N THE UNLTED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE g | [ = D

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OXLAHOMA -
1131 e
MIDWESTERN INVESTMENT CORPORATION, ) 1ack ©. Silver, Ulerk
an Oklahoma corporation ) S S A A L
i ’ ) 1. €. PISTRICT COUR
Plaintiff, )
)
VS, 3 No., 82-C-660-E
)
JACOBSON & JACOBSON, a Colorado h)
general partnership, )
)
Defendants. )

@4&%
ORDER SUSTAINING"E&&E&%EEF'S MOTION TO DISMISS
PURSUANT 10 F,R.C.P. 12(b)(2)

NOW on this 28th day of December, 1982, there came on for hearing before the
Honorable James 0. Ellisonm, United States District Judge for the Northern District
of Oklahoma, Plaintiff's Motlon to Dismiss Pursuant to Rule 12(b){(2) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure. Both parties having furnished Briefs for consideration
by this Honorable Court appeared by and through their attorneys of record, the
Plaintiff by and through Gassaway, Green & Harris by Steven A. Harris and the
Defendants by and through Carson, Raybﬁrn, Hirsch & Mueller, by Mark E. Gautreaux.
The Court, being fully advised of the premises, and having heard representations of
counsel, both for Plaintiff and Defendants, finds that Plaintiff's Motion to
Dismiss, Pursuant to Rule 12(b)(2) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure should
be and is hereby sustained and Plaintiff 1s given twenty (20) days from this date
to further amend his Complaint to &llgge facts sufficient to show the minimal
coptacts of the Defendant in the State of Oklahoma necessary to vest this Court
with in personam jurisdiction over the.Defendant.

The Court further finds upon Tequest of counsel appearing on behalf of
Defendant, that Mark E. Gautreaux be and is hereby temporarily admitted to practice

law in the United States pistrict Court in the Northern District of Cklahoma in the



above captioned case so long as it 1s pending in this Court and in any hearing or
other Court appearance necessary to adequately represent the Defendants herein.

1T 1S THFREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by this Honorable Court that
the Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to Rule 12(b){(2) of the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure is sustalned;

1T IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by this Court that the Plaintiff
have twenty (20) days from this date to further amend its Complaint to allege facts
sufficient to show the minimal contacts necessary to vest inpersonam jurisdiction
of the Defendant in this Court;

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DFCREED by this Court that Mark E.
Gautreaux be and is hereby temporarily.admitted to practice before this Court in
this case until its completion.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

| e ) ff% et

JAMES 0O / ELLISON
United ‘States District Judge

APPROVED:

CARSON, RAYBURN, HIRSCH & MUELLER

BY: @/

MARK E. GAUTRER
1727 N.W. 63rd Street, Second Floor

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73116
405/947-8702

CASSAWAY, GREEN & HARRLS, T.A.

BY:

STEVEY J1 . HARRIS
P.0. Box 14070
Tulsa, Oklahoma 4104




IN THE UNITED. ‘§TATES DISTRICT COURT FOR BHE| | I [}
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
‘”W431'983\,£}i
i

Jack C. Siver, Ulerk
). S, DISTRICT COURT

No. §2-C-891-B /

JULIE NEWMAN,
Plaintiff,
vs.

SAFEWAY STORES, INC., &
foreign corporation,

PR M A el

ADefendant.:.

ORDER’ OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

The Plaintiff and;éefendant having compromised and
settled all issues in*ihe action and having stipulated that i
the complaint and the action may be dismissed with prejudice,
it is therefore,

ORDERED, that the Complaint and this cause of action
are dismissed with prejudice to the bringing of another action

upon the same cause Or causes of action. |

Entered this 3‘ day of Omﬂa_ﬁj/y. , 1983,
14 !

{/‘

TNITED STATREG DISTRI



SI1LED

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA JAME 1283

Jack C. Sityer uierk
U. S DISTRICT COURT

GREAT WESTERN LAND COMPANY{ INC.,
an Oklahoma corporation,

Plaintiff,

LANDMARK PETROLEUM CORP.,

)
)
)
)
_ )
vs. : ) No. 82-C-890-B
) . _
)
a Texas corporation, )
)
)

Defendant.

This action comes on for hearing this 25th day of Janu-
ary, 1983, before the undersigned United States District Judge
pursuant to Plaintiff's Application for Entry of Default Judgment.

The Court finds that the Defendant, Landmark Petroleum
Corp., a Texas corporation, was served with summons and a return
was made as required by law and that the Defendant has failed to
answer or otherwise appear within twenty (20) days. The Court
further finds that the Certificate of Entry of Default filed
herein on the 7th day of December, 1982, is in the form pro-
vided for by law.

The Court having reviewed the files and records herein;

having heard the testimony of witnesses sworn and examined in



open court and being fully advised in the premises finds that
Plaintiff is entitled to money Judgment against the Defendant,
Landmark Petroleum Cbrpq in the sum of $150,000.00 as liquidated
damages for breach of contract; the additional sum of $100,000.00
for loss of Plaintiff's logs, records, and production history;
the sum of $7,500.00 for abstracting fees and costs; and the sum
of $250,000.00 as and for actual damages suffered to Plaintiff's
business as set forth in Plaintiff's First Cause of Action for

a total money judgment in favor of Plaintiff and against Defend-
ant in the sum of $507,500.00.

The Court further finds that Plaintiff's claims for
punitive damages should be set down for evidentiary hearing on
April 5, 1983, at 2:00 o'clock P.M., at which time Plaintiff shall
present its evidence, if any there might be, in support of claims
for punitive damages. The Court further finds that if no such
evidence is presented the‘Court will make proper disposition of
Plaintiff's claim on the Court's own motion.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the Defend-
ant, Great Western Land Company, Inc., an Oklahoma corporation,
recover of the Defendant, Landmark Petroleum Corp., a Texas COrpo-

ration, the sum of $150,000,00 as liquidated damages for breach of



contract; the additional sum of $100,000.00 for loss of its
logs, records and production history as set forth in Plaintiff's
First Cause of Action, and the sum of $7,500.00 for abstracting
fees and costs.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Plaintiff re-
cover of the Defendant, Landmark Petroleum Corp., a Texas cOrpo-
ration, the additional sum of $250,000.00 as and for actual
damages suffered to Plaintiff's business as set forth in Plain-
tiff's First Cause of Action.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the Plaintiff
is entitled to recover interest on the Judgment entered herein,
which interest is at the rate of 15% per year from the date of
Judgment until paid in full. Plaintiff shall also have Judgment
"for its costs accrued and accruing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Plaintiff's
claim for punitive damages from Defendant is set for evidentiary

hearing on the 5th day of April, 1983, at 2:00 o'clock P.M.

S/ ]"Ih“.rC‘,»k"'Lafk_: DR LTy

a..i[

United States District Judge



~ _
IN THE UNITED STATES DJISTRICT COURT OF THE
NORTHERN DIST "ICT OF OKLAHOMA A S 11983

DOLLY HICKMAN and
CLYDE HICKMAN,

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

Plaintiffs,

Vs, No. 8f-C-222-E
CORNING GLASS WORKS, a
corporation; CECIL WARE
CORPORATION; FARMER BROTHERS
COFFEE COMPANY, a corporation;
and SAMBOS RESTAURANTS, INC.,
a corporation,

Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISS . WITHOUT PREJUDICE

NOW on this é [ day o' January, 1983, upon the Motion of the
Plaintiffs for an Order to dismiss the ' action without prejudice as to SAMBOS
RESTAURANTS, INC., a corporation, .nd it appearing that their is no objection
to the motion:

IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDE®:=D, ADJUDCED, AND DECREED by the
Court that the Motion of the Plaintiffs to dismiss their action without prejudice
against SAMBOS RESTAURANTS, INC., a corporation, should be granted.

DATED this ;{ day of January, 1983.

APPROVAL: /

s 7 ) ’j |
/ ! / )

C. D., NDR,THCU'FT" S
Attorney for Plaintiffs




.II“'- . g

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

MARC W. GORGES, )
)
Plaintiff, )
) NO. 82-B-1145-B
v. )
) -~
AMERICAN GENERAL COMPANIES, ) S i E
) D
Defendant. ) Fnp o
1083
ack (v
ORDER OF DISMISSAL Ck C. SEr o
- ) Jﬁdk

Us DiSTRICT COuRT

ON thisééZéEf‘day of January, 1983, upon the written application
of the parties for a Dismissal with Prejudice of the Complaint and all
causes of action, the Court having examined said Application, finds that
said parties have entered into a compromise settlement covering all claims
involved in the Complaint and have requested the Court to dismiss said
Complaint with prejudice to any future action, and the Court being fully
advised in the premises, finds that said Complaint should be dismissed
pursuant to sald Application.

IT 1S THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court that
the Complaint and all causes of action of the Plaintiff filed hercin
against the Defendant be and the same hereby is dismissed with preiudice

to any future action.

§/ THOMAS R. BRETT

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



IN THE UNITED STATES DIBTRICT COURT FOR THE HORTHERI
DISTEICT OF OXKLAHOMA
CHERYL FIELDS,
Plaintiff,
vs. Ho. 82-C~979-3

BARBARE LEE,

T Nt Vil gt Wt Vgt N isl St

Dafandant.

STIPULATED QRDER OF DISMISSAL

It is hereby stipulated by and between ccunsel for
all parties hereto subject &0 the approval of the Court as follows:

All claims presented by the Complaint shall be dismigsed
with prejudice as to all parties pursuant to Rule 41(a) Faderaml
Rules of Civil Procedure,

Each party shall bear his or its own cost and attorney
fees. ]

DATED this — duy 6f ! n}{ _"E-'L";/ w e ge ' 1983-
7 vid

o

By

Attorney for Plaintiff

By

Attorney for Defendant

50 ORDERED:

8 THOMAS 1 DROTT

i (W

T DISTRICT JUDGET T



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOE;: l L‘ EE [)

THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOHMA

THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE
PIPELINE INDUSTRY BENEFIT FUND,
4845 South 83 East Avenue,
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74145,

Plaintiff,
vs.
REECH CONSTRUCTION, INC.,
3880 North M-18,
Gladwin, Michigan 48624,

befendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

b 11983

Jack C. Silver, Glerk
U. S DISTRICT COURT

No. B2-C~-580-E

Now on this 52[ day of January, 1983, plaintifi's

Motion to Dismiss coming on for consideration and counsel for

plaintiff herein representing and stating that all 1ssues, con-

troversies, debts and liabilities between the parties have been

paid, settled and compromised;

IT IS THE ORDER OF THIS COURT that said action be, and

the same is, hereby dismissed with prejudice to the bringing of

another or future action by the plaintiff herein.

iy

o e vk

[

Ll sl

UNITED STATES DISTRICT SUDGE



- - FILED

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 14N 1983
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA |

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
g. 8 DISTRICT COUR1

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vVS. CIVIL ACTION NO, 82-C-143-E

CLAY B. FAUST,

Defendant.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this L52i' day

of '511¢u_ , 1983, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating,
Uniteé-States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through Peter Bernhardt, Assistant United States Attorney, and
the Defendant, Clay B. Faust, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Clay B. Faust, was served with
Alias Summons and Complaint on November 24, 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.

1T IS THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against Defendant, Clay B.
Faust, for the principal sum of $494.24, plus interest at the

legal rate from the date of this Judgment until paid.

I|Ik
s e

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



JVOGMENT ON JURY VERDICT

CIV 81 (7-8%)

Huited States Bistrirt Cmut

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ORLAHOMA

CAROLYN PENXLEY,

Plaintiff,

V8.

WAL-MART STORES, INC., .

the jury having duly rendered its verdict,

Defendant.

CIVIL ACTION FILE No, 81-C-391-E

JUDGMENT

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

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

It is Ordered and Adjudged that having found in favor of the Plaintiff

Carolyn Pinkley and against the Defendant Wal-Mart Stores, Inc., awards

damages in the amount of $9,000,00.

action.

of

Dated at

January

Tulsa, Oklahoma

, 19 83

Piaintlff to be awarded costs of

FILED
JAN 9,8 1983

i G. Silver, Cletk
S8 DiSTRIET COURY

,this 28th day

4

Clerk of Court
]



- - FILED

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA JAN 9 81983

UNTTED STATES OF B jack C. Silver, Clerk
d. S. DISTRICT CONRY

Plaintiff,

VS, CIVIL ACTION NO. 80-C-272-E

JACK BARLOW and SANDRA BARLOW,

LR S e L

Defendants.

ORDER COF DISMISSAL

This matter comes on before the United States District Court for
the Northern District of Oklahoma for the purpose of Pre-Trial. The
United States of America is present by its attorney Frank Keating,
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, through
Philard L. Rounds, Jr., Assistant United States Attorney and the Defendant,
Jack Barlow, does not appear personally but is represented by counsel,
T. E. Drummond. After examining the pleadings and hearing the statements
of counsel the Court finds as follows:

Based upon the statements of the United States Attorney the Court
dismisses the case with prejudice as to the Defendant, Jark Barlow.

IT TS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court that

this case be dismissed with prejudice as to the Defendant, Jack Barlow.

SL JAMED Wi prbi

JAMES O. ELLISON,

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

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

g o ZT
L%/,//?/ j“'/sf/;'//}z .

Philard L. Rounds, Jr.,
Assistant United States Attorney

R N
\ & (7/{__2_#._,,__._.__....::‘E;.ﬁ'f:»";;
T. E. Druureond,

- o



FILED

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

JAN 9 8 1983

Jack C. Silver, Glerk
U. S. DISTRIET CALIRT

No. 75-C-131-E

WILLIAM R. PRIM,
Plaintiff,
vs.

DEAN WITTER & CO.,
INCORPORATED and DEAN DAY,

L S . S S L

Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Upon application of the Plaintiff herein, and the concur-
rence of counsel for the Defendants, and for good cause shown;

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED, that the
Complaint of the Plaintiff herein be, and is hereby, dismissed

with prejudice to a subsequent refiling.

$/ JAMES O. ELLISON
Judge of the District Court




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

JAN 281983
ALEX THULIN, JR., ) ‘
. ) Jack C. Sitver, Glark
Plaintiff, ; g. S. DISTRIET COURY

vs. _ ) No. 82-C-292-E

)
CENTRAL AND SOUTHWEST )
CORPORATION, et al., )

)

)

Defendant.

O RDER

The Court has now before it the motion of Defendant InterFirst
Bank Dallas to dismiss, and the motion of Defendant Central and South-

west Corp. to dismiss or in the alternative to transfer to the Northern

'

District of Texas.

The central issue in both motions is the proper venue of an
action against a defendant national bank. InterFirst contends that it
must be sued in the district in which it is located, according to Title
12 U.S.C., § 94. Central and Southwest contends the same, and addi-
tionally argues that InterFirst is a necessary party which cannot be
joined, and urges dismissal or transfer.

Title 12, U.S.C. § 94 provides for the institution of proceedings
against national banks "within the district in which such association
may be established...” This venue provision has universally been held

to be mandatory, rather than permissive. Ccitizens and Southern Nat.

Bank v. Bougas, 434 U.S. 35, 98 S.Ct. 88 (1977); Mercantile Nat. Bank

of Dallas v. Langdeau, 371 U.S. 555, 83 5.Ct. 520 (1962). The proper

district for suit is the district within which the bank maintains its
principal place of business, and its main office, as specified in the

organization certificate. Northside Iron & Metal Co. v. Dobson & John-

son Inc., 480 F.2d 798 (5th cir. 1973). 1In the present case, Inter-



— —
First Bank Dallas maintains its main office in Dallas, Texas, located
in the Norther Judicial District of Texas. Therefore, proper venue
lies only in that district.

Defendant Central and Southwest urges dismissal for failure to
properly join an indispensible party under Rule 19 of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure. The Court has considered the following
factors, and has determined that the action should not proceed among
the parties properly before it:

(1) Since InterFirst Bank is the trustee of the fund out of

which Plaintiff wishes to be paid, a judgment rendered
in its absence would be prejudicial;

(2} The prejudice could not be avoided by shaping the relief,

and still allow any relief to the Plaintiff;

(3) A judgment rendered in the absence of InterFirst would be

inadequate;

(4) Plaintiff would have an adequate remedy in another district.

Having decided not to proceed without InterFirst, the Court must
decide whether to dismiss the action, or to transfer under 28 U.S.C.
§ 1406. § 1406 allows a choice between dismissal for improper venue,
or "if it be in the interest of justice, transfer ... to any district
or division in which it could have been brought;" Diversity juris-
diction would exist in the Northern District of Téxas, since Defendant
Central and Southwest is a Delaware corporation, Defendant InterFirst
is a Texas bank, and Plaintiff is a resident of Oklahoma. Transfer
would work less hardship on the Plaintiff than dismissal by keeping his
cause of action alive, avoidiﬁg any limitations problems, and avoiding
the additional burden of duplicate complaints and service of summons.
If the Plaintiff is in need of additional time to obtain local counsel

to proceed, it would be a simple matter to obtain an extension from the

-2



Texas court. 1In the interest of justice and the convenience of the
parties, so far as allowed by law, the Court will transfer this acticn
to the Northern District of Texas.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the motion of Defendant
InterFirst Bank Dallas to dismiss‘for improper venue be, and hereby
is, granted.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the motion of Defendant Central and
Southwest Corporation to dismiss or in the alternative to transfer
be, and hereby is, granted. This action will be transferred to the
Northern District of Texas.

. (ig
ORDERED this 24 day of January, 1983.

3

JAMES @. ELLISON
UNITEF STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

ALEX THULIN, JR.,
Plaintiff,

-vs-— No. 82-C-292-E
CENTRAL & SOUTHWEST
CORPORATION, a foreign
corporation; INSURANCE
COMPANY OF NORTH AMERICA,
a foreian corporation;
and FIRST NATIONAL BANK
IN DALLAS, a Texas
corporation,

FILED

JAN 9 8 1983

Jack €. Silver, Clark
U. S. DISTRICT COI'RY

Defendants.

