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b IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT L !E?

I 1 o

ll FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA S 1*Bf3
I Jak &, Sitver, Clet;
i METZ ENGINEERING AND ASSOCIATES,) U-S-D&TWCTGOERT
it INC., ) !
i ] |
H Plaintiff, ) [
I ) ‘
| vs. ) No. 79-C-535-E [
i . . )

:‘ MASTER TRUCK, a division of )

i' Hallamore, Inc., )

. ) i
i! Defendant. ) :
i
i ORDER ’
j
i NOW on this __ day of October, 1982, upon Plaintiff's

Application, the above styled and numbered cause is hereby }

|
|
I dismissed without prejudice toward the refiling thereof.
|

| s/ JAMES O. ELLISON

H JAMES 0. ELLISON

X UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE !
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COQURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

PARTHEINA L. RAPER, Administratrix
and Personal Representative of

the Estate of JAMES DONALD RAPER,
Deceased; PARTHEINA L. RAPER,
Mother and Next Friend of JANA
DENISE RAPER, A Minor; PARTHEINA

L. RAPER, Individually; NEVADA
LOIS RAPER KRAVIS, Mother and Next
Friend of LEONDA M. RAPER, a minor,
and Mrs. Mineola M. Raper, Mother
of Decedent,

FILED
Y 14 1982

Jack 0. Silver, Clers
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

vs. No. 82-C-799-E

PUROLATOR COURIER CORPORATION,

a foreign corporation, and ROYAL
INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA, a
foreign corporation, and NATICNAL

INDEMNITY COMPANY, a foreign
corporation,

}
}
)
}
)
}
)
)
)
)
)
}
Plaintiffs, )
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
}

Defendants.
ORDER

The Court has now before it the motion of the Defendants Purolator
Courier Corporation and Reoyal Insurance Company of America, to trans-
fer this cause to the United States District Court for the Northern
District of Texas, Amarillo Division. Plaintiffs in the above
styled action have responded to the motion of the Defendants, and
the Defendants have replied to Plaintiffs' response.

Defendants assert in their motion that this cause should
be transferred for the convenience of the parties and witnesses,
and in the interest of justice, pursuant to the provisions of
28 U.S5.C. § 1404 (a). Defendants point out that the traffic accident
out of which this action arises, occurred in the Northern District
of Texas, and that all material evidence and witnesses to the
acts and events sued upon, 1s also located in that district. De-
fendants further state that the Plaintiffs reside in the Northern
District of Oklahoma, and that no other basis for the exercise
of jurisdiction and venue by this Court exists. Defendants finally
assert that they d¢ business in both the Northern District of Okla-
homa and the Northern District of Texas, and are therefore amenable
to suit in either district.

Plaintiffs respond that a transfer of this cause would greatly

inconvenience them, and that the witnesses listed by the Defendants



. " ) I

who are located in the Northern District of Texas, will be called
at trial by the Plaintiffs and will be brought to this district
at Plaintiffs' expense.

As 1s recognized by the parties in their pleadings on this
motion, wide discretion is granted this Court in considering a
Motion to Transfer under 28 U.S.C. § 1404(a}. In support of the

Court's discretion, the Defendants cite Wm. A, Smith Contracting

Company, Inc. v. Traveler's Indemnity Company, 467 F.2d 662, 664

{Tenth Cir. 1978).

This Court is concerned about the potential problem of material
witnesses in this action residing outside the subpoena power
of the Court. While Plaintiffs assure the Court that they will
call all the witnesses listed by the Defendants in their Motion to
Transfer, and will bear the cost of bringing the witnesses to
this district, the fact remains, that the Court would have no way
of enforcing compliance with demands made on the non-resident
witnesses.

It is also the opinion of this Court that it is desirable to
maintain the greatest possible access to material evidence and
sources of proof. In the instant case, it appears clear that all
relevant evidence as to the liability of the parties lies outside
the jurisdiction of this Court, in the Northern District of Texas.

Clearly, the transfer of this case would stand to inconvenience
the Plaintiffs, and while that is regrettable, such an inconvenience
pales when compared to the potential for inconvenience to witnesses
and the possibility of injustice to all parties resulting from
trial of the issues in this district.

IT IS THEREFORE THE ORDER OF THIS COURT, that the Motion to
Transfer of the Defendants is granted, and that this action shall
be transferred to the United.sgates District Court for the Northern
District of Texas, Amarillo Division.

Dated this _ffff#day'of October, 1982.

Aot
JAMWE O. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE HUY ot {580
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA e
Jack C. Silver, Cierk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vS. CIVIL ACTION NO, B2-C-744-E

ESTEAL R. FELSINGER, JR.,

Defendant.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this ~' ¢/ day
of October, 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, Esteal R. Felsinger Jr. appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Esteal R. Felsinger Jr. was
served with Summons and Complaint on August 4, 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 IS5 THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against Defendant, Esteal R.
Felsinger Jr. for the principal sum of $337.60, plus interest at

the legal rate from the date of this Judgment until paid.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE | . .
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Jack €. Siver, Glern

U. S. DISTRICT COUR1

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vSs. CIVIL ACTION NO., B8l-C-694-E

JOHN P, FARMER,

L Ly

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 RAttorney, and hereby gives notice of its
dismigsal, pursuant to Rule 41, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
of this action without prejudice,.

Dated this 28th day of October, 1982,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

C/M

PHILARD L. ROUNDS, JR.
Assistant United States Attorney

CERTIFICATE OF SERVI

Lk

The undersignoed certifies that a Lrue cepy
of the foreroing ploading wos zzrved on each
of the parties herete by mailing thie zoma to

PheRrenl to thelr gitoiners pf rocerd on Lk
B?- _day of, _6? 4 f/f.-—'___ e IDEZ.

fostlltant ANTTed Statds (S o} 4
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IN THE UNITED STATED DISTICT COURT FORFKE. Silver, Gierh
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA iR
U. S. DISTRICT COURY

NU THI NGUYEN, Administratrix of the
Estate of Thanh Trung Ngo, Deceased,

Plaintiff, 80-C-72-BT
vs.

TOYO KOGYO COMPANY, LTD., and
MAZDA MOTORS OF AMERICA, INC.,

N Mt N St Nt Nt N N Nt N N

Defendants.

JUDGMENT

Pursuant to the Verdict of the Jury rendered October 29,
1982, IT IS ORDERED Judgment is entered in favor of the defendants,
Toyo Kogyo Company, Ltd., and Mazda Motors of America, Inc., and
against the plaintiff, Nu Thi Nguyen, Administratrix of the Estate of

Thanh Trung Ngo, Deceased, with costs assessed against the plaintiff.

Tl
ENTERED this 5& —day of October, 1982,

S R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

)
Plaintiff, ;
vs. ) No.srcre FILED
JACKSON D. HUDDLESTON, ; 00T 2 g 1982
Defendant. ) Jack €. Silver, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

The Court has now before it a Motion sua sponte to Dismiss
the above styled cause of action.

On July 13, 1982, this Court entered a Minute Order granting
the Plaintiff until August 27, 1982 to perfect service upon the
above named Defendant. The Order specified that failure to so
perfect service would result in dismissal of the action.

The record indicates service has not yet been perfected.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, that the above styled action is hereby
dismissed.

Dated this AB#7 gday of October, 1982.

.

JAMES;%. ELLIcséN e o
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs. No. 81-C-662-E

FILED
T 1982

Jack C. Sitver, Clerk
ORDER U. S. DISTIRICT GOURT

HUGH FRANKLIN WEIN,

Defendant.

The Court has now before it a Motion sua sponte to Dismiss
the above styled cause of action.

On July 13, 1982, this Court entered a Minute Order granting
the Plaintiff until August 27, 1982 to perfect service upon the
above named Defendant. The Order specified that failure to so
perfect service would result in dismissal of the action.

The record indicates service has not yet been perfected.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, that the above styled action is hereby
dismissed.

Dated this Z?ﬁ' day of October, 1982.

JAMES 0. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

)
)
Plaintiff, )
)
vs. ) No. 81-C-614-E FI1LE 9]
)
HENRY A. BRENT, ) T Da
) T ...‘) 1962
Defendant. ) Jack C. Siver, Clerk

U. 8. DISTRICT COURT

The Court has now before it a Motion sua sponte tc Dismiss
the above styled cause of action.

Cn July 13, 1982, this Court entered a Minute Order granting
the Plaintiff until August 27, 1982 to perfect serviece upon the
above named Defendant. The Order specified that failure to so
perfect service would result in dismissal of the action.

The record indicates service has not vet been perfected.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, that the above styled action is hereby
dismissed,

Dated this 247 day of October, 1982.

ELLISON
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



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

M.D.L. Docket
No. 153

In re

HOME-STAKE PRODUCTION COMPANY
SECURITIES LITIGATION

F'LED

LELAND L. LEACHMAN, et al.,

OCT ¢ s0nn
Plaintiffs,
!:r{f« " Cifurr o ay
Coan 74-C=-176,, & V00
vs U3 S8 o

McAFEE, TAFT, MARK, BOND,

RUCKS & WOCDRUFF, a professional
corporation and its professional
employees and attorneys and
pactners, their successors and
assigns, ORDER AND FINAL
JUDGMENT
befendants,

e e e TF Tt o et e et N Yo it e T ot T et T Maet Nt e et St S

A Stipulation of Settlement dated November 12, 1981,
having been entered into by certain parties herein, and the
Court having expressly determined that there is no just rea-
son for delay in the entry of final judgment, and that a
final judgment should be entered as, and be deemed, a final
judgment in accordance with Fed.R.Civ.P. 54(b),

And the defendants set forth in Appendix A hereto
having expressly denied any liability and any wrongdoing of
any description or any deficiencies, faults, errors or omis-
sions of any nature whatsoever; having entered into the Stipu-
lation of Settlement solely for the purpose of terminating
this litigation as to them and to avoid the cost, expense
and effort required to continue to participate in such
complex and protracted litigation; and not admitting or
conceding the validity of any of the claims asserted against
them, any liability to any of the plaintiffs or others,
or any wrongdoing, deficiencies, faults, errors or omissions

of any nature whatsoever,



IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED:

1. The complaint in the above-captioned action is
hereby dismissed in its entirety as against each of the defen-
dants set forth in Appendix A hereto and with prejudice to
the plaintiffs, each party to bear his own costs.

2. To the extent that any of the defendants whose
names are set forth in Appendix A hereto has asserted or pres-
ently is asserting a counterclaim or cross-claim against any
plaintiff or defendant set forth in appendix A, such counter-
claims or cross-claims are hereby dismissed with prejudice,
each party to bear his own costs.

3, Jurisdiction is hereby reserved by the Court
over the consummation of the compromise and settlement provided
for in the Stipulation of Settlement and all matters re-
lated thereto.

bated: Tulsa, Oklahoma

MMMJ ,35:, 1982

e b divid)

H. Dale Cook
United States District Judge




APPENDIX A

McAfee & Taft A Professional Corporation and McAfee, Taft,
Mark, Bond, Rucks & Woodruff, a partnership, ccllectively
"McAfee & Taft"



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

M.D.L, Docket

No. 153 FILED

In re

HOME~-STAKE PRODUCTION COMPANY
SECURITIES LITIGATION

0CT 2 8 j0g0-

IVAN A. ANIXTER, et ano., .
}:d(n Cilvn ot

Plaintiffs, e ”hgﬂ&?‘%ﬂxr

-y G- 74"C-244
HARRY HELLER, et al.,
QRDER AND

FPINAL JUDGMENT
Defendants.

et e et S St St S St et T St St Nt r S et et

A Stipulation of Settlement dated November 12, 1981,
having been entered into by certain parties herein, and the
Court having found the terms of the Stipulation of Settlement
to be fair, reasonable and adequate, and the Court having ex-
pressly determined that there is no just reason for delay in
the entry of Ffinal judgment, and that a final judgment should
be entered as, and be deemed, a final judgment in accordance
with Fed,R.Civ.P, 54 (b},

And the defendants set forth in Appendix A hereto
having expressly denied any liability and any wrongdoing of
any description, or any deficiencies, faults, errors or omis-
sions of any nature whatsoever; having entered into the Stipu-
lation of Settlement solely for the purpose of terminating
thig litigation as to them, and to avoid the cost, expense
and effort required to continue to participate in such com-’
plex and protracted litigation; and not admitting or conceding
the validity of any of the claims asserted against them,
any liability to any of the plaintiffs or others, or any
wrongdoing, deficiencies, faults, errors or omissions of any
nature whatsoever,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED:
1. The above-captioned action is hereby dismissed in

its entirety as against each of the defendants set forth



in Appendix A bereto, with prejudice to the plaintiffs
and all other members of the class who have not been ex-
cluded from the class, and without prejudice to each of
the persons set forth in Appendix B, each party to bear
his own costs.

2. To the extent that any of tbhe defendants whose
names are set forth in Appendix A hereto has asserted or pres-
ently is asserting a counterclaim or cross-claim against any
plaintiff or defendant set forth in Appendix A, such counter-
claims or cross-claims are hereby dismissed with prejudice,
each party to bear his own costs.

3. Jurisdiction is hereby reserved by the
Court over the consummation of the compromise and settlement
provided for in the Stipulation of Settlement and all

matters related thereto.

Dated: Tulsa,,Oklahoma
ocibin) £5 ) 1982

fi. Dale Cook
United States District Judge

JUDGMENT ENTERED:




APPENDIX A

Harry Heller

Simpson Thacher & Bartlett

McAfee & Taft A Professional Corporation and
McAfee, Taft, Mark, Bond, Rucks & Woodruff, a
partnership, collectively "McAfee & Taft"

William Blum



APPENDIX B

J. Lindsay Ware
John COrefice

Grant Balding, M.D.



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

WILLIAM BLUM, et al. ORDER AND FINAL
JUDGMENT

De fendants.

