UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE o
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAROMA . ;. ¥ R

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
VS. CIVIL ACTICN NO. B2-C-994-B

BUEL W. CULVER, JR.,

T Tttt Nt it o St o Sapt®

Defendant.

AGREED JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this ;3/ day
of fzgﬁgk:;zz r 1983, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating,
United Séates Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through Peter Bernhardt, Assistant United States Attorney, and
the Defendant, Buel W. Culver, Jr., appearing pro se.

The Court, being fully advised and having examined the
file herein, finds that the Defendant, Buel W. Culver, Jr., was
personally served with Alias Summons and Complaint on May 9,
1983. The Defendant has agreed that he is indebted to the
Plaintiff and that Judgment may accordingly be entered against
him in the amount of $753.66, 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,

Buel W. Curver, Jr., in the amount of $753.66, plus costs and




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

paid.

g/ THOMAS R. BRETL.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
APPROVED:
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATJING

7

PETER BERNHARDT
Assistant U.S. Attorney

‘?££L*£/KE§V451114”*42)p*

BUEL W. CULVER, JR. //




UHITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE f= P B D
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA - |

UNITED STATES OF AMERTCA, ) AUG - T juBs
)
Plaintiff, ) fack Gooha, vk
vs. ) U. S. DISTRICT COURT
)
LARRY E. WILLIAMSON, )
)
)

Defendant, CIVIL ACTION NO. 83-C-618-F

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this 3 = day
of Aucust, 1983, the Flaintiff appearing by Frank Keating, United
States Attornev for the Northern District of Oklahoma, through
Mancy A. Nesbitt, Assistart United States Attorney, and the
Defendant, Larry E. Williamson, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Larry E. Williamson, was served
with Summons and Complaint on July 24, 1983. 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, Larry E.
Williamson, for the principal sum of $1,647.96, plus interest at
the legal rate from the date of this Judgment until paid, and

costs of this action.

b fj‘l-yu.(. . ’L/&'L—;m—-.
UNITEI‘)///STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITEL STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA g.f

DONALD R. WRIGHT and CLEM H.

: il
poegpd
STEPHENSON, a o ilquhpﬁxé‘h
1 ! ;!,' '?{ "‘C!art{.{
Plaintiffs, d"" “§?l£rtuJﬂT
VS. No., 82-C-370-E

ROUGEOT OIL & GAS CORPORATION,

et e g T et et ot ot ot

~Defendant.

JUDGMENT

This action came on for Jjury trial before the Court,
Honorable James O. Ellison, District Judge, presiding, and the
issues having been duly tr:ed and a decision having been duly
rendered by the jury,

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the Plaintiffs, Donald R.
Wright and Clem H. Stephenson, take nothing, that the action be
dismissed on the merits, and that the Defendant Rougeot 0il and
Gas Corporation recover of the Plaintiffs its costs of action.

DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma this .3/” "day of august, 1983.

] 7
R SR VI
f;'- T ',./,u’_i'z . T

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

Veooom
HALSTEAD INDUSTRIFS, INC,, A )
Pennsylvania Corporation ; o g
y ¥ ' | sack €, snve., Cleri,
Plaintiff, ) 1. S. DISTRICT coums
)
vs, } No, 83-C-283-C
)
PROCESS SYSTEMS, TNC.,, an }
Nklahoma Corporation, )
)
Defendant, }
ORDER

The ahove-styled cause having come on before me, the
undersigned Judge, for pretrial hearing on the 1l1lth day of August,
1983, the Plaintiff appearing by {its attorney, Ted L. Moore;
Defendants appearing by their attorney, John Brewer, his associate,
Thomas H. Wagenblast, and RBrad Heckenkemper, first counsel for
Defendant.  The Court, having heard arquments, stipulations, and
Aagreements of counsel Finds:

1. That Plaintiff has agreed to dismiss, in its entirety,
Plaintiff's cause of action aga.nst lee W, Murray, an individual, in
accordance with Defendant's Amended Answer and Motion To Dismliss, or
Alternatively Motion To Strike, filed August 11, 1983;

2. That Plaintiff has agreed to strike its prayer for punitive
damages against Pefendant, Process Systems, Inc.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED

1. That Plaintiff's cause of action against Lee W, Murray, an

individual Defendant herein, be dismissed: and




2. That so much of Plaintiff's complaint as prays for punitive

damages or makes allegations in support of a prayer Ffor punitive

damages be dismissed by mutual agreement.

Executed this ESVEL day of August, 1983,

s/H. DALE COOK
Judge H, Dale Cook

John Brewer, Attorney for Defendant

LLE T

Ted L. Moore, Attorney for Plaintiff
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

2 e
Bl O Gdvar, vieik
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

ROBERT E. COTNER,
Plaintiff,
VSI

No. 82-C-966-E

BILL MUSSEMAN, et al.,

Defendants.,

ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO DISMISS

The Court has before it the motion of the Defendants Bill
Musseman and S. M. Fallis, Jr. to dismiss pursuant to 12B(2) and
12B(6) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. In support of
their motion, Defendants assert that this Court lacks
jurisdiction over their persons pursuant to Rule 12B(2) in that
at the time of the alleged acts complained of both parties were
immune from suit as prosecutors. The Defendants also assert this
Court lacks subject matter jurisdiction because the Plaintiff has
failed to state a claim upon which relief can be granted pursuant
to Rule 12B(6). The Court, upon consideration of the pleadings
and the record herein, finds that both Defendants are immune from
damage claims under Title 42 U.S.C. § 1983. 1t will therefore be

unnecessary for the Court to reach Defendants' other arguments.

The Supreme Court held in Imbler vs, Pachtman, 424 U.S. 409,

96 S.Ct. 984 (1976) that prosecutors have absolute immunity from
suit for money damages in regard to actions performed as part of

their prosecutorial function.




. P

We hold only that in initiating a prosecution
and in presenting the state's case, the
prosecutor is immune from a civil suit for
damages under § 1983. 424 U.S. at 430, 98
S.Ct. at 955,

To be sure this immunity does leave the
genuinely wronged defendant without civil
redress against a prosecutor whose malicious
or dishonest action deprives him of liberty.
But the alternative of qualifying a
prosecutor's immunity would disserve the
broader public interest. It would prevent the
vigorous and fearless performance of . the
prosecutor's duty that is essential to the
proper functioning of the criminal justice
system (footnotes omitted). 424 U.5. at 427,
96 S.Ct. at 993,

The gquestion for the Court theﬁ is whether the prosecutor
was acting in his quasi-judicial capacity. The handling of
evidence is clearly wiLhin the sweep of "initiating and
presenting the state's case" and the prosecutors here are immune

from § 1983 liability. See Henderson vs. Fisher, 631 F.2d 1115

(3rd Cir. 1980); Hall vs. Flathead County Attorney, 478 F.Supp.

644 (D.C. Montana 1979 ; Heidelbert vs. Hammer, 577 F.2d 429 (7th

Cir. 1978).
The Court here intends no comment on the merits of the
allegations of the Petitiqner herein since absolute immunity

defeats a damage suit at the pleading stage. Gorman Towers Inc.

vs. Bogoslavsky, 626 F.2d 607 (8th Cir. 1980). The Court 1is

precluded from exercising personal jurisdiction over these
parties pursuant to Rule 12E(2) of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure. Petitioner's allegations concerned the alleged
destruction of evidence held in the Police Property Room which
consisted of personal property of Petitioner. Such activities

even 1f true would fall under the absolute immunity afforded

-




prosecutors in the initiation and presentation of the state's

case under Imbler vs. Pachtman, supra. This Court finds

therefore that it must dismiss the Petitioner's suit herein.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the motion of the
Defendants Bill Musseman and S. M. Fallis, Jr. to dismiss be and
hereby is granted.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Petitioner's civil rights
complaint pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983 be and hereby is
dismissed.

7
ORDERED this 3.~ day of August, 1983,

r

\/)L' VAR Il - r(/- {( ’ 1 ’;‘I £ L,
JAMES 0. ELLISO
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHCMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs.

FILED
AUS 31 183

)

)

)

)

)

)

JOSEPH E. MOUNTFORD; BANK OF )

QUAPAW; PHOENIX FEDERAL )

SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION; )

CONTINENTAL FIDELITY LIFE )

INSURANCE COMPANY; THE EANK OF )
WYANDOTTE, a corporation; ) =
COUNTY TREASURER, OTTAWA ) 1.

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

COUNTY, OKLAHOMA; BOARD

OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS,
OTTAWA COUNTY, OKLAHOMA;
LELAND SCHUBERT and NARCISSA
IMPLEMENT CO.,, INC.; THE FIRST
NATIONAL BANK AND TRUST OF
MIAMI, OKLAHOMA; W. C.
SELLERS, PAUL N. ATKINS, JR.,
M.D.; GENE SWAZE; FRANKLIN 7J.
APPL; and SAM CASSIDY,

Defendants, CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-1006-C

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this :3Y¢t7day
of 70'*i: , 1983. The Plaintiff, United States of America
on behalf of its agent and instrumentality, the Small Business
Administration, appearing by Frank Keating, United States
Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, through Nancy A.
Nesbitt, Assistant United States Attorney; the Defendant Joseph
E. Mountford appearing pro se; the Defendant Bank of Quapaw
appearing by its attorney Ben Loring; the Defendant Continental
Fidelity Life Insurance Company appearing by its attorney Melvin

H. Landers; the Defendant The Bank of Wyandotte appearing by its

attorney Robert E. Nesbitt; the Defendants Leland Schubert and




Narcissa Implement Company, Inc., appearing by their attorney
Robert G. Haney; the Defendants W. C. Sellers, Paul N. Atkins,
Jr., M.D., Gene Swaze, and Sam Cassidy appearing by their
attorney Sam Cassidy; the Defendant Franklin J. Appl

appearing by his attorney Edward L. Ray; and the Defendants
Phoenix Federal Savings and Loan Association, County Treasurer,
Ottawa County, Oklahoma, Board of County Commissioners, Ottawa
County, Oklahoma, and The First National Bank and Trust Company
of Miami, Oklahoma, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that the Defendant Joseph E. Mountford was
served with Summons and Complaint on November 13, 1982, and with
Summons and Amendment to Complaint on January 20, 1983; that
the Defendant Bank of Quapaw was served with Summons and
Complaint on November 1, 1982, and with Summons and Amendment to
Complaint on January 17, 1983; that the Defendant Phoenix Federal
Savings and Loan Association was served with Summons and
Complaint on November 1, 1932, and with Summons and Amendment to
Complaint on January 18, 1933; that the Defendant Continental |
Fidelity Life Insurance Company was served with Summons and
Complaint on October 26, 1982, and with Summons and Amendment to
Complaint on January 25, 1983; that the Defendant The Bank of
Wyandotte was served with Summons and Complaint on November 1,
1982, and with Summons and Amendment to Complaint on January 17,
1983; that the Defendants County Treasurer, Ottawa County,
Oklahoma, and Board of County Commissioners, Ottawa County,
Oklahoma, were served with Summons and Complaint on November 1,

1982, and with Summons and Amendment to Complaint on January 28,




1983; that the Defendants Leland Schubert and Narcissa Implement
Company, Inc., were served with Summons, Complaint, and Amendment
to Complaint on January 17, 1983; that the Defendant The First
National Bank and Trust Company of Miami, Oklahoma, was served
with Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint on

January 28, 1983; that the Defendants W. C. Sellers and Sam
Cassidy, were served with Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to
Complaint on January 18, 1983; that the Defendant Paul N. Atkins,
Jr., M.D., was served with Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to
Complaint on January 17, 1983; that the Defendant Gene Swaze was
served with Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint on
January 25, 1983; and that the Defendant Franklin J. Appl was
sexrved with Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint on
January 20, 1983.

It appears that tne Defendant Joseph E. Mountford filed
his Answer to the Complaint on January 20, 1983, and that on
August 11, 1983, the Court granted Plaintiff's Motion for Summary
Judgment against said Defendant; that the Defendant Bank of
Quapaw filed its Answer to the Complaint on December 9, 1982, and
its Answer to the Amendment to Complaint on January 27, 1983;
that the Defendant Continenzal Fidelity Life Insurance Company
filed its Answer to the Complaint on November 12, 1982; that the
Defendant The Bank of Wyandotte filed its Disclaimer herein on
November 4, 1982; that the Defendants Leland Schubert and
Narcissa Implement Company, Inc., filed their Answer to the
Complaint and Amendment to Complaint on January 26, 1983; that
the Defendants W. C. Sellers, Paul N. Atkins, Jr., M.D., Gene

Swaze, and Sam Cassidy filed their Answer to the Complaint and




Amendment to Complaint on April 26, 1983, in which said
Defendants disclaim any interest in the real property described
below; that the Defendant Franklin J. Appl filed his Answer to
the Complaint and Amendment to Complaint on March 17, 1983, in
which he disclaims any interest in the real property described
below; and that the Defendants Phoenix Federal Savings
and Loan Association, County Treasurer, Ottawa County, Oklahoma,
Board of County Commissioners, Ottawa County, Oklahoma, and The
First National Bank and Trust Company of Miami, Oklahoma have
failed to answer the Complaint and/or the Amendment to Complaint,
or otherwise plead, and that their default has therefore been
entered by the Clerk of this Court.

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

The Southeast Quarter o©of the Northwest

Quarter (SE/4 NW/4} of Section Twenty-Six

(26, Township Twenty-nine (29) North, Range

Twenty-three (23) Fast of the Indian

Meridian;

The South Half (5/2) of Section Thirty-four

(34) , Township Twenty-nine (29) North, Range

Twenty-three (23) of the I.M,

The Southeast Quarter of +the Northwest

Quarter (SE/4 XNW/4) of Section Thirty-four

(34) , Township Twenty-nine (29} North, Range

Twenty-three (23) E,I.M,

All of the Southwest Quarter (SW/4) of

Section Twenty-six (26), Township Twenty-nine

(29) North, Range Twenty-three {23) East of

the Indian Meridian, Ottawa County, Oklahoma,

LESS all that part of the West Half (W/2) of

the Southeast Quarter (SE/4) of the Southwest

Quarter (SW/4), 1lying South and East of
Frisco Railrocad, LESS a tract of 1land




beginning at a point 121 feet East of the
Southwest corner of the Northeast Quarter
(NE/4) of the Southwest Quarter (Sw/4);
thence E 538.7 ft; thence N 636 ft to a point
in the East line of the St. L.S.F. RR; thence
southwesterly on and along said Frisco
Railroad right-of-way 835.5 feet to the point
of beginning, containing 3.92 acres, more or
less; LESS beginning at a point 652.3 ft East
of the Southwest corner of the Southwest
Quarter (SW/4) of Southwest Quarter (SW/4);
thence E 667.3 ft to the Southeast corner
thereof; thence N 660 ft; thence W 437.5 ft,
more or less to the East right-of-way line of
the St. L.S.F. R.R.; thence in a southwest-
erly direction on and along said right-of-way
line to a point directly north of the point
of beginning and 350 ft more or less there-
from thence South 350 ft, more or less to
point of beg., containing 9.6 acres, more or
less; LESS beginning at the Southeast corner
of the Southeast Quarter (SE/4) of the
Southwest Quarter (SW/4); thence W to the
East right-of-way line of U.S. Highway #66;
thence Northeasterly on and along said East
right-of-way line to the East line of said
Southeast Quarter (SE/4) of Southwest Quarter
(sW/4); thence South to the point of begin-
ning, containing 5.5 acres, more or less;
LESS beginning at a point in the East line of
the Southwest Quarter (8W/4) of Southwest
Quarter (SW/4); 660 ft North of the Southeast
corner thereof; thence North on and along
said Fast line 521 ft to the point in the
East right-of-way line of St. L.S.F. R.R.;
thence Southwesterly on and along said
right-of-way 1line a distance of 681 f¢t;
thence E 437.5 ft to beginning, and beginning
at a point in the South 1line of Southwest
Quarter (SW/4) of Southwest Quarter (sSwW/4),
667.3 ft W of the Southeast corner thereof;
thence North 390 ft to point in East right-
of-way of St. L.S.F. R.R.; thence South-
westerly on and along said right-of-way line
512.8 ft to a pcint in the S line of South-
west Quarter (&8W/4) of Southwest Quarter
(sW/4); thence East on and along said line a
distance of 334 ft to the point of beginning;
LESS all that part of the East Half (E/2) of
the Southeast Quarter (SE/4) of the Southwest
Quarter (SW/4), lving North and West of U.S.
Highway 66.




THAT the Defendant Joseph E. Mountford, did on the 24th
day of April, 1980, execute and deliver to the United States of
America through its agent and instrumentality the Small Business
Administration, his note and mortgage in the sum of $146,000.00,
payable in annual installments, with interest thereon at the rate
of three percent (3%) per annum,

The Court further finds that Defendant Joseph E.
Mountford, made default under the terms of the aforesaid note by
reason of his failure to make the annual installments due
thereon, which default has continued, and that by reason thereof
the above-named Defendant is indebted to the Plaintiff in the sum
of $147,069.00, plus interest accrued to August 23, 1982, in the
sum of $9,953.40, plus interest accruing thereafter at the rate
of $12.26 per day, plus the costs of this action accrued and
accruing.

The Defendant Bank< of Quapaw had an interest in the
above-described real property by virtue of a real estate mortgage
dated December 27, 1976. Said real estate mortgage has been paid
in full and released of record and no longer constitutes a lien
against the above-described real property.

The Defendant Cont:inental Fidelity Life Insurance
Company had an interest in —he above-described real property by
virtue of a judgment entered November 18, 1981, and by virtue of
a deficiency judgment entered May 10, 1982, Said judgments have
been paid in full and released of record and no longer constitute
liens against the above-~described real property.

The Defendants Leland Schubert and Narcissa Implement

Company, Inc., had an interest in the above-described real




property by virtue of a judgment entered March 17, 1982, Said
judgment has been paid in full and released of record and no
longer constitutes a lien against the above-described real
property.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover judgment against Defendant Joseph E.
Mountford, in the sum of $147,069.00, plus interest accrued to
August 23, 1982, in the sum of $9,953.40, plus interest accruing
thereafter at the rate of $12.26 per day, plus the costs of this
action accrued and accruing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that upon
the failure of the previously named Defendant to satisfy
the money judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to
the United States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
commanding him to advertise and sell with appraisement the real
property herein, and apply +the proceeds thereof as follows:

In payment of the costs of this action,

accrued and accruing, including the costs of

sale;

Second:

In payment of the judgment rendered herein in

favor of Plaintif:,
The surplus of said sale, if any, shall be deposited with the
Clerk of the Court to await further order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDPERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that from
and after the sale of the above-~described real property, under

and by virtue of this judgment and decree, the Defendants and all




persons claiming under them since the filing of the Complaint
and the Amendment to Complaint herein, be and they are forever
barred and foreclosed of any right, title, interest or claim in

or to the subject real property or any part thereof.

s/H. DALE COOK

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT:

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

Phssan (o M hoiboitt=)

NANCY A, BITT
Assistan ited States Attorney

/:2,,_@

BEN LORING
Attorney for Bank:wgf Qua

™

4 ’/7 -
c%//% S Xt —
‘MELVIN H. LANDERS
Attorney for Continental

Fidelity Life Insurance Company

f«/’ /57 %ﬂu«/\

ROBERT G. HANEY
Attorney for Leland Sch t and
Narcissa Implement C any, Inc.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JAMES S. BRASSFIELD,

Plaintiff,
VS.
IrRA DALE FITZGERALD and
CLIFFORD L. RIGGINS, d/b/a
RIGGINS TRUCKING COMPANY, INC.,

and EMPIRE FIRE AND MARINE
INSURANCE COMPANY, et al.,

L T e g W R

Defendants. NO. B8B3-C=-1l4-E

0 D E R

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

Entered this %D{B‘ day of August, 1983.

S/ JAMES 0. Hﬂ%———
UNITED STATES DISTRICT DGE



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR L
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
PATRICIA COMPTON HARNESS,
Plaintiff,
No. 82-C-1112-E

VS.

DR. J. D. WEATHERS,

S vt Nme S g S e N’ S

Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE

NOW, on this 10th day of Avgust, 1983, the Application of Plaintiff
for Order of Dismissal Without Prejudice comes on for hearing before the
Court, Plaintiff appearing by her counsel, James B. Browne, and Defendant
appearing by counsel, Joseph M. Best. The Court examines the files in such
cause and hears the statements of Plaintiff's counsel wherein Plaintiff states
that she has been unable to provide a medical report from a proper expert wit-
ness for Defendant's consideration and requests to dismiss this action without
prejudice, upon the stipulation that the action will not be refiled against
the Defendant within the statutory one year period unless present counsel for
Plaintiff or any successor counsel for Plaintiff first provides to the attor-
neys for the Defendant a report from a qualified expert witness, to which such
statement Defendant's counsel concurs.

IT IS THEREFORE QRDERED by the Court that the above styled and num-
bered cause of action be dismissed without prejudice but it being further di-
rected by the Court that Plaintiff's counsel or any successor counsel not re-—

file this action within the statutory one year period without first providing




PAGE TWO

to Defendant's coumnsel a report from a qualified medical expert witness.

) MAMES N i dSOM

JAMES E. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

JAMES B. BROWNE and
TOM LEE

B Provore—

J B. BROWNE °
261 irst City Place
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102
405/235-6275

ATTORREYS FOR THE PLAINTIFF

BEST, SHARP, THOMAS, ASS & ATKINSON

‘ulsa, Oklahoma 74103
918/582-8877
ATTORNEYS FOR THE DEFENDANT




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT sk
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

J. Ul ool Suus

LEROY SMITH, JR.
Plaintiff,

v Civil Action 82-C-588-E

DEQUEEN AND EASTERN RAILROAD
A corporation,

Defendant.

QRDEE. OF DISMISSAL

The Court having been informed by counsel for the parties
that this action has been settled,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that this action is dismissed with
preiudice and without costs to either party.

2 T
DATED this N, ”day of /égydﬂ,‘ r 1983.

7]

S4 JAMES O, E1) 1501y

United States District Judge

IR IS SO STIPUtg?ED:

(___\Ad_ ~ J . /C(vé_/
Johh 7. Peak
Attorney for Plaintiff

ity YIS

obert E. Martin ,
Attorney for Plaintiﬁf

1/

. Ji‘byt—}/("' ALt ,;_‘_,,{/ //.. —
J. Dennis Ryan <
Attorney for Plaintiff
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IN THE UNITED STATXS LISTRICT COURT FOR THE ! CoE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

AUG 30 1983

SECURITY PACIFIC CORPORATION, ) =tk G, Silver, Clern
a Delaware corporation, ; U-g-nm1HCTCﬂ”RT
Plaintiff, }
vs. ; No. 83-C-732-C
SAMUEL JAMES PARKER ;
Defendant. ;
0O RDER

Now before the Court, sua sponte, is the defendant's Peti-

tion for Removal. After a careful review of the record herein
the Court has determined that the idinstant action was removed
improvidently and without jurisdiction te this Court from the
District Court within and fcr Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma.
See 28 U.S.C. Sections 1441(a)&(b) and 1446 (a)&(b).

It is therefore the Order of this Court that the instant
action should be and 1is hereby remanded to the District Court
within and for Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma, pursuant to 28
U.S.C. Section 1447 (c). The Clerk of this Court shall forthwith
take those steps necessary fo remand this action to the State

court from which it was improvidently removed.

It is so Ordered this 3¢ _ day of August, 1983.

”

H. DALE COOK
Chief Judge, U, $. District Court
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE . "
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA 1229 RE3

e CUSILVER, CLERK
TLIRVRICT COURT
CARLA R. HELMS,

Plaintiff,
VS.

No. 82-C-752-C

INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
NO. 3 OF BROKEN ARROW, TULSA
COUNTY, OKLAHOMA; OKLAHOMA
STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION,

Defendants.

Nt et St St Nt N Nl ol Nt St St St

ORDER

Now before the Court for idits consideration are the cross
motions of the plaintiff, Carla R. Helms and defendants,
Independent School District No. 3 of Broken Arrow, Oklahoma and
the Oklahoma State Department of Education for summary judgment
pursuant tce Fed.R.Civ.P. 56, On October 4, 1982 the parties
filed a joint stipulation of facts in which all parties have
stipulated to the relevant factual matters before this Court and
have agreed that there are no material facts at issue in this
case, After carefully reviewing the éntire record herein, the
applicable law and the arguments of counsel for the parties the
Court concludes that the defendants' motions for summary judgment

should be denied and that plaintiff's motion for summary judgment

should be granted,




The central idissue in this case 1is whether the plaintiff
should receive free appropriate public special education until
the age of twenty—one./l This action was instituted pursuant to
20 U.5.C. Section 1415(e), under the authority of the Education
for All Handicapped Children Act of 1975, 20 U.S.C. Section 1401
et seq. (hereafter EHCA). At the time the action was instituted,
plaintiff was classified as a trainable mentall; handicapped
person nineteen years of age. Plaintiff resides in the
territorial boundaries of defandant Broken Arrow Public Schools,
On or about March 15, 1982, the parents of the plaintiff
requested of defendant Broken Arrow the convening of a due
process hearing to consider the appropriateness of the
educational program being offered to plaintiff, or the lack of
such an offer by Brokenm Arrow. This request was made pursuant to
20 U.S.C. Section 1415(b){(2). This request was honored and a
hearing was held on April 16, 1982.

Thereafter, on or about June 18, 1982, the Hearing Officer
issued.her decision wherein ste held that while public schools in
Oklahoma are not generally required to provide education to
handicapped students ages eighteen through twenty-one if the

student has already received twelve years of public education,

L Though the plaintiff is enticled under the relevant law to receive

appropriate public education only until she is twenty-one years old, the
defendants have stipulated that if the Court determines she is entitled to two
additional years of education the Broken Arrow School District will provide
such education beyond plaintiff's twenty-first birthday, At the time this
action was instituted, the plaintiff was nineteen years old, She did not
attend the Broken Arrow schools during the 1982-83 school year.




that in plaintiff's case the Broken Arrow Public Schools were to
provide an additional two years of education to plaintiff.
Defendant Broken Arrow filed a timely appeal of that decision to
the Appeal Team Review Board, Oklahoma State Department of
Education, Special Education Section. On July 20, 1982 the
Appeal Team Review Board issued its decision overturning the
Hearing bfficer's ruling, and held that Broken Arrow had
completed its legal obligation to provide plaintiff with the
required minimum number of years of education, i.e. twelve years.
Plaintiff filed this action on August 5, 1982, Further, the
Broken Arrow School Disgrict stipulated in open court that
Oklahoma state law does not mandate a maximum of twelve years of
public special education to persons in plaintiff'’s classification
and defendants stipulated in open court that plaintiff has not
completed her secondary education in any traditional sense and
the record herein clearly reflects that plaintiff is not capable
of performing in a "normal" secondary program.

In a case such as that presented here, 20 U.S$.C. Section
1415(e) (2) provides in relevant part as follows: "[T}lhe court
shall receive the records of the administrative proceedings,
shall hear additional evidence at the request of a party, and
basing its decision on the preponderance of the evidence, shall
grant such relief as the Court determines is appropriate.”" The
parties have submitted the administrative record for this Court's
review and neither party has requested that additional evidence

be heard by the Court.




20 U.S.C. Section 1412(2)(B) provides in pertinent part as

follows:

In order teo qualify for assistance under this
sub~chapter in any fiscal year, a State shall
demonstrate to the Commissiomer that the
following conditions are met: . . . .