— Tt Tt gl T Tt St st vt St St sl Syl St

JUDGMEWNT

NOW on this the l4th day of January, 1983, the above
entitled cause came on for hearing upon the summary judgment
motion by the defendant, Insurance Company of North America.
Plaintiff was present and represented by its counsel, Steven
R. Hickman. The defendant, Insurance Company of North America,
was present and represented by its counsel, Gable & Gotwals by
Theodore Q. LEliot. Upon consideration of the pleadings, briefs
and affidavits on file, the court finds that the Motion for
Summary Judgment filed by the defendant Insurance Company of
North America should be sustained herein,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, that the
Motion for Summary Judgment filed by the defendant Insurance

Company of North America be, and it is hereby sustained, and that



defendanﬁ, Insurance Company of North America, have judgment
on all claims against it herein by the plaintiff and for the

recovery of its costs incurred herein.

JAMES 9/( ELLISON,
United” States District Court Judge

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

THEODORE Q. ELIOT
GABLE & GOTWALS
20th Floor, Fourth National
Bank Building

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119

(918) 582-9201

Attorneys for Defendant
Insurance Company of North
America

A

STEVEN R. HICKMAN

FRASTER, FRASIER & GULLEKSON
717 South Houston

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74127

(918) 584-4724

Attorneys for Plaintiff




MWDGMENT ON JYRY VERDICT CIV 31 (7-83)

United Dtates District Court

FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

CIVIL ACTION FILE No, B0-C~-641-F

ROBERT A. WACHSLER, INC.,
Plaintiff,

vs. JUDGMENT

FLORAFAX INTERNATIONAL, INC.,
Defendant.

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, N

It is Ordered and Adjudged that having found in favor of the Plaintiff

Robert A. Wachsler, Inc.,

Inc., awards damages in the amount of $240,000.00, Plaintiff to be

awarded cost of action.

FILED

JAN 27 1983

iack C. Saver, Clark
. S. DISTRCT COURT

Dated at Tulsa, Oklahoma , this 27th day

of January , 19 83 ///,'

%1;45257342;%{ﬁiﬂ»t; -------------

" Clerk of Court
-]

and against the Defendant Florafax International,



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE - i L
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA v -

—
(£

ROBERT E. GRAY, JAMES VAN
GREVENHOF, KELLY LAWRENCE,
GEORGE BAIRD MICHAEL J.
SIMPSON, AND DAVID A.
DEARING, individuals,

Plaintiffs,

vs. Case No. 82-C-627-E
BOATMAN AND HARDGRAVES OIL
COMPANY, a general partner-
ship, DAN BOATMAN and EDDIE
L. HARDGRAVES, general
partners of Boatman and
Hardgraves 0il Company,

Defendants.

St Nttt ot St Nl o N Nl N\t R o L L W L L W L)

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL

COME NOW the Plaintiffs and the Defendants and by Stipula-
tion pursuant to Rule 41(a)(l) of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure hereby dismiss the above captloned action, with each

party to bear his own cost of couvt
[ ‘
,éc@ ﬁj“@\/
J ck D, Bryant
Attorney for Plalntféés
Ten East Third Street

L 700 Holarud Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

OF COUNSEL:

HOLLIMAN, LANGHOLZ, RUNNELS
& DORWART

700 Holarud Building

Ten East Third Street

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

(918) 584—1471

Jack C. Sitvar, Giery
U. S. DISTRICT COURT



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR W”'ZEt?’J

THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

A
MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY,
Plaintiff,

Vs, No. 82-C-343-I

GARNEY COMPANY, INC., TRANSPORTATION

SYSTEMS, INC., and PRICE BROTHERS
COMPANY,

Defendants.

JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT

This matter comes on before me, the undersigned Judge,
.(§4LL
for hearing this

day of January, 1983, upon plaintiff's Motion
for Default Judgment filed herein, upon the grounds that the defen-
dant Transportation Systems, Inc., has failed to answer or otherwise
piead to the Complaint filed herein, as required by law.

The Court finds that the defendant Transportation Systems,
Inc., was duly served with Summons in this case on the 19th day of
October, 1982, and is wholly in default herein, and that the plain-
tiff should have judgment as prayed for in its Complaint filed herein.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
plaintiff be, and is hereby, awarded a judgment of and from said

defendant Transportation Systems, Inc., in the principal sum of

$86,520.00, together with interest thereon at the rate of 12% per



annum from the date of judgment until paid in full, plus an attorney's

fee in the amount of $8,000.00, and the costs of this action that have

accrued and will continue to accrue,

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



Fl1Lep

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

JAN 26 1983
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

Jast\:kDC Silver, Clgr

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) ’ ISTRICT GOURT
)
Plaintiff )
)

v. ) CIVIL NO. 82-C-765-B

)
INTERNATIONAL SYSTEMS & )
CONTROLS, INC., )
)
befendant )

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL

Plaintiff, United States of America, and defendant,
International Systems & Controls, Inc., hereby file this
Stipulation of Dismissal, pursuant to Rule 41(a) (1),
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,

FRANCIS A. KEATING T1I
United States Attorney

I latl £ Creeoee
MICHAEL E. GREENE &z PRy
Attorney, Tax Divis
Department of Justice
Room 5B31, 1100 Commerce Street
Dallas, Texas 75242
(214) 767-0293

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

(“’T/GL/I}béz';%fgﬂu? (R

MARK HLONGEWIC;-
4100 Bank of pHklaghoma Tower

One Williams({Center
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74172

ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT



CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I, Mark K. Blongewicz, hereby certify a true and correct
copy of the above and foregoing Stipulation of Dismissal was
mailed to Mr. Michael E. Green, Attorney, Tax Division, Depart-
ment of Justice, Room 5B31, 1100 Commerce Street, Dallas, Texas
75242, on the 26th day of January, 1983, with proper postage
thereon fully prepaid.

SV Do Lo,

Mark K. Blongewicz ‘,j

(



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICY COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE
PTPELINE INDUSTRY BENEFIT FUND,
4845 South 83 East Avenue,
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74145,

Plaintiff,
Vs, No. B2-C-581-C
GINERAL PIPELINE CONSTRUCTION, INC.,

P. ©0. Box 99,
Amma, West Virginia 25005,

L A S WL R e O S S

Defendant.

oot 4. Shsr, Ulerk
P o

i, 2. DISTRICT COURE

This matter comes on before me, the undersigned Judge,

JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

-y

for hearing this :;j day of January, 1983, upon arqument of
counsel and being fully advised in the premises,

The Court finds that the defendant, General Pipeline
Construction, Inc.,, is indebted to the plaintiff herein in the sums
prayed for in plaintiff's Complaint filed herein and that said plain-
tiff should have judgment as prayed for.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
plaintiff be, and is hereby, awarded a judgment of and from said
defendant, General Pipeline Construction, Inc., in the principal

sum of $1,425.63 for contributions and $9,2322.00 in late charge



penalties, or a total of $10,748.23, with interest thereon at the
rate of 12% per annum from the date of Jjudgment until paid in full;
plus an attorney's fee of $1,500.00, costs of this action which

have accrued in the sum of $695.20, and costs which will continue

to accrue.

/Q/AA// "LC(*’(A(’ C,C?a /1,

Daloe Cook
Unlted States District Judge

APPROVED:

)*fkﬂr~*\ VN <::;E¥=““‘”“\

George H SSRamey

3 South Fifth Street
Yukon, Oklahoma 73099
Attorney for Defendant

Joe /M. Feafs -
DYég? POWERS, MARSH, TURNER & ARMSTRONG
525 South Main, Suite 210

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

Mttorneys for Plaintiff




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE®
NCRTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOCMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

)
)
Plaintiff, }
)
Vs, )
)
HOLLIS H. JONES, ) CIVIL ACTION NO. B2-C-297-B
)
Defendant, )
ORDER

Now on this c;;Sf;; day of January, 1983, it appears
that the Defendant in the above-captioned case has not been
located within the Northern District of Oklahoma and therefore
attempts to serve him have been unsuccessful.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, that the Complaint against
Defendant Hollis H. Jones is dismissed without prejudice pursuant

to Court Order date November 24, 1982.

S
/ nﬂlMAS R Bprry
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




THE UNITED STATES DISTRIC _ JOURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

CRAGER FORD TRACTCR COMPANY,

Plaintiff,

VS. No. 80-C-715-E

FILED

FORD MOTOR CREDIT COMPANY and
AMERICAN ROAD INSURANCE COMPANY,

U N R P

.y Ao oy
Defendants. Jkuﬂlﬁu,;ﬁ
"“.'ﬂ"- {Y‘ nf’:"‘f‘ f's\?vi;
JUDGMENT DISMISSING ACTION NN I CEEN |

BY REASON OF EETTLEMENT

The Court has been advised by counsel that this action has been
settled, or is in the process of being settled. Therefore it is not
necessary that the action remain upon the calendar of the Court.

IT 15 ORDERED that the action is dismissed without prejudice.
The Court retains complete jurisdiction to vacate this order and to
reopen the action‘upon cause shown within sixty (60) days that
settlement has not been completed and further litigation is
necessary.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk forthwith serve copies of
this judgment by United States mail upon the attorneys for the parties
appearing in this action.

. bkl
Dated this qu'L day of January, 1983,

. 7
Q‘__) e L () &{/,(.J_.’-L/L

JAMES&O. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




- ~ FILED
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA '“N3:51383

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

ROBERT JOSEFH ZANI,
Plaintiff,
Vs.

No. 82-C-438-E

DAVID LYLE MOSS, RONALD EARLE,
JOE TURNER and PERSONS UNKNOWN,

Pefendants.

R i L

OQRDER

The Court has before it for consideration Motions to Dismiss
for failure to state a claim upon which relief may be granted, pursuant
to Fed.R.Civ.Proc. 12(b)(6), filed by Defendants David Moss, Ronald
Earle, and Joe Turner. This action was brought by Plaintiff Robert
Joseph Zani under 42 U.S5.C. § 1983 for deprivation of his civil rights
under the U.S. Constitution.

Defendants' Motions are based upon the absolute immunity of
prosecutors from suit under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 while performing their
prosecutorial functions.

The Supreme Court in Imbler v. Pachtman, 424 U.5. 493, %6 S.Ct.

984 (1976), held that prosecutors have absolute immunity for their
prosecutorial actions in suits fcf money damages. The Court affirmed
the holding of the Court of Appeals that the complained of activities
of the defendant prosecutor were each an "integral part of the judicial
process", and accordingly stated:

". in initiating a prosecution and

presenting the state's case, the prosecutor
is immune from civil suit for damages under
§ 1983." (at page 995).

The Courts have developed two very different types of immunities

for officials - absolute immunity and qualified good faith immunity.



The absolute immunity is a complete defense to all actions taken by
the official within the scope of his jurisdiction. See Stump v.
Sparkman, 435 U.S. 349, 98 S.Ct. 1099 (1978). In Kostal v.
Stoner, 292 F.2d 492 (10th Cir. 1961), the Court stated that
"The prosecuting attorney is a

judicial, or quasi judicial officer, and

when performing his official duties he en-

joys the same immunity from liability for

damages that protects a judge who acts

within his jurisdiction over parties and

litigation." (at p. 493).

Absolute immunity does not require inquiry into the motivation

of the defendant, but defeats the suit at the outset, as long as the

defendant is acting in the capacity of prosecutor. See Briggs v.

Godwin, 569 F.2d 10 (D.C. Cir. 1977), cert. denied, 98 S.Ct. 3089

(1978) . Plaintiff's claims in this action center on his prosecution
both in Travis County, Texas, and Tulsa, Oklahoma. Suit was filed

while case number CRF-81-3065, State of Oklahoma v. Irma Serrano

Zani and Robert Joseph Zani, was still pending in the Tulsa County

District Court. Plaintiff Zani has since been tried and convicted
in that action.

Defendants Moss, Earle, and Turner were all prosecutors in
their respective counties when the alleged conspiracy to violate
Plaintiff's c¢ivil rights occurred; and were acting in their capacities
as prosecutors.

Having met the threshold requirement of a showing that actions
were within their official jurisdiction, the Defendants assert that
absolute immunity prevents the Plaintiff from recovering for any
alleged violations of 42 U.S.C. § 1983. I agree. <Considering such
immunity, it is apparent that Plaintiff's complaint fails to set forth
a claim upon which relief can be granted as to his prayer for damages.

Defendants' Motions to Dismiss should both be granted.

[



IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Motion
to Dismiss filed by Defendant David Lyle Moss pursuant to Fed.R.
Civ.P. 12(b) (6) should be granted.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Motion

to Dismiss filed by Defendants Ronald Earle and Joe Turner should

be granted.

¢
It is so Ordered this Z%47% day of January, 1983.

Qa%m,fp &a N

JAMES fY. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



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

ROBERT JOSEPH ZANI,

)
)
Plaintiff, )
)
vs. ) No. 82-C-438-E =
) Tl gD
DAVID LYLE MOSS, RONALD EARLE, )
JOE TURNER and PERSONS UNKNOWN, ) ‘Jf;gia&g
) ~
)

Defendants.

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

JUDGMENT

This matter came on for hearing before the Court pursuant to
Defendants' Motions to Dismiss. The issues having been duly considered,
and a decision having been duly rendered,

IT I5 ORDERED AND ADJUDGED

That Plaintiff take nothing, and that the action be dismissed
pursuant to this Court's Order of January gZ</7, 1983,

DATED this ZY > day of January, 1983.

Q" 2L A-c.’-c»(’(_q/‘ V(é.{: oy

JAME&’O. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE wp\ \ a
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA w7
A

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff, _
F6-C-739-E
CIVIL: ACTION NO. ‘82==Sttmp.

V5.

CHARLES E. McHENRY,

Nt gt Nt o Nl ot ot Yt ot

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 24 day of January, 1983.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorne

PHILARD L. ROUNDS"J

Assistant United States Attorney
460 U.S. Courthouse

Tulsa, QK 74103

{918) 581-7463

OTTMTE IO L e
Ty pndesotiee S
of 7
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L ED
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA LR 1263

acik C. Sai'-s'a:', 'u,.;lark_
. S DISTRICT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-689-C

VS.

JERRY W. WESTER,

Tt i S vt et matt S Sl St

Defendant.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideraticon this 5232 day
of ﬁéeemﬁgp, 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, Jerry W. Wester, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Jerry W. Wester, was personally
served with Summons and Complaint on July 10, 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
Judgmrent as a matter of law.

IT IS THEREFCORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECRELED that the
Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against Defendant, Jerry W.

Wester, for the principal sum of $2,000.00, plus the accrued



interest of $386.77 as of April 8, 1982, plus interest on the

principal sum at 7% per annum from April 8, 1982, until paid.

s/H. DALE COOK

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



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

FllLED
g gl

[a3] VNI o PYRE
Fed @, Sihvey, Olert

. i +oayrm ..nny
“. Ef'r. \ ‘S“.‘!‘Jl (\-‘- i

Se ¢ O \/

Case No. C=81-4T4=F

VICKI L. CRANOR,
Plaintiff,
Vs,

THE PRUDENTIAL INSURANCE
COMPANY OF AMERICA,

Defendant,
VS .
FLOYD WALKER, guardian
ad Titem for DAVID CRANOR,
JOHN CRANOR and J. R. CRANOR,

Third Party
Defendant,

and
STUMPFF FUNERAL HOME, INC.,

Third Party
Plaintiff,

e e e e e et e et et e et Mt M N e N vt St e e e Y it S

JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

NOW on this:gggfff day of January, 1983, comes on for hearing the
above styled and entitled cause. Plaintiff is represented by and through
her attorneys of record, FRASIER, FRASIER & GULLEKSON; Defendant is re-
presented by and through his attorneys of record, GABLE & GOTWALS; Third
Party Defendant is appearing pro se; and Third Party Plaintiff is re-
presented by and through its attorneys of record, HESKETT, HESKETT, DANIEL
& ESSER.

The Court finds that the parties have entered into a settlement
agreement for the disbursement of the funds on deposit with the Court Clerk

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



in the above styled and numbered cause as well as a settlement agreement
of all actions included herein. The Court after hearing the statements
of counsel finds that the settlement agreement as entered into should

be approved on behalf of the minor children of Larry G. Cranor, deceased,
namely, David Cranor, John Cranor and J. R. Cranor, and that the settle-
ment agreement is in their best interest.

The Court finds that the settlement agreement is to be as follows:

That the sum of Two Thousand Tﬁree Hundred Seventy-Nine Dollars and
38/100's (%$2,379.38) Shou]d be disbursed to Stumpff Funeral Home, Inc.,
and its attorney, Rick Esser, in complete satisfaction of the claim of
Stumff Funeral Home, Inc., against Vicki L. Cranor and that said action
should be dismissed.

That the action of Vicki L. Cranor against The Prudential Insurance
Company of America which is now pending before this Court be dismissed
with prejudice to any future action.

That the action between Plaintiff Vicki L. Cranor and Third Party
Defendant Floyd Walker, guardian ad litem, be settied and dismissed with
prejudice upon payment by the Court Clerk of the United States District
Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma of Fifty Thousand Dollars
($50,000.00) which is deposited ih the above styled and numbered cause
to the First Pyramid Life Insurance Company of America to be used as
hereinafter set out and the remainder of funds held by the Court Clerk
on deposit in this action be paid to Vicki L. Cranor and FRASIER, FRASIER
& GULLEKSON, her attorneys, and that the actions by and between Plaintiff

and Third Party Defendant be thereupon dismissed with prejudice to any

future action.



