o ® |
' FlLEDpD
Alig 3 1 1980

(UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT For THE  Jagk (. Silver, Clerk

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA U S. DISTRICT CUURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
Vs, CIVIL ACTION NO. 82~C-272-E

ALVIN H. LEE, JR.,

e St ot et St e i St

Defendant.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this Mﬂlljhay
of , 1982, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating, United -
States Attorney, through Nancy A. Nesbitt, Assistant United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklghoma, and the
Defendant, Alvin dl.Lee; Jr:,_appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
tfile herein finds that Defendant, Alvin H. Lee, Jr., was
personally served with an Alias Summons and Complaint on July 30,
1382. The time within which the Defendant could have answered or
otherwise moved as to the Complaint has expired and has not been
extended. The Defendant has not answered or otherwise moved, and
default has been entered by the Clerk of this Court. Plaintiff is
entitled to Judgment as a matter of law.

IT I8 THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against Defendant, Alvin H.
Lee, Jr., for the principal sum of $249.33, Plus interest at the

legal rate (15%) from the date of this Judgment until paid.

S/, JAMES ©. ELLISON

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

WRIGHT AND FRCOZEN FQODS
EXPRESS, INC.,

CLYDE CRAMER, ) s

) |

Plaintifft, ) L‘ EE

) D
Vs, } No. 81 ¢ 538 E

) 4UG€31
CHARLES L. DAVIS, MERLE )

)

)

)

)

Defendants.

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Pursuant to Rule 41l(a) of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure, the plaintiff Clyde Cramer and the defendants Charles
L. Davis, Merle Wright and Frozen Foods Express, Inc., being all
the parties in the capticoned case, by and through‘tﬁgir attorneys,
stipulate that the above entitled action has been settled for an
agreed consideration and that there being no further issues for

determination, the action 1s hereby dismissed with prejudice.

Al

H. DOAK WILLIS, Attorney for Plaintiff

.

ALFRE%VB. KNIGHY J Attorney for Defendants, -
Charl&s L. Davis’ and Frozen Foods Express

v

.
s

LARRY D. OTTAWAY, Attorney for Defendant,
. Merle Wright
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT r- ' l‘ EE ﬁ;

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA AUBB 1 19&/&/‘”/

Jack C. Sitver, Clera
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

No, 81—C-645—B‘///

AMF INCORPORATED, a corporation,

Plaintiff,

vs.

ROBERT L. MAYNARD and
JACKIE H. MAYNARD, d/b/a
MAYNARD'S BOWLING &
RECREATION CENTER,

L . S

befendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

On this 3lst day of August, 1982, upon the written appli- -
cation of the plaintiff and his attorney of record for a dis-
missal with prejudice of the above and foregoing action as to
~the defendants, and the Court, being well advised in the pre-
mises, finds that the Order of Dismissal should issue.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the above entitled cause be

and the same is hereby dismissed with prejudice as to any future

action.

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

WILLIE WOLFE,
Plaintiff,
vs. No. 82-C~606-C

BILL MARTIN, et al.,

FILED

Defendants.

AUG 3 1 19821

ORDER Jack C. Suver, Glerk
U, S, DISTRICT COURY

Now before the Court sua sponte is the complaint of
Plaintiff Willie Wolfe. Mr. Wolfe is a citizen of the State of
Oklahoma who is presently residing in the Oklahcma State
Penitentiary at McAlester, Oklahoma. Plaintiff has filed his
complaint under Titld 42 U.S.C. §1983 against Bill Martin, Law
Unit Supervisor, and Ted Wallman, Deputy Warden at the Oklahoma
State Penitentiary at McAlester, based on ipcidents allegedly
arising at that institution,

Venue in non-diversity actions isg Proper "only in the
judicial district where all the defendants reside, or in which
the claim arose." 28 U.S.C, §1391(b}, Jiminez v. Pierce, 315
F.S. 365 (D.C.N.Y. 1970). Under this statute, venue canp be
bPlaced where the operative facts, or a significant portion of
them, occurred.

Since the cause of action herein arises under facts alleged
to have occurred within the Eastern District of Oklahoma, it is
the Order of the Court that this action should be and hereby is
transferred to the United States District Court for the Eastern

District of Qklahoma.

g

It is so Ordered this :ﬁi/ day of August, 1982.

)/)f)?{/
H. DALE 200

Chief Judge, U. S. District Court
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

GORDON SECURITIES, LTD,,

Plaintiff,
No. 81-C-39-C /
" WILLIAM HOLLENSWORTH and
McCALLISTER & MAPLES, ga
" partnership, and VICTORY
NATIONAL BANK OF NOWATA,

Defendants,

vwvuvys—-uuvvvuyvvvuv

e FILED
RICHARD J. DENT, n!ilj U U 1982
Defiaararty Jack C. Silver, Glerk
' U. S. DISTRICT GOURT

JUDGMENT

This action came on for hearing before the Court on the
pPlaintiff's motion for summary judgment on its First and Second
Causes of Action and the issues having been duly heard and a
decision having been duly rendered,

It is Ordered and Adjudged,

that the Plaintiff, Gordon Securities, ILtd. recover éf the
defendant, William Hollensworth the sum of $700,000, plus
interest at the rate of fifteen percent from the date of this
Judgment, plus attorney fees in the amount of Zg QOO il and
its costs of action; ’ :

that if the above sum is not paid within thirty days from
the date of thig Judgment the plaintiff is entitled to
foreclosure on the mortgaged and secured pProperty as provided by
applicable law and as provided in its Mortgage and Security

Agreement.

It is so Ordered this ggigg day of August, 1682.

H, DALE *COr
Chief Judge, U. 3. District Court

S e e e A b ot et e e e
- A
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA frag joroe .
" SO -
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
}
Plaintiff, ) daen o
) - L- <P Rd "1’ Y ;|_=;\
A AN LR S I g
vSs. ; [N U.Liutnhﬂ QUUE}
)
J. W. JOHNSON, )
}
Defendant. ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 81-C-224-B

AGREED JUDGMENT -

This matter comes on for consideration this 27 day

of H,,G,\f;ﬁ » 1981, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating,
UnitedLStates Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, -
through Nancy a. Nesbitt, Assistant United States Attorney, and
the Defendant, J. w. Jochnson, appearing Bro se. 4

The Court, being fully advised ana having examined the
file herein, finds that Defendant, J. W. Johnson, was personally
served with an Alias Summons and Complaint on August 25, 1982,
The Defendant has not filed his Answer bu; in lieu thereof has
agreed that he is indebted to the Plaintiff in the amount of
$650.00, plus the accrued interest of $245,53 asg of April 13,
1981, plus interest at 7% per annum from April 13, 1981, on the
Principal! sum until paid.

1T IS THEREFQRE, CRDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREﬁD that
the Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against the Defendant, J.
W. Johnson, for the principal sum of $650.00, plus the accrued
interest of $245.53 as of April 13, 1981, plus interest at 7% per

annum from April 13, 1981, on the principal sum until paid.

S/, THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA fmlrjotqg,/

4&0“ b Stivy, iy

R & R EXPLORATION COMPANY, INC., L8 DISTRIPY
fnon

an Oklahoma corporation,
rPlaintiff,
VS,

No. 81-C-506-B

THE PRUDENTIAIL ENERGY COMPANY,
INC., a Delaware corporation,

Defendant. ,
qb\(@u&iui\hh c)&

~FEINT DISMISSAL

COME NOW the Plaintiff, by and through its attorneys,
Doerner, Stuart, Saunders, Daniel & Anderson, and the Defendant,
by and through its attorneys, Hall, Turner & Pike, and dismiss the
Complaint and Counterclaim herein filed by the Plaintiff and
Defendant, respectively, such dismissal to be with prejudice to a

subsegquent refiling.

DOERNER, STUART, SAUNDERS, HALL, TURNER & PIKE
ANTEL & ANDERSON

By: L W 2*\“{@4'\&__.—#~——a By:
NDALL WRIGHT

M P. DANIEL, JR.
—iéns P. McCANN
1080 Atlas Life Building Main Place
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103 100 North Main

Attorneys for Plaintiff Wichita, Kansas 67202
Attorneys for Defendant

TURNER
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JUNGMENT ON JURY VERDICT

CIV 31 (71-03)

lﬂnitrh States District ot

FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA
-_— A

CiviL ACTION FILE No. 80-—-0—72_[6—}3
Elbert Whitson,

d/b/a Ozark Truck Plaza,

Plaintiff,
vs, JUDGMENT
Cummins Sales and Service, Ine.,

Defendant.

This action came on for trial befors the Court and a jury, Honorable James 0. Ellison s

. United States District Judge, presiding, and the issues having been duly tried and

the jury having duly rendered its verdict, for the Defendant.

it is Ordered and Adjudged that the Plaintiff take nothing and that the

defendant, Cumming Sales and Service, Inc., tecover of the plaintiff

'y
its costs of actian.
-

. . FILED

AUB 301082

Jack C, Suwer, Clerk
0L, DISTRICT COURY

Dated at Tulsa, Oklahoma . thig 30th day

of August .19 82,

/7 5 S - = a

(Ji{%ég%/;f{%w ............
Clerk of Court

(]




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

ROGER~MARK Co0., INC., a
corporation; and CHARLES
LIVINGSTON,

Plaintiffs,
vs. No, 76-C-171-E

BLACKSTONE CORPORATION,

)
}
)
)
)
)
}
)
}
}
Defendants, )
)

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

There now comes before the Court the Stipulation for
Dismissal with Prejudice of the above-entitled case submitted
jointly by all of the parties in said case. Being fully
advised in the Premises, the Court concludes that this case
should be dismissed with prejudice based upon saiq Stipulation
which has been entered into and submitted by all parties in
this action.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the above-entitled
action is hereby dismissed with prejudice, with each party in
Such action bearing its respective costs and attorneys' fees.

Dated this 92‘7 day of August, 1982,

5/ JAMES ©. ELLISON

JAMES O,ELLISON
United Btates Distriet Judge




IN THE UNITED: STATES DISTRICT CQURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRIGT_OF CKLAHOMA

ALLIED PRINTERS & PUBLISHERS,
INC., an Oklahoma Corporation,

)
)
)
Plaintiff, }
)
vs. ) No. Bl-C=-33-F -
) -
CHAUCER PRESS, INC., a New York } Fr l L. EE E)
Corporation, }
) U i
Defendant. ) A 627 %2

Jack C. Silver, Clerk

JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT -4, S. DISTRICT COURT

Now on this 12th day of Aungust, 1982, this matter comes on before
me, the undersigned Judge of the United States District Court for the
Northern District of Oklahoma, on this Court's pretrial conference
setting, Plaintiff appearing by and through its attorney of record,
Richard Blanchard, Defendant, appearing not. oy

+ Upon reviewing the file-herein ang Statements made hy counsel,

and in accordance with Rule 55 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,

28 U.8.C., the Court finds the Defendant, Chaucer Press, Inc., in de-
-

fault and grants judgment in favor of the Plaintiff against Chaucer
Press, Inc., in the amount of $32,336.64 with interest at the rate
of 18% per annum to date of judgment and with interest at the rate
of 15% per annum from this date until paid bursuant to 12 0.5, 1981
§ 727.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Plaintiff
be and it is hereby awarded Judgment against the Defendant, Chaucer
Press, Inc., in the amount of $32,336.64 with interest to the date
of judgment at the rate of 18% per annum and with interest at the
rate cof 15% per annum frem £his date until paid.

FURTHER, IT 1§ ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the issue of
attorney fees and costs is hereby reserved to be determined upon ap-

plication of the Plaintiff.

‘/;ZZi»n/»4$x;2££;;4”;;-~

JAMES 0. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

WANDA LINDSEY,
Plaintiff,
vs. No. B8l-C-423-C

GOODYEAR TIRE & RUBEER COMPANY,

FILED
AT g

Jock G, Sitrer ok

JUDGMENT U. S. DISTRICT COURT

Defendant.

Pursuant to the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law
filed simultaneously herein, it is hereby Ordered that Judgment
be entered in favor of the defendant and against the
+laintiff, that the plaintiff take nothing, that the action be
dismissed on the merits and that the defendant recover of the

plaintiff its costs of action,

It is so Ordered this ;22 day of August, 1982.

H. DALE COOK
Chief Judge, U, S. District Court
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.UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR Mz'?fgS?
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOI‘}E\C" C Sf
18 DISTRICT e

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

)]
)
Plaintiff, )

}
VS. ) CIVIL ACTION NOS.

}
Ted Ezell J 81-C-629-E
Arnold W. Dickinson ) 8l1-C-642-E
Robert R. Snell ) 81-C-684-~-F .
Michael L. Kirkland ) 81-C-685-E
Rickey D. Watkins } Bl-C-742-E
Harvey A, Kunkel ) 81-C-782-E
Benjamin T. Hibbard ) 81-C-819-E
Quentin J. McDonald ) 81-C-823-E
Alvin L. Toney ) Bl-C-696-E

) .

)

Defendants.

NCTICE OF DISMISSALS Y

COMES NSW the.UniLed States of America by
Frank Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern District
of Oklahoma, Plaintiff herein, through Den .J. Guy, Assistant
United States Attorney, and hereby gives notice of its dismissal,
pursuant to Rule 41, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, of these
actions without prejudice.

Dated thislééfh day of August, 1982,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING

Ci{tj States
NI ot

Assista United Staies Attorney

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that a true copy
of the foregoing pleading was served on sach
of the partles _hereto by mailing the same to

3 \* .
Assistant Untgéd States Attopdey
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ROBERT W. McLAUGHLIN,

Plaintiff,

-vs— No. 81-C-548-E
BISCOVERY OIL & GAS, INC., an
Oklahoma corporation, LARRY
HOGVER, an individual, ORVAL
DeLOZIER, WILLIAM H. PHILLIPS,
ANDY ANDERSON, and THE FIRST
NATIONAL BANK OF ALTAMONT,

FILFEFD

Tt e et e e el e et N o St ot o St

ILLINOIS,
Defendants. AUG 2 7 1982
Jack C. Silver, Clerk
DEFAULT JUDGMENT b. S. BISTRICT COURT

NOW on this 2 Z day of August, 1982, the above styled
and numbered cause comes on before the Court upon the Motion of
the plaintiff, Robert W. McLaughlin, to enter default judgment
against the defendant, The First National Bank of Altamont,
Illinois, as praved for in the Complaint. The Court, having
reviewed the pleadings filed herein, finds that the plaintiff
filed this action to recover money judgment against the defendants,
Larry Hoover and Discovery 0il & Gas, Inc., an Oklahoma corporation,
and to foreclose a certain 0il and gas lease located in the Northern
District of Oklahoma in Nowata County, Oklahoma. The Court further
finds that the defendant, First National Bank of Altamont, Illinois,
pursuant to the allegations set forth in the original Complaint,
may claim some right, title or interest in and to said oil and
gas lease pursuant to a certain 0il and Gas Mortgage filed of
record in Nowata County, Oklahoma. The Court further finds that the
defendant, First National Bank of Altament, Illineis, has wholly
failed to plead, answer or otherwise defend this action and is
therefore in default.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that default judgment be entered against the defendant, First
National Bank of Altamont, Illinois, and that the defendant, First

National Bank of Altamont, Illinois, be determined to have no right,




- . . .

title or interest in and to the o0il and gas leases described as

follows, to-wit:

The South Half, Southwest Quarter, Northwest
Quarter (S/2 SW/4 NW/4}, and Northwest Quarter
of the Southwest Quarter (NW/4 SW/4), and the
West Half of the Southwest Quarter of the
Southwest Quarter (W/2 sW/4 SW/4) of Section
33, Township 29 North, Range 15 East, Nowata
County, Oklahoma; and

The Southeast Quarter of the Northeast Quarter
of the Southeast Quarter {SE/4 NE/4 SE/4) and
the East Half of the Southeast Quarter of the
Southeast Quarter of the Southeast Quarter
{E/2 SE/4 SE/4 SE/4) of Section 32, Township
29 North, Range 15 East, Nowata County, State
of Oklahoma; and

The West Half of the Southeast Quarter of the
Southeast Quarter of the Southeast Quarter

{W/2 SE/4 SE/4 SE/4), and the Southwest Quarter
of the Southeast Quarter of the Southeast
Quarter (SW/4 SE/4 SE/4) of Section 32, Town-
ship 29 North, Range 15 East, Nowata County,
State of Oklahoma,

&f, JAMES Q- ELLISON

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that on the day of

1982, I mailed a true and correct copy of the above and fore—
going instrument to the following, with proper postage prepaid
thereon: ‘

Mr, Stephen C. Wolfe, Esqg.
1325 South Main
Tulsa, 0K 74119

Rodney A, Edwards




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

| MARY ALICE ATTERBERRY,

Plaintiff,

| vs. Case No. 81-C-544-F
OKLAHOMA REGENTS FOR HIGHER
EDUCATION; and JOANNA JACOBS,
Individually; and BARBARA BOX,
Individually; and ROARD OF
REGENTS OF TULSA JUNIOR COLLEGE,

et N N e et et e et e e e e e

Defendants,

APPLICATION TC DISMISS

Comes now the plaintiff, by and through the undersigned counsel,
{| and pursuant to Rule 41, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, makes
; application to this Court for an order of dismissal as to the
defendants Oklahoma Regents for Higher Education and the Board

of Regents of Tulsa Junior College.

i WHEREFORE, the pPlaintiff reguests the Court dismiss action as to
the defendants Oklahoma Regerts for Higher Education and the

board of Regents for Tulsa Junior College.

c} TOM COLEMAN
‘ L_ E * Attorney for Plaintiff
F 1850 South Boulder
megq\%? Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119
(918) 583-3155

Yack G- S\we;{ R

L
B. & DS

ORDER

Upon application of the plaintiff and for good cause shown the

! i
;r foregoing action is dismisscd as against the Oklahoma Regents for |
{
|

. Higher Education and the Board of Regents of Tulsa Junior College.

NOTE: THIS ORDER 15 TO BE MAILED S JAMES ©. ELLISON
Bl MOVANT TO ALL COUNSEL AND
PRO SE LITIGANTS IMMEDIATELY UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
UPON RECEIPT,




-y

. .

" CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I, Tom Coleman, do hereby certify that on this ____ day of

August, 1982, a true and copy of the above and foregoing Applica-
tion was mailed to Mr. Deryl L. Gotcher and Dean Luthey, Attorneys
for the Board of Regents of Tylsa Junior College, 201 West Fifth
Street, Suite 400, Tulsa, OK 74103; and Mr. Robert Nance,
assistant Attorney General, 112 State Capitol Building, Oklahoma

City, OK 73105,

TOM COLEMAN
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR ‘I‘HEF bLED

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAROMA AUG:371982
st BBl ierk
.00 RT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,
Vs, CIVIL ACTION NO,. 81-C-694-E

JOHN P. FARMER,

Defendant.

AGREED JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this ﬁg'? day
of f idt , 1982, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating,
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through Don J. Guy, Assistant United States Attorney, and the
Defendant, John P, Farmer, represented by his counsel, Lawrence
A.G. Johnson.

The Court, being fully advised and having examined the
file herein, finds that the Defendant, John P. Farmer, was
personally served with Summons and Complaint on November 18,
1982, The Defendant has not filed an Answer but in lieu thereof
has agreed that he is indebted to the Plaintiff in the amount
alleged in the Complaint and that Judgment may accordingly be
entered against John P. Farmer in the amount of $189.80, plus 15%
interest from the date of this Judgment until paid.

IT 1S TUEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that
the Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against the Defendant,
John P. Farmer, in the amount of $189.80, plus 15% interest from

the date of this Judgment until paid.

S/ JAMES O, ELLISON
‘UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FERANK KEATING

United States orney
%
A ik daa /{ .

boN 7T, G\{y
Assistant’ U.S. AtthOrney

A
df}nh’. . umm R V
1 /




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

ROBERT W, McLAUGHLIN,
Plaintiff,

-vs- No. Bl-C-548-E
DYSCOVERY OIL & GAS, INC., an
Oklahoma corporation, LARRY
HOOVER, an individual, ORVAL
DeLOZIER, WILLIAM H. PHILLIPS,
ANDY ANDERSON and THE FIRST
NATIONAL BANK OF ALTAMONT,
ILLINOIS,

FILED
AUB 27 1882

Jack ©. Silver, Clerk
b, S. DISTRICT COURT

e e et e e e L e e e e e e et

Defendants,

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

NOW on this 277 day of Rugust, 1982, the above styled
and numbered cause comes on hefore the Court upon the Mction of
the plaintiff, Robert W. McLaughlin, to enter default judgment
agalnst the defendant, The First National Bank of Altamont,
Illinois, as praved for in the Complaint. The Court, having
reviewed the pleadings filed herein, finds that the plaintiff
filed this action to recover money judgment against the defendants,
Larry Hoover and Discovery 0il & Gas, Inc., an Oklahom% corporation,
and to foreclose a certain oil and gas lease located in the Northern
District of Oklahoma in Nowata County, Oklahoma. The Court further
finds that the defendant, First National Bank of Altamoﬁt, Illinois,
pursuant to the allegations set forth in the criginal Complaint,
may claim some right, title or interest in and to said oil and
gas lease pursuant to a certain 0il and Gas Mortgage filed of
record in Nowata County; Oklahoma. The Court further finds that the
defendant, Pirst National Bank of Altamont, Illinois, has wholly
failed to plead, answer or otherwise defend this action and is
therefore in default.