(2) The State has developed a plan pursuant
to section 1413(b) of this title in effect
.prior to November 29, 1975, and submitted not
later than August 2!, 1975, which will: be
amended to comply with the provisions of this
paragraph. Each such amended plan shall set
forth in detail the policies and procedures
which the State will undertake in order to
assure that -- ., . ., ’

(B) a free appropriate public education will
be available . . . for all handicapped
children Dbetween the ages of three and
twenty-one within the State not later than
September 1, 1980, except that, with respect
to handicapped children aged three to five
and aged eighteen to twenty-one, inclusive,
the requirements of this clause shall not be
applied in any State if the application of
such requirements would be inconsistent with
State law or practice, or the order of any
court, respecting public  education within
such age groups in the State . . .
(emphasis added)

The defendants contend that the State of O0Oklahoma falls
within the exception set forth in 20 U.S.C. Section 1412(2)(B).
This Court cannot agree. Section 1412(2)(B) 1is <clear and
unambiguous and evidences Congress's intent to exempt those
states that do not provide public education to any children in
the excepted age groups. In other words, if a state by its law
or practice, or by the order of some court did not provide free
public education to non-handicapped students in the exempted age
groups it would not be required to provide education to

handicapped students in those same age groups. The statute 1is




clear in this regard. It neither allows for nor promotes a state
sgheme which would condone discrimination against handicapped
students in these age groups.

The legislative history of the EHCA is also clear in the

above regard. See Sen.Rept. No. 94-168 p.19 (1975), reprinted in

(1975) U.S5.CODE CONG.&AD.NEWS 1442-1443; 121 Cong.Rec. 19492
(1975) (rémarks of Sen. Williams). A review of the cases which
prompted the passage of the EHCA evidence the clear intent of
Congress to provide handicapped students with equal access to

public education. See Pennsylvania Association for Retarded

Children v. Commonwealth of Pennsylvania (PARC), 334 F.Supp. 1257

(1971), 343 F.Supp. 279 (E.D.Pa. 1972); Mills v. Board of

Education of the District of Columbia, 348 F.Supp. 866 (D.C.

1972). The Supreme Court of the United States 1inm a recent
opinion has clearly acknowlecged that the EHCA's intent was to
provide equal access to handicapped persons, but that such right
of access does not signify "[A]ny notion of absolute equality of

opportunity regardless of capacity." Board of Education of the

Hendrick Hudson Central School District Bd. of Ed., Westchester

County v. Rowley, U.S. , 102 S.Ct. 3034, 73 L,Ed.2d
690 (1982).

The defendants have argued a position that 1s sinmply
untenable with the clear language of Sectionm 1412(2)(B) and the
intent of Congress. It should be noted that neither defendant
has alleged that Oklahoma dces not participate in and benefit
from federal financial assistance under the EHCA. '"The receipt

of this federal money is conringent upon the state's performing




certain affirmative duties with respect to the education of the

handicapped.”" New Mexico Association for Retarded Citizens v.

State of New Mexico, 678 F.2d4 847, 853 (l0th Cir, 1982) (emphasis

in original). One affirmative duty is to comply with Section
1412(2)(B). If the state provides or assures the provisions of
free public education to non-handicapped children in the age

groups at. issue it must provide a free public weducation to
handicapped children in these age groups.

The defendants rely on OKLA.STAT.ANN. tit. 70, Section
13-102 to support their position tha{ state law is inconsistent
with the federal scheme set forth in Section 1412(2)(B). Section
13-102 reads 1in pertinent part as follows:

The determination whether a child is eligible
for special education shall be made by the
board of education of the school district in
which such c¢hild resides, under rules and
regulations approved by the State Board of
Education; provided, however, that the eligi-
bility of exceptional children shall be re-
evaluated at Jleast once every three (3)
vears. Any child determined to be eligible
shall be permitted to receive such special
education for a minimum period of twelve (12)
years,

The defendants <contend that, because plaintiff has already
received twelve years of free public education, the state has
fulfilled all of its obligations to her. This argument is
without merit. OKLA.STAT.ANN. tit. 70, Section 1-114(A) provides
in relevant part:

Effective with the school year beginning
1980-81, all c¢hildren between the ages of
five (5) years on or before September 1, and
twenty-one (2]1) years on or before September
1, shall be entitled to attend school free of
charge in the district in which they reside.




As can be seen from a quick review of these two Oklahoma
statutes a non-handicapped student has a statutory right to
attend public school wuntil the age of twenty-one, but a
handicapped student, such as plaintiff, has a right to only
twelve years of education, evidently regardless of the student's
placement or capabilities at the end of said twelve years or the
extent to which a handicapped c¢hild could benefit from additional
public education.

At oral argument in this case and as evidenced by the Appeal
Team Review Board's decision the defendants take the position
that i1f a handicapped student has attended public school for at
least twelve years, he or she is not entitled to additional
education until the age of twenty-one. Defendants contend that
pursuant to a statutory grant of authority found at
OKLA.STAT. ANN. tit. 70, Section 13-105 the State Board of
Education has adopted a rule defining the age limitation for the
provision of special educarcion services to handicapped or
exceptional children, This provision reads as follows:

Maximum Age - Each exceptional child has a

right to 12 years of schooling. This twelve

year period will start at age 6 following

state regulations for entrance to first grade

and will terminate wupon completion of a

secondary program. Twelve years of schooling

is mandated, additional schooling through age

2] 1s permissible.
See Appendix I attached to Oklahoma State Department of Education
brief in support of Motion for Summary Judgment filed Auguét 26,

1982.

The problem with this argument is that the plaintiff has not




completed any secondary program discernible from the record
herein. The defendants admitted this at oral argument on this
case, at least to the extent that secondary education has been
completed in any traditional seuse, The defendants appear to
argue that a handicapped c¢hild is simply moved from grade to
grade without consideration of what Dbenefit the c¢hild lhas
received -or without regard to the <child's capabilities and
potential to further benefit from the educational experience
after the twelve years have expired.

Furthermore, the defendants have ignored virtually all of
the objective documentation concerning plaintiff's grade
placement in the administrative record. Such evidence was that
plaintiff was classified as a tenth grade student for the
1981-1982 school year. Any student with such a classification
would, thus, be entitled to an additional two years of public
education or at least wuntil the .child reaches the age ©of
twenty-one. Taking defendants' argument to its logical
conclusion wouldimean that a mnon-handicapped child who has been
held back in school because of poor performance for one, two or
three school years has a right to further education until he or
she is twenty-one, but a handicapped student no matter what his
or her performance 1s simply barred from further education after
twelve years,

No evidence or testimony has been presented to this Court
that the plaintiff will receive no benefit from additional
schooling,. At oral argument defendants apparently attempted to

convince the_ Court that such was the case, However, the




administrative record is silent on this issue, except for certain
testimony there that plaintiff is not capable of performing
"normal" secondary classwork, This, however, is obvious.
Plaintiff, evidently, has a current level of functioning at a
first grade level. As the Hearing Officer wrote in her decision,

Students qualifying for «classification as

trainable mentally handicapped cannot be
expected to complet= a program of secondary
education which is <comparable toe that of
their non-handicapped classmates. Even with-
in the category of trainable mentally handi-
capped, not all students can be expected to
progress at the same rate’, reach the same
level or attain the same goals. Mastery of
specific program content, therefore, cannot
‘be used as a guideline for the completion of
a secondary progfam.

Secondary education for trainable mentally
handicapped students must be defined on an
individual basis and documented on the IEP,
It is true, however, that the school is not
held accountable 1f the student does not
attain the goals and objectives specified on
the IEP (Regulations, Section 121a-349;
Policies and Procedures Manual, p.30). Thus,
it may be necessary to consider the number of
years of schooling and the student's stated
grade placement in determining when the
secondary program has been completed.

The Hearing Officer went on to determine the stated grade
placement of the plaintiff as tenth grade in 1981-82 and noted
that "[S]tated grade placement is .a primary indicator of
educational level for trainable mentally handicapped students."

The Policies and Procedures Manual for Special Education in
Oklahoma states:

The burden of proof as to the appropriateness
of any proposed special education plan, as to
why a more normalized education plan could
not adequately and appropriately serve the
child's educational needs, and as to the




adequacy and appropriateness of any didenti-
fication, test, or evaluation procedure, will
be wupon the local agency. Policies and
Procedures Manual, section XI(A)(2).

See 3Brief in Support of Plaintiff's Response to Defendant

Oklahoma State Department of Education's Motion for Summary
Judgment at p.5 filed on September 8, 1982,

Again, no evidence or testimony has been presented to this
Court of the educational appropriateness of denyiné plaintiff a
continuing special education program until she is twenty-one or
that she has, in fact, completed a secondary program,
Defendants' only argument 1s that because at least twelve years
of education has been given they can in this case, and apparently
in numerous others, graduate a handicapped student solely based
on the number of attendance years. Before the Appeal Team Review
Board the defendant Broken Arrow Public Schools argued that the
references to plaintiff as a tenth grade student in the 1981-82
school year were a mistake, They- pointed to the school's
official transcript which showed plaintiff in the 12th grade in
1981-82. However, even if this be true, the defendants have
presented nothing to this Court whiech would indicate anything
other than that if twelve years are afforded that is all they
give to handicapped students. Again; they simply move each
handicapped <child from grade to grade irrespective of any
benefits that the child has received or could receive by more
than twelve years of education.

The plaintiff herein may not benefit from traditional

secondary education, but there has never been any finding that

~10-




she cannot benefit from a program tailored to the unique needs
she has as an individual or a trainable mentally handicapped
person. It is clear that the plaintiff has not completed any
secondary program and the defendants have come forward with no
competent evidence that she has, In fact, the Broken Arrow High
School transcript contained in the administrative record does not
even contéin any grades or other evaluation for the: 2nd semester
of the 1981-82 school year. The defendants have not presented to
this Court any criteria that the state utilizes to make the
determination of completion of a sécondary program, and this
Court concludes that the plaintiff has not completed a secondary
program. Finally, in this regard defendant Broken Arrow admitted
at oral argument that there is no state law defining the basis
upon which "permissive" education through twenty-one would be
allowed. The criteria is, apparently, set forth by the IEP team.
However, nothing brought to this Court's attention would warrant
any finding that the plaintiff has completed a secondary program
of educatieon in any sense. The evidence 1s simply that the
plaintiff has attended public schools for at least twelve years.
The Court realizes that the progression of a handicapped
child such as plaintiff cannot be equated with the progression of
a non-handicapped child and that even within the classification
of trainable mentally handicapped children there will be
innumerable variations of progression. However, the defendants
cannot simply say that if twelve years of public education has

been afforded to a handicapped child all educational obligations

cease. They must come forward with competent evidence that they,

-11-




at least, have criteria to determine whether public education,
whatever its substantive centent, will be afforded to such
individual after the twelve years and that equal access is given
to a handicapped individual. The defendants have not done this.
They cannot simply move a handicapped student from grade to grade
through the twelve year period and then determine in, evidently,
every casé to graduate the child and fulfill their obligations.

Such a scheme and practice cannot be condoned by this Court,
it is not in conformity with the EHCA, it clearly does not afford
equal access to handicapped childreé, and the Court concludes
that the plaintiff is entitled to an additional two years of free
appropriate public education and that such should be provided by
the Independent School District No. 3 of Broken Arrow, Tulsa
County, Oklahoma./g

It is therefore the Order of this Court that the motions of
defendants for summary judgment are denied and that the
plaintiff's motion for summary judgment is granted.

It is the further Order of this Court that the Appeal Team's
decision as to the following points is set aside and vacated:

1) that the Hearing Officer's decision is overturned;

2 The Court would note that the plaintiff did not raise in this case any

issue that would necessitate review of Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act
of 1973, 29 U.S.C. Section 794 or a constitutional claim under the equal
protection clause of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States
Constitution. For this reason, the Court has not discussed their
applicability here. See New Mexico Association for Retarded Citizens v. State
of New Mexico, 678 F.2d 847 (l0th Cir. 1982); New York State Association for

Regarded Children, Inc. v. Carey, 466 F.Supp. 479 (E.D.N.Y. 1978), affirmed
612 F.2d 644 (2nd Cir. 1979).

-12-
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2) that the Broken Arrow Public School District has

completed its obligation to provide the plaintiff with a public

education; and

3 that the plaintiff is to be graduated.

It 1is the further Ordzr of this Court that defendant

Independent School District No., 3 of Broken Arrow, Tulsa County,

Oklahoma, shall provide the plaintiff an additiornal two years of

free appropriate public education te begin with the start of the

1983-84 school year./é

zas

It is so Ordered this Ve 2 day of August, 1983.

J

-
H. DALE *CO0K
Chief Judge, U. S, District Court

3

The Court, of course, expresses no view as to the substantive content of

any educational program to be offered to the plaintiff during the 1983-84 or
1984-85 school years.

-13-
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IN THE UNITED STATES DLISTRICT COURT FOR THE vt e
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA .

W 29 143

JACK €. SILVER, CLERK

CARLA R. HELMS, ').5. BISTRICT COURT

Plaintiff,

VS, No. 82-C-752-C
INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
NO. 3 OF BROKEN ARROW, TULSA
COUNTY, OKLAHOMA; OKLAHOMA
STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATICN,

St Mt M M N e e N St St N Nt

befendants.

JUDGMENT

This action came on for hearing before the Court on the
parties' cross motions for summary judgment and the issues having
been duly heard and considered and a decision having been duly
rendered, |

It is Ordered and Adjudged

that the Appeal Team Review Board's decision of July 20,
1982 is set aside and vacatec as to the following points, (i)
that the Hearing Officer's decision of June 18, 1982 1isgs
overturned, (ii) that the Broken Arrow ?ublic School District has
completed its obligation to provide the plaintiff, Carla R. Helms
with a public education; and (LII) that the plaintiff, Carla R.

Helms is to be graduated.



Further, it is Ordered and Adjudged

that defendant Independeat School District No. 3 of Broken
Arrow, Tulsa County, Oklahomz, shall provide to the plaintiff,
Carla R. Helms, two additional years of free appropriate public
education to begin with the start of the 1983-84 school year and

that the plaintiff recover of the defendants her costs of action.

It is so Ordered this 22 day of August, 1983.

o b Lowi )

H. DALE COOK
Chief Judge, U. §. District Court
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF oxliﬁgnqx'"”'

ERS
T

I
'\J~
.\n t
W

BOISE CASCADE CORPORATION,

vs. No. 81-C-441-B
THE BURNING HILLS GROUP OF
COMPANIES, INC., a/k/a BURNING
HILLS GROUP OF COMPANTES,
LIMITED, an Qklahoma
corporation, and COMMUNICATION
ASSOCIATES, INC., an Oklahoma
corporation,

Defendants.
vs.

SUTTON INVESTMENTS, INC.,
et al.,

L e )

Garnishees.

ORDER
It appears to the Court that the above entitled action as to
Sutton Investments, Inc., only, has been fully scttled, adjusted
and compromised and based on stipulation, therefore,
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the above entitled action as
to Sutton Investments, Inc., only, be and is hereby dismissed

without cost to any party and with prejudice to all the parties.

1
Dated Augustcif 1983.

J?w{ / /J///////V/

THOMAS R. BRETT

JUDGE OF THE UNTTED STATES
DISTRICT COURT




IN THE UNITED STATLS DISTRICT COURT S
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA S, l;gﬁ

J."l.!.'; 29 |

HEA N

BAYLY, MARTIN & FAY, INC.

Plaintiff, !

Losalar ey SOURT
No. 82-C-1018E

‘_5.\:‘;‘;-' Slives
HERC SIVER, o1
vs.

FRANK B. HALL & COMPANY, and
HUGH E. MONROE,

Defendants.

Nt Nt Mt Mt e T et e e Soumt

,SVkuLQrﬁfwx%( DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE OF COUNTERCLAIM

COMES NOW the Counterclaimant Hugh E. Monrce, and dismisses
its cause of action against the Plaintiff, Bayly, Martin & Fay, Inc.,

with prejudice tc refiling of the same.

GABLE & GOTWALS

By: 6%{éaﬁéoé.ﬁ{?q/%zzﬂf/

THEODORE Q. ELIOT

20th Floor

Fourth National Bank Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANTS

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

S ) Sl

MICHAEL J. ‘GIBBENS

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

201 West Fifth Street

Suite 400

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF




CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

s _
. . . g
This is to certify that on theégqvf day of é}hﬂ( ST ,
1983, a true and correct copy of the above and foregaihg DISMISSAL

WITH PREJUDICE OF COUNTERCLAIM, postage prepaid thereon, to Mr.
Michael J. Gibbens, 201 West Fifth Street, Suite 400, Tulsa, Oklahoma

74103, Attorney for Plaintiff.

ondbre

THEODORE Q. ELIDT




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

= { ;Z:"

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA MJ23
%? K Si 83

BAYLY, MARTIN & FAY, INC., ; 8. Umi,{;cﬁ LLER}{
Plaintiff, )
)

vVS. ) Case No. 82-C-1018E

)
FRANK B. HALL & COMPANY, and )
HUGH E. MONROE, )
)
Defendants. )

TH PREJUDICE

J//)u(ﬂ/u"fr_é_ DISMISSAL 'WI
COMES NOW the Plaintiff,

dismisses its cause of action

Hall & Company, and Hugh ﬁ.

of the same.

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

htadore (' T

Bayly, Martin & Fay, Inc., and

against the Defendants, Frank B.

Monroe, with prejudice to refiling

/Tl 10

Roy C. Breedlov

Michael J. Glbbens

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

201 W. 5th Street, Suite 400

Tulsa, OR 74103

Attorneys for Plaintiff

Theodore Q. Rliot

GABLE & GOTWALS

20th Floor - Fourth National
Bank Building

Tulsa, OK 74119

Attorneys for Defendants



CERTIFICATE QOF MATILING

This is to certify that on the 2¢/A day of /4¢3u4}' , 1983,
a true and correct copy of the above and foregoing Dismissal with
Prejudice was mailed, postage prewvaid, to Theodore Q. Eliot, Gable
& Gotwals, 20th Floor, Fourth National Bank Building, Tulsa,

Oklahoma 74119.
s,
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UWVITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DIs 11¢T OF OKLAHOMA

CLERW'S OFFICE
JACK C. SILVER
CLERK UNITED STA175 COURT House

TULSA, DKLAHOMA 74103

1918) 581-7796
(FT8) 736.7796

August 29, 1983

The Estate of Paula A. Banks
522 N. Pine Place
Tulsa, OK 74106

RE: Paula A. Banks v Margarct Heckler, Secretarf of Health &
Human Services 83-C-721-C

To Whom It May Concern:

Please be advised that on this date Judyge H. Dale Cook

entered the following Minute Order in the above referenced
case:

"It is ordered that the Court being advised of
the death of Plaintiff herein, it is ordered
that Plaintiff's Complaint & cause of action
is dismissed,"”

Very truly yours,
JACK €, SILVER, CLEREK
- 9am

Deputy Clerk

cc: U.S5. Attorney's
Office, Frank Keating
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 15 28 183
NORTHERN LISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA )

JACK . SILVER, CLER
uSJHSHﬂCTCOURTK
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,
vs. Civil Acticn No. 82-C-899-§B

OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE
COMPANY, an Oklahoma
corporation, et al.,

Nt et et N Nt e e S e S St

Defendants.

ORDER DISMISSING OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE COMPANY

NOW, on this 2}27 day of zﬁi@;gf' __ ¢ 1983, there

comes on for consideration the Motion of OKLAHOMA LAND AND

CATTLE COMPANY, Defendant herein, to dismiss said Defendant
as a party in thig action, and the Court, being advised that
no chjection is taken to saié Motion, finds that same should
be sustained.

IT IS THEREFORE OPDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE COMPANY be dismissed as a party
defendant in this action without costs.

.\);7 R '
{~Qé}ffszﬁszaﬁfi}ékﬂ;z?/

United States District Judge
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA _jacf o 2UVER, CLERK

&SJH RICT COURT

s

2
‘ f Lo VIS

UNITED STATES OI' AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs. Civil Action No. 82-C-902-§ R
OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE
COMPANY, an Oklahcma
corporation, et al.,

Defendants.

ORDER DISMISSING OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLL COMPANY

NOW, on this 2% day of lougvﬂf% , 1983, there

comes on for consideration the Motion of OKLABROMA LAND AND

CATTLE COMPANY, Defendant herein, to¢ dismiss said Defendant
as a party in this action, and the Court, being advised that
no objection is taken to said Motion, finds that same should
be sustained.

1T I5 THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECRLEED that
OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE COMPANY be dismissed as a party

defendant in this action without costs.

n 7 s
ot L 2

United States District Judge
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT CGURT FO Tﬁ ,.;TCDU“‘
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHO ‘

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
Vs, Civil Action No. 82-C-903-%B

OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE
COMPANY, an Oklahoma
corporation, et al.,

Defendants.

ORDER DISMISSING OKLAIIOMA LAND AND CATTLE COMPANY

T
NOW, on this Ez%““'day of /?K,IHZQZL , 1983, there

comes on for consideration the Motion of OKLAHOMA LAND AND

CATTLE COMPANY, Defendant herein, to dismiss said Defendant
as a party in this action, and the Court, being advised that
no objection is taken to said Motion, finds that same should
be sustained.

IT IS THEREFCRE QRDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE COMPANY be dismissed as a party

defendant in this action without costs.

/'pﬁ/ﬂ . .
téiﬁ.{_((ﬁar /«JE@,;M

United States District Judge
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 529 1
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vS. Civil Action No. 82-C-904-%3P

OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE

COMPANY, an Oklahoma
corporation, et al.,

Defendants.

ORDER _DISMISSING OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE COMPANY

NOW, on this iéiZ; day of f}?[ﬁylgf% r 1983, there
comes on for consideration the Motion of OKL.AHOMA LAND AND
CATTLE COMPANY, Defendant herein, to dismiss said Defendant
as a party in this action, and the Court, being advised that
no objection is taken to said Motion, finds that same should
be sustained.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREEED that
OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE COMPANY be dismissed as a party

defendant in this action without costs.

7Y
Q“’/ﬁ’cm/xa” jﬁﬁjgiiéﬁéfr

United States District Judge
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE s 28 12
NORTHERN CISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA e
JACK . SiLVER, CLERK
U.5. DISTRICT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

VS, Civil Action No. 82-C-308-B
OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE
COMPANY, an Oklahoma
corporation, et al.,

Defendants.

ORDER DISMISSING OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE COMPANY

NOW, on this ‘égz day of . fi/sused , 1983, there

(
comes on for consideration the Motion of OKLAHOMA LAND AND

CATTLE COMPANY, Defendant herein, to dismiss said Defendant
as a party in this action, and the Court, being advised that
no objection is taken to said Motion, finds that same should
be sustained.

IT IS5 THERLEFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE COMPANY be dismissed as a party

defendant in this action without costs.

Qj//lw ez f/{gﬁ’{f o7

United States District Judge
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE in‘g "TLI “'ﬁ.‘ébg?"
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

VS. Civil Action No. 82-C-921-B
OKLAHOMA ILAND AND CATTLE
COMPANY, an Oklahoma
corporation, and ADAMS ENERCY
COMPANY, a corporation,

et al.,

Defendants,

ORDER DISMISSING OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE COMPANY
AND ADAMS ENERGY COMPANY

2
NOW, on this égf day of {(émfgﬁf r 1983, there

comes on for consideration the Motion of OKLAHOMA LAND AND

CATTLE COMPANY and ADAMS EMERGY COMPANY, Defendants herein,
to dismiss said Defendants as parties in this action, and the
Court, being advised that nc cbjection is taken to said Mction,
finds that same should be sustained.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE COMPANY and ADAMS ENERGY COMPANY
be dismissed as party detendants in this action without

costs.

j/ﬁf///,v/

United States District Jﬁdge ’




B é{'&ixzwé

BT e AN
N
Ik ;

RSP

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE )

5 Q
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA }UGZV 1583
JA Foor Er e, ~
085 SR CLERK
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, -t COURT

Plaintiff,

vs. Civil Action No, 82-C-922-B

OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE
COMPANY, an Oklahoma
corporation, et al.,

Defendants.

ORDER DISMISSING OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE COMPANY
NOW, on this ﬁﬁ"‘/’/‘day of ja};rm:f_ , 1983, there
J

comes on for consideration the Motion of OKLAHOMA LAND AND

CATTLE COMPANY, Defendant herein, to dismiss said Defendant
as a party in this action, and the Court, being advised that
no objection is taken to said Motion, finds that same should
be sustained.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE COMPANY be dismissed as a party

defendant in this action without costs.

B/ THOMAS R. BRETT
United States District Judge




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE AUGZs Ia
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA -83

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs. Ccivil Action No. 82-C-924-xP
OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE
COMPANY, an Oklahoma
corporation, et al.,

Defendants.

L e N . L e

ORDER DISMISSING OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE COMPANY
L AL

, 277 L2 7
NOW, on this day of Cfﬁ;%ﬁuﬁf , 1983, there

comes on for consideration the Motion of OKLAHOMA LAND AND

CATTLE COMPANY, Defendant herein, to dismiss said Defendant
as a party in this action, and the Court, being advised that
no objection is taken to said Motion, finds that same should
be sustained.

IT IS5 THEREFORE ORDEEED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE COMPANY be dismissed as a party

defendant in this action without costs.

- | —
g;;?%%2?64424£¢4??59f2335><§;7”

United States District Judge
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN CISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA A6 29 183
JACK ©. SiLviER.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, s ;7:‘;”{‘\‘“«{‘ ‘Cgﬁgff‘ﬁ

Plaintiff,

vs. Civil Action No. 82-C-925-%T>
OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE
COMPANY, an OCklahoma
corporation, et al.,

Defendants.

ORDER DISMISSING OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE COMPANY

NOW, on this f day of xfiufaﬂué_‘ r 1983, there

comes on for consideration the Motlon of OKLAHOMA LAND AND

CATTLE COMPANY, Defendant herein, to dismiss said Defendant
as a party in this action, and the Court, being advised that
no objection is taken to said Motion, finds that same should
be sustained.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
OKLAHOMA LAND AND CATTLE COMPANY be dismissed as a party

defendant in this action without costs.

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT
United States District Judge
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHEEN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

CHERYL LYNN SMITH and
ROBERT JOSEPH SMITH,

Plaintiffs,

Vs No. B82-C-1205B

DALE JOURNAGAN, BRIAN TUNNELL
JANELI.A PURYEAR, and the CITY
OF MIAMI, an Oklahoma
Municipal Corporation,

Defendants,

JAMES OR JIM WELLS,

T . T I T I S

Additional party Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

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

ORDERED, the above-styled and entitled action and each
of the claims and causes of action of the plaintiff be and the
same is hereby dismissed with rejudice to the filing of a
future action; and it is further:

ORDERED, that each of the parties hereto bear his own

costs accrued or accruing herein.

DATED this 4 day of dé(‘)iﬁf/ﬂ[_ , 1983,

S/ THOMAS R BRETE

Thomas R. Brett, Judge
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT i
FOR THE NORTHERY DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

. i)
o i

i~

MAY'S DRUG STORE, INC.,

AT O ST CLER
an Oklahoma corporation,

CHSYRICT COYRT
Plaintiff,

v. No. 83-C-127-BT

MFY INDUSTRIES, INC.,
a Kansas corporation,

i s i L L P W

Defendant.

JUDGMENT
In accordance with the Court's order entered herein

on August 25, 1983 which sustained plaintiff's motion for sunmary

judgment, judgment is hereby granted in favor of nlaintiff, May's

Drug Store, Inc., and against defendant, MFY Industries, Inc.,

in the amount of $56,000.00, plus post-judgment interest at a

rate of 10.74 percent and costs of the action.