That the funds paid to The First Pyramid Life Insurance Company
of America be used to set up a plan whereby interest thereon shal] be
paid quarterly to Vicki L. Cranor for a period of sixteen (16) years
and then the principal sumis to he paid to Vicki L. Cranor at the end
of said sixteen (16) years; further, that in the case of the death of
Vicki L. Cranor, said interest payments shall be made to her children,
David Cranor, John Cranor and J. R. Cranor in equal shares, or to their
guardians if they are minors, until said sixteen (16) years have elapsed,
at which time the principal sum of Fifty Thousand Dollars ($50,000.00)
will be divided equally among said three (3) children.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court that the
settlement agreement as above described be approved by the Court and that
the Court Clerk for the United States District Court for the Northern District
of Oklahoma be, and he is hereby ordered to disburse funds as above provided.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUGED AND DECREED by the Court that upon .
disbursal of said funds as above provided by the Clerk of the Court, the
actions herein brought by the respective parties be, and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice to any future action.

udge of the

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENTS:
/-25-83  2,329.3¥

% f A‘/ L/ ; jgsjj 50,000.00

STEVEN R INCKMAN Attorney for 50,03/).29
Plaintiff :
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ELSIE DRAPER, Attorney for Defendant

e ) L 6) e

FYOYD WALKER, guardian ad 1item
for DAVID CRANOR, JOHN CRANOR
and J. R. CRANOR

RICK ESSER, Attorney for Third
Party Plaintiff




FILED
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR T :
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Yack €. Silver, Clerk

SOUTHWESTERN ART ASSOCIATION,
a corporation,

Plaintiff,
V5.
THE REGENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY
OF NEW MEXICO, a public

corporation,

Defendant.

U. S. DISTRICT COURT

No. 82-C-1081-C

NOTICE CF DISMISSAL

Plaintiff, Southwestern Art Assoclation, hereby

dismisses its cause of action

the University of New Mexico,

Rule 41(a)(l)(i) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.

against Defendant, The Regents of
without prejudice, pursuant to

This

dismissal is filed with the Clerk of the Court before service

by the Defendant of an answer
|

or motion for summary judgment.
Respectfully submitted,
JOHN E. BARRY

JAMES L. KINCAID
TONY GEHRES

fif;%? T Nirec. -

Jamgs L. Kinca{d\

By

CONNER, WINTERS, BALLAINE,
BARRY & McGOWEN

2400 First National Tower

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

{918) 586-5711



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Charles C, Baker, Esqg.

Gable, Gotwals, Rubin, Fox,
Johnson & Baker

20th Floor, 4th National Bui

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119
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RETIMTENES
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA |ank (. Silvcr, Clark

1), S. DISTRICT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

VS. CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-807-B

JOEY M. BELCHER,

N Nl ol S gt ‘it gttt it

Defendant.

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL

COMES NOW the United States of America by Frank
Kecating, United States Attorney for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, Plaintiff herein, through Nancy A. Nesbitt, Assistant
tlnited 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:%lfxgay of Januvary, 1983,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

ﬁk@uw& 0 . W

NANCY 4;>NESBITT
Assistant United States Attorney



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE Al i .o,
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA B
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
CIVIL ACTION NO, B2-C-133-E

vVs.

THERESA E. SUTTER,

Ut gt Vousl® ol st g “eur?

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 Nancy A. Nesbitt, Assistant
United States Attorﬁey, and hereby gives notice of its dismissal,
pursuant to Rule 41, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, of this
action without prejudice.

Dated this%%i“ day of January, 1983.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

Mhtvse, bo. Ihichodt)

NANCY NESBITT
Assistant United States Attorney



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

ROBERT G. BROWN and )
HELEN M. BROWN, )
)
Plaintiffs, )
)
) NO. 82-C-823-C
Vs, )
) ol
) [ T O
THE HOME TINSURANCE COMPANY, )
) i i 'J ]
Defendant. ) 1263
) Jack C. Silver, ieri
ORDER OF DISMISSAL U. S, DISTRICT COUR
ON this 52?5 day of glﬁqu- , 13{5, upon the written
7

application of the parties for a Dismissal with Prejudice of the Complaint
and all causes of action the Court having examined said application, finds
that sald parties have entered into a compromise settlement covering all
calims and have requested the Court to dismiss said 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 THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that the Complaint and all causes éf action of the plaintiffs filed herein
against the defendant be and the same hereby are dismissed with prejudice

to any future action.

s/H. DALE COOK

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

APPRQVAL //{i;//
A '

Byl - E
. AL TRLD B. KNIGHT,
/'Attorney fT Defendant

: 5\ -
+ (;ryr ry J (1JJA}\F\\
TONY L. WALLER,
Attorney for Plaintiffs
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE  Jijw !« i
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
Jack C. Stim Ci \m

U, 8. BISTRICTY 0O

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
VS, CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-562-C

GEORGE M., WINTERS,

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 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 thisézggxgay of January, 1983.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

Phacnn 0o Phratp )

NANCY(A. |NESBITT
Assist United States Attorney

17 _OF_SEUVICE

st iTicg thiot a troe cony
: T 3 vnE sorvod en ook
’o

4y
he Some o

ety

YT I Atite _;;;_; Lﬁﬁi
y') a,ttfu_{ ‘@ﬂm (ﬂ)

ciotaut LCd States Attorney
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE P
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA f‘ R L“ EE [)
SR 083
Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. S DISTRICT COURT

L. M. BERRY AND COMPANY, an
Ohio corporation and L. M.
BERRY AND COMPANY - NYPS,
an Ohio corporation,
Plaintiffs, No. 82-C-262-C

vs.,

MILLER ASSOCIATES, INC.,
and M.K.&0. TRANSIT LINES,
INC.,

Defendants.

il g T ) W N

JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT
Now on this 2,_% day of Q‘z_ﬂ , 1983 , this

cause comes on to be heard in-ité,regular order; the Plaintiff

appears by its counsel, Holliman, Langholz, Runnels & Dorwart
by Laurie N. Lyons.

The Court finds that the Defendant, Miller Associates, Inc.,
has been duly served with Summons herein within this State more
than twenty (20) days prior to this date, and has failed to
answer or otherwise plead herein, and is in default.

It is therefore ordered that the Defendént, Miller Associates,
Inc. ("Miller") is hereby adjudged to be in default and that the
allegations of the Plaintiff's Petition be taken as true and
confessed as against it.

Thereupon, the Court being fully advised in the premises,

and on consideration thereof, finds that all the allegations of



L

the Plaintiff's Petition are true as therein set forth; and
that:

1. The Court has jurisdiction of the parties hereto and
the subject matter hereof, and that the issuance of service of
process herein is in full compliance with the laws of the State
of Oklahoma and the Rules of the Federal District Court.

2. On or about the 1lé6th day of July, 1976 Miller entered
into a written contract in Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma with
Berry, wherein Berry promised to place certain advertisements in
various telephone directories as specified on National Yellow
Pages Service ("NYPS") orders placed by Miller and wherein
Miller promised to pay Berry's charges for all adds placed
thereafter.

3. Miller has on a continuing basis through June of le81,
placed NYPS orders with Berry and Berry has placed the adver-
tising specified in such orders. Berry has duly performed all
other conditions of the contract on Berry's part to be performed.

4. By various invoices to Miller, Berry has demanded pay-
ment of the charges due and owing.

5. There is now due, owing and unpaid from Miller to Berry
the sum of $15,747.71, together with interest at the rate of 15%
per annum.

6. By virtue of the necessity of institution of this action,
Miller is bound and liable to pay a reasonable attorneys fee
incurred by the Plaintiffs in the collection of this account.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that the Plaintiff is entitled to judgment of and from the
Defendant, Miller Associates, Inc. in the principal sum of

2



pu——

Y &S

$15,747.71, together with interest at the rate of Y% per annum
PRy
and reasonable attorney fees in the amount of § /S zp

and the cost of this action. Default Judgment entered against
Miller in no manner affects the Plaintiff's right to pursue all
claims against the Defendnat, M.K.&0. Transit Lines, Inc. or
any other party jointly and severally liable in the instant
action. All rights of L.M. Berry and Company and L.M. Berry
and Company - NYPS against the Defendant, M.K.&0. Transit
Lines, Inc. or any other party with respect to this action are

hereby reserved.

ﬁH.D&U?COOK
Judge
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE (58 D e
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKILAHOMA C R
Jack C. Sitver, Ciark

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, U. 8. DiSTRICT COIRT
Plaintiff,
vSs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-136-C

ROBBY L. HAM,

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 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;ztgiééy of January, 1983,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

/)MLM (;L /}\‘LW

NANCY NESBITT
Assista United States Attorney
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE T
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Jack C. Silver Ciarl

a , 'L,'

U. 8. DISTRICT coumy

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,
vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-1034-C
NORMAN C. WEEKILY,

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;é&i day of January, 1983.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

PHILA L :5‘5;7

I -
Assistant United States Attorney

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned ceortifies that a true copy
of the forczaoine pl-nding was served on each
af the partizz V-=vzo2 Ly nziling the same to

hem or to their o on t
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE CE .
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA CA,

“aci g g

! o LAY A
8 Bistp o iy
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, /W {-”?}f’;m
Sk

Plaintiff,
vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. B2~C-27-B
JAMES L. STEVENS,

Defendant,

AGREED JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this <</ day
of ;, -, 1982, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating,
Unitéd States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through Philard L. Rounds, Jr., Assistant United States Attorney,
and the Defendant, James 1.. Stevens, eppearing pro se.

The Court, being fully advised and baving examined the
file herein, finds that the Defendant, James 1. Stevens, was
personally served with Summons and Complaint on January 5, 1983.
The Defendant has not filed his Answer but in lieu thereof has
agreed that he is indebted to the Plaintiff in the amount alleged
in the Complaint and that Judgment may accordingly be entered
against him in the amount of $816.66, plus interest at the legal
rate 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,



James L., Stevens, in the amount of $816.66, plus interest at the

legal rate from the date of this Judgment until paid.

APPROVED:
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK XEATING
United States Attorney

U0 7

PHILARD I.. ROURNDS, JrFr’.'- ~
Assistant U.S., Attorney

L ‘4_‘,‘__‘@_%_

{%MEQ .. STEVENS

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



URITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE[ l [
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA - [-\ D

TOWN OF FAIRFAX, OSAGE COUNTY,
OKLAHOMA, a Municipal Corpora-
tion,

Plaintiff,

vs. CIVIL ACTION NO, 80-C-743-B
Ten (10} acres of land, more or
less, described as the NE/4 of
the SE/4 if the NE/4 of Section
13, Township 24 North, Range

5 East, Osage County, Cklahoma,
the Secretary of the Interior
of the United States of America,
et al.,

[ e S L W Py N P

Defendants.

FINAL JUDGMENT
{as to 59/72 Interest in The N¥ SE4 NE% NEY%
of Section 13, T.24M., R.5E.)

NOW on this CQ/ - _day of ;, 198, this
matter comes on for disposition of an application for judgment
based upon a certain stipulation executed by the Plaintiff and
certain Defendants, named below, and filed in this action. The
Court, having reviewed the record, and having considered the said
stipulation, and being fully édvised in this matter, finds:

1. This Court has jurisdiction of this matter pursuant
to Title 25, U.S.C., Section 357, and 1346a(2).

2. This judgment applies to a 59/72 interest in the
fee simple title, less and except all oil, gas, ccal or other
minerals, in a ce;tain tract of land described as the N% SE% NE)
NE% of Section 13, T.24N., R.5E. of the Indian Meridian, Osage
County, State of Oklahoma, containing approximately five (5)
acres.

3. The owners of the above described property are:

Edward Paul Beartrack, Jr.,
Fannie M. Donelson,
Billie Irene Hazen, now Wheeler,

Rose Mary Bighorse, now Rothamer, and
Freddie Joe Davis, Jr.

These owners are of Osage Indian blood and have never received

certificates of competéncy, and the land is held in a restricted



status. The Secretary of Interior, and the United States of
America have an interest in said land beéause of their guardian
relationship with the Indians.

4. Service of Process has been perfected personally,
as provided by the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, on each of
the defendants named hereinabove,

5. The Oklahoma Statutes cited in Plaintiff's
Supplemental Complaint, together with Title 25, Section 357,
U.5.C., give the Plaintiff the right, power and autherity to
condemn the Defendants' interest in the subject property for
public use, which in this case is for cemetery purposes of the
Plaintiff. Anad public necéssity requires the taking of subject
property for such purposes.

6. A Stipulation as to Damages and Just Compensation
has been executed by the Plaintiff and the above named Defendants
and was filed herein on ):mg% 1% , 1983. Such
stipulation resolves all outstanding issues, between the
Plaintiff and the above named Defendants, raised in this action,
and therefore should be approved by the Court.

It Is Therefore, QRDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that
the Stipulation as to Damages and Just Compensation, executed by
the Plaintiff and the Defendants named below, and filed herein on

, 1983, hereby is approved.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the
Plaintiff is forever barred from uréing a claim against the
Defendants named below for recovery of the condemnation award,
and interest thereon, paid to said defendants in case No. 13770,
District Court of Osage County, Oklahoma.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the
Defendants named below are forever barred from urging a claim
against the Plaintiff herein for wrongful occupation (trespass)
of the property described below. |

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the-

Plaintiff herein has the right, power and authority to condemn



for public use the following described property:
598/72 undivided interest in the fee simple
title, less and except all oil, gas, coal
or other minerals, heretofore reserved by

Act of Congress, unto the Osage Tribe of
Indians, in the real property described as:

The N% SEY NE% NE% of Section 13, Township

24 North, Range 5 East of the Indian

Meridian, Osage County, State of Oklahoma.

And such described property is condemned and title thereto is
vested in the Plaintiff, Town of Fairfax, Osage County, Oklahoma,
a municipal corporation.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUbGED, and DECREED that the
owners of the above described property are:

Edward Paul Beartrack, Jr.,

Fannie M, Donelson,

Billie Irene Hazen, now Wheeler,

Rose Mary Bighorse, now Rothamer, and

Freddie Joe Davis, Jr.

The right to receive on behalf of such owners, the
award of just compensation for the taking of subject property, is
vested in the Area Director, Bureau of Indian Affairs, Muskogee
Area Office, United States Department of Interior.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the
sum of $8,610.00, inclusive of interest, is awarded as just
compensation for the condemnation of the above described
property, and the Plaintiff shall make payment of such sum to:

Area Director, Bureau of Indian Affajirs, Muskogee Area Qffice,

for the benefit of the above named Indian Defendants.

§/ THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

&

Attorney for Plaintiff

(S%Mﬁ._m%.;
HUBERT A. MARLOW

Assistant United States Attorney
Attorney for Defendants '
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FILED

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF okLAHOMAJAN® 1 1983

sack ©. Sitvor, Clark
1, 8. DISTRICT GOHRT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-44-E

RAYMOND E. TURNER,

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 égl’day of January, 1983.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
. United States Attorney

K

PHILARD L. ROUNDS, JR.
Assistant United States Attorney
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i| friend; VIRGIL JONES,

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

F I
IN OPJF c%UET

..... _ ,\(@ JAN 211 1983
dack C. Silver, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

ELIZABETH PAIGE JONES, by
and through Virgil Jones, her
father, natural guardian and next

individually; and SHERRY KAY
JONES, individually,

vs. No. 79-C-53-BT ~

HOBART CORPORATION,
a corporation,

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

Defendants.

ORDER

Upon application by the parties and by stipulation that this case has been
settled to the satisfaction of parties, IT IS HEREEY ORDERED that this case
be dismissed with prejudice to the future fiting thereof,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that this case be dismissed with prejudice
and both parties bearing the expense and costs of their own litigation and no

assessment of costs being made by this Court as against either party.

e e AT T

JUDGE THOMAS BRETT
United Ststes District Court Judge

-

APPROVED:

\zégé\/ J i

ohr‘%ﬁm Attorney for Plaintiffs

e
pd/to —Jdhns ,;Attorng
Defi dant y
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FITLED
IN OP=i cHYRT

ELTZABETH PAIGE JONES, by and through
VIRGIL JONES, her father, natural
guardian and next of friend, VIRGIL
JONES, Individually, and SHERRY KAY
JONES, Individually,

t\\@ JAN 2§ 1983

Plaintiffs,
vs. NO. 79-C-53~-B ¢~

HOBART CORPORATION, a corporation

M e Nt N e Tt v M it e o ot

Defendant.
ORDER

NOW on this 21st day of January, 1983, this Order is mgde
pursuant to 12 0.5. § 83(1971). The Court being advised that the
parties have entered into a settlement in the amount of One Hund-
red Twenty Five Thousand Dollars ($125,000.00) lump sum, plus an
annuity for the minor plaintiff, ELIZABETH PAIGE JONES. Pursuant
to.Motions of the parties to dismiss the above styled case with
pPprejudice and the Court after hearing the evidence and for just
cause, finds that the check or draft for the benefit of the minor
plaintiff shall be deposited in Republic Bank & Trust of Tulsa,
Oklahoma, in thé amount of Twenty Two Thousand One Hundred Eleven
bollars and Nine Cents ($22,110.09), and shall not be withdrawn
without Order of the Court authorizing withdrawal.

The Court, after hearing the evidence, and for just cause
finds that the attorney of record, JOHN BAUM, is entitled to att-
orney fee in the amount of Seventy Five Thousand bollars
{$75,000.00), and immediate dispergement and withdrawal of that
amount is hereby authorized ocut of the up-front settlment money
and that the attorney of record, JOHN BAUM, is entitled to reimb-
ursement for expenses incurred in prosecuting this case in the
amount of Nine Thousand Eight Hundred Eighty Nine Dollars and
Ninety-One Cents ($9,889.91). The Court further finds that the
parents and natural guardians and next of friend, VIRGIIL JONES
and SHERRY KAY JONES, mother of the minor plaintiff, are entitled
to reimbursement for medical expenses and for future medical exp-

enses in the amount of Eighteen Thousand Dollars (S18,000.00).

