PRAECIPE FOR SUMMONS

STATE OF OKLAHOMA,

SEMINOLE COUNTY, ss. IN THE DISTRICT COURT

To the Clerk of the said Court of - _ . e --.__County:

Please issue summons in the above entitled cause to___;.._;‘____________-_--_..-..-___-_;-___-_-;--’_ .................. -
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of-___."\‘_“_e_l_{*_l_p_‘:_\;_i_-_ ecounty, making sam turnable:on the_______ 7_ _t_? ___________________ day of __Q_Q_‘C;Q_’:_B_'{' _______
79w -
192_ 4, and designate-therein the ______ 37th . day of ____Gckcoer . , 192.4 _, as answer day, and
. o S vy .
deliver: the same to the Sheriff: of__:::‘3;_:‘-_9_‘;;3-_?__________________-_____'_ County, and endorse thereon, that if defendant
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Court Clerk

© By - : Deputy




PRAECIPE FOR SUBPOENA——CIVIL.

STATE OF OKLAHOMA,

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:—
Please issue a suya/in,the abgve e

to appear in.said court,
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District Court Subpoena--Civil

STATE OF OKLAHOMA,
Seminole County,—ss.

M. C. Dowell, L. L. Sturgeon, Jim Lillard, B, F., Davis, W, C. Bun
R, W, gg,rmen%er,’ Yonnn B8y, John Sartin,’ Arthur Seran) Afdefson Tay ?.or

- s o e ot e S o o a0 e S o O 8 e i e e

GREETING: You are hereby commanded to appear before the District Court of Seminole County, at
' 6 th 3 4
the court house therein, on the e day of ’ggggggg"t 1934

______ The -Towh. ;c;:_iézvp_xsg,L_g_taal .

al. are f t B ccm— e :
nd"the defeRddkl jary perrymer; B
on the part of the____E!-_a_'j_-P_t;ig_;__and do not depart without leave of court. Hereof fail not un-

der penalty of law.

In WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the District Court of
said county this_ _2¥¥*" ________ day of ._____ q 9};_0_‘9_3_1:.’. _____________________ , 192_4

Seal (copY)



Case No. _-.Eé_z_ /

CIVIL SUBPOENA

DISTRICT COURT
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SHERIFI’S FEES

Serving Subpdeha,_‘ﬁrst': person &./_éjé e

$77. 67
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Milage_ AL - Miles $__ 47
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- [AAaditional copies
____cop,fffﬂ' of. subpoena

/

Total s

STATE OF OKLAHOMA,

Scminole County,—ss.
RééeiVéd this writ this__ 3Qtliday
ot Oct.X 193, ____o’clock
oMy 192
served tfhe same, delivering a copy
hereof, §vith the endorsehients there-
in, &ﬁlyﬂ certified to the within named
Josh_Manard,?,C,Donnelly, _
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E N W AR R A .3 ISP A Py geipengl Nhguigh.4

J.E.SimpsqQn, Mert

Shﬁmr.g,;ﬁ;W?ﬂQZQ'_ka_, served
Tom Horsley, c

the same by leaving a copy thereof

with endorgements thereon, certified at

the usual place of residence ' of* the

within named witness.
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.

192__

_and B.W. Pearumeter,
)
e y _:_%f__ﬁ:é_/_\v_rﬁg___
. (“ Sheriff.

R I A
Bya;fg,&iaf&._,gf::f,g:,i‘s..i;;z; U1 Iifaersheriff

L e . et s

Perkins, C, M,

J.Cmunerd,John Remy, John Sarde



No. 7541

PRAECIPE FOR SUBPOENA——CIVIL.

STATE OF OKLAHOMA,

Seminole Ccunty,—ss. : , IN THE DISTRICT COUR’I_‘
Tal Jones : ' ‘

4

V8. ‘ .

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:—

Please issue a subpoena in the above entitled cause, to 32'9913_ E‘g‘?}ﬁg'?ﬁ‘_'{__“?' _C_: D°n_‘“£1_1_¥g
B, D, Lack, J. E, Patterson, M, C. Dowell, L. L, Sturgeon, Jim Lillard
B. F, Davis, W. C. Bunyard, R. W, Parmenter, John Remy, JohnSartin, Arthur
Seran, Anderson maylor, Abe Dbu%las Juagé"éiﬁﬁﬁaﬁ;“ﬁéft‘?érktﬁs; """"""""
C. M.’Shepard, L. W. Jozart, Tom Horsl

________________________________________________________ s

Attorney_8 for __Liaintiff



IN THE DISTRICT COURT

PRAECIPE FOR SUBPOENA—CIVIL

Tal Jones,

Plaintiff ____

The Town Z? Wewoka,

S e e e e e e

Court Clerk.




DISTRICT COURT SUBPOEN A —Civil

STATE OF OKLAHOMA
Seminole County, 8s.
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GREETING:—You are hereby commanded to appear hefore the Dlstfﬁs%ouﬁtof zﬁemlnole County at the court

house therein on the___’,_!;_l!' _______ day of___I{QI_e_mhg_I: _____________ 19 3_4, ato________ M., to testify as a witness in
a certain action pending in said court, wherein.__._ Tal dJomes . . Plaintiff ____
an _____P_YE__?E?_???_‘YEE%.’__QE}.&.__e_:h___a_'-'!'_'__’ _____________ Defendant .- ______________ ..
on the part of the______ q _?Z"_?E@_a_!%?iz __________________ and do not depart without leave of court. Hereof fail not, under

penalty of law.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the Distriet Court of said coqunty
7th

BY o e <-—-Deputy
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CIVIL SUBPOENA
District Court
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STATE OF OKLAHOMA
Seminole County . ss.

