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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR ‘g,u”"’ﬁ
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNI1VERSAL UNDERWRITERS INSURANCE

COMPANY,
Plaintiff, F ' L E D
IN OPEN COURT
e JUN 13 1985

SIHAWN RABY, JULIE GREGORY,
CLARENCE ARNOLD, LINDA ARNOLD,
individually and as guardian and
next friend of CLARENCE ARNOLD,
JR., MICHELLE ARNOLD, and JOANNA
ARNOLD, and St. Francis Hospital,
inec.,

Jack C. Silver, Clark
U. & DISTRICT counT

Defendants.

\J\/vvvvvvvvvvvvwv

Case No, 86-C-94-E

JUDGMENT

Pursuant to Joint Motion For Summary Judgment filed by
all parties and pursuant to Stipulations and Application of Co-
Defendants to Dismiss Without Prejudice Cross-Claims, the Court
finds as follows:

l. That plaintiff had a policy of liability insurance
No. 1-6810350, which was in full force and effect on September
14, 1985;

2. That on September 14, 1985, defendant, Shawn Raby,
was operating a motorcyele covered by said policy of insurance;
further, said defendant Raby was an insured under the terms of
said policy;

3. That plaintiff has tendered into court for
distribution among defendants, Bernice Gregory, individually and
as mother and next friend of Julie Gregory, a minor, Clarence

Arnold, and Linda Arnold, individually and as mother and next




friend of Clarence Arnold, Jr., Michelle Arnold, and Joanna
Arnold, minors, its bodily injury liability policy limit of
$20,000.00.

4. That Bernice Gregory has been appointed Guardian Ad
Litem for Julie Gregory, a minor, and that Linda Arnold has been
appointed Guardian Ad Litem for Clarence Arnold, Jr., Michelle
Arnold, and Joanna Arnold, minors. |

5. That Defendant, St. Francis Hospital, Ine. is
entitled to a lien in the sum of $1,780.95 on the sum to which
Clarence Arnold is entitled.

6. Bernice Gregory, individually and as mother and
next friend of Julie Gregory, a minor, Clarence Arnold, and Linda
Arnold, individually and as mother and next friend of Clarence
Arnold, Jr., Michelle Arnold, and Joanna Arnold, minors, suffered
injuries and damages as a result of said accident; that said
defendants have entered into a stipulation whereby said
$20,000.00 is agreed to be distributed as follows:

A. $5,000.00 to Bernice Gregory, individually and
as mother and next fricnd of Julie Gregory, a
minor ;

B. $3,030.00 to Clarcnece Arnold;

C. $1,200.00 to Linda Arnold, as mother and next
friend of Michelle Arnold, a minor;

D. $1,200.00 to Linda Arnold, as mother and next
friend of Clarence Arnold, dr., a minor;

E. $1,200.00 to Linda Arnold as mother and next
friend of Joanna Arnold, a minor;

. $8,370.00 to Linda Arnold, individually,




1. Thut defendants, Gregory and Arnold, are entitled
to disbursement of said $20,000.00 as set out above; that
further, said defendants' attorneys are entitled to attorney
liens on their respective client's recoveries. That further,
minors Clarence Arnold, Jr., Michelle Arnold, and Joanna Arnold
will each rececive less than $1,000.00 after payment of attorney
fees and medical bills, whereas minor Julfe Gregory will receive
the sum of $3,000.00 after payment of attorney fees and medical
bills, which sum shall be deposited in trust in the American
National Bank and Trust of Sapulpa, Oklahoma until said minor
reaches the age of eighteen (18) years.

8. That plaintifi is discharged from all liability for
claims of bodily injury under the terms of said policy.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
defendant, Bernice Gregory, individually and as mother and next
friend of Julie Gregory, a minor, be granted judgment in the
amount of $5,000.00, $3,000.00 of which shall be deposited in
trust in the American National Bank & Trust of Sapulpa, Oklahoma,
until Julie Gregory reaches the age of eighteen (18).

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
Clarence Arnold be granted judgment in the amount of $1,249.05.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Linda
Arnold, as mother and next friend of Michelle Arnold, a minor, be
granted judgment in the amount of $1,200.00.

IT 15 FURTHER ORDLRED, ADJUDGED AND DECRELD that Linda
Arnold, as mother and next [riend of Clarence Arnold, Jr,, a

minor, be granted judgment in the amount of $1,200.00.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Linda
Arnold, as mother and next friend of Joanna Arnold, a minor, be
granted judgment in the amount of $1,200.00.

I'T IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Linda
Arnold, individually, be granted judgment in the amount of
$8,370.00.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that St.
Francis llospital, Inc., be granted judgment in the sum of
$1,780.95.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Court Clerk disburse the sum of $5,000.00 to Bernice Gregory,
individually and as mother and next friend of Julie Gregory, a
ininor, and her attorney, John L, Harlan, jointly.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Court Clerk disburse the sum of $1,249.05 to Clarence Arnold and
his attorneys Seacat & Seacat, Thomas Stringer, and R. V., Funk,
jointly.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Court Clerk disburse the sum of $1,200.00 to Linda Arnold, as
imother and next friend of Michelle Arnold, a minor, and her
attorneys Seacat & Seacat, Thomas Stringer, and R. V. Funk,
jointly.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the

Court Clerk disburse the sum of $1,200.00 to Linda Arnold, as




mother and next friend of Clarence Arnold, Jr., a minor, and her

attorneys Seacat & Seacat, Thomas Stringer, and R. V., Funk,
jointly,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Court Clerk disburse the sum of $1,200.00 to Linda Arnold, as
mother and next friend of Joanna Arnold, a minor, and her
attorneys Seacat & Seacat, Thomas Stringer, and R. V. Funk,
jointly.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Court Clerk disburse the sum of $8,370.00 to Linda Arnold,
individually, and her attorneys Seacat & Seacat, Thomas Stringer,
and R, V. Funk, jointly.

IT IS5 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Court Clerk disburse the sum of $1,780.95 to St. Franeis
Hospital, Ine.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
respective Cross-Claims of the Defendants be dismissed without
prejudice.

IT I3 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
plaintiff has paid into Court its bodily liability limit of

coverage.




IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upon
payment of said sums of the Court Clerk to said defendant
judgment creditors, said judgments shall become fully satisfied,
and the plaintiff and all defendants shall then be dismissed from
further proceedings herein.

ENTERCD this )2  day of Jrs , 1986,

. ; S
< Q,afvm«;, &%( =N
J 'S (. ELLISON

United(States Distriet Judge

APPROVED:

/A,‘,/ s
HARRY PARRISH AMY KEMPFERT
Attorney for Plaintiff Attorney for defendant,

St. Francis Hospital, Inc.

ttorney for defendant,
Bérnice Uregory, indivi-

ually and as mother and
next friend of Julie
Gregory, & minor

&&QI@W él{e.c@/

IS SEACAT
Attorney for all of the
Arnold defendants

DONALD CHURCH
Attorney for defendant,
Shawn Raby
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

IN AND FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOHA CHMERCLER
U

STATE FARM MUTUAL AUTOMOBILE
INSURANCE COMPANY,

Plaintiff,
vs.

DAVID ALAN ISELEY, RICHARD BRINTON
WILES, KIMBERLY ANN CLAPP, ESTATE OF
JASON MARSHALL, JEANNE H. WILES,

MR. TOM MARSHALL MRS. TOM MARSHALL,
MR. KENNETH CLAPP and MRS. KENNFTH
CLAPP,

Defendants,

MR. KENNETH CLAPP and MRS, KENNETH
CLAPP as Father and Mother and Next
Friend of KIMBERLY ANN CLAPP,

Cross-Plaintiffs,
vs.

RICHARD BRINTON WILES and his Mother,
JEANNE H. WILES; DAVID ALAN ISELEY
and his Father and Mother, MR, DAVID
ISELEY and MRS. DAVID TSELEY,

Cross-Defendants,

[ W
T ’

[JQ u.aihzul

Case No. 85-C-901-B

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

The parties having stipulated

State Farm Mutual Autemobile Insurance Company and

Jeannie H.

Jeannie H. Wileg with prejudice.

that there exists no controversy between

Richard Brinton Wiles and

Wiles, this cause is hereby dismissed as to Richard Brinton Wiles and

——

Zf/z/ﬁﬁ’/f’//é/

HﬂMAS R. Brett
Judge of the Distriect Court




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE |
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA DR

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

)

)

) Loy

) Q;Qhuﬂﬁﬁgﬁﬂkuﬁtﬁﬁﬂ
vs ., ) oL LEHTEIRT SBURT

)

)

)

)

G. W. BEAVER,

Defendant. CIVIL ACTION NO. 86-C-328-E

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL

COMES NOW the United States of America by Layn R.
Phillips, United States Attorney for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, Plaintiff herein, through Nancy Nesbitt Blevins,
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 /SEQ day of June, 1986.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

fﬁ%a M“tﬁ%(mlm)

NANCY NESBITT BLEVINS
Assigijzj§0nited States Attorney
3600 United States Courthouse
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

{918) 581-7463

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is to certify that on the /QQE&; day of June,
1986, a true and correct copy of the foregoing was mailed,

postage prepaid thereon, to: G. W. Beaver, 232 East 17th Street,
Tulsa, Oklahoma 741189.




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT I~ K ‘=

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA .
a0 51989
BUTTONWOOD PETROLEUM, INC.,
an Oklahoma corporation, . ~oen et
204 {\r. '-“ys_!; r;ﬁ‘_a‘.’\‘-?

Plaintiff, it 2. Fi SHEE

Vs, Case No. 85-C-618-E

ARKLA ENERGY RESQOURCES, a
division of ARKLA, INC., a
Delaware corporation,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Defendant.

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAIL WITH PREJUDICE

VCOME NOW Plaintiff Buttonwood Petroleum, Inc. and Defendant
Arklé Energy Resources, a division of Arkla, Inc., both the parties
which have appeared herein, and by and through their undersigned
attorneys, stipulate pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 41(a} (1) (ii) that
Plaintiff's action in the above entitled and numbered case 1is hereby
dismissed with prejudice, with each party to bear its own costs and

attorneys' fees.

~—

DL

Edmond Herschap, 111 \J John T. Schmidt /

BARROW, GADDIS, GRIFFITH & Mark Penningto

GRIMM HALL, ESTILL, HARDWICK, GABLE,
Attorneys for Plaintiff COLLINGSWORTH & NELSON, INC.
Buttonwood Petroleum, Inc. Attorneys for Defendant

Arkla Encrgy Resources, a division
of Arkla, 1Inc.

SO ORDERED, this /3 7 'day of <;i?TC€ , 1986.

I

= ,f.(.f—-&({fé/w-fﬂ

UNITED §TATES DISTRICT JUDGE
o




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

THE HARTFORD INSURANCE GROUP,
a foreign insurance
corporation,

Plaintiff,

GORDON L. MUNDY and RANGER
NATIONWIDE, INC., a foreign

)

)

)

)

)

)

vs. )
)

)

)
corporation, }
)

Defendants. )

Case No. 85~-C-1022C

Nelece of

DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Comes now the plaintiff, by and through its
attorney, F. Michael McGranahan of Rogers, Honn & As-
sociates, and dismisses the above entitled cause with
prejudice to its right of filing any further action, all
issues of law and fact having been fully compromised and

settled,

T, WAL

F. MICHAEL MCGRANAHAN,
Attorney for Plaintiff
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FORJFHE3Z {335 frr
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JALK G Sl -:"CLtRK

“U8 GISTRICT COURT
GLORIA NIXON, )
Plaintiff, g

vs. ) No. 85-C-1070-C
TULSA CITY/COUNTY HEALTH g
DEPARTMENT, TULSA COUNTY, 3
STATE OF OKLAHOMA, 3
Defendants. )
ORDER

Now before the Court for its consideration is the motion of the
defendant to dismiss the complaint for the plaintiff's failure to join
the State of Oklahoma as an indispensable party.

Plaintiff, a Jehovah Witness, brings her action challenging the
constitutionality of 51 0.S. §36.1 which requires every state emplovee
to sign and file a loyalty oath. The lovalty oath states:

I do solemnlv swear (or affirm) that I will support
the Constitution and the laws of the United States
of America and the Constitution and the laws of the
State of Oklahoma, and that I will faithfully dis-

charge, according to the best of my ability, the duties
of my office or employment during such time

The wording contained in the abov%étated loyalty oath withstood

constitutional challenge in Cole v. Richardson, 405 U.S. 676 (1972).

The court held that lovalty oaths which are "addressed to the future,
promising constitutional support in broad terms' does not infringe
First Amendment rights. The court recognized that the United States

Constitution itself prescribes a comparable oath in Article VI, cl.3,




which provides that all state and federal officers shall be bound by

an oath "to support this Constitution." See also, Bond v, Flovd,

385 U.s. 116,132 (1966) and Socialist Workers Party v, Hill, 483 F.2d
354, 556 (5th Cir, 1973).

The Court finds that the language contained in state statute,
51 0.S. §36.1, has specifically been held constitutional under
First Amendment challenge, and hereby dismisses plaintiff's complaint,
The Court therefore need not reach the merits cohtained in defendant's
motion.to dismiss,

WHEREFORE, premises considered, it is the Order of the Court
that the motion to dismiss brought by the defendant is hereby granted

for the reasons setforth above.

=
IT IS5 SO ORDERED this /Y ~ day of June, 1986,

A bl

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

EDDIE MACK BROWN,
Plaintiff,

Vs.

Ne. 84-C-725—B{:"‘ 1 !"- E D
121688

faca C. Silver, Clerk
d;S_E!nEHCTCﬂURT

BURLINGTON NORTHERN RAILROAD
COMPANY,

Defendant.

i e S S

ORDER DISMISSING CASE WITH PREJUDICE

Upon being advised that the issues in this case have been
fully settled, and upon stipulation of the parties, plaintiff's
cause of action is hereby ordered dismissed with prejudice.

Dated this [[ day of June, 1986.

S4OTHOMAS B BRETT
THOMAS R. BRETT
U. S. DISTRICT JUDGE

86-983SF/301
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COLRT FCR THE & 1 1. %=
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF QKILAHOMA e {ﬂgga /3/

JOHN ERNEST FISHER and

Jacs G. Silver, Clerit
SUSAN RUTH FISHER,

U. S. DISIRICT COURT

No. 85-C-751-B /

Plaintiffs,
Y5,

FIBREBOARD GRPCRATION, et al.,

Defendants.

CRDER OF DISMISSAL

p—
Now on this Z day of  Jun& 1986, the Court being

advised that a compromise sett|ement 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 OWENS-ILLINOIS, INC., OMENS-CORNING FIBERGLAS QCRPCRATION,
FIBREBCARD QORPORATION, EAGLE-PICHER INDUSTRIES, INC., CELOTEX QRPCRATION,
KEENE CGCRPORATION, H.K. PORTER GOMPANY, NATIONAL GYPSLM COMPANY, ROCK WOOL
MANUFACTURING GOMPANY, PITTSBURCH-CORNING ORPCRATION, CAF CORPCRATION and
NIQOLET INDUSTRIES, INC.