)
In re } M.D.L. Docket

} No. 153 .
HOME-STAKE PRODUCTION COMPANY ) F ILED
SECURITIES LITIGATION )

)

)
LELAND L. LEACHMAN, et al., ) 0CT 28 1app)

)

} Tanki 0, Sitver, Ol

Plaintiffs, ; S SIRCT conaT
-vs- ) 74-C-208

)

)

)

}

)

)

A Stipulation of Settlement dated November 12, 1981,
having been entered into by certain parties herein, and the
Court having expressly determined that there is no just rea-
son for delay in the entry of final judgment, and that a
final judgment should be entered as, and be deemed, a final
judgment in accordance with Fed.R.Civ.P. 54(b),

And the defendants set forth in Appendix A hereto
having expressly denied any liability and any wrongdoing of
any description or any deficiencies, faults, errors or omis-
sions of any nature whatscever; having entered into the Stipu-
lation of Settlement solely for the purpose of terminating
this litigation as to them and to avoid the cost, expense
and effort required to continue to participate in such
complex and protracted litigation; and not admitting or
conceding the validity of any of the claims asserted against
them, any liability to any of the plaintiffs or others,
or any wrongdoing, deficiencies, faults, errors or omissions
of any nature whatsoever,

IT IS HEREBY QORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED:

1. The complaint in the above-captioned action is
hereby dismissed in its entirety as against each of the defen-

dants set forth in Appendix A hereto and with prejudice to



the plaintiffs, each party to bear his own costs,

2. To the extent that any of the defendants whose
names are set forth in Appendix A hereto has asserted or pres-
ently is asserting a counterclaim or cross-claim against any
plaintiff or defendant set forth in Appendix A, such counter-
claims or cross-claims are hereby dismissed with prejudice,
each party to bear his own costs.

3. Jurisdiction is hereby reserved by the Court
over the consummation of the compromise and settlement provided

for in the Stipulation of Settlement and all matters re-

H. Dale Cook 5

United States District Judge

lated thereto,

Dated: Tulsa, Oklahoma
y . 1982

J ENT ENTERED

£

erk



APPENDIX A
William Blum
Harry Heller

Simpson Thacher & Bartlett



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

DELMER B. GARRETT and
RUTH V. GARRETT,

FIlLep

Plaintiffs, OCT
25108
V5. No. 82-C-506-C m
Jack C. 54
RAYMOND LUCAS, d/b/a U skoti-s%"ec;'{. Clerk
LUCAS CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, - COURY

BARON PIPELINE, INC. and
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
WASHINGTON COUNTY, OKLAHOMA,

befendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

NOW, on the 13th day of October, 1982, argument was
heard before this Honorable Court on Moticons of Defendants, speci-
fically Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction, Motion to Dismiss
for Failure to State Claim on Which Relief Can Be Granted, Motion
to Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction Due to Failure to Allege
Standing, Motion for Judgment on the Pleadings or in the Alternative
for Summary Judgment.

WHEREUPON, the Plaintiffs appeared personally and by
and through their attorney, Mr. William Dale: the Defendant,
RAYMOND LUCAS d/b/a LUCAS CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, appeared through
his attorney, Garrison, Brown & Carlsoni Defendant, BOARD OF
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, appeared through its attorney, Mr. Wendell
Boyce; Counsel for Defendant, BARON PIPELINE, INC. appeared
by way of Counsel.

And the Court having heard the arguments from Plaintiff's
Counsel and Defendants' Counsel, Mr. Brown and Mr, Boyce, Defendant's
Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction is granted and the
Complaint of Plaintiff is dismissed.

IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE
COURT, that the Complaint of the Plaintiffs is hereby dismissed on
the basis that the Court has no jurisdiction to hear the claims

asserted therein.

Aol . Daw Loah

JUDGE OF THE DISTRICT COURT



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

RECOVERY OIL & GAS CO., INC.,

a corporation; and GMC

PRODUCTION CO., a partnership,
Plaintiffs,

Vs, No. 81-C-71-E

C-E NATCO CHEMICALS, INC.,
a corporation,

Defendant,
and

FEILED

C-E NATCO CHEMICALS, INC.,

a corporation, RRSRSRT ' 4
Third-Party Plaintiff, Jack C. Silver, Clerk
vs. U. S. DISTRICT COURT

PROCESS MANUFACTURING CO.,
INC., a corporation,

e e e e e Mt TR e T T e et e M ot St e et et St et Td e ot

Third~Party Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

NOW on this __ 7/ day of October, 1982, the Plaintiffs,
Recovery 0il & Gas Co., Inc. and GMC Production Co., having filed
a Motion to Dismiss the Complaint against C-E Natco Chemicals, Inc.,
it is therefore ordered, adjudged and decreed that the Complaint
of Recovery Oil & Gas Co., Inc. and GMC Production Co. be and the
same is hereby dismissed with prejudice.
Gk

S e ) it B

U & DISTRICT JUDGE
JAMES O. ELLISON
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IN THE UNITED STATES DIsTRIcT coukT roi™ | L E D

THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

0C7 2 8 1982
CHAMPLIN PETROLEUM COMPANY, 4 Y
INC., a Delaware corporation, u:‘agkocl's%’nlﬁ'c%ed;.[

Plaintiff,

vs.
No. 82-C-147-C
THOMPSON OIL COMPANY OF
TULSA, INC., a corporation,
THOMAS J. THOMPSON and
JANET K. THOMPSON,

Defendants.

e St S St Sl Sl St Nt "t ! gt St ot

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

™
Now on this 0200 day of [Qcﬂﬁz , 1982, the above

styled numbered cause comes for consideration by the Court on
the Joint Stipulation For Dismissal filed herein by the
Plaintiff, Champlin Petroleum Company, Inc., and the Defendant,
Janet K. Thompson. The Court, having examined the Joint
Stipulation For Dismissal, finds that the Plaintiff and the
Defendant have entered into a <compromise agreement in
settlement of the claims set forth in the Complaint filed by
the Plaintiff and that the Causes of Action set forth therein
should be dismissed with prejudice as against Janet K. Thompson

pursuant to the Joint Stipulation For Dismissal.



IT IS YERRFFORF ORDCRED, ADJUDSLD AND DECREED by the Court
that the Causes of Action filed by the Plaintiff, Champlin
Petroleum, Inc., against the Defendant, Janet K. Thompson,

being the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice as to future

filing.

/sy 1) Dace Cost

. Dale Cook
United States District Judge,
Northern District of Oklahoma



FILED

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE = /-’ 8'9&2
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA AR
Jack C. Silver, Clerk

U. S. DISTRICT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vS. CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-170-€

MICHAEL E. CRITES,

Defendant.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this ©7  day
of October, 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, Michael E. Crites, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Michael E. Crites, was
personally served with Summons and Complaint on February 18,
1982. The time within which the Defendant c¢ould 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 THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against Defendant, Michael E.
Crites, for the principal sum of $312.23 {less the sum of $250.00
which has been paid), plus interest at the legal rate from the

date of this Judgment until paid.

S/, JAMES O. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

ERREIPRER ;)
T ERST. ING ) Jack C. Silver, Clerk
o ) U. S. DISTRICT COURT
Plaintiff, )
}
-vS- } Case No. 82-C-670-E
)
ESTEE OIL & GAS, INC )
)
Defendants. ),
JUDGMENT
This actien comes on to be heard this day of October, 1982, and the

parties hereto having submitted an agreed judgment and application of approval
of said Judgment, it is hereby ordered and adjudged:

That Plaintiff, Jet East, Inc., recover of the defendant, Estee 0il & Gas,
Inc., the sum of $11,961.18 including interest at 6% from January 20, 1982 to
September 15, 1982, costs of $76.23 and attorney fee of $450.00,

It is further ordered that, by agreement of parties, defendant shall
satisfy this judgment by payment to Plaintiff in the following manner:

Payment of $1000.00 upon entry of this judgment and equal monthly payments
of $1,000.00 for 11 months, due on the 5th day of each month, and a final
payment of $803.61 on the 5th day of _  November, 1983. Plaintiff's judgment

shall be secured by a security interest in the following property:

1968 New Cummins 350 Diesel(Custom 0il Field Bed)
VIN: 55 9 443 Y 0 14212
valued: $35,000.00

Dated this . day of October, 1982.

_,¢;4+i

Judge of the United States District Court
Nerthern District of Oklahoma

uﬂfﬁaﬁney for Plaintift

rney for Defendan



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

Vs, CIVIL ACTION NO. 81-C-650-E

FILED

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL JQCkG.S“WH ue”
LS NSIRNY e

COMES NOW the United States of America by Frank

JEFFERY D. FINNEY,

St it Nt et e et St et

Defendant.

Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, Plaintiff herein, through Philard I.. 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 27th day of Cctober, 1982.
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

PHILARD L. ROUNDS, JR.
Assistant United States Attornev

CERTTITCATE 0T SERVICH

The underiegoe:
of the -
of the po 1

Bogr



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

THE COMPASS GROUP, INC. and
DRS, LTD.,

Plaintiff,
v. No. 82-C-212-E
B. B. GRAHAM AND ASSOCIATES,
MAURICE E. GRAHAM, MeMe GRAHAM,
CALVIN J.GRAHAM, RICHARD H.
URICH, BRENDA URICH, LEVOID G.
GOFF, T-EMCO ENERGIES, INC.,
TITAN PIPELINE OF OKLAHOMA,
INCORPORATED, JOHN DOE (WHETHER
ONE OR MORE), X PARTNERSHIP
WHETHER ONE OR MORE) AND Y
PARTNERSHIP (WHETHER ONE OR
MORE) (THE CORRECT NAMES OF THE
LAST NAMED THREE DEFENDENTS ARE
PRESENTLY UNKNOWN TO THE
PLAINTIFFS AND WILL BE SUPPLIED
BY AMENDMENT); AND OTHER
CONTROLLING PERSONS OF B. B.
GRAHAM AND AFFILIATES, T~EMCO
ENERGIES, INC., FORMERLY
KEYSTONE ENERGIES, INC. AND
TITAN PIPELINE OF OKLAHOMA,
INC. AND OTHER PERSONS WHO
PARTICIPATED WITH OR AIDED
AND ABETTED THE ABOVE NAMED
DEFENDANTS IN THE ACTS AND
OMISSIONS COMPLAINED OF HEREIN,

/e D

o0 T 7T 19—

vvvvv-—t\.’-.d-.rv-_/\_/\-f\.v\.f\.rwvvvvvvvvwvvvvvvv

Defendants.

ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

Upon the Motion For Default Judgment filed herein on
September 3, 1982 by the Plaintiffs, DRS, Ltd., and The Compass
Group, Inc., and upon the hearing held on October 8, 1982, and for

good cause shown it is the finding of the Court that:



1. The Court has jurisdicition of the subject matter and
personal jurisdiction of the Defendants, B. B. Graham and
Associates, Maurice E. Graham, Barry Graham, Calvin J. Graham, and
T-Emco Energies, Inc.

2. The Court duly issued its Order And Notice Of Hearing
dated September 13, 1982 setting for hearing the Plaintiffs Motion
For Default Judgment at October 8, 1982 at 9:00 a.m..

3. A copy of the Order and Notice Of Hearing issued by the
Court was duly delivered to the Defendants, B. B. Graham and
Associates, Maurice E. Graham, Barry Graham, Calvin J. Graham and
T-Emco Energies, Inc.

4. The Defendants, B. B. Graham and Assocliates, Maurice E.
Graham, Barry Graham, Calvin J. Graham, and T-Emco Energies, Inc.,
have failed to comply with certain orders of the Court as more
fully reflected in the record in these proceedings and have failed
to defend or otherwise plead within the meaning of Rule 55(b) of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The Plaintiffs are there-
fore entitled to judgment against the Defendants, B. B. Graham and
Associates, Maurice E. Graham, Barry Graham, Calvin J. Graham and
T-Emco Energies Inc., jointly and severally, on each Cause of
Action set forth in the Complaint of the Plaintiffs filed herein.

5. The amount of compensatory damages sustained by the
Plaintiffs in this action are as follows:

First Cause of Action

DRS, Ltd. $55,000.00

The Compass Group, Inc. $585,000.00



Second Cause of Action

DRS, Ltd. $55,000.

The Compass Group, Inc. $585,000.

Third Cause of Action

DRS, Ltd. $55,000.

The Compass Group, Inc. $585,000.

Fourth Cause of Action

DRS, Ltd. $55,000.

The Compass Group, Inc. $585,000

Fifth Cause of Action

DRS, Ltd. $55,000.

The Compass Group, Inc. $585,000.

sixth Cause of Action

DRS, Ltd. $55,000.

The Compass Group, Inc. $585,000.

seventh Cause of Action

DRS, Ltd. $55,000.

The Compass Group, Inc. $585,000.

Eighth Cause of Action

DRS, Ltd. $55,000.

The Compass Group, Inc. $585,000.

00

00

00

00

00

.00

00

00

00

00

Q0

00

00

00



In addition, the Plaintiffs are entitled to interest, pursuant to
the Plaintiff's First Cause of Action, on all sums invested with
the Defendants from the date of such investment to the date of
judgment at the rate of twelve percent (12%) per annum. ‘The total
amount of compensatory damages, including interest sustained by
the Plaintiffs and to be assessed against the Defendants, B. B.
Graham and Associates, Maurice E. Graham, Barry Graham, Calvin J.
Graham and T-Emco Energies, Inc., Jjointly and severally, are as
follows:
DRS, Ltd. $ 61,432.00
The Compass Group, Inc. $708,436.00
6. Plaintiffs are entitled to a reasonable attorneys' fee

and costs as follows:

DRS, Ltd. Attorneys' Fees $ 1,400.00
Costs S 77.85
The Compass Group, Inc. Attorney's Fees $10,000.00
Costs S 570.95
7. In addition to the compensatory damages set forth above,

the Plaintiffs are entitled to punitive damages pursuant to
Plaintiff's Fifth Cause of Action and Sixth Cause of Action, to be
assessed against the Defendants, B. B. Graham and..Associatés,
Maurice E. Graham, Barry Graham, Calvin J. Graham and T-Emco
Energies, Inc., jointly and severally, 1in the amounts set forth
below:

DRS, Ltd. S_ L 050

The Compass Group, Inc. § A Y.




IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, that judgment
be entered in favor of the Plaintiffs and against the Defendants,
B. B. Graham and Associates, Maurice E. Graham, Barry Graham,
Calvin J. Graham and T-Emco Energies, Inc., jointly and éeverally,
in the amounts set forth below:

1. Compensatory damages (including interest):

DRS, Ltd. S 61,432.00
The Compass Group, Inc. $708,436.00

2. Attorneys' fees and costs:

DRS, Ltd. $ 1,477.85
The Compass Group, Inc. $ 10,570.95

3. Punitive damages:

DRS, Ltd. $ 7 050

The Compass Group, Inc. $ &/ 950
Vi

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, that the total
amount of compensatory damages, including interest, attorneys'
fees, and costs, equals $781,916.80, that the total amount of puni-

tive damages equals §$ j7ffp07%ﬂ and that both compensatory and

KT Pbeeq
unitive damages shall bear interxest at the rate of éIfté%%-peflﬁk
1— B e ra u;f«d/u: /LZ/L{(’..:?‘ ﬁﬁ //’./{Jj
Gxﬁg;v4éﬁf%- per annum from the effective date of this Judgment

until the date paid.

Dated effective the 8th day of October, 1982.

FOR ALL OF WHICH LET EXECUTION ISSUE.

/\-,///J"”‘»t—d A k{(_ﬂd.m.ﬁm

James” 07/ Ellison
United States District Judge
Northern District of Oklahoma




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE E l L E D
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
(Cr371982 (}(
.

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

No. 82-C-517-C »~

PRUDENTIAL INSURANCE
COMPANY OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,
—ve-

JANICE MEFFERD and
SALLIE MEFFERD,

Nt ot St e ot ot Nt et Yot o ot

Defendants.
ORDER

The within-styled cause comes on for hearing this gfz
day of c}<;234ﬁéq,) , 1982, before me the undersigned, upon

the joint motion of Janice Mefferd and Sallie Mefferd, the sole

and only defendants in this cause. The defendant Janice Mefferd
appears in person and by and through her attorneys of record,
Ben Butts of Erwin, Butts & Lenora and Jim F. Gassaway of Jones,
Givens, Gotcher, Doyle & Bogan, Inc., andlthe defendant Sallie
Mefferd appears in person and by and through her attorney of
record, 0. A. Cargill, Jr. The plaintiff, Prudential Insurance
Company of BAmerica, does not appear. By its motion to sustain
interpleader as to insurance proceeds and for costs and attor-
ney's fees filed herein on the 10th day of September, 1982, and
by reason of the action taken by the Court in the instant order,
the Court finds that the appearance of Prudential Insurance
Company of America and its joinder in the present motion is not
necessary.

The Court further finds as follows:

1. That heretofore the plaintiff, Prudential Insurance
Company of America, has deposited into the registry of this
Court the sum of One Hundred Fifty-four Thousand One Hundred
Sixty-two and 72/100 Dollars ($154,162.72), in interpleader, to
abide the judgment of the Court in this action.

2. The plaintiff,-Prudential Insurance Company of America,

has filed in this Court its motions to sustain interpleader as



. .

to insurance proceeds and for costs and attorney's fees in the
sum ¢f Eight Hundred Fifty-two and 50/100 Dollars ($852.50).
Each of the defendants in this action has filed response agree-
ing to the relief sought by Prudential Insurance Company of
America.

3. The defendants, Janice Mefferd and Sallie Mefferd,
being the sole and only defendants in this action, have nego-
tiated a settlement, that is subject to approval of this Court,
the terms of which are as follows:

(a} That the defendant, Sallie Mefferd,

will withdraw her application for removal of

the defendant, Janice Mefferd, as Administrator

of the Estate of George Mefferd, Deceased, which

is Cause No. P-81-95 and which is pending in the

District Court of Lincoln County, Oklahoma.

(b} The defendant, Sallie Mefferd, will

execute a covenant not to sue Janice Mefferd

individuwally, or the Administrator of the Estate

of George Mefferd, deceased, as a result of the

death of George Mefferd.

{(c) Both defendants hereby stipulate that

they are the sole and only heirs at law of George

Mefferd, deceased, and that the defendant, Sallie

Mefferd, will disclaim any claim of right, title,

interest, or estate in and to the estate of George

Mefferd, deceased, and will execute such assign-

ment as is appropriate in favor of the defendant,

Janice Mefferd.

4. The sum of Eight Hundred Fifty-two and 50/100 Dollars
{$852.50) should be awarded to Prudential Insurance Company of
America as and for its attorney's fees and costs in this action
with the Clerk of this Court being directed to disburse such
sum to Prudential Insurance Company of America from the One

Hundred Fifty-four Thousand One Hundred Sixty-two and 72/100



Dollars ($154,162.72) on deposit in the registry of this Court.

5. The balance of One Hundred Fifty-three Thousand Three
Hundred Ten and 22/100 Dollars ($153,310.22) should be divided
equally between the defendants, Janice Mefferd and Sallie Mefferd,
for the sum of Seventy-six Thousand Six Hundred Fifty-five and
11/100 Dollars ($76,655.11}) each, and the Clerk of this Court
should be ordered to make disbursement of the same.

6. That after disbursement of the fund as set forth herein,
this Court should enter its order dismissing this cause.

IT 1S THEREFORE QRDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED by the Court
that the Clerk of this Court is hereby authorized and directed
to pay over to Prudential Insurance Company of America from the
fund on deposit in the registry of the Court, the sum of Eight foLJ?/@
Hundred Fifty-two and 50/100 Dollars ($852.50) as agreed to by
all of the parties to this.action.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED by the Court that the Clerk of this
Court is authorized and directed to pay over to Janice Mefferd

Co lofa7
from the sum on deposit in the registry of this Court the sum
of Seventy-six Thousand Six Hundred Fifty-five and 11/100 Dollars
(876,655.11) and to Sallie Mefferd from the same fund the sum - :ul!7
of Seventy-six Thousand Six Hundred Fifty-five and 11/100 Dollars
{$76,655.11).

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED by the Court
that the negotiated settlement between the defendants herein
is approved by the Court as a fair, just, and eguitable settle-
ment of the matters at issue in this cause.

IT IS FURTHER CORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED by the Court
that the motion to sustain interpleader as to insurance pro-
ceeds and for costs and attorney fees filed herein by the plain-
tiff, Prudential Insurance Company ©f America, on the 10th day
of September, 1982, is hereby sustained and that by reasonh

therecf Prudential Insurance Company of America is discharged

and relieved from further responsibility in this action as to



to the proceeds of the policy of insurance on the 1life of

Gecrge Mefferd, deceased,

E U. s. DISTRICT COURT



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERMN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

V5. CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-387-E

FILED
0CT 27 190

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL Jach G S“VEF, Clmh

1. § DISTRICT conee
COMES NOW the United States of America by Frank

LENARD K. STEVENS,

Defendant,

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 fQ 2]& ) day of October, 1982.
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

/)Uh.u 0. Mhuats l‘t)

MANCY 6 NESBITT
Assistant United States Attorney

CURTIFICATE OF STRVICE

The mmdorai;
‘of the favroo-irn oty
of the }":.‘.‘-t‘.‘?; oot CoAT

B AT A A 1.:

mmuu.-u (L/ hu/,,{m;tt)__

TN 11( 1itod Stotos Atlosaey
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FQR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITEFD STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. B2-C-430-B

FILED
00T 27 490

RICKY P. BRYANT,

St et vt el i W et

Defendant.

NOTICE OF DISMISSAT

1ack G, Siver, Clers,
1, § MHSTRIPT rhiro
COMES NOW the United States of America by Frank
Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, Plaintiff herein, through Nancy A. Nesbhitt, Assistant
United States Attorney, and hereby gives notice of its dismissal,
pursuant to Rule 41, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, of this
acticn without prejudice.
Dated this ;Q ifﬂj day of OQctober, 1982,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

NANCY NESBITT
Assistant United States Attorney

CERTIFICATE OF SFRVICE

of tho fareraton wlonding
of the 7o ion ] S T e
them or oe . o

T ey
_h#_m_“__mZ7L&4LLhf£l4ﬁzz Al LK _
@

e

Asnistont itod Stotes Atterney



11 THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE & | L E [
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

7
L. B. JACKSON COMPANY and )] - UCTZ W
NATIONAL UNION FIRE INSUR- :
ANCE COMPANY, g sack C, Sitver, Clark
) U. S. DISTRICT COURT
Plaintiffs, )
)
~Vs- ) Case No. 82-C-48-C
)
N. L. INDUSTRIES, ING., )
d/b/a N. L. ACME TOOL, )
)
Defendant. )
ORDER

NOW on this 27 day of October, 1982, there comes
on for consideration the joint Application for Dismissal with
Prejudice.

The Court having reviewed the Court and being fully
advised in the premises finds that as a result of a complete
settlement, accord and satisfaction having been reached between
the parties the Application for Dismissal with Prejudice herein
should be pranted. The Court therefore orders that the above

entitled case is dismissed with prejudice to refiling.

H. 'DALE; CU;K :

CHIEF UNITED STATES
DISTRICT JUDGE




¥ 4 e EILED

JUNGMENT ON JU'RY VERDICT €1V 31 (7-8%)
-,

L R4 =

United Dtates Bistrict Court  Jack G. Sitver, Clerk
FOR THE U. S. DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

CivIL ACTION FILE No. 79-C-613-E
Facet Enterprises, Inc.,
Plaintiff,
vs. ' JUDGMENT
International Patent Development (orporation,

a Nevada corperatien, and Lawrence ~. Brown,
an individual,

Defendants.

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

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

the jury having duly rendered its verdict,

It is Ordered and Adjudged having found in faver of the Plaintiff and against
the defendants', assesses damages In the sum of $73,450.63.

It 18 Further Ordered and Adiudged that having found in favor of the

defendants, and against the plaintiff, assesses damages 1in the sum of

$2,500.00.

It is Further Ordered that each party bear their own costs.

Dated at  Tulsa, Oklaoma Lthis  26th day

of October , 19 82

. .T.é}.,\c.‘ff./ i

oo P
s Clerk of Court
®



~—~ ,—~

® o FTILE B

WP 2 o

~

AL ot [
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THEJ'E'l Ll Lty
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA o 9. DISTRICY pvre
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
VE.

CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-775-E «

MICHAEL A. GRUTTADAURIA, JR.,

Defendant.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for ccnsideration this 232 day
of September, 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, Michael A. Gruttadauria, Jr., appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Michael A. Gruttadauria, Jr.,
was personally served with Summons and Complaint on August 23,
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 I8 THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against Defendant, Michael A.
Gruttadauria, Jr., for the principal sum of $415.31, plus
interest at the legal rate (15%) from the date of this Judgment

until paid.

o

UNI%ZP STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



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

RECOVERY OIL & GAS 0QC., INC.
a corporation; and GMC
PRODUCTION CO., a partnership,

Plaintiffs,

vSs. No. 81-C-71-E

C-E NATCO CHEMICALS, INC.
a corporation,

]

Defendant,

FILLED
00T 12 2 1982

jack . Silver, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

and

C-E NATCO CHEMICALS, INC
a corporation,

]

Third-Party Plaintiff,
A

PROCESS MANUFACTURING CO.,
INC., a corporation,

Third-Party Defendant.

\_/V\./\./\./\_/\_dvvvuuvvvuvuvvvvvvvv

ORDER DISMISSING DEFENDANT'S
COUNTER-CLAIM WITH PREJUDICE

el S
Now on this .22 day of éi)cj :

, 1982, Defendant

C-E Natco Chemicals, Inc. having filed a Motion to Dismiss its
Counter-Claim with Prejudice, the Court finds that said motion is
made for good cause shown.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
Defendant C-E Natco Chemicals, Inc. Céunter~CIaim filed herein be

and the same is hereby dismissed with prejudice.

S/ JAMES O. Ewison

James 0. Ellison
United States District Judge




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

FliLep
neT 22 1089
SoEk P Sl Ciork
U. & USTRICT CUURT

ROBERT D. SEELYE,
Plaintiff,
—yg-

METROPOLITAN LIFE
INSURANCE COMPANY,

NO. Bl-C-273-E
Defendant,
—vs-

ESTELLA SEELYE,

B T

Third Party Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

. 4 I
On this . ~- day of T , 1982, upon written

—

application of Plaintiff Robert D. Seelye and the Defendant
Metropolitan Life Insurance Company for an Order allowing
Plaintiff to dismiss his complaint against this Defendant with
prejudice, the Court being fully advised in the premises finds
that said parties have entered into a compromise settlement of
all c¢laims involved in the complaint of Plaintiff against this
Defendant, and finds that Plaintiff's complaint against this
Defendant should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the
Court that Plaintiff's complaint and all causes of action of
the Plaintiff filed herein against this Defendant be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice to any further action
and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice to any further

action.

S SAMED v, iidetd

JAMES O. ELLISON,
United States District Judge




FILEDT

IN THE URITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA f1r1-r§? 1982
fa ]
FLOYD C, FIELDS, ) lack (. Siter, (’km
) \. S. DISTRICT COURT
Plaintiff, )
)
vs. ) NO. 80-C-3B7-E
)
VAN DORN 0., an Chio )
corporation, et al, )
)
Defendants. )

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Now on this . ! day of :f (EE AL , 1982, the Court upon

Stipulation For Order of Dismissal With Prejudice filed herein, finds that
this case should be dismissed with prejudice.

IT 1§ THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the above styled and
qumbered cause of action is dismissed with prejudice to the refiling of same
with the party litigants to bear their proportionate share of the costs herein

expended.

OVED A5 TO FO/Z’v

N

<] JAMES O, ELLISTN
United States District Judge

Mifhael P. Atkins¥
ttorney for Defendant
Van Dorn Compa

William F. Peters ™~
Attorney for Def ant
Plastiline, Inc.



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA F | LE D

iy

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 0cT 2 2 1082
and ANITA M. VAUGHN : »
Special Agent, Intezr:nal -‘ack C'Slluer’ uerk

Revenue Service,

. S. DISTRICT COURT

Petitioners,

Vs, CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C~861-E

FIRST NATIONAL BANK, Tulsa,
Oklahoma, and BARBARA ORR,

N Nt et et Tt Tt et et e’ et

Respondents.

ORDER DISCHARGING RESPONDENTS AND DISMISSAL

ON THIS jLQJ? day of October, 1982, Petitioners'
Motion to Discharge Respondents and for Dismissal came for
hearing and the Court finds that the Taxpayer has now complied
with the Internal Revenue Service Summons served upon the
Respondents on February 16, 1982, that further proceedings herein
are unnecessary and that the Respondents, First Nationak Bank,
Tulsa, Cklahoma, and Barbara Orr, should be discharged and this
action dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED BY THE
COURT that the Respondents, First National Bank, Tulsa, Oklahoma,
and Barbara Orr, be and they are hereby discharged from any
further proceedings herein and this cause of action and Complaint

are hereby dismissed.