Received this writ this._.._ Z _____ day of
(,fm _________ 192. ) mmmm—mem o'clock
______ Mu e 192

“'served the same, delivering a copy thereof,
" with the endorsements therein, duly certified,

192.___, served

the same by leaving a copy thereof with the
endorsement thereon, certified at the wusual

place of residence of the within named wit-




STATE OF OKLAHOMA,

¢ S8, IN THE DISTRICT COURT.
SEMINOLE COUNTY, :
TAL JCONES,
Plaintiff, :
vs. ;

THE TOWN OF WEWOXKA, a Hunici-
pal Corporation, W, I,, THURSTQON, :
J. E, PATTERSON and J, F. REMY, : NO,
constituting the Board of Trustees :

of said Town; URS, GERTHEL NCRTHERN,

MRS, MABET, GARNER and RS,

constituting the Board of Cemetery

Trustees of said Town; SHAFFER OIL &

REFINING COMPANY, a Corporation, :
THOS, J. HORSILEY, A. B, DOUGLAS :

and FRAWK GILSTRAP, :

.« e» w2

Defendants,

ANSWER AND CROSS COMPLAINT
OF MARY PERRYIMAN,

Comes noW Lary Perryman, one of the defendants herein,
80 made by order of Court, and for her answer to the petition
herein, alleges and states as follows, to-wit:

That she denies each, every and all of the allegations
laid in tB petition of Tal Jones, except such as shall herein-
after be admitted.

she admits that Tal Jones, the plaintiff in this action,
is a citizen and resident of seminole County, Oklahoma, and that
the shaffer 0il Company is a corporation, with its principal . °
offices in the City of Tulsa, and that Thos. J. Horsley, A. B.
Douglas and Frank Gilstrap are residents of the Town of Wewoka.

Thie answering defendant admits that the defendmnts
named and alleged in sail petition as being in possession of said
premises are, at least a portion ot them, attempting to exercise
some authority and control over said premises, and that the said
Mary Perryman further admits that sald defendants have no right,
title or interest in or to the said twenty (20) acre tract of
land described in said petition. She admits that said defendants
are claiming some right, title and interest in said land, as is
alleged in the second paragraph of said petition, and that tha
said Town of Wewoka and the said members of the Cemetery Board
of Trustees of said Town of Wewoka, are claiming some right, title
and interest in and to said 20-acre tract of land, under and by
virtue of a pretended condemnation of said land by this honorable
Court, under the color of which the said specified defendants have
been using a portion ot said land for cemetery purposes, and, this
answering defendant admits the allegation in said petition by said
plaintiff that said alleged condemnation proceedings were fatally
defective, and that said pretended condemnation of said land, or
any portion thereof, is wholly null and void; and she further admits
that said defendants acquired no right, title or interest in or to

said land by virtue of said condemmation Proceedings,
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This defendant admits further the allegation of said
second paragraph, that the claims of said alleged defendants
were wholly without merit and void, but that said claims con-
stitute a cloud upon the actual title to said lands, but she
does not admit that said plaintiff owned or was entitled to have,
or nold any title or right in said land.

For further answer to the third paragraph of said peti-
tion, she admits that there is a portion of said tract of 3.53
acres of said 20-acre tract that had never been actually occu-
vied by the defendants, as a part of the land attempted to be
condemned for Cemetery purposes, unless the same was only recently
so occupied, and that said 3.53 acres was not included by the
Cemetery fences, and that in truth and in fact, none of the de-
fendants have ever had any right, title or intereet in said 3,53
acres. of land,

This answering defendant further admits that about 16,47
acres of said g0-acre tract, as she is informed, is under fence,
the exact amount o1 said acreage she does not now allege, nor does
she bind herself thereto, and that a portion of said premises en-
closed within said cemetery fence, has been, in years passed, used
as a burying ground, and that there are about of bodies
buried in said ground, and she admits that the east portion of said
tract referred to as a cemetery tract is unoccupied and not used as
a buryial ground, and is separated by a natural ravine, or draw,
from that portion that has been used for burial purposes, and that
there are in the neighborhood of from seven to ten acres wholly un-
used or unoccupied.

she further admits that within the past three or four
months, 0il has hbeen discovered in the immediate vicinity to said
tract, and wells offsetting the same on three sides have been dril-
led, ané¢ that many thousands of dollars worth of o0il have been
taken from said wells, and that the presence and productiveness
of said wells prooves that said 20-acre tract is valuable oil land
and that the operation of such adjacent wells is draining and tak-
ing from under such 20-acre tract, the o0il which, in right and
justice, belongs to the owner of the fee of said land, and which
is lost to her,

This answering defendant further admits that under no
condition could the Cemetery Board of Trustees of said Town of
Wewoka, or the Trustees of said Town, have any right, title or
ownership in or to the oil under said tract of land, nor have they
any right to take the same and appropriate it to their own use,
but this answering defendant denies that the plaintiff has any
right thereto and denies that the plaintiff is the owner of the
fee, and denies that the plaintiff has any right, title or owner-
ship in said o0il, or right to remove and appropriate same to his
own use,

Further answering, the defendant says, tnat there is
abundant room and ground upon the east portion of said tract for
the drilling of at least two or three wells without in any way
molesting or desecrat¥/%the used portion of said Cemstery, or in
any way trespassing upon or injuring the same,