Jmez%z

United States District Jud
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT For tHE i~ | L. B B

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

LaMERE DAYSHONE LOVE,
a/k/a MARCUS LOVE,

Petitioner,
v. No. 85-C-438-B ) —

JOHN MARKOWSKI, et al.,

Nt Nt Nt St N ot Vet Nt it

Respondents,
ORDER

Comes now before the Court petitioner LaMere Dayshone Love's
Application for a Writ of Habeas Corpus under 28 U.S.C.‘s 2254,
Petitioner was convicted of manslaughter in the District Court of
Wagoner County, Oklahoma, Case No. CRF-81-119, and was sentenced
to 10 years imprisonment. His convietion was affirmed by the

Oklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals, Case No. F-82-732.
Petitioner asserts two grounds upon which he seeks federal
habeas relief. As his first ground Petitioner asserts that the
trial court erred 1in giving the jury an instruction on man-
slaughter. Petitioner contends that by giving such an instruc-
tion, the court allowed the jury to convict him of a crime with
which he was not charged. The Oklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals

in Morgan v. State, 536 P.2d 952 (Okl. Crim. 1975) held that in

every prosecution for murder wherein the evidence necessitates an
instruction on self-defense, the trial court shall also instruct
upon voluntary or heat of passion manslaughter as a ;esser
included offense. The Court further held that such lesser
included offense instruction should be given even absent a

request therefor, and in spite of any objection thereto.

o 1219865*?

g

ek G Silver, Clerk
GBS DI3IRICT COURT



Under Oklahoma law the trial court has the duty to determine
whether the evidence adduced at trial justifies the submission of
the case to the jury on the theory of murder or first degree

manslaughter, See Jones v. State, 650 P.2d 892 (0Okl. Crim.

1982).

At the trial of this matter Petitioner asserted that he shot
the victim in self defense. At the close of the evidence the
trial court determined that the jury should be instructed as to
both murder and first degree manslaughter. In so doing, this
court finds that the trial court acted properly. Morgan, 536
P.2d at 959. Having found no error in giving the manslaughter
instruction, the Court finds that Petitioner is not entitled to
nabeas relief on the first ground raised in his petition.

As his next arqument, Petitioner contends that he was
unfairly prejudiced by the prosecutors remarks during closing
argument, Petitioner does not specifically indicate what
prosecutorial comments he refers to; instead, he directs the
court's attention to Pages 263-266 of the trial transcript.

A prosecutor is entitled to draw reasonable inferences and
conclusions from the evidence during his closing argument.

Glidewell v. State, 626 P.2d 1351 {Okl. Cr. 1981); Williams v.

State, 557 P.2d 920(0Okl. Cr. 1976). The Court hgs examined the
prosecutor's closing argument in this case and finds that the
statements made were conclusions drawn by the prosecutor from the
evidence. Any prejudicial effect of such conclusions was cured

by the trial judge's admonishment to the jury. Lotz v,.,Sacks, 292




.( -,
B P,

»

F.2d 657 (6th Cir. 1961). The Court therefore finds that the
prosecutor's statements did not render the trial constitutional-
ly infirm such that habeas relief is warranted.

It is therefore Ordered that Petitioner's Application for
Writ of Habeas Corpus be and is hereby denied.

./thi’

It is so Ordered this / day o T oA , 1986.

0 7 , .
E:Jjﬁdibbﬂqjny -15,%2?
THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

PETROLEUM RESERVE CORPORATION, ) ,
| ) £y ED
Plaintiff, )
) L
vs. } No. 85-C-597-B e 12%
)
LINDA C. WEGER, ) sack C. Silver, Clerk
) U. S BISTRICT COURT
Defendant. )

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL WITH
PREJUDICE OF ALL CLAIMS

COME NOW the Plaintiff, Petroleum Reserve Corporation, and
the Defendant, Linda C. Weger, by and through their attorneys of
record herein, pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure
41(a} (1), and hereby jointly stipulate that all of Plaintiff's
claims herein against Defendant and that all of Defendant's claims
herein against Plaintiff are hereby dismissed with prejudice, with
each party to bear its own costs and attorneys' fees incurred
herein.

DATED this [éﬁé day of June, 1986.

DOERNER, STUART, SAUNDERS,
DANI & ANDERSON

Kathy R. Neal

1000 Atlas Life Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
(918) 582-1211

Attorneys for Plaintiff,
Petroleum Reserve Corporation

JONES, GIVENS, GOTCHER,
DOYLE & B

By (. 7
s E. Weger
01 West 5th S;;ﬁéﬁl
Tulsa, Oklahom 74103
e {918) 581-8200

u////- Attorneys for Defendant,

Linda C. Weger




UNITED STATES DISTRECT, COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRIQT q’r {O%HOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

Civil Action No.

VS.

BARTLESVILLE INVESTMENT
CORPORATION,

Defendant.

DI
. Y

CONSENT JUDGMENT

Pursuant to the Stipulation of Settlement of the
parties herein it is,

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT:

Judgment is hereby entered in favor of plaintiff,
United States of America, against defendant, Bartlesville
Investment Corporation, in the sum of One Million Seven Hundred
and Fifty-three Thousand, Five Hundred and Three Dollars and
Sixty-eight Cents {$1,753,503.68), One Million Seven Hundred and
Ten Thousand Dollars ($1,710,000}, representing the principal
balance of BIC's indebtedness to SBA and Forty-three Thousand,
Five Hundred and Three Doljars and Sixty-eight Cents ($43,503.68)
representing accrued pre-juégment interest as of June 4, 1986,
plus pre-judgment interest to the date of entry of this judgment
at a combined daily rate of Three Hundred Fifty-five Dollars and
Thirty-seven Cents {$355.37), together with post-judgment

interest.

DATED: S/ JAMES O. ELLISON
Tulsa, Oklahoma United States District Judge




UNITED STATES DISTRICT CQOURT FOR 'IE.
NCRTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA l L" E D
112608

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

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

)
)
)
)
vVs. )
}
GARY F., STACY, )

)

)

Defendant. CIVIL ACTION NO. 86-C-70-B

ADMINISTRATIVE CLOSING ORDER

The Defendant Gary F. Stacy having announced his intent
to appeal from Plaintiff's denial of his request for waiver of
overpayment due to mitigating Circumstances, it is hereby ordered
that the Clerk administratively terminate this action in his
records, without prejudice to the rights of the parties to reopen
the proceedings for good cause shown for the entry of any
stipulation or order, or for any other purpose required to obtain
a final determination of the litigation.

If, within sixty (60) days of the decision on appeal
from the waiver determination, the parties have not reopened for
the purpose of obtaining a final determination herein, this
action shall be deemed dismissed with prejudice.

-

IT IS SO ORDERED this [/ day of " iue -

4

» 19B6.

S/ THOMAAS R. BRETT

THOMAS R. BRETT
United States District Judge

NOTE: THIS ORDIR 1S TO BE MAILED
BY MOVANT 10O ALL COUMSEL AND
PRO SC LITICANTS IMMEDIATELY
UPON RECEIPT.




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

ADVANCE MACHINERY COMPANY,

)
)
Plaintiff, )
)
vsS. ) No. 86-C-202-B =
) DI
WESLEY W. KARNA, ) ' -7
) s
Defendant. ) P Mo
Jack €. Sver, Clerk
JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT U. & DISIRICT COURT

This matter comes on before me, the undersigned Judge, for

‘ -
hearing this {/fﬁ day of {)wu4w- , 1986, upon Plaintiff's

Motion for Default Judgment filed herein, upon the grounds that
the Defendant has failed to answer or otherwise plead to the
Complaint filed herein, as required by law.

The Court finds that the Defendant, Wesley W. Karna, was
duly served with Summons in this case as an individual, on the
9th day of May, 1986, and is wholly in default herein and that
the Plaintiff should have judgment as prayed for in its Complaint
filed herein against Wesley W. Karna, for all debts.

The Court finds that the Plaintiff, Advance Machinery
Company, is entitled to attorney's fees in the amount of
$1,772.90, as allowed in 12 0.S. §936.

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

Defendant, Wesley W. Karna, in the principal sum of $21,180.36,




together with interest thereon at the rate of 14.25% from July 8,
1984, and post judgment interest from the date of judgment until
paid in full, plus attorney's fees in the amount of $1,772.90,
and the costs of this action that have accrued and will continue

to accrue.

5/ THOMAS R BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JET~-LUBE, INC,, a Nevada
corporation,

Plaintiff,

vS. No. 86~-C-441-B o F )

v
- o b
FRANKLIN SUPPLY COMPANY,
an Oklahoma corporation,

oy

< bl

Defendant.

S St vt St Nt St st St st e e

Jack €, < lver,
U. 8 DisiRier c%ﬂ'%

JUDGMENT

Judgment is hereby entered in favor of the Plaintiff,
Jet-Lube, 1Inc., and against the Defendant, Franklin Supply
Company, in the amount of $35,229,92, plus post-judgment
interest accruing at the statutory rate until paid, a

reasonable attorneys' fee which shall be fixed upon application

DATED this ﬁZéé day of June, 1986.

3/ THOMAS R. BRETT

THOMAS R, BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
T

to the Court, and the Plaintiff's costs of this action.
L.Y“WohTgemuth

J
N, WOHLGEMUTH & THOMPSON

09 Kennedy Building
sa, Oklahoma 74103
(918) 583-7571

Attorney for Plaintiff
Jet-Lube, Inc.
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Neal Tomlins

HOLLIMAN, LANGHOLZ, RUNNELS &
DORWART

Suite 700

10 E. 3rd Street

Tulsa, OK 74103

(918) 584-1471

Attorney for Defendant,
Franklin Supply Company




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

oo HE

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, }
)
Plaintiff, )
)
vs. )
}
JAMES D, DUMAS, )
)

Defendant. ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 86-C-271-E

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

.

This matter comes on for consideration this ((CEL day
of June, 1986, the Plaintiff appearing by Layn R. Phillips,
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through Phil Pinnell, Assistant United States Attorney, and the
Defendant, James D. Dumas, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that the Receipt of Summons and Complaint was
signed by the Defendant, James D. Dumas, and filed herein on
April 15, 1986. The time within which the Defendant could have
answered or otherwise moved as to the Complaint has expired angd
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 the Defendant,
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James D. Dumas, for the principal sum of $488.30, plus interest
at the rate of 12.25 percent Per annum and administrative costs
of $.68 per month from June 25, 1984 until judgment, plus
interest thereafter at the current legal rate of 2¢?Z?pmrcent

per annum until paid, plus costs of this action,

5% DAMES . ELisaN

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT+ -
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA i
cic o oo

fol R

JOHN W. BURKDOLL,

Plaintiff,

—rh
e
2
P

vs. No. 86-C-23-E

TRANS-TEXAS GAS COMPANY,

Defendant.

AMENDED JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

Upcn application of the Plaintiff, judgment was entered
by default by this Court on the 2nd day of June, 1986 against said
Defendant on Plaintiff's First Cause of Action for cancellation of
instrument and on Plaintiff's Second Cause of Action for suit on
Promissory Note. This Court found that Defendant, Trans-Texas Gas
Company, having been regularly served with Summons and Complaint
failed to plead or otherwise defend, the legal time for rleading
or otherwise defending expired and the default of the Defendant,
Trans-Texas Gas Company, had been duly entered according to law.
Now, upon application of the Plaintiff to amend the Journal Entry
of Judgment entered June 2, 1986, the Court finds the amendment
should be granted and an amended journal entry of judgment entered
as follows:

WHEREFORE, by virtue of the law and by reason of the
above premises, the Court finds as follows:

1. This Court has jurisdiction over the parties in the
subject matter pursuant to 28 U.S.C §1332 as diversity exists

between the Plaintiff, a resident of Ottawa County, KXansas, and




3. The release of mortgage has not been filed as of
this date in the records of the County Clerk of Oknulgee County,
Oklahoma.

4, The Promissory Notes for which the mortgage was
given security are in default and Plaintiff is entitled +*o
judgment against Defendant in the amount of $358,381.06, together
with interest thereon at the legal rate from and after May 20,
1986, together with costs and a reasonable attorney's fee.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
judgment be entered for Plaintiff and against Defendant on
Plaintiff's First Cause of Action and that the Release of Mortgage
on the pipeline and easement obtained by Defendant, Trans-Texas
Gas Company is cancelled, set aside and held for naught.

IT IS THE FURTHER Order of this Court that this Judgment
be indexed in the records of the County Clerk of Okmulgee County,
Oklahoma on the properties as set forth above and upon said filing
shall provide notice to the world that the release is cancelled,
void and of no affect.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
judgment be entered for Plaintiff as against Defendant on the
Promissory Notes in the amount of $358,381.06, together with

interest thereon at the legal rate of interest from and after




the Defendant, Trans-Texas Gas Company, an Oklahoma corporation
with its principal place of business in Sapulpa, Oklahoma, and the
amount in controversy, exclusive of interest and costs, exceeding
$10,000.00. Venue is proper in this district pursuant to 28
U.S.C. §1391{(c) as the Defendant 1is 1incorporated and deing
business within this district and the transactions giving rise to
the cause of action occurred within the Northern District of
Oklahonia.

2. On or about the 7th day o¢f October, 1985,
Trans-Texas Gas Company executed a mortgage on a pipeline and
pipeline easement to Plaintiff as mortgagor to secure payment of
certain Promissory Notes from Lloyd Burkdoll and Flossie Burkdoll
to Plaintiff, the proceeds of which were used by and for the
benefit of the Defendant. The mortgage duly reccecrded at Book
1368, Pages 604 and 605, in the records of the Ckmulgee County
Clerk covers the pipeline right of way and all personal property
used or associated therewith covering mortgagors pipeline and
easement upon the following describked property, to-wit:

Sections 1, 2, 3, 10, 11 and 12, Township 15

North, Range 13 East; Secticon 11, Township 15

Nerth, Range 13 East; Sections o6, 7 and 8,

Township 15 North, Range 14 East; Sections 31

and 32, Township 16 North, Range 14 East; and

Sections 26, 35 and 36, Township 16 North,

Range 13 East, situated in Okmulgee County,
Oklahoma.

3. On or about the 14th day of December, 1885,
Trans-Texas, acting through its cofficers and agents, and through

the exercise of undue influence obtained without consideration a

release of the mortgage.




May 20, 1986, together with the award of all costs incurred in
this action, and a reasonable attorney's fee to be determined upon

application of Plaintiff.

s
JUDGEMENT rendered this //  day of June, 1986.