-

UNIT%BVSTATES DISTRICT JUDGE



.
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE FILE:
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA N

feY 1989

. ) Eopde 0V Qe
UNITED STATES OF AMERTCA, Subi ooy, TR

U S BGIRICT s

Plaintiff,
vVE. CIVIL ACTION NC, 82-C-687-E

RICARDQ M. SANCHEZ,

[ S N A S )

Defendant.

DEFAULT JUDGHENT

)

This matter comes on for consideratien this day

of Octobher, 1982, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating,
United States Atterney, through Philard L, Rounds, Jr., Assistant
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, and
the Defendant, Ricardo M. Sanchez, appearing not.

The Court heing fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Ricarde M. Sanchez, was
personally served with Summons and Complaint on July 8, 1982,

The time within which the Defendant could have answered or
olherwise moved as to the Complaint has cxpired 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 Judygment as a matter of law.

IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERFED, ADJUDGED ARND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against Defendant, Ricardo M.
Sanchez, for the principal sum of $4,018.50, plus interest at Lhe

legal rate from the date of this Judgment until paid.

~

SLJNMﬁ(LEiUAm

TONTTED STATES DISTRICT JUDRGE



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE FELEDR
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAIOMA nET o 108D

;.:p:"u ) \?’k

v ore AIDE LouRT

'

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

V5. CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-626-E
JAMES R, FRANCIS, BARBARA J.
FRANCIS, COUNTY TREASURER,
Osage County, Oklahoma, and
BCARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS,
Osage County, Oklahoma.

B

Defendants.

JUDGHMENT OF FORECLOSURE

3
THIS MATTER COMES5 on for consideration this .. day

of Fogee . 1982. The Plaintiff appearing by Frank

Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, and the Defendants, County Treasurer, Osage County,
Oklahoma, and Board of County Commissioners, Osage County,
Oklahoma, appearing by their attorney, Larry D. Stuart, District
Attorney for Osage County, Okiahoma, and the Defendants, James R.
Prancis and Barbara J. Francis, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendants, James R. Francis, Barbara J.
Francis, County Treasurer, Osage County, Oklahoma, and Board of
County Commissioners, Osage County, Oklahoma, were all served
with Summons and Complaint on June 16, 1982, as shown on the
United States Marshal's Scrvices filed herein.

It appears that the Defendants, Counly Treasurer, Osadge
County, Oklahoma, and Roard of County Commissioners, Osage
County, Oklahoma, have duly filed their Answer herein on June 24,
1982, and that the Defendants, James R. Francis and RBarhara J.
Francis have Tailed to answer and that default has been entered
by the Clerk of this Court,.

The Court further finds that this is a suit based upon

a mortgage note and for a foreclosure of a 1real property mortgage



] . .

securing said mortgage note upon the following described real
property located in Osage County, Oklahoma, within the Northern
Judicial District of Oklahoma:
Lot 1, Block 2, Rustic Hills
Second Addition to Town of
Skiatook, Osage County, Okla-
homa, subject, however, to all
valid outstanding casements,
rights-of-way, mineral leases,
mineral reservations, and mineral
conveyances of records.
THAT the Defendants, James R. Francis and Barbara J.
Francis, did, on the 9th day of June, 1977, execute and deliver
to the United States of America, acting through the Farmers Home
Administration, their mortgage and mortgage note in the sum of
$20,000.00 with eight and one-half percent (8%%) interest per
annum, and further providing for the payment of monthly
installments of principal and interest.
The Court further finds that Defendants, James R.
Francis and Barbara J. Francis, made default under the terms of
the aforesaid mortgage note by reason of their failure to make
monthly installments due thercon, which default has continued and
that by reason therecof the above-named Defendants are now
indebted to the Plaintiff in the principal sum of $19,861.49,
plus accrued interest of $2,225.46 as of September 8, 1982, plus
interest thereafter at the rate of $4.6252 per day, until paid,
plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing.
The Court further finds that there is due and owing to
the County of Osage, State of Oklahoma, from Defendants, James R.
Francis and Barbara J. Francis, the sum of $ﬁp4,;14£:ZL_r plus

interest according to law for personal taxes for the year(s)

,{jizz/ and that Osage County should have judgment for

said amcunt, but that such judgment is subject to and inferior to
the first mortgage lien of the Plaintiff herein.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDRNRED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover judgment against Defendants, James R.
Fréncis and Rarbara J. Francis! for the principal sum of
$19,861.49 plus accrued interest of $2,225.46 as of Septenber 8,

1087, plus intevest thereafter at the rate of $4.6252 per day,



until paid, plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing,
plus any additional sums advanced or to be advanced or expended
during this foreclosure action by Plaintiff for taxes, insurance,
abstracting, or sums for the preservation of the subject
property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
County of Osage have and recover judgment against Dafendants,
James R. Francis and Barbara J. Francis, for the sum of
sﬂfjijgj _____ as of the date of this judgment, plus interest
thercafter according to law for personal taxes, but that such
judgment is subject to and inferior to the first mortgage lien of
the Plaintiff herein.

IT TS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
mortgage and lien of the Plaintiff herein be adjudged foreclosed
and that upon the failure of said Defendants to satisfy
Plaintiff's money judgment hercin, an Order of Sale shall be
issued to the United States Marshal for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, commanding him to advertise and sell with appraisement
the real property and apply the proceeds in satisfaction of
Plaintiff's Jjudgment. The residue, if any, shall be deposited
with the Clerk of the Court to await further order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that from
and after the sale of said property, under and by virtue of this
judgment and decree, all of the Defendants and all pecrsons
claiming under them since the f£iling of the Complaint herein are
forever bharred and foreclosed of any right, title, interest or

claim to the real property or any part thereof.

S/ JAMES O, ELLISON

ONITED STATRES DISTRICT JUDGE

WPPROVED :

Neaune
FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

G /f‘z%// /S
TARRY DzﬁgkthT, District Attorney

Attorney-Tor DRefendants, County
Treasurer and Board of County
Commianioners, Osage County

Lo




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA QPT"“

FREDERICK M. CUTLER and
CECILIA E. CUTLER,

Plaintiffs,
-vs- No. 81-C-49%0-E

NATIONAL CRANE CORPORATION,
a foreign corporation,

T Nt T et ot e marh it ot

Defendant.,

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

NOW on this .7 7" .,/ 7 , 1982, comes on for considera-

tion the stipulation fof dismissal of plaintiffs and defendant
herein in the above-entitled cause, The Court finds that said
cause has been settled and that defendant has this date paid to
plaintiffs and their insurer the sum of Thirteen Thousand Five
Hundred Dollars (313,500.00) in full settlement, release and sat-
isfaction of plaintiffs' cause of action set forth in the complaint
herein, and that plaintiffs have accepted said sum in full satis-
faction, release and discharge of their cause of action and claim
against the defendant, and the Court, after due consideration,
finds that said dismissal should be approved.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that this cause be and the same is
hereby dismissed with prejudice, each party to bear their own

costs.

S/ JAMES O. ELLIGON

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE






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

HERBERT RAY LEWIS, )
Plaintiff, %
vS. ; No. 80-C-599-BT
QUIK TRIP CORPORATION,.ét al., ;
Defendants. g F l L E D
0CT 211982
ORDEHR

Jack C. Silver, uierk
Plaintiff was allowed to file this ayﬂl%rpl§1mglt%qyeRrT23,

1980, in forma pauperis, pursuant to 28 U.S5.C. §1915. His pro

se Complaint was filed November 14, 1980.l/

Plaintiff was a customer in a Quik Trip store located at
56th Street North and Lewis in the City of Tulsa, on March 18,
1980, where he was arrested by officers of the Tulsa Police
Department for no allegedly apparent reason.

Plaintiff brings this action pursuant to 42 U.S.C. §1983

2/

alleging defamation and slander.-—

1/ On June 30, 1981, Judge James O. Ellison dismissed plain-
tiff's Complaint without prejudice for failure to prosecute,
plaintiff having failed to issue summons directed to defend-
ant. The dismissal was without prejudice.

2/ Defendant Quik Trip filed an answer to plaintiff's complaint
- on July 24, 1981, wherein the following defenses were raised:
(i) defamation and slander do not involve constitutional

right, privileges or immunities; (ii) federal jurisdiction
cannot be invoked due to lack of diversity; (iii) the action
is barred by the Statute of Limitations because the case was
not commenced under the statutes of the State of Oklahoma.

On January 8, 1982, Judge Ellison entered an Order dismissing
this case without prejudice for lack of subject matter juris-
diction sua sponte.

Plaintiff has now filed a Motion to Rehear and Reopen.

On October 6, 1982, this case was transferred to the under-
signed Judge.



The Court has for consideration the plaintiff's Motion
to Rehear and Reopen and the Court finds the Motion to Reopen
should be susgtained.

In Ellinburg v. Lucas, 518 F.2d 1196 (8th Cir. 1975) it

was held threats or defamation by a guard to a prisoner were

not cognizable under 42 U.S.C. §1983. See alsoc Boston v. Stanton,

450 F.Supp. 1049, 1055-56¢ (E.D. Mo. 1978); Freeman v. Trudell,

497 F.Supp. 481 (E.D. Mich. 1980); Cocllins v. Cundy, 603 F.2d

825 (l0th Cir. 1979).

After thoroughly reviewing relevant legal authorities and
the pleadings in this case, the Court concludes the Complaint
fails to allege a colorable deprivation of any right secured by
the Constitution or laws of the United States. At most, plain-
tiff might have a state law claim for defamation and slander and/
or malicious prosecution.é/ There is no diversity of citizenship
in this case and the Court thus lacks subject matter jurisdiction.

IT IS THEREFORE QORDERED:

1. Plaintiff's Motion to Reopen is sustained and this case
is reopened.

2. This complaint and cause of acticn are dismissed since
the Court lacks subject matter jurisdiction due to lack of diver-
sity.of citizenship.

o
ENTERED this X/ day of October, 1982.

= >y
W i 2l

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

3/ There are limits to the liberal construction of pleadings

- requirements of Haines v. Kerner, 404 U.S. 519 (1972);
Knowles v. Department of Justice, No. 80-1327, unpublished
opinion (10th Cir., June 8, 1981).

D



FILED
IN THE UNLTED STATES DISTRICT COURT PFOR 'dﬁk]:?y 21 w

NORTHERN DISTRTCT OF OKTLAHOMA
Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

UNITED SYATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
CIVIL ACTION HO, 31--C-74B-B

V5.,

C. 8. SUHARRINORSET,

Defendant.

PEEAULT JURCHENT

This matter comes on for consideration this Lgugi;.ﬂny
of October, 1982, the Plaintiff sppearing by Frank XKeating,
Inited States Attorney, through Nancy A. Nesbitt, Assistant
Mhited Statos Attorney for the Northern District of Oklabhowma, and
the Defendant, C. S. Scharnhorst, appoaring not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file hercin finds that Defendant, €. 8. Ccharnhorst, was
personally served with Alias Summons and Complaint on dugust 23,
1982. The {ime within which the Defendant could have answered or
olfherwise moved as o the Cemplaint has rupired and has not been
cxtonded.  The Defendant has not answered or otherwise moved, and
default has been entexced by the Clerk of this Court., Plaintiif
is entitled to Judgment as a matter of law.

IT T8 THERFEFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and rccuver Judgnent against Defendant, C. S.
Scharnhorst, for the principal sum of $789.066, plus inlcrest at

the legal rate from the date of this Judgment until paid.

TheAnAS R BRETT

¢ ¢
(e}

UNTTED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE ~
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ¥OR THE c P

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA : x’-‘,'}hi'f

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

CIVIL ACTION NO.B82~C-125-E

VS,

OSCAR WATKINS, JR.,

—— —— Tt i kit st

Defendant.

NOTICE OQF 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 hereby gives notice of its
dismissal, pursuant to Rule 41, Fecderal Rules of Civil Procedure,
of this action without prejudice.

pated this (J(NLh._ day of october, 1982.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

Pigiiégfl. OUNDs / JR.

Assistant United States Attorney
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE = - 19h-
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
CIVIL ACTION NO.BZ—C—?ngz;

VS

PHILLIP G. CLEARY,

Defendant.

NOTICE OF DISMISGSAL

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 Attarney, and hereby gives notice of its
dismissal, pursuant to Rule 41, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,

of this action without prejudice.

Dated this _Laiiéfl_ day of October, 1982.

UNTITED STATES OF ANERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

¢ @Mz;@m/%

HILARD L. ROUNDS, JR.
Assistant United States Attorney
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

o ! L‘ e gy

] I

V1982 A
JachC thfe: Clerk

No. 81- cl&f&JHSnHCTLUJRT

JOANNE E. WATT and JAMES
W. WATT, Husband and Wife,

Plaintiffs,
vS.

PROCTER & GAMBLE COMPANY,
a foreign corporation, et al.

Defendant.

— s St e gt et S St St St

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Come now plaintiffs and defendantsand stipulate to the
dismissal of this action and all claims asserted therein with

prejudice, each party to bear his own costs.

Z‘%/////(% ,/2//7

‘Ernest B. bay, Jr.
100 University Club Tower
Tulsa, OK 74119

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFFS

FILEV
i) 1982'.1’-( CQJ\N“\ﬂ U)m&o

jack . S, Gietk e A Uko(L-
“ g, D\S‘[R\G‘- GOURT 1800 Mid-Amerilca Tower

Oklahoma City, OK 73102

ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANTS

ORDER

It is so ORDERED. C%&e.q

e
THOMAS R. BRETT
United States District Judge



IN THE UNLITED STALES DISYRICT COURT FOR THE
HORWHERN DISTRICT OF OKILAIMA :

UNTTED STATES OF AMRRICA, c
woalt il
nicy

Wi

0
Wi

Plaintiff,
VS. CIVIL ACTION MO, 82-C-664--C

JITMMY WL PuRT,

Defendant.
DEFAULT JUBGMENT

This nmatter comes on for consideration this NMAJQ__ day
of October, 1982, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating,
United States Attorney, through Nancy A. Neshitt, Assistant
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, and
the Defendant, Jiwwy W. Puctt, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Jimmy W. Puett, was served with
Alias Summons and Complaint on August 3, 1982, The time within
which the Defendant could have answered or otherwise moved as to
the Complaint has cxpired and has not bhoen eoxteondaed.  ‘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 THEREVORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against Defendant, Jimmy W.
Puett, for the pripcipal sum of $833.00, plus interest at the

legal rate from the date of this Judgient until paid.