454
ENTERED thistéy day of Auqust, 1983.

N

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED 'STATES DISTRICT JUNRGE
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UNITED STATES L1STRICT COURT FOR THE * ¢on i J
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF QOKLAHOMA évp
"o 2 1353
I’AS‘,
UNITED STATES QF AMERICA, ; bs'h)” j“*hCLERK
[
Plaintiff, ) “OURT
)
V. )
)
CHESTER J. SWAKE and EURA E. )
SWAKE, husband and wife; }
COUNTY .TREASURER and BOARD OF )
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, Delawvare }
County, Oklahoma, )
)
Defendants. ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 83-C-302-B

JUDCMENT OF FORECLOSURE

This matter comes on for consideration thls:xgz} day of

éiﬁbutl*‘ » 1983. The Plaintiff, Unrited States of America,

appears by Frank Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern
District of Oklahcma, through Peter Bernhardt, Assistant United
States Attorney; the Defencants, Chester J. Swake and Eura E.
Swake, husband and wife, Ccunty Treasurer, Delaware County,
Oklahoma, and Board of County Commissioners, Delaware County,
Oklahoma, appear not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that the Defendant, Chester J. Swake, executed
an Acknowledgment of Receipt of Summons and Conmplaint on
April 25, 1983 which was filed on April 28, 1983; that Lhe
Defendant, Eura E. Swake, executed an Acknowledgment of Receipt
of Summons and Complaint on April 25, 1983 which was filed on
April 28, 1983; that the Deferdant, County Trcasurer, Delaware
County, Oklahoma, executcd an Acknowledgment of Receipt of

summons and- Complaint on April 12, 1983 which was filed on April




13, 198B3; and that the Defendant, Board of County Commissioners,
Delaware County, Oklahoma, executed an Acknowledgment of Receipt
of Summons and Complaint on April 18, 1983 which was filed on
April 19, 1983,

It appears that the Defendants, County Treasurer,
Delaware County, Oklahoma, and Board of County Commissioners,
Delaware County, Oklahoma, have previously filed their Disclaimer
herein by their counsel, Thomas H. May, District Attorney,
through Dugie Hagberg Standeford, Assistant District Mttorney,
Delaware County; and that the Defehdants, Chester J. Swake and
Eura E. Swake, have failed to answer and their default has been
entered by the Clerk of this Court on May 24, 1983.

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

That portion of the NW% of the NEY of the

SE%, and of the NE% of the NWY of the SEY% of

Section 13, Township 20 North, Range 23 East,

Delaware County, Oklahoma, described as

follows: Beginning at a point which is 2058

feet South and 875.6 feet East of the NW

corner of the NE% of said Section 13, thence

South 89 degrees 04' 50" East, 310.00 fect:

thence South 0 degrees 06' 20" West, 934.20

feet to the true point of beginning; thence

South 88 degrees 39' 40" Fast, 251.73 feet;

thence Socuth 104.00 feet; thence North 88

degrees 36" 50" West, 251.92 feet; +thence

North 0 degreecs 06' 20" East, 103.80 feet to

the true point of beginning.

That on April 25, 1979, Chester J. Swake and Eura E.

Swake, husband and wife, cxccuted and delivered to the United



States of America, acting through the Farmers llome
hdministration, their promissory note in the amount of
$26,200.00, payable in monthly installments with interest thereon
at the rate of nine (9) percent per annum,

That as security for the payment of the above described
note, Chester J. Swake and Eura E. Swake, husband and wife,
executed and delivered to the United States of America, acting
through the Farmers BHome Administration, a real estate mortgage
dated April 25, 1979, covering the described property.

The Court further finds that the Defendants, Chester J.
Swake and Fura E. Swake, made default under the terms of the
aforesald promissory note bty reason of their failure to make the
monthly installments due therecon, which default has continued and
that by reason thereof the Defendants, Chester J. Swake and Eura
E. Swake, are indebted to the Plaintiff in the sum of $25,624.07
as unpaid principal, plus accrued interest of $2,400.72 as of
February 17, 1983, plus interest thereafter at the rate of nine
(9) percent per annum or $6.3183 per day until judgment, plus
interest from the date of judgment at the legal rate until paid,
plus the costs of this action accrued and accruing.

That the Defendarts, County Treasurer, Delaware County,
Oklahoma, and Board of Courty Commiséioners, Delaware County,
Oklahoma, do net have any lien, right, or interest in the real
property involved in this action.

IT IS THEREFORE CORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover judgment against the Defendants,

Chester J. Swake and EBura E. Swake, hushand and wife, in the




principal amount of $25,624.07, plus accrued interest of
$2,400.72 as of February 17, 1983, plus interest thereafter at
the rate of nine (9) percent per annum or $6.3183 per day until
judgment, plus interest from the date of judgment at the legal
rate until paid, plus costs of this action accrued and accruing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that upon
the failure of the Defendants, Chester J. Swake and Eura E,.
Swake, to satisfy the money judgment of the Plaintiff herein, an
Order of Sale shall be issued to the United States Marshal for
the Northern District of Oklahoma, commanding him to zdvertise
and sell with appraiscment the real property herein, and apply
the proceeds thereof as follows:

First:

In payment of the costs of this action,

accrued and accruing, incurred by the

Plaintiff, includ¢ing the costs of sale

of said real progperty;

Second:

In payment of the judgment rendered herein

in favor of the Flaintiff.

The surplus from said sale, if any, shall be deposited
with the Clerk of the Court to awaitrfurther order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORLCERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that from
and after the sale of the above described real property under and
by virtue of this judgment and decree, the Defendants ana all
persons claiming under them since the £iling of the Complaint

herein, be and they are forever barred and forecloscd of any



right, title, interest, or claim in or to the sdbject real

property or any part thereof.

H THOMAS R. BRETT

THCMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

¥

,fPLTER BERNIARDT v
Assistant United States Attorney
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FQOR THE ?‘;f ?’?3
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA B T e
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T R e m R
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ; qﬁﬂﬂ %?HUf?LCLEﬁK
Plaintiff, ) Lo, L LI CCURT
)
v. )
)
DANA SUE MAXWELL; )
BCOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, )
Pawnee County, Oklahoma; )
COUNTY TREASURER, Pawnee )
County, Oklahoma; )
TULSA ADJUSTMENT BUREAU, INC,, )
)
)

Defendants. CIVIL ACTION NO. 83-C-454-B

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

A
THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this £2£€7J day

of QQ%LQJLLfL—‘ » 1983. Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating,
Unitedogtates Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through Philard L. Rounds, Jr., Assistant United States Attorney;
the Defendant, Board of County Commissioners, Pawnee County; and
Defendant, County Treasurer, Pawnee County, Cklahoma, by an
Assistant District Attorney, Pawnee County; the Defendant, Tulsa
Adjustment Bureau, Inc. by D.W. Jacobus, Jr.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that the Defendant, County Treasurer, Pawnee
County, Oklahoma, was served with Summons and Amended Complaint
on June 2, 1983; that the Defendant Board of County
Commissioners, Pawnee County, Oklahoma, was served with Summons
and Amended Complaint on June 6, 1983; that the Defendant, Tulsa
Adjustment Bureau, Inc., was served with Summons and Amended

Complaint on June 7, 1983; and Defendant, Dana Sue Maxwell, was



served with Summons and Amended Complaint on July 12, 1983. It
appears that the Defendant, Dana Sue Maxwell, has filed her
Answer on July 21, 1983, disclaiming any right, title and
interest to the property, the subject matter of this foreclosure;
and that the Defendant, Board of County Commissioners and County
Treasurer, Pawnee County, Oklahoma, have filed their Answer on
June 6, 1983; and that the Defendant, Tulsa Adjustment Bureau,
Inc., has entered its disclaimer herein.

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

Lot 19, Block 1, Brown Addition to the City

of Cleveland, Pawnee County, Oklahoma,

according to the recorded plat thereof,

subject, however, to all valid outstanding

easements, rights-of-way, mineral leases,

mineral reservations, and mineral conveyances

of record.

That on September 11, 1980, Dana Sue Maxwell executed
and delivered to the United States of America, acting through the
Farmers Home Administration, her promissory note in the amount of
$35,000.00 payable in monthly installments with interest thereon
at the rate of 11,5% per annum.

That as security for the payment of the above described
note, Dana Sue Maxwell executed and delivered to the United
States of America a real estate mortgage dated September 11,
1980, covering the described property. Said mortgage was

recorded in Book 258, Page 34 in the records of Pawnee County,

Oklahoma.



The Court further finds that the Defendant, Dana Sue
Maxwell, made default under the terms of the aforesaid promissory
note by reason of her failure to make monthly installments due
thereon, which default has continued and that by reason thereof
the above named Defendant is indebted to the Plaintiff in the sum
of $34,048.33, plus accrued interest of $1,787.89 as of
March 29, 1983, plus interest thereafter at the rate of $10.7275
per day, plus the costs of this action accrued and accruing.

The Court further finds that the County Treasurer,
Pawnee County, Oklahoma, has a lien on the property which is a
subject matter of action by virtue of ad valorem taxes in the

amount of /éj—.é . Said lien being superior to the

interest of the Plaintiff, United States of America.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover judgment against the Defendant, Dana
Sue Maxwell, in the amount of $34,048.33, plus accrued interest
of $1,787.89 as of March 29, 1983, plus interest thereafter at
the rate of $10.7275 per day, plus the costs of this action
accrued and accruing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDZRED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Defendant, Ccounty Treasurer, Pawnee County, Oklahoma, have and

recover Judgment in the amouant of /év)\é s pPlus cost

of this action.

IT IS FURTHER ORDZRED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upon
failure of the previously named Defendant to satisfy the money
judgment of the Plaintiff herein, an Order of Sale shall be

issued to the United States Marshal for the Northern District of



Oklahoma commanding him to advertise and sell with appraisement
the real property herein and apply the proceeds of the sale as
follows:

In payment of the costs of this

action accrued and accruing incurred by

the Plaintiff, including cost of the sale

of said real property;

Second:

In payment of the County Treasurer,

1;2wnee County, Oklahoma, in the amount of

[6-42111 s property taxes which

are presently due and owing on said real

property;

Third:

In payment of the Jjudgment rendered

herein in favor of the Plaintiff.

The surplus from said sale, if any, shall be deposited with the
Clerk of the Court to wait further Order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that from
and after the sale of the above and described real property,
under and by virtue of this judgment and decree, the Defendants
and all persocons claiming under them since the filing of this

Complaint, be and they are forever barred and foreclosed of any



right, title, interest or claim in or to the subject real

property or any part thereof.

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

County, Oklahoma,
County Treasurer, Pawnee County,
and Board of County Commissioners,
FPawnee County

f"; ’,
(//7?2? /Q;»ﬁxw_#hﬁi/§¥\-‘\‘

D.{W. JACOBUS, Jry Attorney for
Tubksa Adjustment Bureau, Inc.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE. YQRJHERN q
DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA - v
L DOSHYE L PERY
!_'! -!i-: ,‘I/:GDT'
HEL.EN JOHNSON, ) ' v
)
Plaintify, )
)
V. ) NO. 82-C-784-B
)
FARMERS NEW WORLD LIFE 3
INSURANCE COMPANY, )
)
Defendant. )
ORDER OFF DISMISSAL
On this 7*i:;; day of August, 1983, upon the written ipplication

of the parties for a Dismissal With Frejudice of the Complaint ani all causes
of action, the Court having examined said Application finds that said parties
entered into a cowpromise settlement covering all claims involved in the
Cowplaint, of every nature, and have requested the Court to dismios said
Complaint with prejudice to future action, and the Court being fuily advised
on the premises, finds that said Complaint should be dismissed pursuand to
sald Application.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, AUJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court that the
Complaint and all causes of action of the Plaintiff filed herei:n against the

Derendant be in the same as heraby Dismissed With Prejudice to any future

action.

e . . P
PR P P

Judge Thomas R. Brett

’ -
RﬁdeD.m@mr




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE-NQBTWQRN
DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
e (\“‘w' ‘\,C'_ERY\
ST J;T\ o7 CCURT
SENOCO OIL COMPANY, S
a Nevada corporation,

Plaintiff

vs. No. 82-C-1051 B

WELLHEAD COMPRESSOR
PACKAGERS, INC., an
Oklahoma corporation,

Defendants.,

ORDER. OF DISMISSAL

That appearing to the Court that the above-entitled
action has been fully settled and compromised between the
parties, and based upon stipulation; therefore

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the above-entitled
action be, and it is hereby, dismissed, without cost to
either party, and with prejudice to the Plaintiff.

DATED the ;2(& day of August, 1983.

§/ THOMAS R. BREIT

United States District Judge



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT .. -
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA™ <2 103

HELMERICH & PAYNE
INTERNATIONAL DRTILLING CO.,
A Delaware Corporation,

Plaintiff,
V3. NO. CA-82-C-951-B

PIONEER PRODUCTION CO.,
A Texas Corporation,

Defendant.

N ln N n bhn W@ W n

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

For good cause shown and pursuant o the Stipulation of the
parties filed herein, this action is dismissed with prejudice to
the rights of Helmerich & Payne International Drilling Co. to
reassert its cause of action brought hercin, or any cart
thereof.

Each party is to ppar its own costs.
. Tl
DATED this 7/ ‘day of August, 1983.

! e P
N ,,,t I ~ ’/"; S : d
P A s _-;’,:{ﬁ_,;\ Al ¥
THOMAS BT "BRETT i}
U.S. DISTRICT JUDGE




APPROVED AS T0O FORM AND CONTENT:

PRAY, WALKER, JACKMAN,
WILLIAMSON & MARLAR

QP s ~

A .r } /{' 4 /' .‘E R
By 4 A A A S
FLOYD L. WALKER '
2200 Fourth National Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119

Attorneys for Plaintiff,
HELMERICH & PAYNE INTERNATIONAL
DRILLING CO.

LOCKE, PURNELL, EBOREN,
LANEY & NEELY

oy Melha o0 1 Ol ur,,

JOHN L. ESTES

MICHAEL H. COLLINS

3600 RepublicBank Tower
Dallas, Texas 75201-3989

Attorneys for Defendant
PIONEER PRCDUCTION CO.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

RAYMOND WOOSLEY,
Plaintiff,

Case No. 83-C-492 E

V.

MELVIN MCGEE and SUE MCGEE,
d/b/a MEL-RAY OIL CO.,

Nt Nt Nt Nt Vit P N St St

Defendants.,

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL OF ACTION

COMES NOW the plaintiff, and files his notice of dismissal
of the above-entitled action without prejudice to a new action at
plaintiff's costs, and does hereby dismiss the above-entitled
action without prejudice for the reason that service has not been

perfected on the defendants.

. FREEMAN

FREEMAN & BUXTON

26 S. Broadway

dmond, Oklahoma 73034
{(405) 341-6510
Attorney for Plaintiff
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT SR
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOM%ng{lS&anp
. fe iy, i
.Qmmwrmﬁﬁﬁ

e,
L
r 2

*

CLYDE RAGLAND,
Plaintiff,
vs.

SHELTER INSURANCE (formerly
M.F.A. Insurance},

. I S N e

Defendant. No. 83-C-273-C

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

The Court being fully advised in the premises and on con-
sideration of the parties' Joint Stipulation of Dismissal with
Prejudice and the parties' joint petition for order of dismissal
with prejudice, finds that said order should issue.

BE IT THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that plain-

tiff's cause be and the same is hereby dismissed with prejudice.

/S Y Lake Cach S
H. Dale Cook, Chief U. S.
District Judge




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT it 25 ey
FOR THE NORTHEEN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA AT A

Jaci v, ain Glerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT;

No. 83—C-247—E‘j

ROBERT E. COTNER,
Petitioner,

Vs,

WARDEN ALFORD, et al., and

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE
STATE OF OKLAHOMA,

Respoendents.

O RDER

This action 1is before the Court upon the petition of
Petitioner Robert E. Cotner, #93780 for a writ of habeas corpus
which is to be tested under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(4d). A motion to
proceed in forma pauperis was filed March 15, 1983, and the

petition thereafter promptly filed. See Henricksen vs. Bentley,

644 F.2d 852 (1l0th Cir. 1981). Under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(d} the
petition, if found to be frivolous, improper or obviously without

merit is subject to dismissal. Henricksen, supra at 854. The

Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals has reiterated its position on
numerous occasjons that a trial court need not require service of
the petition and filing of &n answer in cases where on the face
of it the action is frivolous or malicious. Id at 854. This
Court has determined that the instant action is such a case.

The Petitioner alleges that the Tulsa County District Court
violated "each and every Article of the United States
Constitution" when it denied his application for post-conviction

relief dated December 14, 1982 without an evidentiary hearing.




The Petitioner alleges that the District Court - "refused to
examine or consider any of the allegations raised". It appears
from the record that the Oklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals
affirmed the Order of the District Court denying post-conviction
relief on February 24, 1983.

Assuming the allegatins in the petition to be true, the
Court finds that no "rational argument" can be made on the law in
suppert of Petitioner's claim. He is entitled to no relief under

the law, and thus his c¢laim is wholly without merit. Bennett vs.

Passic, 545 F.2d 1260, 1261 (10th Cir. 1976) . "A state
prisoner's detention 1is not rendered unlawful merely because
th~rs may have been errors or defects in a state post-conviction

proceeding." Pierce vs. State of Oklahoma, 436 F.Supp. 1026

{W.D. 1977); Noble vs. Sigler, 351 F.2d 673 (8th Cir. 1965).

Petitioner's allegations herein represent an attack on a
proceeding collateral to the detention of the prisoner and not on
the detention itself.

On the basis of the foregoing authorities and having
undertaken a careful revied of the Petitioner's request, it 1is
the determination of this Court that the Petition for Writ of
Habeas Corpus -herein is without foundation or merit.

IT 1S THEREFORE ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the Petition for
Writ of Habeas Corpus of Ropert E. Cotner, #93780 be and hereby
is dismissed.

DATED this 247day of August, 1983.

O,dwaz/ )G(//L///p\_

JA S O. ELLISON
HNIThD STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA T

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs.

THOMAS K. MORAN,

Defendant. CIVIL ACTION NO. 83-C-607-C
DEFAULT JUDGMENT
P
This matter comes on for consideration this g52§” day

of August, 1983, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating, United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, through
Peter Bernhardt, Assistant United States Attorney, and the
DPefendant, Thomas K. Moran, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Thomas K. Moran, was served
with Summons and Complaint on July 19, 1983, 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, Thomas K.
Moran, for the principal sum of $5,000.00 together with interest

accrued thereon through May 10, 1983, in the sum of $283.33 and




interest accruing thereafter at the reate of $.472 per day until
judgment, plus interest at the legal rate from the date of this

Judgment until paid, and costs of this action.

ls7 A Lase coat -

UNITFD STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED £7TATES 1 »TRICT CTOURT Fuv THE‘
NORTHEERN LISTHICT OF ORLAHOMA

25 03
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
) fny ¢y CLERR
Plaintiff, ) S oToTeint onURT
)
V. )
)
GARY C. WESTENFELD; )
COUNTY TREASURER and BOARD OF )]
COUNTY COMMISSIONLRS, )
Delaware County, Oklahocma, )
) .
Defendants. Y} CIVIL ACTION NO. #3-C-321-C

JUDGHMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this ./« day of

{J{ﬁqndﬁff . 1983. The Plaintiff appearing by Frank
5 —

Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, through Peter Bernhardt, Assistant United States
Attorney; the Defendants County Treasurer, Delaware C.ounty,
Oklahoma, Board of County Commissioners, Delaware Cournty,
Oklahoma, and Gary C. Westenfeld, appearing not.

The Ceourt being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that the Defendant, County Treasursr, Delawar.
County, Oklahoma, was served with Summons and Complaint on Apri’
15, 1983; that theADefendant, Board of County Commissioners,
Delaware County, Oklahoma, was served with Summons anc Complain:
on April 18, 1983; and that Defendant, Gary C. Westenicld was
served with Summons and Com>laint on April 28, 1983.

It appears thalt the Defendants, County Treasurer and
Becard of County Ceommissioners, Delaware County, Oklahoma,

previously filed their Disclaimer herein; and that the Defendant,



Gary C. Westenfeld, has failed to Answer and his default has boen
entered by the Clerk of this Court on June 15, 1983.

The Court further finds that this is a suit based upon
a certain promissory note and for foreclosure cf a real cstate
mortgage securing said promissory note upon the following
described real property located in Delaware County, Oklahoma,
within the Northern Judicial L.strict of Oklahoma;

TRACT NO, 1:
A tract or parcel of land located in the Wk
SWh% SE%; and the E% SE% SWk%, all in Section
4, Township 22 North, Range 25 Fast, more
particularly described in detail as follows,
to-wit: Beginning at a point 353.0 feet West
0of the SE corner of the salid Wi SW4% SEXN;
thence North 894.8 feet; thence West 973.6
feet; thence South 894.8 feet; thence East
973.6 feet to the point of beginrning,
containing 20 acres, more or less, LESS that
part taken for county road R/W which is 16.5
feet along the South side thereof, all in
- Delaware County, Oklahoma.

TRACT NO. 2:

A tract of land located in the 8% Swk SR of
Section 4, Township 22 North, Range 25 East,
Delaware County, Oklahoma, more particularly
described as follows, to-wit: Beginning at
the SE corner of the above described tract;
thence WNorth 400 feet; thence West 1012.5
feet; thence Souvth 400 fect; thence Fast
1012.5 feet to the point of beginning,
containing 10 acres, more or less.

That on February 19, 1980, Cary C. Westenfoeid ex.outed
and delivered to the United States of Anwcrica acting !hrough the
Farmers Home Administration, his Promissory Note in the amcunt of
$30,200.00, payable in annual installments, wilh interest therecn
at the rate of nine (9) percent per annum.

That on February 19, 1980, Gary C. Westenfeld executed

ard delivered to the United States of America acting through the




Farmers Heme Administration hig Promissory Note in the anmcunt of
$78,860.00, payable in yearly installments, with interest thercon
at the rate of nine (9) percent per annum.

That as security for the payment of the above-described
notes, Gary C. Westenfeld e<ecuted and delivered to the United
States of America, acting tarough the Farmers Home
2Administration, a Real Estate Mortgage dated February 19, 1980,
covering the described property.

That as further security for the payment of the above
described notes, Gary C. Westcnfeld executed and delivered to the
United States of America, acting through the Farmers Home
Administration, a Security agreement dated May 28, 1980, a
security agreement dated Ap-il 14, 1982, and a security agreement
dated April 14, 1982; that the security interests of the United
States of America were perfected by the filing of a financing
statement in the Office of <he County Clerk of Delaware County on
June 4, 1980, which financing statement was execcuted by Gary C.
Westenfeld and the United States of America acting thirough the
Farmers Home Administration.

That the collateral secured by the above seourity
agrecments and financing statcment constitutes pouitry house
equipment which is attached to the réal property being foreclosed
herein and constitutes fixtures.

The Court further finds that the Defendant, Gary C.
Westenfeld, made default under the terms of the aforesaid
promissory notes by reason of his failure to make the annual

installments due thercon, which default has continued and that by




reason thereof this Defendant is indebted to the Plzintiff in the
sum of $110,368.,00 as unpaid principal, plus accrued interest of
$16,807.28 as of February 10, 1983, plus interest accruing
thereafter at the rate of rine (9) percent per annum or $27.2141
per day until judgment, plus interest from the date of judgment
at the legal rate until paid, plus the costs of this action
accrued and accruing.

IT IS5 THEREFORE OEDLEEFED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover judgment against the Defendant,

Cary C. Westenfeld in the &cmount of $110,368.00, plus accrued
interest of $16,807.28 as of February 10, 1983, plus interest
accruing thereafter at fhe rate ©f nine (9) pcercent per annum or
$27.2141 per day until judgment, plus interest from the date of
judgment at the legal rate until paid, plus costs of the action
accrued and accruing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED trat the
Defendants, County Treasurer and Board of County Cormigsicners,
Delaware County, Oklahoma, have no interest, lien or right in the
real property involved in this action.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that upon
the failure of ithe Defendant, Gary C. Westenfeld, to satisfy the
money judgment of the Plaintiff herein, an Order of Sale shall be
issued to the United States Marchal for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, commanding him to advertise and sell with appraiscement
the real property herein, and apply the proceeds thereof as

follows:



First:

In payment of the costs of this action,

accrued and accruing, incurred by the Plaintiff,

including the costs of sale of said real

property;

Second:

In payment of the judgment rendered herein in

favor of Plaintiff,

The surplus from said sale, if any, shall be deposited with the
Clerk of the Court to ewait further order of the Court.

IT I8 FURTHER ORLCERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED, that from
and after the sale of the ebove-described real property, under
and by virtue of this Jjudgment and decree, the Defendants and all
persons claiming under them since the filing of the Complaint
herein, be and they are forever barred and foreclosed of any
right, title, interest, or claim in or to the subject real

property or any part therecf, including fixtures.

NN AT

UNITED STATES DISTRTCT JUDGE

APPROVED :

PETER BERNHARDT  /
Assistant United States Attorney



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA o

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

35 SN

}
}
)
)
VS, )
)
RONALD H. BRACY, )

)

)

Pefendant, CIVIL ACTION NO, 83~C~530-~E

JEFAULT JUDGMENT

fbe

This matter comes on for consideration this 1;; day
of August, 1983, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating, United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, through
Peter Bernhardt, Assistant United States Attorney, and the
bDefendant, Ronald H. Bracy, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Dafendant, Ronald H. Bracy, was served
with Alias Summons and Complaint on July 22, 1983. The time
within which the Defendant cculd have answered or otherwise moved
as to the Complaint has zxpired and has not been extended. The
Defendant has not answerad 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, CORDERED, ADJUDGEDR AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recovar Judgment against Defendant, Ronald H.
Bracy, for the principal sum of $325.83, plus interest at the
legal rate from the date of this Judgment until paid, and costs

of this action.

Sf UANES O, FLHSON

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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TN WHL LNITED 51 MBS DISTRICY COLRT
FOR THE NORTHERN LISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA [

375
y LT
CAMEDIA KAY BROWN, individually I SNy

and as ::other ana next friend
of PATRICK BROWN, and JOUINNY
BROWN, minor children,

V. No. 82-C-711-pB

)

)

)

)

)
Plaintiff, )
)

J

)

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
)

)

Defendant.

JUDGMENT

In keeping with the Findings of Fact and lonclusicns of
Law ontecsed herein this date, IT IS HERERY GRUOLRTD AND SLLJUDGCED
the defendant, United States of America, is -0 have Juagnent

against the plaintiffg, Camedia Kay Brown, indivicua

j—=1

ly and as
nother anc next friend of Patrick Brown, and Johrny Brown, minor
children, and the plaintiffs are to take nothing cgainst this

deiendant, with costs assessed against the plaintiffs.

ENTERED this . ‘day of August, 1983.

PR

THOMAS R. BRpEIw
LHTTED STATES DISTRICY JUNCE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE % + 't
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA C

AR ";‘1 i J'N'\
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, SIS
' [ AT .C.L E.R;\
Plaintiff, JL?Q&“I‘{f10UP1

115,

)
)
)
)
VS. )
)
MARVIN L. BLACK, JR. )

)

)

Defendant. CIVIL ACTION NO. 83-C-146-E

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this YLL{ day
of August, 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, Marvin L. Black, Jr., appearing hot.

The Court being fally advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Marvin L. Black, Jr., was
" served with Alias Summons and Complaint on July 19, 1983. 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, Marvin L.
Black, Jr., for the principal sum o0f$729.60, plus interest at the
legal rate from the date of this Judgment until paid, and costs

of this action.