S/, JAMES O, ELUsoN
Judge of the United States
District Court




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Fi1t £ D
Plaintiff, JUN 1 lw

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

CIVIL ACTION NO, 86-C-58-C

)
)
)
)
vs, )
)
CAROL A, LAMBERT, )

)

)

Defendant.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

. This matter comes on for consideration this /0 day
of;if;;f“igee, the Plaintiff appearing by Layn R. Phillips,
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through Phil Pinnell, Assistant United States Attorney, and the
Defendant, Carol A. Lambert, appearing not,

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Carol A. Lambert, was served
with Summons and Complaint on April 9, 1986. 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 the Defendant,

Y AR i 1 ame e r e o



Carol A. Lambert, for the principal sum of $1,949.62, plus
interest at the rate of 15.05 percent pPer annum and
administrative costs of $.67 per month from July 18, 1985 until
judgment, plus interest thereafter at the current legal rate of

’ZQ._,S percent per annum until paid, plus costs of this action.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT i, B D
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA B

L 11988

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

LESTER WADDELL, and CNA
INSURANCE COMPANY,

Plaintiffs,
vVS. No. 84-C-997-EF

TRUCK CENTER OF TULSA,

T st Nt et Mt Nt v’ i i

Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

y .
ON THIS |/ Cftlday of CWZZA;L}LQ » 1986, 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 invoived in the Complaint and have
requested the Court to dismiss said Complaint with prejudice to any
future action, and the Court being fully advised in the premises,
finds that said Complaint should be dismissed pursuant to said
application.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court that
the Complaint and all causes of action of the Plaintiff filed herein

against the Defendant be and the same hereby is dismissed with prejudice

to any future action. vy - 1Tk
5/ JAMES O, SHBCN

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




e,

APPROVALS:

GREGORY NELLIS

Attorney for Plaintiff,
Lester Waddell

CNA Insurahce Company

W:W jBER

AtTOTTey ;kr Plaintiff,

Att fbr Defendant,
Tr ter of Tulsa
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IN THE JNITED STATES DISTRICT COUK, FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FRANCES 0'DELL,
Plaintiff,
VS. No., 85-C-735-E
COMMUNITY BANK & TRUST COMPANY, No. 85-C—736-E
Defendant. (Consolidated)

and

BILLY O'DELL,

Plaintiff,

FUILE D
i1 11998

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
. S. DISIRICT COURT

vs'

COMMUNITY BANK & TRUST COMPANY,

vvvvvvvvvvvvvuvvvvvvv

Defendant,

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

'.'h ’ [ ,
On This ﬂ? day of /%kle, » 1986, upon the written

{
application of the Plaintiffs, Frances 0'Dell and Billy 0'Dell, and

the Defendant, Community Bank & Trust Company, for a Dismissal with
Prejudice of the Complaint of 0'Dell v, Community Bank & Trust
Company, and all causes of action therein, the Court having examined
said Application, finds that said parties have entered into a
compromise settlement covering all claims involved in the Complaint
and have requested the Court to dismiss said Complaint with Prejudice
to any future action. The Court being fully advised in the Premises
finds said settlement is to the best interest of said Frances 0'Dell
and Billy 0'Dell,

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that said Complaint 1in 0'Dell v,
Community Bank & Trust Company should be dismissed pursuant to said

application,




IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED by the Court that
the Complaints and all causes of action of the Plaintiffs, Frances
0'Dell and Billy 0'Dell, against the Defendant, Community Bank &
Trust Company be and the same hereby are dismissed with prejudice to
any future action,

53] JAMES O. HLISON

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

APPROVALS:
ROBERT D. NEILSON

-

ttorney for the Plaintiffs

4

Attdrney/for the Dzﬁéndant

ALFRED B¢ R§IG




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

MAGGIE WILLIAMS,

)
)
Plaintiff, )
)
vs. ) No. 84-C-132-E
)
_TOWN OF SALINA, OKLAHOMA, ) F11L.E D
‘a munieipal corporation )
d CHRIS HORNER, ,
an g UM 111886
Defendants. ) )
Jack C. Silver, Clerk
. S. DISTRICT COURT

JUDGMENT

This action came on for jury trial before the Court,
Honorable James O. Ellison, District Judge, presiding, and the
Court, hearing Defendant Town of Salina's motion to dismiss at
the conclusion of Plaintiff's case, finds the same should be
granted,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Defendant
Town of Salina's motion to dismiss be and is hereby granted, that
Plaintiff take nothing, that the case be dismissed on the merits
and that the Defendant recover of the Plaintiff its costs of the
action.

s
DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma this godlday of June, 1986.

uhﬂ*&¢{2gi;£knh\ﬁ;
JAMES 0,7 ELLTSON
UNITED -STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN- THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR

THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ' - 111986

Iack € Tdver. Clerk
U, 8§ PISiRICT COMRT

LUOCILLE ELLEDGE,
Plaintiff,

)
)
)
)
vs. )
)
WILLIAM F. PROBST; DOUGLAS G. )
HAUNSCHILD; PETRON EXPLORATION,)
INC., d/b/a PETRON EXPLORATION ) Consolidated for Discovery
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.; ) with C-85-1071-E
STEVE R. RIFF; VICTORY NATIONAL)
BANK; STONEMARK INTERNATIONAL )
LTD.; and ALEXCO MORTGAGE )
COMPANY, )
)
)

No. C-85-836-E

Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

NOW on this Jﬂzﬁday of June, 1986, upon the Joint Motion for
Order of Dismissal of Plaintiff and Defendant, William F. Probst,
the Court, being fully advised, finds that for good cause shown
this matter should be dismissed with prejudice to the refiling of
the same.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that Plaintiff's claims against
Defendant, William F. Probst, be and are hereby dismissed with

pPrejudice to the refiling of the same.

37 TAMES P R

United States District Judge
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR ey T
R B £ (R

THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

01 11986

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

JIM LUTHI and NEVA LUTHI,
Husband and Wife; JIM LUTHI,
TRUST, JIM OR NEVA LUTHI TRUST
DICK LUTHI, TRUSTEE and

JIMMIE THURMOND, TRUSTEE,

Plaintiffs,

vs. NO. C-85-1071-E

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
WILLIAM F. PROBST; DOUGLAS G. )
HAUNSCHILD; PETRON EXPLORATION,)
INC., d/b/a PETRON EXPLORATION )
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC., )
STEVE R. RIFF; VICTORY NATIONAL)
BANK; STONEMARK INTERNATIONAL )
LTD.,

Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

NOW on this lﬂzhday of June, 1986, upon the Joint Motion for
Order of Dismissal of Plaintiffs and Defendant, William F. Probst,
the Court, being fully advised, finds that for good cause shown
this matter should be dismissed with prejudice to the refiling of
the same.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that Plaintiffs' claims against
Defendant, William F. Probst, be and are hereby dismissed with

prejudice to the refiling of the same.

United States District Judge
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURE

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOM&UF,II EBS
1
AETNA HEALTH CARE SYSTEMS, o Q
o= INC., a Connecticut JﬁiCouﬁtﬂL g
Corporation f’f"HSF”fTQ e
— LY A ;
Plaintiff,
vs.

Case No., 84-C-642-E

HEALTH CARE CHOICE, INC.,

an Oklahoma Corporation, and
OSTEOPATHIC HOSPITAL FOUNDERS
ASSOCIATION, an Oklahoma
Corporation,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Defendants,

JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT
AND
PERMANENT TNJUNCTION

The Court, 1in accordance with the findings of fact and
conclusions of law entered in the above-styled case on May 15,
1986, enters the following judgment and permanent injunction:

1. Defendants, their Officers, Directors, Agents, Employees
Privies and Subsidiaries and all of those acting in
concert with them, are hereby éermanently enjoined from
using the mark or word "CHOICE", or any colorable

. imitation threof or anything confusingly similar thereto
in any way likely to cause confusion with the
Plaintiff's "CHOICE" service marks, including, but not
limited to, using the mark or word "CHOICE" as part of
the name of the Defendants' health care plan. The above

shall not preclude Defendants from using the word

F L




i,

"choice", with lower -case letters as a descriptive noun
or adjective, in its promotional literature such that it
will not be confused as a trademark, service mark, or
tradename. The above, not withstanding, Defendants shall
be. _giQen ninety (90) days from the entry of this
judgment to dispose of all existing literature bearing
the name "HEALTH CARE CHOICE" or using the mark "CHOICE"
as a part of Defendants' health care plan that would be

confusingly similar to Plaintiff's use of "CHOQICE".

An award of damages under 15 U.S.C. §1117 is hereby
entered against the Defendants jointly and severally and
in favor of the Plaintiff in the amount of $£12,500.00 to
compensate for the damages sustained by Plaintiff, which

amount is to be trebled for a total of $37,500.00.

An award of Plaintiff's reasonable attorneys' fees and
costs of this suit is hereby entered under 15 U.S.C.
§1117 against the Defendants jointly and severally and
in favor of the ?laintiff. The parties are directed to
confer concerning the amount of Plaintiff's reasonable

attorneys' fees and costs and to reach agreement, if




possible, by June 15, 1986. 1If no agreement is reached

a hearing will.be held to determine this amount.
DATED this 47 day of June, 1986,

ELLISON
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




o L E D
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT {0 96
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA JUH -

dzck C. Sifver, Ulerk
0. S, BiSTRICT COURT

WAYNE DARRELL ZANG,

Appellant, -

No. 82-D0962

No. BY4-C-669-E
8U4-C-806-E

vs.

MICHAEL H. FREEMAN, Trustee,

N N St N N o N N

Appellee.

JUDGMENT

This action c¢ame on for jury trial before the- Court,
Honorable James O. Ellison, District Judge, presiding, and the
issues having been duly tried and the Jury having rendered its
verdict,

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the Appellant Wayne Darrell
Zang take nothing from the Appellee Michael H. Freeman, that the
action be dismissed on the merits, and trat the Appellee’ Michael
H, Freeman recover of the Appellant Wayne Darrell Zang his costs

of actioen.

DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma this ¢ 7% day of June, 1986.

ﬂ{'v'z&t&o(—) ﬁ_{ij/j 2
JAMES O, LI.LISON

UNITED ZTATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT i 1a on
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Wi g {55

JOHN ERNEST FISHER and
SUSAN RUTH FISHER,

Plaintiffs,
vs,

FIBREBOARD CORPORATION,
et al.,

Tt St at” Nt Mt Nl Nopt? Voat? Vs Vv et

Defendants., No. 85-C-751-B

JOINT STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL
WITH PREJUDICE OF DEFENDANT
COMBUSTION ENGINEERING, INC.

Come now the plaintiffs and defendant Combustion Engineer-
ing, Inc., and show to the Court that they have compromised
and settled all issues in the case and therefore jointly
stipulate and agree that plaintiffs' causes be and the same

are dismissed with prejudice.

UNGERMAN, CONNER & LITTL

By

Mark " H. Iola
P. 0. Box 2099
Tulsa, OK 74101

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS

FELDMAN, HALL, FRANDEN,
WOODARD & FARRIS

L L 1 hey

Wm. S. Hall
B16 Enterprise Building
522 South Boston
Tulsa, OK 74103-4609

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT
COMBUSTION ENGINEERING, INC.




CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

JYmr
This is to certify that on the o day of May, 1986,
a true and correct copy of the foregoing Stipulation was

mailed, postage prepaid, to all counsel of record.

Spny;

Wm. 5. Hall
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Plainbiif, Wos

ey R, MoKinney (horoaiter Mekinney"), hercby notifies all

rarties that by this Hotice, Mekinney  is aianissing  the shove-coptioied
action,

JooBRUNE & ESSOUIATES, INC,

A ’»_.,'j.
. LA

By - I
~ndith S, Brune
"1751 Fast 71st Street

Tulea, Okiaboma 74126
Gi18/4G2-7977

Attorneys for Wesley R. McKinney




b
¢ Y
X
s
L
1 E B . 3 -~y
B ‘ Py v S . Yoo [a]
' ‘ _— . oo
b : B [ N
r 1 [ B . N
Mo PR N S vy 0. Wi Paam
P R ' L s
i i E o : '
o .
; : ! o
N .
RS, Sl i t 1
IR T - - -
[ [ o . .2

A s Y L
Judith SO Brune




SILED

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 10 86
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA JUR -

ack (. Silver, Uierk
Y. S. DISTRICT COURT

WAYNE DARRELL ZANG,
Appellant,
No. 82-00962

No. 84-C-669-E
84~.C-806-E

V3.

MICHAEL H. FREEMAN, Trustee,

N S N N N Nl N P

Appellee.
JUDGMENT

This action came on for Jjury trial before the Court,
Honorable James 0. Ellison, District Judge, presiding, and the
issues having been duly tried and the jury having rendered its
verdict,

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the Appellant Wayne Darrell
Zang take nothing from the Appellee Michael H. Freeman, that the
action be dismissed on the merits, and that the Appellee Michael
H., Freeman recover of the Appellant Wayne Darrell-Zang his costs
of action.

DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma this & 7% day of June, 1986.

ﬁd-s\rz-cc'.«(@ f{/?_// fo

JAMES O./ELLISON
UNITED ATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

VICTOR MANUEL VASQUEZ,

L ED

Plaintiff, v 9o

A
vs. Juti !

) VORIl Y i-u“.{K
26 SiEla, W
o Bach b & U
HAROLD ADAIR, indiviudually, and WS DSTRICE Lo
as a poliece officer of the City L
of Tulsa; HARRY STEGE,
individually and as former police
chief of the City of Tulsa;
and the CITY OF TULSA, a
municipal corporation,

Mt Mt Vgl Nt ol Nl Nl Vsl el et Nt Sl St Sl gl et

Defendants. No. 85-C-156-E

CONSENT DECREE

Plaintiff Victor Manuel Vasquez filed complaint herein
nn February 19, 1985, alleging violations of his eivil rights,
presentirg pendent tort claim issues, and seeking compensatory
damages, punitive damages and attorney fees. Plaintiff, by and
through his attorney of record, Harold Charney, and the
defendants, by and through their attorney, David L. Pauling, have
each consented to the making and the entry of this consent
decree, without trial and without adjudication of any issue of
fact or law arising herein, and the court, having considered the

matter and being duly advised, orders, adjudges and decrees as

follows:




1. This court has jurisdietion over the subject matter
of this action and the parties hereto. Plaintiff's complaint
properly states a claim for relief against the consenting
defendant, City of Tulsa, Oklahoma, pursuant to the laws of the
State of Oklahoma, more particularly the Politiecal Subdivision
Tort Claim Act, 51 0.5., 1981, §§151 et seq.

2. The defendant City of Tulsa, Oklahoma, shall pay to-;ﬁfo
the plaintiff the sum of $60,000.00, said sum representing full, u'

wvcluding boX a0t \imited Yo PN
final and complete payment upon all damages,Asustained by N Suf*tvn{p

hY

plaintiff, all attorney fees incurred by plaintiff, and all costs
incurred by plaintiff as a result of this litigation.

3. This consent decree shall not constitute an
admission of liability or fault on the part of the consenting
defendant City of Tulsa, Oklahoma.

4. This consent decree shall ineclude and cover altl
issues of fact and law raised by plaintiff, and it shall act as a

final judgment as to suech issues and with regard to all damages

sustained by plaintiff,

o % oy
DATED thi 7 d f%y{ 1986.
A ' e S7 JAMES O. ELLISON

James O, Ellison
United States District Judge

We, the undersigned, hereby cemsent to Lh® ¥y of the
onged't decree as a final 4

arold Charney

Attorney for Plai

: [y
- Tavid L.  Pauling
Attorney for Defendants
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

THURSTON FIRE & CASUALTY )
INSURANCE COMPANY, )
}
PlaintifrF, ) .
)
vs. ) No. 85-C-525-E
)
ORANGIE WELCH, et al., )
) o .
Defendants, g -l ﬁ L E D
vs. ; JUN 10 1986,
PEGGY FRANGOULIS AND SHIRLEY ) Ay {7 i ,
CARTER, ) dack €. Siver, Liark
) QT Yy
Intervenors. ) u. S DLJmCT CUIMT
ORDER
. le¥ 4 .
NOW on this %% day of June, 1986 comes on for hearing the

above captioned matter and the Court, being fully adviseg in the
premises finds:

Plaintiff's motion for summary EJdgment should be denied in
part and granted in part.

