand tools.

THAT the defendants, Bobby Leon Sunday and Mary E. Sunday,
did, on the 5th day of November 1971, execute and deliver to
the Small Business Administration, their Promissory Note, Security
Agreement and Supplemental Security Agreement in the sum of
$6,800.00 with 6 1/4 percent interest per annum, ‘and further
providing for the payment of monthly installments of principal
and interest.

The Court further finds that the defendants, Bobby Leon
Sunday and Mary E. Sunday, made default under the terms of the
aforesaid Promissory Note, Security Agreement and Supplemental
Security Agreement 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 $6,800.00 as unpaid principal, plus interest accrued thereon
in the sum of $286.30 through May 30, 1973, and interest accru-
ing thereafter at the rate of $1.1805 per day, until paid, plus
the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

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

Bobby Leon Sunday and Mary E. Sunday, in rem, for the sum of
$6,800 as unpaid principal, plus interest accrued thereon in the
sum of $286.30 through May 30, 1973, and interest accruing there-
after at the rate of $1.1805 per day until paid, plus the cost of
this action accrued and accruing.

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 chattels referred
to above and listed on the Promissory Note, Security Agreement
and Supplemental Security Agreement, and apply the proceeds
thereof in satisfaction of plaintiff's judgment. The residue,

2



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, both 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 chattels

or any part thereof.

Q)&am‘ éﬁi‘ 5&2‘ R LA //

United States District Judge

APPROVED.
o 7 4

o

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney



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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

)
) .
Plaintiff, ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 74~C=9 ="
)
vs. ) - : e
) FiolLE D
EARNEST SHADE, et al., ) n
) JUL &~ 1974
Defendants.) .
Jack C. Silver, Clerk
JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE U. S. DISTRICT COURT

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this Zgﬁ%; day

of July r 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee,

Assistant United States Attorney for the Northern District of
Oklahoma; defendants, Tulsa County Treasurer and the Board of
County Commissioners, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, appearing by their
attorney, Gary J. Summerfield, Assistant District Attorney, Tulsa
County, Oklahoma, and the defendants, Earnest Shade and Alma L.
Shade, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that due and legal process of service was made
on defendants, Tulsa County Treasurer and the Board of County
Commissioners, on January 10, 1974, ‘as appears from the Marshal's
Returns of Service herein; that after diligent effort, the where-
abouts and residence of defendants, Earnest Shade and Alma L. Shade,
cannot be ascertained; that said defendants are not residents of
the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma nor the State of Oklahoma;
that these defendants were served by publication as appears from
the Proof of Publication filed herein on June 14, 1974, and

It appearing that defendants, Earnest Shade and Alma L.
Shade, 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 Twenty-eight (28), Block Eight (8), NORTHGATE

THIRD ADDITION to the City of Tulsa, Tulsa County

Oklahoma, according to the recorded plat therecf.

THAT the defendants, Earnest Shade and Alma L. Shade,
did, on the 5th day of June, 1972, execute and deliver to
Diversified Mortgage & Investment Company their mortgage and
Promissory note in the sum of $15,000.00 with 7 percent interest
per annum, and further providing for the payment of monthly
installments of principal and interest.

THAT by Assignment of Mortgage of Real Estate dated
June 28, 1972, Diversified Mortgage & Investment Company assigned
said Note and Mortgage to Government National Mortgage Association,
and by Assignment dated October 27, 1972, Government National Mort-
gage Association assigned said Note and Mortgage to the Secretary
of Housing and Urban Development, Washington, D. C., his successors
and assigns.

The Court further finds that there is due and owing to
the County of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, from defendants, Earnest
Shade and Alma L. Shade, the sum of $314.17 for 1972 and 1973
real estate taxes and that the County Treasurer, Tulsa County,
Oklahoma, should have judgment for said amount and that such
judgment is superior to the first mortgage lien of this plaintiff.

The Court further finds that the defendants, Earnest Shade
and Alma L. Shade, made default under the terms of the aforesaid
Promissory note by reason of their failure to make monthly install-
ments 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 $14,987.60 as
unpaid principal, with interest thereon at the rate of 7 percent
interest per annum from February 1, 1973, until paid, plus any
additional sums advanced or expended during this foreclosure action
by Plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting or sums for the
preservation of subject property, plus the cost of this action

accrued and accruing.