§/ JAMES O. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNLTED 57" WS DISTAICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERMN 0 STRIUT CF OKLALDOMA

ROBERT LLOYD TEEGARDEN ) o
Patitioner, ; R PR
e ) NO. 82-C-877-E
A. I. MURPHY, et al., i
Raspondents. ;

O R > ER

NOW on this ;zjfwday of August,'1983, comes on rur heuring
Petitioner's request to dismiss the above-styled case contained
in retiticner's Response to Respondents' Supplemental -rie? and
the lJourt finds the same should e granted,

IT !S5 THEREFORE OQRDERED, AD&UDGED AND  DLCREED  thnab  the

above-styled case be and is heoreby dismissed without pretudice.

/". u
/7 L ,,J,:
R T A A N

JAMES X, ELLISON
JNDTED STATES DISTRICT JUDGH




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT : e
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA i

MILDRED S. NEWTON, et al.,

Plaintiffs, A S
e DL

No. 82-C-766-E el LT

SNEES

vs.

J & R TRANSPORT, INC.,
et al.,

Defendants.,
JUDGMENT

THIS ACTION came on for jury trial before the Court,
Honorable James 0. Ellison, District Judge, presiding and the
issues having been duly tried and a decision having been duly
rendered by the jury,

IT Is ORDERED, ADJUDGEL AND DECREED that the Plaintiffs,
Mildred S. Newton, Kenneth Newton and Melissa Gale Newton recover
of the Defendants, J & R Transports, Inc. and the St. Paul Fire
and Marine Insurance Company zhe sum of $350,000.00 with interest
thereon at the statutory rate and their costs of the action.

e, g 07
DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma this V4 (*day of August, 1983,

7
e/ - A/:' '
i ot AT éj(/{, =l
JAMES? 0. ELLISON
UNLTED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




GUY BALDWI™
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SUE

vs,

CESSN

A CATR

WIPLINE 1N

I' THE UNTTED STATES I

ISTRTCT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DLSTRICT

RE R
P |
!

GF OKLAHOMA s

1,
PRI 4

A rﬁqu

-G
-
a.

TV R TR
2R € SILVER, GLER
S ORSTRICT SOURT
and )
LDWILIN )]
)
Pianintif{s, )]
)
) No. 82-c-9-c Y
)
CRAFT COMPANY, and )
TEENATIONAL, INC., )
)
Defendants., )
0O R D = R

Now boefore the Court Jfor Lts consideration is rhe

defendant

Court hLias

Rule

for

days

T4(a)

the No

~wssna Alverart Company,. filed on August 9,

ne record of a response to this motion from p

motion of

1983. The

laintiffs.

of the local Rules of the United States District Court

rthern District of Cklahoma provides as follows:

{a) Briefs. Each motion, application and
objection filed shall set out the specific
peint or points upon whichk the motion 1is
brought and shall be accompanied by a concise
hrief. Memoranda in cpposition to such
notion and cbjecticn shall be filed within
ten (10) days atcer the filing of the motion
or ohjection, and any reply memoranda shall
ve filed within ten (10) days thereafter,
Fallure te comply with this paragraph will
constitute waiver of objection by the party
ot complying, and such failure to comply
wi'll ceonstitute a confession of the matters
valsed by such pleadings.

Therefeore, since no responsc has been received within gﬂ?

after

filing ¢f the moticn to transfer herein, in

accordance

K



with Rule la(a), the failure te conply constitutes a confession
of the metion to transfer.

Accordingly, 4t dis the Order of the Court that defendant
Cessna's mwmotion to transifcr this action to the United States
District Court for the District of Minnesota should be and

hercby is sustuained.

It is so Ordered this ‘22?{___ day of August, 1983.

“
H., DALE COOK
Chief Judge, U. S. District Court
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR: THE -}
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA -

STANLEY A. MARKS, an SEER BCILVER, CLERK
individual, ' Y5 0STIRICT COURT

Plaintiff,

vs. No. 82-C-879-B
DAVID N. SHROFF, an
individual and EXCALIBUR
0IL, INC., an Oklahoma
corporation,

T s Y’ St Vel Yt Ve Vmm vt st Vmmt St "ot

Defendants.

ORDER

FOR GOOD CAUSE SHOWN, and upon the Reguest for Dismissal
filed herein by the Plaintiff, it is Ordered that this action
is hereby dismissed without prejudice to the bringing of a

future action.

DATED this (93 day of Q&a ?m:_f , 1983.

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT

THOMAS R. BRETT

United States District Judge
for the Northern District of
Oklahoma




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

PR ol C‘iUHﬁLCLEﬁH
| siﬂﬁTﬁﬂﬂ COURT

)
)
)
)
vs. )
)
WALTER R. WILLIAMS, )

}

)

Defendant. CIVIL ACTION NO. 83-C-529-C

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this ;23 day
of August, 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, Walter R. Williams, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Walter R. Williams, was served
with Alias Summons and Cemplaint on July 22, 1983. 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, Walter R.
Williams, for the principal sum of $360.20, plus interest at the
legal rate from the date of this Judgment until paid, and costs

of this action.

(Signed) H. Dale Cook
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




- - Endeni

IN THE UNITED STATUS DISTRICT COURT FOR THE,
NORTHERN DISPRICT OF OKLAHOMA - fon

'l\
] *w h:w» ‘;

IN RE

APPEAL Wdb.283133239-mT

JECK € SRVTR, CLERS
ANCOR EXPLORATION COMPANY, 85387515 T COURT

a general partnership,

Debtor.

ORDER APPROVING SALE OF ASSETS
AND DISMISSING APPEAL NO., 83-C-239-BT

The Court, upon stipulation of all parties to the Appeal as
to the issues remanded to the Bankruptecy Court by the Northern
District of Oklahoma under Appeal No, 83-C-239-BT, finds that the
sale of assets approved undér Orders in Bankruptcy Court entered
on March 3, 1983 and August 1, 1983, is hereby affirmed. The Court
recognizes this stipulation as to all issues in the Appeal and the
dismissal of that Appeal by all parties. This Court enters its
Order affirming the Bankruptcy Court's Orders of March 3, 1983 and
August 1, 1983, pursuant to Referral Rule (e) (2) (A) (ii) entered
December 23, 1982, by the Judges of the U. S. District Court, Northern

District of Oklahoma
nel

Dated this Aﬁu/ day of _'fffﬁﬂﬁze , 1983,
o 2&5,&?4%7/

"Judge ThomAs R. Brett
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA .. ©

W3 23 L
THE HUGHES GROUP,
an Arizona corporation,

N It ey 214
j.‘\.’;%'\ { :"!IIL. .‘:,\.{9 LILI..RI\

U iRy SOURT

Plaintiff,

No. 81-C-231-BT
Ve
PERRY A. MORGAN, MRS.

PERRY A. MORGAN, and
GLENN MORGAN,

Defendants.

JUDGMENT
In accordance with the Findings of Fact and Conclusions
of Law entered herein on August 23, 1983, the Court enters judgment
in favor of plaintiff, The Hughes Group, and against defendants,
Perry A. Morgan, Mrs. Perry A. Morgan and Glenn Morgan, for costs
of the action in the amount of $3,400.00 and for attornev's fees
in the amount of $1,938.00.

o f

“day of August, 1983,

)

o

ENTERED this

-

e oyl z e (N Tl T

\ -

THOMAS R, BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  ,..: == %
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ‘- i@ ?:i'

1
L

FORD MOTOR CREDIT COMPANY o [“B
NG L P

npg 0. SILVER, SLERK

| sﬁﬁzsmecw COURT

Plaintiff,

V.

)
)
}
)
)
)
RJR MANUFACTURING CO., )
an Oklahoma corporation; ) No. 83-C-489-B
NORTHWEST INDUSTRIES, INC., )
an Oklahoma corporation; )
ROY J. LITTLE, an individual; )
RODNEY C. EASTHAM, an )
individual; JOHN R. ANDERSON, )
an individual; EMERY L. WEST, )
an individual; and LINDA WEST,)
an individual, )

}

)

Defendantsg.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT -BY CLERK

The defendants Emery L. West and Linda West, each having
failed to plead or otherwise defend in this action, and their
default having been entered,

NOW, upcn application of plaintiff and upon Affidavit
that the defendants are indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of
$30,978.40, that defendants have been defaulted for failure to
appear and that defendants ara not infants or incocmpetent persons,
and are not in the military s=rvice of the United States,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that plaintiff
recover of the defendants Emery L. West and Linda West the sum of
$30,978.40, with interest at the rate of 12% per annum from
April 18, 1983, until paid, attorney fees in the sum of $4,646.0d

and costs in the sum of $50.00.

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT

UNITED STATES DISTRICT GCoURF—CHERK

TUDEAS
Dated August <3 , 1983.



IN THE UNITED STATES DIS TRICT COURTH)I
FOR THE NORTEERN DISTRICT OF OL%QEO*A
U

AACH C.SILVER, CLERK

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, W'QIHSUHCTCOURT

Plaintiff,
v.

MARK A. CAZENAVE,

Defendant.

JUDGMENT

In accordance with the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of
Law entered this date, Judgment is hereby entered in favor of the
plaintiff, United States of America, and against the defendant,
Mark A. Cazenave, in the amount of $329.07 plus interest at the
rate of 10.74% from this date pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §1961,

and the costs of this action.

DATED thi§§3 2'( day of August, 1983.

Jesi i sz

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Civil Action No. 83—C~4l7~B//

e
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IN THE UNTIED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

RUNRSICE (¢

RELIABLE OIL INDUSTRIES, INC., .

Jack C. Silver, Clerk

{). S DISTRICT courm

Plaintiff,
vs. No. 82«C-1126-E

NATIONAL SUPPLY DIVISION OF
ARMCO, INC.,

Defendant.

ORDER
d‘*gmlsﬁﬂ"!

Pursuant to the above stipulation, it is so Ordered.

Dated this Z;L’ day of August, 1983.

S/ UAMES O. ELLISEN
U.S. DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR, K THE AUG 221583
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA™ RUERSNE S

jack C. Sitver, Clerk
Y, S. DISTRICT COURT

CHI INTERNATIONAL OF TEXAS INC.,
a Texas corporation,

Plaintiff,

Civil Action No.
83-C-622-E

Ve

SHEET METAL WORKERS INTERNATIONAL
ASSOCIATION, LOCAL UNION NO. 270,

Defendant.

M St N M N Nt N SN St Nt N S

ORDER GRANTING DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE

NOW on this 'Erﬁ* day of August, 1983, this matter comes
before the Court upon a Notice of Stipulated Dismissal filed
jointly by the Plaintiff and the Defendant. Having examined the
matter on file herein, the Court finds that dismissal without
prejudice of the above-styled and numbered action should be
granted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the above-styled and ndméered
action be dismissed without prejudice.

IT IS SO ORDRED.

. T
oy e Cla il
T - N

JUDGE OF THE DISTRICT COURT
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ﬂhvrjqqqas
FOR THE NORTHERH DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA R

KARL M. KNOERNSCHILD,

fack C. Silver, Clerk
iJ. S. PISTRICT CONR?

Plaintiff,

)

)

)

)
V. ) No. 81-C-547-F
)
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSICNEES )
OF WAGONER COUNTY, STATE Of )
OKLAHOMA, et al., )

)
)

Defendants,

I ORDER v

|
%

COMES NOW this matter before me the undersigned Judge,
pursuant to regular setting on the'Pretrial Docket at 9:00 a.m.
August 12, 1883. This matter is presently set before jury trial
Monday, August 15, 1983, at 9;00 a.m., but may not be heard at
that time due to the number of cases on the docket, and there are
numerous pending Motions which need to be disposed of.

A Motion in Limine and Supporting Brief filed on behalf of
the City of Broken Arrow and individual Defendants Helt, RoOsS and
Davis is found to be well founded and proper as the default of
Reeves has no probative value on any of the issues before this
Court. Therefore, the Court orally instructs all parties to make
no reference of the fact of the default or of Reeves' conduct
since the filing of this case. Maturally, all parties are free
to discuss Reeves' conduct of June 3, 14980, which 1is the

foundation of this lawsuit.




The Motion to Interview Jurors after the conclusion of the
trial is also before this Court. I find that the reasons set by
counicil to justify this act are proper, but do not constitute the
"good cause" as is required of such a showing under local Court
rule. Therefore, the Motion will be denied.

The Motion to Dismise and combined Motion for Summary
Judgment on behalf of the Board of County Commissioners of
Wagoner County was filed August 5, 19873, Plaintiff was allowed
Lo orally respond to this Motion, despite his failure to respond
in writing within the time period’ allowed. T find that the
Motion and Affidavits and exhibits attached thereto well and
completely establish the foundation of the Motion to Dismiss and
combined Motion for Summary Judgment, and the oral response of
the Plaintiff is not sufficient to place any factual issues
before this Court. The Mction to Dismiss is therefore sustained.
The County is dismissed from this lawsuit,

The Motion to Dismiss filed on behalf of Tommy Gilbert on
August 5 is further before this Court. Plaintiff was allowed to
respond orally thereto despite his failure to respond in writing.
I find that the statements made and the authority cited in
support of this Defendant's Mction to Dismiss to be well founded
and the oral response is not sufficient to put any factual issues
before this Court. Therefore, the Motion is sustained and the
Defendant Tommy Gilbert ig dismissed from this lawsuit.
Defendant Gilbert's cross petition will not be tried, although he

may apply for attorney fees and costs.




The City of Broken Arrow renewed previous moticns for
judgment on the pleadings anc {or summary judgment on behalf of
the City of Broken Arrow. These previous motions had been
overruled by the Court based upon representations by Plaintiff's
counsel of anticipated discovery. Discovery is now complete and
the representations made before me today by Plaintiff's attorney
are not sufficient to place any issues of fact before this Court.
I, therefore, find that the Motion for Judgment oﬁ the Pleadings
and Motion for Summary Judgmant on behalf of the City of Broken
Arrow are to be well founded and grant the City of Broken Arrow
summary judgment on all issues between these parties on the
grounds set forth in the ¢ity's Briefs filed previously herein.

T hereby order all parties to file their instructions to the
jury and any questions upon which the case should be submitted to
the jury in advance of jury selection.

I further instruct Plaintiff counsel and counsel for
remaining Defendants Helt, Ross and Davis to submit to the Court
authority on the issue of Defendants' legal ability to use a plea
of guilty as an admission against punitive interest, or the
ability to use the past criminal record of a witness Huddleston
in light of both age of the past c¢riminal record and in light of
Huddleston's affirmative representations of the lack of a record
which represenlations were made wander oath.

The Court will entertain motions by the Defendants Gilbert,
Board of County Commissioners and City of Broken Arrow for

attorney fees and Court costs, such motions should be filed




within ten (10) days after the conclusion of the trial on the
merits between this Plaintiff and the remaining three (3)
Defendants Holt, Ross and Davis, and the Plaintiff shall be given
ten (10) days to respond ther=to.

IT IS5 THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Board
of Commissioners of Wagoner County, Oklahoma, and that Defendant
Tommy Gilbert be and the same are hereby dismissed from this
lawsuit, the City of Broken Arrow, Cklahoma, is Eereby granted
judgment on the pleadings and Summary Judgment as previously
prayed for on all issues.

IT 15 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that this matter
will be set down for trial at 9:00 a.m. Monday August 15, 19873,
for trial on the merits between Plaintiff Karl M. Xnoernschild
and Defendants Holt, Ross and Davis. Partiecs will submit
authorities on the issues as requested above by 9:00 a.m., on the
day of jury selection, and will file their instructions and
interrogatories to the jury on or before the actual time of jury
selection.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the parties
shall exchange marked exhibits on the issues remaining to be
tried prior to trial. Further, parties have agreed that the
Plaintiff called Chief Rampey as a witness solely against the
City of Broken Arrow; in as much as the city is no longer to be a

party to the trial, the subpoena of J.W. Rampey 1s hereby

guashed.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR FUe 221633

THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA

iack C. Siiver, Clern

ROBERT LEE MORRIS,
1J. . DISTRICT CNIR™

Plaintiff,
Case No. 82-C-129-E

V.

CONNIE JEAN GRAHAM, and
THE SHELTER INSURANCE COMPANIES,
a foreign corporation,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Defendants.

ORDER
NOW ON this ‘ i day of l&ﬂhf}~ , 1983, comes on to be

head the Joint Motion of the parties that “the above-captioned action be

dismissed with prejudice. The Court, being well advised in the premises,

finds that the same should be and hereby is SUSTAINED.

g/ JAMED FLLISON

The Honorable James E. Ellison




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THJ . ' L E D
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

AUE 22 1683
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, .
Jack C. Sitver, Clern

)
o )
Plaintift, ) 1), §. DISTRIET C0IIR
VS, )
)
GEORGE W. FOX, )
)
Defendant. ) CIVIL, ACTION NO., 83-C-145-E
ORDER
Now on this ___b?t“ﬁ' day of August, 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 ORDERFED, that the Complaint against

Defendant, George W. Fox, bz and is dismissed without prejudice.

s/ JAMES G. ELLISON

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




FILED
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NCORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA AUP()°1983

dack C. Silver, Clors
U. S. DISTRICT cm{m

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

MERELYN D. HADDOCK, et al.,

)
)
)
)
vs. )
)
§
} CIVvIL, ACTION NO, 82-C-1111-E

Defendants.

O R D

E R

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

dismissed without prejudice.

Dated this IC{QE;_day of August, 1983.

57 _JAMES O. FLLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE [T
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vs,

v
CIVII ACTION NO. 82-C-388-C '

CIVIL ACTION NO. 83-C-202-C

JAMES A. REASONER,
ROBERT C. CARTER,

R L

Defendants.

ORDER

= ../V'("("
Now on this e pe) day of August, 1983, it appears

that the Defendants in the above-captioned cases have not been
located within the Northern District of Oklahcoma, and therefore
attempts to serve them have heen unsuccessful.

iT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, that the Complaint against
Defendants, James A. Reasoner and Robert C. Carter, be and are

dismissed without prejudice.

/65/ . Laty s é%%@/é,/

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA w22 BB
~n o ERK
< 1“ ?. ULER
}l J1 D% «{\ Hkl fQURT
:

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

)

)

)

)

V. )
)
CLYDE R. MATHEWS, JR., et al., )
)

)

Defendants. CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-1216-C

For good cause having been shown, it is hereby ordered,
adjudged, and decreed that the above-referenced action is hereby
dismissed with prejudice.

ol
Dated thls_iégz “day of August, 1983.

/) A Kase Coak '

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF QCKLAHOMA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
VS.

JAMES A. REASONER, CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-388-C

ROBERT C. CARTER,

— T et Tt T Val emapt Sempt S et

Defendants.

ORDER

Now on this 227" day of August, 1983, it appears

that the Defendants in the above-captioned cases have not been
located within the Northern District of Oklahoma, and therefore
attempts to serve them have been unsuccessful.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, that the Complaint against
Defendants, James A. Reascner and Robert C. Carter, be and are

dismissed without prejudice.

/ S/ . s fﬁ&-‘fé,/

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

CIVIL ACTION NO. 83-C-202-C
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- IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT coURﬂ % j
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT QF OYLAHOMA

MG 19
CHEROKEE NATION OF OKLAHOMA, IACH ¢ S
and THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF “Ug“ﬁ%fihs@ééfﬁﬁﬁ
THE CHEROKEE NATION OF OKLAHOMA, 2L diibh COURT

Plaintiffs,

v. N®. 80-C-540-B
THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE
DELAWARE TRIBE OF INDIANS,
EMIL L. HUBER, JR., Area
Manager of the Department of
Housing and Urban Development
of the United States of
America, and SAMUEL PIERCE,
Secretary of the Department of
the United States of America,

Defendants,

V.

THE DELAWARE TRIBE OF INDIANS,
JAMES G. WATT, KENNETH L. PAYTON,
Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary-
Indian Affairs (Operations} in

the Department of the Interior

and THOMAS J. ELLISON, Area
Director of the Muskogee Area

of the Bureau of Indian Affairs,

e i i B S S . = )

Additional Defendants.

JUDGMENT

In accordance with the Findings of Fact and Conclusions
of Law of August 9, 1983, Judgment in favor of the Defendants,
The Delaware Tribe of Indians and The Housing Authority Qf the
Delaware Tribe of Indians, and against the plaintiffs, the
Cherokee Nation and The Housing Authority of the Cherockee

Nation of Oklahoma, is hereby entered. Costs are to be assessed




g

against plaintiffs and the parties are to pay their own attorneys'
fees.

(48

ENTERED this / —day of August, 1983.

T é;g::;{3ﬂ‘l7?/??%}{;é§,x;>?4iﬁﬁ-

THOMAS R. BRET¥®
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

ROBERT G. PATTERSON,
Plaintiff,
vs. -

ST. LOUIS=-SAN FRANCISCO

RAILWAY COMPANY, a foreign

corporation; THE BURLINGTCN

NORTHERN, INC., a foreign

corporation,

No. 82-(C-139-E
82~C-857-E
(consolidated)

Defendants.
YUBA HEAT TRANSFER CORPORATICN
Plaintiff,

vs.

ST. LOUIS-SAN FRANCISCO
RAILWAY COMPANY, a foreign
corporation; THE BURLINGTON
NORTHERN, INC., a foreign
corporation,

el St St et St St Samast Srapg e “ate®” st et Vgt st “untt™ Negie? ottt rama” “ants” Waamtt ot Nt st gt ot Vgt Wt g

Defendants.

STIPULATION FOR DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

The parties hereto advise the Court that they have agreed to
fully settle this case and thereby stipulate that plaintiffs'
causes of action against defendants be dismissed with prejudice,

each party to bear its own costs.

Robert L. Shepherd, afd

Jerry M. Melone

Attorney for Plaintiffs

Robert G. Patterson and

Yuba Heat Transfer Corporation




/MQ/W
Grey W. Satterfield

KORNFELD SATTERFIELD McMILLIN
HARMON PHILLIPS & UPP

Attorneys for Defendants

St. Louis-San Francisco Railway Co,

)i) The Burlington Northern, Inc.
AV A7
Aﬂv

ORDER

Upon stipulation of the parties and for good cause shown
plaintiffs' causes of action against the defendants are hereby

dismissed with prejudice to the refiling of such action, each

party to bear its own costs. /%1{65
IT IS SO ORDERED this ZZ day of ! ., 1983,

sl fJAMES O. ELLISON

T S




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE . . . ..
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA e 19 i

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, u%LK G, ?i].\‘ R, CLERK
Plaintiff,

)
)
)
)
VS, )
)
LARRY S, WILLIAMS, }

)

)

Defendant. CIVIL ACTION NO. 83-C-364-E

MOTLCE 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 Zﬁig@jﬂay of August, 1983.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KLEATING
United States Attorney

Mo Thiados

NANCY ESBITT
Assista United States Attorney

CERTIFICATE OF S=ZRVICE

The undersigned certifies -that a true copy
of the foregoing pleading was served on each
of the parties hereto by mailing the same to

them or, to their aktorneys of record on the
_j?{jl_day of )u,mffu 1) , 19 ¥3.

/}W é i)

Assistant Unlkgd tates Attorney

= e




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ﬁﬁﬁETﬁﬁgﬁ

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA @ =

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) R R X
)
Plaintiff, ) 0¥ C.SILVER, CLERK
) "5 pISTRICT COURT
Vs, )
)
RITA S. FIELD, )
)
Defendant. ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 83-C-656-B

DE¥AULT JUDGMENT

This matter cocmes on for cconsideration this {Jﬁ% day
of August, 1983, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating, United
States Attorney for the Worthern District of Oklahoma, through
Philard L. Rounds, Jr., Assistant United States Attorney, and the
Defendant, Rita S. Field, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Rita S. Field, was served with
Summons and Complaint on July 22, 1983. 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, Rita S.
Field, for the principal sum of $397.80, plus interest at the
legal rate from the date of this Judgment until paid, and costs

of this action.

s Ssprnan & BT

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR

FRANKLIN SUPPLY COMPANY,
an Oklahoma corporation,

Ve

DK FILTERSERVICE,
FILTERKOMFORT AKTIEBOLAG:
NORSE MANAGEMENT CORP. A/S:

TROND KRACHT;

Plaintiff

Defendants.

DISMISSAL

THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLHAOMA 131

i I I Iy

COMES NOW the Plaintiff and for

No. 83-C-170-C

its cause of action

against Defendants DK Filterservice, Aps: Filterkomfort

Aktiebolag; Norse Management Corp. A/S; and Trond Kracht

voluntarily dismisses without prejudice its action pursuant

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

FAN SUPPLY COMPANY
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v IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
\ NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ROBERT G. PATTERSON,

e

i

e

Plaintiff,
Vs,

ST. LOUIS-SAN FRANCISCO
RAILWAY COMPANY, a foreign
corporation; THE BURLINGTON
NORTHERN, INC., a foreign

corporation,
No. 82-C-139-E
Defendants. 82-C-857—E”//
(consolidated}
YUBA HEAT TRANSFER CORPORATION
Plaintiff,
= o e
I i . ST
ST. LOUIS-SAN FRANCISCO ST T ALY -&ﬁ
FANG L VAR :

RAILWAY COMPANY, a foreign
corporation; THE BURLINGTON
NORTHERN, INC., a foreign
corporation,

jack G, Sifver, Clerk
1S DISTERT oolley

e e i St s et S W ot Mt Pt b el ot el Vopmrte Yottt Vot Vot St Vsl Mot Vo it N W

Defendants.

STIPULATION FOR DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

The parties hereto advise the Court that they have agreed to
fully settle this case and thereby stipulate that plaintiffs’
causes of action against defendants be dismissed with prejudice,

each party to bear its own costs.

e / e
- e A
R p I3 P B
T s, o p
- -

e . - o Ty e e
£l R o R I
.

Robert L. Shepherd, and
Jerry M. Melone
Attorney for Plaintiffs

Robert G. Patterson and

Yuba Heat Transfer Corporation

e




ﬁ%g/

Grey W. Satterfield, of

KORNFELD SATTERFIELD McMILLIN
HARMON PHILLIPS & UPP

Attorneys for Defendants

St. Louls-San Francisco Railway Co,
The Burlington Northern, Inc,

ORDER

Upon stipulation of the parties and for good cause shown
plaintiffs' causes of action against the defendants are hereby
dismissed with prejudice to the refiling of such action, each

party to bear its own costs.

IT IS SO ORDERED this 2.5 4 day of  (liceniss . 1983.
7

UNITED STQ/ES DISTRICT JUDGE




CiFD
1L W UNITER SONGTS DISTRICT COURT § ) fe bee

her AdNE ildala TaAAliay ALl
FOR THE MDRTHIPN DTSTRICT OF OFLAHO: }A

AUG 19 133

JAGH C, SILVER SLERR

CELAHOMA, DRITLING QORPORATTN, AC
4.5, 0ISTRICT €3

an Oklshma corperation,
-y G 020630

HARRY ALLFII FOPPIL.,
ary Individual,

T et i St et g U g et et

Derferidag:,

ORDER GHANTING DEFAULT JUDGE

Plainti®f, hy its attornev, Gragory P VH1liams, of the law firm of
Howard, laforsa & Widdows, having roved the Court for detormination and
entry of default against the Defondant, Harey Allen Yoors:l, and For
Judgment. on default: and it appearing o the Court and the Court finding
that the Defondent was Qulvy and regularly served with process in this

action in accordanws: with the provisions of PLR.C. Py 4 as determined by

thias Court after consideration of Plaintiff's Mation o Dec! lare forvice
Effnctive and shesn by Order on file herein, and that the time for
appearance and answer or other pleading by the Defendant has axpired
without his ampearance or pleading of any raturs, the Cowt finds thar
the Defendant iz in defaulk,

T I8 OBDERED that the default oF aaid Defondant e, ond same ig
hereby entared v the Court, msd found that the allegations contaired in
Plaintiff's Complaint arc trun.