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




. [ ) | ®

Said money may be immediately dispersed by the attorney of
record, JOHN BAUM,

It is further directed that VIRGIL JONES and SHERRY KAY
JONES, the parents and natural gﬁardians of the plaintiff,
ELIZABETH PAIGE JONES, a minor, shall have the responéibility to
deposit said sum in the above named depository and of delivering
a copy of this Order to the above named depository, at the time
the deposit is made.

It is further directed that this case be transferred to the
Juvenile Division of the District Court of Tulsa County for furth-
er supervision concerning withdrawals of the fund from the deposi-
tory. It is further ordered that when said minor reaches her
eighteenth (18th) birthday, this Trust Account shall cease and

said funds may be dispersed to hep upon her eighteenth (l18th)

THOMAS BRETT
United States District Judge

birthday.




FILED

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMAEHﬁ 211983

Jack G. Sitver, Cle
. S. DISTRICY Coirmy

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vS. CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-79-E

MICHAEL IL. SMITH,

N T Vot ol ot Nt Vot

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 :EZ day of January, 1983,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING

United States Attorney

PAILARD LY ‘ROUNDS,
Assistant United States Attorney
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FILED

AAM 011983

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ok (6 &“ﬂﬂl Rkt
| . ) il

W), . THETRICT Q0K

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs.

CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-267-E

CARLEEN SCOTT,

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 ./ / day of January, 1983.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

;%giii;?f§7ROUNDS, JR.

Assistant United States Attorney
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

LONGACRE INTERNATIONAL, INC.,
an Oklahoma corporation,

Plaintiff,

vSs. No. 82-C~1077-E
NORTHLINE WELIL SERVICING, LTD.,

a Canadian corporation, and KIN
RIG MANUFACTURING, A division

of Northline Well Servicing, Ltd.,

SR B P N

i, 03

jack G, Sitver, Clerk -
4. 8. DISTRICT COURT

Defendants.
JUDGMENT

ON THE $7C”2£ day of January, 1983, the above matter comes
b;fore.the undersigned Judge of the District Court pursuant to F.R.C.P.
55 for Judgment by Default. The records herein show that said Defendants
were properly served with proceés and have failed to answer within the
times proscribed. That Plaintiff's attorney has filed an Affidavit
for Entry of Default and the Clerk of the Court has made Entry ©of De-
fault. Pursuant to Plaintiff's Application for Default Judgment, Judg-
ment is hereby entered in favor of the Plaintiff, Longacre International,
Inc., and against the Defendants, Northline Well Servicing, Ltd. and
Kin Rig Manufacturing, both joint%y and severally for the sum of

$54,400.00 (U.S.), interest thereon as allowed by law, and for the

costs of this action.

- A
DATED this;icbdiday of January, 1983.

Qﬁqwf)@ézwh_;

JAMES @¢ ELLISON
UNITEB STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




I THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THH ORTHERD
DISTRICT OF OKLANORA

TED J. ESKRIDGE,
Plailntiff,

va. Wo. Bl~C-455-k e s
WILLIAM H. DOUGAN and Tl SR
EVERETT JONES, 4/b/a

JONES METALS,

Defendants.

il Nt Vgl Wikl “d® Vgdl Nogel Vgl gl gl Vit

ORDER OF DISHMISSAL OF PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT

—
e

On the Qj?@'day of January, 1283, upoun the written
gtipulation of the plaintiff for a dismissal with prejudice
of the plaintiff's Complaint, the Couri having examined said
stipulation, finds the parties have entared into a compromise
gsettlement of all the claimms involved herein, and the Court
baing fully advised in the premizes finds that the plaintiff's
Complaint against the defendants should be diamissed with prejudice.
IT 18, THEREFQRE, ORDERED by the Court that the Complaint
of the plaintiff against the defendants bho and the same is

Lereby dismissed with prejudice to any future action,

TFOTEA s T
:fii;,'__l ;.-Jif"ﬁﬁ'.: S

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN AND/.." ﬂ
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA '

L

Fanle ™

L

CRATIG BOTHWELL and PATTI
BOTHWELL, Husband and Wife,

Jagk (;.'Si-’;.**- 1o
.sw?(my“
g msmmfﬁm.!ig?'

Plaintiffs,

vs. No. 82-C-246-B
MARK H. EVERSON and
FRANCINE EVERSON,
Husband and Wife,

Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

The parties having so stipulated and agreed, IT IS
ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that this action be dismissed
with prejudice, with each and every party to bear his or her

own costs.

DATED this 2/ day of L_i?%&%%w, , 1983,
/) /

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT
United States District Judge
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FCR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-604-E
DARRELL E. SULLIVAN,

NANCY L. SULLIVAN,

COUNTY TREASURER, Ottawa
County, Oklahoma, BOARD OF
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, Ottawa
County, Oklahoma, J. R.
HATLL, JR., PATRICK J. MALLOY
I1T, Trustee, and STATE OF
OKLAHOMA, ex rel.,
COMMISSIONERS OF THE

LAND OFFICE,

ack G. Silvar, Clerk
i S DISTRICT COURT

N S et g S s T Sk ket Nt Sl gt Yl ot e e S e st

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

QL

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this c529 day

r 19B2., The Plaintiff appearing by Frank

Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern District of
OCklahoma, through Philard L. Rounds, Jr., Assistant United States
Attorney, and the Defendants: Darrell E. Sullivan, pro se, Nancy
L. Sullivan, pro se, County Treasurer, Ottawa County, and Board
of County Commissioners, Ottawa County by Thomas H., May, District
Attorney, J. R. Hall, Esquire, pro se, Patrick J. Malloy III,
Trustee, pro se, and State of Oklahoma, ex rel., Commissicners of
the Land Office by Clyde E. Fosdyke.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that the following Defendants were served with
Summons and Complaint on the respective reflected dates:

Darrell E. Sullivan was served on June 9, 1982, Nancy L. Sullivan
wag served on June 9, 1982, County Treasurer, Ottawa County, was
served on June %, 1982, Board of County Commissioners, COttawa

County, was served on June 9, 1982, J. R. Hall, Jr., was served



on June 9, 1982, Patrick J. Mallow III, Trustee, was served on
June 11, 1982, and State of Oklahoma, ex rel., Commissioners of
the Land Office was served on June 11, 1932.

The Court further finds that Defendants, J. R. Hall,
Jr., on July 15, 1982, and Patrick J. Malloy, Trustee, on July 6,
1982, have disclaimed any interest to the real property described
in the Complaint which is the subject matter of this action.

The Court further finds that the priority of liens on
said real property is as follows:

I.

State of Oklahoma,‘gﬁ rel., Commissioners of the Land
Office has a valid first and prior lien uponthe real estate,
described by virtue of a mortgage executed by the Defendants,
Darrell E. Sullivan and Nancy E. Sullivan, husband and wife, in
favor of the Commissioners of the Land Office, said mortgage
being dated June 9, 1978, in the amount of $24,300.00 at 7 1/2
percent interest, and filed of record on June 15, 1978, in the
office of the County Clerk of Ottawa County, Oklahoma. That
there is due and owing on the Promissory Note secured by said
mortgage as of the 15th day of November, 1982, the sum of
$27,700.94, together with interest at the rate of ten percent
(10%) per annum for judgment purposes, or at the rate of $7.5893
per day until paid and costs of this action. Further, the Court
finds that the Defendant, State of Oklahoma ex rel.,
Commissioners of the Land Office, as part of its first and prior
lien, is entitled to recover attorneys fees from the Defendants,
Darrell E. Sullivan and Nancy E., Sullivan, husband and wife, in a
sum representing ten percent {(10%) of the amount due on the
Promissory Note set forth above; the total amount due as of the

15th day of November, 1882, is $2,770.09, plus ten percent {10%)



of the accrued per diem interest, or at the rate of $0.7589% per
day until paid.
.

County Treasurer, Ottawa County, advalorem taxes in the
amount of $185,81.

ITY.

United States Department of Agriculture, Farmers Home
Administration, Preomissory Note dated June 22, 1978, in the
amount of $46,700.00 @ 5 percent secured by a Real Estate
Mortgage filed of record June 22, 1978. Further, two Promissory
Notes executed August 3, 1978, and February 16, 1979, for
$7,850.00 @ 8 percent and $15,380.00 & B.5 percent respectively,
and all secured by a Real Estate Mortgage filed of record April
3, 1980. Also an additional Promissory Note executed September
5, 1380, in the amount of $10,160.00 @ 11.5 percent. There being
due and owing the United States of America $62;666.58, plus
interest of $5,708.32 as of November 2%, 1981, and interest
thereafter,

Iv.

The remainder, if any, shall be held by the Court for
detexmination of the right to participate in the equity after the
sale, if any, between Darrell E. Sullivan and Nancy L. Sullivan.

The Court further finds the above-referenced mortgages
and liens to be valid and sustaining liens on the property and
that said mortgages are found to be in default.

The Court further finds the parties agree and consent
that judgment be entered in accord with the above-referenced
priorities.

IT TS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUBRGED AND DFECREED THAT the

Plaintiff have and recover Judgment of Foreclosure on said



Mortgages against all Defendants herein. Said Judgment against
Darrell E. Sullivan to be in rem only, and:

IT IS ORDERED THAT said mortgaged premises be sold to
satisfy the indebtedness due the Plaintiff, secured by a valid
second mortgage, and the Defendant, Commissioners of the Land
Office of the State of Oklahoma, by a valid first mortgage, and
the County Treasurer, Ottawa County, for advalcorem taxes
assessed, The distribution is ordered as follows:

First: Costs of the action.

Second: State of Oklahoma, ex rel., Commissioners of the Land
Office Promissory Note dated June 9, 1978, in the sum of
$27,700.94, as of the 15th day of November, 1982, together with
interest at the rate of ten percent (10%) per annum, or at the
rate of $7.5893 per day until paid, and as attorneys fees, the
sum of $2,770.09, as of the 15th day of November, 1982, and ten
percent (10%) of the accrued per diem interest, or at the rate of
$0.7598 per day until paid, all of which is secured by the real
estate mortgage filed of record on June 15, 19748,

Third: County Treasurer, Ottawa County, advalorem taxes in the
amount of $185,81.

Fourth: United States Department of Agriculture, Farmers Home
Administration, Promissory Note dated June 22, 1978, in the
amount of $46,700.00 @ 5 percent secured by a Real Estate
Mortgage filed of record June 22, 1978. Further, two Promissory
Notes executed August 3, 1978, and February 16, 1979, for
$7,850.00 @ 8 percent and $15,380.00 @ 8.5 percent respectively,
and all secured by a Real Estate Mortgage filed of record

April 3, 1980. Also an additional Promissory Note exccuted
September 5, 1980, in the amcunt of $10,160.00 8 11.5 percent,
There being due and owing the United States of America
$62,666.58, plus interest of $5,708.32 as of November 29, 1981,

and interest thereafter.



Fifth: Equity, if any, between Darrell E. Sullivan and Nancy L.

Sullivan.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDRGE

APPROVED:

State of Oklahoma, ex rel.,
Commissioners of,tbé Land Office

THOMAS H. MAY
District Attorney

United State of America

By:
HILARD L. ROUNDS!
Assistant U.$. Attorney

- )
[ },/}u'-'.‘ T A \/j)‘ )/L{.cﬂf{/ ey
NANCY LJ SULLIVAN

Dol & M)

DARRELL E. SULLIVAN




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT fn.t 0 o

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA!-+ - 3i.iCH ierlg
S DISTRICT £0uRT

o e L

R. LAWRENCE ROBERSON,

Plaintiff,

LEGAL SERVICES OF EASTERN

)
)
)
vs. ' } Case No. 82-C-737-E
)
OKLAHOMA, INC., )

)

)

Defendant.

, 1983, this matter comes
on before this (ourt, and the” Court finding that a Motion For
Partial Summary Judgment granting Plaintiff's Cause of Action
Ne. 1 for damages in the sum of Four Thousand Dollars

($4,000.00), as well as pre-judgment interest, post-judgment
interest and attorney's fees, was entered on the 13th day of
January, 1983, and the Court being further advised that the
Plaintiff has dismissed, with prejudice, his claim for
liquidated damages appended to his First Cause of Action, and
the remaining Causes of Action No. 2, and 3, being dismissed,
with prejudice, this Court enters judgment for the Plaintiff in
the following amounts:

1. For the sum of $4,000.00, plus $484.92 in pre-~judgment
interest to the date of January 14, 1983, and post-judgment
interest at the legal rate until said sums are paid.



2. Attorney's fees and costs in the sum of $1,

amount being agreed upon by the parties as a re
attorney's fee,

IT IS ALL SO ORDERED.,

954.13, that
asonable

N Y AL I A
AL WL e Lot whdrnd

JUDGE OF THE UNITED STATES
DISTRICT COURT

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT:

Vi (g e

1
'PHYLQIS DeWITT, Attorney for
Plaintiff

THOMAS D. ROBERTSON, Attorney
for Defendant



FILED

JAN 21 1983
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE ,
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Jack (. Silver, Clerk

U. $. DISTRICT COMRY

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. B2-C-345-E

DALLAS R. MOORE,

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 thisg jiz/day of January, 1983.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

tHILARD L. ROUNDS, Jg.

Assistant United States Attorney



C FILED

JANH 211983
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE , . o.
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Jack C., Silver, Clerk

U. 8 DISTRICT CouRY
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs.

CIVIL ACTION NO. 80-C-~55-E

RONALD L. TERRIAN,

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 to Rule 41, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
of this action without prejudice.

Dated this ;&/day of January, 1983,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

ééé%iiD L. Rgigg

S, JR.
Assistant United States Attorney



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THEi' ﬂ ﬂ“ e ED

HORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA i O () 1amn

Jack C. Sitver, Clark
U, 8. DiSTRICT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. B2-C-445-E

JIMMY H. WAGGONER,

Defendant.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter came on for hearing on the 13th day
January, 1983, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating, United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, through
Philard L. Rounds, Jr., Assistant United States Attorney, and the
Defendant, Jimmy H. Waggoner, appearing not, after due Notice
having been served.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Jimmy H. Waggoner, was served
with Alias Summons and Complaint on July 19, 1982, Thereafter
the Defendant filed his Answer on July 22, 1982. The Court after
being fully advised, having examined the file herein, and
exhibits which were made a part of the record finds that the
Plaintiff, United States of America, is entitled to judgment as a
matter of law.

IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADRDJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against the Defendant,

Jimmy H. Waggoner, for the principal cum of $1,042.76, plus



interest at the legal rate from the date of this Judgment until

paid.

Dated: /a5 .
7 7

of GANMLS O, ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




’ S

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

THE CHIEF REALTY COMPANY,
an Oklahoma corporation,

Plaintiff,

VS.

82~C—1083B/F I L E D

HILL & HILL TRUCK LINES,
INC., a Texas corporation,

JAN 201983 &

Jack C. Siver, Clerk
U, 8. DISTRICT CAURT

Defendant.

DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

The Plaintiff, The Chief Realty Company, hereby dismisses
with prejudice its claims against Hill & Hill Truck Lines, Inc.

in the above captioned matter.

C:iidgsz C;? 4&?2215;:)

Lance Stofkwell

Craig A[(“Stokes

Of BOESCHE, McDERMOTT & ESKRIDGE
320 South Boston, Suite 1300
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

(918) 583-1777

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is to certify that a true and correct copy of the _ .
above and foregoing was placed in the U.S. Mail on this 2P0 ?
day of g st - , 1983 addressed to the Oklahoma
Secretaqp of Syate, Corporation Division, State Capitol
Building, Oklahéma City, Oklahoma 73105; and to Charles
Whitchurch, 14942 Talcott, Jacinto Port, Texas 77049 with
sufficient postage attached thereto.

ld &P L)
7



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

18T F OKLAH | -2
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF O OMA s 0/,5,;[5

""*‘-..’,

f-’ .r“H “"J “i'
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ‘t‘ FS ? fF
J’

Plaintiff,

vSs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-111-B

TIMOTHY B. JACOBS,

i L S )

Defendant.
ORDER

For a good cause having been shown, it is hereby
ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the above-referenced action is
hereby dismissed without prejudice against the United States of

America.

Dated this /fféi day of January, 1983.

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA F , L [: ‘;

WARNER B. MARLAR,
Plaintiff,

DAVID ANDREW SELLECK,

i N
Le
-
-

Defendant. NO. 82-C-599-8

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

On this ﬁé-?: day of %‘(ﬁ(ﬂ%, 1983, upon the

written application of the parties for a Dismissal with Prejudice

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

IT IS, THEREFORE, 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 is

dismissed with prejudice to any future action.

JUDGé"é“F' THE UNITED STATEg DISTRICT

COURT, NORTHERN DISTRICT




" APPROVED AS TO FORM;:

Y, VS

MES BARLOW
Attorney for Plaintiff

/;i;%cég%z4fﬁgf>’i;g;4;£1N

APALE R. MARLAR
AttorRey for Plaintiff

/zq//"ﬁ/m

RAY W. WILBURN
Attorney for Defendant



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FILEZD
JAR 20 980

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

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

STATE FARM FIRE & CASUALTY
COMPANY,

Plaintiff,

vSs. No. 82-C-150-E

HERBERT H. HELLEN: and

KATHLEEN E. KIME, and

KATHRYN NICOLE KIME, a

Minor,

Defendants.

JUDGMENT

This matter came on before the Court, Honorable James
0. Ellison, presiding and the issues having been determined by
the Court granting the plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment
and a decision having been duly rendered that plaintiff, State
Farm Fire & Casualty Company, a corporation, is entitled to the
declaratory relief prayed for in its Complaint.