IT 15 THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that default judgmrent be entered against the defendant, First
National Bank of Altamont, Illincis, and that the defendant, First

National Bank of Altamont, Illinois, be determined to have no right,




title or interest in and to the o0il and '‘gas leases described as

follows, to-wit:

The South Half, Southwest Quarter, Northwest
Quarter (5/2 Sw/4 NW/4), and Northwest Quarter
of the Southwest Quarter (NW/4 SW/4), and .the
West Half of the Southwest Quarter of the
Southwest Quarter {W/2 SW/4 SW/4) of Section
33, Township 29 North, Range 15 East, Nowata
County, Oklahoma; and

The Southeast Quarter of the Northeast Quarter
of the Southeast Quarter (SE/4 NE/4 SE/4) and
the East Half of the Southeast Quarter of the
Southeast Quarter of the Scutheast Quarter
(E/2 SE/4 SE/4 SE/4) of Secticn 32, Township
29 North, Range 15 East, Nowata County, State
of Oklahoma; and

The West Half of the Southeast Quarter of the
Southeast Quarter of the Southeast Cuarter

(W/2 SE/4 BE/4 SE/4), and the Scuthwest Quarter
of the Scutheast Quarter of the Southeast
Quarter (SW/4 SE/4 SE/4) of Section 32, Town-
ship 29 North, Range 15 East, Nowata County,
State of Oklahoma.

UNITED

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that on the day of
1982, I mailed a true and correct copy of the above and fore-
going instrument to the following, with proper postage prepaid
thereon:

Mr. Stephen C. Wolfe, Esqg.
1325 South Main
Tulsa, 0K 74119

Rodney A, Edwards




IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
STATE OF OKLAHOMA

o , FILED
VICKIE ANN SUTTON, Administratrix )

of the Estate of Bobby D. Sutton, ) AUBZ?‘IQ&
Deceased, and RUTH FITE,

)
) Jack C. Sitver, Clerk
Pl i t'ff ’ VT Al
aimEitts, ) U. S. DiSTRICT COURT
-yg- ) No. 81‘C‘779—E
)
GENE DAVIS, Administrator of the )
Estate of MARTY G. ALLEN, )
)
Defendant. )
ORDER

Now on this _JZZZ day of August, 1982, there came on for
hearing the Application for Settlement of the plaintiffs, Vickie
Ann Sutton, Administratrix of the Estate of Bobby D. Sutton,
deceased, and Ruth Fite, grandmother of the deceased, for approval
of a settlement as set forth in saig Application. That said
application prays for an Order of the Court reducing the lien or
claim of the Department of Human Services of the State of
Oklahoma, from $5,390.1]1 to $4,000.00, and awarding the balance
thereof to the plaintiffs herein, as set forth above,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that the lien or claim of the Department of Human Services of the
State of Oklahoma be reduced from $5,390.11 to $4,000.00 for medi-
cal services rendered Bobby D. Sutton, deceased; further, that due
to the circumstances involved herein, the needs of the plaintiffs

herein, and pain and suffering involved, and the amount of funds




L s,

available to satisfy the claim, the Court orders that the sum of
$4,000.00 be paid to the Department of Human Services of the State
of Oklahoma, and that said payment fully extinguishes all claims
of the Department of Human Services, State of Oklahoma, either by
subrogation or lien for reimbursement from the defendant and/or

the plaintiffs herein, and holds them harmless therefrom.

JUDGE OF THE U. S. DISTRICT COURT

APPROVED:

John R. Couch
Attorney for Plaintiffs

Herbert K. Hyde, Attorney
for State of Oklahoma
Department of Human Services.




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF oKLAoMa £ | L E P

AUB 2 7 1982

CONTINENTAL FIBERGLASS ) ifver. C
CORPORATION, an Iowa 3 Jmk@%@JMm
corporation, ) u . DiSTRICT CUURT
)
Plaintiff, ).
—vs. - g No. 82-C-618-E
)
MAVERICK ENTERPRISES, INC., )
an Oklahoma corperation: )
RAY RICHARDSON; and B. J. )
SIMPSON, : )]
)
Defendants. )]
JUDGMENT

This action came on for hearing before the Court,
Honorable James :0.- Ellison presiding, parties announcing
the settlement of this action by the submission of this
Judgment, the Court having reviewed the same and being fully
advised in the premises, finds as follpws:

1. This action was commenced by the plaintiff which
filed its Complaint herein on June 11, 1982. All defendants
were personally served with a copy of the Complaint and subse-
quently filed an Answer herein. The Court has personal
jurisdiction over the parties and pursuant to the allegations
of the complaint, subject matter jurisdiction is proper.

2. All parties to the action consent to this judgment
as evidenced by the signatures of their counsel of record,
each of whom are members of the bar of the United States
District Court,

IT 13 THEREFCORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff, Continental Fiberglass Corporation, have and recover
judgment from the defendants Maverick Enterprises, Inc.,Ray
Richardson, and B.J.8impson, jointly and severally, the amount
of $ 39,843.67, plus interest on the sum of $ 44,B43.67 at the
rate of 1 1/2 % per month from and after April 31, 1982, to
August 25, 1982, and interest on the sum of $ 39,843.67 from and
after August 25, 1982 until paia; its costs, accrued and acc-
ruing, and a reasonable attorney's fee on behalf of Plaintiff's




i,

attorney, Randolf L. Strnad, in the amount of $ 4,500,00.

Entered this _#2%7 day of MHFBZ.

S/ JAMES Q. ELLISON

APPROVED :

CONTINENTAL FIBERGLASS
CORPORATION, plaintiff

by
Randolf L. Strnad
Attorney at Law
1515 South Denver
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119

MAVERICK ENTERPRISES, INC.,
RAY RICHARDSON, AND B.J, SIMPSON,
defendants

by

Donald K. Switzer,Esq.
Logan, Lowry, Johnston, Switzer
& West

P.0. Box 558

Vinita, Oklahoma 74301

(918) 256-7511

District Judge



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOQR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
UNITED STATES QOF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 81-C-851-E

FILED

CHARLES F. DEAN,

T Mkt St o it v ot

Defendant.
UG 1982
ROTICE OF DISMISSAL Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

COMES NOW the United States of America by
Frank Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern District
of Oklahoma, Plaintiff herein, through Philard L. Rounds, Jr.,
Assistant United States Attorney, and hereby gives notice of its
dismissal, pursuant to Rule 41, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
of this action without prejudice.

Dated this :ZZE Zﬁﬂ’day of August, 1982.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

W% Z
PHILARD L. ROUNDS, JR.
Agsistant United States Attorney

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that a true copy

ef the foregoing pleading wss.served
of the parties hereto by wailing the

on each

seare Lo

ir ¢ f regord con the
them or to their attorneys o o
122¢£équ még,.

’ i;sisténiiUnitad 1 Attorney
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICH,

)
)
Plaintiff, )
)
vsS. ) CIVIT. ACTION NO. 81-C-648-E
)
LARRY D. HUBBARD, ] — )
) sl L E D
Defendant. )
UG g
NOTICE QF DISMISSAL Jackc S“‘uer uerk
- H

U. S. DISTRICT COURT
COMES NOW the United States of America by

Frank Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern District
of Oklahoma, Plaintiff herein, through Philard L. Rounds, Jr.,
Assistant United States Attorney, and hereby gives notice of its
dismissal, pursuant to Rule 41, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
of this action without prejudice.
Dated this =2KZ day of August, 1982,
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

PHILARD I.. {(ﬁ

DS, JR.
Assistant United States Attorney

-

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

: true copy
ifies that a
ersigned certifi - ~ved on cach
Z?etﬁzdforegoing pleﬂdiﬂs ‘i“]’iil :Sm some Lo
WAL LA LR s

arties heszto b¥ ¢ coord on the

of the p heir atiprueys of rge .

them gr to thoi 1

day of
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

CIVIL ACTION NO. 80-C-621-E

FILED
AUR 6 1980

Jack C. Siiver, Gierk
COMES NOW the United States of America kU}'r S- DISTR‘CT COURT

Frank Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern District

vEe.

DAVID MANNER,

Defendant.

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL

of Oklahoma, Plaintiff herein, through Philard 1. Rounds, Jr.,
Assistant United States Attorney, and hereby gives notice of its
dismissal, pursuant to Rule 41, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
of this action without prejudice.
Dated this,éza day of August, 1982,
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

BB P

HILARD L. RCUNDS, JR.
Assistant United States Attorney

QEBTIFICAZE_QF SERVICE
The undersigneq certifies that a true copy

of the forepoing rleading was S5eived on cach
of the parties Nerete Ly mailing the some to

them or te their atlorneys of recara on the
N _day of ___ @ . &’

:?gégéffizied 3
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT CF OKLAHOMA

COOPER MANUFACTURING CORP.,
a Texas corporation,

Plaintiff,

CIVIL ACTION
V.

FILE NO. 82-C-5l2-C
AA DIE TOOL & MACHINE, INC.,

a Georgia corporation, and

GENERAL ENGINEERING SERVICE, INC., : F i
a Georgia corporation, )
‘ '.;\-h»' r’ T,Pﬁ’f
Defendants. e o
Jack C. Sitvor, Glerk
0. S. DISTRICT COUR?

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

The parties having stipulated that the Complaint and the
Counterclaim filed herein and all causes of action raised in
these proceedings may be dismissed, and the Court being fully
advised in the premises, it is therefore

ORDERED that this action be and the same is hereby dis-
missed with prejudice, each party to bear its own costs.

Dated this ofé day of &

- , 1982,
Y

o/, DALE COOK

Chief United States District
Judge for the Northern
District of Cklahema




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C~114-C

V5.

STEVE C. HOPKINS,

Nt S N it Nt o ottt Y

Defendant.
SR o
NOTICE OF DISMISSAL Jack C. bh’tf Glerk

U. 8. DISIRICT COURT

COMES NOW the United States of America by
Frank Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern District
of Oklahoma, Plaintiff herein, threugh Philard L. Rounds, Jr.,
Assistant United States Attorney, and hereby gives notice of its
dismissal, pursuant to Rule 41, PFederal Rules of Civil Procedure,
of this action without prejudice.

Dated this 2t~ day of August, 1982,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

%
ngiiiD L. ROUNDS .

Assistant United States Attorney

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersipgned certifies that a true copy N
of the foregoing pleading was served 22 ea:o
of the parties hereto by mailing the ngehe
them cr to their a rneys of record on t

day of . -

52;221 Un ted Stai#ls Attorney
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs,

CIVIL ACTION NO. B1-C~-657-C

CURTIS A. SCOTT, JR., r; j .

Defendant.
AL Tasp

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL Jack L. Siiie, Gierk

U. §. DISTRICT COURT

COMES NOW the United States of America by
Frank Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern District
of Oklahoma, Plaintiff herein, through Philard L. Rounds, Jr,,
Assistant United States Attorney, and hereby gives notice of its
dismissal, pursuant to Rule 41, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
of this action without prejudice.

Dated this é&é1zbday of August, 1982.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

el X,

PHILARD TI.. ROUNDS, JR,
Assistant United States Attorney

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that a true copy
of the foregeing pleading was served on each
of the parties hereto by wailing the same Lo

B 0 v : d on the
their attoraeys of re T
_them or t
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT CQURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs.

CIVIL ACTION NO. 81-C-656-C

DEAN C. RICHARDS,

FILED

RN
NOTICE OF DISMISSAL Sl ti 989

Jack C. Sitver, Giers
COMES NOW the United States of America byU.S.DBTMCTCOURT

Defendant.

Frank Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern District
of Oklahoma, Plaintiff herein, through Philard L. Rounds, Jr.,
Assistant United States Attorney, and hereby gives notice of its
dismissal, pursuant toc Rule 41, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
of this action without prejudice.
Dated this ng; =z day of August, 1982,
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

ol K

PHILARD L. ROUNDS, JR.
Assistant United States Attorney

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that a true copy
of the foregoing pleading was served on each
of the parties hereto by wailing the saume to

them or te thoir ottioyneys of rpecerd on the
Rl day 01‘7*-@«4-2{»“——. 194
___%{0 B e rr—
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FILED

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE /U0 11U {989
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA - .
Jack C. Silver, Glerk

U. 8. DISTRICT COURT

VICTOR BERNARD LINDSEY,
Plaintiff,

Vs, Case No. B2-C-379-B
SCRIVNER, INC., an Okla-
homa corporation, d/b/a
BESTYET DISCOUNT FOODS, and
DON ROWLAND,

Defendants.

JOINT STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL

Come now the plaintiff and all defendants, by and
through their counsel, and pursuant to Rule 41(a), Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, stipulate for the digmissal with
prejudice of the, above styled and numbered action, said
parties having entered into a full and complete settlement of
said action, and further jointly pray that the Court enter an

-

Order so dismissing this case.

DATED as of August 20, 1982.

Clark O. Brewster

_ . O, I N

David A, Mullon, Jr.

608 Park Towers

5314 5. Yale Avenue
Tulsa, Cklahcma 74135
{918) 494-5953

Attorneys of Record for plaintiff,
Victor Bernard Lindsey

(N o€ (el

‘;ames C. Chandler

L f’Soule, Curlee, Harrington,
Chandler & Van Dyke

2210 First National Center

Cklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102

(405) 235-7471

Attorneys for Defendants




ORDER

In accordance with the above joint stipulation,

this action is hereby dismissed with prejudice this )26/

day of August, 1987
W %/f

Thomas R. Brett]
United States District‘Judge




Law Otfice

RALPH GRABEL
Suite 625
GrabalWright Building
Tulsa, Okizshoma 74103
{318} 585-1227

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

BRODERICK & BASCCM ROPE co.,
a Missouri Corporation,

Plaintiff,

34{
CASE NO. 80-C—55-C

AMERICAN INTERNATIONAL
DISTRIBUTING, INC.,

)

)

}

)

)

)

)

vs )
)

)

)

}

an Oklahoma Corporation, )
)

)

}

Defendant.

tonl, 0, Silear 7 1e”

ORDER DISMISSING ACTION. Siinl

NOW on this 14th day of April, 1982 this matter having

come before the undersigned Honorable H. Dale Cook, Chief Judge

| on the status hearing of the above styled matter.

Plaintiff appearing by and through its counsel, Ralph

: Grabel, and the Court being advised by counsel that the Defendani
| having heretofore filed a Petition for Order for Relief with the
: United States Bankruptcy Court for the Northern District of

: Oklahoma, and that said matter is being finalized.

On motion of Plaintiff's counsel, this Court therefore
Wt f.k‘ TR

dismisses the above styled action, with prejudice,

IT IS S50 ORDERED.

/5 iﬂy{ Lase
THE HONORABLE H. DALE CCOK

Chief Judge

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I, Ralph Grabel, Attorney for Plaintiff herein do hereby
certify that I mailed a true and correct copy of the above and
foregoing ORDER DISMISSING ACTION to Mr. Don Elder, Service Agent

'for American International Distributing, Inc., 3010 South Harvard,
#1110, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74105 by U. S. Mail on the day of Auqust,
11982, with proper postage thereon. ;

!

7 .
;if?%kfi%({ 3,5;716{<(;\

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

ROBERT W. McCLAUGHLIN,
Plaintiff,

DISCOVERY OIL & GAS, INC., an
Oklahoma corporation, LARRY
HOOVER, an individual, ORVAL
DeLCZIER, WILLIAM H. PHILLIPS,
ANDY ANDERSON and THE FIRST
NATIONAL, BANK OF ALTAMONT,
ILLINOIS,

befendants. No. B1-C-548-E

DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE

COMES NOW the plaintiff, Robert W. McLaughlin, and
dismisses without prejudice his cause of action against defendant,
Andy Anderson. In support of this Motion to Dismiss, pursuant to
Rule 41 of the Federal Rules of Ciwvil Procedure, the plaintiff
would show the Court that the defendant, Andy Anderson, has not
been served with Summons or Complaint and has not answered or plead
herein.

JONES, GIVENS, GOTCHER,
DOYLE & BOGAN, INC.

By:

Rodney A. Edwards

201 West Fifth, Suite 400
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
Telephone: (918) 581-8200

Attorneys for Plaintiff

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that on the day of

1982, I mailed a true and correct copy of the above an@ foregoing
instrument to the following, with proper postage prepaid thereon:

Mr. Stephen C. Wolfe, Esq.
1325 South Main
Tulsa, OK 74119

Rodney A. Edwards




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

e
(]

o ¢ -
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA - i': N

CLAUDE B. HUNTON, G, e, bie
. ’ "llr

8. Distper Wy

Plaintiff,
V. No. 81-C-659-R

SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE
COMPANY,

Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

The Court has been advised that the above-styled
cause has been brought to settlement, and that the
parties desire to dismiss the action.

IT I5 THEREFORE ORDERED that the action is

DISMISSED, with prejudice.

NITED STATES DIiSTRICT JUDGE




B l e

L | e
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE ' E 9 f{«:’“ bt

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA T e

e Nl
R b Glive, it

CLARENCE A. BROWNING, et al., Lo BISTRIST cones
Plaintiffs
Vs, No. B2-C-131-BT

FIBREBOARD CORPORATION, et al.,

L

Defendants

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

NOW on this TJ\"');/E(AQ of August, 1982, the above styled
and numbered cause coming on for hearing before the undersigned Judge
of the United States District Court in and for the Northern District
of Oklahoma, upon the Application for Dismissal without Prejudice
of Standard Asbestos Manufacturing and Insulating Company, defendant
herein, and the Court having examined the pleadings and being well and
fully advised in the premises, is of the opinicn that the Cross-Claim
of Standard Asbestos against Unarco Industries, Inc. should be
dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that the Cross-Claim of defendant Standard Asbestos Manufacturing and
Insulating Company against Unarco Industries, Inc. should be and is

hereby dismissed without prejudice.

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT

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

APPROVED:

Jeff R. Beeler

King, Roberts & Beeler

2301 First National Center
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102
(405) 239-6143

Atteorneys for Defendant Standard
Asbestos Manufacturing and
Insulating Company




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NCORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLABOMA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vS.

CIVIL ACTION NO., 81-C-586-E

LARRY W. HONEYCUTT,

Defendant.
O RDER

For a good cause having been shown, it is hereby
ordered, adjudged and decreed that the above-referenced action is
hereby dismissed without prejudice.

Dated this _ g éltggy of August, 1982,

&, JAMES O. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

WILLOW CREEK I, NEIGHBORHCOD
ASSOCIATION, INC., and WILLOW
CREEK II, NEIGHBORHOOD
ASSOCIATION, INC.,

Plaintiffs: rine, - -
e E D

)
}
)
)
)
}
)
-vs- )
) U 0% qone
TEMP-CO ROOFING SPECIALIST, } AUG @2 1582
a partnership, ceonsisting of )
J. A. Templeton and Tom )
Templeton, and J. A. )
)
)
)
}

TEMPLETON and TOM TEMPLETON,

Jack C. Silver, Clerk

Ji & MeTRinY g

Individually,
Defendants. No. 81-C-191-E
ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE
. Ay
NOW on this - 7 day of August, 1982, the above styled

cause comes on before the Court upon the Stipulation of Dismissal
Without Prejudice filed herein by the parties. The Court, being
advised that the plaintiffs intend to dismiss without prejudice all
parties involved herein_except J. A. Templeton, individually, finds
that the plaintiffs are entitled to the relief prayed for and that
an Order of Dismissal Without Prejudice as to all parties except
J. A. Templeton, individually.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by this
Court that the above styled and numbered cause be, and the same is
hereby dismissed without prejudice as to all parties herein except
defendant, J. A. Templeton, individually, and that each party shall

bear its own costs expended herein.

S JAMES G, ELlison

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




]

“ IN THE ONITFD STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
I NORTFERN LISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

i}

|DARLENE E. SALISBURY, et. al,
!

l Plaintiffs,

-Vs- CASE NO. 82-C~741-E

CITY OF TULSA, et. al,

Mgt et Ayt e Tt ! gt gt gt

Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL
AND
NTRY OF MENT

| ROW ON THIS 20th day of August, 1982, the Court upon

{hearing in open court, the Plaintiffs present by their attorney

iof record, Thomas E. Salisbury, and the Defendants, by their
i

i

lattorneys of record, Neal McNeill, Imogene Harris and Richard

Kallsnick, finds that in the interests of justice and by reason

of Plaintiffs Application to Dismiss the above styled action

should be dismissed with prejudice.

: The Court further finds that by reason of subseguent

factions of the Defendants, the Plaintiffs action has become moot

:but that said actions by Defendants were the product of the

‘Gagne, 448 U.S. 122 (1980), and Connor v. Winter, 519 F.

!

iSupp. 1337 (3.D. Miss. 198l), the Court finds that the

i
i

“Plaintiffs are a "prevailing party” vunder 42 U.S5.C. §1988.
It
'Further, Plaintiffs have presented by way of this action
|

significant constitutional issues which convinces this Court to

finstant action by Plaintiffs. Under the rationale of Maher v.




exercise its discretion in favor of granting attorneys' fees to
Plaintiffs.

The Court finds that pursuant to the affidavit of
Plaintiff's counsel that he has expended 16.5 hours in the

preparation and litigation of this action and that said time is

adequately accounted for and was reasonable and necessary for
the discharge of his professional obligation to his clients'
interests. The Court further finds that $75.00 per hour is a

reasonable hourly rate in this community for litigation of this

type considering the speed with which such litigation was
|
]required to be prepared, the time limitations placed upon
i
coun:el, the novelty and complexity of the issues involved, and

j
|
|
|

the skills and expertise cf counsel in constitutional litigation
fof this aature.
i The Court finds that as a result of this litigation,

Plaintiffs' have expended $200.00 in costs, accounted for as

$60.00 filing fees and $140.00 service of process fees. The

Court finds that these fees were reasonably and necessarily

|
llincurred in the prosecution of this action.

i

!I IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that this
i

action be and is hereby dismissed with prejudice pursuant to
Plaintiffs' Application to Dismiss.