This answering defendant is not in a position to either
admit or deny the allegation that the plaintiff is unable to agree
with the defendants above named upon any basis for the development
of said unused tract for oil and gas, and is unable to allege what
sums have been offered by said 0il company for the right to drill
upon said unused portion of said tract, but this answering defend-
ant admits that said land is being drained and that large sums o1
money are being lost, through said drainage ot such property by
operators upon“4en"71and, all to the loss and damage of the true
owner of =nid land, but defendant answefing herein, denies that
Tal Jones is the true owner thereof,
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This answering defendant is unable to state whether or
not the defendants above named have refused to permit the plain-
tiff, Tal Jones, or anyone acting under his authority, to enter
upon said land and operate the same, but she has been informed
and believes that these defendants, above named, that is to say,--
the Town of Wewoka, and its Board of Trustees, and the Board of
Cemetery Trustees, have disputed the right of the said Tal Jones
to go upon said land and drillthe same, and that by reason of
said objection by said defendants, the said lands have not been
drilled, and that the true owner is losing large sums of money
thereby.

This answering defendant further admits that only by
the aprointment of a Receiver can the rights of the parties hereto
be preserved, unless all of the parties claiming an interest in
said property shall agree and join in a lease thereof, and that
the approintment of such Receiver to execute an oil and gas mining
lease upon said premises for the preservation of the rights of
the true owners therein, is imminent and necessary,

WHEREFORE, etc,

CROSS COMPIAINT,

#

ow comes the said defendant, Mary Perryman, having
answered the petition of said Tal Jones, and by way of cross
complaint against the said Tal Jones, the Town of Wewoka, and
its Trustees, aforesaid, and the said Board of Cemetery Trustees,
aforesaid, the ~haffer 0Oil & Hefining Company, a Corporation,
aforesaid, and Thos, J. Horsley, A, B, Douglas, and krank Gil-
strap, aforesaid, alleges, as follows, to-wit:

That the said land described in the petition of the
plaintiff herein, and in that part ot portion of

Lot Three (3) of Section 32, Township 8
Rorth, Range 8 East, containing 20 acres,
known and described as the Cemetery Tract
or Oakwood Cemetery, and more particularly
bound and described in said petition, and
situate in Seminole County, State of Cklahoma,

is a part of the allotment of James Perryman, deceased, Seminole
Allottee No., _ _; that the said James Perryman was a Full-
blood Indian, although duly enrolled upon the Seminole Roll as

a Half Blood, and that the said James Perryman and the said lary
Perryman were man and wife at the time of his death, which oc-
curred the early part of 1908; that at the time of his death,

the sgaid James Perryman left surviving him, as his sole and only
heirs at law, the said Cross Complainant, nary Perryman, and a

son named BSenjamin Perryman, born to the said James Perryman and
your Cross Complainant; that the said Benjamin Perryman died in
infancy about the day of March, 1909, and that at the time
of his death he was, by virtue of being an heir ot the said James
Perryman, the owner of an undivided half of all of said lands, and
that the remaining half thereof belonged to your Cross Complainant
herein, and that upon the death of the said Benjamin Perryman, all
of said interests so held by him passed by inheritance to your
complainant herein, and that after his death, she was the owner

of the entire title to said lands,
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That after the death of the said James Perryman, and
of the said Benjamin Perryman, and to-wit: on the 18th dey of
June, 1909, plaintiff herein and Cross Defendant, Tal Jones,
filed with the Probate Court of Wagoner County, Oklahoma, what
purported to be the Will of said James Perryman, and filed
therewith a petition praying for the probate cof said will, as
the last will and testament of the said James Perryman. That
on the 1l4th day of August, 1909, the County Court of Wagoner
County, aforesaid, made and entered an order admitting said will
to probate in said Court; that at the time said order was made,
the said Court had no jurisdiction, authority or legal right to
admit said will to probate.

That on the same day, the said Court made a further or-
der, appointing Tal Jones as administrator of the estate of the
sald James Perryman, deceased, That at the time of the appoint-
ment of the said Tal Jones a8 administrator with the will annexed,
your petitioner herein, being the lawful wife surviving the said
James Perryman, was entitled to nominate and recommend the appoint-
ment of an administrator over said estate; that the said complain-
ant herein at no time waived her right to nominate, nor did she
have any knowledge or notice of the appointment of the said Tal
Jones as administrator to said estate until long after said ap-
rointment was made.

Osxz e I

That on the 26th day of 6etdber, 1909, following the
appointment of the said Tal Jones as administrator of the said
estate, the said Tal Jones came to the home of the said Mary
Perrymen, your cross complainant he¥ein, and while occupying
sgid position of trust and confidence, did falsely represent
to her that the said James Perryman had conveyed away all of
his interests in the said allotment ir the Seminole wnation, and
that she had no interest or right or claim therein, and repre-
sended that he, the said Tal Jones, would give her a gratuity,
or gift of $25.00 to sign same papers which he then presented to
her for her signature, and being, as he then represented, a
statement that she had no interest in the said land, and that
at said time, said plaintiff herein was ignorant of the facts,
and believed the statement of said Tal Jones, and accepted said
$25,00, and signed what she now belikves to be a deed dated
August 26, 1909, conveying and quit claiming her interest in
sald land. That said deed descrived, as she now is informed,
other lands, and that at the time of the signature thereof, she
did not know the full contents and effect of said instrument,
but was induced to sign the same by false and fraudulent repre-
sentations, aforesaid, made by the said Tal Jones,

That the said cross complainant herein is a full-blood
Creek Indian, can neither read nor write, with the qualification
only that she can scrawl her name in English, and that she had
no knowledge of the extent or value or location of her husband's
allotment in the Seminole Nation; that she then, and had for many
years, lived in the Creek Nation, near Wagoner, and never did
live in the Seminole Nation, and never knew the location or de-
scription or value of the allotment of the said James Perryman
until recently.