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED:

lﬂ That the incident which occurred on November 5,
1979 which caused the death of Carl Vance Kime should be ex-
cluded from coverage under a certain insurance policy issued
to the defendant, Herbert H. Hellen, by State Farm Fire & Ca-
sualty Company, said policy being No. 36-055-9841-8.

2. That the plaintiff, State Farm Fire & Casualty
Company, is under no obligation or duty to appear and defend
any law suit growing out of the incident which occurred on No-

vember 5, 1979 for the reasons that the incident on that date

is excluded from coverage under this insurance policy by virtue




~—— . —_—
of the acts of Herbert H. Hellen being intentional acts and his
being on a business pursuit at the time of the incident and ex-
cluding this occurrence from coverage under said policy.

3. That in particular the plaintiff, State Farm Fire
& Casualty Company, is under no duty or obligation to defend or
indemnify the defendant, Herbert H. Hellen, in a law suit un-
der case No. CT-81-877 in the District Court in and for Tulsa
County filed by the defendants, Kathleen E. Kime and Kathryn
Nicole Kime, or any other subsequent action that may be filed
by the defendants, Kathleen E. Kime and Kathryn Nicole Kime,
against the defendant, Herbert H. Hellen, as a result of the

incident of November 5, 19789.

S/ JAMES O. ELLISON

James 0. Ellison, United States
District Judge
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE JANf!Q]ng
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA JaCk G S"ver Clem
! ’

U. S. DISTRICT couRt

HOMART DEVELOPMENT COMPANY,

Plaintiff,

}
}
)
)
-Vs=- ) NO. 82-C-45-B
)
FOOD SPECIALTIES, INC., )

)

)

Defendant.

JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

The parties, having fully, finally and completely settled
this matter, submit the following agreed Journal Entry of Judgment.
The court, having reviewed the pleadings herein, find as follows:

1. All the allegations of plaintiff's original Petition
and plaintiff's Amended Supplemental Complaint shall be taken as
true.

2. This court has jurisdiction over the subject matter
and the parties to this action. Service of process is hereby
specifically approved.

3. Plaintiff, as the successor in interest of Tulsa
Associates, is the owner of the following described premises:

Space No. 44, Woodland Hills Mall,
7021 South Memorial, Tulsa, Oklahoma,

all as more particularly described in Exhibit "A" to the lease
between plaintiff and Food Specialties dated February 9, 1978.
4. Food Specialties, Inc. made lawful entry into the
premises pursuant to a lease executed with plaintiff's prede-
cessor in interest; however, Food Specialties abandoned the

premises on July 1, 1981.



5. At the time Food Specialties abandoned the premises,
Food Specialties was in default under the lease with plaintiff's
predecessor in interest, and Food Specialties is indebted to
Homart in the sum of $37,346.59, for rent and other charges due
and owing as of May 4, 1982, under the terms of the lease.

IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, that
plaintiff Homart Development Company have judgment and is
hereby awarded judgment against Food Specialties, Inc. in the

amount of $37,346.59,

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT
THOMAS R. BRETT, Judge of the
United States Court for the
Northern District of Oklahoma

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND
SUBSTANCE:

oo o~ gy
Terry M. Thomas
Gable & Gotwals
20th Floor, Fourth National Bldg.
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119
Attorney for Plaintiff

/

ﬁ?rcgfgg;“vxiji?é}

James W. Sargent

Sargent, Klenda, Hdag & Mltchell
uite 1000, One Main Place

100 North Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Attorney for Defendant
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE JAN‘EQ1983
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHCMA 5 \
Jack C. Slver, Clerk

U. S, DISTRICT cONRY

UNiTED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs.

MARILYN K. LANE,

Defendant.

B i e e S

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 19th day of January, 1982.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
. United States Attorney

E

Assistant United Stat

S—

Attorney

oo oan coen
Lheyooomn

R S

CIVIL ACTION NO. 83-C-39-B ,,/’/
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

qg‘ QUEEs: 2Bl

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, HIQTRIRT QA 1"

Plaintiff,

CIVIL ACTION NO.FBZ'C-L‘)OE D

Vs.

DELL E. PENTECOST,

b S N N S )

Defendant.
DEFAULT JUDGMENT D’ST GT‘ Gﬂl ]ﬁT

This matter comes on for consideration this K%ZZ day

of January, 1983, 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, Dell E. Pentecost, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Dell E. Pentecost, was
personally served with Alias Summons and Complaint on August 18,
1982. The time within which the Defendant could have answered or
otherwise moved as to the Complaint has expired and has not been
extended. The Defendant has not answered or otherwise moved, and
default has been entered by the Clerk of this Court. Plaintiff
is entitled to Judgment as a matter of law.

IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against Defendant, Dell E.
Pentecost, for the principal sum of $375.39, plus interest at the

legal rate from the date of this Judgment until paid.

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

)
)
)
)
vs. ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 83-C-10-B
)
FRED JACKSON; CHRISTINE JACKSON;)
PRESTON A. HUMPHREY; MRS. )
PRESTON A. HUMPHREY; ROY LEE )
WARRIOR; SHIRLEY WARRIOR; }
DANIEL J. ALEXANDER, M.D.: )
GENERAL CREDIT COMPANY; )
COUNTY TREASURER, TULSA COUNTY )
OKLAHOMA; and BOARD OF COUNTY )
COMMISSIONERS, TULSA COUNTY )
OKLAHOMA; )
)
}
)

FiLED

TR RCe

Jack C. Sitver, Ciath
. S. DISTRICT COURI

Defendants.

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 19th day of January, 1983.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

CTrRTITICATE OF CTRVICR
oo FRANK KEATING

The tndoonis=cd comiiling thot a trus e United States Attorney
of ithe =0 - ~two clecalrg arn o sorwed onofoelh
of Tl T l;‘:,"' g - (“_,////
thor ¢ Lo 70T Li" LS /// 4ﬁﬁf6?£°’ 6;i;¢:j
/At Sl S . PuIfARD L. r&UNDE
c*éZ;§2}7 Assistant United Ctates




FILED
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA s 01283
, LAY I e

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, gk C. Siler, Gl
b. S. DISTRICT COURT

CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-1014-C

Plaintiff,
vs.

JAMES E. BRIGHTMAN,

N Sl bt Nk Vgl Sents? Nusl Yougel Sputt

Defendant.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this / ¥ day
of January, 1983, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating,
United States Attorney, through Philard L. Rounds, Jr., Assistant
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, and
the Defendant, James E. Brightman, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, James E. Brightman, was
personally served with Summons and Complaint on November 17,
1982. The time within which the Defendant could have answered or
otherwise moved as to the Complaint has expired and has not been
extended. The Defendant has not answered or otherwise moved, and
default has been entered by the Clerk of this Court. Plaintiff
is entitled to Judgment as a matter of law.

IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against Defendant, James E.
Brightman, for the principal sum of $579.27, plus interest at the

legal rate from the date of this Judgment until paid.

s/H. DALE cook
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR ’Iﬁ] l L E D
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
JAN 1 9 1097

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

FREDA F. NIXON and
RICHARD NIXON,

Plaintiff,

v. Case No. 82-C-454-B
JOHN B. BARBOUR TRUCKING
COMPANY and EARLY AMERICAN
INSURANCE CO.,

Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

NOW ON THIS Zféﬁ_ day of January, 1983, there comes on
for hearing the Application for Order of Dismissal With Pre-
judice of plaintiffs' cause. The Court finds that a settle-
ment has been reached by the parties and that this case should
be dismissed with prejudice.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

S/ THOMAS R. BREIT

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



- T O FILED

) anon
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE JAR TG00
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Jackc Sil\ler Clﬂﬂ\
. ?

1. S. DISTRICT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-980-B

ORVELESTER OWENS,

Defendant.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this /7%6 day
of January, 1983, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating,
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through Philard L. Rounds, Jr., Assistant United States Attorney,
and the Defendant, Orvelester Owens, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Orvelester Owens, was
personally served with Summons and Complaint on November 24,
1982. The time within which the Defendant could have answered or
otherwise moved as to the Complaint has expired and has not been
extended. The Defendant has not answered or otherwise moved, and
default has been entered by the Clerk of this Court. Plaintiff
is entitled to Judgment as a matter of law.

IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against Defendant, Orvelester
Owens, for the principal sum of $1,660.00, plus the accrued

interest of $137.96 as of September 15, 1982, plus interest on



the principal sum of $1,660.00 at 7 percent irom Septerber 15,

1982, until the date of Judgment, pPlus interest on the Judgment

at the legal rate until paid.

S/ THOMAS R, BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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{ ) UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE }Qm‘lﬂ339?¥kf
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA "

{ Jack C. Silver, Glers.
! T 1., DISTRICT COURI

! Plaintiff,

:i

JOHN M., DWYER,

N

CIVIL ACTION NO. 81-C-130-B //

Defendant.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

. e i

il

This matter comes on for consideration this //5?'#dday

[

of January, 1983, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating,

United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through Nancy A. Nesbitt, Assistant United States Attorney, and

the Defendant, John M. Dwyer, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
i file herein finds that Defendant, John M. Dwyer, was served with
! Alias Summons and Complaint on October 1, 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.

i IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the

& Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against Defendant, John M,
Dwyer, for the principal sum of $822.03 (less the sum of $100.00
which has been paid), plus the accrued interest of $113.42 as of

May 30, 1980, plus interest on the principal sum of $822.03 (less



WU
,
- &

the sum of $100.00) at 7 percent from May 30, 1980, until the

date of Judgment, plus interest on the Judgment at the legal rate

until paid.
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TN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

_ . [)_ﬁ
SALLY HERD, Individually and as F I L E
surviving spouse of Leslie Paul
Herd, Deceased, and SALLY HERD, as
parent and next friend of PAUL
HERD, DARRIS HERD and STACY HERD,
all minors,

N1 A

Jack C. Sudwer, Clerk
U S DISTRIET CORT
Plaintiffs,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
) ,
)
VS. ) No. B8l1-C-472-E /
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

CRANE MANUFACTURING AND SERVICE
CORPORATION, a Wisconsin corpora-
tion, and OZARK ENGINEERING CO.,
a Missouri corporation, and JONES
BROTHERS CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, a
Missouri corporation,

Defendants.
ORDER

i '
NOW on this /& day of January, 1983, comes on to be heard

the Motion of Defendant Jones Brothers Construction Company

to dismiss the Amended Complaint. The Court, being well advised
‘ in the premises, finds that the Motion should be granted.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED by this Court that Defendant's Motion

to Dismiss the Amended Complaint be granted.

JAMES
UNITE

ELLISON
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

LARRY LEROY REED,
Plaintiff,
Vs, No. 82-C-634-C

BOB WHITWORTH, CREEK COUNTY
SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

FILED
ke “! _f () ‘:’)83

Jack C. Sifeer, Gierk
JUDGMENT U. 8. DISTRICT COURT

Defendants.

Pursuant to the Order filed simultaneously herein, Judgment
is hereby entered in favor of defendant and against plaintiff,

and the action herein is in all respects dismissed.

It is so Ordered this ﬁfz day of January, 1983.

H, DALE Cg%;

Chief Judge, U, S. District Court



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

Jack ¢, Sitver, Clerlg
i S, DISTRICT COURT

Case No. 82-C-876-B \//
ofF

STIPULATION S@® DISMISSAIL

PETROMARK EXPLORATION, INC.

Plaintiff,

V.

READD METALS COMPANY, d/b/a
READD SUPPLY,

Defendant,

COME NOW the parties, plaintiff and defendant, pursuant to
Rule 41 (a) (1) (ii) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, and
stipulate that the above-styled and numbered cause éhall be and
hereby is dismissed without prejudice.
Respectfully submitted,

HALL, ESTILL, HARDWICK, GABLE,
COLLINGSWORTH & NELSON, P.C. -

By k“7/i} Abﬁf/ ﬁ%szrfgch%?
Claire E! Barrett !
Mark K. Blongewicz
4100 Bank of Oklahoma Tow
One Williams genter
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74172
{(918)588-2700

and

BEST, SHARP, THOMAS, GLASS & ATKINSON

/é 1 f

.", "

By /} ,(/ o@lﬂ{?;:;‘
. '______/'/

Jehn S. Sharp ]
S50/77 South Main, Suite 300
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
(918) 582-8877




CERTIFICATE OF MATLING

I, Mark K. Blongewicz, hereby certify a true and correct copy
of the above and foregoing Stipulation for Dismissal was mailed to
Mr. John S. sharp of Best, Sharp, Thomas, Glass & Atkinson, 507
South Main, Suite 300, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103, on the 18th day of
January, 1983, with proper postage thereon fully prepaid.

Y Iy Y
\\7/ ]’/ Zé,&é/ /‘A/f/g,:u}’{:_;z L,//I( :/!
/?:

Mark K. Blongewic /v ///)

-y



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

CITY OF BARNSDALIL, OSAGE COUNTY,
OKLAHOMA, a municipal corporation,

Plaintiff,

TEN ACRES OF LAND, more or less,
et al.,

S1TILE D
1983

)
)
)
)
)
vS. ) No. 82-C-716-E

)
)
)
)

Defendants, )

JUDGMENT DISMISSING ACTION T -
BY REASON OF SETTLEMENT Jack C. Silver, Uterk

1. S. DISTRICT COURT

The Court has been advised by counsel that this action has been

settled, or is in the process of being settled. Therefore it is not
necessary that the action remain upon the calendar of the Court.
IT IS ORDERED that the action is dismissed without prejudice.
The Court retains complete jurisdiction to vacate this order and to
reopen the action within 90 days upon cause shown that settlement has
not been completed and further litigation is necessary. B
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk forthwith serve copies of
this judgment by United States mail upon the attorneys for the parties

appearing in this action.

Dated this ,/3%5 day of January, 1983.

C;;éﬁﬂ¢4tﬂékizgz;;¢+/i;

JAMES/ . ELLISON
UNIT STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




el

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

JUAN GUERRA,
Plaintiff,
VS, No. 82-C-671-E

ALTAMURA THOMAS,

FILED

Defendant. e 8 983
JUDGMENT DISMISSING ACTION Yack C. Sitver, Lierk
Fr e BY REASON OF SETTLEMENT U g DlSTRlCI COU RT

The Court has been advised by counsel that this action has been
settled, or is in the process of being settled. Therefore it is not
necessary that the action remain upen the calendar of the Court.

IT IS ORDERED that the action is dismissed without prejudice.
The Court retains complete jurisdiction to vacate this order within
thirty (30) days and to reopen the action upon cause shown
that settlement has not been completed within that time and.
further litigation is necessary.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk forthwith serve copies of
this judgment by United States mail upon the attorneys for the parties
appearing in this action.

Dated this /%% day of January, 1983.

_____ -7’%{,‘ (,—1—0 @/ﬂéi I e s A
JAMES/0. ELLISON

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE A e
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ~b|363

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

CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-339-E

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vVS.

JOHN W. BROWN,

el L L N W N T

Defendant.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this Zgﬁgk’day
of January, 1983, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating,
Unitgd States Attorney, through Nancy A. Nesbitt, Assistant
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, and
the Defendant, John W. Brown, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, John W. Brown, was personally
served with Alias Summons and Complaint on June 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 IS THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against DPefendant, John W.
Brown, for the principal sum of $465.36 (less the sum of $265.36
which has been paid), plus interest at the legal rate from the

date of this Judgment until paid.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



= FILED

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE T 51083
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA -
ety Y i;_.',:-- t .
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ! - A.L',_S_f:‘"“."[’leﬂé
U. o ;]“Lh'l:[ COU.;T
Plaintiff,
vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-663-E

LARRY G. HILLIARD,

Defendant.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this / Eiﬂiday
of January, 1983, the Plaintiff appearing by Prank Keating,
United States Attorney, through Nancy A. Nesbitt, Assistant
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, and
the Defendant, Larry G. Hilliard, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Larry G. Hilliard, was
served with Alias Summons and Complaint on December 2, 1982. The
time within which the Défendant could have answered or otherwise
moved as to the Complaint has expired and has not been extended.
The Defendant has not answered or otherwise moved, and default
has been entered by the Clerk of this Court. Plaintiff is
entitled to Judgment as a matter of law.

IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against Defendant, Larry G.
Hilliard, for the principal sum of $753.00, plus interest at the

legal rate from the date of this Judgment until paid.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR TEF
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA I LED

INTERNATIONAL PATENT L1083
DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, : .
Jack C. Silver, Clerk -

U. S. DISTRICT COURT

No. 80-C-279-E

Plaintiff,
vs.
WYOMONT PARTNERS, a
partnership, and NORMAN

J. HAYES, GEORGE COOKE,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
and JAMES CASTBERG, )
)
)

Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Pursuant to the Settlement Agreement between the parties,
and the Dismissal With Prejudice filed herein on December 7,
1982, it is hereby ordered that this action be, and the same
hereby is, dismissed with pPrejudice as to all claims and causes
of action of all parties. all parties shall bear their own

costs.

YA
It is so ordered this{ﬁ day of January, 1983.

S JAMES O. ELLISON

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

HELTICOMB INTERNATTIONAL, INC.
a corporation,

/

NO. 81-C-421-E
FlLED
JAH 18 1 {/M
Jack C. Silver, Clerk
1%, S, DISTRICT COURT

V.

INDUSTRONICS, INC., a corporation,
and INTERNATIONAL TRANSPORT, INC,,
a corporation,

e N e A N Nt N A s

Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

- ‘G/A-vv
ON this /2% day of“ﬂ'umn'b:;z,' 1983, upon the written application

of the parties fur a Dismissal with Prejudice of the Complaint and Cross-

Complaint and all causes of action, the Court having examined said application,
finds that said parites have entered into a compromise settlement covering
all-claims involved in the Complaint and Cross-Complaint and have requested
the Court to dismiss said Complaint and Cross-Complaint with prejudice to any
further action, and the Court being fully advised in the premises, finds that
sald Complaint and Cross-Complaint should be dismissed pursuant to saild
application.