Tt further appearing to the Court and the Court Finding that there

15 due and awing Dram said Dodendant to Dlainsiff » Bhe sum of Sew



Thousarkl  Bight Huindred  Twenty-Pive  Dollars and  Fortv-five Cents

{$7,825.45) with interest *heroon From Tme 16, 198972, at the rate of 18

DOTCENT DR anmiyn,  together with onosts and attornevs foou as shell be

determined and Zound as damaces in procoedings hefore the Cours pursuant
L

to Bule F of the United Statrs District Court for the Horthern District

of Oklabhorn,

DATYD this ./., z dav of Tebruary, 1983,

s/H. DALE COOK

JUEGE OF THE DISTRICT COURT
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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

In Re:

BILLY LEE DYE & LILIA DYE,
d/b/a OKAM ENERGIES,

Debtors,

BILLY LEE DYE & LILIA DYE,
d/b/a OKAM ENERGIES,

Plaintiffs,
vs.

NORTHWEST CENTRAL PIPELINE
CORPORATION,

Defendant.

FILED

Bankruptcy No. 82-01263

Adversary No;/§3-204
M-1051-E
L R

el D

AUB 1 3 454 tM

bk
ILSDBWMTH

i

R

VOLUNTARY DISMISSAL BY PLAINTIFFS OF ADVERSARY PROCEEDING

Come now the Plaintiffs BILLY LEE DYE AND LILIA DYE,

d/b/a OKAM ENERGIES, and state to the Court as follows:

1. That on the 21st day of March, 1983 they filed their

complaint against Defendant herein for injunctive relief to

prevent Defendant from cutting back its purchase of gas from

Plaintiff's lease to ten (10) days per month.

2. That this action was transferred to this Court at

the request of the Honorable William Rutledge, U.S. Bankruptcy

Judge for the Northern District for Oklahoma.

3. That the Court Lty its Order dated the 11th day of

July, 1983 set this matter fcr hearing on the 12th day of August,

1983 at 10:00 a.m.




- A sl e .

L
:

4. That through subsequent negotiation the parties have

come to full agreement as to a settlement of this case.

WHEREFORE, premises considered, the Plaintiffs hereby

dismiss this case with prejudice.
Dated this//;:zaday of August, 1983.

Respectfully submitted,

" 7 JOHN PRICE

/ /' Attorney for Debtors in Possession
' / and Plaintiffs




PRECE_ I |

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
B NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA 5D
.‘1.43 \’ ) _““)

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
)

Plaintif?f, )

)

Vs, }
)

JAMES P. WATSON, )
’ )
) CIVIL ACTION NO. 83-C-548-B

befendant.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this /?7 day
of August, 1983, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating, United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahcma, through
Philard L. Rounds, Jr., Assistant United States Attorney, and the
Defendant, James P. Watson, appearing not.

The Ceourt being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, James P. Watson, was served
with Summons and Ceomplaint on July 14, 1983. 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
Piaintiff have and recove£ Judgment against Defendant, James P.
Watson, for the principal sum of $748.38, plus interest at the
legal rate from the date of this Judgment until paid, and costs

of this action.

S/ THOMAS R. BRETI

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR" THE -
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FB 18 1l

JACH C.fi_VF_ R, CLERK
1.5, BISTRICT COURY

-

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

)
)
)
)
vs. )
)
RONALD K. SULLIVAN, )

)

)

Defendant, CIVIL ACTION NO. 83-C-71-B

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter ccmes on for consideration this /7 day
of Auqust, 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
Befendant, Ronald K. Sullivan, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Ronald K. Sullivan, was served
with Alias Summons and Complaint on July 14, 1983. The time
within which the Defendart could have answered or otherwise moved
as to the Complaint has expired and has not been extended. The
Defendant has not answered or otherwise moved, and default has
been entered by the Clerk of this Court. Plaintiff is entitled
to Judgment as a matter of law.

IT IS5 THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover -Judgment against Defendant, Ronald
K. Bullivan, for the principal sum of $1,490.00, plus accrued
interest of $409.62 as of December 31, 1982, plus interest
thereafter at the legal rate from the date of this Judgment until

paid, and costs of this action.

s/ THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FQR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

f“-J Ea u:\)i
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, L O C. SILVED CLERN
175, pISTRIGT COURT

Plaintiff,
VS. CIVIL ACTION NO. 83-C-304-C

SHERRON D, FIGHT,

Defendant.

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL

COMES NOW the Plaintiff, United States of America, by
Frank Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern District
of Oklahoma, through Peter BRernhardt, 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 17th day of August, 1983.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATIN
Unltedjmna orn

ETER BhRNHARDT

Assistant United States Attorney
460 U.S. Courthouse

Tulsa, OK 74103

(218) 581-7463

CERTIFICATE OF SIRVICE

The undersigned certifies that a frus copy
of the forsgoeins won o s2rved on each
of the portic- - P mrne 1o

ks h e

S

coeerd an the

i,;__wﬁ, 10 ¥




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

DELBERT P. HENDRICKSON, and
IRENE E. HENDRICKSON,
Co-Administrators of the
Estate of RODNEY JAMES
HENDRICKSON, Deceased,

o

- L E L

¢

VT B1960

b
L]

Plaintiffs,

)
)
)
)
)
)
A I P A T T
) g, e
) P R
)
)
)
}
}

vVS.
PPG INDUSTRIES, INC., and
ALAN LYNN MOORE, SR.,

g2

Defendants. NO. 8Z-C-271~E

O RDER

For good cause shown, the defendant, PPG Industries,

Inc., 1is dismissed from this action without prejudice.

S, JAMES O, Eitison
JUDGE OF THE DISTRICT COURT




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT oo 18 1523

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ,
LN 2, SILVER, CLERR
7 DIATRICT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

IMOGEAN F. BREWER, et al.,

Defendants. CIVIL ACTION NO. 83-C-376-C

)

)

)

)

vs. )
)

)

)

}

ORDER

For good cause having been shown, it is hereby ordered,

adjudged, and decreed that the above-referenced action is hereby

dismissed without prejudice.

Dated this !3 __day of August, 1983,

s/H. DALE _COOK
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




o

- IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE ﬁu;if [fj
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF QKLAHOMA )
JACK € SILYER, CLERK
ILS.DISTRICT COURT

WALLY ABOULNAJA and
JOE JABBOUR,

Plaintiffs,
L
vs. No. 81-C-528-C

OKC CORPORATION and
BASIN, INC.,

A N A N N N )

Defendant.

JUDGMENT

This action came on before the Court upon defendant OKC
Corporation's motion for summary judgment and the issues having
been duly determined and a decision having been duly rendered,

It is Ordered and Adjudged

that the plaintiffs Wally Aboulnaja and Joe Jabbour take
nothing, that the action be dismissed on the merits and that
defendant OKC Corporation recover of the plaintiffs Wally
Aboulnaja and Joe Jabbour the sum of $13,988.75 as a reasonable

attorney fee,

Av o
It is so Ordered this__(‘ﬁ day of August, 1983.

NLVIY >,, )(L,/:m-g}-A )

H. DALE COOK
Chief Judge, U. §. District Court
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DPISTRICT OF OKLAEOMA AU&
A 71983

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
INUURTHR FURPRTA TSN NS AL

Plalntlff, '} v IR

)
)
)
)
vs. )
)
RICHARD D. ROBINSON, )

)

)

Defendant. CIVIL ACTION NO, 82-C-155-FE

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this r7ﬂl day
of August, 1983, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating, United
States Attorney for the Noxrthern District cof Oklahoma, through
Philard L. Rounds, Jr., Assistant United States Attorney, and the
Defendant, Richard D. Robinson, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Richard D, Robinson, was served
with Summons and Complaint on July 12, 1983. The time within
which the Defendant could have answered or otherwise moved as to
the Cecmplaint has expired and has not been extended. The
Defendant has not answered or otherwise moved, and default has
heen entered by the Clerk of this Court. Plaintiff is entitled
~ to Judgment as a matter of law.

IT IS THEREFORE, CRDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and reccover Judgment against Defendant, Richard D.
Rebinson, for the principal sum of $283.73, plus interest at the
legal rate from the date of this Judgment until paid, and costs

of this action.

5/ JAMES O. ELLISON

" UNTUED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNILTED STAYES DISTRICT CiUgﬁ
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAH A [)
AG 17 1183

JACK ©.31vE -
0§ stsrR?chégb§¥K

No. 82-C-872-B

MIDCOAST AVIATION SERVICES, INC.,
Flaintiff,

vVS.

DALCO PETROLEUM CORPORATION, ERESOQURCES

DIVERSIFI1ED, INC., JAY R, THOMAS, LOUIS

PORTER, DARRELL W. ZANG, and EANK OF
COMMERCE AND TRUST COMPANY,

B i

befendants.

ORDEF. OF DISMISSAL

Pursuant to the Stipulation of Dismissal filed in the

above captioned case, the Court does hereby,

ORDER, ADJUDGE AND DECREE that the above captioned case
is dismissed with prejudice as against Bank of Commerce and Trust

Company and Jay R. Thomas, only.

SO ORDERED this / / day of August, 1983.

~— .j/éacfzfy/{ /é/fﬁy\

JUDGE OF THE DISTRICT COURT

el
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- IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE *''°

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA iy .
Y f [,‘G‘j
;-'."Cf' , -
15 s SER. ey
WALLY ABOULNAJA and ) VYl COURT
JOE JABBOUR, )
)
Plaintiffs, )
)
Vs, ) N® 81-C-528-C
)
OKC CORPORATION and )
BASIN, INC., )
)
Defendant. )
0O RDER

On June 30, 1983, this Court granted defendant QKC
Corporation's motion for summary judgment. In the June 30th
Order granting defendant's motion for summary judgment the Court
determined that the defendant OKC Corporation was entitled to
recover its reasonable attorney fees expended in litigating the
present action. The Court Ordered said defendant to file with
this Court within ten (10) days of the June 30th Order written
documentation of the services rendered and amount thereof
expended in litigating this case. The Court further Ordered the
plaintiffs to file with ten (10) days after defendant filed such
documentation any objecticons they may have had to the
reasonableness or accuracy of defendant's documentation, The
defendant complied with the June 30th Order, but the plaintiff
has wholly failed to file any objections to the reasonableness or

accuracy of defendant's documentation.




JLocal Rule 6(f) of the Rules of the United States District
Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma requires that a party
that wishes to object to information submitted to the Court in
regard to a situation where a party is entitled to and requests
attorney fees requires that "[alll other parties shall file
objections thereto within ten (10) days‘ ... " after the
requesting party has filed "[alll information it wishes the Court
to consider in determining such fees." The plaintiffs have
failed to comply with 1local Rule 6(f) in addition to their
failure to comply with the June 30th Order of this Court.

Finally, Rule 14(a) of the local Rules of the United States
District Court for the Noréhern 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 motien 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.

Therefore, in that plaintiffs have failed to comply with
local Rule 14(a), have failed to comply with the June 30th Order
of the Court and have failed to comply with local Rule 6(f) the
Court concludes that plaintiffs have waived any objection to the

reasonableness or accuracy of dafendant's documentation in regard




™A

to attorney fees and have confessed the matters contained
therein.

Accordingly, it is the Order of the Court that defendant OKC
Corporation is entitled to recover $13,988.75 from the plaintiffs
Wally Aboulnaja and Joe Jabbour, such sum representing a

reasonable attorney fee for litigating thg Present action.

It is so Ordered this é;j day of August, 1983.

_5.._4&4'/( >A /1 /MCIA-/

H. DALE COOK
Chief Judge, U, S. District Court
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT j5;
- FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
6

HOLLIMAN, LANGHOLZ, RUNNELS

& DORWART, a general Jl}(én‘{s ]snLvm.
partnership, U 1CT
Plaintiff,
No. 83-C-629~E
V.

SUPER-SAV DRUG, INC.,

Defendant.

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL

The Plaintiff Holliman, Langholz, Runnels and Dorwart,
hereby requests the above captioned matter be dismissed with
prejudice to the bringing of a future action for the reason
that the claims have been compromised and settled.

DATED this /7 day of August, 1983.

=

- -
/-’-E vl . ot T

HOLLIMAN, LANG%iE;; RUNNELS & DORWART

/Kenneth;erBrune

Ten East Third Street
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




CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I, Kenneth L. Brune, hereby certify that on the /7 day
of August, 1983, I placed in the United States mails at Tulsa,
Oklahoma, a true and correct copy of the above and foregoing
“Notice of Dismissal" with correct postage fully prepaid
thereon, addressed to the following:

Mr. Kenneth Thompson
507 Lexington Avenue
Fort Smith, Arkansas 72901

i)
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Kenneth L, Brune
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ::fﬁ
- FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

RICKY L. GIST, et al.,
Plaintiffs,
vs.,

No. 82-C-892-E

CITIES SERVICE COMPANY,

Defendant. i

ORDER_GRANTING DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO DISMISS

The Court has before it the motion of the Defendant to

dismiss the complaint in intervention of intervenor Renaye

Tyce. For reasons further set forth below, the Court finds that

the Defendant's motion must be granted.

The complaint in intervention filed by Miss Tyce is
identical in all respects to the Third Amended Complaint filed by
the Plaintiff, Mr. Gist, with the exception of a short discussion
of the individual complaints of Miss Tyce.

In a previous Order of the Court, portions of the Third
Amended Complaint of Mr. Gist were ordered dismissed. For the
reasons set forth In that Order the following porticons of the
Complaint in intervention of Renaye Tyce are hereby dismissed:

1. Jurisdiction over affiliated companies. In her
Complaint in Intervention, Miss Tyce brings this action
against Cities Service Company, its group and division
field locations and its corporate headquarters, and also
all "wholly owned companies and subsidiary companies".
No such wholly owned or subsidiary companies have been

named as a defendant in this suit nor have they been




served with process. There are no allegations in the
complaint of any alleged injuries caused by any of these
corporations. Since any such corporations would not be
proper parties in this action, they are hereby
dismissed.

Private right of action unds&® the Oklahoma aAnti-
Discrimination Act. Plaintiff interveqqr instituted
this suit in equity pursuant to Title 25, Okla.Stat.
1971 which as cited does not exist in any codification
of Oklahoma law, Plaintiff however refers to the State
of Oklahoma statute prohibiting employment
discrimination bééause of race, color, national origin
and sex, presumably referring to the Oklahoma Anti-
Discrimination Act, 25 Okla.Stat. § 1101 et seq. This
statute however makes no provisions for private right of
action for employment discrimination. Instead judicial
review is obtainable solely upon the appliation of the
Oklahoma Human Rights Commission for enforcement of one
of its orders. Plaintiff cannot sue under such statute
and the complaint must be dismissed to the extent that
it is premised under such.

Class action complaints. The Court has previously
determined that this case will not be certified as a
class action. All complaints in regard to the class
therefore must be dismissed.

Jurisdiction over Robert Chitwood. Mr. Chitwood,

President of the Defendant, while named as a defendant




in the style of the case 1is not mentioned in the
Complaint, The Complaint reveals no allegations of
discrimination against Mr. Chitwood personally and no
claim of awareness of any alleged discriminatory acts of

others. The Complaint as to Mr. Chitwood is therefore

dismissed.
ot

The Defendant asserts that the Court has néljurisdiction
over the Title VII claims of intervenor Tyce. The Defendant
states that no timely charges of discrimination were filed with
either the Oklahoma Human Rights Commission or with the Equal
‘Employment Opportunity Commission. Defendant also asserts that no
right to sue letter was received by Miss Tyce from the EEOC.

It is well settled that the timely filing of such charges
and the receipt of a right to sue letter are jurisdictional
prerequisites to the maintenance of any suit under Title VII.

See e.g. McbDonnell Douglas Corporation vs. Green, 411 U.S. 792,

93 s.Ct. 1817 (1973). Miss Tyce claims that on November 20, 1979
she filed a written charge with the United States Department of
Labor, Office of Federal Contracts Compliance alleging a denial
of her rights under Title VI1. She received a notification of
results of investigation on Mzrch 20, 1981. The Plaintiff does
not provide the Court with a copy of the written charge that she
filed with the Department of Labor or of their letter of
notification of the results of their investigation. Plaintiff
asserts that the OFCC indicatec¢ in this letter that the Defendant

failed to promote and/or provide training opportunities for her




because of her race and that the Defendant was given ten (10)
dayé"to comply with the findings in the letter. The Court notes
that the Office of Federal Contracts Compliance was established
by the Secretary of Labor in order to enforce the requirements of
Executive Order 11246 which prohibits certain types of
discrimination on the part of priv%&e employers who are
contractors with the Federal government. Sanctipns for non-
compliance with the Executive Order include a recémmendation to
the EEOC or the Department of Justice that proceedings be

instituted under Title VII, 3 CRF § 209(a)(3), however there is

no indication that such recommendation was made or that the EFOC

‘Instituted any proceedings. A  written complaint to the

Department of Labor's Office of Federal Contracts Compliance in
and of itself is insufficient to meet the jurisdictional
requirements which are specifically set forth for a cause of
action in the federal courts under Title VIT of the Civil Rights
Act. There being no indication in the record that formal charges
were filed with either the Oklahoma Human Rights Commission of
the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission prior to the filing
of this suit, the Court finds that the cause of action under

Title VII must be dismissed.

The Defendant also asserts that the Court has no
jurisdiction over the claims in the Complaint pursuant to 42
Uu.5.C. § 1981. Suits under Section 1981 must be brought in
Oklahoma within three (3) vyears of the alleged occurrence of the

discriminatory conduct or thay are time barred. Shah wvs,




Halliburton, 627 F.2d 1055 (l0th Cir. 1980). In her complaint,

—

Miss Tyce states that the acts of discrimination occurred between
June and November of 1979. Under Oklahoma law, a Section 1981
suit would have to have been filed before November of 1982. Miss
Tyce did not move to intervene in this case untitl January of
1983, ‘Her Complaint in Intervention wg@ filed May 16, 1983,
Under the applicable law the Court finds therefore.that it must
dismiss the causes of action under Section 1981 in éﬁat it has no

jurisdiction over the same.

Defendant asserts that any cause of action under Executive

Order 11246 must be dismissed in that there is no private right

of action under this Order and an aggrieved person must rely upon
the Office of Federal Contracts Compliance to provide the
administrative redress that that agency finds to be apropriate.
The cases have uniformly held that there is no private right of
action .under the Executive Order against a contractor. See

Farkas vs. Texas Instruments, Inc., 375 F.2d 629 (5th Cir. 1967),

cert. denied 389 U.S. 977 (1967); Farmer vs. Philadelphia

Electric Company, 329 F.2d 3 (3rd Cir. 1964). To the extent that

Miss Tyce seeks to bring an action under Executive Order 11246

such an action must be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
motion of the Defendant to dismniss the Complaint in Intervention

of MissiRenaye Tyce be and hereby is granted.




IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Complaint in Intervention

-

Miss Renaye Tyce be and hereby is dismissed.

ORDERED this /ﬁ:éﬁzday of August, 1983,

I
s

- .
LQ/ o Ny

N

of

JAMEZ 0. ®LLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




REFE & N
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT S
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA R

MG 17 183

JACK C. SILVER, CLERK
U.S. BISTRICT COURT

NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER
CORPORATION, a foreign corpo-
ration,
Plaintiff,
HELEN McMAINES,
Intervening Plaintiff,

v. No. 78-~C-3-C

a corporation,

Defendant and Third-
Party Plaintiff,

V.

)

)

)

)

)

}

)

)

)

}

)

)

KOCH INDUSTRIES, INC., )
)

)

)

)

)

)

)
ATCHISON-TOPEKA AND )
SANTA FE RAILWAY COMPANY, )
)

Third Party Defendant. )

ORDER DISMISSING INTERVENING
PLAINTIFF'S ACTION WITH PREJUDICE

NOW on this !rT@l day of JQMQFA,Z(,_, 1983, this matter

coming on before me, the undersigned Judge of the United States

District Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma, upon the
stipulation and agreement of plaintiff, intervening plaintiff,
and third-party defendant herein, that the court enter an Order
of Dismissal With Prejudice, the court finds that such an Order
should issue.

The court further finds that the parties hereto have
settled their differences ard that the plaintiff and third-party

defendant have, without the admission of any fault by any party




hereto, and in a spirit of compromise, agreed to pay certain sums
to intervening plaintiff in compromise and settlement of her
claim.

IT IS THEREFORE OEDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the
court that the claim of Helen McMaines, intervening plaintiff,
against National Railroad Passenger Corporation, a foreign corpo-
ration, plaintiff; and against Atchison-Topeka and Santa Fe
Railway Company, third-party defendant, be, and the same is
hereby, dismissed with prejudice to the bringing of any further
cause of action against plaintiff or third-party defendant by
intervening plaintiff.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the
court that the settlement in no way prejudices any other claim by

any party to this lawsuit.

s/H. DALE COOK

H. Dale Cook
United States District Judge

APPROVED BY:

Tom L. Armstrong

DYER, POWERS, MARSH & ARMSTRONG
525 South Main, Suite 210

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
918/587-0141

Attorneys for Plaintiff and Third-
Party Defendant

Frank A. Greer

GREER & GREER

3010 South Harvard, Suite 112
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74114

918/745-0691

Attorneys for Intervening Plaintiff

-
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT cdugéf_fljj
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ** ™

UG 16 193 /ﬁg
QUARLES DRILLING CORPORATION, ) JACK ER,
an Oklahoma corporation, ) US. D&rMCTCgbR¥K
)
Plaintiff, )
)
v. )
)
AMINOIL U.S.A., INC., ) No. 81-C-430-BT <
)
Defendant and Third )
Party Plaintiff, )
)
V. )
)
REACTION CHEMICAL ENTERPRISES )
inc, )
)
Third Party Defendant. )

ORDER
In accordance with the Court's order of July 26, 1983,

the third party action of Aminoil U.S5.A., Inc., against Reaction

Chemical Enterprises, Inc., is hereby dismissed without prejudice |

for lack of subject matter jurisdiction

IT IS SO ORDERED this /< aaj of August, 1983.

7

\_‘ /" i&iég?@ ¥4 ’..- _/4’

THOMAS R, BRETT

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

»



- IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DIE'?I-F:IE?EOF OKLAHOMAF.' l !‘l) E D

06 16 1983 1

Sack C. Silver, Clark
4. 8. DISTRICT cone®

/

BEATRICE FOODS CO., a
Delaware corporation,

Plaintiff,
Vs,

No. 82-C~-450-E

TIM V. HEBERT, d/b/a
A-BEARS OF OKLAHOMA, INC.,

Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Upon the Motion of plaintiff herein, the plaintiff and the
defendant having compromised and settled all issues between them
in this action, the within action and the plaintiff's Complaint
are hereby dismissed by the Court, with prejudice.

Entered this Lgizdday of August, 1983,

T

DISTRICT JUDGE
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR ThE! bt &
. NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CKI.AHOMA

JACH C. SILVEXL CLERK

UNITED TATES ERICA, o
STATES OF AM US. DiSTRICT COURT

Plaintiff,
vs.

" JACKIE D. COMER,

Defendant. CIVIL ACTION NO. 83-C-265-E

ORDER
Now on this _Hﬁijﬁzéé day of August, 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 scrve him have been unsuccessful.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, that the Complaint against
Defendant, Jackie D. Comer, be and is dismissed without

prejudice.

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT

UNITED STATES DISTLRICT JUDGE




R
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE ' e b
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

AUG 15 1983

ROY J. YASICK,
Plaintiff,

vs. NO, B2-C-760-C
HOME INSURANCE COMPANY, FLOYD
WALTERS MOVING & STORAGE, JAMES
WALTERS AND LIBERTY MUTUAL
INSURANCE COMPANY,

R . T T L b N N L N N )

Defendants.

ORDEF. OF DISMISSAL

ON THIS [1 day of (1L4a s 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 further
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
Defendants be and the same hereby are dismissed with prejudice to any further
action and the proceeds of the settlement be distributed as reflected in the
Application For Order Of Approving Settlement And Distribution Of Proceeds filed

herein.

s/H. DALE COOK

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



Eplond.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COUKRT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CKLAHOMA

-

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

FILED

Plaintiff,
V.

TOMMY LEE JONES;

" BEAULAH MAE JONES;
AFTON COOP., ASSOCIATION:
GRAND LAKE EBANK, a corporation;
GROVE WLSTCO, a corporation;
SANCO LUMBER, INC.;
EOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSICNERS,
Delaware Ceounty, Oklahema; and
COUNTY TREASURER, NDelaware
County, Oklahoma,

Ch L. dlives, LleTh
2S, DISTRICT COURY

CIVIL ACTION NO, 83-C-282-B

i i i i S N N U N N Y N N

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

This matter comes on for consideration this Agz&g€& of

52&45051' » 1983. Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating, United

States Attorney for the Nor:hern District of Oklahoma, through

Philard L. Rounds, Jr., Assistant United States Attorney; the
Defendants Board of County Commissioners, Delaware County,
Oklahoma and County Treasurer, Delaware'County, Oklahoma by Dugie
Hagberg Standeford, Assistant District Attorney, Delaware County,
Oklahoma; the Defendants Tormy Lee Jones, Beaulah Mae Jones,
Afton Coop. Association, Grand Lake Bank, Grove Westco, and Sanco
Luﬁber, Inc., appearing noén

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that the Defendant Tommy Lee Jones and Beaulah

Mae Jones were personally scrved with Summons and Complaint on

April 12, 1983; that the Defendants Afton Coop. Association,



Sanco TLumber, Inc., and County Treasurer, Delaware County,
Oklahoma, were served with Summons and Complaint on April 4,
1983; that Defendant Board of County Commissioners, Delaware
County, Oklahoma, were served with Summons and Complaint on April
19, 1983; that Defendant Grand Lake BRank was served with Summons
gnd Complaint on April 5, 1983; that Grove Wesco was served with
sSummons and Complaint on May 18, 1983.

It appears that on April 21, 1983, the County
Treasurer, Delaware County, Oklahoma and Roard of County
Cormissioners, Delaware County, Oklahoma, filed their Answer
herein. However, on August 9, 1983, said parties disclaimed any
right, title and interest in the specific real property, which is
the subject of this action. The DRcefendants Tonmy Lee Jones,
Beaulah Mae Jones, Afton Coop. Association, Grand Lake Bank,
Grove Westco, and Sanco Lumber, Tnc., after having notice and
acknowledged service of Summons and Complaint herein, have failed
to answer and their default has been entered by this Clerk on
July 1, 1983.

The Court further finds this suit is bgsed upon a
certain promissory note aznd for foreclosure of a real estate
mortgage securing said promissory note, upon the following
described real property located in Delaware County, Oklahoma,
within the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot 50 in Mohawk Addition, a subdivision of

Grove, Oklahoma in Section 36, Township 25 N.,

Range 23 Fast acccrding to the recorded plat

thereof;

That on the 26th day of Septcmber, 1972, the Defendants

Tommy Lee Jones and Beaulah Mae Jones did executed and deliver to

.



the United States of America acting through the Farmers Home
Administration,” . their promissory note in the amount of $14,600.00
payable in annual installments with interest thereon at the rate
of 7% percent per annum.

That as scecurity for the payment of the above described
pote the Defendants Tommy Lee Jones and Beaulah Mae Jones
executed and delivered to the United Statcs of America, a real
estate mortgage dated Scptewber 26, 1972, covering the above
described property.

The Court furlLher finds that the Defendants Tommy Lee
Jenes and Beaulah Mae Jones made default under the terms of the
aforesaid promissory note by reason of their failure to make the
annual installments due thereon, which default has continued and
that by reason thereof the above named Defendants are indebted to
the Plaintiff in the principal sum of $14,936.02 and $650.23 in
interest as of February 15, 1983, plus interest thereafter at
the rate of 7% percent per annum plus the costs of this action
accrued and accruing.