) That the said Tal Jones later, and to-wit: in the year
1915, came to the cross complainant herein and represented to
her that she was the owner of an undivided one-half interest in
certain lands which had been allotted to her husband, and repre-
sented that same were worth not to exceed $400.00 in value, and
agreed to purchase from the plaintiff a half interest in said
lands, at said price of $400.00, and did induce your cross peti-
tioner herecin, on the 24th of July, 1915, to sign a deed which
was understood to be and intended to be, and was, in fact, a
grant of an undivided one-half interest in all of the allotment’
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of said James Perryman, save and except the 20 acres described
in the petition in this case; that at that time the said Tal
Jones represented to your crosgs complainant that she was the
owner of an undivided half interest in said lands, and that he
did actually pay her the sum of $400,00 for said deed; that the
said deed, however, did not convey or grant any interest what-
scever in the lande described ir the petiticn in this acticn;
that your crosse complainant continued to live in Wagoner County,
Oklahoma, ignorant of the condition of the title to the lands
of the said James Perryman, and ignorant of the fact as to her
ownership or interest in the 20 acres described in the petition
herein, and ignorant of its value or location, and remained
ignorant thereof until within the past three or four months;
that on the 9th day of July, 1924, the said Tal Jones, acting
in conjunction with the Board of Trustees of the Town of Wewoka,
and the Board of Cemetery Trustees, aforesaid, went vefore the
County Judge of Vagoner County, and caused to be submitted to
him for approval the deed hereinbefore referred to as dated
August 26, 1909, a copy of which instrument is attached hereto,
and made a part of your cross complainant's cross petition, and
marked "Cross Complainant's Exhibit 'Av,

That the said deed was submitted to said County Court,
along with a petition for the approval thereof, and certain
testimony given before said County Court by one Thos, J. Horsley,
representing the said Tal Jones, and the said Board of Trustees
of the Town of Vewoka, and the Cemetery Trustees, aforesaid.

That in the said petition and in the testimony given before the
County Judge, it was alleged that said deed, aforesaid, was made
in good faith by the said Marry Perryman for a consideration not
disproportionate to the value of th said premises; and that due
notice had been served uvon the said lary Perryman of the pre-
sentation to said County Judge on the said date at the hour of
9:00 otclock A, M, of said date, ot said petition for the approval
of said deed, and it was further represented to said County Judge
in said pe%if{ion a¥d in the testimony of said Thos. J. Horsley,
that the tit&e@ of said lands had been condemmed in a proceeding
instituted in the District Court of Seminocle County, in 1910, and
that the approval of said deed was for the benefit and use of the
said Town of Vewoka, and the Cemetery Board of Trusteeg, and that
said ground was cccupied by many dead bodies, and that said deed
should be approved, and that upon said representation, said County
Court did approve said deed, and that the said representations
were false and misleading in that at the time of the taking of
said deed by the said Tal Jones, the same was taken in bad faith
and for a fraudulent purpose, and that the consideration thereof
was wholly and totally disproportionate to the value of said lands
and that the value of said lands, at the said time, was not less
than §$1200,00, as shown by the report of said Tal Jones, as admin-
istrator to said estate, when in fact and in truth, such lands
were worth much more than $1200.00, and that such representatim,
so made to the said County Court, was misleading and false, in
that no notice had been served upon the said Mary Perryman, and
she had no knowledge of the pendency of said proceedings to have
caid deed approved, until after the same was approved, and that
the said representation so made to said County Court was false
and misleading in that the said Mary Perryman had never, at any
time, been a party to any proceeding to condemn said property for
cemetery purposes; and that said representations were false and
misleading in that the said District Court of Seminocle County
could have no jurisdiction outside of the corporate limits of the
Town ot Wewoka to condemn said lands for any purpcse, and that
such Hunicipal Corporation had no legal authority, and the District
Court had no jurisdiction to condemn said lands for Cemetery pur-
poses upon the application or suit of the Town of Wewoka, That the
said representatims so made to said County Judge at the hearing
tor the approval of said deed, were further misleading and false
in that it was not disclosed to said County Court that said deed,
-5a
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80 sought to be approved, had been abandoned, ignored and re-
pudiated by the said Tal Jones in. 1915, when he went into the
Court of Wagomer County, Cklahoma, and asked for the approval
of a deed by her in which it was represented that she owned a
half interest in said land, and at which time a deed was taken
of all of the lands allotted to the said James Perryman, except
the 20 acres described in this suit, and that the approval of
said deed was unfair and unjust, and that the County Judge of
Wagoner County would not have approved said deed, nor would he
have cousidered its approval, if he had known the matters and
things herein set forth, and would not have approved the said
deed hed ke-kmown if the said iary Permyman had appeared betore
the said County Judge and protested against its approval, and
set up the matters and things herein set forth., That the con-
demnation suit referred to in the petition of the plaintiff
herein did not and could not affect the right, title, ownership
and interest of your cross complainant herein to said lands,
for the reasons, as follows:

First. That the District Court of Seminole County had
no jurisdiction to condemn the propexrty outside of the corporate
limits of the Town of Wewoka for municipal purposes, at the time
when such condemnation judgment was rendered; and,

Second. That the Municipal corporation of VWewoka had
no right or authority to condemn property for Cemetery purposes;
and,

Third. That your cross complainant was not a party to
said suit; had no notice oxr knowledge thereof at any time, until
within the past few months, and was not, therefore, bound by the
judgment,

That the sgaid Tal Jones is a full blood negro,-- of a
different race from that of said James Perryman, and between
whom there was no tie or relationship of blood or obligation
upon wWhich could be founded a reason for the execution of such
a will.