!

|

!

l IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
fPlaintiffs are awarded a judgment against the Defendants,
t

ijointly and severally, for costs and attorneys' fees in the
|

total sum of One Thousand Four Hundred Thirty-seven Dollars and

Fifty Cents ($ 1,437.50), representing One Thousand Two Hundred

!
|
!
|
i
|
i
|




|

!

i

| . —
i

"Thirty-seven Dcllars and Fifty Cents ($ 1,227.50) in attorneys’

‘Eees and Two BHundred Lollars (¢ 266.00) in court costs.
|
|

DATED THIS 20th DAY OF AUGUST, 1982

- [ AN -
T e bod. bbbkt

THE HONORABLE JAMES O. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

'APPROVED AS TO FORM:
E

Assistant City Attorney
[Counsel for Defendants
I

e

1

THOMAS E. SALISB
Counsel for Plaintiffs

|
|
1
i
|
|




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

NO. 82-014-Cb/
- -

ANN PAPPIN, JOYCE PAPPIN S
CROOM and SUSAN ANN PAPPIN,

Plaintiffs,

Vs,

SHOCKLEY T. SHOEMAKE, EXECUTOR
OF THE ESTATE OF LLLEN PAPPIN,
DECEASED, SHOCKLEY T, SHOEMAKE
TRUSTEE FOR TERIC CURRY, ELLEN
CURRY, LILLIE HALL AND ERIC
CURRY, a Minor,

Defendants.

- ' CONSENT DECREE

This cause having come on regularly for trial before the:

Court, setting without a jury, on August 20, 1982, with James

R. Lloyd appearing as attorney for plaintiffs Ann Pappin; Joyce‘ ;'L£7

Pappin Croom and Susan Ann Pappin and Bill Heskett appearing as .
attorney for defendant Eric Curry, a minor, and as guardian ad -
litem, and Bill Heskett appearing as attorney for defendants
Ellen Curry, ‘Shockley T. Shoemake, Executor of the Estate of 

Ellen Pappin, deceased, and Shockley T. Shoemake as Trustee for

Eric Curry, and for Ellen Curry; the Court having heard the testi~"

mony and having examined the pleadings and having reviewed the

agreed stipulations offéred by the respective parties, being fully‘

advised in the premises, having considered the request by all par— "

ties for an agreed consent decree pursuant to the parties’' written

stipulation and compromise, and now, therefore,
IT IS5 ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED

1. That plaintiff Ann Pappin is a citizen and resident of
Chester, State of Virginia; that plaintiff Joyce Pappin Croom is
a citizen of Farmville, State of North Carolina: and that plain-

tiff Susan Ann Pappin is a citizen and resident of Richmond, State




of Virginia. Defendant Shockley T. Shoemake is a resident and
citizen of the State of Oklahoma. The amount in controversy ex-
ceeds, exclusive of interest and costs, the sum of $10,000.00.-"
Therefore, jurisdiction is proper with this Court based on diver-
sity of citizenship within the meaning of 29 USC Section 1332.
Ellen Curry and her minor son, Eric Curry, are residents and citi-
zens of Oklahoma. Lillie Hall is a resident and citizen of Okla-

homa.

2. That the Court considered the suardian ad litem request
for the advice and consent of the Court to the settlement of a
claim made by the Plaintiffs. The Court finds that said claim
is for 1.75000 Osage Indian Headriphts formerly held by Herbert
- A. Pappin, Sr., Allottee-No.~1624, to be held in constructive
trust for benefit of Plaintiffs and for an order directing the
defendants to convey sald Osage Indian Hefdrights formerly held

by Herbert A. Pappin, Sr., Allottee No. 1624 to Plaintiffs.

3. The Court beinpg fully advised that it would be to the best

interest of the ward to settle the claim.

4. The Court beinpg further fully advised herein finds that
all of the other defendants being represented by counsel apree to
compromise and settle the claim on terms as set forth in the stipu-

lation and order herein.

5. The Court further finds that LFllen Pappin was not of Indian
blood nor was Eric Curry of any Indian Heritape or Osage Indian

Blood line.

6. It is therefore ordered that Ril) Heskett guardian ad
litem, be authorized and is hereby-advised to compromise and settle
the claim on terms as set forth in the Stipulation Agreement, here-
to attached, marked "Exhibit A" and incorporated herein as though
fully set out as the Court finds that it is in the best interest of

the ward.

L A —r USSR S



st R

a. That the headrights herein involved shall pass under
the terms of the will of the Decedent as modified by the settle-’
ment agreement of the parcies and the Executor shall execute,
acknowledge and deliver to plaintiffs by such form as shall be
required by the Interior Department.of the United States a con-
veyance of .87500 Osage Indian Headright.

7. It is therefore ordered that the defendants, Ellen Curry,
an individual, Shockley T. Shoemake, the duly appointed, qual-
fied and acting Executor of the Estate of Ellen Pappin, Deceased,
and Shockley T. Shoemake, Trustee for Eric Curry, a minor,
and Bill Heskett, the duly appointed, qualified and acting guardian
ad litem of Fric Cur;y,Aa minor, convey to plaintiffs by means of
such form a shall be required by the Department of the Interior, a
conveyance of .87500 Osage Indian Headright.

8. It is therefor further ordered that the defendant, Lillie
Hall, was properly served herein with a summons and with the
complaint which was filed in this cause and that the said Lillie
Hall is now in default and has filed a disclaimer herein and that
the said Lillie Hall has no interest in the subject matter
of this litigation.

9. It is further ordered, adjudged and decreed that this
decree together with the attachment made hereto shall be here-
inafter submitted to the Superintendent of the Osage Indian Agency,
Pawhuska, Oklahoma, and to the Secretary of the Interior of
the United States and to the Bureau of Indian Affairs for
the United States and to the Bureau of Indian Affairs for the
purpose of approval, recording and the registration and that
if no particular form be required by the said Superintendent
and Secretary that this decree shall operate and be used in lieu

of any formal conveyance and that the terms of the Settlement

Agreement as modified hereby shall be fully complied with as provided

by the terms of this decree of this Court and by each and all




the parties thereto.

10. Tt is therefore further ordered that the parties stipulate

and agree not to appeal and waive their riphts to appeal from this

U, S. k%gtgfgf JE%G;

The forepoing proposed judgment is approved as to form this

ﬁév day of a&% _ , 1982,

judgment consent decree.

) )
[ S

ARN PAPPIN /7

SUSAN ANN FAPPIN

LAW OFFICE CORPORATIAN, ™
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFFS

e T ~ e ".
BILL ?E-Sl(}-;" . GUARDIAN AD
LITEM FOR ERIC CURRY

B Llers> Doy




SETTLEMENT AGR EEMENT

THIS SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT Entered into this ngfb day of August,
1982, in quadrupljcate, any executed copy of which may be deemed
an original, by and Between Ann Pappin, Joyce Pappin Croom and
Susan Ann Pappin, hereinafter called First Parties, and Shockley
T. Shoemake, executor of the Estate of Ellen Pappin, deceased,

he also having been sued in the case as Shockley T. Shoemake,
Trustee for Fric Curry, hereinafter called Second Party, and
Ellen Curry, hereinaftef called Third Party, and Bill Heskett,

as the Court appointed puardian ad litem of Eric Curry, a minor,

hereinafter called Fourth Party; WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, First Pa{ties have b;ought suit in Cause No. 82-Cl4-C,
United States Disfrict Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
wherein they allege that Herbert A. Pappin, Sr., and Ellen Pappin,
his wife, promised Herbert A. Pappin, Jr?, and Ann Pappin, his
wife, that 1f they would transfer certain personal property lo-
cated in the Pawhuska Indian Camp to them, then and in that event,
Herbert A. Pappin, Sr., and Tllen Pappin, whichever died last,
would will the Osage Indian Headright interests then owned by
Herbert A, Pappin, Sr., to Herbert A. Pappin, Jr., and Ann Pappin,
and/or their children, and that Herbert A. Pappin, Jr. and Ann
Pappin relying thereon transferred the personalty to the said
Herbert A. Pappin, Sr., and Ellen Pappin, that they received the
benefits thereof, that Herbert A. Pappin, Sr., died on the 9th

day of December, 1967, that he left the Osage Indian Headright
interests in tote tg his wife, Ellen Pappin, who died on the 5th
day of August, 1981, left a will naming Shockley T, Shoemake, exe-
cutor and trustee for Fric Curry, 'and devising the Nsage Indian
Headripght interests to Eric Curry and Ellen Curry, thereby, ac-
cording to First Parties complaint, violating the resulting and

constructive trust created by the arreement;
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WHEREAS, Herbert A, Pappin, Sr., was an unrestricted Osage Indian,

and Ellen Pappin was of no Indian blood;

WHEREAS, Second Party was appointed and did duly qualify, and is
now acting as executor of the Estate of Ellen Pappin, deceased,
and is a party to the above captloned law suit as such, together

with being a party as the named trustee of Eric Curry in the will

aforesaid of Ellen Pappin, deceased;

WHEREAS, neither Ellen Curry nor Eric Curry have any Indian blood,
and both, Ellen Curry individually and Eric Curry, through his
guardian ad litem, Bill Heskett, have indicated that they intend
to accept their devises of the Osage Indian Headright interests
aforesaid, and have in the hereinbefore menticned United States
District Court fof the Northern District of Oklahoma tendered
answers denying the facts in First Parties' complaint aforesaid;

and

-~

WHEREAS, the parties hereto are desirous of settling the contro-
versy between them, subject to the approval of both the United
States District Court for the Horthern District of Oklahoma and
the District Court of Osage County, State of Oklahoma, with full
understanding that if the case aforesaid in the United States
District Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma were tried,
the winner would take all of the Osage Indian Headright interests

and the loser would take nothing.

1T IS, THEPEFORE, for good and valuable consideration, from each
of the parties to the other, covenanted, stipulated and agreed,

as follows:

1. That all of the recitations above set forth are true and cor-

rect.,

2. That in full and complete settlement of the controversy afore-

said, the parties do hereby agree:
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(A) That the Headripht income on the 1,75000 Osape
Indian Headripht interests aforesaid shall
accumulate until sufficient sums are realized
to pay all expenses of administration including
but not restricted to all inheritance and fidu-
clary taxes, court costs, the sum of $15,645.70
attorney fees and S$12,156,47 executor's fees,
both to Shockley T. Shoemake, and payment of
all creditor's claims heretofore approved and

"allowed, same beinpg in the aforementioned Es-
tate of Ellen Pappin, Case No. P-81-121, Dis-
trict Court of 0Nsape County, Oklahoma, the
balance, if anv, to be divided 50% to the First
Parties and 50% to the Estate of Ellen Pappin,
deceased:

(B) That the First Parties shall receive .875000 Nsage
Indian Headright interest from the Osape Indian
lleadripht interests aforesaid and shall release
and forever discharpe the Estate of Ellen Pappin
and the other parties above mentioned from any
claim or charge whatsoever and shall file a dis-
claimer in the Estate of FEllen Pappin; and

(C) The Lstate of Ellen Pappin shall retain .875000
Osape Indian Headripht interest to be distributed
in accordance with the will admitted to probate
in the District Court of Osage County, Oklahoma,
and in proportion to the provisions made therein,
and all other assets of whatever nature owned by
the said Ellen Pappin at the time of her death.

IT IS FURTHER STIPULATED that a condition precedent to the fore-
going settlement is that same be approved by the Probate Judpe

in Case Mo. P-81-121, District Court of Osage County, Oklahoma,
and that approval be obtained befeore the appropriate Federal Judge
in Case No. 82-C-14-C, United States District Court for the Nor-
thern District of Oklahoma by Bill Heskett as guardian ad litem

of Lric Curry before his execution hereof.

IT IS FURTEER STIPULATED by all the parties that they have each
fully read this Settlement Apreement, that they have had the ad-
vice of counsel regarding same and that they know and understand

the contents thereof.

IN WITNESS WHEPEOF, the parties aforesaid have hereunto set their

their hands the day and year first above written.

FIRST PARTIES:

///’ /; ,
Ui Ayl

i

Ann Tappin 77




e —

o]

c_"_‘:'r_ " 7 /)
q;%ﬂkﬂﬂmészL/;Ab&&;/

Susan Ann Pappin’ ///

NID PARTY:

Ll = P
ockley T, Shoemake, Executor
of the Estate of Ellen Pappin,
deceased.

THIRD PARTY:

5 //r 4 u/x—m '

FOURTH PARTY:

-

""". —““-»-.__‘_. ..s-——-—“_
811V Reskgtt, puardian ad litem
of Eric Curry, a minor.

STATE OF OKLAHOMA, Tulsa County )

55.

Before me, the underg}gned Notary Public in and for said County
and State, on thisﬁqziazg day of - , 1982,
personally appeared Ann Pappin, Joyece appin Croom and Susan

Ann Pappin,
the within and forepmoing instrument
they executed the

to me known to be the ident

ical persons who executed
» and acknowledged to me that

same as their free and voluntary act and deed

for the uses and purposes therein set forth.

In Witness Whereof,
seal the day

e -

A
D e A e

P

My commission expires:

F L

/'_ 4/
A,

I have hereunto set my hand and official
and year last above written.

 F L g, Notary Public

o

[ SEAL]
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STATE oOF OKLANOMA, Osage County ) gg.

Before me, the unders1g£Fd Notary Public in and for said Coun'ty
Ad v

and State, on this “

ay of Ll ered o P . 1982,

personally appeared Shoc ley T, Shoemake”, executor of the Estate
of Ellen Pappin, deceased, and ag Trustee for Eric Curry, to me
known to be the identical persan who executed the within and
forepoing instrument, and acknowledpged to me that he executed
the same as hig free and voluntary act and deed for the uses and

purposes therein get forth,

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and official
seal the day and year last ahove written,

L
gl

My commission expires; /.3 Ciﬂb;a
7

7 e e .
//wi Ll p il (/— Q«E ot /L;! + Notary Publie
aaw 7

2/ (/("_f}/

s

[ SEAL)

STATE OF OKLAHOMA, Osage County ) ss,

Before me, the undersigneﬂ Notary Public in and for said County

(e d o 7 . 1982,

and State, on thig a;’” day of
personally appeared FITen Curry, fo be kogon to be the identical

person who executed the within and foregoing instrument

knowledged to me that she executed the Same as her free and vol-
untary act and deed for the uses and pPurposes therein set forth.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and official
seal the day and Year last above written,

"/ Yy e
f/’,; szt fy?, g é_;h » Notary Public
i I 7
My commission expires: s 4Zzﬂc ,/752{ .
¥

[SEATL)

STATE oF OKLAHOMA |

)

.

Before me, the undersippged
d

and State, on this ) ay of’

County ) gg.

i
M_‘c in a for said County
- - £ - , 1982,
personally appeared B11] Heskett,_ﬁﬁggiéég ad litem of Lrie

Curry, a minor, to me known to he the identijical rerson who exe-~
cuted the within and forepoing instrument, and acknowledged to
me that he executed the same as his free and voluntary act. and
deed for the uses and purposes therein set forth,

In Vitness Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and official
seal the day and year last above written.

, Not Public
SN —— . Notary (VRS (M%

My commission expires:

—

[ SEATL ]
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

TOWN OF FAIRFAX, OSAGE COUNTY,
OKLAHOMA, a Municipal
Corporation,

Plaintiff, u/
Vs, Civil No. 80-C~743-B
Ten (10) acres of land, more
or less, desecribed as the NE/U
of the SE/4 of the NE/4 of
Section 13, Township 24 North,
Range 5 East, Osage County,
Oklahoma, the Secretary of the
Interior of the United States
of America, et al,,

N Rt Mt N e et bt bt et Ml e vt e Nt et S et

PDefendants,

PARTIAL JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT
W e
NOW on this :249 day of (it » 1982, the herein

matter comes on for hearing, that the plaintiff appears by its

-attorney, Dean Daniel, of the firm of Heskett, Heskett, Daniel &

Esser; that the defend#nts, Secretary of the Interior, United
States of America, Edward Paul Beartrack, Jr., Fannie M, Donelson,
Billie Irene Hazen, now Wheeler, Rose Mary Bighorse, now Rothhammer,
and Freddie Joe Davis, Jr., through their attorney, Frank Keating,
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, by
Don J. Guy, Assistant United States Attorney, and the parties
being present in open court and the Court having heard evidence
introduced and being fully advised finds:

1. That this Court has jurisdiction of this matter pursuant
to 25 U.S,C, & 357,

2, That the rlaintiff, Town of Fairfax, a municipal corpora-
tion, waives right of trial by jury and the defendants, Secretary
of the Interior, United States of America, Edward Paul Beartrack,
Jr., Fannie M. Donelson, Billie Irene Hazen, now Wheeler, Rose
Mary Bighorse, now Rothhammer, and Freddie Joe Davis, Jr,, waive

rights to jury as to the hereinafter described real estate,




3. That the plaintiff's offer filed herein on the 14th
day of May, 1982, was accepted by the aforesaid defendants on
the 24th day of May, 1982, and that said sums have been paid
to the Bureau of Indian Affairs for the credit of the indivi-
dual aforesaid defendants.

4. That the aforesaid defendants are the owners of an
undivided 59/72 interest in the hereinafter described lands,

which interest is as follows:

Edward Paul Beartrack, Jr. 1/3
Fannie M. Donelson 1/4
Billie Irene Hazen, now Wheeler 1/8
Rose Mary Bighorse, now Rothhammer 1/18
Freddie Joe Davis, Jr, 1/18

5. That the taking of the property described as:

Northeast Quarter of the Southeast Quarter

of the Northeast Quarter of Section 13,
Township 24 North, Range 5 East, Osage County,
Oklahoma,

is necessary for cemetery purposes of the plaintiff.

- IT 18, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court

.
erps,
RNt

that the plaintiff's &dppropriation of the aforesaid defendants'
undivided §9/72 “interest in fee simple, excepting all minerals
which have heretofore been reserved by Act of Congress unto the
Osage Tribe of Indians, of the following described real property,
to-wit:

Northeast Quarter of the Southeast Quarter

of the Northeast Quarter of Section 13,

Township 74 North, Range § East, Osage County,

Cklahoma,
be deemed complete and final and that the appropriation by the

plaintiff in the condemnation proceeding is approved and confirmed.

United States District Judge




%

APPROVED:

Attorneys for Plaintiff,
a4 Municipal Corporation
HESKETT, HESKETT, DANIEL & ESSER

Dean Daniel

304 First National Bank Building
Pawhuska, Oklahoma 74056

(918) 287-1545

Attorney_for Defendants

7 (4
By : 7kv<;/{ SQgZLAJL/

Don J. Guy,
Assistant{/United St s Attorney
460 U, 8. Courthous

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

PR i b
‘i’u_.:,‘:,g\'.ﬁ.ﬁ_” TR e




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE L

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OXLAHOMA

OPAL M. HULSMAN,

Plaintiff
vs. No. 82-C-648-B

FIBREBOARD CORPORATION,
et al.,

Defendants

ORDER OF DISMISSAL
Thae
NOW on this ;gérﬂ/aay of August, 1982, the above styled

and numbered cause coming on for hearing before the undersigned Judge

of the United States District Court in and for the Northern District
of Oklahoma, upon the Application for Dismissal without Prejudice of
Standard Asbestos Manufacturing and Insulating Company, defendant
nerein, and the Court having examined the pleadings and being well
and fuily advised in the premises, is of the opinion that the Cross-
Claim of Standard Asbestos against Unarco Industries, Inc. should be
dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE CRDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that the Cross-Claim of defendant Standard Ashestos Manufacturing and
Insulating Company against Unarco Industries, Inc. should be and the

same is hereby dismissed without prejudice.

Vot e cts N D

NITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:
NOTE: g
: ORDER 1% T
: BY ' BE MAN
Gl 2 et S T AL,
n%erts & Beeler Uron RECEIPT, ‘MMED!ATELY
30 irst National Center

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102
(405) 239-6143

Attorneys for Defendant
Standard Asbestos Manufacturing
and Insulating Company
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT Frog
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

BOBBY RAY LOWDER, 3

}

Plaintifr, )]

AYE B

)

PAUGHCO, Inc., & Foretgn }

Corporstior, -
Defendant, 5 No, 82-C-674-B

‘NO{':(Q @4—‘

DISMISSAL WiTH PREJUDICE

Comes now the Plaintiff and dismisses this cause of action
against the Defendant, with prejudice,
& 274 E)‘“//
TMC{B%‘ o5& 0 EZW
P. O, Box 730

Sapulpa, Oklahome 74666
Phene: 918/224-9070

Attorneys for Plaintiff

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

A true and correct copy of the above and foregoing Dismiseal
With Prejudice has beer matled to Defendant 's registered agent. for
service ofprocess, Marvin Goodson, Goodson & Wachtel, 10850 Wilghire
Boulevard, Stxth Floor, Los Angeles, California, 00024, this L7 day

of August. 1987, B ' ,4
L /ms( o -

7
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18 THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ?OR ‘
THE WORTHERN D'ISTRIC’I_' OF - OKLAHOMA

ITARY ANN LOWDER, )
)
Plaintify, !
. )
FAUGHCC, ine., 5 Foreign }
Corparatien, H
]

Defendant, )  Ne, B2-C~E75-8

Modice of

RISMISSAL WiTH PREjubICE

LOags ncse the Plaintiff and dismisses this cause of action

“rainet the Dzfondant, with prejudice,

Sepulpa, Oklahous
Phone: 918/224-9070

Atterneys for Plaintifr

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

A& true and correct copy of the sbove and foregoing Dismtssal
¥ith Prejudice has been mailed to Defendant’s registered egent for

service of process, Marvin  Goodsorn of Goodson & Wachtel, 10850 ﬂ}lshirc
Boulevard, Sixth Floor., Las Angeies, California, 80024, this ”/ Ao

¥

aay of hugust, 1952,




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT G\
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Sov T ’1§/

AUTOPILOTS CENTRAL, INC.,
An Oklahoma Corporation,

Plaintiff,

V3.