/31 P Qute Coote -

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

WILBURN AMES,
Plaintiff,
vs. No. 82-C~586—CV/

DEAN AUSTIN, et al.,

—— e St Ve e N e et S

pefendants. k; a F

e

oy

»

i g8l

QRDER SUSTAINING

Jonk G, Sitver, Ll

MOTION TO DISMISS 1. S. DISTRICT COURY

Now before the Court for its consideration is the Motion of
all defendants except Dean Austin to dismiss plaintiff’'s
complaint, pursuant to Rule 12{(b){l), F.R.Civ.P., for lack of
jurisdiction over the subject matter of the complaint, for
failure to state a claim upon which relief can be granted under
Rule 12(b){6), F.R.Civ.P., and because the complaint is barred by
res judicata and/or collateral estoppel.

The Court has granted defendant several extensions of time
in which to respond to defendants' Motion to Dismiss. The last
Order of this Court on September 21, 1982 required plaintiff to
respond to this motion by October 11, 1982, No response has been
received and no further extensions have been requested. Rule
14 (a) of the Local Rules of the United States District Court for
the Northern District of Oklahoma provides as follows:

(a) Briefs. Each motion, application
and objection filed shall set out the
specific peint or points upon which the
motion is brought and shall be accompanied by
a concise brief. Memoranda in opposition to
such motion and objection shall be filed
within ten (10) days after the filing of the
motion or objection, and any reply memoranda
shall be filed within ten {10) days
thereafter. Failure to comply with this
paragraph will constitute waiver of objection
by the party not complying, and such failure
to comply will constitute a confession of the
matters raised by such pleadings.

Therefore, since no response has been received within

thirteen (13) days after filing of the Motion to Dismiss herein,



in accordance with Rule 14(a) the failure to comply constitutes a
confession of the Motion to Dismiss,

It is the Order of the Court that the defendants' Motion to
Dismiss, as to all defendants exé:ept Dean Austin, for failure to
state a claim sheculd be and hereby is sustained.

~—

It is so Ordered this {2 day of October, 1982.

[P ———

H. DALE COf
Chief Judge, U. S. District Court
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CQURT FOBC

MORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Ji‘gﬁ?
. Stiye,
DYNASAUER CORP., L S DISTR[ h Uier
a Missouri corporation, C CU&RT

Plaintiff,
vs. No. 82-C-651~-B

STEVEN M. BROWN, a/k/a MIKE
BROWN and JON BROOK,

—— et e et et et mr m St

Defendants.

ORDER
It appears to the Court that the above entitled action
has bheen fully settled, adjusted and compromised and based
on stipulation; therefore,
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the above entitled
action be and it is hereby dismissed without cost to any
party and with prejudice to all the parties.

—

Dated October /3 , 1982.

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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FILED
19108

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Jack C. Siiver, Clerk

U. S. DISTRICT COURT

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
Vs, CIVIL ACTION NO.82-C-479-E

JOHNNY D. HALLMARK

— e N Nt A et gt et e

Defendant.

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL

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

of this action without prejudice.

pated this _ /7 7 day of October, 1982.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING

United States Attorney i::;;7
A Lo

HILAMD ROUNDS
Assistant United Sta s Attorney

CFRTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that a true copy
of the forogoing pleadiug wos served on eact.
of ilhe parties herveto by wniling the come th
ihem or to tueir atjornnys of record en the
_day ofl 0




FN d -,
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR THE ! h“ &: ﬁg
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA (3 1'4“ .
LI s

ARMCC, INC., an Ohio
Corporation,

Jaci (; Silver, ¢
| - Olver, 1
i 8. DiSTRicT i

ek
or;

M
L{i v

Plaintiff,

vs. No. 8l1-C~671-B

RAM EXPLORATION COMPANY; an
Illinois Corporation,

Defendant.

L L

STIPULATION AND DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Fed. Rules Civ. Proc., Rule 41, Plaintiff,
Armco, Inc., an Ohio Corporation, and Defendant, Ram
Exploration Company, an Illinois Corporation, stipulate
that the above captioned cause be Dismissed with prejudice.

PRAY, | WALKER, JACKMAN,
WILLIAMSDN & MARLAR,

By ///2%/((

- JOHN 5. ZBARBANO

~ Attorey for Flaintiff
. 2200 FoyrtH National Building
{-" Tulsa, oklahoma 74119

07 South Main, Suite 201
Tulsa, Cklahoma 74103

ORDER

Pursuant to the above stipulation it is so Ordered.

5/ THOMAS R. BRETT.

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE | L E [
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

0C¥ 1 9 1o

Jack €. Silver, Clarn
U, 3. DISTRICT COURY

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

Vs,

CHARLES M. COWEN, et al., Civil Action No. Bl~-C-857-C

Defendants.
O RDER

NOW, on this / 2?5?‘_ day of COctober, 1982, there
came on for consideration the Motion of the Plaintiff, United
States of America, to dismiss this action with 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 with preiudice and the Judgment

of Foreclosure and Order of Sale herein are hereby vacated.

UNITED "STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



Fl1LED

OCT 1 89
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT MR
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA . v \
el ©5, Sibves, Clet,
8 WISIRINT Dogen:

JAMES L. DARBY, )

Plaintiff, %
vs. ?) NO, 80~C~129-F
READD METALS CO., ;

Defendant. %

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

i .
Now on this /¥~ day of /&mﬂué , 1982, wupon the

Stipulation For Order of Dismissal With Prejudice filed herein, the Court

finds that this case should be dismissed with prejudice.

IT 1S THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the above styled and
numbered case be dismissed with prejudice teo the refiling of same with the
party litigants to bear thelr propnrtior_nate share of the costs herein

expended.

) 2 ¢ 5
tates District Judge

APPROVED-AS TOQ F@

e

TFames—E—Eranker FR P A
Attofney for Plaintiff s /(’

Al

. ST o
Michael P. Atkinsod
Attorney for Defendant




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

-1l L ED

0CT 1 8 1ag2ff

THE GREAT WESTERN SUGAR COMPANY, )
) . )
Plaintiff, ) fack G, i, t.l_s-gfh
) J. S, DISTRICT COURT
V. )
)
LAKE COUNTRY BEVERAGES, INC., )
d/b/a SEVEN-UP BOTTLING COMPANY, )
)
Defendant. ) NO. 82-C-180—C/
ORDER

The above-styled matter coming on for hearing on this 30th
day of September, 1982, on the Defendant's Motion for Summary
Judgment, and the Plaintiff being represented by its counsel,
David E. Bath and Martha A. Rupp, and the Defendant by its
counsel, Gerald G. Stamper and S. M, Fallis, and

The Court having read and reviewed the Defendant's Motion
for Summary Judgment and Brief in support thereof with its
attached affidavits and exhibits, and further having read the
depositions of parties and witnesses filed herein as well as
the Answers to the Defendant's Interrogatories and Requested
Admlssions, and

The Court having read the Plaintiff's Response Brief in
opposition to the Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment and
its attached affidavit, and



The Court further having examined the pleadings filed on
behalf of both Plaintiff and Defendant herein, and,

The Court having heard oral argument of counsel for both
parties and being fully advised in the premises finds that no
genuine issue of any material fact remains and the uncontro-

verted facts existing show:

As to Count Number One (1) of the Complaint, the contract
was for the purchase of 950 hundredweight of liquid invert and
the evidence clearly shows that more than that amount was
delivered by the Plaintiff and accepted and paid for by the
Defendant. Therefore, the existing contract was fully performed
by both parties. The only discrepancy was on the part of the
Plaintiff in wisbilling the Defendant, thereby leaving a balance
of $695.44 owed by Defendant to the Plaintiff, which sum the
Defendant has acknowledged and will pay to Plaintiff,

The Court, therefore, finds in regard to Count Number One
(1) of the Complaint, that there was no breach of contract by
the Defendant and Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment should
be and is hereby granted. The Court does find, however, that the
Defendant owes, as acknowledged, the sum of $695.44 to Plaintiff,
which Defendant has offered to pay and is hereby ordered to pay.

As to Count® Number Two (2) of the Complaint, the Court finds
that the evidence establishes that no contract would have been
created between the parties until and unless the Defendant
accepted the Plaintiff's offer by signing the document presented
by Plaintiff and that the creation of any contract was so con-
ditioned upon the Defendant's accepting by signing. The
evidence, without dispute, shows the Defendant did not sign,

did not accept and, therefore, no contract was created, and

therefore, no breach thereof could exist.



The Court further finds that, even if a contract had been
created, there was a mutual recision of same as evidenced by

the conduct of the parties,

The Court, therefore, finds that the Defendant's Motion for
Summary Judgment as to Count No. Two (2) should be and is hereby
granted.

The Court further awards the Defendant the costs of this
action, and said Defendant shall present its Bill of Costs
within ten (10) days of this Order.

|
S {WML_
H. DALE COOK,

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

-

- f ')
- ' ‘z”,’ v .
(‘5"“,:, L . J

Attorney for Plaintiff

/K"””’. 2:«06—1/7

Attorney (f6r Defendént

*




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE =R ED
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
BET 141982
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) Jack C. Sitver, Ulerk
)
Plaintiff, ) U. S DISTRICT COURT
)
vs. )
)
JIMMIE D. WILLIS, )  CIVIL ACTION NOS. 82-C-26
JOHN F. WHITE, } 82-C-224
KEVIN R. TYLER, } 82-C~252
CORBETT F. BRATTIN, ) B2-C-396.~
)
)

Defendants.

APPLICATION FOR DISMISSAL

COMES NOW the Plaintiff United States Attorney,
pursuant to Rule 41(a) (2), and moves the Court to dismiss the
above-captioned cases on the grounds that defendants have not yet
been served and that Plaintiff helieves defendants' residences
are cutside the Northern District of Cklahoma.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Aﬁ&orney

STy «ijzj%-ﬂ
s
Assistant United Stavles Attorney

ORDER

1T TS HERERY ORDERED, upon terms and conditions the

Court deems proper, that the above causes are dismissed without

prejudice.

R S/ THOMAS R. BRETT
"> L) UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

ari b oINS vierk
o T A a1 LY
59 B‘ibu;ﬁimir E;'J‘.I'.\l
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

V5.

JIMMIE D. WILLIS,

JOHN F. WHITE,

KEVIN R. TYLER,
CORBETT F. BRATTIN,

Defendants.

o
OCY 101082
Jack C. Sitver, Llerk

CIVIL ACTION NOS. 82-C-26
82-C-224
82-C-252 ¢+
82-C-396

APPLICATION FOR DISMISSAL

COMES NOW the Plaintiff United States Attorney,

pursuant to Rule 41({(a)(2), and moves Lhe Court to dismiss the

above-captioned cases on the grounds that defendants have not yet

bean served and that Plaintiff believes defendants' residences

are outside the Northern District of Oklahoma.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Aftorney
<\f y t/

T .;—1/\_/ Vi AT .

DON J. G CIT
Assistant United Sta%les Attorney

ORDER

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, upon terms and conditions the

Court deems proper, that the above causes are dismissced without

prejudice.

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

U, 8. DISTRICT COURT



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA | S S

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

Vs,

JIMMIE D. WILLIS,

JOHN F. WHITE,

KFVIN R. TYLER,

CORBETT F. BRATTIN,

Defendants.

U0y 10108y

CIVIL ACTION NOS. 82-C-26
82~C-224 &
82-C-252
82-C-396

APPLICATION FOR DISMISSAL

COMES NOW the Plaintiff United States Attorney,

pursuant to Rule 41{a)(2), and woves the Court to dismiss the

above-captioned cases on the grounds that defendants have not yet

Leen served and that Plaintiff belicves defendants' residences

are outside the Northern Pistrict of Oklahoma.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
ited States Aftorney

iy -.A_J %%—k |
DON J. G

ASSLStant United Sta 25 Alttorney

upon terms and conditions the

Court decems proper, that the above causes are dismissed without

prejudice.

A
A

dﬁﬁfﬂ%?'é@%%%g‘g%@ﬂﬁfﬁT_EUDGE

Jack C. Siiver, Uterk
t). S. DISTRICT COURT



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FFCR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA S S S R
OUY 14108
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Jawc SI
. Ollver, Llerk
Plaintiff
' U, S. DISTRICT COURT

V5.

JIKMIE D, WILLIS, CIVIL ACTION NOS. 82—C—26V/

JOUN F. WHITE, 82-C-224
KEVIN R. TYLER, 82-C-252
CORBETT ¥, BRATTIN, 82-C-396

. e L R N

Defendants.

APPLICATION FOR DISMISSAL

COMES NOW the Plaintiff United States Attorney,
pursuant to Rule 41(a} {2}, and moves the Court to dismiss the
above-captioned cases on the grounds that defendants have not yet
been served and that Plaintiff believes defendants' residences
are outside the Northern District of Oklahoma.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING

United States Aﬁhorney
QYN
A a‘ﬂ\_) S ,&_/‘L./

DON J. G (
Assistant United Stakes Attorney

ORDER

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, upon terms and conditions the
Court deems proper, that the above causes are dismissed without

prejudice.

L : §/ THOMAS R. BRETT
E? L T ’ UNTITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

CHARLES 0. BELL, JR.,

Plaintiff,
VS.

BURLINGTON NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY,
a foreign corporation, and SAM H.
SCULLEY,

NO. 82-C-703-C.L~
(CONSOLIDATED)

Defendants.
TANK TRUCKS, INC., a corporation,

Plaintiff,

FlL D

BET 159962

Jack G. Silver, Clerk
B, 8. DISTRICT COURT

VS.

BURLINGTON NORTHERN RATILROAD COMPANY,
a Delaware corporation, and SAM H.
SCULLEY,

Defendants.

