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T. G. CUTLIP ..
LAWYER
TECUMSEH, OKL.A,

October 19% 1926.

¥r. John €. VWarnock,
0&mu1v0>, Qitla.

fill‘ H

Your jetter of Octoher 1H%, 1526, addressed to

Ce Go Cutlip of Vewoka, has been transmitted o ne by
¥re Cutiip with the Laconic remakk.; "7his must be
your work." I accept the responsibility of 1nau&ur@ting
thits proceadure in this Couniy. 1 have had so much
wnnoyduce from pdrties who claim thay are passing uposn

pistract for 01l Coipunies, and who display such a
mhullow knowlwdbe of the work in which they seen to

e engoped, that 1 loose my good nuture when lanLriﬁﬁ
01 tLhis kind come in. R

It does seem to ne, " hot any Lewyer whe knowe,
or &g preswicd Lo know, tiwt there are two kinds of sslies
o: Newl kstate emataagng bl om“pgurta 01l recourde (ne, o
Judicied bade, where the court is the vendex, and the other
an-execution saley Wharmtn the Sheriff sells the property
leviasd upon ‘te obtsan u sy of money to saziaiy the Executzan,
etv., and ig-sold to the hlghEQi bidder for cesh. In this

clmroactes ol bnlie, the Sheriil is the vendor.

el il vecer of sale of specific heal Lutute
is ordered soid by the coirt, which scle ig conducted
Ly oore cne gppointed by the court und subject to its
controi-~ond & report of sale and the approval Ly & Court
is cleariy o Judicial Bale. Execution ssles are not
Judicial. These sales are Lased upon a Judgment for
S50 rmue. noney, and no speciiic property is directed to be
soid-the object is to ebtaln a fund with which to satisfly
thie ¢ lument.

The Claracteristic difference is that an Xxecution
vaie is predicaged upon & general judgment for sc much money.

A Judicial Sale ia upon an order to sell Sie ciiilce
property-slic same upon which the lien was imprassed.

The Ixecution Sale is condugied Ly an ol ‘figer of
the low, and in pursance to the statuiese~ the Jud*01ml sale
io mnde LY oh agent or Commissioner of the Court. <The Sherify
is the vendor, or seller in the one, and the Court in the other,

This is thegory I ddvaﬂcﬂd and acted sixteen veurs ago
anG upen reason and the authurity of ¥reenan on void Judiuial sal

Section One of Poge 2, 3hd. Tditiom and nxmisxons therein cited._

Slnce thsn. the ¢ upreme Gaurt af this & ate. in at leaa
_twu cuses e uypruveﬁ thﬁ poattion hﬂrein contended 1ur~und a”;
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upone.

Oklges City Paces & Pro. Co. Vs Pearson 94 Okla. 124
Pull down your report and read it. I am sending a copy
of this letter to Mr. Cutlip at Wewoka. If your will

look up the cases, you will not hesitate to pass the
Abstract on that point.

Yours Truly,
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