IT 1S THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover judgment against the Defendants Tommy
Lee Jones and Beaulah Mae Jones in the ancunt of $14,936.02, plus
intercst of $650.23 as of February 15, 1983, plus interest from
and after said date at the-rate of 7% percent per annum, plus
costs of this action accrued and accruing.

IT IS FURTHER CRDERED, ADJUDCED, AND DECREED that upon
the failure of the previously named Defendants to satisfy the

money judgment of the Plaintiff herein an Order of Sale shall be



issued to the United States Marshal for the Northern District of
Oklahoma commanding him to advertise and sell with appraisement
the real property herein and applied the proceeds thereof as
follows:

First:

In payment of the costs of this action

accrued and accruing incurred by the

Plaintiff including the costs of the

sale of said real property;

Sccond:

In payment of the judgment rendered herein

in favor of the Plaintiff,

The surplus from said sale, if any, shall be deposited with the
Clerk of the Court to await further order of the Court.

IT IS5 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that from
and after the sale of the above described real property under and
by virtue of this judgment and decree the Defendants and all
persons claiming under them since the filing of the Complaint
herein, shall be and they are forcver barred and foreclosed of
any right, title, interest or claim in or to the subject real

property or any part thereof.

5/ THOMAS R. BRETT

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
APFROVED:

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

ROTIDY ’ JR.
Assistant United States Attorney

| EA A
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT*“LB gy

.‘n:?i,

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOM@ i t i

P S

BJG 15 1233

. SILVER, CLERK
S AT CouRT

HALSTEAD INDUSTRIES, INC., a
Pennsylvania Corporation,

Plaintiff,
VS, No. 83-C-283-C

PROCESS SYSTEMS, INC,, an
Oklahoma Corporation,

Defendant,

JIJDGMENT

This action came on for hearing before the above-named Court,
the Honorable H. Dale Cook, Chief Judge, presiding, on the 11th day
of August, 1983, Plaintiff appeared by its attorney of record,
Ted L. Moore, and Defendant appeared by its attorney, John Brewer.
The stipulations and issues were presented and duly heard by the
Court; and

It having been stipulated and agreed to by the Plaintiff and
the Defendant herein:

1. That judgment in the sum of Thirty-seven Thousand Four
Hundred One and 62/100 Dollars ($37,401.62), together
with costs and attorney's fees in the sum of One
Thousand Three Hundred Fifty and no/100 Dollars
($1,350.00), making for a total judgment in the sum of
Thirty-eight Thousand Seven Hundred Fifty-one and 62/100
Dollars ($38,751.62), together with interest accruing

thereon from the date of entry at the maximum legal rate,



may be entered in favor of Halstead Industries, Inc., the
Plaintiff, and against Process Systems, Inc., the
Defendant;
2. That Plaintiff's claim for exemplary damages would bhe
dismissed by mutual agreement; and
3. That judgment may be entered in accordance therewith by
the Court on application of the Plaintiff without further
notice to the befendant; therefore
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by this Court that
Plaintiff, Halstead Industries, Inc., recover from the Defendant,
Process Systems, Inc., the sum of $38,751.62, together with interest
accruing thereon at the maximum legal rate of interest as provided
by law from the date of entry of this judgment.

[ L
Dated this day of August, 1983,

s/H. DALE COOK
H. Dale Cook, Judge

/d / Q};{W /ﬁu%wu

John Brewer, Attorney for Defendant

/Zd</\;%4ﬁ/ 5{?;§%ﬂvr?;

Ted L. Moore, Attorney FOF PlainCiff




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
~ NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICRA,

Plaintiff,

AUG 1 21983

)
)
)
)
)
IMOGENE IRONS, d/b/a BLUE STEM ; Tacte UL wive, vierk
: a BLUE ST ;
_DRIVE-INN RESTAURANT; ) \. S. DISTRICT COURT
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

V.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSICNERS,
and COUNTY TREASURER OF OSACE
COUNTY, OKLAHOMA; and HESKETT,
HESKETT, DANIEL, ESSER &
WOODYARD),

Defendants. CIVIL ACTION NO. 83~-C-90-E

JUDGMENT

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this 52 day

of //ﬁﬁg,thj', 1983. The Plaintiff appearing by Frank
Keating, Unitfd States Attorney for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, through Philard L. Rounds, Jr., Assistant United States
Attorney; the defendant Board of County Commissioners, Osage
County, Oklahoma, and defendant County Treasurer, Osage County,
Oklahoma, by John Boggs, Jr., Assistant District Attorney, Osage
County, Oklahoma; the defendant Heskett, Heskett, Daniel, Esser &
Woodyard, by its attorney Dean Daniel, and the defendant Imogene
Irons, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
fi}e herein finds that defendants Board of County Cdmmissioners,
Osage County, Oklahoma, County Treasurer, Osage County, Oklahoma,
were served with Summons and Complaint on January 23, 1983; and
the County Treasurer, Osage County, Oklahoma, acknowledged
service of Amended Complaint on March 24, 1983; and the Board of

County Commissioners, Osage County, Oklahoma, acknowledged




service of Anended Complaint on April 1, 1983; that the defendant
Heskett, Heskett! Daniel, Esser & Woodyard was served with
Summons and Amended Complaint on March 21, 1983; that the
defendant Imogene Irons was served with Summons and Complaint and
Order requiring absent defendant to appear or plead on a date
certain on July 7, 1983,
- It appears that the defendant Heskett, Heskett, Daniel,
Esser & Woodyard filed its Answer on March 23, 1983, and that the
defendants Board of County Commissioners and County Treasurer,
Osage County, Oklahoma filecd their Answers February 3, 1983, and
thgt Imogene Irons has feiled to Answer and her default has been
entered by the Clerk of this Court on August 1, 1983.

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

Lots 12, 13, and 14, Block 17

Tallchief Additior to the town

of Fairfax, Osage County; State of

Oklahoma.

That on December 29, 1980, defendant Imogene Irons,
d/b/a Blue Stem Drive-In Restaurant, for good and valuable
consideration made, executed and delivered in writing unto The
Citizens Bank of Drumright, Oklahoma, her certain promissory note
wherein she promised to pay to the order of the Citizens Bank the
principal sum of $40,000.00, plus interest. That said note was

later transferred and assigned to Small Business Administration

on August 14, 1981, by endorsement thereon,

B Y



e —

That as security Zor said debt, defendant Imogene
Trons, d/b/a Bllie Stem Drive-In Restaurant, made, executed and
delivered to the Citizens Bank of Drumright, Oklahoma, a certain
real estate mortgage. Said mortgage was duly executed and
acknowledged by said defendant, and the same is dated and
acknowledged December 29, 1980, and filed of record in the office
of the County Clerk of Osage County, Oklahoma, on December 30,
1980, and recorded in Bock 592 at page 93.

The Court further finds that defendant Imcgene Irons
made default under the terms of the aforesaid promissory note by
reason of her failure tc make the monthly installments due
thereon, which default has continued and that by reason thereof
the above-named defendant is indebted to the Plaintiff in the sum
of $40,417.76, as unpaid principal, plus interest accrued thereon
to January 7, 1983, of $10,839.16, plus interest accruing
thereafter at $22.17 per day until paid, plus the costs of this
action accrued and accruing.

That Heskett, Heskett, Daniel, Esser & Woodyard, has a
judgment lien against the property which is the subject matter of
the above-styled and numbered action, by reason of a money
judgment obtained against the defendant Imogene Irons in the
District Court of Osage County, Oklazhcma, in Case No. SC—82-484.
Said judgment was rendered on the 12th day of October, 1982 and
filed in the office of the Court Clerk in the principal amount of
$243.00 with interest thereon as described therein, and all costs

of that action.




That there remains due and cwing on the aforesaid
judgment of HesKett, Heskett, Daniel, Esser & Woodyard, the
principal amount of $55.00.

That the County Treasurer, Osage County, Oklahoma and
the Board of County Commissiconers, Tulsa County, have a lien on
?he property which is the subject matter of the above-styled
acﬁion by virtue of ad valorem taxes in the amount of $223.20.
Said lien being superior to the interest of plaintiff, United
States of America and defencant Heskett, Heskett, Daniel, Esser &
Woodyard.

IT IS THEREFCGRE OFDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover judgment against the Defendant Imogene
Irons, in the amount of $40,417.76, plus interest accrued thereon
to January 7, 1983, of $10,839.16, plus interest thereafter at
$22.17 per day, until paid, plus costs of the action accrued and
accruing.

IT IS5 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
defendant Heskett, Heskett, Daniel, Esser & Woodyard, have and
recover judgment against Imcgene Trons in the principal amount of
$55.00, plus costs of the action accrued and accruing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
defendant County Treasurer, Osage County, OCklahoma, have and
recover judgment in the amount of $223.,20, plus costs of this
action.

IT 15 FURTHER ORDEREDR, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that upon
the {ailure of the previously named defendants to satisfy the

money Jjudgment of the plaintiff herein, an Order of Sale shall be




issued to the United States Marshal for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, commahding him to advertise and sell with appraisement
the real property herein, and apply the proceeds thereof as
follows:

First:

In payment of the costs of this action,

accrued and accruing, incurred by the Plaintiff,

including the costs of sale of said real

property;

Second:

In payment to the County Treasurer, Tulsa County,

Oklahoma, the amount of $223.20, property taxes

which are presently due and owing on said real

property;

In payment of the judgment rendered herein in

favor of plaintiff;

Fourth:

In payment of the judgment rendered herein in

favor of the defendant, Heskett, Heskett, Daniel,

Esser & Woodyard.
The surplus from said sale, if any, shall be deposiéed with the
Clerk of the Court to await- further order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED, that from
and after the sale of the above-described real preoperty, under
and by virtue of this judgment and decree, the defendants and all

persons claiming under them since the filing of the Complaint



herein, be an they are forever barred and foreclosed of any
right, title, interest, or claim in or to the subject real

personal property or any part thereof,.

Sf UANES ¢ pmva

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
" APPROVED:

FRANK KEATING
United

Assistant Unlted Sta s Attorney

; Q\\\\ .
NN >
DEAN-PANIEL, Attorney for
Heskett, Heskett Daniel, Esser &

Woodyard
/Eéfjﬁ/7; é

JO BOGGS J

Aggistant Di + LL Attorney
Osage County, Oklahoma, for
County Treasurer and Board of
County Commissioners, Osage
County, Oklahoma
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT :;
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAH

A

gy
v WY
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£ 3

%

KTUL-TV; LEAKE TV, INC., ) AUG 12 1203
leimsigs, 3 TR
Vs % No. 83-C-249-E
GATIL E. COOPER and 440 RANCHES, %
Defendants. g

JUDGMENT

NOW ON this lﬁg_ day of August, 1983, the Clerk finds

the Defendants have been culy served with summons as provided by

law and have failed to answer or otherwise plead herein, and are
in default. The Clerk having reviewed the file and being fully

advised, finds and orders that the defendants are hereby adjudged

to be in default.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the

Plaintiff, KTUL-TV; Leake TV, Inc., be awarded judgment against

the Defendants, and each of them, pursuant to the affidavit of
Truman Criss, Exhibit "1", in the amount of $20,000.00 together
with interest at the highest lawful rate from the date of judg-

.
.| . g Fal P =Y
ment, plus xeascnable atdeorrreyls—fres—in-tha amount of 5256060700,

amtTtheé cost g of—this—aetion.

Jask ¢, Silver, Clerk
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT

‘§£%; . ~>?) éi;L&%/ /E}gﬁujéz
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
)

Plaintiff, )

}

Vs, )
' )

BERNICE J. McKAY, )
)

Defendant. )

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL

AUS 121083

Jack U. Sileed,
U. S. DISTRICT

CIVII, ACTION NO. 83-C-381-B

COMES NOW the United States of America by Frank

Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern District of

Oklahoma, Plaintiff herein, through Philard 1I,. Rounds, Jr.,

Assistant United States Attorney, and hereby gives

notice of its

uieTh
COURT

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

of this action without prejudice.

Dated this /é:aday of August, 1983.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING

CERTIFICATE®*QF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that a true copy
of the foregoing pleading was served on each
of the parties heretec by nailing the same to

them or to their attorneys record on the
‘—’l. Y day Of 7'19 3.

, ) .g. /

Assistant United States ATney

0

»a



IN THE UNITED STATES D: "CT COURT o
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRIC' OKLAHoMpr e

RIVERWAY CO., a corporaticn,

and RIVERWAY HARBOR

SERVICE NEW ORLEANS, INC. G SiLv:

a corporation, U.S. DISTRICT
Plaintiffs,

Vs, Cause No. 83-C-226-B

OKLAHOMA-KANSAS GRAIN
CORP., a corporation,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Defendant. )

STIPULATION,QZi DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Comes now plaintiffs Riverway Co. and Riverway Harbor
Service New Orleans, Inc. and dismiss their cause of action
against defendant Oklahoma-Kansas Grain Corp. with prejudice at

plaintiffs' cost.

HALL ESTILL, HARDWICK,
GOBLE, COLLINGSWORTH & NELSON

MO%

Larry L1

4100 B k of Oklahoma Tower
One Williams Center

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74172

918 588-2700

THOMPSON & MITCHELL

By

\
Gary Mayes }
Mary Bonacorsi

One Mercantile Center
Suite 3400

St. Louis, Missouri 63101
314 231-7676

Attorneys for Plaintiffs



T —

SUMMERLIN, WILLIAMS & ZACHARIAS

)

501 West lst Street
Claremore, Oklahoma 74017

Attorneys for Defendant
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

. NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA |

ﬁ

(/)C"‘.'

?{ . SIL, r’ER. CLERK

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, SISTRICT CogRT

Plaintiff,

" JAMES W. COOPER, JR.

)

)

)

) )

vs. )
)

)

)

Defendant. )

CIVIL ACTION NO. 83-C-197-B

ORDER

Now on this yoy74 day of August, 1983, it appears

that tle_Defendant in the above-captioned case has not been
ioca£ed within the Northern District of Oklahoma, and therefore
attempts to serve him have been unsuccessful.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, that the Complaint against
befendant, James W. Ccooper, Jr., be and is dismissed without

prejudice.

s/ THOMAS R. BRETT

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




¥ THZ UNTTED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

CALHOUN HEATING & AIR
CONDITIOMNING CO., INC., an
Oklahoma corporation,

Plaintiff,

s, No. B3-C-153-B
WILLIAM G. YOUNG CCONSTRUCTION
COMPANY, INC., a Kansas
corporation,

i i e e s S e )

Defendant.

ORDER
It appears to the Court that the above entitled action has
been fully settled, adjusted and compromised and based on stipu-
lation; therefore,
IT I5 ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the above entitled action be
and it is hereby dismissed without cost to any party and with
prejudice to all the parties.

Dated August /& , 1983,

g/ THOMAS R. BRETL

JUDGE OF THE UNITED STATES
DISTRICT COURT



IN Ti. UNITED STATES DISTRICT CO...T o
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

Erad

- b
;ﬂg; jFiQﬂB

L O 1 it
oo ey

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,
vs. No. 81-C-615-E
CHEMICAL EQUIPMENT CORPORATION,

Defendant.

ORDER

The Court has before it this matter which has been submitted
upon the administrative record. The Complaint filed by the Plaintiff,
United States of America, asked the court to affirm the administrative
decisions and to grant the requasted judgment of $53,003.26, plus
interest.

The Defendant, Chemical Equipment Corpeoration, was afforded
opportunity to submit objections to matters set forth in the adminis-
trative record, in support of his position that the decision of the
Administrative Board was "fraudulent or capricious or arbitrary or so
grossly erroneous as necessarily to imply bad faith, or is not

supported by substantial evidence." United States v. Carlos Bianchi

and Company, 373 U.S. 709, 714 (1963).

After thorough review of the administrative record as well as
the briefs submitted by the parties, this Court has determined that
the Defendant, Chemical Equipment Corporation, has not met the

requisite burden of proof set forth in United States v. Carlos Bianchi

and Company, supra.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the administrative

decisions below be affirmed and judgment be granted to the Plaintiff,




R

United S5tates of America.

DATED this 0 77" day of August, 1983.

<:2b7u11/5365222»45%

JAMEgﬂé. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT For ThE i~ 1 L. ool
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

AUE 1 11963
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
i . Jﬁl[:h ! .".i?a; Cos ! .ot
. . ) '.“ . ; ) x'r»_, !:’-i-e Y
Plaintiff, U.ﬁrﬁbHEpsiﬁfﬁ]
vVS.

" "MITCHELL R. SAMUELS,

i ot e el L

Defendant. CIVIL ACTICN NO. B83-C-37-E

ORDER

Now on this s day of August, 1983, it appears

tﬁa; 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, Mitchell R. Samuels, be and is dismissed without

prejudice,

> J“;;""d"‘_";.’} L E_JJEIOE

=

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE ™ i L- E; b
", NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OXLAHOMA

A 111963
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Jaun b wileli, Ldain

Plaintiff, u,s‘ﬁﬁTmﬁltﬂ"Q7

)
)
)
)
vs. )}
)
*"DARRELL K. SMITH. )
)
)

Deferndant., CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-97(0-E

ORDER

Now on this /j) day of August, 1983, it appears
o

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, Darrell K. Smith,, be and is dismissed without

prejudice.

s[, JAMES O- pLLSON

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT CCURT FOR THE - ; -
i} NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA r H E“ E; ke

AT (e
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, A%UA‘11383

LICh L obiv, Ligi
U, S IS 0T ey

Plaintiff,

)
)
)
)
vs. ' )
)
" "KENNETH E. TURRENTINE, )

)

)

CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-1199-E

Defendant.

ORDER

;
Now on this /L> day of August, 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, Kenneth E. Turrentine, be and is dismissed without

prejudice.

_g,‘“‘:‘ z’Lh‘!“.i:.‘_‘_’ i.f,a ;..l.i‘..fqu

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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FILED

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

DONALD R. LEIGHTY and
MILDRED F. LEIGHTY,
husband and wife,

JA KEL?&”

Plaintiffs,

vs. Case No. 83-C-476-B
HERB STANGE a/k/a
HERB STANGE, JR.,
and L. JEAN STANGE,

N i et M et e et S e e et e et

Defendants.

NOW ON THIS ay o ({0 ~, plaintiffs' Donald R.
/" day of o~ laintiffs'

Leighty and Mildred F. Leightyf/Motion for Dismissal with Preju-

dice in the above-referenced cause of action comes on for
hearing.

The court after having reviewed the files and for good cause
shown finds that the plaintiffs' Motion for Dismissal with Preju-

dice should be granted.

S/ THOMAS R. BREIT

JUDGE OF THE DISTRICT COURT

S 11 183

& ER, CLER
U.s, e FifET CBU%}'K
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AUG 1 11983

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

MICHAEL ANDREW MIKUS, ) Jack C. Siktt, Ltk
) ‘
Plaintiff, ) U. S. DISTRICT COURT
)
VS, )
)
COYLE CHEVROLET, INC., a ) NO. 83-C-573-C
corporation, )
)
Defendant. )

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

ON this Liiﬁ:ﬁay of ﬁ!x(lﬁuli,t » 1983, upon the written application
of the parties for A Dismissal iith Prejudice of the Complaint and all causes
oé action, the Court having examiged caid application, finds that said parties
have entered into a compromise settlement covering all claims inveolved in the
Complaint and have requested the Court to dismiss said Complaint with prejudice
to any further action, and the Court being fully advised in the premises, finds
that said Complaint should be dismissed pursuaﬁt to said application.

IT IS THEREFCRE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court that the Complaint
and all causes of action of the plaintiff filed herein agpainst the defendant be

and the same hereby are dismissed with prejudice to any further action.

s/H. DALE COOK

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

APPROVAL:

E;;;%(7

Yo
Attorney for Plai tjff

v
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ' .
- RN

RS ”‘\L‘JFR.CLERK

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

)
)
)
)
V. ' )
‘ )
*CYNTHIA L. JOHNSON, et al., )

)

)

Defendants. CIVIL ACTION NO. 83--360-C

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

Dated this {Zl_ﬂay of August, 1983.

(Signed) H. Dale Cook
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

C. A. RERICK,

FI1LED

AUG 111083
Jack C. Suiver, vierk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

Plaintiff,
vVS.

GOLF HOST INTERNATIONAL,
INC., a Florida corporatior,
GOLF HOST WEST, INC., a
Colorado corporation,
STANLEY WADSWORTH, and
BRENT WADSWORTH, all &/b/a
TAMARRON LODGE,

i i . T I N L I

Defendants. No. 83-Cc-277-C

ORDER

Now on this 3rd day of August, 1983, the above styled
and numbered cause of action comes on for status conference
and consideration of the Defendants' Motion to Dismiss for
Lack of Jurisdiction. The Plaintiff was represented by
counsel, Dana L. Lyons, of Lawrence, Scott & Lamb, and the
Defendants, and each of them, were represented by John R.
Woodard, III, of Feldman, Hall, Franden & Woodard.

Having reviewed the file, the motions and briefs of the
parties and in consideration of the premises, the Court finds
that this Court lacks in personam jurisdiction of the Defendants

and therefore the Court lacks venue of the subject matter.




IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that,
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1406(a), the above styled and numbered
cause of action be transferred from the United States District
Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma to the United
States District Court for the District of Colorado.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Plain-
tiff's counsel and the Court Clerk for the Northern District
of Oklahoma take such steps as are necessary to effect the
proper transfer of the above styled and numbered cause of action

to the United States District Court for the District of Colorado.
‘_\ . \ no "
\ FlaalC 1983,
T 1

Dated this day of

s/H. DALE COUK

H. DALE COOK, Chief Judge
United States District Court
Northern District of Oklahoma

Approved as to Form
and Content:

c’l;_" D— K\“—'\\M\ i
Dama—L. Lyons, —
Attorney for Plaintiff

Bl M) ovslncas—

Join R. Woodard, III,
Attorney for Defendants
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. IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE |
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA eyt 133

\}
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, and
RITA HENTHORN, Revenue Officer,
Internal Revenue Service,

Petitioners,
Vs. No. 82-C-10862

DAVID L. SMITH,

Respondent.

JUDGMENT

This action having come before the Court and the issues
having been determined and a decision having been duly rendered,
It is Ordered and Adjudged that the petitioners recover of

the respondent David L. Smith the sum of $458.78, with interest

at the rate of “225 percent from the date of this Judgment as

provided by law.

-

It is so Ordered this // day of August, 1983.

H. DADE 00K
Chief Judge, U, S. District Court

JACH C.SILVER, CLERK
5. DISTRICT COURT
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- IN THE UNLITED STATES DISTRICT GCOURT F¥OR THE ' i
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA e
Lo |J83
LK CSILVER, CLERK
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, and ) CISTRICT COURT
RITA HENTHORN, Revenue Officer, )
Internal Revenue Service, )
)
Petitioners, )]
)
vs. ) No. 82-C-1062
) .
DAVID L. SMITH, )
)
Respondent, )

O R D ER

On May 6, 1983, the Court entered an Order finding the
respondent David L. Smith in c¢ivil contempt for failure of said
respondent to comply with this Court's Order of January 11, 1983.
In the May 6th Order, the Court held that Mr. Smith, by reason of
said contempt, would be liable to the opetitioner for the
reasonable expenses incurred by said petitioner in instituting
this proceeding and prosecuting it, and for his disobedience of
the January 1llth COrder. The Court afforded petitioner ten (10)
days from May 6th to file with the Court supporting documentation
concerning such expenses, Further, the Court afforded respondent
ten (l0) days thereafter to file any objections he had to
petitioner's documentation.

The petitioner filed the required documentation but the
respondent has wholly failed to file any objections thereto. In

light of respondent's failure to comply with the May 6th Order,




o

the Court's independent review of the documentation submitted by
petitioner, and the applicable law, this Court concludes that the
petitioner is entitled to judgment against respondent in the
amount of $458.78 for the reasonable and necessary expenses
incurred in this action.

It is therefore the Order of this Court that respondent is

indebted to petitioner in the zmount of $458.78.

p=A

It is so Ordered this _ // day of August, 1983.

H. DALE COOK
Chief Judge, U. S. District Court




BLACKSTOCK JOYCE POLLARD
BLACKSTOCK & MONTGOMERY,
a General Partnership,
Comprised of J. C. Joyce,
Dwayne C.
Blackstock, Edward F.
Montgomery, Philip S. Haney,
and Donald R. Bradford,

VS.

WINTHROP
INC.,

For

parties,

JN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

Pollard, Craig

Plaintiff,

SECURITIES COMPANY,

T Ve Vet Vet sl Nl Nt Vomt mgmt Vet mtt S’ Vgt oumptt et o™ Vet

Defendant.

ORDER

A 111983

RIS T

Case No. 83-C-447-E

good cause shown &nd based on the stipulation of all

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that this

case is dismissed with prejudice.

Dated this !lﬂt' day of August, 1983.

s/ JAMES O. ELLISON

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

5{

dei



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLANIOMA

-

FlLE G
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
) . -
Plaintiff, ) AUG1 1%
V. ; Sack C. Silver, vierk
) U. S. DISTRICT COURT
- LINDA M. NEILL, et al., )
)
Defendants, } CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-C-603-C

For good cause having been shown, it is hereby ordered,
' adjudgéd,wand decreed that the above-referenced action is hereby
dismissed without prejudice.

f

.
Dated this [ day of August, 1983.

s/H. DALE CooK
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COUR% *
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOM&E i vmg
WHITE HAT FEED, INC.,
a Kansas corporation,

. ~

o SILyER, CLERK

S0 e TRICT COURT
Plaintiff,

VS. N

M. T. LAWRENCE, JR. and HALF
CIRCLE CATTLE COMPANY, INC.,

[ N S R e .

Defendants.

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

COME NOW White Hat Fee&, Inc., and M. T. Lawrence, Jr. and
Half Circle Cattle Company, Inc., the sole parties to this litiga-
tion, and pursuant to Rule 41 of the Fed R. Civ. P., hereby
stipulate that this action is dismissed with prejudice. The
parties hereto further stipulate that they shall bear their own

respective costs and attorneys' fees incurred in this action.

1A ,
DATED this / day of : r 1983,

400 First National Bank Building
P. O. Box 15557

Pawhuska, Oklahoma 74056

(918) 287-1290

Attorneys for Plaintiff

DOERNER, STUART, SAUNDERS,
DANIEL & ANDE N

w (JY5

LES S. PLUMB
. LEONARD I. PATAKI
1000 Atlas Life Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
(918) 582-1211

Attorneys for Defendants




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

MG 1

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

OPAL M. HULSMAN,
Plaintiff,
vS.

F IBREBOARD CORPORATION;

JOHNS -MANVILLE SALES CORPORATION;
OWENS-CORNING FIBERGLASS CORPORA-
TION; EAGLE-PICHER INDUSTRIES,
INC.; PITTSBURGH-CORNING CORPORA-
TION; UNARCO INDUSTRIES, INC.;
CELOTEX CORPORATION; RUBEROID
CORPORATION, a Division of GAF
Corporation; ARMSTRONG CORK
COMPANY; STANDARD ASBESTOS MANU-
FACTURING AND INSULATING COMPANY;
NICOLET INDUSTRIES, INC.;

KEENE CORPORATION; COMBUSTION
ENGINEERING, INC.; FORTY-EIGHT
INSULATION, INC.; RYDER INDUSTRIES,
INC.; OWENS-ILLINOIS, INC.;
PITTSBURGH CORNING CORPORATION;
CERTAIN-TEED CORPORATION;
BENJAMIN FOSTER COMPANY; UNION
CARBIDE CORPORATION;
RAYBESTOS-MANHATTAN, INC.;
AEROQUIP CORP.; THE BENJAMIN
COMPANY; FLINTKOTE COMPANY;

ROCK WOOL MFG. CO.; MUNDIT CORK
CO0., and LIBBEY-OWENS FORD COMPANTY,

Defendants.