IT 1S THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court that
the Complaint and Cross-Complaint and all causes of action of the Plaintiff

and Defendants by the the same hereby are dismissed with prejudice to any

Dol

Judge, Di ict Court of the United States,
Notthern District of Oklahoma

future action,

Approvals as to form:

/(// ) A

Robert H. Taylar, ABpﬁtney for Plaintiff

% XMM—/
atrick H. Kefhan, Attorney for

Internatjon Transpont, Inc.

Richard D. Wagner, Atyffrney for Industronics
Inc.



S T T O
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE P - l ' £
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA “iil'ﬁ Ly
JHE ') I ]

FOURTH NATIONAL BANK OF TULSA, ) Yack C. Silver, Clerk
a national banking aSSociation,; U.S. DISTRICT COURT
Plaintiff, )
-vs- ; NO. 81-C-247-B
FRANK L. BEAM, 2
)

Defendant.

JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

This cause comes on for consideration upon the application
of plaintiff for the entry of a default judgment. The court hereby
finds as follows:

1. Complaint and Summons in this action were served on
defendant on November 18, 1982.

2. The time within which the defendant may answer or
otherwise move has expired.

3. The defendant is therefore in default and the clerk
has entered the defendant's default.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, that
plaintiff the Fourth National Bank of Tulsa have judgment against
Frank L, Beam in the sum of $15,211.37, which represents the princi-
pal and interest to date accrued on the obligations sued on, plus
interest to accrue at the rate of $4.14 per diem from the date of
the entry of the default judgment, plus costs in the sum of $350.00.

B/ THOMAS R. BRETT

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




JKS/44
1-11-83

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

HAMMERMILL PAPER COMPANY,
a foreign corporation,

Plaintiff,
vs.
UNITAC ADHESIVE PRODUCTS,
INC., an Oklahoma
corporation and GARY
BURGER, indiwvidually,

Defendants. Case No. 82-C-518-C

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Upon the application of the plaintiff and for gocod

cause shown, this action is dismissed with prejudice.

5. DALE COOK
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




JKS/dd
1-11-83

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

HAMMERMILL PAPER COMPANY, S v
a foreign corporaticn, F l Lw L" D

Plaintiff,
vs.

UNITAC ADHESIVE PRODUCTS,
INC., an Oklahoma
corporation and GARY
BURGER, individually,

Defendants. Case No. 82-C-518-C

ORDER OF DISMISSAL
OF DEFENDANTS' COUNTERCLAIM

Upon the application of the defendants and for good

cause shown, this action is dismissed with prejudice.

s/H. DALE COOK

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



-.. . L

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT cougxgpk . -
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAH C. Slfver, c’ﬂl’k

U. S, Districr COURT

THE NORTHERN TRUST CCMPANY,

Plaintiff,
{formerly No. 82-C-3501)
vs.

CHASE EXPLORATION CORPORATION,

)
)
)
)
}
)
)
et al., )
)
)

Defendants.

Consolidated No. 82-C-1047-0«"

THE NORTHERN TRUST,
Plaintiff,

(formerly No. 82-C-3502)

VSs.

RALPH JACKSON, et al.,

Defendants.

ORDER

Having considered the Motion to Voluntarily Dismiss
Chase Exploration Corporation and Chase Gathering Systems,
Inc., as Parties-Defendant, filed by Plaintiff in these
consolidated actions pursuant to Rule 41(a), Federal Rules
of Civil Procedure, this Court finds and concludes that the
dismissal of Defendants Chase Exploration Corporation and
Chase Gathering Systems, Inc. from these consolidated
actions is appropriate, and that they should be so dis-
missed, without prejudice and without costs.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that these actions be, and

the same hereby are, dismissed, without prejudice and



without costs, as to Defendants Chase Exploration Corpora-
tion and Chase Gathering Systems, Inc.

IT IS SO ORDERED this /& day of January, 1983.

. Ty a1 A T Lol 3 i
:'_)f ‘“'i'-..)'i'\"h""'\u i vkt b

Thomas R. Brett
United States District Judge



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

MID-STATES AIRCRAFT ENGINES,
an Oklahoma corporation,

Plaintiff,
vSs. No. 82-C-699-C

CITY OF DETROIT and
JAMES MORTON,

Tt Nt St Nl S Vit Vot Vgt Vst St ot

FEILED
JM110 9983

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

Defendants.

ORDER

Now before the Court for its consideration is the motion of
the defendant, City of Detroit, to dismiss for the reason that
this Court lacks in personam jurisdiction over said defendant and
that the Northern District of Oklahoma is not the proper venue
for this action under 28 U.S.C. §1391, or, in the alternative, to
transfer this action, pursuant to 28 U.5.C., §1406(a) or §1404(a)
to the United States District Court for the District of Michigan.
The Court has no record of a response from plaintiff.

Rule 1l4(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
point or points upon which the motion 1is
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.

On September 21, 1982 the Court entered an Order granting
enlargement of time to the plaintiff to respond to the motion of
defendant. By the terms of that Order the plaintiff was required
to take the deposition of an Officer Dabrowski within 30 days of
September 21, 1982 and to respond to defendant's motion within 15
days beyond the taking of said deposition. The record in this
case does not reflect that the plaintiff has complied with the
September 21, 1982 Order and the time for plaintiff to respond to
the defendant's motion to dismiss has long since elapsed.

Therefore, since no response has been received within /¥/
days after filing the motion to dismiss herein, in accordance
with Rule 1l4(a), and the plaintiff has failed to respond as
previously Ordered by the Court, the failure +to comply
constitutes a confession of the Motion to Dismiss.

It is the Order of the Court that defendant’'s Motion to

Dismiss should be and hereby is sustained., This action is in all

respects dismissed as to defendant City of Detroit,

It is so Ordered this 42 day of January, 1983.

H. DALE COOK

Chief Judge, U. S. District Court



S e

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

RICHARD W. WALKER,

Plaintiff,

vVS. No. 80-C-586-C
THE NORTHWESTERN MUTUAIL LIFE
INSURANCE COMPANY, THE
NORTHWESTERN MUTUAL LIFE
INSURANCE COMPANY AGENTS
RETIREMENT INVESTMENT FUND,
FRANCIS E. FERGUSON, ROBERT

E. TEMPLIN, and RICHARD W.
WRIGHT, individually as
Trustees of The Northwestern
Mutual Life Insurance Company
Agents Retirement Investment
Fund, and DONALD E. CHAPPIE,
individually and as an Officer
of the Northwestern Mutual
Life Insurance Company,

EiLep Y

a1 1983

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
Ul S. DISTRICT COURT

Vvvuvvuvvyvuvvuvuvs—ruuvu

Defendants.

JUDGMENT

This matter came on for non-jury trial before the Court, the
parties agreeing to submit the case on the record herein, and the
issues having been duly tried and a decision having been duly
rendered in accordance with the Findings of Fact and Conclusions
of Law filed simultaneously herein,

It is Ordered and Adjudged,

that the plaintiff take nothing, that the action be




® ~

dismissed on the merits and that the parties bear their own

attorney fees and costs of this action,

<
It is so Ordered this /2 day of January, 1983.

H, DALE éOOﬁ

Chief Judge, U. §. District Court




FILE

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

DAVID R. WILLIAMS and PAULINE B.
WILLIAMS, husband and wife,

Plaintiffs,

ALLIED VAN LINES, INC., a
foreign corporation,

Defendant,

)
)
)
)
)
V. )
)
)
)
)
) NO. B2-C-500-E

oF
STIPULATION EOR™DISMISSAL

The undersigned attorneys of record for the parties
plaintiff and defendant in subject action hereby stipulate
and agree that an Order of this Court may be entered forth-

with dismissing the action with prejudice.

Griginal Signad By DONALD E. HERRGLD,
DONALD "E . HERROTS ™
MORREIL, HERROLD & WEST, INC.
600 Southland Financial Center
4111 South Darlington
Tulsa, Oklahoma, 74135
(918) 664-2424
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS

RHODES, HIERONYMUS, JONES
TUCKER & GABLE

2900 Fourth National Building

Tulsa, Oklahoma, 74119

(918) 582~1173

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT

50 ORDERED,

DATED:

g, e 1 - T el b i o - L e o v s e

JAMES O, ELLISON,
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

W



FILED

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA JAN 1 11982

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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vS. CIVII, ACTION NO. 82-C-1160-B

BILLY G. VESPER,

Tt ki Vgt gt Vet it et el

Defendant.

AGREED JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this [ﬁﬁﬁ day
of(:. A , 1982, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating,
Uni%ed States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through Peter Bernhardt, Assistant United States Attorney, and
the Defendant, Billy G. Vesper, appearing pro se.

The Court, being fully advised and having examined the
file herein, finds that the Defendant, Billy G. Vesper, was
personally served with Summons and Complaint on December 22,
1982. The Defendant has not filed an Answer but in lieu thereof
has agreed that he is indebted to the Plaintiff in the amount
alleged in the Complaint and that Judgment may accordingly be
entered against him in the amount of $278.40, plus interest at
the legal rate from the date of this Judgment until paid.

IT IS THEREFORE, QRDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that

the Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against the Defendant,



Billy G. Vesper, in the amount of $278.40, plus interest at the

legal rate from the date of this Judgment until paid.

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
APPROVED:
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United ates Attorney

R BERNHARDT ’
Assistant U.S. Attorney

) /
ﬁ/ﬁ/.// ﬁ ST Do
BILLY G. VESPER

¥
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JAN 1 1 1902
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMja oy

ck C. Silver, Clork
U. 8. DISTRICT COURY

TOWERY PRESS, INC.,
a Tennessee ceorporation,

Plaintiff,

Vs, No. 82-C-551-B

NATTONAL REPORTER PUBLICATIONS,

INC., an Oklahoma corporation,
et al.,

bDefendants.

R g e

JUDGMENT

This action comes before the Court pursuant to regular
setting for trial by the Court. Plaintiff, Towery Press, Inc.,
appears by and through its counsel, James C. Lang of Sneed, Lang,
Adams, Hamilton, Downie & Barnett. Defendants, National Reporter
Publications, Inc;, Pope Investments, Gerald W. Pope and
Gregory M. Pope, appear by and through their attorney, Bert C.
McElroy, Jr., of Pray, Walker, Jackman, Williamson & Marlar. The
parties announce in open court the settlement of the dispute
entered into between the parties and request the Court to enter
judgment in favor of Plaintiff and against Defendants as follows:

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the
Court that Plaintiff waery Press, Inc., 1s granted judgment
against Defendant National Reporter Publication, Inc., on Count I
of the Complaint in the amount of $291,141.43 (consisting of
$225,000.00 principal, together with interest thereon in the
amount of $41,116.43 and attorneys' fees of $25,025.00), together

with interest accruing thereafter from the 28th day of December,



1982, at the rate of twenty percent (20%) per annum on the prin-
cipal balance of $225,000.00, until paid in full; and court costs
in the amount of $92.40.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that judgment is entered in favor of Plaintiff and against Defen-
dant National Reporter Publications, Inc., on the Counterclaim of
National Reporter Publications, Inc., as contained in the Answer
of said Defendant filed July 7, 1982.

1T IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that Plaintiff has a valid and existing lien against the real

property described as follows:

An undivided six (6) acres interest in the below-
described twenty (20) acres, to-wit:

The West Half (W/2) of the Socuthwest Quarter (SW/4) of
the Southwest Quarter (SW/4) of Section 27, Township 18
North, Range 14 East, Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma,
such lien securing the payment of the judgment awarded Plaintiff
in Count I, and that Defendants, and each of them, are in default
of the obligations secured by said wmortgage and that Plaintiff is
entitled to forecloée its mortgage upon the above-described real
property.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the
Court that Plaintiff has elected not to waive appraisement accord-
ing to the terms of the mortgage, and upon application of Plain-
tiff, an order of sale Sﬁall issue to the Marshal of the Court
commanding him to advertise and sell according to law with
appraisement the lands and tenements in said mortgage as described
above situated in the County of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, and to

apply the proceeds arising from said sale as follows:



-

1. In payment of the costs of said sale of this
action;

2. In payment of any taxes due or other liens upon the
properkty at the time of the sale;

3. In payment to Plaintiff of the Judgment entered 1in

Count I, together with interest and attorneys' fees and costs alil
as set out therein;

4, That the residue, if any, be paid to the Clerk of
this Court to aveid the further order of this Court.

1f the amount derived from said sale is insufficient to
satisfy said Judgment, interest, attorneys' fees and costs, let
eXecution issue against the said Defendant, National Reporter
Publications, Inc., for the remainder unpaid.,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by this
Court that from and after the sale of said real property under and
by virtue of this Jjudgment and decree, said Pefendants, and each
of them, and all persons claiming under them or either of them
since the filing‘of the Complaint herein be, and they are, forever
barred and foreclosed of and from any and every lien upon, right,
title, interest, estate or equity of, in or to said real estate or
any part thereof.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that judgment is entered in favor of Plaintiff and against Defen-
dants, Pope Investments, a partnership, and Gerald Ww. Pope and
Gregory M. Pope, upon the Counterclaim of Pope Investments, a

partnership, as presented in its Answer filed July 7, 1982.



e (
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that pursuant to the agreement and stipulation of all parties
stated in open court, this Court shall retain jurisdiction.over
this action and execution upon the property above described shall
be deferred pending further application by Plaintiff. It is the
desire of Defendants to avoid foreclosure and sale of sald prop-
erty and Defendants are found to expressly waive any right or
interest they have to sale of the property prior to application of
Plaintiff or further order of the Court and thereafter to

a

deficiency judgment against National Reporter Publications, Inc.,

in the event that sale of the property fails to satisfy in full

the amount of the Judgment entered in Count I hereof.

DONE this //f/day of ﬁy/z”ugyuy , 19 &3.
z J

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT

- HONORABLE THOMAS R. | BRETT
United States District Judge

APPROVED AS TO
FORM & CONTENT:

SNEED, LANG, ADAMS,
HAMILTON DOWNIE & ‘BARNETT
I R

Jamés ¢ L. Lang ™ =
éﬁtoxneys for Plaint/iff

/
R4&4 WALKER, JACKMAN/
WILLIAMSON & MARLAR

ﬁxﬁéﬁt/c‘ Mcéggﬁfyl/tfézij

Attorneys for Defendants

L N R S

s

e
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT F: l L- EE‘ E)
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA a0
JAN 111883

Jack C. Sitver, Clerk
1. S. DISTRICT COURT

Y

EXPERTISE, INC., d/b/a
CHAMPION WAREHOUSE
DISTRIBUTORS,

Plaintiff,
vs. No. 82-C-552-B
AETNA FINANCE COMPANY,

Defendant.

B T S it

JUDGMENT

Pursuant to the agreement of the parties made at the time
of trial, Judgment is hereby entered in favor of the plaintiff
and against the defendant for One Thousand Nine Hundred Seven-
teen and 85/100 Dollars ($1,917.85), plus interest from this
date at the rate of 8.75% per annum. Pursuant to the Order
Sustaining Defendant's Motion for Judgment Notwithstanding
the Verdict of this date, Judgment is hereby entered in favor
of the defendant, Aetna Finance Company, and against the
plaintiff, Expertise, Inc., d/b/a Champion Warehouse Distri-
butors, on the rest or balance of any cause of action or
claim by plaintiff against the defendant herein.

The parties are to pay their own respective attorneys
fees and costs. ,

ENTERED this in;fday of January, 1983.

et o7

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DpIsTRIcT courT rorfFie] b B D
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ‘
JAM 1 11083

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

SAN FRANCISCO-OKLAHOMA PETROLEUM
EXPLORATION CORPORATION,

Plaintiff,
vs. Case No. 82-C-190-B
CARSTAN OIL COMPANY, INC.

COURTNEY G. ROGERS, AN INDIVIDUAL,

AND WILLTIAM R. ROGERS, AN
INDIVIDUAL,

Defendants.

JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

This matter came on for hearing on September 17, 1982,
on the parties' cross motions for partial summary judgment. After
consideration of the Briefs and oral arguments of counsel this
Court issued on order on the 28th day of September, 1982, denying
Plaintiff partial summary judgment in Counts IV and V of its
Complaint and granting Plaintiff Partial Summary Judgment on Count
I of its complaint. The parties, having stipulated to the amount
of restitution to which Plaintiff is entitled, this Court finds
there is no just reason for delay and directs judgment be entered
accordingly.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
sale of the security sold by Defendants to Plaintiff be rescinded

and Plaintiff have judgment as against the Defendants and each of



them in the amount of Sixty Eight Thousand Two Hundred Forty and

51/100 Dollars ($68,240.51), plus the costs of this action.

e/ TUOMAS B, BRETT
UnTted States District Judge

Approved as to form this
{ day of January, 1983.

SNEED, LANG, ADAMS,
HAMILTON, DOWNIE & BARNETT

by Lol o dx )///m

Mellnda J. Marfin
Attorneys for/Plaintiff

Approved as to form this
day of January, 1983.

PRAY,, WALKER, JACKMAN,
WILLIAMSON & MARE?R

//77 ?U/C/L/&

J. Warren Jackman
Attorneys for Defendants




FILED

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JAM 11 b
FOR THE Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U, S. DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

J. D. STEELMAN
Plaintiff

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL

)
)
)

V. ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-795-E
)
LOUIS GANT )
)

Defendant

TO: THCOMAS E. SALISBURY
Co-Counsel for Defendant
P. O. Box 519
Sand Springs, OK 74063

Please take notice that the above-styled

action is hereby dismissed.

0. Box 1915
Tulsa, OK 74101

I hereby certify that on this Eﬁ day of
January, 1983, a copy of the foregoing Notice of Dismis-
sal was mailed to Thomas E. Salisbury, Co-Counsel for

Defendant.