That your cross complainant never, at any time, under-
stood or realized, until within the past few months, that her
said husband, prior to his death, had executed or delivered to
Tal Jones a will, vesting him with any interest or title to the
said lands, aforesaid, That the will produced in the County
court of Wagoner County was fraudulent, and was not the will
and testament of James Perryman,

The said Jamew Perryman was an ignorant and illiterate
full blood Indian,--half Creek, and half Seminocle; could not
speak or read or write English; could not understand English;
could not conduct or negotiate any business, or transact any of
his affairs, either in writing or verbally, in the Inglish lan-
guage; that the witnesses to said will could neither understand
nor speak the Creek language; nor the Seminole, and that the
said James Perryman could understand and speak only the language
of his native Tribe, and then only to a limited extent,

That the cross complainant is the owner or the entire title
and interest in said property; that she has no intent nor desire
to desecrate the graves ot a single person buried in said cemetery;
that said burials were all made without her knowledge or consent;
that she wishes to respect the feeling and the sensibilities ot
the relatives of theése dead, but that she claims the full right
to protection against the encroachment of offset wells which will
drain the said land, and she claims the right to drill upon said
lande where and in such places as shall not desecrate the graves,
atoresaid., That she will suffer irreparable loss and injury unless
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said lands are immediately drilled and the oil properly coming
tc her is preserved and protected.

' That there is now available space upon the undrilled
portion of said 20 acres for three, and possibly four, wells,
without encroaching closer to said graves than wells already
existing have encroached; that she has no adequate remedy
against said persone taking said oil through offset wells, and
that she must seek the power and authority or this Court, thro!

a Receiver, to make a contract with =ome suitable person or
persons to drill wells, or to drill the same under proper in-
structions or order ot this Court,

WHERETF ORE, cross complainant, Mary Perryman,
praye that the plaintiff herein, Tal Jones, as such plaintiff,
take no relief, nor judgment in this Court, awarding him any
rights in the said land, but that your said cross complainant
be declared to be the owner of the fee, and entitled to the use
and benefits of said lands and the right to the o0il thereunder,
and that the defendants, the Town of Wewoka, and its Board of
Trustees, and the Cemetery Board of Trusteee, be decreed and
adjudged to have no right, title or interest, either in the fee
or in the oil and gas thereunder, and that they be enjoined from
in any way interfering with the right of your crose complainant
to immediately drill upon or develop oil and gas upon the un-
occupied portions of the said 20-acre tract, aforesaid; and that,
rending the final determination of the rights of the parties herein,
this Court immediately and forthwith appoint some responsibvle per-
scn a8 a Receiver, with authority to immediately negotiate an oil
and gas mining lease upon the said land, conditioned that the bonus
and the royalty therein shall be fair and reasonable under all the
conditions existing therein at this time, and that each and all of
the defendants above named be enjoined and restrained from in any
way interfering with the rights of your crose complainant in the
salid land, and for a judgment and decree ot this Court in this
cause, cancelling, setting aside and holding for naught the deed

executed August 26, 1909, and referred to herein as "Cross Com-

plainant's Exhibit 'A", and for all ot the cross complainant's

costs herein laid out and expengd#d, and T all other relief pro-

v

i Y/

Attorney for Cross Complainant,

per.




CROSS
(COMPLAINANT 'S EXHIBIT #A")

QUIT CLAIX DEED,
' No., 13654,

THIS INIENTURE, Madé this 26th day of August, A.D. 1909, between
Maxry Perryman, a single woman, widow of James Perryman, deceased,
and mother of senjamin Perryman, deceased, of Wagoner County, in
the State of Oklahoma, ot the first part, and Tal Jones, of the
seccnd part.

WI TNESSETHE, The said party ot the first part, in consideration of the
summ of §25.00 Dollars, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged,
does by these presents Quit Claim, Grant, Bargain, sell and convey
unto the said party of the second part, his heirs and assigns, all

of the following real estate, situated in the County of Seminocle and
State of Cklahoms, to-wit:

The allotment of James Perryman described as follows;
to-wit:
Lots Two and Three, ot Secticn 32, T. 8 N, R, 8 E,

TG HAVE AND TO HOLD the same, together with all and singular the tene.
ments, hereditaments and appmrtenances thereunto belonging or in any
wise appvertaining forever,

And the said Mary Perryman, for her heirs, executors or administrators
do hereby covenant, promise and agree to and with said party of the
second part, that at the delivery of thesé presents she is lawfully
seized in her own right of an absolute and indefeasitle estate of
inheritance, in fee simple, of, in and to all and eingular the above
granted and described premises, with the appurtenances; that the same
are free, clear, discharged and unincumbered of and from all former
grants, titles, charges, judgments, taxes, assessments and incumbrances,
of what nature and kind soever; and that she will warrant and torever
defendathe same unto msid-partyof-the-seeend -paerty hie-hetrs end
assigns, against said party of the first part, their heirs and all
and every person whomsoever, lawfully claiming or so claim the same.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, The said party of the first part has hereunto set
her hand & the day and year first above written,

MARY PERRYMAN,
Examined and Approved in
open Court this 9th day of
July, 1924.
W. B, MOSS, County Judge.
(SEAL)

STATE OF OKLAHQMA,
WAGONER COUNTY, SS,

Before me, O, S. Hopping, a Notary Public in and for said
County and State, on this 27th day of August, 1909,personally ap-
peared Mary Perryman and --- to me kuown to be the identical person
who executed the within and foregoing instrument, and acknowledged
to me that she executed the same as her free and veoluntary act and
deed for the uses and purposes therein set forth.