CHARLES R. CHEREK and
CRC ENTERPRISES, INC.,
A Colorado Corporation,

No. 82-C=-762-C

Defendants,
and

CRC ENTERPRISES, InNC,,
A Texas Corporation,

Nt S St et ol e e e et Tt Mt e Yt N et e

Additional Defendant.

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL

TO: CRC Enterprises, Inc., A Colorado Corporation
Please take notice that the above entitled action is hereby
v dismissed without prejudice as to CRC Enterprises, Inc., a
Colorado Corporation, pursuant to Rule 41 (a} (1) (i} of the
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. It appears at this time

that said Defendant was erronecusly sued,

) ' Fa
Dated the /f day of ,é¥i¢g¢¢a;" . 1982,
T—— “

GIBBON, GLADD, TAYLOR, SMITH
& HICKMAN, P.A.

By 6&%;1&(7 aé;ttdz;f/

Brad Smith

Attorney for Plaintiff
1611 South Harvard
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74112
(918) 745-0687

[ < Hadr, | “
Hhin /€ Lty of Aoy, 198 fhay W priaibl] %

At abyve bt Afousint. VI,




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAROMA,

JIM R. STQCKARD, individually
and as next frlend of
KIMBERLY LYNN STOCKARD,

a minor,

Plaintiff,
—vs—

FARMERS INSURANCE GROUP,

Defendant. No. 80-C-157E ”/

ORDER

on this 22 ® day of L,L , 1982, the

Joint Appllcatlon of the parties for an Order of Dismigsal

With Prejudice came on before the Court for hearing. The

Court finds that the parties have gettled the above-captioned
matter for Three Thousand One Hundred Fifty and No/100 Dollars
($3,150.00). The Court finds that the case should be dismissed
with prejudice. ) '

IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that

the above-captioned matter is dismissed with prejudice.

Judge %; the United States District

Court for the Northern District of
Oklahoma
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IN THE UNITED STATES D"ISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
DONALD R. LINDQUIST,

Plaintiff,
vs No. 80-C-3122-gR // ' o
HOME CASUALTY CAGSETTES,
INC., a Missouri corporation,

ANTHONY W. GREEN and STEVE

)
)
)
)
)
)
}
)
)
ESPINOZA, )
)
)

Defendants.

JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

Now on this 9th day of November, 1981, there comes on
for hearing a pre-trial conference in the above styled and
numbered cause; Plaintiff appears by and through his attorney,
Robert H. Tips; Steve Espinoza, Defendant, appears by and
threugh his attorney, Dan A. Rogers; Defendant Anthony W.
Green appears not but his attorney, George E. Schaaf, having
previcusly received permission not to appear; and the Defendant
Home Casuvalty Cassettes, Inc. appears n&ither in person nor
by counsel, counsel for saig corporation having Previously
withdrawn herein; and the Court, upon the motion of Plaintiff
herein, finds that judgment should be granted as against
Defendant Home Casualty Cassettes, Inc., it being in defauit.
IT I8, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have, and is hereby granteg judgment as against the
Defendant Home Casualty Cassettes, Inc. in the sum of $7,576.14,
together with interest thereon at the rate of 15% per annum

from April 1, 1979, until paid, for all of which let execution

M
UNITED ;%ATES DISTRICT JUDGE

issued.




- ® B

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

SHEILA M. JACKSON, a/k/a
SHEILA SLOAN,

<l

CIVIL ACTION NO. $Z-c-486-E

}

}

)

)

Vs, )
)

)

)

)

Defendant., ]

JUDGMENT

P
This matter comes on for consideration thisg A day

of August, 1982, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating, United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, through
Philard L. Rounds, Jr. Assistant United States Attorney, and the
Defendant, Sheila M, Jackson a/k/a Sheila Sloan, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Sheila M. Jackson a/k/a Sheila
Sloan was personally served with Summons and Complaint on
September 21, 1982. fThe Defendant has answered, and the United
States of America filed its Motion for Summary Judgment, which
has been sustained. Plaintiff is entitled to Judgment as a
matter of law.

IT I8 THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against Defendant Sheila M.
Jackson a/k/a Sheila Sloan for the Principal sum of $1,495,00,
plus the accrued interest of $415.48 as of February 27, 1980,
plus interest on the pri;cipal sum of $1,495.00 at 7% frem
February 27, 1980, until the date of Judgment, plus interest on

the Judgment at the rate of 7% until paid.
S/ JAMES G, ELLSTN

UNITED STATES DISTRICT TUDGE

e b it o G1e k. B e A < tre v 7 S wT b
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

CONTINENTAL FIBERGLASS
CORPORATION, An lowa
corporation,

Plaintiff,

EAGLE TANK COMPANY, INC.,
an Oklahonma corporation,
a/k/a OIL COUNTRY TANK
MANUFACTURING COMPANY; LEF

)
)
)
)
}
)
Vs, ; No. 82-C-617-8/"
)
)
}
)
COOPER; and JOHN GODWIN, )

)

)

Defendants.
JUDGMENY

This action came on for hearing before the Court,
Honorable Thomas R. Brett, District Judge, presiding, parties
announcing the settlement of a portion of this action by sub-
mission of this Judgment. Those appearing are: Plaintiff,
CONTINENTAL FIBERGLASS CORPORATION, by and through its attorney,
Randolph L. Strnad; Defendants, EAGLE TANK COMPANY, INC., a/k/a
OIL COUNTRY TANK MANUFACTURING COMPANY and JOHN GODWIN, person-
ally, and by and through their attorney, Tom Binaman. The
Defendant, LEE COOPER, appears not and is not a party to this
Judgment. The Court, having reviewed this Judgment ang being
fully advised, finds as follows:

i. This action was commenced by the Plaintiff which
filed its Complaint herein on June 11, 1982, Each of the
Defendants was rersonally served with a copy of the Complaint
on July &, 1982. The Court has personal jurisdiction over
the parties and pursuant to the unrefutted allegations of the
Complaint, subject matter jurisdiction is proper.

2. Those parties affected by this Judgment consent to
this Judgment as evidenced by their signatures hereon.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the Plaintiff,
CONTINENTAL FIBERGLASS CORPORATION, have judgment and recover
from the Defendants, EAGLE TANK COMPANY, INC., an Oklahoma
corporation, a/k/a OIL COUNTRY TANK MANUFACTURING COMPANY and

JOHN GODWIN, jointly and severally, the amount of %64,505.62,




« - e
pPlus interest thereon at the rate of 1 1/2% per month after
March 31, 1982, until paid; its costs, accrued and accruing
and a reasonable attorney's fee on behalf of Plaintiff's
attorney, Randelph L. Strnad, in the amount of $8,500.00.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that rursuant to the
agreement of the parties, Plaintiff'sg second cause of action

is dismissed.

S/ JAMES O. ELLISON
DISTRICT JUDGE

CONTINENTAL, FIBERGLASS
CORPORATION

andolph L#£ Strifa
ttorney for Plaintiff

RV O = /’L-ﬁv e e o (A
Tom Bingman J)
Attorney for Defendants

EAGLE TANK COMPANY, INC. a/k/a
OIL UNTRY TANK MANUFALTURING COMPANY

*;\m (i HA(JV“V_\

Pr951cenf

. ;,1' —

( ) ;N
N YV L N TP
Jonn Gofdwin

¢




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA i

SEIMA MARIE RASSETT,
widow of Edwin Carl
Rassett, deceased,

)
)
)
)
Plaintiff, )}
)

v. ) No. 81-C-632-E
)
SMITHKLINE CORPORATION, a }
Pennsylvania corporation; }
and SMITH KLINE & FRENCH )
LABORATCRIES, )
)
Defendants. )

" STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL

Plaintiff, Selma Marie Rassett, individually and as
the duly appeinted personal representative of the Estate of
Edwin Carl Rassett, deceased, by and through her counsel
of record, and Defendants, SmithKline Corporation, and
Smith Kline & French Laboratories, an unincorporated
division of Defendant SmithKline Corporation; by and
. through their undersigned counsel of record, hereby stipulate and
- agree that the above entitled cause should be and hereby is
dismissed, with prejudice to the filing of a future action,

the parties to bear their own ?espective costs.

DATED this 4;7 day of August, 1982.

KL b~

H. I. ASTON

Respectfully submitted,

WILLIAM G. PAUL
CANDACE M. WILLIAMS

Of the Firm

ASTON & TEGELER

3010 S. Harvard Avenue
Suite 210

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74114
(918) 749-8523

Attorneys for Plaintiff,
SELMA MARIE RASSETT,
individually and as
personal representative
of the Estate of Edwin
Carl Rassett, deceased

0f the Firm

CROWE & DUNLEVY

1800 Mid-America Tower

20 N. Broadway

Oklahoma City, Oklahcoma 73102
(405) 235-7700

Attorneys for Defendants, SMITHKLINE
CORPORATION and SMITH KLINE & FRENCH
LABORATORIES
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,
vsS. CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-542-E
RICHARD E. HAYES,

Defendant.

T et et Nkt et Yt S St et

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter comes cn for consideration this {'7 day
of August, 1982, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating, United
States Attorney, through Nancy A. Nesbitt, Assistant United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, and the
Defendant, Richard E. Bayes, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that befendant, Richard E. Hayes, was
personally served with an Alias Summons and Complaintlon June 22,
1982. The time within which the Defendant could have answered or
otherwise moved as to the Complaint has expired and has not been
extended. The Defendant has not answered or otherwise moved, and
default has been entered by the Clerk of this Court, Plaintiff is
entitled to Judgment as a matter of law.

IT IS THEREFCRE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against Befendant, Richard E.
Hayes, for the principal sum of $676.00, plus interest at the

legal rate (15%} from the date of this Judgment until paid.

S/ JAMES O. ELLISON

" UN1TED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

RUBERT W. TURNER,
Plainciff,
Vi,

THE WESTERN FI1RE INSURANCE 0.,

i N
=
o
o0
T
‘.'J'D
(¥l
(W)
L
i
=

Befendant.
OKDER
L (oot
Now on this /- day of Jaiyj 1982, there was presented before the
GCourt &an  applicarion for Order Dismissing this Cause With Prejudice., That
the Court having reviewed rhe file and the Application kerein, finds that for
Bood cause, this marter should be dissmisscd Wwith prejudice since all parties
herein have agreed, stipulated and represented to the Court thag this macter
has been coneluded by way of compromised setrlemont.

[T IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court that this

matter is hereby dismissod with prejudice.

5/ JAMES O. ELLISON

Judge of—Eﬂgﬁﬁnited States District Court




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

}
)
)
}
vs. )
)
MARIE A. MILLER, et al., )
) &/
Defendants. ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-3196-E

Now, on this ___ " day of August, 1982, there came
on for consideration the Motion of the Flaintiff, United States
of America, to dismiss this action without prejudice and to
vacate the Judgment of Foreclosure and Order of Sale herein.

Good cause being shown and there being no objection
from the other parties claiming an interest in the subject real
property, it is therefore ordered, adjudged, and decreed that
this action is hereby dismissed without prejudice and the
Judgment of Foreclosure and Order of Sale herein are hereby

vacated.

TR SR L
oorgf dFeey LA
27 LM

i

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

EXCHANGE NATIONAL BANK,
a national banking
association,

Plaintiff,
vs. No. 82-C-650-C

DR. WILLIAM R. MALONE,

Defendant,

JUDGHMENT OF DEFAULT

befendant Dr. William R, Malone has been reqularly served
with process. He has failed +teo appear and answer the
plaintiff's complaint filed herein. The default of defendant
Dr. William R. Malone has been entered. It appears from the
affidavit in support of entry of default judgment that the
plaintiff is entitled to Jjudgment,

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that plaintiff recover from
defendant Dr. William R. Malone the sum of $178,802, 20, plus
interest thereon at the rate of fifteen percent (15%) ‘per annum
from August 17, 1982, until paid, together with the costs of

this action.

DATED thiS//Z zz’day of August, 1982.

é( v/'i:L4ﬁ;éﬁ¢1vé

UNITED STATES Di1STRICT




nuon, . . .

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTRBERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
UNITED STATES QF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-456-E

V5.

MICHAEL P. ARMBURG,

Defendant.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this - day
of Bugust, 1982, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating, United
States Attorney, through Don J. Guy, Assistant United States
Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, and the
Defendant, Michael P. Armburg, appearing noct.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Michael P. Armburé, was
personally served with Summons and Complaint on April 19, 1982.
The time within which the Defendant could have answerea or
otherwise moved as to the Complaint has expired and has not been
extended. The Defendant has not answered or otherwise moved, and
default has been entered by the Clerk of this Court. Plaintiff is
entitled to Judgment as a matter of law.

IT IS THEREFQRE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against Defendant, Michael P.
Armburg, for the principal sum of $301.73, plus interest at the

legal rate (i5%)} from the date of this Judgment until paid.

np R e Sude 2]

TTONITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

McCLANAHAN & ASSOCIATES, INC.,
a Texas corporation,

Plaintiff,
Vs,

Case No. 82-C-482-C

PENN-PACIFIC CORPCRATION,
a Delaware corporation,

Defendant.

T

STIPULATED JUDGMENT

o

NOW ON THIS {:27n day of Mj— + 1982, the
74

above-entitied and numbered acticn comes on  before the
undersigned Chief Judge of the United States District Court for
the Northern District of Oklahomna for approval of the
stipulation between the parties hereto and the entry of
judgment as tc all issues in favor of the plaintiff ang against
the defendant.

The Court being fully advised in the premises and
considerations hereof, approves of ' the stipulation of the
parties for entry of judgment in favor of plaintiff and against
the defendant and finds as follows:

(1} Plaintiff filed its Complaint herein on April 21,

1982, and that the defendant was served with process
on April 26, 1982;

(2) Defendant filed its Answer herein on May 17, 1982;

(3} Plaintiff filed its Request for Admissions on May 27,
1982;

(4) The parties hereto have agreed to settle this matter
and consent to a Jjudgment being entered in this
action; and

(5) Defendant has agreed to pay plaintiff the total sum
of $31,710.17, of which $24,465.34 is principal
indebtedness; $2,630.04 is interest at the rate of
21,5% from Octcber 1981 through March 1982; $2,089.75

is interest at the rate of 20.5% from April 1982 to




September 1982; $1,965%.04 is interest at the legal
rate of 15% from September 1982 to September 1983;
$500.00 is plaintiff's attorneys' fees; and $60.00 is
court c¢osts incurred herein.

(6} Defendant has agreed to pay plaintiff the total sum

of $31,710.17 in installment Payments as feollows:

{a} payment by defendant of $5,560.00 on or before
September 1, 1982 tg ctounsel for plaintiff,
Lance A, Pool, Prichard, Norman & Wohlgemuth,
909 Kennedy Building, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103;

{b) payment by defendant of $4,358.36 on or before
November 1, 1982 directly to Plaintiff at 8609
N.W. Plaza Dr. Ste. 222, Dallas, Texas 75225;

(¢} payment by defendant of $2,179.18 on or before
December 1, 1982, and on or before the first day
of each and every month thereafter, directly to
plaintiff until September 1, 1983; and

(d) payment by defendant of $2,179.15 on or before
September 1, 1983,

IT IS5 THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED +that the
pPlaintiff, McClanahan & Associates, Inc., have judgment against
the defendant, Penn-Pacific Corporation, in the total sum of
$31,710.17, being a principal indebtedness of which $24,465.34
is principal indebtedness; $2,630.04 is interest at the rate of
21.5% from October 1981 through March 1982; $2,089.75 ig
interest at the rate of 20.5% from April 1982 to September
1982; $1,965.04 is interest at the legal rate of 15% from
September 198z to September 1983; $500.00 is plaintiff's
attorneys' fees; and $60.00 is court costs incurred herein;

IT 18 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
defendant, Penn-Pacific Corporation, is hereby ocrdered to pay
to the plaintiff, McClanahan g Associates, Inc., the sum of
$31,710.17 as follows:

(a) payment by defendant of $5,560.00 on or before

September 1, 1982 to counsel for Plaintiff, Lance A.

-




.
Lt

Pcol, Prichard, Norman & Wohlgemuth, 909 KXennedy
Building, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103;

{h) payment by defendant of $4,358.36 o¢on or before
November 1, 1982 directly to plaintiffi at 8609 N.W.
Plaza Dr. Ste. 222, Dallas, Texas 75225;

(c) payment by defendant of £2,179.,18 on or before
December 1, 1982, and on or before the first day cof
each and every month thereafter, directly to
plaintiff until September 1, 1983; and

{(d} payment by defendant of $2,179.15 on  or before
September 1, 1983;

until the total sum of this judgment is paid and satisfied;

IT 1S f‘URTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that in the
event defendant, Penn-Pacific Cerporation, fails te pay any of
the monthly installments in satisfaction of this judgment
within ten (10} days of the date upon which an installment
payment is due, plaintiff or its successcrs and assigns may
immediately execute upon the balance of this judgment, in full,

without further notice or hearing given to defendant.

i
DONE this / Z day of 42‘?254 oy , 1982,

/s

H, DALE COOK, Chief Judge
United States District Court
for the Northern District of
Okiahoma

APPRCVED AS TO FORM AND
CONTENT:

neyg

Penn-Pacf £icvCq poration
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA SRR B
Ay v
BUTTONWOOD OIL COMPANY, INC., } “"25
a corporation, )
. ) .
Plaintiff, )
)
Vs, ) . No. 82-—C-—418-C‘/
)
SAXON OIL COMPANY, INC., a }
corporation, )
)
Defendant. )

A0 e o
DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

COMES NOW the Plaintifr, BUTTONWOOD CIL COMPANY, INC., a
corporation, by and through its attorney of record, william R.
Grimm, of Barrow, Gaddis, Griffith & Grimm, and hereby dismissges
the above cause with prejudice.

BARROW, GADDIS, GRIFFITH & GRIMM

-

1lliam R. Grimm
610 5. Main, Suite 300
Tulsa, OK 74119
(918) 584-1600
(ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF)
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT Fror thr 4 1 M. )
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA e
31 1»‘@82
Jack C. Stivet, Liuth
U, S, DISTRICT G;0UR?

TOWN OF FAIRFAX, OSAGE COUNTY,
OKLAHOMA, a Municipal
Corporation,

Plaintiff,

Vs, Civil No. BO-C-743-R
Ten (10) acres of land, more
or less, described as the NE/u
of the SE/L of the NE/4 of
Section 113, Township 24 North,
Range 5 Fast, Csape County,
Oklahoma, the Secretary of the
Interior of the United States
of America, et al,,

N Nt S Ml N M ol Ml o et Y e s A st At s

Defendants.

ORDER FOR PARTTAL DISMESSAL WITH PREJUDICE

NOW, on this Zé?ﬂﬁ%;y of August, 1982, there came on for
consideration the stipulation for partial dismissal with preju-
dice as to the First Cause of Action as to the defendant, Kellvy
Dee Young, and the Court finding that the Fipst Cause of Acticn
has now been settled with repgard to the de fendant, Kelly Dee

Young, same should be dismissed with prejudice.

IT 18, THEREFOQRE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that the First Cause of Action agaipst thé defendant, Kelly Dee
Young, should be dismissed with ﬁrejudice and that this dismissal
does not apply nor affeect the second part of the action in any

way or effect.

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT

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

MORRIS BURK, an
individual,

Plaintiff

V3. No. B82-C-688-B
PENN SQUARE BANK, N.A.

and FYEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
CORPORATION, Receiver on
behalf of Penn Square

Bank, N.A.,

Defendants.,

STIPULATION AND NOTICE
OF DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE

COMES NOW the Plaintiff, MORRIS BURK, and pursuant to
Rule 41(a) (1) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure stipulates
that the above referenced action is hereby dismissed without
prejudice. Plaintiff states that the above referenced Defendants
have neither served an answer, ner served a Motion for Summary

Judgment in this action.

arles W. Shipley
harles A. Grissom, Jr.

ot BOESCHE, McCDERMOTT & ESKRID
320 Scuth Boston, Suite 1300
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

(918) 583-1777

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is to certify that a copy of the above andg foregoing
was placed in the U,S. Mail on this B ’éi day of 4 ,
1982, addressed to William French Smith; Attorney General of the
United States, Tenth and Censtitution Avenue, Washington, D.C.
20530; and James Hudson, Chief Liquidator for Penn Sguare Bank,
N.A., P.0O. Box 26208, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73126, with
sufficient postage attached thereto,.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA IAUG 13198’&%

KTUL-TV, INC., an
Oklahoma corporation,

Sack C. Silver, Clerk
11. S. DISTRICT COURT

Plaintiff,

vs. No. 82-C~640—B//
BILL CHILDES

d/b/a SOUTHWESTERN
BLOODSTOCK AGENCY,

Nt M S e S Nt S S e et S St

Defendant.

JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT .
UPON _APPLICATION TO THE COURT

In this action, Defendant, Bill Childes d/b/a South-

western Bloodstock Agency, having been regularly served with the

summons and Complaint, and having failed to plead or otherwise
defend, the legal time for Pleading or otherwise defending having
expired, and the default of said Defendant, Bill Childes d/b/a
Southwestern Bloodstock Agency, and the premises having been duly
entered according to law; upon the application of said Plaintiff,
judgment is hereby entered against said Defendant in pursuance of
the prayer of said Plaintiff.

WHEREFORE, by virtue of the law and by reason of the
premises aforesaid, IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECﬁEED, that
said Plaintiff have and recover from said Defendant, the sum of
Thirty-three Thousand and No/100 Dollars ($33,000.00) with inter-
est thereon at the rate of fifteen rpercent (15%) from the date
hereof, until paid, together with said Plaintiff's costs and
disbursements incurreqain this action, a reasonable attorney's

‘
fee of § &gﬁ&kﬁ, =

therefor.

» and that Plaintiff have execution

,2;%Zzizocd? Céﬂf;%;éf/.

Judge of the United States
District Court for the
Northern District of QOklahoma

JUDGMENT rendered this .iééi

1982.




CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

/ I, R. Hz?rden Downie, do hereby certify that on the
Sihday of | Cdiacat > 1982, I mailed a true and
correct copy of the abo

yove and foregoing Judgment by Default upon
Application to the Court to: Mr

- Bill Childes d/b/a Socuthwestern
Bloodstock Agency, 621.Garden Acres, Fort Worth, T xas 76140,
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT LAl jogp
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA v o . 6
Jack G. Sikver, Clerk

U. S. DISTRICT COURT

DONALD R. LINDQUIST,
Plaintiff,
vs No. 80—C—322-E},/’
HOME CASUALTY CASSETTES,
INC., a Missouri corporation,

ANTHONY W. GREEN and STEVE

)
)
)
)
)
}
)
)
)
ESPINOZA, )
)
)

Defendants.

MOTION TO DISMISS

COMES NOW the Plaintiff, Donald R. Lindquist, through
his attorney, Robert H. Tips, and moves to dismiss the Complaint

herein as to Anthony W. Green.

il M T
ROBERT H. TIPS /

Attorney for Plaintiff

ORDER

d :
Now on this /7 7 day of ﬁ#, 1982, upon motion of

the Plaintiff, it is hereby ordered that the Complaint against

A

Anthony W. Green be and the same is hereby dismissed.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN !E UNITED STATES DISTRICT hRT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JEAN L'AQUARIUS,
Petitioner,
vs.

[ By cpAneo
No. BZ—C‘—369—E‘/ LLY -“‘-Lﬁ/

[SERS [" i\.[,\_:’i’, [T
(v vt O
RS

LARRY MEACHUM, Warden, and the
ATTORNEY GENERAL for the State
of Oklahoma,

L

Respondents.

ORDER

The Court has before it for consideration, Petitioner's Petiticn
for Writ of Habeas Corpus. Petitioner is presently incarcerated at
the Joseph Harp Correctional Center in Lexington, Oklahoma by virtue
of a Judgment rendered February 14, 1977, in the District Court of
Mayes County, Oklahoma. Petitioner was convicted of the offense of
Unlawful Distribution of Marijuana After Former Conviection of a Felony,
and was sentenced to ten (10) years imprisonment.

Thereafter, Petitioner perfected a direct appeal to the Court
of Criminal Appeals of the State of Oklahcma. In that appeal, Case
No. F-77-579, the Court issued its opinion affirming the judgment

and sentence of the trial court. See, Lewellyn v. State, 592 P.2d 538

(Okl.Cr. 1979).

On March 23, 1982, the Petitioner filed a pro se Petition for
Writ of Habeas Corpus in the United States District Court fdr the
Western District of Oklahoma (Case No. Civ-82-405-E). On March 25,
1982, Judge Luther Eubanks transferred the cause to the United States
District Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma.

Examination of the Petitioner's application for Writ of Habeas
Corpus reveals several grounds stated by the Petitioner for action by
this Court.

First, Petitioner alleges a denial of fair trial and an uncons-—
titutional conviction due to unconstitdtional conditions of confinement
and treatment while in the custody of the Mayes County, Oklahcma jail
pending his trial.

Second, Petitioner asserts that his sentence was violative of
the 1st, 8th, 9th, and l4th Amendments to the United States Constitution
because of the conditions then existing in the Oklahoma correctional

institutions, as outlined in Battle v. Anderson, 376 F.Supp. 402 (E.D.




Okla. 1974).

Third, the Petitioner asserts that his present incarceration is
violative of Article V1 and the 1st, 5th, 8th, 9th and l4th Amendments
to the United States Constitution, due to alleged violation by the
state of his right tc freely exercise his religious faith, and the
alleged confiscation of Petitioner's property in prison by state
officials without due process of law. -

Fourth, Petitioner claims a lack of state jurisdiction over the
person of the Petiticner in his positicn as High Priest .of the Holy
American Church.

Finally, the Petitioner asserts that state prison cfficials,
pursuant to Cklazhoma statutes have unconstitutionally restricted his
use of marijuana for religiocus purposes.

A thorough review of the voluminous record in this case reveals
that the first ground asserted by the Petitioner is without merit.
Habeas Corpus ié not a proper remedy for alleged constitutional
violations relating to the pre-sentence confinement of the Petitioner,
when said conditions of confinement had no discernable effect on the
conviction and the present confinement of the Petitioner. 1In the
instant case, it appears clear that, as the trial court found in
post-trial hearings on this same issue, the Petitioner was treated
fairly during his incarceration in the Mayes County jail before and
during his trial.

Likewise, the Petitioner's second ground for issuance of the
Writ of Habeas Corpus is without merit. Petitioner alleges that his
sentence to an institution of the Oklahoma Department of Corrections

is unconstitutional in light of the decision in Battle v. Anderson,

376 F.Supp. 402 {(E.D. Okla. 1974). Petitioner alleges that because
the trial judge knew of the conditions then existing in the state
prison system, found to be uneconstitutional by the Court in Battle,
his sentence ordering the confinement of the Petitioner in said
system was itself unconstitutional. This Court does not agree. In

the case relied on by the Petitioner, Battle v. Anderson, supra, the

Court specifically found:

"Notwithstanding the grossly offensive conditions
and treatment of inmates found to exist at the
Oklahoma State Penitentiary at McAlester, it

is also within the authority of this Court to

-7




refrain, in its discretion, from entering

at this time any order that would require

or have the effect of requiring the closing

of the penitentiary. The Court concludes

that, at this time, the interests of al]l
parties to the case and the public interest
would be best served by the Court affording

the authorities of the State of Oklahoma and of
the Oklahoma State Penitentiary the opportunity
to bring conditions and treatment of inmates

at the penitentiary into conformity with the
requirements cf the United States Constitution,
federal civil rights laws, and the laws, regula-
tions and policies of the State of Oklahoma."
Battle wv. Anderson, Supra at 428.

Some five years after the initial decision in Battle, the District

Court conducted hearings predicated on the Motion of the State of

Oklahoma to modify the Court's Order of September 11, 1978. In its

"Order Approving Defendants' Proposed Plan" the District Court observed:

"[The] "good faith" commitments from the
State's elected leadership persuade the court
that the Defendants will now Proceed to ef-
fectively resclve those fundamental, num-
erous deficiencies which have persisted so
long in Oklahoma's state penal facilities."
Battle v. Anderson, 614 F.2d 251, 254 {Tenth
Circuit 195807,

Commenting on the District Court's Order, Judge Barrett, writing

for the United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit, stated;
"We would be remiss, indeed, if we did not
ackrowledge the commendable postures displayed
by the District Court and the respective
parties in addressing the difficult prablems
on remand. There were obvious "good faith"
endeavors to resolve them." Id at 254.

It is clear from the opinions of the trial Court in Battles that
never intended to stop the state courts from imposing sentences of
incarceration where such a sentence was proper. Additicnally,
both the District Court and the Court of Appeals noted with approval,
the strides made toward compliance with the Court's Order. Therefore
this Court views the second ground of the Petitioner for issuance of
a Writ of Habeas Corpus as being without merit.

The Petitioner’'s third ground for -issuvance of Writ of Habeas
Corpus is based on the alleged denial of his right to freely exercise
his religious beliefs and on the alleged confiscation of Petitioner's
property by prison officials without due process of law. In support
of the allegation of denial of free exercise of religious beliefs,

Petitioner cites the refusal of prison authorities to make .the prison

chapel available to him and his followers on a regular basis. Tt is

it



the view of this Court that such a refusal,jin and of itself, does

not rise to the level of an unconstitutional abridgement of the
Petiticner's right to free exercise of his religious beliefs. Such
refusal of facility for religious exercise is not violative of the
mandate found in the First Amendment to the Constitution of the

United States. No law or other state action has been effected which
prohibits, or purports to prohibit the: free exercise of religion by
members of the Holy Americanr Church. As to the Petitioner's allega-
tion of confiscation of his property by prison cofficials without

due process of law, it is unnecessary for this Court to make a de-
termination on the merits of this allegation. Petitioner's remedy,

if any, for the conduct he alleges in regard to illegal confiscation
of his property, does not fall within the scope of 28 U.S5.C. § 2254,
In his third ground for issuance of a writ, the Petitioner alsc alleges
that his sentence has been lengthened without due process of law. Be-
cause, however,. the Petitioner offers no support for this allegation,
it cannot be properly considered by this Court. As a bare and unsup-
ported allegation, it too must be viewed as being without merit.

In Petitioner's fourth ground for issuance of the writ, he asserts
absence of jurisdiction by the State of Oklahomé over his person
because of his position as High Priest of the Holy American Church.
The Petitioner cites as authority for this position, the 1st and 9th
Amendments to the Constitution of the United States and Article I of
the Magna Carta. This Court views none of the cited authorities as
defeating the jurisdiction of the State or Federal Courts in matters
where acts in violation of the Oklahoma or United States Criminal
Codes are alleged. The status of minister or priest of any church
ltay not ve held to be a shield which allows the holder to violate
with impunity the duly enacted and codified laws of this land.

Finally, the Petitioner asserts that prison officials have
unconstitutionally restricted his use of marijuana for religious
purposes. This Court has reviewed the decisions of the Oklahoma Supreme

Court Jean L'Aquarius v. Gary Maynard, Memorandum Decision No. 56,604,

and of the Oklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals, Lewellyn v. State, 592

P.2d4 538 {(Okl1.Cr. 1979), which address the issue here raised. In
Lewellyn, Presiding Judge Cornish stated:

"Religicus liberty is not an unlimited freedom,

-4~




eittn,

and while laws cannot interfere with mere
religious belief and opinions, they may
inhibit certain acts or Practices. Perfect
toleration of religicus sentiment does not
include the right to introduce and carry
out every scheme or purpose which persons
see fit. The religious liberty intended

by the framers of the Constitution is not

a license unrestrained by law." Id at 540.

The Court then cited the “secular regulation" rule formulated

by the United States Supreme Court in Reynolds v. United States, 98

U.5. 145 (1878) and stated:

"The Court held the First Amendment does not
confer constitutional protection on reliqicus
Practices that contravene generally acceptable
legislation. Protection was bestowed only on
religious beliefs and opinions." Id.

The Court in Lewellyn went on to follow the partial errosion of the

"secular regulation" rule by Cantwell v, Connecticut, 310 U.S. 296

(1940) and its pProgeny. The Lewellyn Court then Proceeded to dis-
tinguish the facts in the case now before this Court, from those in

People v. Woody, 394 P.24 813 (Cal. 1964), and Whitehorn v. State,

561 P.2d 539 (0kl.Cr. 1977) where the use of peyote by members of the
Native American Church was held to constitute a religious exemption
to the statutes normally pProhibiting such possession and use. The
Lewellyn Court stated:

"Here, the appellant was convicted for distribution

of a controlled dangerous substance, not mere

possession. Significantly, the person receiwving

the marijuana was not a member of the professed
religion.” Lewellyn v, State, supra at 542,

It is the determination of this Court that the Oklahoma Court of
Criminal Appeals correctly decided the question of "religicus exemption"
as the Petitioner would have it applied tc the facts in this case.

In accordance with the foregoing reasoning of the Court and the
cited authorities, the instant Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus
should be dismissged.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the Petition for Writ of Habeas Cor-
pus be, and the same hereby is, dismissed.

DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma this /Lgfvéay of August, 1982,

/’/:%;;a»cz54f3453§a£;¢4q%£-

JAMES 0. ELLIGON
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. 80-C-518~C

FILED

RICHARD T. GURULE,

Defendant. AUGE:}iQBZ
ORDER Jack C. Silver, Glerk
1l S. DISTRICT COURT

For a good cause having been shown, it is hereby
ordered, adjudged and decreed that the above-referenced action is
hereby dismissed without prejudice against the United States of
America.

Lt
Dated this f[ day of August, 1982.

s/H. DALE COOK
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
VS, CIVIL ACTION NO, 82-C-301-E

ROSS H. WORWELL,

Defendant.

NOTICE OF DISMYISSAL

COMES NOW the United States of America by
Frank Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern District
of Oklahoma, Plaintiff herein, through Nancy A. Nesbitt,
Assistant United States Attorney, and hereby gives notice of its
dismissal, pursuant to Rule 41, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
of this action without prejudice.

Dated this _léuzij day of August, 1982.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

/)144 LL, QJ /)uvé'/i_w

NANCY A. QESBITT
Assistant United States Attorney

CERTTHICATE (F EFRVICE

The undersigred certifics that & true copy
of the forcgoing pleading was served on ¢ach
of the parties hereto by na11JHg the same io
them cr lo 1n<;, LATNEY

AL [ record on th
J’.\'*. "\'ﬁ Y (.».“_" ::.L et -y k‘i

L.’l vém ip /}L’ "/{.'t '(:( )
AL

". PSR REI LY SLoo Auiornie

e A A A e T
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE AYG 1908
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

1A

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,
Vs, CIVIL ACTION NO. B1~C-641-RB
ROY I. ALGER,

Defendant.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this fg_ﬁa day
of August, 1982, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating, United
States Attorney, through Don J. Guy, Assistant United States
Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, and the
Defendant, Roy I. Alger, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having_examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Roy T. Alger, was personally
served with an Alias Summons and Complaint on July 12, 1982, The
time within which the Defendant could have answered or otherwise
moved as to the Complaint has expired and has not been extended.
The Defendant has not answered or otherwise moved, and default
has been entered by the Clerk of this Court. Plaintiff is
entitled to Judgment as a matter of law.

IT 18 THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against Defendant, Roy 1I.
Alger, for the principal sum of $311.00, plus interest at the

legal rate {15%) from the date of this Judgment until paid.

S/ ThOMAS R ERETT
" UNITED SYATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

LEWIS JAMES HART,

F? , L; EE ‘[)

Plaintiff,
In

No. az-c—739—13 AU 4 1980;

R fer)
; 'ISTRIC G?r’f

vS.

FIBREBOARD CORPORATION,
et al.,

pefendants.

APPLICATION FOR DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE

COMES NOW the Plaintiff, LEWIS JAMES HART, and dismisses
the above numbered and styled cause of action as to the Defendant,
NICOLET INDUSTRIES, INC., without prejudice for the reason that
said Defendant was not named in the body of the Complaint filed

herein, but was errcneously listed in the style of said action.

L/ J,M/L

SILXY WOLF, JR.

Attorney for Plaintiff

111 North Peters, Suite 550
Norman, Oklahoma 73069
(405) 329-1115

WOLF & WOLF

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

NOW on this _ |1* day of 1éu{¥ggj', 1982, the Court being

fully advised, orders that the action of Lewis James Hart v,

Nicolet Industries, Inc., No. 82-C~739-B, be dismissed without

prejudice to a future action.

S/ THOMAS R, BRETT
JUDGE OF THE U.S. DISTRICT COURT




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR T?
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA lLED

LEWIS JAMES HART,

AUG 4108

Plaintiff, Yack C. Silver, Cler
VS.

FIBREBOARD CORPORATION,
et al-'

[ P I N

Defendants.

APPLICATION FOR DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE

COMES NOW the Plaintiff, LEWIS JAMES HART, and dismisses
the above numbered and styled cause of action as to the Defendant,
UNARCO INDUSTRIES, INC., without prejudice for the reason that
said Defendant has filed a voluntary petition in Bankruptcy and
Plaintiff does not wish to pursue his action against UNARCO INDUS-
TRIES, INC. at this time.

WOLF & WOLF

/

/f /7 :
Lj ’ja /kji7§éﬂr
STLAS WOLF, JR.7

Attorney for Plaintif

111 North Peters, Sui 550
Norman, Oklahoma 73069

{405) 329-1115

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

NOW on this |U'" day of AL%Mt— , 1982, the Court being
fully advised, orders that the action of Lewis James Hart v.
Unarco Industries, Inc., No. 82-C-739-B, be dismissed without

prejudice to a future action.

s/ THOMAS R. BREWT
JUDGE OF THE U.S5. DISTRICT COURT

No. 82-c-736-8 DISTRICT COi—r
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FEROLD G. AREND, an individual,
Plaintiff,
Vs, No. 82-C-683-B

RIVER BASIN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION,
an OkTlahoma corporation,

Defendant.

JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

THIS MATTER comes on for consideration this _/ /7" 42, of
~f4uéhbdif » 1982, pursuant to Rule 55 of the Federal Rules of Civil
I

Procedure and Plaintiff's Application for Judgment by Defaylt herein.

Plaintiff appears by his attorney, Roy C. Breedlove, and Defendant appears
not. '

It appearing herein that Defendant, River Basin Development Cor-
poration, an Qklahoma corporation, has filed no pleadings herein nor otherwise
defended this action, and that default has been entered against Defendant
herein; and pursuant to Rule 55(b)(1), judgment is hereby entered in favor
of Plaintiff herein in the sum of £755,952.74, said sum representing prin-
cipal, accrued interest through August 3, 1982 and an agreed upon attorﬁey's
fee of $91,068.48 as set forth in the Promissory Note which forms the basis
of this suit, plus interest in the amount of $252.97 per day from and after
August 4, 1982 until the entire balance due is paid, plus all costs of this

action.

S/ THOMAS R. BRE;.

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

CURTIS L. CANARD, an individual,
and on behalf of himself and ail
similarly situated stockhelders
of Exploration 0il Production,
Inc,,

Plaintiff,
vs. No. 82-C-596-B
EXPLORATION OIL PRODUCTION, INC.,
an Oklahoma corporation, HAROLD
L. CRAGO, an individual, WILGUS
B. CREATH, an indivdual, and
DAVID FITCH, an individual,

T N M M e e et e e e et e e e e

Defendants.
OCRDER

The Court having reviewed the Joint Stipulation for Dis-
missal filed by the parties herein angd it appearing to the
Court that the parties hereto are all of the shareholders of
Defendant Exploration 0il Productien, Inc., and that no further
notice of the proposed dismissal is required pursuant to Rule 23.1
of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,

IT IS ORDERED that this action be dismissed.

DATED this |[*“ day ofauqust, 1982,

S/ THOMAS R. BRi

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




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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

vsS. No. Bl-C-6%2-B
THREE THOQUSAND AND TWENTY-ONE
DOLLARS {$3,021.00) IN UNITED
STATES CURRENCY,

Defendant.

S
JUDGMENT e o

Pursuant to the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law
entered this date, Judgment is ordered as follows:

Judgment is entered in favor of the defendant; Three
Thousand and Twenty One Dollars in United States Currency,
and against the plaintiff, United States of America, that
the currency is not subject to forfeiture, and that Annette
Pinkey, Custodian of Seized Monies, Drug Enforcement Administra-
tion, Room 335, U. S. Courthouse, 333 West 4th Street, Tulsa,
Oklahoma 74103, is directed and ordered to remit sald currency

to the claimant, Paul Monroe. Smith.

ENTERED this // 7 day of August, 1982.

-

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE ., . .
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA e

PAULINE I. HOLLAND,
Plaintiff,

Vs,

RICHARD 8§. SCHWEIKER, JR.,

Secretary of Health and

Human Services,

Defendant.

A N A T A NN N T

ORDER

This matter came on for hearing on the disposition
docket on August 2, 1982, for failure of plaintiff to file
her brief.l/ Plaintiff's counsel did not appear at the hearing,
and the defendant appeared by his attorney, Don J. Guy. The
Court directed the Clerk to notify plaintiff's counsel the
brief would be due August 9, 1982. Plaintiff has failed to
comply with the Court's Order and the Court finds this case
should be dismissed for failure of plaintiff to prosecute.

Link v. Wabash Railroad Co., 370 U.S. 626 (1962).

IT IS SO ORDEREPEEZZ

ENTERED this /Vp day August, 1982,

YA
THOMAS "R. BRETT

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

1/ The case was originally set for pre-trial conference on

September 10, 1981 and stricken at the request of plaintiff

81—C—229-BTV/

FHG ifiii?,ﬁ
dack i4:>g¢.lss
S A

Thereafter plaintiff was directed to file her brief by 1/4/82;

an extension was granted to 2/3/82; another extension was
granted to 3/17/83%.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRI
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF

DREXEL BURNHAM LAMBERT, INC.
a Delaware corporation,

»

Plaintiff,
vs.

DONALD M. FLYNN, an individual

Defendant.

ORDER

The Court has for consideratio

CT COURT FOR THE
OKLAHOMA

81—C—78-BT"/

mEos

- 5
B [ ¥

I3 11 198245

[ A} '-'! eyt g
daoh G, Sieey, Ui

1. 8 ISIR T £

n:

(i) Motion to Amend Judgment and to Set Hearing for
the Award of Attorneys' Fees filed by the

defendant; and

(ii) Application for Heari
Amend Judgment.

The Court finds the Motion and Appli
In its Findings of Fact and Co
June 22, 1982, the Court concluded:
establish by a preponderance of the
oral contract authorizing the sale o

1
Reserve warrants. ...”—/

1/ Conclusion of Law 3, page 7.

ng on Defendant's Motion to

cation should be overruled.
nclusions of Law filed

"The plaintiff has failed to
evidence the existence of the

f the defendant's 50,000




In the Judgment rendered the same day the Court directed:
"The plaintiff is to pay the costs of this action and the parties
are to pay their own respective attorneys' fees."

The Court found the plaintiff, in its dealings with the
defendant, was purchasing the dafendant's warrants for its own
account and not serving as a broker in that regard. Consequently,

12 0.5.A. §936 is not applicable. Cf. Rendezvous Trails of America,

Iinc. v. Ayers, 612 P.2d 1384 (Okl.App. 1980).