Plaintiff secondarily urges there is no coverage under the
subject policy for property damage to rented property to which no
objection has been filed. This portion of Plaintiff's motion

therefore stands confessed. See Woods Constr. Co. v. Atlas

Chemical Indus., Ine., 337 F.24 888, 890 (10th Cip. 1964) and

Local Rule 14{a) as amended effective March 1, 1981.
Plaintiff's primary argument in support of summary judgment
is premised upon a potential exclusion of coverage found in the

policy itself. 1In pertinent part the policy provides:




"This policy does not apply:
(f) to any automobile or trailer while

used as a public or livery conveyance
n

The parties agree that no factual issues remain and submit
the case on the legal effect of the purported exclusion.

The Court has reviewed the authority submitted and finds the
facts do not fall within the case c¢ited and relied upon by

Plaintiff, Sonoco Products Co. v. Travelers Indemnity Co.; 315

F.2d 126 (10th Cir. L963).

Rather, the Court concludes Lakeshore Development Corp. v.

Gulf Ins. Co., 353 F.2d 163 (5th Cir. 1965) would be more closely

aligned to the facts of this case.

Accordingly Plaintiff's motion for summary judgment 1is
denied as to the issue of exclusion based upon the van in
question being wused as a public or livery conveyance.
Plaintiff's motion for summary judgment is granted as: to the
issue of coverage of property damage EQ rented property.

It is o Ordered.

UNITER/STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

=
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EXHYIB

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

| B
\f.";CL,I\
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Vea STSTRICT COURT

ROY T, RIMMER, JR., )
)

Plaintiff, )

)

v. )
)

MERIDIAN ENERGY, INC., ENTERPRISFE )
DEVELOPMENT, LTD., IINCOLN GAS, )
and HALE C. LAY, )
)

Defendants. )

TonT MOTION o Damig

Case No. 85-C-1090-E

s

/

v

Defendants Hale C. Lay, Enterprise Development, Ltd., Lincoln

Gas, a division of Enterprise Development, Ltd., and Meridian

Energy, 1Inc., by and through their attorneys, Langley & Monaldo,

move this Court for an Order dismissing with prejudice all the

causes of action of the Plaintiff and Defendants/Counterclaimants

herein, for the following reasons:

1. Plaintiff has sold to Defendant, Hale cC,. Lay, all of

Plaintiff's shares of stock of Meridian Energy, Inc.

2. By the attached Joint Stipulation the Plaintiff,

Roy T,

Rimmer, Jr., and all of the above-mentioned Defendants, stipulate

that Hale C. Lay has purchased all of Mr. Rimmer's 170 shares of

Meridian Energy, Inc. stock and that, therefore, Mr. Rimmer no

longer has standing or capacity to pursue this action and,

there-

fore, does not object to a dismissal with pPrejudice of all of the

causes of action of the Flaintiff anda Defendants, with each of the

respective parties bearing the costs and fees of this action.

J



WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for an Order of thisg Court grant-
ing dismissal with prejudice of all of Plaintiff's claims and
causes of action against Defendants herein, and a dismissal with

prejudice of all of Defendants' counterclaims against Plaintiff

TINO M, MONALDO

DENNIS M. LANGLEV

Langley & Monldo

335 North Washington, Suite 270
P.O. Box 728

Hutchinson, XS 67504-0728
(316) 669-9338

Attorneys for Defendants

herein,

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

. The undersigned hereby certifies that on the gﬁjb day of
~JUun) € r 1986, he personally delivered a true and
correct copy of the above and foregoing Motion to:

James P. McCann

Doerner, Stuart, Saunders,
Daniel & Anderson

1000 Atlas Life Building

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

Attorney for Plaintiff

Tino M. Monaldo
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT B RV

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
AACK G

B T S I
Al g

VIR, LERK
o7 OOURT

ROY T. RIMMER, JR.,
Plaintiff,

V. Case No. 85-C-1090-E V/

MERIDIAN ENERGY, INC., ENTERPRISE

DEVELOPMENT, LTD., LINCOLN GAS,
and HALE C. LAY,

Defendants.

JOINT STIPULATION FOR DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

The Plaintiff and the Defendants hereby state that Plaintiff,
Roy T. Rimmer, Jr., has sold all of his shares of stock in Meridi-
an Enerqgy, Inc. to Defendant, Hale C. Lay, and, therefore, the
parties hereby stipulate that Plaintiff does not have standing or
capacity to pursue this action, and, therefore, the parties hereto
do not object to this action being dismissed with prejudice as to
all causes of action, against each and all of the Defendants

herein and as to all counterclaims against the Plaintiff herein.

Dated June SdL\ , 1986,

es P. McCann

Of\DOERNER, STUART, SAUNDERS,
DANIEL & ANDERSOM

1000 Atlas Life Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF




BY

7y
BY&ﬁjQ:jiin\hVUWkL.

T B Amedl

Dennlis M. Langley

Tino M. Monaldo

335 North Washington, Suite 270
P.O. Box 728

Hutchinson, KsS 67504-0728
(316) 669-9338

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANTS

ROY T. RIMMER, J

HALE C. LAY

By: g"’""g 'g_‘ ;{’D { g v//f'?

By:

MERIDIAN ENERGY, INC.

Z/@ 7= ;ﬂ

President

ENTERPRISE DEVELOPMENT LTD.
and TL.INCOLN GAS, a d1v151on
therecf

-1
i

ff}/ Gﬁ ..é;?/

Pre51dent
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f'- ,«IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT eJUNI(]]gab

v FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ’
ack C. Silver, Gierk

H. S. DISTRICT COURT

JACK D. JONES, Trustee,
Plaintiff,
Vs, No. 86-C-82-E

L.B.L. OIL CO.,

N Nt Sl St N M M Nt N

Defendant.

NOW on this _éagi day of June, 1986 comes on for hearing the
above styled case and the Court, being fully advised in the
premises finds:

This case 1s dismissed for failure to file briefs pursuant
to Rule 8009 of the Rules of Bankruptey Procedure.

It is so Ordered.

JAMES O, ELLISON’
UNITED ATES DISTRICT JUDGE




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

DIVISION 892 OF THE AMALGAMATED
TRANSIT UNIOCN,

Plaintiff,

vs. Case No. B86-C-366-E

METROCPOLITAN TULSA TRANSIT
AUTHORITY, a trust,

Defendant.

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAIL

COME NOW Plaintiff and Defendant and stipulate to the dismissal

of the above styled and numbered cause.

FRASIER & FRASIER

L

By:’/zﬂéijf?égiumh_——m

Steven R. Hickman OBA#4172
1700 Southwest Blvd., #100
Tulsa, ORK 74107
(918)584-4724

NEAL E. MCNEILL, CITY ATTORNEY

By:

Imogene ris, Attorney for Defendant
200 Civic™Tenter
Room 316

Tulsa, OK 74103
(918)592-7717
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' IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JUi 10 86,
| ~*FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

EARL DEAN BUSBY,
Plaintiff,
No. 80-C-548-E
80-C-604-E

and 81-C-21-E
(Consolidated)

VS.

SHERIFF FLOYD INGRAM, et al.,

Defendants. 5!,
P :"A?_

JUDGMENT

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

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the Plaintiff Earl Dean
Busby take nothing from the Defendants Sheriff Floyd Ingramn,
Deputy Sheriff Ken Edens, Deputy Sheriff Dale Jurnigan and John
Cook, that the action be dismissed on the merits, and that the

Defendants recover of the Plaintiff their costs of action.

777
DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma this gz day of June, 1986,

@*{’4{54 @Q{éﬂ/:/: ot

JAMES 0. LLISON
UNITED ATES DISTRICT JUDGE

ack C. Silvar, Ulerk
. S, BISTRICT COURT
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' "IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT Jut
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Lack C. Sitve, Ulerk
PAUL E. HOPKINS, 1. S. DISTRICT COURT

Plaintiff,
vs. No. 85-C-1111-E

CITY OF CLAREMORE, OKLAHOMA,
et al., . o

S S M M i N Nl N M N

Defendants.
JUDGMENT

This action came on for hearing before the Court, Honorable
James 0. Ellison, District Judge, presiding, and the issues
having been duly heard and a decision having been duly rendered,

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the Plaintiff Paul E. .
Hopkins take nothing from the Defendants City of Claremore,
Oklahoma, Mayor, Standlee Thomas, Grady Dowell and Jack‘Tuggle,
that the action be dismissed on Fhe merits, and that the

Defendants recover of the Plaintiff their costs of action.

DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma this %%  day of June, 1986.

Piaid AR, &A T T
ELLISON

UNITE éTATES DISTRICT JUDGE

I
)
rn !




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA o =gy

. C ey
L A N T A

CENTURY BANK, a banking
corporation of Tulsa County,
Oklahoma,

P R RV

Plaintiff,

vs. Case No. 85-C~-66~E

WILLIAM D. McKENZIE,

Defendant and
Third-Party
Plaintiff,

VS.

CLYDE J. DUNAVENT, JR.,

DAN G. MAILATH, DENNIS L.
WOOD, LARRY T. JOHNSON,
WOODLAND POINTE, CENTURY
TOWER PARTNERSHIP, WOODLAND
POINTE NORTH PARTNERSHIP
and WOODLAND POINTE WEST
PARTNERSHIP,

Third-Party
Defendantsg.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL

COMES NOW the Defendant and Third-Party Plaintiff,
William D. McKenzie, and pursuant to Rule 41, Fed. R. Civ. P.
dismisses without prejudice any and all claims he has alleged
against Dennis I,. Wood, Woodland Pointe, Century Tower Part-
nership, Woodland Pointe North Partnership and Woodland Pointe
West Partnership. McKenzie's claims against Clyde J. Dunavent,
Jr. and Dan G. Mailath are Stayed by virtue of the commencement

of bankruptcy pProceedings by those individuals.

T
[V

i

£

R4l



McKenzie's claims against Century Bank and Larxry T.
Johnson were adjudicated on May 30, 1986, by entry of an
Ordgf:§rant1ng Summary Judgment in favor of those parties.

En/[w( é <Cuu[

Ronald S. Grant
Attorney for Century Bank

s R. Mlller
€zse V. Pilgrim
torneys for Mars Gonzaga

T T AR R

Gayle L. Barrett
Richard Ford
Attorneys for Dan G. Mailath

Thade

Robert S. Payne
Richard b. Forshee ..
Attorneys for Larry T. Johnson

Pl
Richard T.” Garren
Attorney for Luisg Gorospe, M.D.

\d»gg’;’;z;/_ ey

1/1 -,
Poie ) L 5

Brian J. Rayment

Attorney for Clyde Dunavent, Jr.

SV

Joseph X. McCoriick
Attorney for Dennis I.. Wood

\"/)QM/@PK el i,

Mark K. Blongelicz'
Attorney for William Cf Kenzie




Wnited States Bistrict Court

FOR THE

CERTIFICATION OF JUDGML. I crv i (3/76)

Western District of Oklahoma

CIVIL ACTION FILE NO. CIV-83-2754-R

Federal Deposit Insurance Company M"/Zg SJ,V
V3. JUDGMENT

FILED

Robert Alexander, Jr.

. CERTIFICATION OF JUDGMENT FOR JUNG - 1960 /5/
REGISTRATION IN ANOTHER DISTRICT _
Jack C. Silver, Clerk

1, . Robert D. Demnis .. ..., Clerk of the United BkSteDISERICE CQLRTor |
the . . HWeSEeTrn .. cimmermeeee Diatrict of ... Oklahoma . ,

do hereby certify the annexed to be a true and correct copy of the original judgment entered in the

above entitled actionon ... March 28, 1984 ... , as it appears of record in my office,
and that
. No notice of appeal. _fr,om.-izhew,aaj.d_-.judgmen,t.-has.‘heen--filﬂd.__in,may__gffi_c_e.‘,_,

' ]

Court this . 2nd __dayof ... 80, 19. 86,

¥
i

_Robhert D. Dennis ., Clerk

1

By ... %ﬂm AGZAREAD ... .. Deputy Clerk
¥ ' Co
._:] - -

b

,!. ! [ \“_‘\
* When no notice of appeal {rom the judgment has been filed, insert “no notice of appeal from the said judgment

has been filed in my office and the time for appeal commenced to Tun on [insert date] upon the entry of (If no motion
of the character described in Rule 73(a) F.R.C.P. was filed, here insert ‘the judgment’, otherwise describe the
nature of the order from the entry of which time for appeal is computed under that rule.] 1f an appeal was taken,
insert "a notice of appeal from the said judgment was filed in my office on [tngert date]l and the judgment was
affirmed by maudate of the Court of Appeals issued [ineert date]” or “a notice of appeal from the said judgment
was filed in my office on [inser! date] and the appeal was dismissed by the [insert ‘Court of Appeals’ or ‘District

Court'} on [insert date]™, aa the case may be.

T U
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTF I L E D

T K '
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA WAR 2. 1984

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION,
RECEIVER FOR PENN SQUARE BANK, N.A.,

HERJERT 7. HQP
CLERK. U. 5, DISTRICTECOUR'E

Wonmao¥drnfus, e
DeRuLE AR

)

)

)

Plaintiff, )

)

V. ) CIvV-83-2754-R
)

ROBERT ALEXANDER, JR.,. )
}
)

Defendant.

. JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

NOW ON THIS éi day of “’W,a/bc/(/\ﬁ 1984, the above cause

comes on for hearing upon the Motion of the Plaintiff appearing by

its Attorney, Mary P. Davis, and the Defendant, ROBERT ALEXANDER,
JR., appearing by his Attorney, J. Patrick Mensching.

FINDINGS OF FACT/LAW

The Court has examined the files and records in this cause
and finds as follows: -

1. That Plaintiff has sustained material allegations
contained in its Petition on file herein in that, inter-alia, there
has been a default on Penn Square Bank Note Number 31636 dated April
7. 1982, and that after due notice and cpportunity ﬁo cure, said
default has not been cured and Plaintiff has become entitled to and
has declared all sums evidenced by said Note to be immeéiately due
and payable.

2. The Court further finds that the Defendant, ROBERT
ALEXANDER, JR., is indebted to Plaintiff on Note Number 31636 in the

following amounts:




IT 1Is

fe3 \
e N

Principal $450,000.00

Accrued interest through
February 28, 1984 $160,102.58

Post judgment interest on the

entire judgment amount at the

rate of 15% per annum from the

date of judgment until paid.

Attorney fees in the amount of $ 3,000.00

Cost of this action in the
amount of $ 70.00

THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the

Plaintiff, FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION, RECEIVER FOR PENN

SQUARE BANK, N.A. ("FDIC"), receive an In-personam judgment against

the Defendant,

a.