(SEAL) 0. S, HOPPING, |QNotary Publiec.
My Commission expires
April 29, 1911,

FILED for record July 10th, 1924, at
9 A, M, BY kK, E, CRISVWELL,
Deputy.

ELLIS COOPER, County Clerk,

(CROSS COMPLAINANT'S EXHIBIT ®A%),
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STATE OF OKLALCMA,
SENINOLE CCUNTY, SS.
IN TFE DISTRICT COURT.

TAL JCNES,
Plaintiff,

vs.
TFE TCOWN OF WEWOKA, a

Municipal Corp.,
et al,

ANSUER AND CROSS COil

CEAS . B. ROGERS,

Defendants.?'

LAINT |

Atty. for Cross 00ﬂ31 t.
426-7 Iowa Blg
/ Tul la.

ww/c{
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State of Oklahoma,
Seminolq\coupyy,vsé.

In the District Court.

o No.
Tal Jones, Plaintiff.
--vs-- - W‘M sy ST R TR e 4
The Town of Wewoks, et al.,
Defendants.

Sy G S .y W D s P iy o

T Y - Y W g

Comes the plaintiff, and for amendment to his
original petition herein, states that he here reiterates
each and every allegation of fact contained and set forth in
the said petition, as fully and with the same legal eff:zct as
if set forth in full herein. _

And he says that one, Mary Perryman, is claiming
some, right, %itle or interest in or to the lands described
in the original petition, adversely and hostile to the right
and title of this plaintiff thereto; but that said ,,zry Per-
ryman has no right, title or interest in or to said land,
but that her claim ther-eto is a cloud upon the title of this
plaintiff in and to the same, and operates to his injury
and damage; and that the sald Mary Perryman because of such
adverse claim, is a necessary and proper party to this action,

Wherefore, plaintiff prays that the said Mary perry-
man be meade, and‘he hereby makes her a party defendant to
this action, and prays that she be requirsd to ocome in
and answer the original petition herein as amended hereby;
and against her this plaintiff prays judgment adjudging
that she has no titie in or to said land, and that
title to said land be Quieted in plaintiff as against

her and all persons claiming thro §¥22?4:7
o —.
,uCkfﬁzwﬁzﬁ

Attorneys for Plaintiff.




No. 7S¢/
In the District Court

Tal Jones, Plaintiff.

- R

The Town of Wewoka, et al.,
Defendants. |
gfanuiinunanaannupunRINREOINNNN ;
AMENDMENT TO PETITION MAKING
MARY PERRYMAN PARTY DEFENDANT7

Dﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁ"‘ﬂ

~
~

Willmott & Roberts, |

For P1ff. - "

¥ sl
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT WITHIN AND FOR SEMINOLE COUNTY
STATE OF OKLAHOMA.

Tal Jones,
Plaintiff,
vs. No.7541.
Town of Wewoka, et al, - - o

Defendants.

DISMIGSS AL,

- Comes now the above namedlplaintiff by his
attorneys, the undersigned, and dismisses the above
entitled cause without prejudioeAﬁo the bringing of

another action.

@,'gg“éMrQW-- )

Attorneys for Plaintiff.




No .7541

In the District Court within
and for Seminole County,Okla.

Tal Jones,
Plaintiff,
vs

Town of Wewoka,et al,

Defendants.

DISMISSAL.

. i
e o e e ot M = 3
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STATE OF OKLAHOMA)
)ss IN THE DISTRICT COURT THERECF.

SEMINOLE COUNTY )

Tal Jones,
Plaintiff,

vS. No. 7541.

Town of Wewoka, et 21,
Defendents.

MOTION TC MAKE MORE DEFINITE AND CERTAIN
OF THE DEFENDANTS, TOWN OF WEWOKA, OEKLAFOMA, AND
MRS. FORE, MRS, GARNER AND MRS. HOWARD CONSTITUTING
THE BOARD OF CEMETERY TRUSTEES.

Comes now the defendants, the Town of Wewoka, Qklahoma, and
the board of Cemetery Trustees, and respectfully move this Honorable
Court to require the pleintiff to mske his petition more definite and
certain ia the following pertiewdar, tQ-wit: . .

1,
To set forth why the said condemation proceeding mention

in nlaintiffs petition is fatally defective and why the same is wholly

null and void.

)

I A
Pl S AR PR "‘}

. ® r‘ ""\W’
2 p@ﬁﬁﬁrneV% for Defendanv;f
o J't‘f
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No. 7641.

State of Oklshonma,
Seminocle County. ss.

IN THE DISTxiciH CuURYL.

. Tel Jones 2laintiff,

VSe.

Defendants.

< L L g mimg e

Town of Wewoka, et al,

§
:
H
t H
[
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State of Oklahoma,
Seminole County, ss.
' In the District Court.
No. 7541
Tal Jones, . Plaintiff.

g T T

The Town of Wewoka, et al.,
Defendants,

APPEARANCE AND MOTION OF D, G. HART AND
IRA J. BANTA.

Come the defendants, D. 4. Hart and Ira J.
Banta, and waive the service of sumzons upon them
in the above styled action, and enter their appearance
herein, reserving to themselves twenty days from this
date in whieh to plead further to said petition.'w

And these defendants now join in the petition
of the plaintiff for the appointment of a receiver over
the property involved in this action, and especially the
unused portion of the Cemetery tract, being the East
seven or eight acres thereof; and pray this Honorable Court
to appoint such recelver, with the power and charged with
the duty of leasing said land for oil and gas mining
purvoses, for such bonus, and royalty, and under such
reasonable rules, restrictions and zegulafions as may be
presecribed by this Honorable Court, to the end that drain-
age and waste may be prevented, and the rights of all
purties interested in said land may be protedted.