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED:

1. The Motion to Amend and Lo Set Hearing for the Award
of Attorneys' Fees filed by the defendant is overruled.

2. The Application for Hearing on Defendant's Motion to

Amend Judgment is denied.
ENTERED this // "day of August, 1982,

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE  -- ' Iz
. NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ) FR t

MR

UNITEDR STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

ko0
. it
Vs,

Michael Bates, Civil Nos. 81—C—663-B’/

Roy Carter, 81-C-81l6-B
Leon Gillean, 81-C-824-B
Gideon Motley, 81-C-613-B
Eddie L. Lewis, B1-C-721~B
D. K. McClanahan, 82-C-93-B

CRDER

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, that the above styled actions be

dismissed without prejudice pursuant to the Courts Order of July

12, 1982,

b

Dated this /O/ME, August, 1982,

-
-

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FER 'JHEL E D
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

AUG $¢y+ann-
REBA GREER, administratrix of the ) !O’Qﬂ?
estate of JAMES ISAAC GREER ) e al, .
deceased, ' ) .." ’FA (. ‘S-'h’ﬂﬂ (Hazt
. ) CORSTRISY cor v ,
Plaintiff, ) |f
) !
vs. ) No. B1-C-886-C (
)
THE BOEING COMPANY, a foreign ) l
corporation, ) J
)
Defendant. ) i

Plaintiff having filed her Motion to Dismiss in the

above-styled ang numbered cause without Prejudice, and the t

"Court being fully advised in the Premises, I

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the above-styled and num- l

bered cause be and the same is dismissed without Prejudice. ’
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FLOYD C. FIELDS,

Plaintiff,

vs.

VAN DORN CO., an Chio
corporation, et al.,

e e e e e e e e e s

Defendants.
JUDGMENT

The Defendant Colenial Plastics having Properly urged its motion
for summary judgment, and the Plaintiff Floyd Fields having expressed
no objection to the Defendant's motion, this Court granted summary
judgment in favor of the Defendant Colonial Plastics.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED AND ADJUDGED

That the Plaintiff Floyd Fields take nothing, that fhe action
be dismissed on the merits as to Defendant Colonia)l Plastiecs, and
that the Defendant Colonial Plastics recover of the Plaintiff, its
costs of action.

DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma this déf?’day of August, 1982,

e

ELLISON
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

UNIT

No. 80—c—387—E‘/ 110 15



.

S B P T
T THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR mHE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA i TOER

Lo savl, Lk

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, U, o Bistiig CoRT
Plaintiff,

vs. CIVIL ACTION NO, 82-C-309-p

STEVEN T, BAYLIFFE,

Defendant.
ORDER
2o g R

For a gecod cause having been shown, it is hereby
ordered, adjudged and decreed that the above-referenced action is

hereby dismisgeq without Prejudice against the United States of

Dated this £?7Z%day of August, 19832,

=
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COQURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs.

CIVIL ACTION NO. B2-C-521-E

FLOYD R. O'NEAL a/k/a
FLOYD O'NEAL, et al.,

Defendants.
G RDER

For a good cause having been shown, it is hereby
ordered, adjudged and decreed that the above-referenced action is
hereby dismissed without prejudice against the United States of
America.

‘o
Dated this ' day of August, 1982,

S/ JAMES Q. ELLISOM

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

OFPAL M. HULSMAN, )
)
Plaintiff, ) = -
, A ITLED
ve ) NO, 82-C-648-B
)
FTBERBOARD, ET, AL., ) 4G 1 91982‘1&’
) . _
Defendants, ) sacis G, bilver, Clari

U. 2. DISIRICY Coun
STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL

UPON agreement of the Plaintiff and the Defendant, Certain-Teed
Corporation, it is stipulated that the Defendant, Certain-Teed, be dismissad
from this lawsuit without prejudice, Tt 18 further agreed and stipulated
that, should the Plaintiff reinstate proceedings in this action against
Certain-Teed, Certain-Teed waives any and all Statute of Limitations defenses

arising after the original date of filing in this lawsuit and not avallable

to it upon the original date of filing.

rd I[ Ungerman
tofney for Plaintiff
2727 East 2'st Street
Tulsa, OK 74101
(918) 745-0101

Curtis M. Pontz

Attorney for Certain-Teed ﬁii:ji>
P. 0. Box B60

Valley Forge, PA 19482




LAW OFFICESR

NGERMAN,

ZONNER,

LITTLE,

IUWAY BLDG.
3727 EAST 31 Y,
SUITE 400

*. O. BOX omp
TULSA, OKLAHONA
Ta100

T

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE '

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

CLARENCE A, BROWNTNG and
FRANCES VIRGINTA BROWNENG,

Plaintiff,
vs

FIBERBOARD, ET AL, ,
Defendants,

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL

Jg/ 101082

Jabi b, Stived, Gl

U. S. DISTRICT €0

N0, B2-C-131-BT

i
R

T N et N N N e A

UPON agreement of the Plaintiffa and the Defendant, Certain-Teed

Corporation, it {s stipulated that the Defendant, Certain-Teed, be dismissed

from this lawsuit without prejudice,

that, should the Plaintiffs reinstate Proceedings in this action against

Cerrain-Tead, Certain-Teed walves any and all Statute of Limitations defenses

Tt is further agreed and stipulated

arising after the original date of filing 1in this lawsuit and not available

to 1t wpon the original date of filing,

1 T, “Ungethman -
toprfey for Plaintiffs .
77 East 218t Street

Tulsa, OK 74101
(918) 745-0101

urcis M, Pontz
Attorney for Certain-Teed Corg,f’
P. 0. Box 860
Valley Porge, PA 19487




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

L

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

DAVID HOLMES and
ROSEANNE HOLMES,

Vs,

Plaintiffs,

;
'HILLCREST MEDICAL CENTER;
CASEY TRUETT, M.D.; and
K.E.P., P.A.,

Defendants.

No. 82-C-67-1
FILED
MG - 018824

Jack G, Siuer, Clari,
if, § NISTRINT fpes

VOLUNTARY DISMISSAL

COME NOW the attorney for the above-named plaintiffs,

Allen M. Smallwood, and the attorney for the above-named sole

defendant Casey Truett, M.D.; and K.E.P., P.A., pursuant to Rule 41

of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and hereby stipulate and

agree that this complaint and cause of action may be dismissed

against the above-named defendants only, Casey Truett, M.D.; and

K.E.P., P.A.

WHEREFCRE, the attorneys for the above-named plaintiffs

and above-named defendants only, Casey Truett, M,D.; and K.E.P.,

P.A., hereby voluntarily stipulate and agree that this complaint

and cause of action may be dismissed against the above-named

defendants only, Casey Truett, M.D.; and K.E.P., A .

orYyy. 57% '

EPH
torn

. BEST
for Casey Truett, M.D.;

and K.E.P., P.A.
300 0il Capital Building

Tulsa,

Oklahoma 74103

- 2200 Fourth National Byildine

1310 South Denver Avenue
Tulsza, Oklahoma 74119 I
(918) 582-1993

J. WARREN JACKMAN

JOHN F. MCCORMICK, JR.

Pray, Walker, Jackman, !
Williamson & Marlar i

Tulsa, Oklahoma 7411

(218) § 4—4%

LLEN M. SMALLWOO

By:

Attorneys for Plaintiffs



- n :
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CERTIFICATE OF MATLING |

I hereby certify that on this day of

1982, a true and correct copy of the above and feregoing Voluntary !
Dismissal was mailed, with correct postage thereon prepaid, to ;
W. Michael Hill, Attorney for Hillcrest Medical Center, 117 East !
5th Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103.

i ALLEN M. SMALLWOOD
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

THE HARTFORD INSURANCE GROUP,
a foreign corporation,

Plaintiff,

vsl

EDWARD R. DAVIS,

Defendant.

O RDER

Upon the application of the plaintiff and for good
cause shown, this action is dismissed with prejudice.

Dated this ¢  day of J/ia?;n , 1982,

(Signed) H. Dale Cook

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

| -l L E D
GEORGIA-PACIFIC CORPORATION,
a Georgia corporation,
f‘\;,",__6 |
RS
Plaintiff, 1982

ve Jatk L. Silver, Elark

' U. §. DISTRICT couRy
INTERNATIONAL TALC COMPANY,
INC., GOVERNEUR TALC COMPANY,
INC., R. T. VANDERBILT
COMPANY, INC., all New York
corporations,

Defendants. Case No. 78~217-B

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Upon application of the Plaintiff and for good cause
shown, this action is dismissed with prejudice, all parties to

bear their own costs and attorney's fees.

/2

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

—




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

o .

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

Vs,

MARK 5. GRASSI,

Defendant,

CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C~132-B

Tt et et S Sk N g o

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL

CCMES NOW the United States of America by

Frank Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern District

of Cklahoma, Plaintiff herein, through Don J. Guy, Assistant

United States Attorney, and hereby gives notice of its dismissal,

pursuant to Rule 41,

action without prejudice.

Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, of this

Dated this - day of August, 1982.
Y

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING}
Unlﬁed Sta?ﬁs Attorney

--—4-4\.,</ V{)‘-’
DON J.,//GUY
Assistant United States Attorney

-

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that a Ltrue CHOECh
of the foregoing plcading was served on e

Y 29 ihe scwme 10
5 hureto b mailin n
of the });Jl“tle 4

to thredir gtlorneys ¢
ihgjnﬂiur d: of 1 2 (AN 108 2
; ' ;

v e

‘ A_,H_/Lﬁl-—l"“ ch oy wieolittorney

atent
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UNITED STATES PISTRICT COURT FOR THE foriis o
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ' '

Ji‘ml“ ‘u
PR SRS U IR SO

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
V5. CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-486-E

LESLIE H. STANFILL,

T Nt St ekt et Yt i g ot

Defendant,

NOTICE OF DTSMISSAL

COMES NOW the United States of America by
Frank Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern District
of Oklahoma, Plaintiff herein, through Don J. Guy, Assistant
United States Attorney, and hereby gives notice of its dismissal,
pursuant to Rule 41, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, of this
action without prejudice.

Dated this (;tﬂ_ day of August, 1982,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
Unrfed States

é&orney

e

ar (S

DON J G
Assistant United ates Attorney

CERTIFICATE oF SERVICE

——— e

The undersigned certifies that &.true copy
of the foregoiug rleading wasg cerved on epach
of the parties heroto by mailirg the same to

thez:aﬁr ;,o Te \r attornaysg record on the
— 77 an S L 1
A,

e TA&SSKTK;K/Lfkf
Assietnnt éyﬁtod States
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

WAYCO OIL COMPANY, a partnership ) =~ ] L £
composed of Holward Holloway and } ’ ﬂ?
Wayne Ramey, )
3 lﬁ’]r. oo
Plaintiff, ) BRI e [¢Te
) 0
VS, ) JHCH e i .
) § WA Iy
SERVICE FRACTURING COMPANY, } o !
a corparation, and )
SCOTT WINLOCK, )
)
Defendants, ) No, 82-C-333-B

ORDER DISMISSING DEFENDANT, SCOTT WINLOCK

AT
On this éé - day of Lkgshf{' + 1982, there comes on for

heéring the joint motion of plaintiff and defendant, Service Fracturing

Company, for the dismissal of Scott Winlock on condition that such dismissal
shall be without prejudice to any rights which the said movants would other-
wise have in thisg case, and the Court finds that such motion should he
granted.

IT 18§, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that defendant
Scott Winlock be and he is hereby dismissed from this action without

prejudice to the rights which the parties remaining in said action otherwise

would have,

Tidge
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE o 01”82

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA i
Jatn Lo oibvgl, Liara

U. S. DISTRICT Coug

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-154-E

TRAVIS C. SNYDER,

Defendant.

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL

COMES NOW the United States of America by
Frank Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern District
of Oklahoma, Plaintiff herein, through Don J. Guy, Assistant
United States Attorney, and hereby gives notice of its dismissal,
pursuant to Rule 41, Federal Rules of Ciwvil Procedure, of this
action without prejudice.

Dated this 4th day of August, 1982.

UNITED STATES OQF AMERICA

FPRANK KEATING
United States/ Attorney

| -
-%%MJ(:-. AAAA
ON J. Y
Assistﬁjt United Btates Attorney

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that a true copy
of the foregoing pleading was served on cach
of the parties hereto by pailing the same to

the

record on

————— e, 198 e,

T ﬂttorneyé’

United Sta{eg Atierney

[R— LR - e g S A P B v 1< -+ 41ms e oo




IN"VHE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CUURT Cs e
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ' e &

pli 1982
e, Glork
FOOURT

CLARA B. FULSON,
Plaintiff,
vs.

DOCTORS' MEDTCAL CENTER, INC.,
an Oklahoma corporation,

e e e s s
=2
o)
w
n
i
(I'J
-9
-]
I
k3

Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

This matter came on for hearing before the Court for disposition
and action on the Plaintiff's failure to prosecute and the Defendant's
failure to answer.

Plaintiff in this action filed her complaint on January 22, 1982,
Service on the Defendant's registered service agent was perfected and
the return on the summons was received by the Clerk of this Court on
January 29, 1982. No further action has been taken by either party
to this action.. oOn July 19, 1982 the case was set for disposition of
the Plaintiff's failure to prosecute and the Defendant's failure to
answer. Notice of the hearing was sent to the parties by certified
and registered mail. oOn July 30, 19B2, the date set for disposition,
neither party appeared before the Court, and noting such failure to
appear, the Court ruled in open court that the cause of action should
be dismissed without Prejudice.

IT IS THEREFORE THE ORDER OF THIS COURT, that the above styled
action be dismissed without prejudice.

DATED this \5- day of August, 19g82.

JAMEZ O. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




—— I .

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE - |
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA e
LASH e
AMERICAN CRUDE, INC.,
Plaintiff,

vs.,

DYCO PETROLEUM CORPORATION,

— e e
e
e}
.
[=+]
—
]
0
|
~J
=
[=3}
i
5]

Defendant,
ORDER

UPON the joint Stipulation for Dismissal with
Prejudice, it isg hereby ordered that the above syled action

be dismissed.

S/ JAMES O. ELLISON

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE % q o
[ N

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

G. W. HARMAN,

Plaintiff,

vs. No. 79-C463-E
TULSA SECURITY PATRCL, INC.,
an Oklahoma corporation; and
LARRY GASS, an individual,

et Tt M Nt it e et e

Defendants.
ORDER

THIS MATTER comes on for hearing this_:ﬁf{éay of August,
1982, upon the defendant, Tulsa Security Patrol, Inc., and
Larry Cass's petition to dismiss the cause of action with
prejudice.

FOR GOOD CAUSE SHOWN IT IS ORDERED, AND ADJUDGED that the
cause of action having heretofore been settled, and the Court,
given evidence of such settlement, finds that the case should
be dismissed;

I'T IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREEﬁ that the
above captioned case is dismissed with prejudice to the rights

of any future filing on behalf of the plaintiff.

UNITED é%ATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKGAHOMA,

C.I.T. FINANCIAL SLRVICES,

shiah we vy 3
. (5., DISTRICY Lisks
Plaintiff,
N No. 82-C-697-C

L. E. JOLLEY, A/K/A LARRY E.
JOLLEY, and BRENDA JOLLEY,

N e e e e e e .

Defendants.

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL

Comes now the Plaintiff, C.I.T, Financial Services
Corparation, and hereby dismisses the above entitled cause

withnut prejudice to the bringing of any future actian thereon,

LAk,

VAF R, MNLLER

CROWE & DUNLEVY

A Professional Corgoration
1800 Mid-America Tower

20 North Broadway

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102
(405) 235-7700

ATTORNEYS FCR PLAINTIFF,

C.I.T.. FINANCIAL SERVICES
CORPORATION

//iziji::;bégﬂz .

// LOYAL/ S, RORC
) 320 uth ton Building
L/// Suite 1012

Tulsa, Oklzhoma 74103

(918) 584-4740

CO-COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF,
C.1,T, FINANCIAL SERVICES
CORPORATION
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CCOURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ALBERT LECNHARD, fr o 408s

Plaintiff,

vs.

SPARTAN SCHOOI OF AERORAUTICS,

et, 2l., Case No. B81~C-479-C

Defendants.

F

STTPULATED ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITE PREJUDICE

Now on this 9th day of July, 1982, this matter comes
on before this Court upon the Defendants Spartan Schcol of
Aeronautics and Patrick Fitch's Motion to Dismiss and Motion
for Summary Judgment. The Ccurt finds as follows:

1. Plaintiff Albert Yecnhard and Defendants Spartan
Schocl of Aeronautice and Patrick Fitch have reached a
settlement agreement between them in the sum of $30.00 to be
paid by these Defendants tc the Plaintiff as full ard
complete satisfaction of all claims the Plaintiff has against
these Defendants.

2. The settlement agreement is nct to be construed ac
an admission of liability on the part of Defendants Spartan
School of Aeronautics or Fitch or for any other Defendants
named in the lawsuit.

3. Plaintiff Leonhard and Defendants Spartan Schocl cf
Aeronautics and Fitch have agreed that pursuant to this
settlement the Plzintiff's action against Defendants Spartan
School of Rercnautics and Fitch should be dismissed with
prejudice. This agreement is not contigent upon this Court
granting a Default Judgment agajinet any other Defendants

named in this lawsuit.




o - ®
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that Defendants Motion to
Dismiss and Motion for Summary Judgment be sustained and
Plaintiff's cause against Defendants Spartan School of
Aeronautics and Patrick Fitch is dismissed with prejudice to
Plaintiff's right to bring a new action in his behalf.

(Signed) H. Dale Cook
Judge of the District Court

rney for the Plaintiff
M¢rris S. Borenstein
3624 Magazine Street
New Orleans, Louisiana 70115

Attorney for the Defendant
William D. Lunn

2200 Fourth National Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
Vs, CIVIL ACTION NO. B2-C-302-E

RICHARD C. BARSH,

T M Sl Tt et St gt et i

Defendant.

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL

COMES NOW the United States of America by
Frank Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern District
of Oklahoma, Plaintiff herein, through Philard L. Rounds, Jr.,
Assistant United States Attorney, and hercby gives notice of its
dismissal, pursuant to Rule 41, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,

of this action withecut prejudice.

Dated this jgégjﬁ__day of August, 1982,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

PRANK KEATING
United Stales Attorney

p IMGUI\IDS JR.

Assistant United States Attorney
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
JACK LOVELOCK,

Plaintiff,

Vs, No. B1-C-484-BT »
LARRY WATKINS, RALPH FILLMORE,
deceased and ANGELA FILLMORE
BACHMAN, ag the Administrator
of the Estate of Ralph R.
Fillmore,

=1L E D

e et et e et et et Mt g e ot o

A 41982 m

Jack G, i L
STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL g PSTRT renm

Defendants.

Comes now the parties to the above entitled action and pur-
suant to Rule 41 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure hereby
stipulate to the following:

1 The Plaintiff, Jack Lovelock {"Lovelock") hereby dis-
misses with prejudice the aboye entitled action against the
Defendants, Ralph Fillmore, deceased, and Angela Fillmore Bachman,
as the administrator of the Estate of Ralph R. Fillmore and dis-
misses against these Defendants only. Lovelock's dismissal
against the Defendants Ralph Filimore, deceased, and Angela
Fillmore Bachman as administrator of the Estate of Ralph R.
Fillmore, is based on the receipt of $23,608.00 pbaid to Lovelock
by these Defendants in satisfaction of Lovelock's claims against
them.

Lovelock hereby specifically reserves all rights, claims and
causes of action against the Defendant, Larry watkins, and this
Stipulation of Dismissal is in no manner to act as a dismissal
cf any claims of the Plaintiff, Jack Lovelock, against the Defen-
dant, Larry Watkins.

2. The Defendant, Larry watkins hereby dismisses with pre-
judice his Cross-Claim filed in the above entitled action against
co-defendants Ralph Fillmore deceased, and Angela Fillmore

Bachman, as the administrator of the Estate of Ralph R. Fillmore.




This dismissal with prejudice by Larry Watkine as te Fillmore and

the Administrator ‘0f his Estate is made for consideration and

payment of the above amount to Lovelock.

The Defendant, Angela Fillmore Bachman, as administrator

of the Estate of Ralph R. Fillmore hereby dismisses with prejudice

her Cross-Claim filed in the above entitled action on October 23,

1981 against the co~defendant, Larry watkins.

Respectfully submitted,

HOLLIMAN, LANGHOLZ, RUNNELS &
DORWART

BYAZ%{{-‘N P 7/ ,%@77‘?() )

Attg;ney for Jagk elock

/ ,
By:/ T\ (‘7‘:\/0-/// ,

/. Loyal Réac vV
" Attorney Egé Angela
Fi ore Bachman

JAr A

DelBert Brock & ASsOCiates
Attorney for Larry Watkins

By:
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICf COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
JACK LOVELOCK,

Plaintiff,

Vs, No. 81-C-484-BT
LARRY WATKINS, RALPH FILLMORE,
deceased and ANGELA FILLMORE
BACHMAN, as the Administrator
of the Estate of Ralph R.

FlLED

T T Yot ot Ve’ e S Yot Ve e et S Y

Fillmore,
TG 1982
Defendants. A6 L
1ach U, bt st
\ P Ay
STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL 4§ ST e

Comes now the parties to the above entitled action and pur-
suant to Rule 41 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure hereby
stipulate to the following:

1 The Plaintiff, Jack Lovelock ("Lovelock")} hereby dis-
misses with prejudice the above entitled action against the
Defendants, Ralph Fillmore, deceased, and Angela Fillmore Bachman,
as the administrator of the Estate of Ralph R. Fillmore and dis=-
misses against these Defendants only. Lovelock's dismissal
against the Defendants Ralph Fillmore, deceased, and Angela
Fillmore Bachman as administrator of the Estate of Ralph R.
Fillmore, 1s based on the receipt of $23,608.00 paid to Lovelock
by these Defendants in satisfaction of Lovelock's claims against
them.

Lovelock hereby specifically reserves all rights, claims and
causes of action against the Defendant, Larry Watkins, and this
Stipulation of Dismissal is in no manner to act as a dismissal
of any claims of the Plaintiff, Jack Lovelock, against the Defen-
dant, Larry Watkins.