ROBERT P. SANTEE

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

Earnest Shade and Alma L. Shade, in rem, for the sum of $14,987.60
with interest thereon at the rate of 7 percent per annum from
February 1, 1973, until paid, plus the cost of this action accrued
and accruing, plus any additional sums advanced or to be advanced
or expended during this foreclosure action by plaintiff for

taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums for the preservation

of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Defendant, County Treasurer, Tulsa County, Oklahoma have and recover
judgment, in rem, against the defendants, Earnest Shade and Alma L.
Shade, for the sum of $314.17 for 1972 and 1973 real estate taxes,
and that such judgment be superior to the first mortgage lien of
this plaintiff.

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.

.

S TN,

Cole &
EE . (.

United States District Judge

APPROVED.

Vb 3

Assistant United States Attorney



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

DAVID C. FISHER and
LOWELL McCUSKEY, co-
guardians of DAVID E.
FISHER, a minor,

Plaintiffs, Th-C-252

VS.

HORACE JOHNSON and
TRAILMOBILE DIVISION

EILED

OF PULLMAN, INC., a 2
foreign corporation, JUL‘5 1874
Jack C. Silver, Clerk

N e N e el N S S N N N N S NS N

Defendants. U, S. DISTRICT COURT

ORDER REMANDING

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

That the instant litigation was commenced in the
District Court for Creek County, Sapulpa Division on May 8,
1974, and was removed by the defendant, Trailmobile Division
of Pullman, on June T, 1974,

This is an action for personal injuries allegedly
sustained by David E. Fisher in a vehicle collision involving
a pick-up truck in which David E. Fisher was a passenger and
a 1971 Trailmobile semi-trailer owned by the defendant, Horace
Johnson, and being operated by Charles A, Craig. The 1971
Traillmobile semi-trailer was manufactured by the defendant
Trailmobile Division of Pullman, Inc.

The action against the defendant, Horace Johnson 1s

negligence and the action against Trailmobile sounds in products



liability. In the Complaint plaintiffs allege that the acts
of commission and omission, breach of warranty and negligence
of the defendants combined, conjoined and commingled to
proximately cause and contribute to the personal injuries

of David E. Fisher.

The defendant, Trailmobile Division of Pullman, Inc.
removed, relying upon Title 28 U.S.C.A. Section 1441(c),
which provides:

"(c) Whenever a separate and independent claim or
cause of action, which would be removable 1f sued
upon alone, is joined with one or more otherwise
non-removable claims or causes of action, the
entire case may be removed and the district court
may determine all issues therein, or, in its
discretion, may remand all matters not otherwise
within 1ts original jurisdiction."

Defendant, Trailmobile Division of Pullman, Inc.,
maintains that the cause of action alleged against it is a
separate and independent claim, and thus the removal under
1441 (c) was proper.

An action is removable under Section 1441(c) only when
the complaint in the state court sets up two or more claims,
where one of such claims 1s separate and independent from the
others and where an action brought on it alone would have been
removable. Willoughby v. Sinclair 0il & Gas Co. (10th CCA)
188 F.2d 902.

The critical words "separate" and "independent" are used
in the conjunctive and should be given their full significance
in order to carry out the intent and purpose of Congress to limit

removals and to simplify the determination of removability.

American Fire & Casualty Company v. Finn, 341 U.S. 6.



The word "separate" means distinct; apart from;
not united or associated. The word "independent" means not
resting on something else for support; self-sustaining; not
contingent or conditioned. Snow v.Powell (10th CCA, 1951)
189 F.24 172.

In the instant litigation there is a single injury which
David E. Fisher seeks relief.

In the Snow case, supra, Judge Murrah stated, in his
concurring opinion:

"The basis of my conclusion is that a pleading

which alleges but one wrong or injury, for

which single relief is sought, cannot constitute

a separate and independent claim, no matter how

many defendants are said to be liable therefor, or

how diverse the basis of their liability. ¥¥¥

A separable controversy could and often was pleaded

in one claim or cause of action under the removable

statute before revision. And, separate and

independent claims may be permissibly pleaded

under Section 1441(c). But, what is permissibly

pleaded as to one claim cannot conceivably be

made into separate and independent claims under

Section 1441(c). Here, the plaintiff pleaded

but one injury and sought but one Jjudgment. He

stated but one claim, which cannot be separate and

independent within the meaning of Section 1441(c)."