ENTERED IN JUDGEMENT DOCKET ON S e .‘_-.;,-

ROBERT ALEXANDER, JR. in the following amounts:
Principal $450,000.00

Accrued interest through :
February 28, 1984 $160,102.58

Post judgment interest on the
entire judgment amount at the
rate of 15% per annum from the
date of judgment until paid.

Attorney fees in the amount of $ 3,000.00

Cost of this action in the
amount of $ 70.00

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
WESTERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United StatesVDlstrlct Court Judge

t

ATTEST A uer’”fQ?th)!W znal
Rosort D, Cun ‘7, Clark

%QM \AW

Deniy




PR

o

APPROVED:

Mary Davis
Atiﬁr ey for Plaintiff

s L//

Jﬁ. Patrlck Mensching /
Attorney for Defendants

0905L




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR P‘EE yomoy
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ¥

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, T y
S L, S, Lictk
W, S, DISTRICT COURT

L #7)

Plaintiff,
vs.

SKY G. CHENEY,

Tt e et St et e N e e

Defendant. CIVIL ACTION NO. 86-C-272-E

AGREED JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this (%'Cziday
of {2 (L L , 1986, the Plaintiff appearing by Layn R.
Phiilips, United States Attorney for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, through Phil Pinnell, Assistant United States
Attorney, and the befendant, Sky G, Cheney, appearing pro se.

The Court, being fully advised and having examined the
file herein, finds that the Defendant, Sky G. Cheney, was
served with Summons and Complaint. The Defendant has not filegd
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
$766.28, less credits or cash payment of $345,.98, reducing the
net amcunt of the debt to $420. 30, Plus interest at the rate of
12.25 percent per annum and administrative costs of $.68 per
month from Februwary 27, 1984, until judgment, plus interest
thereafter at the legal rate from the date of judgment until

paid, plus the costs of this acticn.




IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover judgment against the Defendant, Sky
G. Cheney, in the amount of $420.30, plus interest at the rate
of 12.25 percent per annum and administrative costs of $.68 per
month from January 1, 1984, until judgment, plus interest
thereafter at the current legal rate of :Z ert'percent from
the date of judgment until paid, plus the costs of this action.

F e apaa
h JOURES O !ii.fSQN

ONITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

. TN s
N R 2
PHIL PINNELI:

Assistant U.S. Attorney

.

SKY G. /CHENEY /




=
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT L =
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Jumggm'wﬁb

§agk €. St o
A CATTAY S “‘”f.‘,-,i‘
U- S- B%ﬂh %u{ LILBIETEY:

K

C.I.T. CORPORATION, a foreign
corporation,

Plaintiff,
Vs, NO. B6-C-135-E

GARY WAYNE PEPER d/b/a
PEPER FARMS TRUCKING,

N Nl Nl Ml Nt st ot rh et sl g

Defendant,

JUDGMENT

Gd Fuaz
day of *ﬁﬁ' 1986, the Court finds, pursuant to

ON this
the stipulations of the parties hereto, that Plaintiff should be
awarded judgment by stipulation as hereinafter set forth.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that Plaintiff, C.I.T. Corporation, have and recover judgment
against the Defendant, Gary Wayne Peper for the sum of $17,024.81
Plus interest at the rate of 15% per annum from November 19, 1985,
until paid, together with the costs of this action in the sum of

$100.00 and a reasonable attorney's fee ‘in the sum of $1,000.00,

for all of which let execution issue.

37 IAMES O. ELLISON

U.S. DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

Qﬁwaﬁrégf'jzgéWW%)
gﬁs PH F.’/ LOLLMAN,
iigzgff FOR THE DEFENDANT

/wa / f 7%/\\

%YA‘L/J.\RO H, V
TTORNEY FOH THE PLAINTIFF
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KAMO ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE,
INC., an Oklahoma corporation,

Plaintiff,

WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC
CORPORATION, a Pennsylvania

)
)
)
)
vs. ) No. 85-C-991-E
)
)
)
corporation, )

)

)

Defendant.

ORDER DISMISSING CASE WITH PREJUDICE

COMES ON before the Court the date below written the
Parties Joint Stipulation for Dismissal (the "Stipulation").
The Court, having considered the Stipulation, hereby approves
said Stipulation.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that
the Plaintiff's Complaint and all claims for relief that have
been or could ever be based thereon and the Defendant's
counterclaims and all claims for relief that have been or could
ever be based thereon are dismissed with prejudice, with each

party to bear its own costs, expenses, and attorneys' fees.

DATED : G- G Fe

S/ JAMES O. ELLISON

United States District Court Judge

86,12086 -1-




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

EILED

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

BETTY MEIXNER, Individually )
and as Personal Representa- )
tive of the Heirs and Estate )
of KARL MEIXNER, deceased, )
)

Plaintiff, )

)

v. )
)

ACK& S, Inc., et al, )
)
)

Defendants.

STIPULATION n¥

JUN6 - 1586
Jack ¢ Silver
. .
U.s, DiSTRICT CCS.-{’;?('

No. 84-~C-911-E

DISMISSAL

It is hereby stipulated by the Plaintiff, BETTY MEIXNER,

individually and as the personal representative of the heirs and

estate of Karl Meixner, deceased, and defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL

CORPORATION, that the above-styled action be dismissed with

prejudice, without cost to either party.

Respectfully submitted,

b . Py
)7/6,‘ {f!,./f(lé:f,f A ['f'f/’{f-f'é-*\

Mike Barkley

Michele Ticknor Gehres

BARKLEY, ERNST, WHITE, HARTMAN
& RODOLF

ONEOK Plaza, Suite 410

100 West Fifth Street

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

{918) 599-999)

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT
AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION

Edward 0. Moody

501 First Federal Plaza
Little Rock, Arkansas
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF
BETTY MEIXNER




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

BILL PORTER,
Plaintiff,
vs.

FORD MOTOR COMPANY, a
foreign corporation,

Defendant.

Case No. 84-C-8B30-E

i T L N S P

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

COME NOW the parties, Plaintiff and Defendant, and, they having

settled their differences herein, pursuant to Rule 41 (a) (1),

hereby

stipulate to the dismissal of the above styled and numbered cause

with prejudice.

By:

FRASIER & FRASIER

Steven R. Hickman OBA#4172
1700 Southwest Blvd., #100
P. 0. Box 749

Tulsa, OK 74101
{918)584-4724

BOESCHE, McDERMOTT & ESKRIDGE

/4 Z e L X

R. David Whitaker 7}
100 West 5th Street
Tulsa, OK 74103
(918)583-1777




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMS :0-

VICTOR MANUEL VASQUEZ,

Plaintiff,

¥Ss.

HAROLD ADAIR, indiviudually, and
as a police officer of the City
of Tulsa; HARRY STEGE,
individually and as former police
chief of the City of Tulsa;

and the CITY OF TULSA, a
municipal corporation,

Defendants.

R T i i i

No. 85-C-1586-E

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

COMES NOW the pleintiff, by and through his attorney of
record, Harold Charrey, and all named defendants by and through
their attorney of record, David L. Pauling, who stipulate to the
dismissal of the captioned action with prejudice with reference
to the first and third ecavses of action stated in plaintiff's
complaint against all defendants and, additionally, stipulate to
the dismissal with prejudice of the second cause of aectica
presented by plaintiff's complaint, insofar as it relates to
defendants Harold Adair and Harry Stege, individually and as
police officers of the City of Tulsa. The dismissals with
prejudice, as stated herein, are made pursuant to the

authorization contained at F.,R.C.P, 41 §S§{(A)Y(1)(ii), with




prejudice to plaintiff's right to hereinafter

reinstate his
causes of action as to said defendants,

with costs assessed to
plaintiff.

fg

fHarold ChaTney —q:?ifi_h__%
mti

Attorpey for P1

avid L. Pauling
Attorney for Defenflants

City of Tulsa, Har4ld)Adair
and Harry Stege
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

NATIONAL MANUFACTURING

COMPANY, INC., and THE HART-

FORD INSURANCE GROUP,
Plaintiffs,

VS.

INDEGANA,

befendant. No. 86-C-207-C

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

Come now the plaintiffs, National Manufacturing
Company, Inc., and the Hartford Insurance Group, and allege
and state:

That the defendant, Indegana, was lawfully and
properly served with a Complaint and a Summons on March 14,
1986, by certified mail on Jeannette Edmondson, Secretary
of State for the State of Oklahoma. Since defendant Inde-
gana is an alien corporation incorporated in Spain, with its
principal place of business in Spain, this service is proper
as authorized by 12 0.S. §2004. A copy of the Summons and
Complaint was also forwarded directly to the defendant,
pursuant to 12 0.S., §2004(D) (3)}). Per 18 O.S. §1.17, the
registered service agent for a foreign corporation is the

Secretary of State.




The defendant Indegana has failed to answer the
plaintiffs' Complaint, or otherwise enter its appearance or
Plead in this matter, and that it is in default.

The Court finds that under the provisions of Rule
55 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure that the defen-
dant is in default and the Clerk is authorized to enter a
default. The plaintiffs’ Complaint against the defendant is
for a sum certain and the defendant, being a corporaticn, is
not an infant or an incompetent person. In support of the
plaintiffs' Complaint as to the sum certain, attached please
find an Affidavit in support of plaintiffs' damages.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiffs, National Manufacturing Company, Inc. and the
Hartford Insurance Group, be and are granted judgment
against the defendant Indegana in the sum of $11,300 plus
court costs in the amount of $60 and interest at the rate of

10% per annum dating from March 12, 1986.

s/H. DALE COOK
U. S. DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

F. MICHAEL McGRANAHAN
Attorney for Plaintiffs




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE [ l ;:_:_*E—
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAROMA SIS

Jit -5 pos
JELE Csiven o ppe
Us. 2l ot pegERi

KEVIN D. O'BRIEN, Trustee,

Freeman Education Association,
et al.,

Petitioner,
vs.
UONITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Respondent. CIVIL ACTION NO. 86-C-388-E

NOTICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE
WITHDRAWAL OF SUMMONS FROM ENFORCEMENT

5\

N
COMES KOW the Respondent, United States of America, and

hereby notifies the Court and all parties concerned that the
Respondent has administratively withdrawn the summons which is

the subject matter of the Emergency Petition to Quash Summons

filed by the Petitioner in this case. The Respondent has decided

not to enforce said summons.

Respectfully submitted,
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

AP R J—’”/

PHIL PINNELL

Assistant United States Attorney
3600 U.S. Courthouse

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

(918) 581-7463




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is to certify that on the f; daijiAZune, 1986,

a4 true and correct copy of the foregoing was mailed, postage
prepaid thereon, to: Kevin D. O'Brien, Trustee, Freeman
Education Association, 2828 Bast 51st Street, Suite 205, Tulsa,
Oklahoma 74105,

—
——

4//L{1gﬂ¢ e ;wﬂmbii,¥é£;/¢

Assistant United States Attorney




5 .
gigvfiiaw//

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ; | ;"1
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

14 -5 13
PETER J. McMAHON, JR. ) o ‘
Plaintiff, g G s hER
vs. ) No. 86-C-402-B
)
BILL REAVES, et a}., )
Defendants. )

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL

Comes now the Plaiﬁtiff Peter J. McMahon, Jr., and
hereby stipulates with the Defendants that the above styled
matter and all requests for relief contained therein should
be dismissed with prejudice against refiling, pursuant
to Rule 41(a) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.
The parties hereby stipulate that the matter should be
dismissed. Therefore all parties request that the matter
be dismissed with prejudice against refiling, pursuant
to Rule 41(a) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.

ik
Respectfully submitted this :;C;, day of June, 1986.

D.

MARK 'D. LYONS
ASSISTANT DISTRICT ATTORNEY




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE f? 9 i_ EE gu

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Lt
. JUN5 -
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) 1386
) back O Sijvor (oo
Plaintiff, ) ”“f{elwhvﬂ}ﬁyﬂ
) U. & DISTRICT ¢ouat
VS, )
)
SYDNEY LYNNE CLAYTON, a/k/a ) _
SYDNEY L. SHIELDS, ) '////
)
Defendant. ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 85-C-592-B

JUDGMENT OF FORECLQSURE

THIS MATTER COMES an for consideration on this

-

® “day of T une , 1986. The Plaintiff ap-

pears by Layn R. Phillips, United States Attorney for the Nor-
thern District of Oklahama, through Nancy Nesbitg Blevins, Assis-
tant United States Attorney; and the Defendant, Sydney Lynne
Clayton, a/k/a Sydney L. Shields, appears by her atterney Don E.
Wiechmann.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that the Defendant, Sydney Lynne Clayton, a/k/a
Sydney L. Shields, was served with Summons ;nd Complaint on
Octaber 31, 1985. On December 5, 1985, Defendant filed her
Answer herein. On January 2, 19806, Defendant filed her Petition
pursuant te Chapter 7 of the Bankruptcy Code. 0On March 10, 1986,
the Bankruptcy Court entered its Order of Abandanment with regard
to the subject real broperty. On March 12, 1986, the Bankruptcy

Court entered its Order Granting Relief fron Stay to permit




foreclosure of Plaintiff's mortgage on the subject real proper-
ty. Defendant has now agreed to entry of judgment herein in the
follewing particulars.

The Court finds that this is a suit based upon a mert-
gage note and for fareclosure of a mortgage securing said mort-
gage note upon the following described real property lacated in
Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within the Norhern Judicial District of”
Oklahoma:

Let Four (4), Block One (1), OAK RIDGE

ADDITION tc the City of Tulsa, Tulsa County,

State of Oklahoma, according to the Recorded

Plat therecf.

That on June 23, 1982, Sydney Lynne Clayton executed and
delivered to the United States of America, on behalf of the Admin-
istrator of Veterans Affairs, her mortgage note in the amount of
$36,000.00, payable in monthly installments, with interest there-
an at the rate of 15.5 percent per annun.

That as security for the payment of the above-described
note, Sydney Lynne Claytaon executed and delivered to the United
States of America, on behalf of the Adminisgrator of Veterans
Affairs, a mortgage dated June 23, 1982, covering the abave-~
described real praperty. Said mortgage was reccrded on June 23,
1982, in Book 4621, Page 1090, in the recards of Tulsa County,
Oklahoma.