And these defendants say that the emergency
is great and the necessity for such receivership is
pressing, and that day by day the parties to this action
are suffering irreparable loss and injury by the drainage

of 0il and gus from the lands involved herein, by the

adjacent operators. QEZZQZ§Z£ZE(Ei)L:>%{~_N\\
[ vy~
s Hva_ & KZ{M/




No. 7541
In the District Court.

Tal Jones, P1ff.

The Town of Wewoka,
et al., ) Defts.

angannnnnnny

APPEARANCE AND MO7I
D. G. HART AND IR

o% OF

LA R RR N RN ER

[OTRPRI

igtnnnuananngy

J. BANTA.
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State of Oklshoma,
Seminole County, 8s.

IR In the Distrioct Court.

*

“ :' e NO . .
Tal Jones, Plaintiff.,
- o A ; i RS T VT e TR e
The Town of Wewoka, Oklahoma,

et al., Defendants.

T o S W ey S o D D S oy i S T S

APPLICATION FOR APPOINTMENT OF RE-
: CEIVER.

Comes now the plaintiff, and moves this Honorable
court to appoint a Recelver over the property described
in the petition herein, with the power and charged with the
duty of 1ea§ﬁng the unused portion of the Oakwood Cemetery
tract for oil and gas mining purposes, for tthehhighest
obtainable bonus and royvalty, and under such reasonable and
proper rules, regulations and restrictions governing the
operation of said tract for oil and gas, as this Honorable
Court may define and prescribe.

And in support of this application, the plaintiff
refers to the allegations of fact contained and set
forth in his original petition, and offers to intreduce
proof to show the necessity for the appointment of a re-
oeiver over the said property at this time.

And plaintiff avers that the emergency is very
great, and the necessity imperative if the parties to this
action who are interested in said land are to escape
great and 1rrepgrab1e injury and damage by the drainage
of said tract by adjacent wells of large production upoh
almost all sides of sald land and offsetting the same.

WHEREFORE, plaintiff asks for a hearing hereon,

and upon a hearing had, ssks that such receiver be appoint-

ed, and such other relief as he may show h::;:}gjfptitled to

Adtornarg *or pl&intiffo

i



X,

In the District Court.

Tal Jones, Plaintiff,

-——V8=—

The Town ﬁf Tewoka,
et 81‘, D)efts.

APPLICATION FOR THE
APPOINTMENT OF A RECEIVER.

T LEE R ER LT LE R -

-

/3\ . Wil mott & Roberts,
I For Plff,

g
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State of Oklahoma, . 7oA,

Senincle Cruntv,

s " o

ss.,

s A T

Tal Jones, ' Plaintiff. .

- T

The Town of Tewoke, et ali,
Dszfendants,

——— T o o W -

Appearance.

A. 3. Douglas and Frank Gilstrap, and(wéiﬁiﬁg}héﬂiséulhg’
and service of Suww ns upon them in this actiun, hersby
enter thair appeszrance in s=id action, and reserve

tc themselves twenty days fron this @&ts in which to
plezd to sz2i1d petitiocn.

o
nated this the l day of nctober, 1€34.

” . : \; i b A

endants.

.Dé L
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Tal Jones,

—— S -

The Town of Tevcka,
et al., Defts. v
it rHAas NN
Appearance.
»
e
.f’//
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State of Oklahoma,

Seminole County, ss.
In the District Court.

No,

Tal Jones, Plaintiff,

el 2 - St . e N

" The Town of Wewoka, Oklahonma,
et al., Defendants,

- T T S T - P v o W

APPEARANCE AND MOTION OF
MARY PERRYMAN,

Comes the defendant in the above styled
action, Mary Perryman, and enters her apvrearance herein,
and reserves to herself twenty days from this date in
which to plead further to the petition of plaintiff, and

the amendment thereto.

And sald defendant moves this Honorable
Court to appoint a receiver as to the property described in
plakintiff's petition, with power and authority to lease
the unused portion of said Cemetery tract, being the East
portion thereof, for oil and gas mining purposes, under
such reasonable rules and restrictions as may be by the
Court ilmposed.

And this defendant joins in the prayer of the
rlaintiff for the appointment of such Receiver.

This the 39th OOtober:%f.D., 1934._;44//

64//‘5/

tiprneys for the defendant,
Mary Perryman. :




Noéﬁgig*f
In the District Court
Tal Jones, Plff,

The Town of Wewoka,
et al., Defts.

HpanunaagNNnn

APPEARANCE OF MARY PERRYMAN
AND MOTION FOR APPOTNTHENT
OF RECEIVER. |

st ANANANNRNTNRNN

Attys for Deft
Mary Perryman.



8tate of Oklahonra,
Seminole County, ss,,
In the Distrioct Court.
No,

S———————

Tal Jones, Plaintiff,

W sn £ oo

The Town of Wewoka, et all,
Dafendants,

- o S g N T

Appearance.

O SN 10 VIV NP e . i s S Y A, SO 2. S

Come the defedanis, ThoSe. J., HOROIMFy - o wmmosmons
A, B. Douglas and Frank Gilstrap, and walving he issuing
and service of summons upon them in this action, hereby
anter their appearance in sald actiog, and reserve
to themselves twenty days from this date in which to

plead to 8ald petition.
pated this the X{ day of potober, 19834.

| .55252;7C§;;7é429704?ﬁ

Defendants.




e Tal Jones, Plaintiff.
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) The Teowm of 7awoka,
et al., Defts. @
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and Frank Gilstrap,
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State of Oklahoﬁa,
Seminole County, ss.