Additionally," removability then, is normally determined
on the basis of plaintiff's complaint, at the time the
removal petition is filed, which specific allegations controlling
over general, *¥*¥ " Moore's Federal Practice, Volume 1A,
page 704

Gray v. New Mexico Military Institute (10th CCA, 1957)
249 F.2d 28 involved a case where plaintiff alleged the de-
fendant school had negligently injured him; and that the

defendant insurance company had issued its 1liability insurance



policy insuring the school and its employees for negligence;
that it wrongfully denied negligence; and that 1t wrongfully
threatened to plead immunity of the school from suit. Damages
were sought against both defendants. In denyling that separate
claims were involved, which would warrant removal by the
insurance company, Judge Breitenstein stated:
"Applying this rule, we look to the plaintiff's
complaint which controls. He seeks relief for
a single wrong, the alleged negligence of the
Institute and its employees. A single recovery
is sought. A pleading which alleges but one
wrong, for which single relief is sought, cannot
constitute a separate and independent claim, no
matter how many defendants are said to be liable
therefor, or how diverse their basis of liability."
IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that Plaintiffs' Motion
to Remand be and the same is hereby sustained.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this cause of action and
complaint be and the same is hereby remanded to the District

Court of Creek County, Sapulpa Division.

ENTERED this 3rd day of July, 197L.

/\ Sy e
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CHIEF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



. | I

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

CHARLES ALLEN ROBINSON,

79.Cre 172
M*GL
Case No. 74~C-236

ETLED
JUL 2 - 1974

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

Petitioner,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Respondent.

O RDER

Petitioner is imprisoned in the United States Penitentiary,
Leavenworth, Kansas, after entering a plea of guilty to two
counts of an Indictment filed in this Court October 26, 1972.

In séid Indictment, Petitioner was charged along with 9 other

persons with conspiracy under 18 U.S.C. §371 to violate 18 U.S.C.
§2314 by causing forged and falsely made securities to be trans-
ported in interstate commerce. Petitioner was also charged with

one count of violating 18 U.S.C. §2314.

Petitioner has filed his Application for a Writ of Habeas
Corpus urging that the two Counts of the Indictment to which he
entered his pleas of guilty were fatally defective for failure
to state in each of such counts an essential element of the
offenses charged. Petitioner asks the Court to vacate his
sentences, set aside the judgments of conviction and order the
Indictment dismissed as to him finally and absolutely, without

leave to reinstate now or in the future.

The Respondent has filed its Response to Petitioner's
Application stating it has no objection to the Court granting
the Petitioner's Writ of Habeas Corpus. This position is
taken because in an appeal taken by other Defendants indicted

with Petitioner who were convicted under the Indictment, the



United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit found
the Indictment was "fatally faulty" even though the Complaint
was raised for the first time at the appellate level. United

States versus: Ray Del Wilson, No. 73-1126; Ronald James Gilbert,

No. 73-1127; Marque Trusler, No. 73-1128; Joseph Francis Marion

O'Neal, No. 73-1129; Janice Sue Langston, No. 73-1130 citing

Nelson v. United States, 406 F. 24 1136 (Tenth Cir. 1969).

A judgment and sentence based on a plea of guilty may be
collaterally attacked under 28 U.S.C. §2255 if the Indictment
shows on its face that no federal offense has been committed.

Marteney v. United States, 216 F. 2d 760 (Tenth Cir. 1954).

In light of the adjudication of the Court of Appeals for this
Circuit that the Indictment herein is "fatally faulty," Petitioner's

Motion for Writ of Habeas Corpus is granted as set out hereafter.

Petitioner's request that the Indictment be dismissed
without leave to reinstate same is denied. 18 U.S.C. §§3288
and 3289 provide for the return of new indictments after an

indictment is dismissed due to defects in same.

The Judgment and Sentence of this Court entered January 30,
1973 as to Petitioner Charles Allen Robinson is vacated. The
Indictment herein filed October 26, 1972 is dismissed as to

Petitioner Charles Allen Robinson.

The Clerk of this Court is directed to serve a certified
copy of this Order vacating the Judgment and Sentence of this
Court on the Attorney General of the United States or his repre-
sentative and Petitioner is Ordered released from the custody of

the Attorney General. //

It is so ordered thisczz ”“an of July, 1974.

_ﬁu@& 4;444/ AA»

Fred Daugherty
United States DlStrlCt Judge




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
IN AND FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
JUL2- 1974 ]

- Jack C. Silver, Clerk
/ U.. 8. DISTRICT COURT

No. 74~-C-5

Betty Sparks, Administratrix
of the Estate of Johnny Lee
Sparks, deceased,

Plaintiff,
St. Louis~San Francisco Railway

Company, a foreign corporation
and Marion M. McPherson,

Defendants.