~ ~—
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JOHN P. PADDOCK,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, }
Plaintiff, ) JAN 111983
vs. ) Jack C. Silver, Clerk
) U. S. DISTRICT COURT
)
)

Defendant. CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-279-E
JUDGMENT

This matter came on for further pre-trial hearing on
January 5, 1983, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating, United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, through
Philard A. Rounds, Jr., Assistant United States Attorney, and the
Defendant, John P. Paddock, appearing not.

The Court, being fully advised and having examined the
file herein, finds that the Defendant, John P. Paddock was served
with Summons and Complaint on March 11, 1982. The Defendant
filed his Answer herein on May 26, 1982, alleging that he did not
receive the educational benefits that Plaintiff seeks to recover
herein for the period Nov¢mber 11, 1980, to November 30, 1980.
Defendant received due notice of the pre-trial hearing set herein
for October 4, 1982 but did not appear. Defendant received due
notice of the further pre-trial hearing but did not appear.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against the Defendant John P.

Paddock in the amount of $218.00, plus interest at the legal rate

from the date of this Judgment until paid.

<] JAMES O- eLUSON,

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



HHP:slb
12/27/82

LAW OFFICES

UNGERMAN,
CoNNER &
LirrLE

MIDWAY BLRG,
2727 EAST 21 ST.
SUITE 400

F,O.BOX 2009
TULSA, OKLAHOMA
ELRL )]

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

THE NEOGARD CORPORATION,
a corporation,

F,LE

NO. B2-C-1048-C

Plaintiff,

Vs,

AN 11 198

Jack . Silver
u.s Dlﬂnlm’c%ﬂ’

NELSON JOHNSON,

L T W

Defendant.

JUDGMENT

The Defendant, Nelson Johnson, having been regularly
served with process and-having failed to appear and answer the

Plaintiff's Complaint filed herein, and the default of said Defen-

dant having been duly entered, and it appearing that this Defendant

is not an infant, incompetent, nor a member of any military servic
and it appearing by the Affidavit of Harris H. Prescott, Plaintiff
attorney, that the Plaintiff is entitled to a judgment herein,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY
THIS COURT that the Plaintiff have and recover from the Defendant,
Nelson Johnson, a judgment in the sum of $69,196.66, with interest
thereon at the rate of 9.6% per annum from July 28, 1982, until
date of judgment, and thereafter at the rate of 15% per annum from
date of judgment until paid, plus an attorney's fee in the sum of

$2,500.00, plus all the costs of this action,

| -
pated this _ |V~ day of O - , 1987 .

D

@,

United States District Judae




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

DAVIDSON OIL COUNTRY SUPPLY CO.,

)
INC., a Delaware corporation, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
-v- ) No. 82-C-873-C

)
GREAT AMERICAN OIL CO., INC. )

an Oklahoma corporation, ’ ) F-" l L E D
)

Defendant. ) nrl 11983
' ler
JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT Jack C. Silver, Clerk

This matter came on before me, the undersigned judge, on
this //”7 day of January, 1983, plaintiff appearing by and through
its counsel, Andrews Davis Legg Bixler Milsten & Murrah, and the

defendant, Great American 0il Co., Inc., appearing not.

The Court having examined the Court file and being fully

advised in the premises, finds:

That the defendant was duly served with summons in this

case, has failed to enter an appearance, plead or otherwise

defend, and is wholly in default.

That the Court has jurisdiction of the parties and the
subject matter of this case; and that plaintiff should have
judgment as prayed for in its Complaint filed herein, including a
reasonable attorneys' fee as based on the evidence presented

pursuant to the provisions of Title 12 Okla. Stat. § 937.

U. S. DISTRICT COURT



IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that

plaintiff be, and is hereby awarded a judgment of and from the

defendant, Great American 0il Co., Inc., in the principal sum of

Sixteen Thousand Eight Hundred Sixty-six and 72/100 ($16,866.72),

. 7S
together with interest on the judgment at the rate of &fg-h—&eéx

percent EE&E- per annum, attorneys' fees in the amount

S -0 - , and the costs of this action.

DATED this // day of January, 1983.

IOLA

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




FILED

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR

THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA JAN 1 11983
‘ Jack L MIVG! Gl
FEROLD G. AREND, an Srk
individual, Dis mCT COURY
Plaintiff,
vs.

f\\ .
o (-c-g82-c

Consolldated Under
Case No. 82-C-682-C)

DAVID DILLION, an individual,
and RIVERBASIN DEVELOPMENT
CORPORATION, an Oklahoma
corporation,

Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Pursuant to application and stipulation for dismissal
with prejudice filed herein by the parties, the Court finds
that said application and stipulation should be granted and
that this matter should be dismissed with prejudice.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by
the Court that complaints & 'counterclaims are hereby dismissed
witﬁ prejudice,

bated this /9 day of January, 1983.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



FILED

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

Jmum&

lack C. Siver, ¢
mammwﬁ%

FEROLD G. AREND, an
individual,

Plaintiff,

vS. No.(@éﬁgﬁgg;iZ?\) *
No. B2=C-683-B

{Consolidated Under
Case No. 82-C-682-C)

DAVID DILLION, an individual,
and RIVERBASIN DEVELOPMENT
CORPORATION, an Oklahoma
corporation,

Defendants.

T et T e el et Ml et et e W Ml et o e e

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Pursuant to application and stipulation for dismissal
with prejudice filed herein by the parties, the Court finds
that said application and stipulation should be gfanted and
that this matter should be dismissed with prejudice.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT.ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by

the Court that complaints & ‘counterclaims are hereby dismissed

with prejudice.

batnd thiéAZlmday of January, 1983,

MLA{,/

..
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COQURT
FOR THE NCRTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
CCI CORPORATION,
Plaintiff,

VS.

No. 78'C—26FBTI/L E D
JAN 1119824

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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

L . B W

Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

The above cause comes before the Court on the Joint
Stipulation of Dismissal with Prejudice, and the Court,
being well advised in the premises, finds that an Order
of Dismissal should issue.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the above entitled cause
be and the same is hereby dismissed with prejudié@, each
party to bear its own costs and attorney's fees.

179
ENTERED this /(‘” day of January, 1983.

%y;m@@f/g&@p/f

THCOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR

THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA FILED
MIDWESTERN HOMES, INC., JAN 111983
corporation Jack C. Silver, Clerk

Plaintiff, U. S. DISTRICT COURT
vS. No. 80-C=729-E

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

o
o

Tt sl St s et St e St Niaa Vst Sl et

Defendants.

ORDER QOF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Upon good cause shown and based upon the Joint Stipulation
for a Dismissal With Prejudice filed herein by the Plaintiff and
all Defendants to this action pursuant to Federal Rule 41 (a) of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the Plaintiff's action and
the Defendants' crossclaiﬁ are hereby dismissed with prejudice

as to all parties to this suit.

S/ JAMLS O, ELLiIDON

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA



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

FILED
JAN 111983

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

ELBERT WHITSON, d/b/a
0ZARK TRUCK PLAZA,

Plaintiff,
No. 80-C~-716-E

vSs.

CUMMINS SALES & SERVICE, INC.,
a foreign corporation,

L A A R N A e

Defendant.

JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

NOW on this 29th day of December, 1982 this matter comes on for hearing
before the undersigned Judge of .the United States District Court for the
Northern District of Oklahoma for hearing on the defendant's Motion for Attorney
Fees. The plaintiff appears by and through his attorrney, A. Craig Abrahamson
and the defendant, appears by and through its attorney of record, Gregory D.
Nellis. The Court recognizing that judgment was had on behalf of the defendant
in this action at the conclusion of the trial of this matter on August 30, 1982
and after hearing argument by both counsel, and being fully advised in the
premises, this Court finds that the defendant as the prevailing party in this
action shall be entitled to a reasonable attorney fee i1in the amount of
$8,000.00. This Court further recognizes that the Court Clerk for the United
States District Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma has assessed costs
in favor of the defendant, and against the plaintiff herein in the amount of

$1,252.70.



IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the defendant, Cummins
Sales and Service, Inc., have judgment against the plaintiff, Elbert Whitson
doing business as Ozark Truck Plaza in the amount of $9,252.70 as a reasonable

fee and cost in this matter.

; _S%ﬁl&mmglﬁ ELLISON
Honorable ‘James 0. Ellison

Judge of the U,S. District Court

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

LGl -

A, Craig Abfrafamson
Attorney fdr the Plaintiff

/)'/L?QOWJ D el x | ]

Gregory ¥. NeV¥lis
Attorney for the Defendant
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT F l L E D
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA JA?‘1(31983
ROBERT A. ORCUTT, M c_ S"vef clerk
’

Plaintiff,

U\, 8. DISTRICT COURT

V.
Case No., 81-C-516-B
CITY OF TULSA, OKLAHOMA, a

municipal corporation, et al.,

Nt N N Nl Nt St N N Nt Nt

Defendants.

JOINT DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE

COMES NOW the Plaintiff, Robert A. Orcutt, by and through his attorney of
record, Walter D. Haskins, of the law firm of Best, Sharp, Thomas, Glass &
Atkinson, Tulsa, Oklahoma, and dismisses this cause without prejudice to the

filing of another.

Respectfully submitted,

BEST, SHARP, THOMAS, GLASS & ATKINSON

BY: L M—\

WALTEK D. HASKINS
Attorney at Law

300 0il Capital Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
(918) 582-8877

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on ‘this 2 day of January, 1982, a true, correct
and exact copy of the above and foregoing instrument was mailed to David M.



Anderson, 200 Civic Center, Room 1012, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103, with proper
postage thereon full prepaid.

WALTER D, HASKINS

, ORDER

I Thd

NOW ON this _// day of Vi nwartyy » 1983, comes on to be heard
) /

the Dismissal Without Prejudice of Plaintiff herein. The Court, being well

advised in the premises, finds that said application should be and hereby 1is

Sustained, and said action is dismissed without prejudice to the filing of

another, F l L E D
JAN 111982

Jack C. Silver, Clerk %M%MW

U, S, DlSTRlCT GOUR] Judge Thomas Brett

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT:

St L

WATTER D. HASKINS

%JW / 4\6@4«0‘\

DAVID M. ANDERSON




~«N THE UNITED STATES DISTRITT COURT ' a
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

¥ e ASSOCIATED BEAUTY COMPANIES, INC.,
,jj Plaintiff,
vSs. No. 79~-C-208-E

LANGE LABORATORIES, INC., et al.,

| LEL

Nt St Vot St Sl il N S S

Defendants. e Y{
a3 101983 .

JUDGMENT DISMISSING ACTION Jack C. Silver, Clerk

BY REASON OF SETTLEMENT . S. DISTRICT COUR

The Court has been advised by counsel that this action has been
settled, or is in the process of being settled. Therefore it is not
necessary that the action remain upon the calendar of the Court.

" IT IS ORDERED that the action is dismissed without prejudice. ”;
The Court retains complete jurisdiction to vacate this order and to '?%
reopen the action upon cause shown that settlement has not been com-—
aiTti A XD Days ’
pleted and further litigation is necessary.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk forthwith serve copies of

this judgment by United States mail upon the attorneys for the partiegfﬁ

appearing in this action.

Dated this ‘?2!% day of January, 1983.

. ELLISON
UNITED” STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

P s r




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

PEPSICO, INC.,

Plaintiff,

S

vs. No. 82-C-86-E

EILED

JAN 10 1983

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
JUDGMENT DISMISSING ACTION u‘ s‘ DISTRICT COURT

BY REASON OQF SETTLEMENT

TULSA INVESTMENT PROPERTIES,
LTD., et al.,

L N g ey

Defendants.

The Court has been advised by counsel that this action has been
seﬁtled, or is in the process of being settled. Therefore it is-not
necessary that the action remain upon the calendar of the Court.

IT IS ORDERED that the action is dismissed without prejudice.

The Court retains complete jurisdiction to vacate this 6rder and to

reopen the action upon cause shown that settlement has not been com-
witHny Fo D46 S

pletedland further litigation is necessary.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that'the Clerk forthwith serve copies of
this judgment by United States mail upon the attorneys for the parties

appearing in this action.

Dated this :ZTZ{ day of January, 1983.

JAMEZ/0. ELLISON
UNIPED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



DT Y A T Y,

U.s D'sTR GOUR-' Clerk of the Panal - / Q//({?

THIS IS A TRUE COPY "..,;.,,.

= C-1URR-0048  pounn,

HUL LA
DOCKET NO. 486 '
DEC-3 1982
BEFORE THE JUDICIAL PANEL ON MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION
PLTTIZL, S

IN RE RICHAHDSON—MERRELL, INC. "BENDECTIN" PRODUCTSLUIﬂBfLITY al

LITIGATION (NO. II1) -

Sam Barlow, et al. v. Merrell Dow Pharmaceuticals, et azl.,

- " N. D. Oklaghoma, C. A. No. 82-C-1067C

CONDITIONAL TRANSFER ORDER
»

On February 9, 1982, the Panel transferred 47 civil actions to
the United States District Court for the Southern District of
Ohio for coordinated or consolidated pretrial proceedings pur-
suant to 28 U.S.C. §1407. “Since that time, more than 45
additional civil actions have been transferred to the Southern
District of Ohio. With the consent of that court, all such
actions have been assigned to the Honorable Carl B. Rubin.

It appears from the pleadings filed in the above-captioned action
that it involves questions of fact which are common to the
actions previously transferred to the Southern District of Ohio
and assigned to Judge Rubin.

Pursuant to Rule 9 of the Rules of Procedure of the Judicial
Panel on Multidistrict Litigation, 89 F.R.D. 273, 278-79, the
above-captioned action is hereby transferred under 28 U.S.C.
§1407 to the Southern District of Ohio for reasons stated in
the order of February 9, 1982, 533 F. Supp. 489, and with the
consent of that court assigned to the Honorable Carl B. Rubin.

This order does not become effective until it is filed in the
office of the Clerk of the United States District Court for the
Southern District of Ohio. . The transmittal of this order to
said Clerk shall be stayed fifteen days from the entry thereof
and if any party files a notice of opposition with the Clerk

of the Panel within this fifteen day period, the stay will be
continued until further order of the Panel.

F . Inasmuch a3 na chinclicn
' L is pendisg 2t thie g,
“ the stay is litted and
this order bocomas effecive

. JAN10 1983 4 DEL 2 §587
Jack C. Sitvr, Clory
i

FO

Patricia O. Howard

C%erk of, th PantefWanl
Patricla D, Howard

v ""'\H") A3 1T
CHnIe; ‘13_5-’9-€fi=,'

B HION G b K

T S B T
At G UL A T U R,

o 27 hries
24

1 *
*ALtricia D, Hownrd

Clerk, Tudieind) anal on ARl
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FILED

JAN 71983
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT .
FOR THE NORTHERN DIsTRICT oF okramoMa  Jack C. Silver, Clerk

U. 8. DISTRICT COURT

BETTY J. CONLEY,
Plaintiff,

vs. Case No. B2-C~659-B u//

RIDGE TOOL CO., INC., a

Corporation, d/b/a P & S
ENGINEERING DIVISION,

et St St "t gt et St "t et st gt

Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

In consideration of the Stipulation entered into between
Plaintiff and Defendant, Plaintiff's complaint is dismissed with
prejudice to the refiling of same. It is further ordered that the

parties will bear their respective costs.

o LD T
THOMAS R. BRETT ¥
U. S. DISTRICT JUDGE

]



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE [
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Il LLE D

JAN 7 182
Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

No. 78-C-261-BT

CCI CORPORATION,
Plaintiff,
vs.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

o Saget Seget et ‘el Nagel agt® “upst Nt

Defendant.

JOINT STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

The plaintiff, CCI Corporation, and the defendant, United
States of America, pursuant to Rule 41l(a)(l)(ii), F.R.C.P.,
jointly stipulate that the plaintiff's action be dismissed with
prejudice, the parties to béar their respective costs, including

all attorney's fees and expenses of this litigation.

ROSENSTEIN ’EIST/' RINGOLD

A. F. Ringgld
ROSENSTEIN, FIST & RINGOLD
525 South Main, Suite 300
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
(918) 585-9211

Attorneys for Plaintiff

HUBERT H. BRYANT
United States Attorney

By ~

M. Bruce Peele
Attorney, Tax Division
bepartment of Justice
Room 5B27, 1100 Commerce Street
Dallas, TX 75242
(214) 767-0293

Attorneys for Defendant



FILED

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE JAN 1053
A {1

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA -
Jack C. Silver, Clerk
PAUL A, BROCKWELL, WALTER P. BRYCE,
ROY G. CARTWRIGHT, LLOYD M. CREEKMORE,
MORRIS B, FELL, WARREN G. GWARTNEY,
MELBA D. MANHART, VUILLIAM M. MARTIN,
PATRICK L. MURRAY, and LOGAN A. SPANN,

Plaintiffs,
vs. No. 82-C-600-B

FIDELITY & DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND,
a Maryland coxrporation,

St it st Vsl s N S’ ol vt sl Nt Nl ol

Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

The Court, upon motion of plaintiffs, dismisses without
prejudice the Complaint (filed as a Petition in state court),
and the actions therein alleged, with plaintiffs and defendant

to each suffer their own costs.

Entered: January 5, 1983

S/ THOMAS R. preyy

Thomas R. Brett
United States District Judge

U. S. DISTRICT COURT |




FILED

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

6 1983

Jack C. Siiver, Clerk
U, 8. DISTRICT COLIRT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs. No. 82-C-990-B

ONE THOQUSAND, FOUR HUNDRED

FORTY-FIVE DOLLARS ($1,445.00
IN UNITED STATES CURRENCY,

et St Nt St Wl Sl Vgl Nt gl Vgl gl

Defendant.