The Court further finds that the Defendant, Sydney
Lynne Clayten, a/k/a Sydney L, Shields, made default under

the terms of the afaresaid note and mortgage, by reascon of
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her failure to make monthly installments due thereon, and that by
reason thereof the Defendant was indebted to the Plaintiff in the
sum of $35,857.72 as of October 1, 1984, plus interest thereafter
at the rate of 15.5 percent per annum until Judgment, plus inter-
est thereafter at the legal rate until fully paid, and the casts
of this action accrued and aceruing. Notwithstanding anything to
the contrary contained elsewhere herein, the Court further finds,
and the parties hereto stipulate and agree, that the Defendant
Sydney Lynne Claytaon, a/k/a Sydney L. Shields was discharged from
any and all personal liability, deficiency or atherwise, with
respect to the abaovedescribed note and martgage by Order aof the
United States Bankruptcy Court for the Northern District of
Oklahoma announced in Case No. 86-00003 at a discharge hearing in
that Court on April 17, 1986, and in no event shall this Order in
Case No. 85-(C-592-B, or the parties' ar their counsels! assents
hereto, be canstrued as a reaffirmation or other revival of the
discharged liability,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recaver Judgment IN REM ;gainst the De-
fendant, Sydney Lynne Clayton, a/k/a Sydney L. Shields, in the sum
of $35,857.72 as of Octaber 1, 1984, plus interest thereafter at
the rate of 15.5 percent per annum until Judgment, plus interest

thereafter at the current legal rate of é:.JrZ; percent per

annum until paid, plus the ccsts of this action accruyed and

accruing.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that 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 praoperty invelved herein and
apply the proceeds of the sale as follaows:

First:

In payment of the costs of this action .

acerued and accruing incurred by the

Plaintiff, including costs of the sale of

said real properiy;

Second:

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 IS 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, phe Defendant and all
persons claiming under her since the filing of the Complaint, be
and they are faorever barred and foreclosed of any right, title,
interest or claim in or to the subject real property cr any part

thereof.

Yq::zg;:;4zwag?3%j22€ifc’;1

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




APPROVED:

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

é?)Lﬁ;bu1L4é{kl<P{f£2éilggégtfiLfﬁ;txl:)

NANCY ITT BLEVINS
Assisfant /United States Attorney

DON E. WIECHMANN T
Attorney for Defendant,
Sydney Lynne Clayton, a/k/a
Sydney L. Shields
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT !

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ;o

inl "5

PETER J. McMAHON, JR. ) vggﬂi} v

Plaintiff, ) e G
)

vs. ) No 86-C-507-E
. )
DAVID MOSS, Distr’ict Attorney, )
et al., ; )
Defendants. )
DISMISSAL
Comes now the Plaintiff Peter J. McMahon, Jr., and

moves this Court to dismiss this action in its entirety
and all claims for relief therein with prejudice against
refiling, pursuant to Rule 41(a) of the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure. Due to negotiations with the Defendants,
there is no further reason for the matters to be pursued.
Therefore it is respectfully requested that this matter
be dismissed with prejudice against refiling, pursuant
to Rule 41(a) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.

Respectfully submitted this 5 day of June, 1986.

Subscribed and swéorn to before me qhis . éf day of June,
1986, »

b i

NOTARY PUBLIC

My Commission Expires: 14?,/Q7-f29
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE Mook 1958
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ngJLN b 193

; CHUET, CLER 1
S R ST blRT
EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY ) e
COMMISSION, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
Vs, ) “/Civil Action No.
) 84-C-730-C
LOCAL 798 OF THE UNITED )
ASSOCIATION OF JOURNEYMEN )
AND APPRENTICES OF THE )
PLUMBING AND PIPE FITTING )
INDUSTRY OF THE U.S. AND )
CANADA, AFL-CIO, et al )
)
)
)
)

Defendants.

ORDER DISMISSING DELTA GULF CORPORATION

Now before the Court, for its consideration, is the
request of Defendant, DELTA GULF CORPORATION, for dismissal
pursuant to Rule 12(b)(l) and (6), Fed. F. Civ. P. of several
grounds. The Court finds that the issue of Title VIiI's
Administrative prerequisites is dispositive and therefore, will
not discuss the other grounds raised.

Based on the reasoning and authority recited in the
Court's Order dated December 23, 1985, granting the Motion to
Dismiss the Pipe Line Contractor's Association and the "PLCA

Group”, neither Rule 19, Fed. R. Civ. P., nor General Building

Contractors vs. Pennsylvania, 458 U.S. 375 (1982) permit the




(= -

Plaintiff, EEOC, to join parties not named in the charge absent
equitable considerations not present in the case at bar.
Accordingly, it is the Order of the €ourt that the
request of DELTA GULF CORPORATION, should be and is hereby
granted, and DELTA GULF CORPORATION is hereby dismissed from this

action.

IT IS SO ORDERED this Z day of ’

1986.

H. DALE COOK, Chief Judge
United States District Court




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT .
FOR THE JUN -4 (335
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JACH S&HQR.CLE
U5, DISTIMET COUR
EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY
COMMISSION,
Plaintiff,
vs. Civil Action WNo.

84-C-730-C
LOCAL 798 OF THE UNITED
ASSOCIATION OF JOURNEYMEN
AND APPRENTICES OF THE
PLUMBING AND PIPE FITTING
INDUSTRY OF THE U.S. AND
CANADA, AFL-CIO, et al

Defendants.

F R i i

ORDER DISMISSING MILBAR-HYDRO TEST, INC.

Now before the Court, for its consideration, is the
request of Defendant, MILBAR-HYDRO TEST, INC. for dismissal
pursuant to Rule 12(b)(1l) and (6), Fed. F. Civ. P. of several
grounds. The Court finds that the issue of Title VII's
Administrative prerequisites is dispositive and therefore, will
not discuss the other grounds raised.

Based on the reasoning and authority recited in the
Court's Order dated December 23, 1985, granting the Motion to
Dismiss the Pipe Line Contractor's Association and the "PLCA

Group", neither Rule 19, Fed. R. Civ., P., nor General Building

Contractors vs., Pennsylvania, 458 U.S. 375 (1982) permit the




plaintiff, EEOC, to join parties not named in the charge absent

equitable considerations not present in the case at bar.
Accordingly, it is the Order of the éourt that the

request of MILBAR-HYDRO TEST, INC. should be and is hereby

granted, and MILBAR-HYDRO TEST, INC. is hereby dismissed from

this action. _
Sl

IT IS SO ORDERED this g day of P

1986.

. DALE OK, Chiet Judge
United States District Court
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JU -4 (335 Z?/
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA v

JAC C.SILVER, CLERK
5. DI3AICT COURT

Case No. 84-C-613-B /

STATE SUPPLY WAREHOUSE COMPANY,
Plaintiff,

vVs.

EILEEN M. KRAMER, d/b/a STATE

BEAUTY SUPPLY OF ST. CHARLES

AND STATE BEAUTY SUPPLY OF

ST. CHARLES, INC.,

Defendants and Cross-
Claim Defendants,

JAMES LEWIS,
Third Party Defendant

FRANCIS E. GOELLNER, JR. AND

STATE BEAUTY SUPPLY OF

ST. LOUIS, INC.,

Third Party Defendants and
Cross-Claim Plaintiffs.

Nt et St et Nttt gt gt Vet et Vet il i st St gt ‘vt St maml st amp mur® St gt

(ly  ORDER
NOW ON this Mmﬁi;fZay of June, 1986, the Applications of

the Plaintiff, State Supply Warehouse Company, and the Third

Party Defendant, State Beauty Supply of St. Louis, Inc., for
attorneys' fees against the Defendants, Eileen M. Kramer d/b/a
State Beauty Supply of St. Charles and State Beauty Supply of

St. Charles, Inc. came on for hearing before the Court. The

Court finds that the parties have stipulated that the Applications
should be granted by the Court and that the amounts sought by

the respective applicants are reasonable. The Court therefore

finds that attorneys' fees are properly awardable and the

amounts sought by the respective applicants are reasonable.
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJDUGED AND DECREED that
judgment is hereby entered against Eileen M. Kramer d/b/a
State Beauty Supply of St. Charles and State Beauty Supply of
5t. Charles, Inc., in favor of State Supply Warehouse Company
in the amount of $4,500.00 and in favor of State Beauty Supply
of St. Louis, Inc., in the amount of $4,457.47 for reasonable

attorneys' fees in the above styled and numbered cause.

Judge of the DiStriect Court
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

PRAY, WALKER, JACKMAN,
WILLIKMSON & MAR(

/ - |
By;h/ ‘i;%?4i/{//(/ﬂlzﬁ\__.

J. Warren Jackman

900 Oneok Plaza

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
Attorneys for Plaintiff

BIRAM & KAISER

Curtis J.

2242 East 2Tst St.

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74114
Attorneys for State Beauty
Supply of St. Louis, Inc.

HALL, ESTILL, HARDWICK, GABLE,
COLLINGSWORTH & NELSON, INC.

By : gz;;QZﬁﬁﬁ

amgs E. Greeh, Jr.
4100 Bank of Oklahom ower
One Williams Center
ulsa, Oklahoma 74172
Attorneys for Defendants
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE)| _|, 5
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA )

JEo e s YR, CLERR

U5 SIS COURY

TRINITY BROADCASTING CORP.
Plaintiff,
vs. No. 82-C-1188-C

LEECO OIL COMPANY, and
LEE R. ELLER,

B St it et Nt it it S ® e

Defendants.

ORDER

Now before the Court for its consideration is the motion for
summary Jjudgment brought by the plaintiff Trinity Broadcasting
.Corporation against the defendants Leeco 0il Company and Lee R,
Eller. Plaintiff asserts that no material controverted facts
exist which would defeat summary judgment.

Plaintiff alleges that in early June, 1980, defendant Eller
appeared on a full-gospel businessmen's television program known
as "Good News" and on the program proclaimed that he was having
100% success in his o0il and gas ventures. Plaintiff alleges that
after the "Good News" program Ninowski, the former president and
founder of the plaintiff corporation, telephoned Eller indicating
his desire to invest in Eller's oil and gas enterprise. Eller
had some individual attorneys, who were alsc investors in his oil
programs, form a limited partnership. Eller purchased the o0il

and gas interests from the attorneys, and then assigned the




interests to the limited partnership. ©On July 25, 1980, plain-
tiff paid Leeco one million dollars ($1,000,000) for a 49%
limited partnership interest in Leeco Drilling Program 1980-1.,
ard Eller retained a 46% interest in the limited partnership.

Plaintiff has filed suit against the defendants, Eller and
Leeco, under the Oklahoma Securities Act, 71 0.S. §1 et seq.,
alleging that the limited partnership interest was sale of an
unregistered security. See 71 0.S5. §4808(a) (1).

The plaintiff seeks summary judgment on the issue of the
limited partnership interest constituting a security. It appears
clear to the Court that, while an interest in an oil and gas
lease may be a security, see 71 0.S. §2(20) (R}, this fact 1is
irrelevant to the case at bar because the plaintiff purchased no
such interest. Rather, the plaintiff purchased a 49% interest in
'a limited partnership. A limited partner has no right to part-

nership assets. See Roby v. Day, 635 P.2d 611 (Okla. 1981).

Therefore, the plaintiff has no standing to bring an action
regarding the oil and gas leasehold interests. Accordingly, the
only relevant characteristic to be made is whether the limited
partnership interest constitutes a security. Two provisions of
the Oklahoma Securities Act are relevant. 71 0.8. §2(20) (K)
provides that a security means any investment contract. 71 0.8.
§2(20) (P) provides that a security means any:

investment of money or money's worth includ-

ing goods furnished and/or services performed

in the risk capital of a venture with the

expectation of some benefit to the investor

where the investor has no direct control over

the investment or policy decision of the
venture,




This Court's determination under either statutory provision
depends upon the same element: investor control. Federal cases
determining whether a limited partnership interest constitutes a

security, see, e.g., Mayer v. 0il Field Systems Corp., 721 F.2d

59 (2nd Cir. 1983) and Siebel v. Scott, 725 F.2d 995 (5th Cir.

1984), under the test propounded by the United States OSuprene

Court in SEC v. W. J. Howey, 328 U.S. 293 (1946), focus primarily

on control of an investing limited partner. Likewise, the plain
language of 71 0.S. §2(20) (P) states that the investor must have
no direct control in order for a security to exist under the
definition provided therein. Paragraph 7.9 of the Limited
Partnership Agreement provides as follows:

No Management Rights in Limited Partners.

The LIMITED PARTNERS shall not take part in

the management of the PARTNERSHIP's business,

transact any business in the PARTNERSHIP's

name nor have the power to sign documents for
or otherwise bind the PARTNERSHIP.

There is evidence that Ninowski made some effort to obtain a line
of credit for the partnership. However, the Court does not
believe that this single instance violates Paragraph 7.9 of the
Limited Partnership Agreement or demonstrates actual control
contrary to 71 0.S8. §2(20) (P). Therefore, the Court rules that
the sale of the limited partnership interest does constitute sale
of a security.

The next issue upon which the parties contend is whether a
transactional exemption exists for this security by reason of

which registration was not required. The relevant provision 1is




71 0.5. §401(b) (9) (A) which, at the time of the transaction in
question, provided that the following transaction is exempt:

(9) A. Any sale to not more than twenty-five
persons, other than those designated in
paragraph (8) of this subsection, in this
state during any period of twelve (12)
consecutive months, whether or not the seller
or any purchasers are then present in this
state, 1f:
1. the seller reasonably believes that
all buyers in this state, other than
those designated in paragraph (8) of
this subsection, are purchasing for
investment;
2. no commission or other remuneration
is paid or given, directly or indirect-
ly, for any such solicitation or sale in
this state, other than those designated
in paragraph (8) of this subsection;
3. no public advertising or solicita-
tion will be used in any such solicita-
tion or sale; and
4, a legend is placed on the certifi-
cate or other document evidencing
ownership of the security. Said legend
shall state that the security is not
registered and that the security cannot
be resold without being registered or
qualified for an exemption pursuant to
the provisions of the Oklahoma Secu-
rities Act.

The parties agree that the sales of the interests were made to
less than twenty-five persons and that those persons were pur-
chasing for investment. Therefore, three contested criteria
remain: (1) commission, {2) public advertising or solicitation,
and (3) 1legend. Two of the criteria have been controverted.
Plaintiff alleges that defendants received either direct or
indirect commissions on the sale of the limited partnership
interest, defendants deny these allegations. Both parties raise
factual data in support of their allegations. Further, the

parties differ as to whether the security was publicly advertised




or solicited especially as it relates to the "Good News" program
and alleged offers made to other individuals, including singer
Roy Clark. Therefore the Court finds that these controverted
factual allegations defeat resolution of the case through summary
judgment proceedings. However, as to the third criteria, legend,
the Court has determined that the legend requirement is sat-
isfied. The private Placement memorandum delivered to Ninowski
contained the tollowing statement:

THESE SECURITIES HAVE NOT BEEN REGISTERED
UNDER THE SECURITIES ACT OF 1933, AS AMENDED,
OR ANY APPLICABLE OKLAHOMA SECURITIES LAW, AS
AMENDED, AND MAY NOT BE SOLD OR sRANSFERRED
IN THE ABSENCE OF AN EFFECTIVE REGISTRATION
UNDER THE ACT OR AN OPINION OF COUNSEL
ACCEPTABLE TO LEECO OIL COMPANY, THAT SUCH
REGISTRATION IS NOT REQUIRED. ADDITIONAL
RESTRICTIONS ON TRANSFER ARE CONTAINED
HEREIN,

The subscription agreement signed by Ninowski on Trinity's behalf
contained the following:

I understand that the interests in the
Partnership have not been registered under
The Securities Act of 1933, or wunder any
other securities laws and reqgulations, on the
basis that issuance is a transaction not
involving a public offering.