St Vet Nt Nt Ut Net Sl St St Sttt Sl gl Ntt! Vel st St ot St St Vel Nt vttt Vot Vel st Vst vt Nt Sl St St Nomit® ot

JAGK C.Cityr

US.DISTHIC

No. 82-C-648-8

STIPULATION FOR DISMISSAL

-

193

2, CLERK
COURT

Come now Maynard I. Ungerman, counsel for the plaintiff, and Murray

E. Abowitz, counsel for Keene Corporation who is authorized to act for the

named defendants herein, and show the Court that the issues between the



plaintiff and the defendants FIBREBOARD CORPORATION, OWENS-CORNING FIBERGLAS
CORPORATION, EAGLE-PICHER INDUSTRIES, INC., PITTSBURGH-CORNING CORPORATION,
CELOTEX CORPORATION, RUBEROID CORPORATION, ARMSTRONG WORLD INDUSTRIES, INC.,
STANDARD INSULATION, INC., NICOLET INDUSTRIES, INC., KEENE CORPORATION,
COMBUSTION ENGINEERING, INC., FORTY-EIGHT INSULATION, INC., RYDER INDUSTRIES,
INC., OWENS-ILLINOIS, INC., CERTAIN-TEED CORPORATION, BENJAMIN FOSTER
COMPANY, UNION CARBIDE CORPORATION, RAYMARK INDUSTRIES, INC., AEROQUIP
CORPORATION, THE BENJAMIN COMPANY, FLINTKOTE COMPANY, ROCK WOOL MANUFACTURING
COMPANY, MUNDIT CORK COMPANY and LIBBEY-OWENS FORD COMPANY have been resolved
pursuant to a compromise settlement.

WHEREFORE, these parties pray that an order of dismissal with preju-

dice be entered herein as the jssues between them are now moot.

/7

(e £ ," .

raey, for P]a1nt1fﬁgﬁ;}%¢/
',1 7/ Yre

Murray E Abow1tz'

Attorney for Keene CorporatIOn

on Behalf of Named Defendants
/

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

. '

Now on this //J day of (\Z‘:u u.z/(\ , 1983, the Court being
advised that a compromise settlement hAving been reached between the plain-
tiffs and the named defendants, and those parties stipulating to a dismissal
with prejudice, the Court orders that the captioned case be dismissed with
prejudice as to FIBREBOARD CORPORATION, OWENS-CORNING FIBERGLAS CORPORATION,
EAGLE-PICHER INDUSTRIES, INC., PITTSBURGH-CORNING CORPORATION, CELOTEX
CORPORATION, RUBEROID CORPORATION, ARMSTRONG WORLD INDUSTRIES, INC., STANDARD
INSULATION, INC., NICOLET INDUSTRIES, INC., KEENE CORPORATION, COMBUSTION
ENGINEERING, INC., FORTY-EIGHT INSULATION, INC., RYDER INDUSTRIES, INC.,
OWENS-ILLINOIS, INC., CERTAIN-TEED CORPORATION, BENJAMIN FOSTER COMPANY,

-9




UNION CARBIDE CORPORATION, RAYMARK INDUSTRIES, INC., AEROQUIP CORPORATION,
THE BENJAMIN COMPANY, FLINTKOTE COMPANY, ROCK WOOL MANUFACTURING COMPANY,
MUNDIT CORK COMPANY and LIBBEY-OWENS FORD COMPANY.

S/, THOMAS R, BRETT,

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN VHE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT AlB | fp
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAJOUP . ’
Us. 03 fi""r:fnr me

COATINGS LABORATORIES, INC.,
Plaintiff,

VS. CASE NO. 82-C-7F3-C

ENERGY MANAGEMENT AND CON-

SERVATION, INC., and

ALBERT BIANCULLI,
Defendants.

S i et N Nt et Mt N Y et

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL

TO:

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that Coatings Laboratories, Inc.,
the above named Plaintiff, elects to dismiss, without prejudice,
the above entitled action pursuant to Rule 41 (a) (1) of the
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and hereby files this Notice of
Dismissal without Prejudice before service by the adverse party

of either an Answer or a Motion for Summary Judgment.

Dated this [( M day of Aua{m{/ , 1983,
J

BY

Thomak R. Crook
Attorney for Plaintiff
6363 E. 31lst Street
Tulsa, OK 74135

CERTIFICATE QF MAILING

I, Thomas R. Crook, do hereby certify that on this ]ff
day of » 1983, Imailed a true and correct copy of the
above and foyegoing Notice of Dismissal to:

with proper postage thereon fully prepaid.

(4

THomgs R. Crook
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THEE v ’

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA:jri ¢ SILVER. CLERK

{1.5. DISTRICT COURT

"

UNITED STATES CF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

)
)
)
)
Vs, )
) : )
JOE H. HOLDEN, )
- )

)

Defendant. CIVIL ACTION NO., 83-C-291-C

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 Peter Bernhardt, 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 jié{ day of August, 1983.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

i s Ktto
24
ETER BERNHARDT

Assistant United States Attorney

CERTIFICATE OF SLRVICE

The undersigned certifies -that a true copy
of the foregoing pleading was served on each
of the parties hereto by mailing the same to
them or to their atforneys of record on the

-—-;O-— '(% da JJ/{/ 'd‘:_'" ’ 19 'S}- ‘:ﬁ—.—
%
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ted Shtates Attorney
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

Lo

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

VS.

"~ JOHN C. LAMB, II,

Defendant.

Now on this

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA SRS I

L < Vr: RI CLERK
G SsRCT GOURT

CIVIL ACTION NO, 82-~C-1037-C

ORDER

6; day of August, 1983, it appears

7

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, John C. Lamb,

prejudice.

11, be and is dismissed without

s/H. DALE COCK

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA prL T #"‘g
W. H. WATTS, ) MG -9 B3
)
Plaintiff, ) JACK C. SILYER. CLERK
) (LS. DISTRICT COURT
V. )  Case No. 83-C-445-C
)
AREA LIGHTING STANDARDS, INC., )
an Oklahoma corporation, and JAMES )
MEEHAN, )
)
Defendants. )

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL

Come now the Plaintiff, W. H. Watts, and the Defendants, Area Lighting .

Standards, Ine. and James Meehan, through their counsel, pursuant to Rule 41(A)1)(ii)

of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, and stipulate that this action may be and it is

hereby dismissed with prejudice.

Dated August 3, 1983.

Qe Moy

Joe
8724 East 91st Place
Tulg4, Oklahoma 74133

Attorney for Plaintiff, W. H. Watts

i A

Patrick O'Connor

Rheam, Noss, O'Connor & Ray

400 Sinelair Building

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

Attorneys for Defendants, Area Lighting
Standards, Inc. and James Meehan
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTﬁFOR E%E

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHGMA -9 1563

; Si \1 R- JLEP\K
.5”\8%( Cw L'TET [gil T

Plaintiff, Case No. B3-C-242-B
vS.

CRANE CARRIER COMPANY,
a Delaware Corporation,

De fendant.

O aF
JOINT STIPULATION FOR DISMISSAL

IT IS hereby stipulated by ROBERT D. BARRETT, Plaintiff
herein, represented by GEORGINA B. LANDMAN and CRANE CARRIER
COMPANY, Defendant herein, represented by STEPHEN L. ANDREW,
that the above-entitled action be dismissed with prejudice.

Dated this 9th day of August, 1983.

o

ﬂC\J e Zﬂ/ )"//ffré'& »é L%//j,

GEORGINA/B LANDMAN

ttorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff
One Williams Center 1821 South Boston
Suite 1776 Tulsa, OK 74119

Tulsa, OK 74172 (918) 585-2451




FILED

- ‘Jl 1
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT rorh#Bpd 163
RTHERN P LAH
NORTHERN JISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA \ G VER, CLERK

JACK Le3oitT COURT

f‘?
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, y.S. DISTH

Plaintiff,

)
)
)
)
vs. )
22 \
CEARLOTTE L. GATES, )
- )

)

Defendant. ClVIL ACTION NO. B3-C-192-E

NOTICE QF DISMISSAL

'COMES NOW the Uni:zed States of America by Frank
' ﬁéatind, United States Attorney for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, Plaintiff herein, through Philard L. Rounds, Jr.,
fssistant 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_i?afé%hy of August, 1983.

UNITED STATES COF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING

A551stant United States Attorney

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that a true copy
of the foregoing pleading was served on each
of the parties hereto by mailing the same to
them or to their attorneys of record on t

ne | g
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FITZGERALD, DEARMAN & ROBERTS, INC.
an Oklahoma Corporation,

Plaintiff,
vs. No. 83-C-221-E

UNIVERSAL MONEY CENTERS, INC.,
a Missouri corporation,

N Nl e Nt Nt® it Ve’ gt met ® Nt

Defendant.
ORDER
Upon application by the parties and for good cause shown,
this cause, and all parts thereof, are hereby dismissed with
prejudice at plaintiff's costs.

: -7
Dated this ' day of (4. g0, 1983.

J
S/ JAMES ¢, ELLISON

District Judge




IN.THE UNITED 3TATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

e -9 Ll
ALLIED PRINTERS & PUBLISHERS3, )
INC., An Oklahoma Corporation, EﬁﬁﬁiLSHNﬁﬁCLERK
11.5. DISTRICT COURT

Plaintiff,
Vs, No. 82-C-849~C
BARLIN PUBLISHING CORPORATION,

A California Corporation,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
a/k/a BARLIN PUBLISHING, LTD.,)
)
)

Defendants.

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL

Plaintiff hereby voluntarily dismisses the above action
without order of the Court pursuant to Rule 41l (a) (1) of the
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and states that said dismissal
is without prejudice and states that said notice of dismissal
is being filed prior to service by the adverse party of an answer
or of a motion for summary judgment.

DONE this f day of August, 1983.

BRADFORD S. BAKER
Attorney for Plaintiff
702 Atlas Life Bldg.
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
(918) 585-1185




e

IN THE UNITED ETATES DISTRICT COURT
- FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

LEO D. SMITH,
Plaintiff,
VS.

No. 83-C-345-E

MARGARET M. HECKLER,
SECRETARY OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES OF THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Defendant.

O RDER

There being no response to the Defendant's motion to remand,
and more than ten (10) day; having passedlsince the filing of the
motion and no extension of time having been sought by Plaintiff,
the Court, pursuant to Local Rule 14(a), as amended effective
March 1, 1981, concludes that Plaintiff has therefore waived any

objection or opposition to the motion. See Woods Constr. Co. v.

Atlas Chemical Indus., Inc., 337 F.2d 888, 890 (Tenth Cir. 1964).

The Motion to remand for further administrative action is

therefore granted.

DONE this Cfﬁ'day of August, 1983.

o,

\

égl-p—,f_{,c‘,/ } KQ/ J&.f__,,_,,l_._‘

JAMES/”O. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR .
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA s f% N

PAUL POWERS, individually,

and JANICE POWERS, individually,
and DEBORAH POWERS, a minor, by

and through her father and next

friend, PAUL POWERS, and KRISTEN
POWERS, a minor, by and through

her father and next friend, PAUL
POWERS,

Plaintiffs,

VS, No. 83-C-15-E

BILLY JACKSON STEGAL and
GEDRGE SCOTT, individuals,
and WEST AMERICAN INSURANCE
COMPANY, a corporation,

Defendants.

e et Y Mt T e ot o e et et et et i e e e e e’ Y ot et

JUDGMENT

This cause came on for trial pursuant to the agreement of
the parties on this ﬁ#("day of August, 1983, at which time the
plaintiffs appeared by their attorney, Richmond C. Odom; the
defendants, Billy Jackson Stegal and George Scott, appeared by
their attorney, Ray Wilburn; and the defendant, West American
Insurance Company, appeared by its attorney, David H. Sanders,
The Court, after having heard and considered the testimony of
witnesses sworn and examihed in open court, finds that:

1. The plaintiffs are citizens and residents of the

State of Kansas and the defendants, Billy Jaekson Stegal and



George Scott, are citizers and residents of the State of Okla-
homa, and the defendant, West American Insurance company, 1is a
corporation organized under the laws of the State of California,
with its principal place of business at Hamilton, Ohio, and that
there is a diversity of citizenship between the parties and that
by reasons of the claims of the plaintiffs, this Court has
jursidiction of the parties hereto and the subject hereof.

2. Deborah Powers is a minor 4 years of age and that
she resides with her natural father, Paul Powers, who has the
care, custody and control of said child and that he is the proper
person to and does bring this action for and on her behalf.

3. Kristen Powers is a minor 6 years of age and that she
resides with her natural father, Paul Powers, who has the care,
custody and control of said child and that he is the proper
person to and does bring this action for and on her behalf.

4. The issues in favor of the plaintiffs and against the
defendants, Billy Jackson Stegal and George Scott on the first
cause of action and finds that judgment should be entered in
favor of the plaintiff, Paul Powers, individually and against the
defendants, Billy Jackson Stegal and George Scott, for the sum of
$11,000.00.

5. The plaintiff, Janice Powers, is entitled to judgment
of and from the defendants, Billy Jackson Stegal and George
Scott, for the sum of $19,896.00.

6. The plaintiff, Deborah Powers, a minor, is entitled
to judgment of and from the defendants, Billy Jackson Stegal and

George Scott, in the sum of $1,500.00.



7. The plaintiff, Zristen Powers, a mincr, is entitled
to judgment of and from the defendants, Billy Jackson Stegal and
George Scott, in the sum of $15,000.00.

8. the plaintiffs have sustained total damages in the
sum of $47,396.00 and that the defendants, Billy Jackson Stegal
and George Scott, have insurance coverage in the total sum of
$20,000.00 and that the plaintiffs are entitled to judgment for
the deficiency against the defendant, West American Insurance
Company, for the sum of $27,396.00.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE 1T ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the
Court that the plaintiffs are citizens and residents of the State
of Kansas and the defendants, Billy Jackson Stegal and George
Scott, are citizens and residents of the State of Okiahoma, and
the defendant, West American Insurance company, is a corporation
organized under the laws of the State of California, with its
principal place of business at Hamilton, Ohio, and that there is
a diversity of citizenship between the parties and that by rea-
sons of the claims of the plaintiffs, this Court has jursidiction
of the parties hereto and the subject hereof.

BE IT FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that Deborah Powers is a minor 4 years of age and that she
resides with her natural father, Paul Powers, who has the care,
custody and control of said child and that he is the proper per-
son to and does bring this acticon for and on her behalf.

BE IT FURTHER ORDEZRED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court

that Kristen Powers is a minor 6 years of age and that she



resides with her natural fa-her, Paul Powers, who has the care,
custody and control of said child and that he is the proper per-
son to and does bring this action for and on her behalf,

BE IT FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that the plaintiff, Paul Powers, individually, have and recover a
judgment of and from the defendants, Billy Jackson Stegal and
George Scott, for the sum of $11,000.00.

BE IT FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that the plaintiff, Janice Powers, individually, have and recover
a judgment of and from the defendants, Billy Jackson Stegal and
George Scott, for the sum of $19,896.00.

BE IT FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that the plaintiff, Deborah Powers, a minor, have and recover a
judgment of and from the defendants, Billy Jackson Stegal and
George Scott, for the sum of $1,500.00.

BE IT FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that the plaintiff, Kristen Powers, a minor, have and recover a
judgment of and from the defendants, Billy Jackson Stegal and
George Scott, for the sum of $15,000.00.

BE 1T FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that the defendants, Billy Jackson Stegal and George Scott, have
insurance coverage in the total sum of $20,000.00 and that the
plaintiffs have sustained total damages for the sum of $47,396.00
and have and recover judgment against the defendant, West
American Insurance Company for the sum of $27,396.00.

$7 JAMES O. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN ISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA 3'1’ "

TWILA VAUGHN, personally, and

as the Represenative of the Heirs

of Murray Francis Vaughn, Deceased,
Plaintif€,

vS. NO. 82-C-982-C

FIBREBOARD CORPORATION, =t al.,

Tt Vo ottt S ot Nt Vst Vst ot el

Defendants.

OF
STIPULATION JegeDISMISSAL

It is hereby stipulated by the Plaintiff, Twila Vaughn
personally, and as the Respresentative of the Heirs of Murray
Francis Vaughn, Deceased, and the Defendants, Fibreboard Corporati
Eagle-Picher Industries, Inc., PittsburdgrCorning Corporation,
Celotex Corporation, GAF Corporation, Armstrong Cork Company,
Standard Asbestos Manufacturing & Insulating Company, Nicholet
Industries, Inc., Keene Corporation, Combustion Engineering, Inc.,
Owens-Illinois, Inc., Ryder Industries, Inc., Forty-Eight Insula-
tion, Inc., Raymark Industries, Inc., Aeroquip Corporation,
Flintkote Company, Rock Wool Manufacturing, Libbey-Owens Ford
Company, that the above 2ntitled action be dismissed with prejudic
as against the following Defendants, and none others: Fibreboard
Corporation, Eagle-Picher Industries, Inc., Pittsburgh-Corning
Corporation, Celotex Corporation, GAF Corporation, Armstrong Cork
Company, Standard Asbestos Manufacturing & Insulating Company,
Nicholet Industries, Inc., Keene Corporation, Combustion Engineeri
Inc., Owens-Illinois, Inz., Forty-Eight Insulation, Inc., Raymark
Industries, Inc., Aerogquip Corporation, Flintkote Company, Rock

Wool Manufacturing, Libbsy~Owens Ford Company, only, with prejudic

on,

1

ng ,




to the rights to the bringing gf a future action.

Dated this . day of Aﬁg;é,.47‘ , 1983,

Mark H. Iola

Ungerman, Conner & Little
P. 0. Box 2099

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74101
(918) 745-0101

616 South Main, Suite 205
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119
Attorney representing all

of the above named Defendants




- - - {_._'__ o Plaintiff,

”

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ?R L E D
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAMOMA!

AUG - 5 1983

Jack L. el Llerk

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, . .
0. S, DISTRICT GOV

vsS. CIVIL ACTION NO. 83-C-108-E

ROBERT D. WALLACE,

et ettt N N W mmm mu® ot

Defendant.

AGREED JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this 5(22 day

~of (thyu' + 1983, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating,
United %tates Attorney for ithe Northern District of Oklahocoma,
through Philard L. Rounds, Jr., Assistant United States Attorney,
and the Defendant, Robert D. Wallace, appearing pro se.

The Court, being fully advised and having examined the
file herein, finds that the Defendant, Robert D. Wallace, was
personally served with Summons and Complaint on August 2, 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
agéinst him in the amount éf $912.00, plus interest at the legal
rate from the date of this Judgment until paid.

IT 15 THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that

the Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against the Defendant,



Robert D. Wallace, in the amount of $912.00, plus costs and
interest at-the', legal rate from the date of this Judgment until

paid.

4 L ke Looe fan) > M O Euwsson

UNITED STATES/DISTRICT JUDGE

- APPROVED:

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

7 .
] i rrrals

Assistant U.S.

ROBERT D. WALLACE
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AUG - 51973
IN THE UNITED 3TATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ORLAHOMA: oot i

“ HEEH LN B A EAA R

TRIPLE M DRILLING COMPANY, INC., U8, PIBIRGE aey

Plaintiff,

TRADERS OIL, INC., No. 82-C-686-E
Defendant.

)
)
)
)
vs. )
)
)
)
)
)

JOURNAL ENTRY QF JUDGMENT

Now on this 25th day of July, 1983 the above styled
cause of action came on reqularly for trial. Plaintiff
being represented by its Attorneys, GILDER & GILDER:;
defendant being represented by its Attornéy, WESLEY R.
THOMPSON. At the conclusion of the evidence the parties
rested; thereupon parties entered into the following
stipulations and agreements regarding settlement.

That defendant would confess Judgment in the sum of
$13,500.00 for full, final and complete settlement of the
above styled case. Said sum to represent all sums due
plaintiff covering costs; interest: attorney fees; expenses
and any other charges whatsoever regarding this litigation
or the cause of action herein. There are no other claims
between the parties.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that

plaintiff be and it is hereby granted Judgment against




e

&

defendant in the sum of $13,500.00 as full, final and
complete Judgment in the above styled cause.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that said
sum be paid within fourteen (14) days from this date and the
Journal Entry hereir and the Release and Satisfaction of

Judgment be filed no later than twenty (20) days from this

date.
‘ E DISTRICT COURT
e . |
APBRDVED : ’ L S/ JAN\[‘_‘S O. ELLISON
bt [ =l —
GILDER & GILDERA
Attorney for Plaintiff
> //’/‘-_‘
s A el . .
Ll A T —
WESLEY R. THOMPSON o

Attorney f6r Defendant

{Traders—-WORKS)
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THEhniH}%g/
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKI.AHOMA

(35 -5 133
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Jroe o SMVER,CLERK
Plaintiff, UL, DISTRIST COURT

V.

)
)
)
)
)
)
LARRY W. TERRY; LORA J. TEERY: )
TULSA ADJUSTMENT BUREAU, INC.;: )
CHEMICAL PRODUCTS, INC.: )
GENERAL CREDIT CO.; COUNTY )
TREASURER, Tulsa County, )
Oklahoma; BOARD OF COUNTY )
COMMISSIONERS, Tulsa County, )
Oklahoma, )

)

)

V//

Defendants, CIVII, ACTION NO. 82-C-1110-B

JUDGMENT QOF FORECLOSURE

s

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this <® day
of P LST x 1982, The Flaintiff appearing by Frank
Keating, United States Attorney for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, through Philard I. Rounds, Jr., Assistant United States
Attorney; the defendant Bosrd of County Commissioners, Tulsa
County, Oklahoma, and deferdant County Treasurer, Tulsa County,
Oklahoma, by David Carpenter, Assistant District Attorney, Tulsa
County, Oklahoma; the Defendant Chemical Products, Inc., by its
attorney Gregory A. Guerrero; and the defendants Larry W. Terry
and Lora J. Terry, Tulsa Adjustment Bureau, Inc. and Ceneral
Credit Co., appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that defendants Board of County Commissioners,
Tulsa County, Oklahoma, County Treasurer, Tulsa County, Cklahoma,

and Chemical Products, Inc., were served with Summons and

Complaint on November 24, 1982; that the defendant Tulsa

— e e e mr e s e e g ARk b erarnn e e = ot e+ < e a



-

ngustment Bureau, Tnc. was served with Summons and Complaint on
November 30, 1982; that the defendants Larry W. Terry and Lora J.
Terry were served with Summons and Complaint on January 5, 1983;
that the defendant General Credit Co., was served with Summons
and Amended Complaint on April 15, 1983.

It appears that the defendant Chemical Products, Inc.,
filed its Answer and Cross-Claim on December 27, 1982; and that
the defendants Board of County Commissioners and County
Treasurer, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, filed their Answers March 2,
1983; and that Tulsa Adjustment Bureau filed its Disclaimer
December 7, 1982; and that, General Credit Co., filed its
Disclaimer July 6, 1983; and that Larry W. Terry and Lora J.
Terry have failed to Answer and their default has been entered by
the Clerk of this Court on July 11, 1983,

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

Lot Nine (9), Block Three (3), SUBURBAN ACRLS

FOURTH ADDITION to the City of Tulsa, County

of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, according to the

recorded plat thereof.

That on September 20, 1978, Larry W. Terry and lora J.
Terry executed and delivered to the United States of America,
acting through the Administrator of Veterans Affairs, their
Promissory Note in the amount of $13,700.00, payable in monthly
installments, with interest thereon at the rate of nine and

one-half (9%) percent per annunm.

.,




-

. That as security for the payment of the above-described
note, Larry W. Terry and Lora J. Terry executed and delivered to
the United States of America a Real Estate Mortgage dated
September 20, 1978, covering the described property.

The Court further finds that defendants Larry W. Terry
and Lora J. Terry made default under the terms of the aforesaid
promissory note by reason of their failure to make the monthly
installments due thereon, which default has continued and that by
reason thereof the above-named defendants are indebted to the
Plaintiff in the sum of $13,690.38 as unpaid principal, plus
interest at nine and one-hzlf (9%) percent as of November 1,
1981, plus interest accruirg thereafter until paid, plus the
costs of this action accrued and accruing,

That Chemical Prcducts, Inc., has a judgment lien
against the property which is the subject matter of the
above-styled and numbered action, by reason of a money judgment
obtained against the defendants, Larry W. Terry and Lora J. Terry
in the District Court of Tulsa County, Oklahoma, in Case No.
C5J-82-269. Said judgment was rendered on the 23rd day of
February, 1982, filed in the office of the Court Clerk on
February 23, 1982, and filed in the office of the County Clerk
for Tulsa County on February 23, 1982, in the principal amount of
$3,215.52, with interest thereon as described therein, and all
costs of that action.

That there remains due and owing on the aforesaid
judgment of Chemical Products, Inc., the principal amount of

$3,015.52 with interest thereon at the rate of eighteen percent

T . SR b i e 37 b a2 e et mnron
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&}8%) per annum from August 1, 1982, until paid, and that the
aforesaid amount of the judgment remains whelly unsatisfied.

That the County Treasurer, Tulsa County, Oklahoma and
the Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa County, have a lien on
the property which is the subject matter of the above~styled
action by virtue of ad valorem taxes in the amount of $ ™ 2 — .
Said lien being superior to the interests of plaintiff, United
States of America and defendant Chemical Products, Inc.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover judgment against the Defendants Larry
W. Terry and Lora J. Terry in the amount of $13,690.38, plus
interest at nine and one-half (9%)‘percent per annum as of
November 1, 1981, until paid, plus costs of the action accrued
and accruing,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
defendant Chemical Products, Inc., have and recover judgment:
against Larry W. Terry and Lora J. Terry in the principal amount
of $3,015.52, with interest thereon at eighteen (18) percent from
August 1, 1982, until paid, plus costs of the action accrued and
accruing.,

IT I8 FURTHER ORLERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
defendant County Treasurer, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, have and
recover judgment in the amcunt of $— & — .+ Plus costs of this
action.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that upon

the failure of the previously named defendantes to satisfy the

money judgment of the plaintiff herein, an Order of Sale shall be




K

%;sued to the United States Marshal for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, commanding him to advertise and sell with appraisement
the real property herein, and apply the proceeds thereof as
follows:

In payment of the costs of this action,

accrued and accruing, incurred by the Plaintiff,

including the costs of sale of said real

property;

Second:

In payment to the County Treasurer, Tulsa County,

Oklahoma, the amount of $§ — & — | property taxes

which are presently due and owing on said real

property;

In payment of the judgment rendered herein in

favor of plaintiff;

Fourth:

In payment of the judgment rendered herein in

favor of the defendant, Chemical Products, Inc.

The surplus from said sale, if any, shall be deposited with the
Clerk of the Court to await further order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED, that from
and after the sale of the zbove-described real property, under
and by virtue of this judgment and decree, the defendants and all
persons claiming under them since the filing of the Complaint

herein, be and they are forever barred and foreclosed of any




right, title, interest, or claim in or tc the subject real

personal property or any part thereof,

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

Assistant United States Attorney

GREGORY(A.. ERRERO _
Attorney r Defendant
Chemical Products, Inc.

DAVID CARPENTERf/
Assistant Distr¥ct Attorney,

Tulsa County, Oklahoma, for
County Treasurer, Tulsa County,
Oklahoma
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AUG -5 ;3
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMMACH[LS&VERCLERK

US.DISTRICT COURT
MICHAEL R. McMAHAN and

STEVE F. McMAHAN,
Petitioners,

V. No. 81-C-511-E

DONALD WYRICK and THE

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE
~TATE OF MISSOQOURI,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Respondents. )
CRDER

The Court has for consideration the Findings and Recom-
mendations of the Magistrate filed on July 21, 1983 in which
the Magistrate recommends that the Petitlon for Writ of
Habeas Corpus be denied. No exceptions or cbjections have
been filed and the time for filing such exceptions or ob-
Jections has explred.