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL

COME NOW FRANK KEATING, by and through GERALD
HILSHER, Assistant United States Attorney, and STANLEY D.
MONROE, Attorney for CURTIS FRANKLIN KELSEY, JR., Claimant,
and hereby stipulate that the above entitled action may be
dismissed with prejudice upon a division of the proceeds
($1,445.00) as follows: UNITED STATES OF AMERICA - $725;
CURTIS FRANKLIN KELSEY, JR. and STANLEY D. MONROE, his
attorney - $720, plus a refund of the $250 cost bond heretofore
posted and held in U.S. Attorney's Office.

The parties hereto waive any further claim, action
or defense to the proceeds herein except as hereinabove set
forth.

WITNESS our hands this oztf/ day of Dccember,

1982.
FRANK KEATING

//ﬁtates Attorney
LT 2L

-

GERALD HILSHER

AS?;:E%LEJ -tei/éfipes Attorney
b 2 f P e
D T~

STANLEY D. MONROE
‘ orne§ for Claimant,
CURTIS FRANKLIN KELSEY, JR.



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

BUSINESS INTERIORS, INC.,
Plaintiff,
vs.

THE AETNA CASUALTY AND SURETY
COMPANY,

Defendant, Third Party
Plaintiff,

vSs.
THE BARTON AGENCY, INC.,

Third Party Defendant.

No. 81-C-323-EVY

FILED
AN 51983 A

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
. . DISTRICT COURT

et e T e e mt Yt Vet e et it e e st et Yt Yo

JUDGMENT

Pursuant to the Order of this Court dated the 20th day of Decem-

ber, 1982, it is ordered and adjudged that the Defendant is liable to

the Plaintiff for $10,000 under the subject insurance policy.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Plaintiff shall account to the

Defendant insurer for any and all sums recovered by Plaintiff pursuant

to claims against the Plaintiff's former employee Deborah K. Ashe, any

bank against which the Plaintiff may have an action arising out of the

facts herein presented, or any other person or entity from whom Plain-

tiff has recovered sums arising from the facts herein presented.

Dated this 4th day of January,

1983.

A/ DD . /e

JAMES /0. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE AN 519
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA 0 1983

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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff, //
vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-120-E

HENRY N. FRAZIER,

Defendant.

AGREED JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this ﬁf7yr day
of , 1983, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating,
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through Philard L. Rounds, Jr., Assistant United States Attorney,
and the Defendant, Henry N. Frazier, appearing pro se.

The Court, being fully advised and having examined the
file herein, finds that the Defendant, Henry N. Frazier, was
served with Summons and Complaint on February 11, 1982. The
Defendant has filed his Answer but has agreed that he is indebted
to the Plaintiff in the amount alleged in the Complaint and that
Judgment may accordingly be entered against him in the amount of
$443.75, plus interest at the legal rate 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,




Henry N. Frazier, in the amount of $443.75, plus interest at the

legal rate from the date of this Judgment until paid.

(flffwfr;¢9mg3§;l£Jn;;

UNITED/%TATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING 4
United States Attorney

s !: 2
PHITARD L. ROUNDSFAIR
Assistant U.S. Attorfey

\\\ -C_J\'\,‘\,..'x \’\ 5 ALy~
HENRY N.U FRAZIER




FILED

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE JAN 51983
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA i
C. Sitver, Clerk

U, S. DISTRICT COURT

C-X-B & ASSOCIATES, INC.,
Plaintiff,
-8 - No, 82-C-1056-E

JOHN LONG TRUCKING, INC.,

Defendant.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

The defendant John Long Trucking, Inc., having failed
to plead or otherwise defend in this action and his default
having been entered, now, upon application of the plaintiff
and affidavit that defendant is indebted to plaintiff in the
sum of $35,167.30, and that defendant has been defaulted for
failure to appear and that defendant is not an infant or
incompetent person, and is not in military service of the
United States,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, that the
plaintiff recover of defendant the sum of $35,167.30, with .
interest at thé%fg%é1%%j&ié%eenm%%&%%ﬂgyaxuﬂe1xﬂfﬁuuﬁél%fgngZ
the date of the entry of this order and costs in the sum of
$50.00.

DATED: O/q/ﬁﬁg_

s f
il e i LT T ST
h e

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



FilkER

[
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE JAN 3 1983 W
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA .Iackﬂ s““er' CiBfK

1. 3. DISTRICT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff, V/
Vs, CIVIL ACTION NO, BE-C-1122-E

AUDREY A. McCONNELL,

L R

Defendant.

AGREED JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this ggfff day
of W/ . , 198%, the Plainfiff appearing by Frank Keating,
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through Nancy A. Nesbitt, Assistant United States Attorney, and
the Defendant, Audrey A. McConnell, appearing pro se.

The Court, being fully advised and having examined the
file herein, finds that Defendant, Audrey A. McConnell, was
personally served with Summons and Complaint on December 2, 1982.
The Defendant has not filed her Answer but in lieu thereof has
agreed that she is indebted to the Plaintiff in the amount of
$2,473.39, plus the accrued interest of $627.02 as of June 20,
1980, plus interest at 7 percent per annum from June 20, 1980,
until the date of this Judgment, plus interest at the legal rate
from the date of this Judgment until paid.

IT IS THEREFORE, CRDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that
the Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against the Defendant,
Audrey A. McConnell, for the principal sum of $2,473.39, plus the
accrued interest of $627.02 as of June 20, 1980, plus interest at

7 percent per annum from June 26, 1980, until the date of this



Judgment, plus interest at the legal rate from the date of this

Judgment until paid.

; bl e

) STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
APPROVED:

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING .
United States Attorney

Mo O Jhisttt )

NANCY QQIESBITT
Assist U.5. Attorney




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

LISA LOUISE NIPP, a minor, by and
through her mother and next friend,
BONNIE NIPP,

)
)
)
)
Plaintiffs, ) JAN ~4 590
) T
vs. ; NO. 82-C-631-C Jack C. Silver, Clerk
BECKER CORPORATION, a corporation, ) U. 8. DISTRICT COURT
and LAWRENCE F. HERRINGTON, an )
individual, )
)
Defendants. )
ORDER

NOW on this day of O\ ar iy 198?__, there came on for hearing
the joint application of the parties to dismiss all zauses of action with prejudice and
after due consideration, the Court finds that such Application should be granted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court that
the Complaint filed by the plaintiffs should be and hereby is dismissed with prejudice
and the Cross Complaint filed by the defendants should be and hereby is dismissed and

all causes of action by and between the parties are dismissed with prejudice.

(Signed) H. Dale Cook
U. S. DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVALS:

DAN BAS

At{érney ty Defendafits



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT F ! L ED
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
JAN ~4 1983

Jack G. Silver, Clerk
U. 3. DISTRICT COURT

No. 81-C-196

BUSTER HURLEY,
Plaintiff,
vs.
HARRY STEGE, individually
and as Chief of Police of

the police department of
the City of Tulsa, et al.,

Defendants,

CONSENT DECREE

Plaintiff's complaint to redress alleged viclations
of plaintiff's civil rights and the occurrence of pendent
jurisdiction tortious misconduct by defendants Dennis Baker,
Debbie Deardorff and D. O. Lindsey having been filed
herein and

WHEREAS the individual defendants, and each of them,
have denied each of plaintiff's allegations of misconduct
and affirmatively alleged the good faith per formance of
their duties as police officers for the City of Tulsa at
all relevant times, such circumstance thereby entitling
them, as a matter of law, both individually and collectively,
to good faith qualified immunity upon plaintiff's allegations;
and

WHEREAS plaintiffs and defendants, by and through their
respective attorneys consent,without adjudication of any
issue of fact or law herein, to the entry of this Decree,
and without this Decree constituting any evidence or admission

by and party hereto with respect to any issue of fact or law



herein, and

WHEREAS, plaintiff and defendants by and throuch their
respective attorneys, have agreed that plaintiff is entitled
to recovery in the sum of $5,000.00 and, pursuant to 42 U.S.C.
§1988, plaintiff's attorneys are entitled to recover as
costs and attorney fees herein the additional sum of $6,449.00

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COURT FINDS:

I.

That plaintiff's complaint states a claim upon which
relief may be granted pursuant to 42 U.S.C. §1983, and the
doctrine of pendent jurisdiction.

ITY.

That the answer filed herein by defendants Dennis
Baker, Debbie Deardorff and D.O. Lindsey, and each of them,
denies plaintiff's allegations of misconduct and it
affirmatively alleges the good faith performance of their
duties as police officers for the City of Tulsa as an
affirmative defense to plaintiff's allegations.

IIT.

That the parties consent, without adjudication of
any issue of law or fact, to the entry of this Consent
Decree upon the consideration that it shall not constitute
any evidence or admission by any party hereto with respect
to any issue of fact or law as raised by either plaintiff's

complaint or by defendant's answer.

Page 2 of 3



Iv.

That the parties have mutually agreed that plaintiff
is entitled to recovery in the sum of $5,000.00 and,
pursuant to the provisions of 42 U,S.C. §1988 relating to
attorney fees, plaintiff's attorneys, Oliver & Evans, IncC.,
are entitled to recover as cost and attorney fees herein
the additional sum of $6,449.00,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the
Court that plaintiff be awarded judgment against Dennis
Baker, Debbie Deardorff and D. O. Lindsey in the sum of
$5,000.00 and that plaintiff's attorney's Oliver & Evans,
Inc., be awarded the sum of $6,449.00 as judgment upon their

costs and attorney fees.

DATED this f{ day of December, 1982.

(Sigrazy ¥ © 1> ook

0. Dale Cook, Chief Judge

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT:

Dlivet & Evans, Inc., attorneys
for plaintiff, Buster Hurley
2121 S. Colubmia

Tulsa, OK

{918) 745-6084

David L. Pauling, orney for
defendants, Dennis Baker, Debbie
Deardorff and D, O. Lindsey

200 Civic Center, Room 1012
Tulsa, OK 74103

(918) 592-7717

Page 3 of 3



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THEF: ‘ L. EE
D

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF QOKLAHOMA i
JAN -4 1980

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

OIL CAPITAL VALVE COMPANY,
an Oklahoma corporation,

Plaintiff,

vs. Civil Action No., 82-C-987-B

A-1 ENTERPRISES, INC., a/k/a ‘
A-1 TURF IRRIGATION SALES, INC.,
a California corporation, and
A-~1 ENTERPRISES, INC., a/k/a
A-]1 TURF IRRIGATION SALES, INC.,
a Texas corporation,

B L R N N i R s

Defendants.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

The Defendant, A-l Enferprises, Inc., a/k/a A-1 Turf
Irrigation Sales, Inc., a Texas corporation, having failed to
plead or otherwise defend in this action and its default having
been entered;

'ﬁow upon Application of the Plaintiff and upon Affidavit
that the said Defendant is indebted to Plaintiff in the sum of
Fifty-Two Thousand Six Hundred Twenty-Two and 70/100
(352,622.70), together with interest thereon at the rate of six
percent (6%) per annum from March 18, 1982, until judgment, and
at the rate of twelve percent (12%) per annum from judgment until
paid, and for the further amount of One Thousand Eighty and
No/100 Dollars ($1,080.00), together with interest thereon at the
rate of six percent (6%) per annum from June 3, 1982, until
judgment, and at the rate of twelve percent (12%) per annum from
judgment until paid, reasonable attorneys' fees and the costs of
this action; that the said Defendant has been defaulted for
failure to appear and that said Defendant is not an infant or
incompetent person, and is not in the military service of the
United States, it is hereby

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Plaintiff recover of said
Defendant the sum of Fifty-Two Thousand Six Hundred Twenty-Two

and 70/100 Dollars ($52,622.70), with interest thereon at the




rate of six percent {(6%) per annum from March 18, 1982, until
judgment, and at the rate of twelve percent (12%) per annum from
judgment until paid, and for the further sum of One Thousand
Eighty and No/100 ($1,080.00), with interest thereon at the rate
of six percent (6%) per annum from June ¥, 1982, until Jjudgment,
and at the rate of twelve percent (12%) per annum from Jjudgment

until paid, reasonable attorneys' fees of §5,370.00

and costs in the sum of $87.30 .

THOMAS R. BRETT
U.S. DISTRICT JUDGE

Date: JANUARY 4, 1983




UNITED STATE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA E ' L E D

JAN ~4 1983

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

UNITED STATES QF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

VS.

MICHAEL E. HEARD, CIVIL ACTION NO, 82-C-151

Defendant. )
ORDER

Now on the lst day of December 1982, the
above-captioned case came on for non-jury trial. The Plaintiff,
United States of America, appeared by Frank Keating, United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, through
Philard L. Rounds, Jr., Assistant United States Attorney. The
Defendant did not appear.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, that the Complaint against

Defendant is dismissed without prejudice.

§/ JAMES O, ELLISON

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




p— adl

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
JAN -4 1R

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

KENNETH DORRIS MANUEL,
Petlitioner,
V. No. 82-C-356-E ¢

RON CHAMPION, et al.,

e Nt S N Sl S M Sl

Respondents.
ORDER

The Court has for consideratlon the Petition of
Kenneth Dorris Manuel'(Manuel) for Writ of Habeas Corpus,
filed March 30, 1982. At the time the Petition was filed
Manuel was an inmate at McLoed Correctional Center serving
two three year concurrent sentences imposed after Petitioner
plead gullty to the c¢rime of Carrying a Firearm After
Former Conviction of a Felony 1n Tulsa County District
Court Case Nos. CRF-80-2216 and CRF-81-2217. This matter
was referred to Unlted States Magistrate Robert S. Rizley
for finéings and recommendations.

Petitioner claims the followling ground as a basis
for relief:

"THE LAWYER FROM THE DISTRICT ATTCRNEYS OFFICE

PROMISED TC GET ME CREDIT FOR THE EIGHT MONTHS

I HAD ALREADY SERVED IN THE COUNTY JAIL, AND
DID NOT KEEP HIS PROMISE."



g

Respondents have furnishea the Affidavit of John S.
Kuehner, Asslstant Adminlstrator of Central Records,
Division of Programs and Services, Oklahoma Department of
Corrections which states, Inter alla, that Manuel was
discharged from the custody of the Department of
Corrections on November 1, 1982.

The Maglistrate has entered a Minute Order herein on
December 30, 1982 in which he states that he had a tele-
phone conference with Manuel and that Manuel has no
objection to this case being dismissed upon the ground
that the lssue raised by the Petition for Writ of Habeas
Corpus 1s now moot.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the Petition of Xenneth
Dorris Manuel for Writ of Habeas Corpus be and the same
is hereby dismissed.

DATED this = A day of January, 1983.

<;;L4”ﬁ¢bfa£2ﬁ§;i/urpf

JAMES @4 ELLISCN
UNITEE STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



. —

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

EI1LED

JAN -4 1983

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
No. 82-c-852-8l), S, DISTRICT COURT

C-82- 1246

RCMEO J. ALFORD JR. and
WILLIAM A. LANE,

Plaintiffs,
vSs.
THE OKLAHCMA COLLEGE OF QOSTEO-~-

PATHIC MEDICINE AND SURGERY,
et al.,

LS I I T S i g e

Defendants.
ORDER

Pursuant to the Application for Order to Dismiss filed
herein on December 29, 1982, the federal constitutional claims
of the plaintiffs against the defendants are hereby dismissed
with prejudice. Therefore, no federal claims remain before
this Court, and the matter is remanded to the State Court,
the place of its original filing, for the plaintiffs to pur-
sue their alleged common law, Oklahoma statutory law, or Oklahoma

state constitutional claims.

ENTERED this 4th day of January, 1983.

L A,
o ez N YT

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNEITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISVTRICT OF OKLAHOMA F I E. E D

POWELL. ENTERPRISES INCORPORATED, JAN-4 1g83’ -

d/b/a Powell Construction Co., \x.éézj
a corporation, Jaﬂk C. S'[h;er, Gle[k
Plaintiff, 1. S. DISTRICT COURT:

No. 79-C-236-8 o

VS§.

SKAGGS SUPERCENTERS, INC.,
a Texas corporation,

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

Defendant.

- STIPULATION FOR DISMISSAL

Come now T. H. £skridge, counsel for plaintiff, and Murray E.
Abowitz, counsel for defendant, and show the Court that the issues between
the plaintiff and defendant have been resolved pursuant to a compromise
settlement.

WHEREFORE, these parties pray that an Order of Dismissal with

Prejudice be entered herein as the issues between them are now moot.

f \

Eskr1dge

/t rney for P]?ff

Murray E. Ab witz
Attorney fof Defendant

ORDER

Now on this f day of s 1983 the Court being
advised that a compromise settlemen av1ng been reached | between the plain-
tiff and the defendant and those pd¥ties stipulating to a Dismissal With

Prejudice, the Court orders the captioned case dismissed with prejudice.
e




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

DR. FAYICND W. BRYNTT, Executor

of the estate of VMATALIE W. BRYANT,
Deceased, and DORCITY WARRFN KING
and T FIRST MATICNAL BAMNK and TRUST
COMPANY of TULSA, a National Banking
Association, as Co~Trustees of the
MATALIE WARREN BRYANT TRUST A

Civii Mo. 80-C-379-E

Plaintiffs
V.

UNITED STATES

Ln
'.

Defendant ) !1 !"sr
%DTSMISSAL caum

STIPULATION

T+ is hereby stipulated and agreed that the complaint and
counter-claim in the above-entitled casc be dismissed with prejudice,
the parties to bear their respective costs, including any possible

attorneyvs' fecs or other expenses of litigation.

4 /
G S
(;L‘.S FOX, TéLiHﬁCQ
Gable, Gotwals, Rubin, Fox
Jolneon & Baker
20 Floor, Fourth Maticnal Bank Bldg.
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119

Attorney for Plaintiffs

//xf /C// (// \/)/

GIEIIN L. I\RCHLR JER. 7 ,—A
MAssistant Attorney General — ©77
Department of Justice

Taxx Division

Vashington, D. C. 20530

Attomey for Defendant