ORDER DISMISSING ACTION AGAINST DEFENDANT,
MARION F. McPHERSON

On April 1, 1974, the Court heard arguments on the motion
of defendant, Marion M. McPherson, to dismiss this action against him,
and after due consideration the Court found that said motion should
be sustained.

IT Is, THEREFORE, ORDERED that plaintiff's cause of
action against defendant, Marion F. McPherson, should be and is

hereby dismissed.

7 ~ S/ B TLe

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

BENJAMIN H. FRANK,

Plaintiff,
Th-C-218 v
VsS.

STATE OF OKLAHOMA AND
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY,

M M N N N N N N N NS

Defendants.
ORDER TRANSFERRING

The Court has for consideration the Motion to Dismiss
or Transfer for Improper Venue, the brief in support thereof,
and, being fully advised in the premises, finds:

Title 28 U.S.C.A. Section 1406(a) Provides:

"The district court of a district in which is filed

a case laying venue in the wrong division or district

shall dismiss, or if it be in the interest of justice,

transfer such case to any district or division in

which it could have been brought."

The Court finds that the proper venue for the instant
litigation is in the Western District of Oklahoma.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that this cause of action and
complaint be and the same are hereby transferred to the United
States District Court for the Western District of Oklahoma in

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma.

ENTERED this ZA’!“Q day of July, 197H4.

CHIEF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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U, S. DISTRICT COURT

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

SECURITY STATE BANK OF WEWOKA,
SOUTHWESTERN BANK & TRUST COMPANY
OF OKLAHOMA CITY and STEWART
SECURITIES,
Plaintiffs, T4h-C-167 o
BILLIE F. GAITHER,
Intervening Plaintiff,

vVS.

METCALF STATE BANK,

N N e e S e N e S o S o S e N NS

Defendant.

ORDER SUSTAINING DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO DISMISS AND
DISMISSING COMPLAINT AND CAUSE OF
ACTION

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

This action was instituted on the 12th day of April,
1974, Intervening Plaintiff was allowed to intervene on June
18, 19 74,

This is an action against the defendant Bank, who 1s
Trustee by virtue of a certain contract entitled "Indenture
of Mortgage and Trust, Security Agreement and Assignment of
Rentals. The action 1s for breach of a written contract and
breach of fiduciary duty.

The pleadings reflect that there presently exists in the
District Court of Rogers County, case number C-72-292. The
pleadings reflect that these plalintiffs, in addition to other

parties are party litlgant in that actilon.



Plaintiffs allege that as purchasers of the revenue
bonds 1ssued pursuant to the aforesaid trust indenture they
are third-party beneficiaries of the Indenture and Lease Agree-
ment.

Title 60 0.5.A. Section 175.23 deals with Jurisdiction
of district court regarding trusts--venue--parties--applicable
statutes. It provides as follows:

"A. The district court shall have original juris-
diction to construe the provisions of any trust
instrument; to determine the law applicable thereto;
the powers, duties, and liability of trustee; the
existence or nonexistence of facts affecting the
administration of the trust estate; to require
acounting by trustees; to surcharge trustee; and

in its discretion to supervise the administration

of trusts; and all actions hereunder are declared
to be proceedings in rem.

"B. The venue of such actions shall be in the county
where the trustees or any cotrustee resides. Upon
obtaining Jjurisdiction the same shall not be divested
by the removal of the trustee from the county where
such action is commenced.

"C. Actions hereunder may be brought by a trustee,
beneficlary, or any person affected by the admin-
istration of the trust estate. If the action is
predicated upon any act or obligation of any
beneficilary, such beneficiary shall be a necessary
party to the proceedings. The only necessary parties
to such actions shall be those persons designated by
name 1in the instrument creating the trust, and any
persons who may be actually recelving distributions
from the trust estate at the time the action is
filed; contingent beneficiaries designated as a
class shall not be necessary parties.

"D. The provisions of the statutes governing civil
procedure, commencement of action, process, process
by publication, appointment of guardians ad litem,
supersedeas and appeal, shall govern all actions
and proceedings brought under provisions of this
Act.

"E. A court of competent jurisdiction may, for cause
shown and upon notice to the beneficiaries, relleve

a trustee from any or all of the dutiles and restrictions
which would otherwise be placed upon him by this Act,

or whooly or partly excuse a trustee who has acted
honestly and reasonably from liability for violations

of the provisions of this Act."