I N N T T N T g

_ORDER REMANDING CASE TO STATE COURT. [

Now on this 5th day of October, 1982, the above entitled i

cause comes on for Hearing upon the Plaintiffs' Motion to Remand,i

and the Motion to Dismiss and alternatively for Summary Judgement

of the Defendant, Sam H. Sculley. The Plaintiffs appear by their
counsel, Mr. Mike Parks and Mr. Richard L. Gossett. The Defen-

dants appear by their counsel, Mr. Ben Franklin. The Court finds

that the Motion to Dismiss and alternatively for Summary Judgment.

of the Defendant, Sam H. Sculley, should be overruled because the

Plaintiffs have alleged facts sufficient to constitute a claim '

for relief against such Defendant, and further because genuine



-Page 2- ;

' issues of fact exist concerning the control of said Defendant =

B
il

; ;
! i H‘“‘
g - Further, there is not complete diversity between the party Plain%k'
[ b
I

over the subject locomotive, and his liability to the Plaintiffs.]
tiffs and the party Defendants, in that both Plaintiffs and thenﬁkﬁ
Defendant, Sam H. Sculley, were citizens of the State of Okla- - i}

homa at the time of the filing of the Petition, and Petition for .|

Removal. The Court further finds that the Plaintiffs' Motion to

B

Remand should be granted. - o f}?{f?f

"

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that Plaintiffs' Motion to Remanqtig

be, and the same is hereby granted, and the Court remands this ©:

consolidated action to the District Court of Creek County, Statexl|:

of Oklahoma, Sapulpa Division. SR T &

The Clerk of the Court is hereby directed to take the neqj?l

essary action to remand this case without delay. : -

IT IS SO ORDERED this /Qf’z day of October, 1982. i

*“Tﬁi‘ﬁ%ﬁ%g%ﬂéﬁFﬁgaﬁéégﬁﬁbK

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE = . -
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TIPS, GIBBON,
CREWSBON & BAKER
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
300 MiD-CONTINENT
AVILDING

TuLsA,
neer Ridembkid TAIMT

IN TEE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR TLE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

J
4

LOUILEASE CORPORATION,
A New York Corporation,

Plaintiff,
VS, Case No .82-C-656-C L~

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

RONALD L. STANHOPE, TED )

WALLIN, JOHN LONGACRE d/b/a )
) -

)

)

)

)

)

)

LONGACRE ENTERFPRISLS,

FRLEMAN EOLMLS a/k/a FREEMAN
FOLMES d/b/a S & H DRILLING

CoUPANY and BOL WHEITWORTH, T R

Creek County Sheriff, B ! %&Mr
Jack G, Sitvor, Gler

). & DISTRICT COURT

Defendants.

JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

NOW OW the AJ day of éﬁZZEQ&AZ' 1982, the above case comes

on to be heard, plaintiff appearing by it's attorney, Bradford

5. Baker, defendant Ted Wallin appearing by his attorney, Joe
5. Vassar and defendants John Longacre and Freeman Holmes
appearinyg by their attorney, Mike Jones.

The Court Jinds that it has jurisdiction of the parties and
the subject matter; and that judgyment should be entered for
plaintiff against said defendants pursuant to agreement of the

parties.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court

that plaintiff's security interest lien foreclosed by it's judg-

ment herein on September 7, 1982 in the Cardwell Model ALlS0A
4,000 foot capacity oil well drilling rig (SK:101) together with
all ancillary equipment and the appurtenances thereon is first
and superior to any interest in said property claimed by the

defendants Ted Wallin, John Longacre and Freeman Holmes.

1 IT IS5 THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AilD DECREED by the Court

that-said personal proserty may be sold and the proceeds distri-"*
buted as set forth in plaintiff's judgment entered herein on
September 7, 1982 against Ronald L. Stanhope and that said sale
and said distribution of the proceeds shall not be subject to

jgny interest of the defendants Ted Wallin, John Longacre, and

I'reeman Holmes.
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10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17

18

32
33
34
35

36

TIPS, GIESON,
CREWSON & BAKER
ATTORNRYS AT LAW
#06 MID-CONTINENT

. BUILDING

TuLsa,
OIRLAHOMA 741038

Att rﬁey.for T Wallin
// / /2'144 ﬁﬂof»

Mike Jones éﬁ
Attorney for John Longacre
and Freeman Holmes

Bradford /S. Baker
Attorney for Plaintiff

OOk, JUDGE




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

SHARON ELIZABETH ASHE,
Plaintiff,
VS.

GREEN RENAULT, an Oklahoma
corporation, and WARREN GREEN
President, DUTCH VAN DEN BORN,
Vice President, and J. CHARLES
- "CHUCK" WEISS, Salesman, in
their individual capacities,

No. 81~C-522-/3

FitLED

0CT 141982

1ack C. Suiver, Ulerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

e . J W i W N N

Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Plaintiff's motion to dismiss with prejudice her claims
of breach of express warranty contained in paragraph 45 of her
complaint against defendants Warren Green, Dutch Van Den Born,
and J. Charles "Chuck" Weiss, being unopposed by defendants'
counsel, is herebf GRANTED. -

It is therefore ORDERED that plaintiff's claims for breach
of express warranty against defendants Warren Green, Dutch Van
Den Born, and J. Charles "Chuck" Weiss are hereby dismissed with
prejudice.

~

7 ) '
(%Mm@&%z%

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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- FILED

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
0CT 141982

jack C. Suver, Clerk
‘1S DISTRICT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vS. CIV1I, ACTION NO, B1l-C-764-B

RICHARD L. ELLIOT,

Defendant.

AGREED JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this /i¥fg day
of’ fﬁ‘f@ﬂ:, , 1982, the Plaintiff appearing by FPrank Keating,
United States Attorney for the Nortﬁern District of Oklahoma,
through Nancy A. Nesbitt, Assistant United States Attorney, and
the Defendant, Richard L. Elliot, appearing pro se.

The Court, being fully advised and having examined the
file herein, finds that the Defeﬁdant, Richard I.. Elliot, was
personally served with Summons and Complaint on August 22, 1982.
The Defendant has not filed his Answer but in lieu therecf has
agreed that he ig indebted to the Plaintiff in the amount alleged
in the Complaint and that Judgment may accordingly be entered
against him in the amount of $330.00, 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,
Richard L. Elliot, in the amount of $330,00, plus 15% interest

from the date of this Judgment until paid.

6! THOMAS ROOBRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

.‘: - -
\//?MWH Q, , /}u ,.;,l’»eljt’)
NANCY A SBITT

L Assista .8, Attorney

tD,l

TSN T _ T e
Tl oS0 f L & Q0 Uy -
RICHARRD I.. BLLLOT T




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

BERNARD W. NICHOLAS,

1

Plaintiff,

No. 81-0-896-C & | ka i
GGt 4 4 108

syyl ﬂhm
” p ‘]\hh\ il‘

V.

RICHARD 3. 3WCHWEIKER,
secretary of Health and
Human Servlces,

e M At e S e N e P N

Defendant.

JUDGMENT

The Court has for consideratlion the Findings and Recom~
mendations of the Magistrate fi1led on September 29, 1982, in
which 1t 1s recommended that Plaintiff's claim for benefits
under the Social Security Act be denied and that Judgment be
entered for the Defendant. No excepticns or objectlons have
been flled and the time for filing such exceptlions or ob-
Jectlons has expired.

After careful conslderation of the matters presented to
1t, the Court has concluded that the Findlngs and Reéommenda—
ticns of the Maglstrate should be and hereby are affirmed.

It is hereby Ordered that Judgment be and hereby 1is

entered for the Defendant ..

Dated this {jf day of QOctober, 1982.

H. DALE
CHIEF JUDGE

K

|

Joii
li

o



- '/-/l.
FRDTEL R Tl STATRS DLSTRICT SOl ok THE
’\IU PUILE llN DLSTRICT OF ORTATERA
NELYLE S KERN, )
)
Mlaintilf, 3
)
Vi, ) NOL B85 -1
)
AMBRTCAN CENERAL WIRLE AND )
CARLALTY (,,(.)., A dnsurance )]
company; A& WOTRUCK SRRV ICLE, )
TNCL L o foreivn corporat lon, 3}
Al 0NN PLCRITTE )
J
Belendoants 3
ORDBER OF DISMISSEAL
Un this /5 day of (((f/' S e82) upen the
written apulicarion of the parties for a Dis minsal with Projuodice of rhe
Complaint amd all causes of actton, the Courd having camiined waid
application, finds that sald parties have enteved into o compromise
st tlement covering all olaims and have reguested the Cowrt ta dismi
coatd Complaint with prejadice to any forther action, and the Uourt hetng
ful by advised in the premtses, Fiods that soid Compiaint s la b dismissed
povsiant to o satd application,
IIrsS THEREVFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AN DECRERD by the Court thot
Chre Complaint and all causes ol action ol the Praintd M Filed hoeredin
apainst the befendants be and said hereby are diswissed with projadice to
. anvolutupe action,

S/ JAMES O. ELLISON
UNTTED STATES DTSTRICT JURGE
APPROVALS :

WALTER . HARKINS,

Attorney For Plaloatinf



FNTOUT, WACGNDER, STUART, WILKERSON & LIRBER

3
Attorneys for the Defoendants

v

- Tt : —_

Jdohn Howapd Licher

/



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR

THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

AMOCO PRODUCTION COMPANY, CIVIL ACTION

Plaintiff,

V. NO. 82-C-985-E
JAMES G. WATT, Secretary,
Department of Interior; HAROLD
DOLEY, Director, Minerals
Management Service, Department
of Interior; NICK L. KELLY,
Chief, Royalty Compliance
Office, Minerals Management
Service, Department of
Interior,

[ I N N S i

Defendants.

JOINT STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 41(a) of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure, the undersigned parties hereby stipulate that
the complaint in, the above-captioned action be dismissed
without prejudicé, each party to bear its own costs.

This stipulation of dismissal is based upon the parties'
agreement that (1) the defendants hereby grant an admin-
istrative stay of the challenged agency action, which
suspends the effect of that action pending the issuance
of a final agency order upon the administrative appeal
from that action and (2) plaintiff will promptly post a

bond or letter of credit with the Minerals Management



Service in the amount of $1,457,847.00 to secure payment

of the disputed royalty amounts in the event that the

challenged agency order is ultimately and finally upheld

upon completion of all lawful administrative and judicial

proceedings.

Respectfully submitted,

HALL, ESTILL, HARDWICK, GABLE,
COLLINGSWORTH & NELSON

Mark K. Bl
43100 Bank Of Oklahoma Tower
One Williams Center

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74172
(918)588-2700

Gene W. Lafitte

George J. Domas -

LISKOW & LEWIS =

One Shell Square - 50th Floor

New Orleans, Louisiana 70139-5099
(504)581-7979

H. Edward Weidlich, Jr.

Amoco Production Company

1340 Poydras Street

Post Office Box 50879

New Orleans, Louisiana 70150

Attorneys for Plaintiff

hilip d

Assistant United States Lttorney

Office of the United States Attorney
for the Northern District of
Oklahoma

333 West 4th Street

Tulsa, Oklahoma

(918)581-7463

Attorney for Defendants
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT COURT OF OKLAHOMA

EMPIRE INDEMNITY INSURANCE
COMPANY,

Plaintiff,

)

)

)

)

)

v. } No. 82-C-166-E 2"
)
MOSSELLE ELLIQTT, FRANCES P. )
KING, FRENCH VILLA PROPERTIES,)
INC., d/b/a FRENCH VILLA )
APARTMENTS, TERESA HERON, )
MARK TAYLOR, DIANE C. )
DiGRAZIE, ROBERT LUTTRELL, )
LEE TUBLIN, B. H. ROSENTHAL }
TARTOF, HERMAN TARTOF, NEIL E.)
FLOTA, ROSA DANA, ZELDA )
LUDMAN, LILLIAN PARKS, WESTERN)
INSURANCE COMPANY, MID-AMERICA)
PREFERRED INSURANCE COMPANY,
LEXINGTON INSURANCE COMPANY,
UNITED STATES FIDELITY AND
GUARANTY INSURANCE COMPARY,
VALLEY FORGE INSURANCE GRQUP,
FARMERS INSURANCE COMPANY,
INC., INTERNATIONAL INSURANCE
COMPANY ,

oe 7‘/3‘(%@

t

e N N et M N e e o

Defendants,

ORDER
P
NOW on this /& - day of October, 1982, this matter comes
on for hearing on the Stipulation of Dismissal of the defendant
and crossclaimant, Lillian Parks.
The Court being advised in the premises finds that the
parties have stipulated to dismiss said crossclaim.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that the defendant's, Lillian Parks, crossclaim be and the same

is hereby dismissed.

States District Court
Judfe




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

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICAN FOR THE
USE OF RMC, IMC., A Corporation,

Plaintiff,

80~ C-644 -E ”’//

-y No.
OKLAHOMA SURETY COMPANY, A Corporation
EMPLOYERS REINSURANCE CORPORATION, A
Corporation, and WILBURN OUSLEY, A
Sole Proprietor, doing business as
WILBURN OUSLEY CONSTRUCTION,

T lg/]%z

e b e e s et et et bt et et s

Defendants.

J U D-G MENT

THIS ACTION came on- for trial before the Court and a jury,
Honorable James . Ellison, District Judge presiding, and the issues having been
duly tried and the jury having difly rendered its verdiet,

IT 18 ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the Plaintiff, RMC, Inc., A
Corporation, recover of the Defendant, Wilburn Dusley, A Sole Propriertor, doing
business as_Wilburn Ousley Construction, the sum of $20,600.13 with interest
thereon at the rate of twelve per cent (12%)} as provided by law together with
the additional sum of $4,500.00, attorney fees, and the additional sum of $871

of litigation expense, for the use and benefit of Plaintiff's attorney.

DATED this /2 Zday of Q@m , 1982.

ELLISON, United States District
JUDGE



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE (X1 \% agn
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ! 'K/

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

/

Plaintiff,

vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. B2-C-773-C

MILDRED MADISON,

Defendant.

NCTICE 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 hereby gives notice of its
dismissal, pursuant to Rule 41, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
of this action without prejudice.

Dated this 12th day of October, 1982.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

PHiL{;{ ROUNDS, JR%

Assistant United Statles Attorney

CERTIVICATT OF SIRVIAR

of the for:
of the partio

they, or to thi;“;:é; :ﬂwﬁ -
—Mdny co et




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, }
}
Plaintiff, )
)
vs, )
)
La JUANA J. HARRISON, )
)
)

Defendant, CIVIL ACTION NO. Bl-C-265-E

For 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.