2. The Defendant, Larry Watkins hereby dismisses with pre-
judice his Cross-Claim filed in the above entitled action against
co-defendants Ralph Fillmore deceased, and Angela Fillmore

Bachman, as the administrator of the Estate of Ralph R. Fillmore.
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This dismissal with prejudice by Larry Watkins as to Fillmore and
the Administrator of his Estate is made for consideration and
payment of the above amount to Lovelock.
3. The Defendant, Angela Fillmore Bachman, as administrator
of the Estate of Ralph R. Fillmore hereby dismisses with prejudice

her Cross-Claim filed in the above entitled action on October 23,

1981 against the co-defendant, Larry Watkins.

Respectfully submitted,

HOLLIMAN, LANGHOLZ, RUNMNELS &
DORWART

dﬁﬂ/u; /7 /4{7/‘"1})
Att/;ngy tor Jagk relock
< ) ?L
By _Q\t(zjwv(/ . / / s

R&ac

orney r Angela
F1 ore Bachman

12 e

Delbert Brock & Assoc1a es
Attorney for Larry Watklns
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA,

JACK LOVELOCK,
Plaintiff,

v, No. Bl-~C-484-BT
LARRY WATKINS, RALPH FILLMORE,
deceased, and ANGELA FILLMORE
BACHMAN, as the Administrator
of the Estate of Ralph R.

FILED

e e Mot ok et Nt vk’ St St ot S S St

Fillmore,
Defendants. L S0
Jach €. Siwer, sy
U. 8. DISTRICT Geivipys
AGREED JUDGMENT
Now on this ; day of /§Zg,7 . 1982, as a part

of and incident to a Settlement Agreemeéz*;ntered by the parties
to the above-captioned action, a copy of which Agreement is
attached hereto, the parties agree that Jjudgment should be entered
for plaintiff and against the defendant Watkins as follows:

1. For the principal amcunt of $36,392.00;

2. Interest thereon at the rate of 1é% per annum from and
after the _ 31:+ day of dulv. 1982;

3. Reasonable attorney's fees and costs of this acticen,
to be fixed by the Court in an amount proved by plaintiff; and,

4. Which sums are to be reduced by an amount equal to pay-
ments made by Watkins to pPlaintiff, since the effective date of
the Settlement Agreement, and made by Watkins for the purpose of
reducing the amount owed.

WHEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that, by agreement of the parties,
judgment be entered for plaintiff and against the defendant as
follows:

1. For the principal amount of $36,392.00;

2. Interest thereon at the rate of 16% per annum from and
after the _3)1st day of 7Julv 1982;

3. Reasonable attorney's fees and costs of this action,

to be fixed by the Court in an amount proved by plaintiff; and,




. .

4. Which sums are to be reduced by an amount equal to
payments made by Watkins to plaintiff, since the effective
date of the Settlement Agreement, and made by Watkins for
the purpose of reducing the amount owed.

For all of which let execution issue,

.j;;zth7 I¢7 /“%kuué?b'

JUDGE //

HOLLIMAN, LANGHOLTZ, RUNNELS & DORWART

By%M /K m

Attorney for JACK LOVEﬂg%K

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

& ASSOCIATES, LAWYERS, INC.

[ g

DELBERT BROCK, Attorney for
LARRY WATKINS
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SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

AGREEMENT made this _2nd day of June, 1952, between Jack
Lovelock ("Lovelock"), Larry watkins {("Watkins"), and Ralph
Fillmore, deceased, by and through Angela Fillmore Bachman, Ad-
ministrator of the Estate of Ralph R. Fillmore ("Fillmore").

SECTION ONE
. PURPOSE
7 This Agreement is made as a compromise between the parties
hereto for the complete and final settlement of their claims,
differences, and causes of action with respect to the dispute de-
scribed below.
SECTION TWO
STATEMENT OF DISPUTE

Lovelock asserts claims against Watkins and Fillmore based
upon the following facts and considerations:

Lovelock is a citizen of Ontario, Canada, and Fillmore and
Watkins are citizens of the State of Oklahoma; Watkins and
Fillmore formed a partnership for the purpose of selling to
Lovelock certain oil and gas leases known as the "North Cherckee
0il and Gas Prospect", covering 6,241 acres in Cherckee County,
Oklahoma; the purchase price from Lovelock to Watkins and Fillmore
was $60,000.00; by agreement, Lovelock transferred $60,000.00 to
the Bank of Commerce, in Tulsa, Oklahoma, which was to be ex-
changed for the executed leases covering the "North Cherokee 0il
and Gas Prospect"; Watkins and Fillmore obtained Lovelock's
$60,000.00 from the Bank of Commerce, but failed to deliver the
executed leases, as agreed; and, Watkins and Fillmore failed to
deliver the executed leases in question to Lovelock after due
demand therefor had been made By Lovelock.

An action based on the above-styled claim has been filed and
is now pending in the United States District Court for the Northern

District of Oklahoma, entitled Jack Lovelock, Plaintiff, v. Larry

Watkins, Ralph R. Fillmore, deceased, and Angela Fillmore Bachman,

as the Adminiétrator of the Estate of Ralph R. Fillmore, deceased,




s, e,

C . de_ 'jants. and identified as civil ac n numbey 81-C~484-BT,

Lovelock makes twelve claims in this action, based upon fraud,
securities violations, and breach of contract,

The parties desire to reach a full and final compromise and
settlement of all matters and all causes of action arising out of
the facts and claims as set forth above.

SECTION THREE
TERMS OF SETTLEMENT

- In consideration of the mutual covenants set forth herein,
the parties agree as follows:

- 1.  Fillmore agrees to pay to Lovelock, immediately upon
approval of both this Agreement and final payment by the probate
court having jurisdiction over the Fillmore Estate, ihe sum of
523,608.00. This sum shall not bear interest from the date of
execution of this agreement until the date of payment by Fillmore
to Lovelock.

2. Watkins agrees to pay to Lovelock the sum of §36,392.00,
to be paid as follows: on a monthly basis, beginning on the 15th
day of Jume, 1982, the sum of $1,000.00, plus interest on the
unpaid balance at the rate of 16% per annum; and, the entire un-
paid balance, plus interest as aforedescribed, to be paid by the
15th day of June, 1983. Prepayment may be made without penalty.

3. Lovelock agrees that all claims, demands, rights, and
causes of action he has or may have against Watkins and/or
Fillmore with respect to the above-described dispute shall be
satisfied, discharged, and settled provided Watkins and Fillmore
make the payments as provided for in Section Three hereof. Upon
payment as aforedescribed by both Watkins and Fillmore, Lovelock
agrees to seek, obtain and be bound by a dismissal with prejudice
in the above-described action, which will be sought, with respect
to both Watkins and Fillmore, immediately upon receipt of payment
from watkins and Fillmore. Release of either Watkins or Fillmore
shall not be contingent upon release of or payment by the other.

4. Lovelock further agrees to execute such releases as
Watkins and Fillmore may require upon final payment to Lovelock.

Lovelock also agrees to waive all attorney fees from defendants,

provided payment is made under this agreement.
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J. wWatkins shag and execute an .greed nggment" in the
above-described legal action. That the "Agreed Judgment" ghall be
held by John Caslavka as escrow agent. Mr. Caslavka shall retain
the "Agreed Judgment" so long as Watkins provides proof of payment
to Mr. Caslavka in accordance with the terms of this Agreement.
Mr. Caslavka shall be further instructed that, should Watkins de-
fault upon any of the payments required by this Agreement, the Mr.
Caslavka shall deliver to Lovelock, or an agent of Lovelock's
choosing, the "Agreed Judgment". Watkins further agrees that, in
thé-event Mr. Caslavka is required to deliver the "Agreed Judg-
ment” to Lovelock under the terms hereof, that Watkins shall make
ne attempt to bar the filing of that "Agreed Judgment', or to
escape liability thereunder. Watkins further agreeélthat, in the
event questions may arise with respect to the duties of Mr.
Caslavka, the escrow agent shall be bound by the provisions of
this Agreement which pertain to his duties.

6. The execution of this Agreement by Watkins shall consti-
tute a full and complete release of Fillmore by Watkins of any and
all claims, differences, and causes of action which Watkins now
has or may have against Fillmore, and which arise out of or are a
part of the dispute described in Section Two hereof.

SECTION FOUR

RESERVATIONS OF RIGHTS

This compromise Agreement is to operate as a release and dis-
charge only as to the parties hereto, and it is agreed that all
parties hereto expressly reserve the right to prosecute suits and
claims against any and all other corporations or persons that may
be responsible for or have contributed to the injuries and damages
sustained and claimed by Lovelock..

SECTION FIVE
CHANGE OF FACTS

It is understood by all parties that the facts in respect of
which this Agreement is made may hereafter prove to be other than
or different from the facts in that connection now known by any of
them or believed by any of them to be true, as set out in this

Agreement. Each of the parties hereto expressly accept and assumes
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"the . _sk of the facts’roving to be g0 . :ferent,.and each of the
parties hereto agrees that all of the terms of this Agreement
shall be in all respects effective and not subject to termination
or rescission by any such difference in facts.

SECTION SIX
JUDGMENT
A copy of this Agreement shall be filed with the Court in
which is pending the above-~described litigation, the parties are
agreed that it shall form the basis for the Agreed Judgment in the
above-described litigation, which judgment shall be filed with the

Couft only upon the conditions described hereinbefore.

SECTION SEVEN
EFFECT OF AGREEMENT

This Agreement shall be binding on and inure to the benefit
of the parties and their respective legal representatives, succes-
sors, and assigns. With Tespect to Fillmore, the validity of this
Agreement is subject to approval of the Probate Court of Cherokee
County, State of Oklahoma.

In Witness Hereof, the parties have executed this Agreement

at Tulsa, Oklahoma, the day and year first above written.

JACK LOVELOCK

By %{*{/{‘(L 77 KLZ/M/'/

llman, Langholz, ‘Rupfels &

A

LARRY WATKINS , by
DELBERT BROCK, Attorney at Law

ESTATE OF RALPH R. FILLMORE,
DECEASED

‘( [d L N

gela Fpllmore Bachman, 7%%
Administrator, by /EL*
LOYAL ROACH, Attorney fo

Admlnlstrator




i -w - L

+, Laurie N. Lyons, attorney for Ja. Loveloc’, have ex-
pPlained to Mr. Lovelock all of the terms of this Agreement, and
he has represented to me that he fully understands all of the
terms and their significance, and has authorized the firm of
Holliman, Langholz, Runnels & Dorwart to execute this Agreement

in his behalf.
Dated this 2 day of June, ]og

77

Laurie N. Lyons

.1, Loyal Roach, attorney for Fillmore, have explained to my
client all of the terms of this Agreement, and she has represented
to me that she fully understands all of the terms and their 5igni-

ficance, and has executed this Agreement on advise

Dated this /7 day of June, 1982 ,’h;(?j //izjf
J"

[l
Lgyél‘ggpch
1, Delbert Brock, attorney for Wathine, have explained to my

client all of the terms of this Agreement, and he has represented

to me that he fully understands all of the terms and their signi-
ficance, and has exgcuted this Agreement
Dated this Qx:L day of June, 1982

ol -
DELBERT BROCK
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JACK LOVELOCK,
Plaintiff,

V. No. Bl1-C-484-BT
LARRY WATKINS, RALPH FILLMORE,
deceased, and ANGELA FILLMORE
BACHMAN, as the Administrator
of the Estate of Ralph R.
Fillmore,

Sl LE D

e e

ION 7000

ik L. bitver, Cler
U. S. DISTRICT COUR

Defendants.

ESCROW AGREEMENT

To facilitate the settlement of the above~captioned action,
Mr. John Caslavka, Esq. has agreed.to act as Escrow Agent for Mr,
Jack Lovelock, represented by Holliman, Langholz, Runnels &
Dorwart, and Mr,. Larry Watkins, represented by Delbert Brock, to
hold certain documents relating to the settlement. The parties
have entered into a Settlement Agreement, a copy of which is
attached hereto. This Settlement Agreement sets forth the pay-
ment terms which are discussed hereinafter. As Escrow Agent,

Mr. Caslavka shall have Possession of two documents ("Documents") ;
an executed "Agreed Judgment", and, an executed "Stipulation for
Dismissal”, both in the above-captioned action.

The instructicns governing the Escrow Agent's conduct are
as follows: Escrow Agent shall hold the Documents until the
léth day of June, 1983; if, on the 16th day of June, 1983, no
written demand has been made of Escrow Agent for the Documents
by Lovelock, Escrow Agent shall deliver the Documents to Watkins
or his counsel; if written demand is or has been made of Escrow
" Agent by Lovelock for delivery of the Documents for Watkins' fail-
ure to comply with the payment terms contained in the Settlement
Agreement, then Escrow Agent shall within ten (10) days make
written demand of Watkins or his counsel for proof of compliance

with the payment terms of the Settlement Agreement; Watkins or

his counsel shall have ten (10) days from the date of delivery
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of Escrow Agent's written demand to Watkins or his counsel with-
in which to provide Froof of compliance with the payment terms
of the Settlement Agreement, which Proof shall be satisfactory
to Escrow Agent; Escrow Agent's determination of whether payment
has been made in accordance with the terms of the Settlement
Agreement shall be final and binding on all parties; if such
proof as is provided to Escrow Agent is satisfactory to Escrow
Agent and the determination made by Escrow Agent that payment
was made or tendered in compliance with the terms of the Settle-
ment Agreement, then Escrow Agent shall refuse the written demand
for the Documents in writing; if Escrow Agent, on the cother hand,
should determine that Payment has not been made by Watkins in
accordance with the terms of the Settlement Agreement, and after
written demand therefor by Lovelock, Escrow Agent shall deliver
the Documents in his Possession to Lovelock or Lovelock's counsel].
All parties hereto agree to hold Escrow Agent harmless from
any loss they may suffer for Escrow Agent's actions, and further
agree to indemnify Escrow Agent for any and all expenses which
may be incurred by Escrow Agent in defending any claim made as
& result of Escrow Agent's adherence to the instructions con-
tained herein. Any demand or delivery required by Escrow Agent
under the terms hereof may be made to counsel for the respective

party, and any delivery or demand so made shall be binding upon

the party upon whose counsel the dema r delivery was made.
By- M

Larry w&tklns
DELBERT BROCK Attorney at Law

JACK LOVELOCK

HOLLIMAN LANGHOLZ, RUNNELS &
DORWART




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA = T T S

NE3 1982
Jack C. Sitver, Ulerk

1. S. DISTRICT COURT
81-C-869-BT v~

JOHN ROEBUCK,
Plaintiff,
vs.

BILL MITCHELL, et al.,

Defendants.

T

o
AUG 4

ORDER Jack C. o
U. S. DISTR

This matter came on for pre-trial conference pursuant to
regular setting August 3, 1982. Counsel whose signatures appear
below appeared for the respective parties. All counsel agreed
the case could be dismissed without prejudice. It was further
agreed by the defendants if the plaintiff refiled this action in
the District Court of Osage County, Oklahoma, within forty-five
(45) days from this date, that is on or before Friday, September
17, 1982, the defendants would waive the right to assert the de-
fense of the applicable statute of limitations. Should the
action not be commenced on or before September 17, 1982, the
defendants reserve the right to urge the applicable statute of
limitations defense. With the exception of what i1s set out

herein, the parties reserve the right to urge any and all rights,




claims or defenses in this action,

Pursuant to the above IT IS HEREBY ORDERED the captioned
case is hereby dismissed without prejudice to refiling the same.

ENTERED this 3rd day of August, 1982.

T —'-/j
e 2%;Z:i;42261¢’6§$€f%;§75;§;;/
THOMAS R. BRETT .
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APP D AS TO FORM AND C NTENT

,&Z)} /f////
Q&X A oes

%’%/4
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT 'OF OKLAHOMA

MIDWESTERN HOMES, INC., A
corporation,

Plaintiff,
vs.

FRONTIER DEVELOPMENT OF
OKLAHOMA, LTD., a corporation,
and DAVID DILLION,

e e o e e e
=
<
@
=
]
0
!
-1
]
=)
I
]

Defendants. IWI
dea op g
JUDGMENT Us D?S?f:”ig’cggﬁﬁtl

This action came on for trial before the Court, the Honorable
James OC. Ellison, District Judge, presiding, and the issues having
been duly tried, and a decision having been duly rendered,

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED,

That Plaintiff Midwestern Homes, Inc., recover of the Defendant
Frontier Development of Oklahoma, Ltd., the sum of;$40,624.60, with
interest thereon from the date of judgment at the statutory rate of
12 percent as provided by law.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED,

That Defendant Frontier Development of Cklahoma, Ltd., recover
of the Plaintiff Midwestern Homes, Inc., the sum of $35,934.86, which

shall be deducted from the judgment awarded the Plaintiff in this

action. The Plaintiff Midwestern Homes, Inc. and the Defendant Frontier

Development of Oklahoma, Ltd., shall each bear its own costs and at-
toerney fees.

IT IS FURTHER CRDERED AND ADJUDGED,

That as earlier reflected by the oral ruling of this Court, the
Defendant bavid Dillion is hereby dismissed from this acticon and shall
receive from the Plaintiff Midwestern Homes, Inec., his costs of this
action and a reasonable attorney fee, t0 be determined by this Court.

7
DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma this 235? day of August, 1982.

- 411«&/U<26£;<fb‘-

JAMES /@. ELLISON
UNITES STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THUE f: l l— EE [)

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA AUG__31982 ﬁ”ﬁ

Jack C. Silver, Gierk
1. S. DISTRICT COURT

WALINDA K. COLLINS,

)
)
Plaintiff, )
) )
vs. ) /
) /
GROQUP HOSPITAL SERVICE, ) 81-C~-150-E
d/b/a BLUE CROSS AND BLUE }
SHIELD QF OKLAHOMA, )
)
Defendant )
)

PLATINTIFF'S AND DEFENDANT'S JOINT NOTICE AND
STIPULATION OF DISMIGSAL WITH PREJUDICE OF
CIVIL ACTION

In accordance with the Provisions of Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure, Rule 4l(a), the Plaintiff and Defendant
herein, jointly give notice and stipulate to dismissal of
this action herein in its entirety, including Plaintiff's
removed Petition and Complaint; Defendant's Petition for
Removal; Plaintiff's Answer to Pefendant's Petition for
Removal; Defendant's Answer and all amended pleadings or
responses thereto filed by the parties.

It is hereby stipulated to by the Plaintiff and the
Defendant that this dismissal be with prejudice as to alil
claims and causes of action set forth in Plaintiff's Petition

and Complaint herein.

By
Wesley E. J
Attorney fo aintiff

-

By -J//234"1‘L~ ) dLLhd}{L;C}Y//
E. Bryan Henson? Jr.

CHAPEL, WILKINSON, RIGGS, BBNEY
& HENSON
Attorneys for Defendant

vl Lol

Walinda K. Collinst
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE * & @ . .
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA o e

Fondp

UNITED STATES OF AMERTICA, {HtuL Lo

L 'b.&.hﬂwwﬁdff=““
Plaintiff,

VS, CIVIL ACTION NO. 81-C-756-E

DAVID L. FOWLER,

e

Defendant.

AGREED JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this 2?5{ day
of é2245ccz Z , 1982, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating,
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through Don J. Guy, Assistant United States Attorney, and the
Defendant, David L. Fowler, appearing pro se,

The Court, being fully advised and having examined the
file herein, finds that the Defendant, David L. Fowler, was
personally served with Summons and Complaint on November 24,
1981. The Defendant has not filed Answer but in lieu thereof
has agreed that he is indebted to the Plaintiff in the amount
alleged in the Complaint and that Judgment may accordingly be
entered against him in the amount of $694.00, plus 15% interest
from the date of this Judgment until paid.

IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that
the Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against the Defendant,
David L. Fowler, in the amount of 5694.00, plus 15% interest from

the date of this Judgment until paid.

STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING

Bm«)f/%ﬁ* il

DAVID L. FOWLER
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE ) _
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA L 4

ORIS EUGENE ENGLEN and )
TRACIE EVELYN ENGLEN, )
) o bR
Plaintiffs, )
)
vs. ) NO. 81-C-793-E v
)
THE STANDARD FIRE INSURANCE )]
COMPANY, a Connecticut )
corporation, )
)
Defendant. )

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

¢ 2
On this 2L day of , 1982, upon the written application

of the parties for a Dismissal with Prejudice of the Complaint and all

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

1T IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that the Complaint and all causes of action of the Plaintiffs filed
herein against the Defendant be and the same hereby is dismissed with

prejudice to any future action,

Cf’jl&9wa¢¢47)62ﬁ;15‘. :/ J

UNITED }YATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVALS:

MICHAEL,J. BELANGER,

=y

o

7 -’: ) e

e . L
ST /1;;}{ J‘*:’ﬁ{-*’__
Attorney for the Plaintiffs

o -

G

N

5
By

=
Ly

e
SR 11

A2

2hvl



KNIGHT, WAGNER, STUART, WILKERSON & LIEBER
Attorneys for the De endant

By:

Jo ' HowaE:/Lleber




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

LARRY DON MAYNARD,

Petitioner,

vS. No. 82-C-502-B
WARDEN L. T. BROWN, CONNER
CORRECTIONAL CENTER AT HOMINY

FILED

r

OKLAHOMA ,
Respondent:. fAUB‘“21g82
Jack C. Sitver, Clark
ORDER 'L 8. DISTRICT coypr

The matter presently before the Court for consideration is
the petition for a writ of habeas corpus of Larry Don Maynard.
For the reasons set forth below, the petition is denied.