When the action is in rem, a court either has possession
of the property in dispute or must effectively control it to
grant the relief sought. Because only one court may exercise
such possession or control the court which first obtains
Jurisdiction over the property exercises it to the exclusion
of any other Court. Miller v. Miller (10th CCA, 1970) 423 F.2d
145,

The real test of determining whether the Federal court
may exercise its Jjurisdiction concurrrently with the state court,
or whether it must yield it in favor the state court first
entertaining the suit, 1s whether the subsequent suit in the
Federal court is a proceeding in rem the inevitable effect of
which would be to interfere with the possession of the res of the
state court acquired in rem or quasi in rem proceedings, or whether
it 1s merely in personam for the establishment of in personam
rights, the effect of which is not to interfere with the custody
of the property by the state court for purposes of administration
or liquidation, but to adjudicate personal rights which may be
given effect by the state court in the process of
administration or liquidation. In this connection it should be
noted that Title 60 0.S.A. Section 175.23 characterizes trust
instrument as proceedings in rem.

In Ewald v. Citizens Fidelity Bank and Trust Co.

(6th CCA, 1957) 242 F.2d4 319, the Court said:

"The district court dismissed appellants' com-

plaint for the reason that it raised issues that

involved the manner in which the trust property

of appellants had been and was being administered

by the trust company in its fiduciary capacities

and that, under such circumstances, and in accord-

ance with the authority of Princess Lida of Thurn

and Taxis v. Thompson, 305 U.S. 456, the district
court had no jurisdictilon.

HTon elim Than sl im o omomiom T 2 3 o~ e e do b s orv b e A



administration were pending in a state court.

The plaintiffs, however, brought an action in the
federal district court charging the trustee with
mismanagement; seeking an accounting; requesting

the removal of the trustee; and praying the court

to compel him to restore funds lost to the trust
through the alleged mismanagement. The Supreme

Court decided, however, that under the circumstances,
the federal court had no jurisdiction and in so
holding observed that ‘'it is settled that where a
Judgment sought 1s strictly in personam, both the
state court and the federal court, having concurrent
Jurisdiction, may proceed with the litigation at

least until judgment is obtained in one of them which
may be set up as res judicata in the other. On the
other hand, if the two sults are in rem, or quasi in
rem, so that the court, or its officer, has possession
or must have control of the property which is the
subject of the litigation in order to proceed with

the cause and grant the relief sought the Jurisdiction of
the one court must yield to the other. We have said
that the principle applicable to both federal and
state courts that the court first assuming Jurisdiction
over property may maintain and exercise that jurisdiction
to the exclusion of the other, is not restricted to
cases where property has been actually seized under
- Jjudicial process before a second suit is instituted,
but applies as well where suits are brought to marshal
assets, administer trusts, or liquidate estates, the
court must control the property. The doctrine is
necessary to the harmonious cooperation of federal

and state tribunals. ¥#%#% v

See also Wilkin v. Wilkin (USDC, W.D. Okla., 1966) 261 F.Supp.
977, construing 60 0.S.A. Section 175.23.
The Court, therefore, finds that since the State Court
has in rem jurisdiction, pursuant to Title 60 0.S.A. Section 175.23,
that the instant action should be dismissed.
IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the Defendant's Motion to

Dismiss be and the same is hereby sustained.



IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the complaint and causes

of action be -and the same are hereby dismissed.

ENTERED this Z@i day of 9{1/1} , 1974,

@*e,@,{..,~ Qg / (eI /C?wb«./—_ |

CHIEF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



LAW OFFICES

BoONE, ELLISON
& SMITH

914 WORLD BLDG.

fursa, OKLA. 74103

FI1LED

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA dUL-L 1ﬁ34
| Jack C. Silver, Clerk
ROBERT J. STANTON, Trustee of ) U, s D\STR\CT GOURT
Tulsa Crude 0il Purchasing Company and ) '
its Consolidated Subsidiaries, )
Plaintiff, )
VS, : NO. 74 - C - 113
)
WELL TREATING SERVICES )

Defendant. )

STATEMENT OF FACTS AND REQUEST FOR
DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

COMES NOW Robert J. Stanton, Trustee of Tulsa Crude 0il Purchasing
Company and its Consolidated Subsidiaries, and requests that this Court enter an
Order allowing plaintiff to dismiss with prejudice for the foliowing reasons:

Defendant has paid in settlement the sum of $629.06, which is in full
satisfaction of the claim sued upon.