Paragraph 9.1 of the Limited Partnership Agreement provides in
pertinent part as follows:
The GENERAL PARTNER will not consent to any
assignment of a LIMITED PARTNER's interest if
such assignment would ... violate or cause
the PARTNERSHIP to violate, any state or
federal securities law or any other applica-
ble law or governmental rule or regulation.
The plaintiff argues for a rigid interpretation of the provision

in 71 0.S. §401(b) (9) (A) that the legend must appear "on the
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certificate or other document evidencing ownership of the securi-
ty." The plaintiff contends that this description can only apply
to the Limited Partnership Agreement, and that the statement
which appeared on this instrument does not satisfy the legend

requirement. In the most relevant case, Parrish v. Ben-Jon 0il

Co., 666 P.2d 1308 (Okla.App. 1983), the court found a purported
legend inadequate, but raised no objection to the fact that it
appeared on the prospectus. This Court therefore concludes that
the legend requirement was satisfied in the case at bar.
Accordingly, it is the Order of the Court that the plain-
tiff's motion for summary judgment is in part granted toc the
extent that the Court deems that the sale of the limited partner-
ship interest was the sale of a security. As to the issue of
whether the security is exempt under Oklahoma law, the Court
-orders that the legend requirement of 71 0.8. §401 (b) (9) (B) (4)
has been satisfied, but that genuine issues of material fact
remain to be litigated as to whether a commission was received
from the sale, and whether the security was publicly advertised
or solicited. Since these factual issues remain to be litigated,

laintiff's motion is, in part, denied,
p

<3/9

IT IS SO ORDERED this day of May, 1986,

H. DALE
Chief Judge, U. S. District Court
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE e
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA S -t 156

JACK €. SILVER, CLERK
U.S.BISTRICT CGURT

BOISE CASCADE CORPORATION,
Plaintiff,

vs. No. 84-C-18-C
DENNIS SELLS d/b/a SELL-CON
GENERAL CONTRACTORS ;

GARRETT D. HAIFLICH;
PATRICIA J. HAIFLICH;
NATIONAIL BANK OF COMMERCE ;
CURTIS PIERCE;

ERNEST LEE SAMPSON;

C & L SUPPLY, INC.;

CHEROKEE BUILDING MATERIALS,
INC.; and

OVERHEAD DOOR CO. OF TULSA,
INC.,

wuuwvvuvuvvvwvvvuvvu

Defendants.

FINDINGS OF FACT
AND
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

This matter came on before the Court for nonjury trial on
April 29, 1985. Plaintiff Boise Cascade Corporation brings this
action to recover the sum of $11,956.13 for building materials
furnished to the defendants Garrett D. Haiflieh and his wife,
Patricia J. Haiflich, who were allegedly, at all times pertinent,
doing business as Sell-Con General Contractors. Plaintiff also
seeks to foreclose its materialman's lien upon the Haiflichs'
real property, to satisfy said amount.

Dennis Sells has been discharged in bankruptcy. Messrs,

Pierce and Sampson were never served. The National Bank of
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Commerce has settled its portion of this lawsuit, 1leaving
Cherokee Building Materials, 1Inc., C & L Supply, Inc., and
Overhead Door Co. of Tulsa, Inc., along with Boise Cascade, as
competing cross-claiming lienholders desiring foreclosure of
their respective material or mechanic's liens.

The pafties have submitted trial briefs and proposed find-
ings of fact and conclusions of law. As such, the matter is now
ready for disposition. After considering the pleadings, testi-
mony, exhibits admitted at trial, all of the briefs and arguments
presented by counsel for both parties, and being fully advised in
the premises, the Court enters the following findings of fact and
conclusions of law pursuant to F.R.Cv.P. 52(a).

| FINDINGS OF FACT

1. The plaintiff, Boise Cascade Corporation, is a corpo-
ration having neither its place of incorporation nor its princi-
pal place of business located in Oklahoma.

2. The defendant, National Bank of Commerce, is a national
banking organization and maintains its office and place of
business in Pawhuska, Osage County, Oklahoma.

3. The defendants, Garrett D. and Patricia J. Haiflich,
are individual citizens of Oklahoma, residing in Osage County,
Oklahoma.

4. The defendant National Bank of Commerce is a national
banking organization ang maintains its office and place of
business in Pawhuska, Osage County, Oklahoma.

5. The defendants, € & L Supply, Inc., Cherokee Building

Materials, Inc., and Overhead Door Co. of Tulsa, Inc., are all
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Oklahoma corporations with their principal places of business in
Oklahoma.

6. Jurisdiction 1is proper within this Court based on
diversity of citizenship pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. §1332. The
amount in controversy exceeds $10,000.00.

7. Vénue properly lies within this Jjudicial district
pursuant to Title 28 U.5.C. §1391 et seq. |

8. The real property, which is the subject of this law-
suit, is located in the Northern District of Oklahoma, in Osage
County, Oklahoma, and is described as follows:

Lot Four (4), Block Two (2), Cedar Hills
Addition, Hominy, Osage County, Oklahoma.

9. On January 20, 1983, Patricia and Garrett Haiflich, for
value received, made, executed and delivered to the National Bank
- of Commerce of Pawhuska ({Bank) their promissory note in the
principal amount of $100,000.00 with interest thereon. Under the
terms of the note, principal and int~rest were to be paid in one
Iump sum on January 20, 1984, The note was secured by a real
estate mortgage dated January 20, 1983, in the amount of the
loan, covering the property at issuec. The mortgage was duly
recorded the next day in the Osage County records.

10. On January 27, 1983, construction of a single family
dwelling on the property at issue began.

11. Between January 27, 1983 and July of 1983, Boise
Cascade supplied building materials for use in the construction

of the dwelling, the cost of which amcunted to $11,956.13.




12. Between April 27, 1983 and July 18, 1983, C & L Supply
furnished goods, supplies, and appliances for construction of the
dwelling, the cost of which amounted to $4,655.57.

13, On June 30, 1983, Cherokee Building Materials, 1Inc.
furnished materials for use in the dwelling's construction, the
cost of which amounted to $2,024,52,

14, Overhead Door Co. of Tulsa, Inc. furnished materials
and labor for the dwelling, on July 27, 1983, amounting to
$952.68.

15, C & L Supply, Cherokee Building Materials, BRoise
Cascade, and Overhead Door Company all duly filed material or
mechanic's 1liens in the office of the County Clerk of Osage
County, on September 15, 1983, September 20, 1983, October 14,
1983, and October 27, 1983, respectively.

ls. Notice of these liens was mailed by the County Clerk
pursuant to 42 0.S8. 1981 §143.1 to Patricia and Garrett Haiflich
by restricted delivery, but all four notices were returned un-
claimed.

17. Subsequently, Cherokee Building Materials, Inc. person-
ally served notice of its lien on Patricia Haiflich on October
13, 1983. C & L Supply personally served Patricia Haiflich on
October 18, 1983, The other two 1lien claimants did nothing
further to serve notice.

18. On July 8, 1983, the Haiflichs, for value received,
made, executed and delivered to the Bank their promissory note in
the principal amount of $40,000.00 with interest thereon, The

Principal and interest were to be paid in one lump sum payment on
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January 20, 1984. The note is secured by a real estate mortgage
on the property at issue dated July 8, 1983, in the amount of the
loan. The mortgage was recorded on July 12, 1983 in the records
of the County Clerk of Osage County, Oklahoma.

19. Dennis Sells did business as Sell-Con General Contrac-
tors, a sole proprietorship engaged in housing construction, for
approximately nine years prior to January of 1983,

20. After December, 1982, Dennis Sells no longer did
business as Sell-Con General Contractors, but rather as Midwest-
ern General Contractors, Inc., a corporation. He gave his
permission for Patricia Haiflich, his secretary for the previous
two years, and her husband, Garrett, an ex-employee of Sells, to
do business as Sell-Con General Contractors, for the purpose of
having their home constructed on the real property at issue, with
the understanding that the Haiflichs were to be responsible for
all bills incurred in connection with the construction. Dennis
Sells had no contractual agreement with the Haiflichs to build
the house and, as such, did not participate in the process.

21, The Haiflichs contacted and  hired the various
cross-claiming subcontractors.

22. The Haiflichs have not paid Boise Cascade for the
materials ordered, which were used in the construction of the
dwelling on the premises, totalling $11,956.13.

23. Pursuant to their settlement agreement, the National
Bank of Commerce and the Haiflichs have agreed that the Bank take
judgment in rem against the interest of the Haiflichs in the real

property at issue in the sum of $150,000.00, plus costs and
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attorney fees and that no in personam judgment is to be sought
against the Haiflichs in favor of the National Bank of Commerce.
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. Jurisdiction properly lies within this Court pursuant
to 28 U.s.C. §1332, The amount in controversy exceeds the
statutory reéuirement.

2. Venue properly 1lies within this judicial district
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §1391 et seq.

3. From January 1, 1983 through the time period in which
materials were procured from the various lien claimants, Patricia
and Garrett Haiflich were doing business as Sell-Con General
Contractors, constructing a dwelling on the premises at issue.
As such, they are personally liable for the cost of materials and
labor procured by them during that time period, used on the
dwelling, and not paid for.

4, Boise Cascade has requested and is therefore entitled
to an in personam judgment against Patricia and Garrett Haiflich
in the amount of $11,956.13, plus interest thereon.

5. The Bank's first mortgage was recorded before econ-
struction commenced on the home located on the property at issue.
It is therefore superior to aill material or mechanic's 1liens
involved in this matter. 42 0.5. 1981 s§s5, §15, and §141;

Thompson v. Smith, 420 P.2d 526 (Okla. 1966); American-First

Title & _Trust Company v. Ewing, 403 P.2d 488 (Okla. 13%65) .

6. Because construction of the home located on the prem-
ises at issue was commenced before the Bank's second mortgage was

recorded, any valid and enforceable material or mechanic's liens




involved in this suit are superior to the second mortgage.

American-First Title and Trust Co. v. Ewing, 403 P.2d 488 (Okla.

1965) .
7. Title 42 0.S. 1981 §143.1 (as amended in 1985) pro-
vides, in pertinent part:

Within one (1) business day after the
date of the filing of the lien statement,
provided for in Sections 142 and 143 of Title
42 of the Oklahoma Statutes, a notice of such
lien shall be mailed by restricted delivery
mail to the owner of the property on which
the lien attaches. The claimant shall
furnish to the county clerk the last-known
mailing address of the person or persons
against whom the claim is made and the owner
of the property. The notice shall be mailed
by the county clerk.... The notice shall
contain the date of filing; the name and
address of the following: The person claiming
the lien; the person against whom the claim
is made and the owner of the property; a
legal description of the property; and the
amount claimed. Provided that, if with due
diligence the person against whom the claim
is made or the owner of the property cannot
be found, the «claimant after filing an
affidavit setting forth such facts may,
within thirty (30) days of the filing of the
lien statement, serve a copy of such notice
upon  the occupant of the property or the
occupant of the improvements, as the case may
be, in a 1like manner as 1is provided for
service upon the owner thereof, or, if the
same be unoccupied, he may post such copy in
a conspicuous place upon the property or any
improvements thereon.

8. Boise Cascade and Overhead Door did nothing further
pursuant to this statute after the mailed notice was returned
unclaimed. As such, they have failed to perfect their liens,
which, as a result, are unenforceable. The Bank's second mort-
gage 1is therefore superior to the unenforceable liens of Boise

Cascade and Overhead Door.




9. Cherokee Building Materials, Inc., who perfected its
lien in the exercise of due diligence by personally serving
Patricia Haiflich on October 13, 1983, has a valid, enforceable
lien in the amount of $2,024.52 on the real property at issue and
is entitled to foreclose its lien thereon. Said lien is superior
to the Bank;s-second mortgage and inferior to its first mortgage.

10. C & L Supply, Inc., who perfected its lien in the
exercise of due diligence by personally serving Patricia Haiflich
on October 18, 1983, has a valid, enforceable lien in the amount
of $4,655.57 on the real property at issue and is entitled to
foreclose its lien thereon. Said lien is superior to the Bank's
second mortgage and inferior to its first mortgage and the lien
claim of Cherokee Building Materials, Inc., who personally served
Patricia Haiflich on October 13, 1983, five days prior to October

18, 1983,

IT IS SO ORDERED this M'ﬁz day of ~une, 1986.

J ‘L.é(da 4 J)/w

H. DALE TOOK
Chief Judge, U. S. District Court




IN CTHE VUNTTED ST14105 DI kiaT coiry
FOR UIE NORIBEPN GiSikIcT OF G LAHOMA

BERUCE BONNETT,

FILED
CuN < = 1988

)
)
Plaintiff, )
)
)
)
CSTRANDER, SUCG & YORK, InC. ) Jack C. Silver, Clerk
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

vE.

STENFIRLD & O'DELL, TrUN &

COUNTY PANK, CHARIES WRAY, U.S. DISTRICT COURT
WESLEY THOMPSON, RICHARD

PALMER, STEVE AND VENITA

SELTER AND FRED LEIDING.

Defendants. No. 85-C-105%5C

ROTICE OF DISMISSAL OF ACTION

To: Charles Wray
c/o Secrest & Hill
1515 E. 71, Suite 200
fmerican Federal Ruilding
Tulsa, UK 7413¢

Please take notice that the above entitled complaint is
fiereby dismissed without prejudice, with rospect ito defendant
Charles Wray only.

Respectfully submitted,

- .
) / 'QI'E‘.T{;/X‘V'“:'T TS e T L
StepHen Joheé__) / -
Mark Jennings
JONES & JENNINGS
Suite 1100, Froadway Tower
Foest Office Rox 472
Enid, Okluhoma 73702
AO5/242-5500
Attorneys for Defendant
Bruce Bonnett
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Tulea, Cklakoma 74136
Y18/4L94-5405

Attorney for Defendant
Charles VWray
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A

Lester D. MNenderson
125 E. Dowey

P. O. Box 205

Sapulpa, Oklahoma
918/227-2733
Attorney for
Richard Pelmer
Steve & Venita

/4067

Dei{endants
;:md
Welter

John B. Stuart
P. 0. Box 2635
Tulsa, 0Oklahoma
918,/584-6457
Attorrey {for Defendant
Ustrender, Sugp & York

74101-2635

Wesley Thompson
15 S, Park Street
Sapulpa, Oklahoma 74067
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HUUS R - PLEIN, INC.
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74101-7967
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Tom I.. Arssirong

John D. Rothman
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106G Woer 97 th
Tulsa, Ctlstora
G18/587-0141
Atlornevs for Taf.
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Street
747103
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IN THE JITED STATES DISTRICT COUR FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA F I L E

IN OPEN COURT
JUN < - 1986

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

DONALD RAY TWIST and RITA SUE
TWIST, individually and asg parents
and natural gquardians of GEORGE
ROBERT TWIST, MERILEE TWIST and
DONNA TWIST, Minors,

Plaintiffs,
vVs. No, 85-C-985-C

LA DONNA WILSON and AMERICAN

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
;
GENERAL FIRE & CASUALTY COMPANY, )
)
)

Defendants.

DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

COME NOW the Plaintiffs Donald Ray Twist and Rita Sue
Twist, individually and as parents and natural guardians of
George Robert Twist, Merilee Twist and Donna Twist, Minors,
to dismiss the above entitled cause of action with preijudice

to their future rights to refile.