Dated this

e day of oy , 1982.

S/ JAMES O. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

MID~-CENTURY INSURANCE COMPANY,

Plaintiff,

)
)
)

)

vs. )] P i
)
INSRUANCE COMPANY OF NORTH )
)
)
)

AMERICA,
Y
Defendant. Ne. B0O-C-5 39~C
O RDER
ON this !) day of (e , 1982, the

Joint Application for Dismissal with Prejudice came on before the
Court for hearing. The Court finds that the parties have mutually
agreed as to their respective rights and obligations under the
insurance policies issued by each of the parties and insuring John
Michael Dew for the accident of March 24, 1978. The Court
further finds that pursuant to said settlement agreement the
Mid-Century Insurance Company, Incorporated, has paid $45,000.00
to the Insurance Company of North America as a full and complete
settlement of all claims either company may have against the other
as a result of the accident in guestion and the settlements arising
therefrom.

IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
all claims each party may have against the other as set forth in

the above-captioned matter are dismissed with prejudice.

sfH. DALE COOK

Judge of the United States
District Court




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT .
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF okLaoN® | L. E D

0CT - 81982

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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA and
ANITA M. VAUGHN, Special Agent,
Internal. Revenue Service,

Plaintiff,
V. No. 82-C-860-BT

PHILLIPS PETROLEUM COMPANY CREDIT
CARD CENTER and BRUCE MARKLE,

Defendants.

O RDER

On the. 6th day of October, 1982, this matter came before
the Court on an Order to Show Cause issued to defendants as to
why they should not be complelled to answer the plaintiff's summoms.
Having heard the evidence presented by the parties and
finding the defendants to be in compliance, the Court finds defendants'
requést for dismissal of the action should be granted.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that this action is dismissed.

ENTERED this 3 -  day of October, 1982.

| 4

THOMAS R. BRETT
S UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



e UNIYED SPATRS D1TGTRICT COUR _l-‘(')l ’ILE] E D

HORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLANTOMA

T 21 1082

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

UNTTED SPTATES OF ANMBRICA
and Anita M., Vaughn,
Special hgent, Tontoernal
Rovonue Scrvice,

Potitionors,
Vs, CIVIT, ACTTON HO, H2-C-860-B
PHILLIPS DPELROCEUM COMPANY

CREDLT CARD Clha'ER and
HBRUCH MARKLE,

Raspondonts.,
CRDER DTSCHARGING RESPONDENLS AND NDISMISSAL

CN THIS_EQLQi; doy of Octeber, 1982, Petitioncrs’
Motion to Discharge Respondents and for Dismissal came for
hearing oand the Court finds that Respondents have now complied
with the Internal Revenue Service Suvmaons served upon them
February 11, 1982, that further provecedings herein are
unnecessary and that the Reuspondents, Phillips Petrolcum Company
Credit Card Center and Bruce Markle, should be discharged and
this action dismissed.

TT 78 'MNEREFOLRE ONRDEIERED, ADRJUDCED, AND NDECRMED BY THR
COURT {that the Respondents, Phillips Petroleum Company Credit
Card Center and Bruce Markle, ke and they are hereby discharged
from any further procecdings herein and this cause of action and

Complaint are hereby dismissed.

Lo
il

==

5 THON S L.

2

LINLTED STATHS DISTRICT JUBGE



IM‘HE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ROBERT E. COTNER, Pro se,

Plaintiff, _ -
No. ao—c-soo—g ILED
e eT -7 108

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
i, § NISTRICT AHIiRT

Vs,

OFFICERS LEEDY, GARDNER, MATNEY,
and et al.,

N e e e e e e e e s

Defendants.
CRDER

The Court has before it for éonsideration the Motion for
Default Judgment filed on April 16, 1982, by the Plaintiff, and
the Motion for Summary Judgment filed on April 22, 1982, by the
Defendant B. D. Gardner. This is a pro ée civil rights action
in whiech the Plaintiff alleges that his civil rights were violated
by the Defendant and others by virtue of an alleged conspiracy to
murder the Plaintiff and steal his property.

First, the Court notes the insufficiency of Plaintiff's motion.
There has been no failure of the remaining Defendant in this action to
answer or otherwise plead. Consequently, a motion for Default Judg-
ment pursuant to Rule 55, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, is
inappropriate and should be denied.

As to Defendant Gardner's Motion for Summary Judgment, the
Court notes that an identical motion filed by two former co-defendants
in this action was sustained on Septembé; 14, 1981. At the time the
first motion was considered, service had.not yet been perfected as
to Defendant Gardner, and there was no reason for him to join in
the motion. Defendant Gardner was properly served on February 17,
1982, and subsequently filed an answer to the complaint and the
motion now under consideration.

The Federal Rules of Civil Procedure provide that summary
judgment shall be rendered if the pleadiggs and other documents
on file with the Court show that there is no genuine issue as to
any material fact and that the moving party is entitled to judgment
as a matter of law. Fed.R.Civ.P. 56(c). While it is the duty of
the Court tc grant a motion for summary judgment in an appropriate
case, the relief contemplated by Fed.R.Civ.P. 56 is drastic and should
be applied with caution so that litigants will have an opportunity

tor trial on bona fide factual disputes. Redhouse v. Quality Ford




Sales, Inc., 511 F.2d 230, 234 (Tenth Cir. 1975); Jones v. Nelson,

484 F.2d 1165, 1168 (Tenth Cir. 1973); Machinery Center, Inc. v.

Anchor National Life Insurance Co., 434 F.2d 1, 6 {Tenth Cir. 1970).
Pleadings must therefore be liberaIIy construed in favor of

the party opposing summary judgment. ‘Ha}sha v. United States, 590

F.2d 8B4, 887 (Tenth Cir. 1979); Harmon V. Diversified Medical

Investments Corp., 488 F.2d 111, 113 (Tenth Cir. 1973), cert. denied,

425 U.8. 951 (1976). Summary judgment must be denied unless the
moving party demonstrates entitlement to it beyond a reasonable

doubt. Norton v. Liddel, 620 F.2d 1375, 1381 (Tenth Cir. 1980) ;

Madison v. Deseret Livestock Co., 574 F.2d 1027, 1037 (Tenth Cir.

1978). If there is any indication of a genuine issue as to any

material fact, summary judgment should not be granted. Exnicious

V. United States, 563 F.2d 418, 424 (Tenth Cir. 1977): Phillips

Machinery Co. v. LeBlond, Inc., 494 F.Supp. 318, 324-325 (N.D.

Okla. 1980).

The facts before the Court establish that, on September 13,
1979, the Defendant Gardner, who is a police officer employed
by the Tulsa Police Department, was ordered by his superieors to
accompany other officers of the Tulsa Police Department and deputies
from the Tulsa County Sheriff's office in an attempt to serve the
Plaintiff with an outstanding felony arrest warrant for the felony
crime of unlawful delivery of marijuana.J Defendant was also
issued a lawfully executed warrant to search a Tulsa County
residence in which Plaintiff was believed to be staying (the
residence was Plaintiff's mother's home). The Defendant Gardner
has filed numerous affidavits and exhibits which describe his
course of action on September 13, 1979%, the evidence that was
obtained that date during the search, and also the disposition
of said evidence by the Police Department.

Defendant's basic argument in support of his summary judgment
motion is that the record reflects Defendant was only doing his
job, as required by law, in a proper manner and that he consequently
is entitled to good faith immunity in this lawsuit. GSee Pierson v.

Ray, 386 U.S. 547 (1967); Scheuer v. Rhodes, 416 U.S5. 232 (1974).

Plaintiff has filed his response to the Defendant's Motion

for Summary Judgment. Giving Plaintiff's response a liberal con-

e



struction, Haines v. Kerner, 404 U.S. 519f 520 (1972), as this Court

must, the Court is convinced that under.the circumstances of this
case summary judgment should and must be rendered in favor of
Defendant Gardner. Plaintiff's responsélfails to refute the
notion that good faith immunity is propé} in this case.

l After a careful review of the record in this case and the
applicable law, the Court finds that Defendant Gardner is entitled
to good faith immunity for the actions ﬁé performed. Since
Plaintiff has not been deprived of any constitutionally protected
rights, it follows that this Defendant cannot be held liable for
conspiracy to deprive Plaintiff of his rights. See Holmes wv.
Finney, 631 F.2d 150, 152 {(Tenth Cir. 198b).

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Motion
for Summary Judgment filed by Defendant Gardner should be and the
same 1s hereby sustained.

. o
It is so Ordered this 7/ L day of October, 1982.

. {qcu44§212211+»J

JAMES, &, ELLISON
UNITEf STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



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

STANLEY A. MARKS, individually
and as Custodian for CINDI
MARKS and JEFFERY MARKS,

FILED

Minors, 0CT = 7198
Plaintiffs,
aintitfs N L Ik G Silver, Clark
vs. No. 81-c-892-B -~ I 8 {iSTRICT COURT

DALCC PETROLEUM CORPORATION,
an Oklahoma Corporation, and
DALCO PETROLEUM, INC., a
Nevada Corporation,

Defendants.

L L )

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P., Rule 41, Plaintiff,
Stanley A. Marks, individually and as custodian for Cindi
Marks and Jeffrey Marks, minors, and Defendants, Dalco
Petroleum Corporation, an Oklahoma Corporation, and Dalco
Petroleum, Inc., a Nevada Corporation, stipulate that the

above capticned cause be dismissed with prejudice.

A Q;ney for Pl tiffs

b 6:7(i;L¢w~—"”’

orn Defendants

ORDER
Pursuant to the above stipulation, it is so Ordered.

THOMAS R. BRETT

F I L E DJ.S. DISTRICT JUDGE

h\@ .OCT1419@

jath U, Sulver, Clerk
1J. 8 DISTRICT COURT



¢ e ¢
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COQURT F l L E D
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

0CT ~ 71987 ‘L
JIM A, NORTOHN and B
MARY M NORTON, E Ick 0, Silver, Clait
L HoB pieppier pansy
Plaintiffs, EIRTEIGY COU
vs. ‘No. 82-C-316-F e

CHEROKEF INSURANCE COMPANY,

e M M e e Tt et A e

Defendant.

STIPULATION FOR DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

It is hereby stipulated, pursuant to Rule 41 (a) of the
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, and subject only to the
approval of the Court herein, that the above-styled and
entitled action and all claims and causes of action of the
plaintiff herein be dismissed with prejudice, each party to bear
his own costs accrued or accruing herein.

Dated this :? day of September, 1982.
7 <

ladd, Taylor, Smith &
Hickman, P.A.
Attorney for Plaintiffs

-.__) %
Coy D.Cgbrrow
R Wallace and Owens, Inc.

Attorney for Defendant

QORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

This case came on hefore thé Court upon the Stipulation
of the parties for a voluntary dismiésal of said cause with
prejudice; and the Court being fully advised, it is:

ORDEREb, the above—st&led and entitled action and each
of the claims and causes of action of the Plaintiff, be and
the same ig hereby dismissed with prejudice to the filing of

a future action; and it is further:



.

ORDERED, that each of the parti‘es' hereto bear his

own costs accrued or accruing herein.

pe .
DATED, this ééﬂ{‘(day of {2&. eitéf.ﬂ , 1982,

trict Judge
United States District Court for
the Northern District of Oklahoma



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

RONNY LYNN OSBURN,
Plaintiff,
~-Vg- .
No. - 80-C-304 E

JEFFREY JOHNSON, JACK FRIDAY,
RUDY McCARTY, and BRUCE H. HAR-

FILED

)
}
}
)
GEORGE SHENOLD, JAMES BUCKNER, )}
)
)
)
)

LION,
Defendants. Lo 882
Jack C. Sitver, Clerk
ORDER U. S. DISTRICT COURT

This action was heard in open court on September 3,
1982, on Motion of plaintiff for Default Judgment against the
defendant, RUDY McCARTY. '

Defendant, RUDY McCARTY, has defaulted in this
action. His Default was entered on August 23, 1982. Plain-
tiff is awarded damages against the defendant, RUDY McCARTY,
in the sum of $236.00 as reasonable medical expenses, $900.00
as reasonable attorney's fees, and $2,500.00 as loss wages.
The court reserves the fixing of the remainder of the damages
until trial is had in this matter.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, AND ADJUDGED that ﬁlaintiff
recover of defendant RUDY McCARTY, the sum of $3,636.00, to-
gether with interest thereon at the legal rate, and such other
damages as may be set by the Court following trial of this
cause,

. (,CtﬁiﬁﬁAvJ
DATED & day of Sepeember, 1982.

James#. Ellison
United States District Judge



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

IN RE:

CLARENCE HOWARD PUTNAM, a/k/a
C. HOWARD PUTNAM,

Bankrupt,
ROSEMARY PUTNAM,
Plaintiff,
vs.

CLARENCE HOWARD PUTNAM, a/k/a

C. HOWARD PUTNAM, Case No. 82-C-B82-B

Defendant. Bankruptcy No. 79-B-1207

\xn\ﬁ(l ! h

DISMISSAL
Comes now the plaintiff and hereby dismisses the above
cause without prejudice.
Dated this _:Z:_day of October, 1982,

BLACKSTOCK JQYCE POLLARD
BLACKSTOCK & MONTGOMERY

L]
sy ) Tl L I
Craig Bldckstock
515 South Main Mall
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
(918) ,585-2751
Attorneys for FPlaintiff

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that on this ~7 day of Cctober, 1982,
I mailed a true and correct copy of the above and foregoing
Dismissal to Mr. Conrad C. Lysiak, 707 South Houston, Tulsa,
Oklahcma, with sufficient postage thereon.

Craig Blackstock




LED
\@ nr‘|~'r1982

: , ’ Jack €. Siver, Clers
T U. S. DISTRICT COURI

IN THE UNITEPR STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN
DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
GERALD KELLY,
Plaintiff,
—yg-

No. 82-C-8-B /

TRAVELINK TOURS INTERNATIONAL,
INC., a foreign corporation,

Defendant,

ORDER

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above cause be dismissed

with prejudice, each party to bear his or its own costs.

ENTER:

et PR e 7

Judge

pate: (Afobac 7)/?4"2-




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA = I L E D

S THE HUGHES GROUP, ' _ ?%T7”71982A"

an Arizona corporation,

sacht ©. Sitver, Glete
. & NISTRINT AR,

No. 81-C-231-B v

Plaintiff,

VS.