Plaintiff therefore requests that the Court dismiss this action with

prejudice.

ROBERT J. STANTON, Trustee

v

//'17 n j Yy .
By < /%’M’ Mm

Jamgé"O. Ellison, His Attorney

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Before The Honorable Allen E. Barrow, Chief Judge of the United States

District Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma, this matter was presented

to the Court this pw% day of %%fﬁ/L; , 1974, upon the Statement of Facts
4

and Request for Dismissal With Prejudice, and the Court thereupon dismissed the
@{mm 7’ (f Oiﬁw}&éam e

above entitleﬁ,actiog$with prejudice;fiiggwggrty to bea

“ ' Wy

L

its own costs.

ALLEN E. BARROW, Chief Judge
United States District Court
Northern District of Oklahoma




LAW OFFICES

BooNE, ELLISON
& SMITH

914 WORLD BLDG,

TuLsa, OKLA, 74103

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA JUL T 1974
Jack C. Silver, Clerl
ROBERT J. STANTON, Trustee of ) U.S. DIST r, Cleris
Tulsa Crude 0il Purchasing Company ) 8 flo [S]RKNZCOURT
and its Consolidated Subsidiaries, )
Plaintiff, ) “
vs. : NO. #*#C-109
)
SHENANDOAH OIL CORPORATION, )
a Texas Corporation, )
Defendant. )

STATEMENT OF FACTS AND REQUEST FOR
DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

COMES NOW Robert J. Stanton, Trustee of Tulsa Crude 0il Purchasing
Company and its Consolidated Subsidiaries, and requests that this Court enter an
Order allowing plaintiff to dismiss with prejudice for the following reasons:
Defendant has represented to plaintiff that it has paid the claim sued
upon and has furnished plaintiff a copy of a cancelled check as proof of its

defense. Although the records of plaintiff do not reflect this payment specific—

ally, it was apparently included in a total Final Report and Accounting of collec-
tion of accounts receivable made by the prior operating Receiver of Admiral Crude
0il Company. A copy of the check which reflects the payment described herein is
attached hereto, marked Exhibit "A" and by reference made a part hereof.
Plaintiff is satisfied that defendant's representations are correct
and for these reasons plaintiff asks this Court to approve its request to dis-
miss this action without prejudice.

ROBERT J. STANTON, Trustee

ump63242£2d{4%®3;

jémés 0. Ellison, His Attorney

By

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Before The Honorable Allen E. Barrow, Chief Judge of the United States

District Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma, this matter was presented

M .

to the Court this / day of i‘%wﬁﬁmm s 1974, upon the Statement of
e 7

Facts and Request for Dismissal With Prejudice, and the Court thereupon dismissed

O e i ¥ (Lo, 75;;,@;; Pz -

the above entitled action with prejudice, each party to bear its own costs.

/7 (e & i

ALLEN E. BARROW, Chief Judge

United States District Court
| Northern District of Oklahoma
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IN TdE UNITED 874 DISTRICT COURT PFPOR THE
NORTHERN DLSTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
<75 - Case No. 71-CR-103

CLAUDE AARON PARKS,

Defendant.

The above Defendant (Petitioner), a Federal prisoner,
has filed a notice of intent to appeal from the Order of the
Court entered herein on April 26, 1974 by which the action of
Petitioner for a writ of habeas corpus filed under 28 U.S.C.

§2255 was dismissed.

As to Petitioner's desire to appeal herein in forma pauperis
the Court is of the opinion and certifies that the desired appeal
is not taken in good faiﬁh. 28 U.8.C. §1915(a). Petitioner's
collateral attacks on his Federal Court conviction and sentence
present no rational argument on the law or facts in support of
his claims as shown by the Order of the Court entered herein
on April 26, 1974 and which by reference is made a part hereof.

Ellis v. United States, 356 U.S. 674 (1958); Ragan v. Cox, 305 F.

58 (Tenth Cir. 1962); Tidmore v. Taylor, 323 F. 24 88 (Tenth Cir.
1963). It is therefore ordered that Petitioner is denied leave

to proceed further herein by way of appeal in forma pauperis.

, . 1974.

It is so ordered this / day of N)ged .

) ,/ELQL,W&?Q» 5‘3&4%«.@(/ /e 4 /}/@C;

Fred Daugherty ¢/ Vi
United States District Judge
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