After careful consideration of the record and the
issues presented by the Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus,
the Court has concluded that the Findlngs and Recommenda-
tions of the Magistrate should be and hereby are affirmed
and adopted as the Findlngs and Conclusions of this Court.

Therefore, the Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus is

denied.

It 1s so Ordered this \ % day of July, 1983,

JAMES 5. ELLISON

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE A -5 R
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
JACK €. SILVER, CLERK

1.5. DiSTRICT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

)
)
)
- )
vs. - )
}
RONALD NORMORE, )

)

)

Defendant.

CIVIL ACTION NO, 82-C-867-C

AGREED JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this 30 day

_ of Juy __» 1983, the Plaintiff appearing by Frank Keating,

United_StatesrAt;orney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through ﬁancy A. Nesbitf, Assistant United States Attorney, and
the Defendant, Ronald Normore, appearing pro se.

The Court, being fully advised and having examined the
file herein, finds that the Defendant, Ronald Normore, was served
with Summons and Complaint on July 13, 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 $369.17, plus inéerest at the legal rate from the date
of this Judgment until paid.

IT I5 THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that

the Plaintiff have and recover Judgment against the Defendant,

P SO U



Ronald Normore, in the amount of $369.17, plus costs and interest

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

8/H. DALE COOK
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FRANK KEATING
United States Attorney

NANCY A.( NESBITT
Assistan .S. Attorney

M ;/ff" e (»"-1 -Q

- RONALD NORMORE -
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE ;

1y
. NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA S

T}

i -5 143

“1CK CSILVER, 0) i
RT

MICHAEL YOUNG, 3. DISTRICT ¢y

a/k/a LEANDER CLARK,
Plaintiff,
Vs,

No. 83~C-466-C

TIM WEST, et al.,

Defendants.

ORDER

Now before the Court for its consideration, sua sponte, is

the petition of Michael Leon Young, a state prisoner confined to
Conners Correctional Center, Hominy, Oklahoma. Young attacks
both the validity of a New York State detainer filed on September
14, 1982 based on violation of parole by petitioner and the
effect of the detainer on his conditions of confinement in the
Oklahoma State penal facilities. Petitioner appears to allege
that the detainer is invalid under the Interstate Agreement on
Detainers since under that Agreement, detainers may not be
predicated on parole violations. In addition, petitioner alleges
that the detainer has been used unconstitutionally to deny him a
lower security rating which would open the opportunity for
"rehab" training and a work release program.

Insofar as petitioner seeks to challenge the validity of the
New York detainer, he must file his petition in the federal

district court for the district wherein the charge is pending,




-«

providing he has properly exhausted state court remedies there.

Baily v. Ciccone, 379 F.Supp. 552 (W,D.Misscuri, 1974). See also

Norris v. State of Georgia, 522 F.,2d 1006 (4th Cir. 1975); Wingo

v. Ciccone, 507 F.2d 354 (8th Cir. 1974).

The exhaustion doctrine requires that a petitioner first
present his claims to the state courts. 28 U.S5.C. §2254(b).
Picard v. Connor, 404 U.S. 270, 92 S.Ct. 509, 30 L.E4d.2d 438

(1971); Gurule v. Turner, 461 F.2d 1083 (10th Cir. 1972); Mclnnes

v. Anderson, 366 F.Supp. 983 (E.D.Okla. 1973). The petition
herein indicates that the petitioner has failed to present the
contentions 1listed in this Writ to the Oklahoma Courts and
‘therefore has failed to exhatst his state court remedies. This
Court must dismiss this claim for failure to exhaust the remedies
available in the Oklahoma Courts.

However, even if petitioner had exhausted his state court
remedies, to the extent that petitioner wishes to attack the
validity of the detainer based on Title 18 v.s.C. §3182, it
should be noted that, contrary to his contentions, a parole
violation is an extraditable offense. Brewer v. Goff, 138 F.2d
710 (10th Cir. 1943).

To the extent that petitioner relies on the Interstate
Agreement on Detainers Act, his reliance is misplaced, since by
its terms the Act applies only to a detainer the basis of which
is an untried indictment, information, or complaint. Here there
is no untried indictment, information, or complaint, but rather a

parole violator's warrant. Sable v. State of Ohio, 439 F.Supp.

905 (w.D.Okl. 1977); Hernandez v. U.S. et al., 527 F.Supp. 83

(W.D.Okl., 1981).
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It is well-settled that pztitioner may challenge the effects
suffered by him in his confinement with this judicial district by
habeas corpus petition in this Court. Bedwell wv. Harris, 451
F.2d 122 (l10th Cir. 1971). However, petitioner's complaint about
the effect of the detainer upon his present conditions of
confinement is without merit. It is a basic rule that the
contrcl and management of prisons 1lies within the sound
discretion of the responsible agency, and federal courts will not
intervene in the absence of deprivations representing

constitutional abuses. Jefferson v. Douglas, 493 F.Supp. 13

(D.C.0kla. 1979); Wiggins v. Anderson, 386 F.Supp. 369 (D.C.0Okla.

1974). The fact that petitioner may be denied a lower security
rating and therefore be denied "rehab" training or involvement in
work release program does not entitle petitioner to relief.
These programs are privileges, not rights, and therefore the
denial of these privileges do not involve constitutional rights.
Furthermore, there is nothing arbitrary in the denial of these
privileges to one who has violated parole. <Carson v. Executive

Director, Department of Parole, 292 F.2d 468 (1l0th Cir. 1961).

Therefore, petitioner's Writ of Habeas Corpus attacking a
State detainer should be and hereby is dismissed for failure to

exhaust state remedies.

It is so Ordered this 2 day ofeg;ly, 1983.

H. DAL OK
Chief Judge, U. S. District Court

-3-




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE e
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Ao -5 133
S

JAOK C.SIVER, ¢ |
U.S. DISTRICT COIQEIT}K

KENNETH McCLELLAN,
Plaintiff,
vs. No. 82-C-1128

AMERICAN HOIST AND DERRICK CO.,
and THE CROSBY GRQUP,

Defendants.

JUDGMENT

This action came on before the Court on defendants' motion for
summary judgment and the issues having been duly consgsidered and a
decision having been duly rendered,

It 1is Ordered and Adjudged that the plaintiff Kenneth
McClellan take nothing, tha: the action be dismissed with
prejudice, and that the defendants American Hoist & Derrick

Company and the Crosby Group recover of the plaintiff Kenneth

McClellan their costs of action.

It is so Ordered this &f day of August, 1983,

H. DALE 'CO

Chief Judge, U. S, District Court
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. ‘H  SILVER, SLERK
- 3. BISTRICT COURT

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

BEVERLY J. LABERDIA,
Plaintiff,

Ve

MOTEL SIX, INC.

Defendant.

L N N L N N N

Case No. 82-C-880-C

JUDGMENT

The above entitled cause came on for hearing before this
Court on the Motions of Plairtiff and Defendant for Summary
Judgment on the issue of the liabllity of Defendant. The issues
were heard, and an order grarting Plaintiff's motion has been

duly made as to the 1ssue of infra hospltium conly. On a non-

Jury hearing before this Court, the Defendant stlipulated that it
had no evidence to present as to the Plaintiff's negligence, the
only remalning defense preserted by the Defendant. Upon this
stipulation, the Court directed a verdict for the Plaintiff on
the 1ssue of 1labllity. The parties have now stipulated that
the damages 1in this case should be in the amount of $26,064.50.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that




-

Plaintiff have Judgment against Defendant in the amount of

10.25 %
$26,064.50, together with interest at the rate of 8% per annum

from date of Judgment, and Plaintiff's costs hereln.

Dated %&ng , 1983.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

AtTorney for Defendant
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT. =
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ROY HENRY NEAFUS and MILDRED
JANE NEAFUS, individually and
as husband and wife,

T RA
o elVERCLE
’ 'ﬁcésﬁ%éﬁ'ms‘r CHURT

Plaintiffs,

vSs. No. 83-C-13-B
BURLINGTON-NORTHERN RATILWAY
COMPANY, INC., a foreign
corporation,

L L A e et g

Defendant.
O RDER
NOW, on this é@g(day of , 1983, there came on for
consideration before the undersigned Judge of the United States
District Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma, stipulation
of the parties hereto of dismissel, varties hereto having advised

3

~he Court that all dispuces het+s . “he parties have geen settled.

0

T IS THEREFORE ORDAR D, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the
Court that the above styled cause »e and the same is hereby dis-
missed with prejudice to the right of the plaintiff to bring any

future action arising from said cause of action.

S/ THOMAS R. BREIT

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED 3TATES DISTRICT COURT ﬁ?ﬂ“h o
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHO%Q CESU"”'”LERﬁ
56 oisTé \r*HDUR\
ALAN E. IRBY,
Plaintiff,
vs.
FOX VLIET DRUG COMPANY,
Defendant, NO, No. 82-C-666-B
vs.
MID-AMERICA CHEMICAL, INC.,
Third Party Defendant,

vS.

ADVANCED CHEMICAL DISTRIBU-
TION, INC.,

Additional Third Party
Defendant.

S S et Tmar St S Ve e et et et et e et e e Saget St st Sesr' Nome et S

CRDER

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

DATED this iiZd_ day of August, 1983.

5/ THOMAS R. BRETL
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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. IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ° """
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMAue 1. g3

s SILVER, CLERR

RESOURCE GROUP INDUSTRIES, INC., ; Jﬁ%ﬁﬁg?ﬁéfCUURT
Plaintiff, )
)

vs. ) No. 81-C-160-B
)
DEXEL SYSTEMS CORPORATION, )
A Delaware corporation; )
PREM BHANDARI, an individuzl; )
and JAMES HOOKER, an individual, )
)
Defendants. )
ORDER

This action comes before the Court wupon the Joint

Stipulation of Dismissal With Prejudice. For good cause shown,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that each of the claims and counterclaims asserted herein between

or among the parties is hereby dismissed with prejudice.

DONE this_jf__ day of [J&¢e &~ , 1983,
g AOET 2 7

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

SNEED, LANG, ADAMS,

Plaintiff

Mack Muratet Braly’
Attorney for Defendants

b -
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. IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE o

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA U5 -k 133

LK C.SILVER, CLERK

LS. BISTRICT COURT
B. F. GOODRICH COMPANY,

Plaintiff,
VS, No. 80-C-522-C
THE GRAND RIVER DAM AUTHORITY,

Defendant,

vVS.

ATIR PRODUCTS & CHEMICALS, INC.,
et al.,

Additional Third Party
Defendants & Intervenors.

il i i J S e N )

Now before the Court for its consideration is the motion of
the Intervenor and Third-Party Defendant, Consumers' Electric
Cooperative for summary judgment, filed on July 20, 1983. The
Court has no record of a response to this motion from plaintiff
or any other party in this cas=.

Rule l4(a) of the Local Rules of the United States District
Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma provides:

(a) Briefs. Each motion, application
and objection filed shall set out the
specific point or points upon which the
motion is brought and shall be accompanied by
a concise brief. Memoranda in opposition to
such motion and@ okjection 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 ncet complying, and such failure
to comply will constitute a confession of the
matters raised by such pleadings.
Therefore, since no response has been received within
i\ days after filing of the Motion for Summary Judgment
herein, in accordance with Rule 14(a) the failure to comply
constitutes a confession of the Motion.
It is the Order of the Court that the motion of Consumers'

Electric Cooperative for Summary Judgment in its favor is

sustained as against defendant Grand River Dam Authority.

It is so Ordered this j‘ig7-day of August, 1983.

7 odA la 4 z;mg _/

——
H. DALE COQOK
Chief Judge, U. S. District Court
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- IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA R S IRk

Jﬁ K C.SILVER. CLERK

N
U.5. DISTRICT COURT
B. F. GOODRICH COMPANY,

Plaintiff,
vs. No. B0-C-522-C

THE GRAND RIVER DAM AUTHORITY,

vVS.

AIR PRODUCTS & CHEMICALS, INC.,
et al.,

Additional Third Party
Defendants & Intervenors.

)
)
)
}
)
)
)
)
Defendant, )
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

JUDGMENT

In accordance with the Order filed simultaneously herein,
judgment should be and is hereby entered in favor of intervenor
and third-party defendant Consumers' Electric Cooperative as

against defendant Grand River Dam Authority for $24,157.26.

B
It is so Ordered this 44 day of August, 1983,

H., DALE COOK
Chief Judge, U. S. District Court
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT;GPURT! b3
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

7-19-83

ALAN E. IRBY,
Plaintiff,

vs.

FOX VLIET DRUG COMPANY,
Defendant,

VS.

MID-AMERICA CHEMICAL, INC.

Third Party Defendant,

vsS.

ADVANCED CHEMICAL DISTRIBU-

TION, INC.,

Additional Third Party
Defendant.

!

—— S T e mar? et et St S s S et et et St Ve Nt S St Somt? St et s

ORDER

e 51 ”'ER L’LERK
it r\{?‘m iCT COURT

NO. No. 82-C-666-B

Upon the applications of Fox Vliiet Drug Company,

defendant, and Mid-America Chemical,

Inc., third party

defendant, and for good cause shown, Fox Vliet Drug Com-

pany's Third Party Petition and Cause of Action against

Mid-America Chemical,

Inc., third party defendant, is

dismissed with prejudice, and Mid-America Chemical's, Inc.,

Third Party Complaint against additional third party de-

fendant, Advanced Chemical Distribution, Inc., is dismissed

with prejudice.



DATED this day of August, 1983.

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STaTES DISTRICT COURT Trge £y

FOR_THFE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA RN oY
i ~b b93{4

W.A. PARKS, JACK!:sHVFP
US-DISTRICT §GGERK
Plaintiff,
Ve
Civil Action .

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 80-C~503-F

Defendant.

R i R

JOINT STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL

The parties, through the undersigned counsel, hereby
stipulate to voluntarily dismissal of the above-captioned matter
with prejudice pursuant to Rule 41(a) of the Federal Rules of

Civil Procedure.

Respectfully submitted,

J. PAUL McGRATH
Assistant Attorney General

FRANCIS A. KEATING, II
United States Attorney

JEFFREY AXELRAD
Director, Torts Branch

- f .
MITCHELL LEE - © KAREN M+” SHICHMAN

Stipe, Gossett, Stipe, Trial Attorney, Torts Branch
Harper & Estes Civil Division
P.0O. Box 52567 U.S. Department of Justice
Oklahoma City, OK 93157 Benjamin Franklin Station
(405) 524-2268 Post Office Box 888
Washington, D.C. 20044
Tel: (202) 724-6751

Attorneys for the
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
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- IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA iG -3 18

Tty
TS

JACK C.SILVER, CLERK
WS DISTRICT BouRr.
HERZFELD & STERN,

a partnership,

Plaintiff,
Vs, No. 81-C-887-C
ALBERT J, BLAIR, JR.,

Defendant.

JUDGMENT

This action came on for trial before the Court and the
issues having been duly tried and a decision having been duly
rendered,

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the plaintiff Herzfeld &
Stern recover of the defendant Albert J. Blair, Jr. the sum of
$49,115.69 with interest thereon at the rate of 6 percent per
annum from September 21, 1981 until the date of this Judgment,
all with interest thereafter at the rate of 10.25 percent as

provided by law, and its costs of action.

It is so Ordered this third day of August, 1983,

H. DALE OK
Chief Judge, U. S. District Court




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COQURT
FOR THE NORTHERMN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA %',5«%

Y
i

SHELTER AMERICA CORPORATION, | e
. eisTict COURl

Plaintiff,
vSs. Case No. 83-C-491-E

KENNETH L. HAYS, and
JOAN C. HAYS,

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF DEFAULT

This cause coming for hearing before the undersigned
Judge upon Plaintiff's Moticon for Default Judgment against
Defendants, Kenneth L. Hays and Joan C. Hays, pursuant to
Rule 55 (b} (2) of the Federal Rules Civil Procedure, and it
appearing to the Court that the Complaint in the above cause
was filed on the 7th day of June, 1983, and that Summons and
Complaint were duly served on Defendants on June 106, 1983, and
that no answer or other defense has been filed by said Defendants,
and that a default was entered by the Clerk on the ;ﬁ;;ﬁday of
July, 1983, and that no proceeding has been taken by said Defendants,
Kenneth L. Hays and Joan C. Hays, since default was entered by the
Clerk.

The Court having examined the file, reviewed the Motion,
Affidavit and Brief filed by Plaintiff, and having considered the

affidavit of Plaintiff's counsel as to the attorney fees incurred

by Plaintiff in this matter, and being fully advised finds and




R

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED:

This Court has jurisdiction over the parties and the
subject matter of this action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §
1332.

That default judgment is hereby entered against
Defendants, Kenneth L. Hays and Joan C. Hays, and in
favor of Plaintiff for Possession of the following
described personal property, to-wit: One (1) 1981
Champion Mobile Home, Serial No. 2011212167.

In the event possession cannot be had within thirty (30)
days of this date, the Court retains jurisdiction to
reopen the case and consider alternative relief.

In the event possession is obtained within thirty (30)
days of this date, this Court reserves, until after sale
proceedings, the right of Plaintiff to be awarded a
deficiency judgment with interest thereon as provided by
the Contract and by 12A 0.S. § 9-504.

Plaintiff have further judgment against Defendants for a
reasonable attorney fee in the amount of Four Hundred
Fifty ($450.00) Dollars.

The Court further directs that Plaintiff is entitled to

collection expenses and costs of this action.

MADE AND ENTERED this ,z‘fday of August, 1983.

¢ JAMEE—0. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 4;%-@
- FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

TWIN OAKS ENERGY, INC., an
Oklahoma Corporation,

Plaintiff,
vs. No. 83-C-132-E

WELDON REED, d/b/a WELDON
REED COMPANY,

Defendant.

O RDER

NOW on this Szg:f!day of August, 1983, comes on for hearing
Defendant's motion to dismiss and the Court being fully advised
in the premises finds as follows:

Defendant's motion is based upon the fact that the contract
between the parties lists Harris County, Texas as the choice of
venue agreed upon by the parties.

Plaintiff responds that if the Court finds that contract
clause to be enforceable the case should be transferred rather
than dismissed. The Court finds no reason to hold the contract
clause unenforceable,

Under the standards set forth by the Supreme Court on this
issue, this Court hereby orders this case transferred to the
District Court for the Southern District of the State of Texas,
Houston Division,

Ye JAMES O. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA o
A

MISSQOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY . ; i '"”‘.“Nsw
o S, BISTRICT Gudal
Plaintiff,

vSs. No. B2-C-343-E
GARNEY COMPANY, INC.,
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS, INC.,
and PRICE BROTHERS COMPANY,

Defencants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

’ ‘,L{/ A .
Now on this ;j day of {Cxif,;,‘Jﬁkm, the above styled

and numbered cause comes on for hearing Upon the Joint Stipulation
for Dismissal with Prejudice filed herein by the plaintiff and the
defendants Price Brothers Compeny and Garney Company, Inc. The Court
finds that all matters in controversy between the parties have rnow
been settled and compromised and that the above styled and numbered
cause of action should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDEERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that the above styled and numbered cause of action be, and the same

is hereby, dismissed with prejudice as to future filing.

s/H. DALE COOK
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

¢ Ak JAMES O. ELLISON
{ ;




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COQURT FOR

THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF QKLAHOMA i:’i% ﬁrfﬁ

S T ¥

HARRY C. GILLESPIE, ST 1_5}3
Plaintiff, 147K £, SILYER, CLERK
5 DISTRICT COURT

vs. « No. 82-C-1141C
ISHAVERBHAI PATEL and
SAVITABEN ISHAVERBHAI PATEL,
d/b/a RIO MOTEL,

Defendants.
ORDER

Upon the Joint Application and Stipulation of the plaintiff and
defendants and each of them to dismiss the complaint herein and for good
cause shown, the Court finds that:

l. The plaintiff's complaint filed herein should be dismissed by
stipulation pursuant to the provisions of Rule 41 (a) (1) (2) of the
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure;

2. That said dismissal is with prejudice and does operate as
an adjudication upon the merits of the causes of action contained in
said complaint and that each party is responsible for its own attorneys
fees and costs incurred herein.

IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERED BY THE COURT that the above styled and
captioned cause should be and the same is dismissed with prejudice and

that the parties herein are responsible for the payment of their own

attorneys fees and costs incurred.

s/H. DALE COOK

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COUR&
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

1o ?3
[Re; 2 !;‘ .

JACK C.SILVER, CLERK
H.S. DISTRICT COURT

EUGENE DILLARD HODGES
and MINNIE HODGES,

Plaintiffs,

v. No. 82-C-963-B

TULSA ADJUSTMENT BUREAU, INC.
et al., -

Defendants.

DISMISSAL

ON this 2nd day of August, 1983, the Plaintiffs and
Defendants, by and through their respective counsels, are present
for a status conference with the Court, whereupon Plaintiffs’
counsel requests that their cause of action be dismissed. Counsel
for the Defendants thereupon request that the Court dismiss the
cause of action with prejudice and costs expended to be paid by
the party for whom the costs were incurred.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by this
Court that this case be dismissed with prejudice and the costs of
the action be paid by the party for whom the costs were incurred.

ENTERED this 2nd day of August, 1983,

,4/{{[/// M Al

S R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT: o
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA® -1

-

UNION INVESTMENTS, INC.,
a Utah corporation,

Plaintiff,

No. 82-C-845-BT
V.

C.J. SHARP, GEORGE SHARP,
and SHARP FINANCE CORPORATION,
an Oklahoma corporation,

Defendants.

JUDGMENT

In accordance with the Court's order entered August 2, 1983,
"which sustained the motion for surmary judgment of defendant C.J.
Sharp, judgment is hereby entered in favor of defendant C.J. Sharp
and against plaintiff Union Investments, Inc.

ank
ENTERED this ;Z day of August, 1983,

“ Aorirr PO S

»

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

RN . O UT e
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE ,
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA WG -7 h£3/}

JACK C.8ILVER, CLERK
ST. PAUL INSURANCE COMPANY, .S, DUSTRICT COURT

a Texas corporation,
Plaintiff,

VS, No. 83—C—267—CJ/
ABRAHAM DEVELOPMENT, INC.
ABRAHAM CONSTRUCTION COMPANY,
TIM ABRAHAM and JAMES E.
RYBURN, JR.,

Defendants.

JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

The Court has before it the Stipulation for Entry of
Judgment requesting that this Court enter Jjudgment in the
above styled and numbered action in favor of the Plaintiff and
against the Defendants, with each party to bear its own costs
and attorney's fees.

The Court has reviewed said Stipulation for Entry of
Judgment, finds that said terms and conditions stated therein
are fair, reasonable, and equitable, and that said Stipulation
has been approved by counsel of record for all parties hereto,
The Court hereby adopts and incorporates herein by reference
as its findings of fact and conclusions of law, the Stipula-
tion for Entry of Judgmert, as if said Stipulation was set
forth herein in full.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, by this

Court that the Stipulation for Entry of Judgment should be and




is hereby accepted, approved, and made the Order and Judgment
of this Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff St. Paul Insurance Company does not now have, nor in
the future will have, a duty to defend and/or indemnify
Abraham Development, Inc., Abraham Construction Company,
and/or Tim Abraham in any manner whatsoever relating to any
and all claims, damages, allegations, and demand, directly or
indirectly, arising out of Case No. CT-82-24, Tulsa County,
Oklahoma (the State Court ac—zion).

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED by this
Court that Judgment should be and is hereby entered in favor
of the Plaintiff St. Paul Insurance Company and against the
Defendants Abraham Development, Inc., Abraham Construction
Co., Tim Abraham, and James 3. Ryburn, Jr., and said defen-
dants, and each of them, are barred, precluded, and foreclosed
from asserting any claim, right, or demand in and to Policy
No. 535TD0736 and/or Policy No. 535TX3907.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED ADJUDGED AND DECREED that each
party 1s to pay its own costs and attorney's fees incurred

herein.

ENTERED this 2  day of , 1983,

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




AKPPROVED:

i) Liirreens.

Terénce P./Brennan
Attorney for Plaintiff

St. Paul Insurazce Co.

R. Dow Bonnell

Attorney for Defendants
Abraham Development, Inc.,
Abraham Construction Co., and
Tim Abraham

QAN 3. @‘—\_J

k E. Rider
orney for Defendant
James E. Ryburn, Jr.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

e B
52~ 1ng
G. BOOKER SCHMIDT, INC., Py Qq
an Oklahoma professional “'m' '
corporation, M
Plaintiff,
vSs.

No. 83-C-448-E

BILLY R. JONES, an individual;
w and REFINERS & PRODUCERS

MARKETING, INC.,

a Texas corporation,

Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

This action comes before the Court on the Stipulation of

Dismissal With Prejudice signed and executed by all parties

herein. It appearing to the Court that the parties have agreed to

the dismissal with prejudice of Plaintiff's Complaint and each and

every cause of action and claim for relief set out therein against

. Defendants, Billy R. Jones and Refiners & Producers Market
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the ?

Court that the Complaint of Plaintiff, G. Booker Schmidt, Imc.,

with prejudice as against Defendants.
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DONE this ¢  day of  Joxe. . ecil” , 1983.
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<71 DALE COOK

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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APPROVED AS TO
FORM & CONTENT:

SNEED, LANG, ADAMS,
HAMILTON, WNIE ARNETT
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Attorneys/ for Plaintiff

P HODGES , \GRANT & KAUFMANN
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Charles R. Kaufm*nn

Attorneys for Defendant
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTQ- rav ey
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAIQ % ‘igﬁ

SAM PERRYMAN, ILVER, CLERIA

A S
\ . 1
Plaintiff, U.S. DISTRICT COUR

V. NO, 82-C-1076-BT
HINTEX LTD., an Oklahoma
corporation, and J.
CHRISTOPHER HASTIMNGS,

Mt et N e N e e e e A

Defendants.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

On the 25th day of May, 1983, this matter came on for
‘hearing on plaintiff's motion for default judgment against
defendant, Hintex, Ltd. Appearing on behalf of the plaintiff
was his attorney, James Clinton Garland. The defendant Hintex,
Ltd. was not present or represented at the hearing.

The plaintiff presented its evidence to the Court and rested.

Pursuant to the evidence presented and being fully advised
in the premises, the Court concluded default judgment should be
entered against defendant Hintex, Ltd., in the amount of $10,000.00
compensatory damages, $10,000.00 punitive damages with prejudgment
interest at a rate of 6 percent and postjudgment interest at a rate
of 8.72 percent, plus the costs of the action.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED plaintiff Sam Perryman is granted
default judgment against defendant Hintex, Ltd., in the amount of
$10,000.00 compensatory damag=zs, $10,000.00 punitive damages with

prejudgment interest at a rate of 6 percent and postjudgment




interest at a rate of 8.72 percent, plus the costs of the action.
T
ENTERED this " day of August, 1983.
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THOMAS R, BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE: ' PH
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

R "‘1 1:33
FMC CORPORATION, ; LeK G, SULVER, ELERK
Plaintiff 3 TS IS TRICT COURT
)
vs. ) No. 83-C-163-C
)
BOB L. ROYAL d/b/a ROYAL )
HOLDING COMFPANY, INC., )
)
Defendant. )
JUDGMENT

2l bt
NOW on this /= day of , 1983, it is Ordered,
Adjudged and Decreed that the Plaintiff, FMC Corporation, shall
have and recover from the Defendant, Bob L. Royal, d/b/a Royal
Holding Company, Inc., a Judgment in the sum of $400,000, a
reascnable attorney fee in the sum of $2,000, and its costs in

execution of this Judgment.

H. DALE COOK

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