#wj PQM.. oot

Donald Ray Tist,
individually and as parents
and natural guardians of
George Robert Twist,
Merilee Twist and

Donna Twist, Minors

Rita Sue Twist,

individually and as parents
and natural guardians of
George Robert Twist,
Merilee Twist, and

Donna Twist, Minors

Don De¥s,
Attorney for Plaintiffs




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA _

BOISE CASCADE CORPORATION,
Plaintiff,
vs.

DENNIS SELLS d/b/a SELL-CON
GENERAL CONTRACTORS;
GARRETT D. HAIFLICH;
PATRICIA J. HAIFLICH;
NATIONAL BANK OF COMMERCE;
CURTIS PIERCE;

ERNEST LEE SAMPSCN;

C & L SUPPLY, INC.;
CHERCKEE BUILDING MATERIALS,
INC.: and

OVERHEAD DOOR CO. OF TULSA,
INC.,

Defendants.

JUDGMENT

Tt St vt N S St ot ot Sl vt Sttt et ot Vg St Vot el mam

No.

84-C~18-C

CILER

JUJ"! "f‘ !536

A
J-H

0§ e Sy
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073 ,Lg F?r*gfg ? i
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This matter came on before the Court for nonjury trial. The

issues having been duly tried and a decision having been duly

rendered in accordance with the Findings of Fact and Conclusions

of Law filed simultaneously herein,

it is hereby Ordered, Ad-

judged, and Decreed that the plaintiff Boise Cascade Corporation

be granted in personam judgment in the amount of $11,956.13 as

against defendants Garrett and Patricia Haiflich, together with

interest thereomn.




IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
mortgage of the National Bank of Commerce of Pawhuska, Oklahoma,
filed of record on January 21, 1983, encumbering Lot Four (4),
Block Two (2), Cedar Hills Addition, Hominy, Osage County,
Oklahoma, is superior to any other liens of the claimants in this
action.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that defendant
and cross-claimant Cherokee Building Materials, Inc., has a valid
and perfected enforceable material or mechanic's lien on the real
property described above in the amount of $2,024.52, and is
entitled to foreclosure of same. Said lien is superior to the
second mortgage of the National Bank of Commerce of Pawhuska,
Oklahoma, filed of record on July 12, 1983, encumbering the real
estate described above and is superior to all other 1liens of
claimants in this action. Said lien is inferior to the first
mortgage held by the National Bank of Commerce.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that defendant
and cross-claimant C & L Supply, Inc. has a valid and perfected
enforceable material or mechanic's lien on the real property
described above in the amount of $4,655.57, and is entitled to
foreclosure of same. Said lien is superior to the second mort-
gage of the National Bank of Commerce of Pawhuska, Oklahoma,
encumbering the real estate described above, Said 1lien is
inferior to the first mortgage held by the National Bank of

Commerce and the lien of Cherockee Building Materials, Inc.




IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the

mechanic or materialmen's liens of plaintiff Boise Cascade

Corporation and defendant and cross-claimant Overhead Door Co. of

Tulsa, Inc. are unperfected and unenforceable.

IT IS SO ORDERED this Q?”cé day of June, 1986,

W%M )

Chief Judge, U. S. District Court




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

DONNA GILLAM, )
) e B0
Plaintiff, ) ¢ 4 e e B
) R
vs. ) JUH 4 - 198b
)
FIREMAN'S FUND AMERICAN ) beon Lo et
LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY, a ) T e TOINT DI
. N SR H
foreign corporation, and ) H,$.ﬁ§;snuiwaﬁjr
MUTUAL OF OMAHA INSURANCE )
COMPANY, a foreign corpor- )
ation, )
)
Defendants. ) Case No. 85-C-312-E
ORDER OF DISMISSAL
On thisfz L day of fﬁ%lixuﬂil, + 1986, upon written

application of the parties fgr an order of dismissal with pre-
judice of the complaint and all causes of action, the Court hav-
ing 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 the complaint
with prejudice to any future action, and the Court having been
fully advised in the premises, finds that said complaint should
be dismissed. It is, therefore,

ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED by the Court that the complaint
and all causes of action of the Plaintiffs filed herein against
the Defendant be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

to any further action.

§7 JAMES O. ELLISON

JAMES O. ELLISON, JUDGE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR

THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

i TR

ENGINE EQUIPMENT, INC., B L
an Oklahoma corporation,

Plaintiff,

No. 85-C-1035-E

Vs,

AMERICAN MOBILE POWER CORP.
a Delaware corporation,

B I

befendant.

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

Defendant, AMERICAN MOBILE POWER CORP., a Pelaware
corporation, having failed to plead or otherwise defend in
this action and its default having been entered,

NOW, upon application of Plaintiff that Defendant is
indebted to Plaintiff in the sum of 510,576.61; that Defen-
dant has been defaulted for failure to appear, it is heraby

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Plaintiff recover
of Defendants the sum of $10,576.61°, with interest at the

rate in accordance with 28 U.S.C.S. 1961 per annum and costs.

- JLISOINT
SRS O TTRSOR

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

DATED: cyiu_/u % /98¢
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OQOKLAHOMA

BASHIR R. TARHUNI and
NEDRA TARHUNTI,

Plaintiffs, No. B85-C-456-C

Vs.

NATIONAL GENERAL INSURANCE
COMPANY, a corporation;
MID-AMERICA PREFERRED INSURANCE
COMPANY, & corporation: and
AMERICAN STATES INSURANCE
COMPANY, a corporation,

Tt et et e e N e M M e e e e e e

Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

. L A
On this - day of i » 1986, upon

written application of the partiéé for an Order of Dbismissal
With Prejudice, the Court, having examined said application,
finds that said parties have entered into a settlement covering
any and all claims that the Plaintiffs had against any and all
of the Defendants, and have requested the Court to dismiss any
and all such claims with prejudice to any future action, and
the Court, being fully advised in the premises, finds that said
above-named action and the «claims of the Plaintiffs against
the Defendants should be dismissed; it is, therefore,

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court that any and
all claims of the Plaintiffs against the Defendants be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice to any further action

with each party to pay their own costs.

Yﬁgned}F{ Dale Cook

H. Dale Cook, Judge
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT o W“ij

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA e JET
J -3 1
WILLIAM H. and FAY N. AUDLEY, N
O R s W e
Plaintiffs, R R

Civil Action
File No. B85-C-752-C

vs.,

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

e N S P P

Defendant.

ORDER ALLOWING DISMISSAL ON PLAINTIFFS' MOTION

Upon Plaintiffs' Motion for leave to discontinue this action

its is ordered that the Complaint be dismissed with prejudice.

{Signed) H. Dale Cook
JUDGE

OVED/RS |TO FORM:\

John §7 Livipgston
ttorney for Plaintiffs
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

HALLTBURTON COMPANY, a
Delaware corporation,

Plaintiff,
VS. No. 86~C~419-C
MICAH PETROLEUM CCOMPANY,

INC., an Oklahoma cor-
poration,

T e St ekt gt et Vet g g ot e

Defendant.

JUDGMENT OF DEFAULT

The Defendant, Micah Petroleum Company, Inc., has been
served with process. It has failed to appear and answer the
Plaintiff's Complaint filed herein. The default of Defendant,
Micah Petroleum Company, Inc., has been entered. It appears
from the Affidavit in Support of Entry of Judgment of Default
that the Plaintiff is entitled to judgment.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
Plaintiff recover from Defendant, Micah Petroleum Company,
Inc., the sum of $24,383.45, plus interest as of April 28, 1986
in the amount of $2,326.90 plus interest at the rate of $8.13
per day thereafter wuntil judgment, plus interest accruing
thereafter at the statutory rate until paid, a reasonable
attorneys' fee to be set upon application, and the costs of

this action.




ORDERED this 2" gay of

) ,,lk,.i‘ AN - r 1986.
f

o

[Signed) H. Bale ok

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

CLERK FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT
OF OXLAHOMA




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs.

36 Packets, ore or less, of

an article of drug, among
others, labeled in part:

{(packet)

- A woF
"*** TASK 40 Dichlorvos Dog * 0 T
Anthelmintic Packet contains 7
544 mg dichlorvos Caution:*** JUk 3 188b

Federal Law restricts this
drug to use by or on the order
of a licensed veterinarian***
Manufactured by Diamond
Shamrock Corporation Cleveland,

)
)
}
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
}
) Sack G. Silver, Lieik
)
}

Ohic 44114 for E.R. Squibk & )
)
)
)
)
)
}
)
)
}
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

1. &, DISTRICT COURT

Sons, Inc., **x%n
and

All other articles of drug
stored at Willman's Inc., 220
N. Missouri, Claremore,
Oklahoma, to which are affixed
labels bearing, among other
things, the statement,
"Cauticon: Federal law re-
stricts this drug to use by or
on the order of a licensed
veterinarian," and the name
and address of the manufac-
turer, packer, or distributor
located cutside the State of
Oklahoma,

Defendants. Civil Action No. B6-C-254-E

DEFAULT DECREE OF CONDEMNATION AND DESTRUCTION

On March 20, 1986, a Complaint for Forfeiture against
the above-described articles was filed in this Court on behalf of
the United States of America by Layn R. Phillips, United States

Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, through Catherine
J. Hardin, Assistant United States Attorney.




The Complaint alleges that the articles proceeded
against are veterinary drugs which are misbranded while held for
sale after shipment in interstate commerce, within the meaning of
the Federal Pood, Drug, and Cosmetic Act, 21 U.S.C. §352(f) (1), as
follows:

(a) The labeling of the articles fails to bear
adequate direction for use and the articles are not exempt from
such requirement since they are veterinary drugs, which because of
toxicity or other potentiality for, harmful effect, or the methods
of their use are not safe for such use except under the
supervision of a licensed veterinarian and hence for which
adeguate directions for use cannot be prepared.

(b) The articles fail to conform to the reqguirements
prescribed by 21 C.F.R. 201.105 for exemption from 21 U.S.cC.
§352(f) in that the articles are not held to be sold only to or on
the prescription or other order of a licensed veterinarian for use
in the course of his professional practice.

Pursuant to Warrant for Arrest of Property issued by
this Court, the United States Marshal for this district seized
said articles.

It appearing that process was duly issued herein and
returned according to law; that notice of the seizure of the
above-described articles was given according to law; and it
further appearing that no persons have interpcsed a claim before
the return date of said process:

NOW THEREFORE, on motion of the United States for a
default decree to condemnation and destruction, the Court being

fully advised in the premises, it is hereby




ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that the default of all
person having any right, title or interest in the articles seized
be and the same is entered herein; and it is further

ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the seized articles
are foods which are adulterated and misbranded as alleged in the
Complaint, and are therefore, hereby condemned and forfeited to
the United States of America pursuant to 21 U.S.C., §334; and it is
further

ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that pursuant to 21
U.S.C. §334(d) the United States Marshal for this district shall

forthwith destroy the condemned articles and make due return to

this Court. - . )
Cho yay LA
Dated -at D aécﬁg;/ , EhiS day-of June,
e —
1986. '
S/ JAMES O,

JAMES 0. ELLISON o
United States District Judge
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES FIDELITY &
GUARANTY COMPANY, a
corporation,

Plaintiff,
TULSA DOZER EQUIPMENT & SUPPLY
INC., a corporation; EXPLORER

PIPELINE COMPANY, a corporation;:

and PHILLIPS PETROLEUM COMPANY,
a corporation,

Defendants,

and

ROSENCUTTER BROTHERS, INC.,

Intervenor,
UNITED STATES FIDELITY &

GUARANTY COMPANY, a
corporation,

Defendant.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

)
l%gwfr

g

No. 85-C-301-g%
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1800
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34 s
STIPULATION FSR DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Come now the parties,

of record,

0

by and through their respective counsel

and pursuant to settlement agreement entered into and exe-~

cuted between the parties herewith stipulate and agree to the dis-

missal of the within styled and numbered cause with prejudice.

This

dismissal applies to all claims asserted by any party herein against

any other party.

By
JAMES E.

,» 1986,

Each party is to bear its own cost and counsel fees,

Dated this .3%%4?day of /42?521//

D TATES FIDEL 6@
:{ff and Thir

///'cfd (\

POE, Tts attorney



TULSA DOZER EQUIPMENT & SUPPLY, INC.,
a4 corporation,

By : "7%@”/5 Zeoo%

Its attorney

ROSENCUTTER BROTHERS, INC., Intervenor

By : %WJM

Its attorney
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CQURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA JUy <2 933
JAC.'*{
- U.s. a,rcq }S,é‘;f{ :‘P CLERK
T,
RACK 'N STACK, INC., -QURT

an Oklahoma corporation,
Plaintif¥f,
vSs. No. 86-C~-218-C

CALVIN L. KLAASSEN,

i L R

Defendant.

O RDER

Now before the Court for its consideration is the motion of
third-party defendant Ted McMorrough, Jr. to dismiss the
Third-Party Complaint, said motion filed on May 5, 1986. The
Court has no record of a response to this motion from Cslvin L.
Klaassen, third party plaintiff and defendant herein. Rule 14({a)
of the Local Rules of the United States F'strict Court for the
Northern District of Oklahoma provides as follows:

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

Therefore, since no response has been received to date

herein, in accordance with Rule 1l4{a), the failure to comply




constitutes a confession of the motion to dismiss the Third-Party
Complaint.

Accordingly, it is the Order of the Court that the motion of
Ted McMorrough, Jr. to dismiss the Third-Party Complaint against

him should be and hereby is granted.

IT IS SO ORDERED this & ™~ day of W , 1986,
/

Mwﬂ

H. DALE COOK
Chief Judge, U. . Dlstrlct Court
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA S = pons
Y Ju
BEIE SHUTN
JOHN W. BURKDOLL, L L% CLERK

Plaintiff,
vs.
TRANS~TEXAS GAS COMPANY,

Defendant.

N et et S et et e St
2
]
#0]
(®)}
!
Q2
]
8]
W
H
=1

JUDGMENT

In this action, the Defendant, Trans-Texas Gas Company,
having been regularly served with the Summons and Complaint, and
having failed to plead or otherwise defend, the legal time for
pleading or otherwise defending having expired and the default of
the Defendant, Trans-Texas Gas Company, in the Premises having
been duly entered according to law, upcn the application of
Plaintiff, judgment is entered against said Defendant on
Plaintiff's First cCause of Action for cancellation of instrument
and Plaintiff's Second Cause of Action for suit on promissory

note,

WHEREFORE, by virtue of the law and by reason of the
above premises,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
judgment be entered for Plaintiff and against Defendant on
Plaintiff's First Cause of Action, and that the Release of
Mortgage on the Pipeline and easement obtained by Defendant,

Trans-Texas Gas Company, is cancelled and set aside.




IT IS THE FURTHER ORDER of this Court that this Judgment
be indexed in the records of the County Clerk of Okmulgee County.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
judgment be entered for Plaintiff and against Defendant on the
promissory note, in the amount of $358,381.06, together with
interest thereon at the legal rate of interest for and after May
20, 1986, together with the award of all costs incurred in this
action, to be determined upcn application of Plaintiff.

Judgment rendered thisazﬂﬂf davy 052;225/1986.

s/ JAMES O. ELLISON

Judge of the United States
District Court