Petitioner was tried and convicted upon a jury verdict on
May 22, 1979 in the District Court of Tulsa County, Oklahoma
of the offepse of Shooting With Intent to Kill After Former
Conviction of a Felony. Judgment and sentence of twelve years'
imprisonment were entered thereon on June 12,1979. Petitioner's
direct appeal of the conviction to the Oklahoma Court of Criminal
Appeals was denied and the judgment and sentence of the trial

court were affirmed on February 19, 198]. Maynard v. State,

625 P.2d 111 (Okla.Cr. 1981). Thereafter, petitiocner pursued
his post-conviction remedies in the Oklahoma courts and was
denied such relief ultimately by the Oklahoma Court of Criminal

Appeals on February 25, 1982.
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As an initial matter, the Attorney General has moved the
Court for an order dismissing him as a party to this action
on the ground he does not have custody of petitioner andg,
therefore, he was improperly joined. This contention is
without merit. The instant petition expressly states petition-
er is attacking a state court judgment to be served in the
future consecutively to the judgment pursuant to which peti-
tioner is presently in custody. Rule 2(b) of the Rules Govern-
ing §2254 Cases clearly provides the Attorney General shall be
named as a respondent in such cases., Accordingly, the Attorney
General‘is a required party hereto: therefore, the motion to
dismiss must be denied.

In support of the instant petition, petitioner alleges
the state trial court failed to advise him of the dangers of

self-representation as required by Faretta v. California, 422

U.5. 806 (1975). Respondent asserts the record demonstrates
petitioner's decision Lo represent himself was voluntary, and
knowingly and intelligently made, and petitioner was sufficient-
ly made aware of the disadvantages of such course of action.
Respondent further noteg the trial court, in an abundance of
caution, directed petitioner's public defender to remain avail-
able to assist petitioner should he require assistance.
Petitioner first raised this issue in support of his motion

for a new trial in the trial court. The trial court conducted a

hearing thereon on June 11, 1979 and heard testimony and argument




That court concluded petitioner had beenfsufficiently admonished
as to the possible consequences of self-representation by District
Judge Lamm, and accordingly denied the motion for a new trial.

On direct appeal, the Oklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals found
Petitioner requested self-representation, petitioner had been in
court on several previous occasions and felt he knew as much about
his case as would a lawyer, and petitioner was advised by Judge
Lamm of the dangers and disadvantages of self-representation.
Further, that Court found when trial commenced petitioner re-
iterated his desire to represent himself and accepted the trial
court's offer to have appointed counsel available to assist if
requested.

The state trial court having conducted a hearing on petition-
er's assertion he was not advised of the dangers of self-representa-
tion, where petitioner was present and presented testimony, and hav-
ing made a finding Judge Lamm sufficiently admonished petitioner in
this regard,-this Court ig bound to indulge the presumption of
correctness accorded the factual findings of state tribunals.

See Sumner v. Mata, 449 U.sS. 539, 547 (1981); 28 U.5.C.A. §2254(d).

Further, having reviewed the record as a whole, the Court concludes
the factual findings of both the trial court and the Oklahoma Court
of Criminal Appeals are fairly supported by the evidence therein.
28 U.S.C.A. §2254(d) (8). On the basis of these findings,.the

Court concludes petitioner's repeated assertion of his right

and desire to represent himself was made voluntarily and in a

knowing and intelligent manner, as required under Faretta V.




e

California, 422 U.S. 806, 835 (1975). See also, Johnson v. Zerbst,

304 U.S. 458, 464-5 (1938). 1In this regard, the opinion of the

Court in Johnson v. State, 556 P.2d 1285 (Okla.cr. 1976), is

instructive. While not binding on this Court, that decision
articulated a rational application of the Faretta requirement.

All that is required for an effective election

for self-representation is that the defendant

have full knowledge or adequate warning con-

cerning this right and a clear intent to exer-

cise it.
556 P.2d at 1296. 1In the instant case, the trial court, after
determining at the commencement of trial that petitioner per-
sisted in his desire to represent himself, took the further

precaution of having appointed counsel stand by in the event

petitioner requested assistance. See Johnson v. State, supra,

556 P.2d at 1297. The record further reflects appointed counsel
not only stood by as directed, but also advised petitioner dur-
ing the course of trial and conducted the examination of peti-
ticner when betitioner elected to take the stand. Considering
the totality of the record, and indulging the required pre-
sumption of correctness attaching to the state court factual
determinations, the Court concludes petitioner was adequately
informed of the dangers inhering in self-representation, and

his choice so to do was voluntary, knowing and intelligent.
Accordingly, the petition for a writ of habeas corpus must be

denied.




[

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED the Attorney General's Motion to

Dismiss Party-Respondent 1is hereby denied.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED the petition for a writ of habeas

corpus is hereby denied and the action dismissed.

/14/( ] 3 K
ENTERED this — day of éa,d/ , 1982,

| %«v&/%zzy

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

JOHNNY RAY SMITH,
Petitioner,

vs. No. 82-C-587-BT »

A. I. MURPHY and TIM WEST,

Respondents,

FILED
UG — 21982

Yack C. Silver, Cterkq
11§, DISTRICT cAUR

and

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE
STATE OF OKLAHOMA,

L L

Additional Respondent.
ORDER

The matter presently before the Court for consideration
is the petition for a writ of habeas corpus of Johnny Ray Smith.
For the reasons set forth below, the petition is denied.

Petitioner was tried and convicted in the District Court
of Tulsa County, Oklahoma (Case Number CRF-75-406) upon a jury
verdict of guilty of the offense of Murder in the Second Degree;
Thereafter, the Court sentenced petitioner to fifty years' im-
prisonment to run concurrently with the sentences imposed in
CRF-75-412 and CRF-75-436. On direct appeal, the Oklahoma
Court of Criminal Appeals affirmed the conviction but con=-
cluded the trial court erred in imposing a sentence of fifty
years' imprisonment under the applicable sentencing statute,

21 Okl.St.Ann. §701.4 (repealed,by Laws 1976, lst Ex.Sess.,




c.l, §10, eff. July 24, 1976). Smith v. State, 550 P.2d 946

r

951 (Okla.Cr. 1976). That statute provided:
Every person convicted of murder in the

second degree shall be punished by imprison-

ment in the State Penitentiary for not less

than ten (10) years nor more than life. The

trial court shall set an indeterminate sen-

tence in accordance with this section upon a

finding of guilty by the jury of murder in

the second degree.
Accordingly, the Court remanded the case to the trial court with
instructions to resentence petitioner in conformance with such
statute. On rehearing, the Court of Criminal Appeals concluded
the only sentence a trial court may impose under the foregoing
statute is an indeterminate sentence of ten years' to life im-

prisonment. Smith v. State, 552 P.2d 1167, 1168 (Okla. Cr. 1976).

Thereafter, on August 26, 1976, the triail court entered Judgment
and Sentence Nunc¢ Pro Tunc sentencing petitioner to an indeter-
minate sentence of not less than ten years' nor more than life
imprisonment in accordance with the directions of the Oklahoma
Court of Criminal Appeals. Petitioner pursued his post-conviction
remedies, and the same were ultimately denied by the Oklahoma
Court of Criminal Appeals on May 20, 1982.

As an initial matter, the Court notes petitioner raises
no factual question requiring an evidentiary hearing. See

28 U.S.C.A. §2254(4).

In support of the instant petition, petition raises two

issues:




(1) Petitioner having begun serving the fifty-
year sentence first imposed by the trial
court, the subsequent resentencing of peti-
tioner to an indeterminate sentence of not
less than ten years' nor more than life
imprisonment constituted an increase in
petitioner's sentence without due process
of law; and

(2) Indeterminate sentences are per se illegal.

With respect to the first contention, the Court concludes
the resentencing of petitioner as directed by the Oklahoma Court
of Criminal Appeals does not constitute an impermissible increase
in sentence without due process of law. The Oklahoma Court of
Criminal Appeals, as the highest criminal appellate tribunal for
the State of Oklahoma, construed the Oklahoma statute in question
to allow for no other sentence than the one it directed the
trial court in this instance to impose upon petitioner. See

also, Wampler v. State, 553 P.2d 198 (Okla.Cr. 1976). That state

court construction of a state statute is binding on this Court.
The sentence petitioner began serving prior to the appellate
decision was contrary to that required by law, and could not
legally be imposed. The Court of Criminal Appeals having con-
cluded the statute provided for one mandatory penalty, the trial
court had no discretion in the matter and cannot be found to have
increased petitioner's sentence. Accordingly, the Court concludes
petitioner's sentence was not increased without due process of law.
Petitioner's second contention that indeterminate sentences
are illegal has no foundation in law. The case cited by peti-

tioner in support of this proposition, Cowles v. State, 636 P.2d




e

342 (Okla. Cr. 1981), makes no comment én the legality of in=-
determinate sentences; rather, the Cowles opinion simply notes
the sentencing provision that replaced 21 Okl.St.Ann. §701.4
upon the latter's repeal no longer requires only an indeter-
minate sentence of not less than ten years' nor more than
life imprisonment upon a conviction of second degree murder.
See 21 Okl.St.Ann. §701.9(B). 1In addition, as the 0Oklahoma
Court of Criminal Appeals correctly observed:

[Tlhe statute in force at the time of the com-

mission of the crime, and not the statute in

force at the time of his conviction, is the

proper statute under which judgment and sen-

tence should be imposed.
Order Affirming Denial of Post-Conviction Relief, May 20, 1982
(Okla.Cr.).

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED the petition of Johnny Ray Smith

for a writ of habeas corpus is hereby denied and the action

dismissed.

‘/)@fg
ENTERED this A/  day of W , 1982,

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

DAVID L. DIAMOND, d/b/a TAHLEQUAH
TILE CO., INC., a corporation,

Plaintiff,

vs. No. 81-C-732~B
THE CHEROKEE NATION OF OKLAHOMA,

a federally recognized Indian

Tribe, and THE FIRST NATIONAL BANK

OF TAHLEQUAH, OKLAHOMA; PAT CARLILE;
DON BAKER, Asst. D.A.; CHEROKEE COUNTY
SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT: SUSAN WAPLER;
PETER MANHART; ROSS O. SWIMMER;

ROBERT CARLILE; SANDY HANSON

FILED

FALIG ~ 21089

e L I N N N

Pefendants. jack C. Sitver, Cler,
.S DIRTRNT rrnn

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

The matter presently before the Court for consideration
is the dismissal of the instant action upon the plaintiff's
failure to prosecute. The file in this case reflects the
plaintiff filed his complaint on November 23, 1981, alleging
abridgement of his rights under 42 U.S.C. §1983. Upon plain-
tiff's application, the Court had entered an order on November 19,
1981 allowing plaintiff to file his complaint without prepayment
of fees or costs. Apparently, however, at the time plaintiff
filed his complaint, he failed to complete the required forms
to cause process to issue. By letter dated November 23, 1981,
the Clerk of this Court sought to inform plaintiff that summons
could not issue until plaintiff completed the summons and
United States Marshal's forms for service. Although the Clerk's

letter was mailed to the address stated by plaintiff as his

address on his complaint, the letter was returned to the Clerk




as undeliverable. Thereafter, on June 23, 1982, the Clerk mail-
€d the same letter to plaintiff at three different addresses.
One of the letters was returned by the Postal Service to the
Clerk. Plaintiff has at no time contacted the Clerk regarding
the pFosecution of the instant matter, and process has never
issued to any of the named defendants. Accordingly, the Court
concludes the instant action should be dismissed upon the ground

of the plaintiff's failure to prosecute. See Link v. Wabash Rail-

road Co., 370 U.S. 626, 630-31 (1962)

IT IS SO ORDERED this ,21, day of August, 1982.

TS

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE iadﬂﬂ.uf.f Chen
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA _ | Q@ nerniry ~ni
LLOYD G, SHIVERS, et al., )
. )
Plaintiffs, ) J/
)
vs . ) 79-C-417
) 79-C-418
CLAUDE MICHAEL DAVIS, et al., ) 79-C-419
) CONSOLIDATED
)

Defendants.

ORDER

On August 19, 1981, the United States Magistrate filed his
written Findings and Recommendations on the following Motions:

(1) Motion for Summary Judgment of the defendants, T.L.C.
Farm Lines, Inc. and Tom Lange Co.

(2) Motion for Summary Judgment of the defendants, C.D.B.,
Inc. and Michigan Mutual Insurance Company.

The Magistrate recommended the Motions for Summary Judgment
be sustained and the various other motions then pending be overruled
as being moot in view of the ruling on the Summary Judgment. Plain-
tiffs filed their Objections to the Findings and Recommendations.
Oral argument was had by the Court on the objections. Thereafter
the Court allowed plaintiffs to file the Second Amended Complaint,
and directed the parties advise the Court as to the effect, if any,

of the Second Amended Complaint on the Findings and Recommendations




of the Magistrate filed August 19, 1981. On April 20, 1982, this
Court ordered the case be referred to the Magistrate for reconsider-
ation in view of the Second Amended Complaint.

On June 25, 1982, the Magistrate filed his Findings and
Recommendations as to the Motions for Summary Judment. The Magistrate
found the Second Amended Complaint did not appear to raise any
issues that affected the Findings and Recommendations entered on
August 19, 1981. He did, however, upon reviewing the file, conclude
the Findings and Recommendations to sustain the Motions for Summary
Judgment of the defendants, T.L.C. Farm Lines, Inc. and Tom Lange
Company should be withdrawn and recommended the Court overrule
the Motions for Summary Judgment.

The Magistrate adhered to his Findings and Recommendations
filed August 19, 1981, that the Motions for Summary Judgment of the
defendants; C.D.B., Inc. and Michigan Mutual Insurance Company
should be sustained.

The plaintiffs have filed their Objections to the Findings
and Recommendations of the Magistrate that the Motions for Summary
Judgment of the defendants, C.D.B., Inc. and Michigan Mutual Insur-
ance Company. be sustained.

No objections have been filed to the Recommendation the Motions
for Summary Judgment of the defendants, T.L.C. Farm Lines, Inc. and
Tom Lange Company should be overruled, and, therefore, such

recommendation will be sustained and adopted.




The Court has carefully reviewed the objections and the
Findings and Recommendations of the Magistrate, and finds the
objections should be overruled and the Findings and Recommendations
should be sustained, éffirmed and adopted.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED as follows:

1. The Motions for Summary Judgment of the defendants,
T.L.C. Farm Lines, Inc. and Tom Lange Company are overruled.

2. The Motions for Summary Judgment of the defendants,
C.D.B., Inc. and Michigan Mutual Insurance Company are sustained.ll
3. The objections of the plaintiffs to the Findings and

Recommendations of the %pgistrate filed June 25, 1982, are overruled.

ENTERED this (/A ~"day of August, 1982.

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

1/ This order having adjudicated "...fewer than all the claims

B or the rights and liabilities of fewer than all the parties
shall not terminate the action as to any of the claims or
parties." F.R.Civ.P. 54(b). Therefore, the matter is not
appealable at this time.




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

TOMMY 1. PACK,
Plaintiff,
vSs. No. B1-C-526-E

RICHARD 5. SCHWEIKER, JR.,
Secretary of Health and Human

PR R

Services, - -
Defendant. foni 1082
Jack €, Siiver, Clerk
JUDGMENT U. S, DISTRICY £01RT

This cause having been considered by the Court on the pleadings,
the entire record certified to this Court by the Defendant Secretary
of Health and Human Services (Secretary), and after due proceedings
had, and upon examination of the pleadings and record filed herein,
including the Briefs submitted by the parties, the Court is of the
opinion as shown by its Memorandum Opinion filed herein of even date
that the final decision of the Secretary is supported by substantial
evidence as reguired by the Social Security Act, and should be affirmed.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, DECREED AND ADJUDGED that tﬁe final
decision of the Secretary should be and hereby is affirmed.

A%4@d/
pated this = 2 day of Fmme, 1982.

JAMES A%, ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE AUG - 3 19821
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

iach C. wiver, Clerh
J. S DISIRICT CGURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 81-C-§54-c /

JAMES H. DAVIS,

Defendant.
ORDER

For a good cause having been shown, it is hereby
ordered, adjudged and decreed that the above-referenced acticon is
hereby dismissed without pPrejudice against the United States of
America.

<

Dated this A ™ day of July, 1982,




v,

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES CF AMERICA,
Plaintifsg,

Vs,

SABRINA L. SMITH

Defendant,

SfILED

AUG - 4 1982

Jack C. Sitver, Clerk
1. S. DISTRICT COURT

CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-544~B

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL

COMES NOW the United States of America by

Frank Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern District

of Oklahcma, Plaintiff herein, through Don J. Guy, Assistant

United States Attorney, and hereby gives notice of its dismissal,

pursuant to Rule 41, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, of this

action without prejudice.

Dated this 2nd day of August, 1982.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that a true copy
of the foregoing pleading was served on each
of the parties hereto by maihing the same to

thew gr t thepr attorngys of record on t
dhy oﬁp__JzzédL At s 1988,
76 74 (_ tf' (:,}(o_ A A — .

Assistant‘/gﬁmit;:d E't.ﬁ.tjﬁ‘.* STany -
L )
(V4

DON J.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING 7]

Z%I-ed States t?brney
L
X A
é%tf

/

Assistant United tes Attorney
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA AUG -3 10821

Jack ©. saver, Glerk
. 5. DISTRICT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,
Vs, CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C~314-C
DEWEY L. SUNDAY,

Defendant.

ORDER
= .= I

For a good cause having been shown, it is hereby
ordered, adjudged and decreed that the above—referéhced action is
hereby dismissed with Prejudice against the United States of
America,

Dated& this \féb{day of July, 1982,

UNITED ST%;ES DISTREC% JUDéE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JOHN L. KING, as next of kin
and Executor of the Estate of
CLAUDE LESLIE KING, Deceased,

Plaintiff,

OKLAHOMA NURSING HOMES, 1INC.,
d/b/a SKIATOOK NURSING HOMES,
an Cklahoma corpcration,

- | LED

)
H
)
)
}

. )

Vs, ) Case No. BD—C-SZG-CV/

}
)
)
H
)
)

13 - 2 192K

Jack C, Suver, Clark
ORDER ~U. S. DISTRICT COURT

Defendant.,

T

NOW. on this ﬁiﬂ day of July, 1982, this matter comes
on for consideration by the Court on the parties Joint Motion for
Order of Disbursement, and the Court after reviewing the
pleadings and stipulations of the parties and after being fully
advised in the premises findg that:

1. The $9,000.00 collectively awarded by the jury to the
nine (9) 1living children of the decedent CLAUDE LESLIE KING,
should be apportioned equally among said children, pursuvant to 12
G.8. 1053D, and;

2. The contingency fee contract of plaintiff's attorney,
Randy A. Rankin for 40% of all amounts recovered for the personal
injury and/or wrongful death of the decedent CLAUDE LESLIE KING,
is appropriate in this case and in such cases generally, and;

3. The plaintiff's attorney, Randy A. Rankin should be
and is hereby authorized to withhold 40% of the §15,000.00
awarded to Pearl E. King, decedent's wife, and 40% of the
$9,000.00 collectively awarded decedent's children, as his
attorney's fee for services rendered herein, and;

4. The plaintiff's attorney, Randy A. Rankin should be
and is hereby authorized and directed, after deduction of the
aforementioned 40%, to distribute directly to Pearl E. King, the
amount of $9,000.00 from the proceeds collected on the judgment
herein, and;

5. The plaintiff's attorney, Randy A. Rankin should be
and 1is hereby authorized and directed, after deduction of the

1




.’l- . ‘

aforementioned 40%, to distribute directiy to each of the nine
{9) children of the decedent, the amount of $600.00 per child
from the proceeds collected on the judgment herein, for a total
distribution of $5,400.00.

AND IT IS ALL SO ORDERED.

h

UNITED STATES DiSTRICT JUDGE
APPROVED

RANDY A. RANKIN ™
Attorpey for Plaintiff

.r'A%,ijQA%%;-

RAY/H. WILBURN,
Attorney for Defendant




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

JOHN L. KING, as next of kin
and Executor of the Estate of
CLAUDE LESLIE KING, Deceased,

Plaintiff,

1L ED

OKLAHOMA NURSING HOMES, INC.,
d/b/a SKIATOOK NURSING HOMES,
an Oklahoma corporation,

6 - 210821

}
)
}
}
)
) v/
vVs. ) Case No. 80-C—52§;C
)
)
)
)
)
)

Defendant.
ORDER

NOW on this _Zc;E;d_aay of July, 1982, thig matter comes
on for consideration upon the Joint Application and Stipulation
of counsel for the plaintiff ang defendant, a regquest by the
Plaintiff and defendant for an Order of this Court allowing the
withdrawal of all post-trial motions filed herein.

For good cause shown, based upon the stipulations of
counsel for the plaintiff and defendant, it is hereby ordered

that plaintiff and defendant are hereby allowed to withdraw all

H. DALE C%OK,

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

post-trial motions.

Jack L, Sver, Clark
b, 5. DISTRICT COYRT



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
B. F. GOODRICH COMPANY,
Plaintiff,
vs,
THE GRAND RIVER DAM AUTHORITY,

Defendant and Thirg Party
Plaintiff,
vs, No. 80-Cc-522-C

NORTHEAST OKLAHOMA ELECTRIC
COOPERATIVE, INC.,

Third Party Defendant
and Counter Claimant,

vs. FI1TLED
AIR PRODUCTS & CHEMICALS, INC,,
a Delaware carporation; et al., AUG-21982

Additional Thira Party

)
}
)
)
)
)
}
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Defendants. )

Jach L. witver, Gleri
U S DISTRICT Ciim

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

NOW on this 30 day of %L : + 1982, upon applicatisn

of Ralston Purina Co., additional third-party defendant, that

it be dismissed from the above styled cause and the Court being
fully advised thereon finds that said motion should be sustained.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Ralston
Purina Co. is dismissed from this cause with prejudcie.

s/H. DALE cook

H. Dale Cook, Chief Judge
U. 5. District Court