PERRY A. MORGAN and
MRS. PERRY A, MORGAN,

Tt ot St Mo s N o enia® St st ot

Defendants.

JUDGMENT

Pursuant to the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of
Law entered herein on May 26, 1982, and the Order of Dis-
missal Without Prejudice filed this date, IT IS HEREBY
ORDERED AND DECREED the plaintiff, The Hughes Group, an
Arizona corporation, is hereby granted judgment against
the defendants, Perry A. Morgan and Mrs. Perry A. Morgan,
the Court haviﬁg determined said plaintiff has a valid
oil and gas lease from the owner of the minerals dated
September 25, 1979 covering the North Half of the.North-
west Quartef (N/2 NW/4) of Section Thirty-Five, Township
Seventeen North, Range Eleven East, containing 80 acres
more or less, in accordance with 1Ls terms, IT IS FURTHER

ORDERED judgment is entered in favor of the plaintiff, The

Hughes Group, and against the defendants, Perry A. Morgan
and Mrs. Perry A. Morgan, enjoining and restraining said

defendants from obstructing or otherwise interfering with

A\



e L

the plaintiff's development of its said oil and gas leasehold
estate pursuant to said oil and gas lease. The costs are asses-

sed against the defendants.

77, ot oosos
ENTERED this day of October, 1982.

" THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COQURT F: l L— EE [J
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

14

96T - 71907
THE HUGHES GROUP,
an Arizona corporation,

sack C. Sitver, Clert,

Plaintiff, ' tl. S, DISTRICT rone

vs. No. 81-C-231-B

PERRY A. MORGAN and
MRS. PERRY A. MORGAN,

Defendants.

T e o Vot ot Voiae® Vmal Vomart ot St St

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE

AND DENIAL OF PLAINTIFF'S APPLICATION

TO PAY MONEY INTO COURT OR FILE SURETY
BOND

Pursuant to the application for dismissal without prejudiﬁe
of plaintiff and defendants filed on September 30, 1982, IT IS
ORDERED plaintiff's Second Cause of Action and all causes of
action and claims not determined by the Court's Findings of Fact
and Conclusions of Law of May 26, 1982 and the defendants' claims
remaining not determined by thé Court's Findings of Fact and Con-
clusions of Law of May 26,1982 are hereby dismissed without pre-
judice. The parties have reserved the issue of a claim -for
attorney's fees herein.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED plaintiff's application to pay money

into Court or file surety bond is denied.

% :
ENTERED this /7 day of October, 1982,

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




® - ®
FILED

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ﬂJCD'UCj“-?1q8?
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA o

o inth C. Sitver, Clerk
e (8 NETRNT pahT

No. 81-C-794-E /

DUCKETT MANAGEMENTS, LTD., a
Canadian corporatiocn,

Plaintiff,
v,
HARMAN DRILLING CO., INC, an
Oklahoma corporation, LYMAN F.

HARMAN, LYMAN W. HARMAN and
LEE HARMAN,

et et et et et M et et Smare e S e T

Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

THIS MATTER comes before the Court upon the Stipulation'
for Dismissal signed by counsel for Plaintiff and counsel for
a@ll Defendants and the Court being fully advised in the prem-
ises, it is hereby

ORDERED that this civil action be dismissed without
prejudice, each party to beaf its own costs and fees,

DATED this Z"L'-"L day of M , 1982.

BY THE COURT:

States District Judge



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF QKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-523-C
DONALD R. ESTES, a single
person, COUNTY TREASURER,
Craig County, Oklahoma, and
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS,
Craig County, Oklahoma,

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this lkj; day

of “JL& . 1982. The Plaintiff appearing by Frank

Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, through bon J. Guy, Assistant United States Attorney,
and the Defendants, County Treasurer, Craig County, Oklahoma, and
Board of County Commissioners, Craig County, Oklahoma, appearing
by their attorney, Terry M. McBride, Assistant District Attorney;
and the Defendant, Donald R. Estes, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendants, Donald R.:Estes, County
Treasurer, Craig County, Oklahoma, and Board of County
Commissioners, Craig County, Oklahoma, were served with Summons
and Complaint on May 10, 1982, as shown on the United States
Marshal's Services herein.

It appears that Defendants, County Treasurer, Craig
County, Oklahoma, and Board of County Commissioners, Craig
County, Oklahoma, have duly filed their Answer herein and that
the befendant, Donald R. Estes, has failed to answer and that
default has been entered by the Clerk of this Court.

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

Lot Seven (7}, in Block One (1), in
MORTHGATE, an Addition to the City of



Vinita, Oklahoma, according to the

recorded plat thereof on file and of

record in the Office of the County Clerk

of Craig County, Oklahoma.

THAT the Defendant, Donald R. Estes, did, on the 1l6th
day of January, 1976, execute and deliver to the United States of
America acting through the Farmers Home Administration his
mortgage and mortgage note in the sum of $21,300.00 with 8 3/4
percent interest per annum, and further providing for the payment
of monthly installments of principal and interest.

The Court further finds that Defendant, Donald R.
Estes, made default under the terms of the aforesaid mortgage
note by reason of his failure to make monthly installments due
thereon, which default has continued and that by reason thereof
the above-named Defendant is now indebted to the Plaintiff in the
sum of $23,731.83 as unpaid principal, plus accrued interest of
$4,028.54 as of July 14, 1982, plus interest thereafter at the
rate of $5.6892 per day, until paid, plus the cost of this action
accrued and accruing.

The Court further finds that all personal taxes due and
owing to the County of Craig, State of Oklahoma, from bDefendant,
Donald R. Estes, have been paid.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover judgment against Defendant, Donald R.
Estes, for the principal sum of $23,731.83, plus accrued interest
of $4,028.54, as of July 14, 1982, plus interest thereafter at
the rate of $5.6892 per day, until paid, plus the cost of this
action accrued and accruing, plus any additional sums advanced or
to be advanced or expended during this foreclosure action by
Plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums for the
preservation of the subject property.

IT IS5 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
mortgage and lien of the Plaintiff herein be adjudged foreclosed
and that upon the failure of said Defendant, Donald R. Estes, to
satisfy Plaintiff's money jﬁdgment herein, an Order of Sale shall

be issued to the United States Marshal for the Northern District

N
.



‘ ® o

of Oklahoma, commanding him to advertise and sell with appraise-
ment the real property and apply the proceeds in satisfaction
of Plaintiff's judgment. The residue, if any, shall be deposited
with the Clerk of the Court to await further order of the Court.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that from
and after the sale of said property, under and by virtue of this
judgment and decree, all of the Defendants and all persons
claiming under them since the filing of the Complaint herein are
fqrever barred and forecleosed of any right, title, interest or

claim to the real property or any part thereof.

s/H. DALE COOK
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

(L adk.

DON J. GU
Assiktant

d oA
RRY' H.\MCBRIDE
Assistaht District Attorney
ttorney for Defendants,

County Treasurer and
Board of County Commissioners,
Craig County

nlted Sta s Attorney




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DSTRICT OF COLUMBIA - et

FACET ENTERPRISES, INC., "
Plaintiff,

v. Civil Action File No.

81-C-190-C v -
PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY
CORPORATION,

Defendant.

.ORDER OF DISMISSAL
WITH PREJUDICE

The parties having advised the Court that this
matter has been settled and having agreed pursuant to such
settlement that this action may be dismissed with prejudice,

it is hereby ORDERED:

This action hereby is dismissed with prejudice.

. United States District Judge
Dated 0&%, 5 . 1982




AL

FILED
0CT - 61980

TN THE UNIIED STALES DISIRICL COURL JOR THE  Jath U dibier, (1
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA J5 DEiRiEL O !

L : " ;‘ 4

ROY B. TWILLING,
Plaintiff,
NO. 81-C-543-F

V.

NORTH AMERICAN VAN LINES,

e et e N S M Sl S s

Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

ON thisiéi“ﬂay of_ﬁ___liikzt; 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, {inds that said par-
ries have entered into a compromise settlement covering all claimg and have
requested the Court to dismiss said Complaint with prejudice to any future
action, and the Court being fully advised in the premises, finds that said
Complaint should be dismissed pursuant to said application.

IT IS THERETORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court that
the Complaint and all causes of action of the Plaintiff filed herein against
the Defendant be and the same hereby are dismissed with prejugice to any

future action.

N
5/ JAMES O. ELLISO

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

APPROVALS:
Rick Hof n, Att_ y fpr the Plaintiff

Alfred B -’J > - or the Defendant



® . ® FILED

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRIQT COURT FOR @BE-67982
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

' Jack C. Sver, Clork

U. 5. DISTRICT GOUR{

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

vs. ' ,CIVIL ACTION NO. 81-C-§99-E
DOUGLAS M. MILLER,

Defendant.

et ot Nk Nt et et Yo o ot

ORDER

For 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.

Dated this 5-’:’ day of October, 1982.

.

UNITED ATES DISTRICT JUDGE



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

)
)
Plaintiff, )
. y
vs. ) CIVIL ACTION NO.B82-C-870-E
) —
ANDREW W. WINTERS, } = L E D
)
Defendant. )
OCT -6 19801
NOTICE OF DISMISSAL canh L s, Ulerg

U. 3. DISTRICT CGUR)
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 4th day of October, 1982.
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States

ON J.
Assistdpt United/States Attorney

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned cartifies that.a true copy’
of the foregoing pleading was served on sagh

of the partie
them or to H

the same to
ecord on the
dayf of : , o2

. L Ad_A-

hssistantcgﬁlted States orney



LESLIE §. HAUGER, Jr.
Attorney st Law
TULSA, OKLAHOMA,

56,

(g X | g

s/H. DALE COOK
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Roo

0o




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE, L E D
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
1
-’GCT‘41982 .

dack €. Sitver pio «‘
iy Q n:.e'rremr',%?,rg

T-WOOD EXPLORATION, INC.,
GHK HOLDINGS CORPORATION,
QUODDY INVESTMENT COMPANY,
VELABOND RESOURCES, LTD. and
VIVIAN ROBINETTE,

Plaintiffs,

e Case No. 82-C-3-E ..~

HARMAN DRILLING COMPANY, INC,.
and LYMAN F. HARMAN ,

T N e et ket ot bt vt ot et vt et

Defendants.

NOTYCE OF DISMISSAL

TO: George L. Mathershed, Esq., 8801 South Westerm,
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73139

Please take notice that the above entitled action is

hereby diesmissed with prejudice,

W\M

James M. Sturdivant

Terry M. Thomas

GABLE & GOTWALS

20th Floor, Fourth National
Bank Building

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119

{918) 582-9201

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

i
This is to certify that on the i day of October, 1982,
a true and correct copy of the foregoing Notice of Dismissal
was deposited in the U.sS. Mail, postage prepaid, addressed to:

George L. Mothershed, Esq.
8801 South Western

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73139
Attorney for Defendants

MU\A“M

N




IN THE UNITED STATES DIS@RICT Court™ l L‘ [ﬂ
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

0CT =4 1a5?

aui 6. Sver, Lty
u{\é.if‘m&imcf Gkl

° No. 82-C-204-B

J. G. CRYAN,

Petitioner,

V.

THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA, and
DAVE FAULKNER, Tulsa County
Sheriff,

T Mt M M M et Ve e Nt Nt et

Respondents.

JUDGMENT

In keeping with the Memorandum Opinion and Findings of
Fact and Conclusions of Law entered this date, IT IS HEREBRY
ADJUDGED AND DECREED the petition for writ of habeas corpus
of the petitioner, J. G. Cryan, is hereby granted.

%
ENTERED this day of October, 1982.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



unTTED STATES DIsTRICT courr ror tud 1 ke E LU
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
'- 06T —- 41982

Jack C. Silver, Ulera
U. S. DISTRICT CQUR1

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs. ".CIVIL ACTION NO. B82-C-791-B

REGINALD WADE POWELL, dba,
OKMULGEE DISCOUNT SHOES, et al.,

B i

Defendants.

For 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.

Dated this Z~day Of%ﬁ 1982.




FILED

UNITED STATES DISTRICT courr ror Tz OCT - 4 1882 Lfé”
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA .
Jack C. Sibver, Glerw

U. S. DISTRICT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs. ' CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-774—BZ///

CLARENCE T. POWELL,

Defendant.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

57

This matter comes on for consideration this _/ "/’day:
of Sg£§§1;;£, 1982, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keatiné,
United States Attorney, through Philard L.’Rounds;‘Jr., Assistant
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, and
the Defendant, Cla;ence T. Powell, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and havinéjexamined the
file herein finds thaf Defendant, Clarence T. Powéll, was
perscnally served with Summons and Complaint on Aﬁgust 18;31332;‘

o
The time within which the Defendant could have answered or

n ]

otherwise moved as to the Complaint has expiréd and has not been
extended. -The Defendant has not answered or otherwisélmovgd;‘andfﬁ?-
%f ‘ default has been entered by the Clerk of this Court. Plgintiﬁf is
i ' entitled to Judgment as a matter ofmlaw. t ' o
IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against Defendant, Clarence
. T. Powell, for the principal sum of $543.44, plus interest at the

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




%he undersigned cer
or the foregoing pl

Fl L ED

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE OCT - 4 1a8?
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ,
saCh G ket Ll
U S Rl RIG REULY
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, '
Plaintiff,
vs. CIVIL ACTION NO.82-C-559-E

DONALD 1.. WHITE,

Defendant.

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL

COMES NOW the United States of ARmerica 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 4th day of October, 1982,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

&OljlikﬁffECQJ ﬁf}LLﬂdéktjééj;)

NANCY A ESBITT
Assistant United States Attorney

CERTIFICATE OF SFRVICE

tifies that a true cop?
eading was served on gal .
to by wailing the same t

e parties here
Of thorpto their mttgrneys © record on
__Eﬁ___#day of




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

vs.
LARRY G. COLEMAN,

CIVIL ACTION NO.B82-C-554-E

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 hereby gives notice of its

dismissal, pursuant to Rule 41, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,

of this action without prejudice.

Dated this 251 day of October, 1982,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

HILARD .
Assistant United States Attorney

CERTIFICATE QF SERVICE

5t
The undersigned certifie

of the foregoing pl
of the partle

thjm r to thel

j1ing the soue O

hssistant