In the District Court.

Ho. 7541 ST
Tal Jones, Plaintiff.
The Town of Wewoka, et al.,
Defendants.

D g P i - s ot T . T e DO it T U Ul A e e N W

Comes now the plaintiff, Tal Jones, and
respectfully shows to this Honorable Court that
D. G. Hart and Ira J. Banta,yEsqs.,'partners
as Hart and Banta in the general practice of the law,
ars claiming some right, title or interest in and to
the lands involved in this action, under and by virtue
of a certain employment contract with Mary Rerryman,
of the defendants herein; and that said Hart and Banta
are necessary and proper parties to this action.

And this plaintiff makes as to said Hart & Banta
partners as aforesaid, all the allegations of fact contain-
ed and set forth in the original petition herein, with
the same legal effect as if all of said allegafions
were set out at length herein.

Wherefore, plaintiff prays that said D. G.

Hart and Ira J. Banta, as such partners, be maie pariies
defendant‘herein, and that they be required to set up
their claims to said land, if any; and that plaintiff
have judgment against them, quieting title %o said
lands in the plaintiff, and adjudging said Hart and

Banta, without right, title or interest therein;
and plaintiff prays . for all general and special relief,

G e & Wi Tl Attorneys for Plff.



No. 7541
In the District Court.

Tal Jdcnes, Plaintiff.

-=Vg=--

The Town of ¥%ewoka,
et al., Defts.

aRgAnoOONUANNONE RN

Second Amendment to
Petition.

Willmot+t & Roberts
For P1ff,



STATE OF OKLAHOMA)
SS  I¥ THE DISTRICT COURT THERECQF.
SEMINCLE COUNTY )

Jal Jones,
Fleintiff,

VS, No. 7541

Town of Wewoka, et al,
Defendants,

MOTION OF DEFENDANTS, TOWN OF WEWOKA, OKBHOMA AND
MRS, FORE MRS. GARNZR AND MRS. HOWARD, COWSTITUTING THE
BOARD OF CEME®ERY DIREZCTORS, TC REQUIRE THE DEFENDANT,
MARY PERRYMAN TC MAKE HER CROSS COMPLAINT MORE DEFINITE
AND CERTAIN,

Comes now the defendants, Town of Wewoke, end the Cemnetery Board and
reppectfully moves the Honoreble Court to require the Defendent Mary Perrymen

to meke her cross compleint more definite and certein in the following verticulars
to-wit:

. 1' g, N - e gy B

T i i i

To set forth the reason why the Court Court of Wagoner County, Oklshome,
hed no Jurisdiction or legsl authority or legal right to admit the will of James
Perrymen to probate.

S

, That the cross cownlakntant set forth why the said will of the szid Jeomes
Pe"*vman deceased dld not pass title to the plgintiff Tel Jones.

05

% .

u . «'v ; ; ’ Vﬁ}" k‘,,,v“'w
\( M*@ EPEILC g
‘fff Attorneys for Defeﬁhants.




; No. 78541.

~ State of Oklahoma,
7 »Seminole County. ss.

© "IN THE DISTRICT COURT.

Lo

é Tal Jones, Plaintiff,
S - Vs,

Town of Wewoka, et al,
Defencahts,

|
’“f*?ié***:ﬁxé+ /
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SUMMONS

i
STATE OF OKLAHOMA, IN THE DISTRICT COURT
Seminole County,—ss.
[
THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA, TO THE SHERIFF OF __.___ sewinele COUNTY, GREETING:

. o . Ed " ey g = J ot
You are hereby commanded to notify_._ ... Z._Pattsrson, 7. L. Thurston an

e

J. F. R smy, as members of the Toasr! of Trustssas of the Tom of "ecka
that __. _t__hey_ - ha.V2__ been sued by... _?_a:]: __qp_p_qg ____________________________________________________________
in the District Court of Seminole County, State of Oklahoma, and that‘___-__:b_l?_e_’y ______________________ must answer’_the____
petition of said Tal Jcnes :

________________________________________________________________________________________________________

filed against

.._._Detober . e , 192

7

s I
By_ - L,‘ e i;../i:.‘,.‘f.‘ :.giﬁld'i-&l,»@iw

L
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SUMMONS

IN DISTRICT COURT

Defendant.___

I hereby certify the within to be a true copy
of the original Summons now in my possession
with all the ghdorsements thereon.

ap i

SHER ’S REES

Serving Writ, first person $ ._ _/_é‘
Additional persons - . 7 $ - .ﬁﬁ_
______ Miles ;. 1 . _-Mﬂeage. $-- --21&

Il,“‘i e

...... Cop--g- of Summons $---.7if)_’
‘ i RV
S TOTAL s_-fZé

A T onalinr o e e




SUMMONS

STATE OF OKLAHOMA, IN THE DISTRICT COURT
Seminole County,—ss.

You are hereby commanded to notify--;@?#_"_‘_ Gﬁf ﬁhﬂ ’yﬂ ﬂhm' and ﬁlﬂ, ”@bﬁl mm@gﬁ_

a9 members of the Cemets y _ggaﬁ»‘m'nt Truastees of the Town of Vewka

that __ _‘E_he_?_’___ ha_?g .- beensued by__.._ ? __%_1___3_‘{.‘1_‘2_!!! _________________________________________________________

in the District Court of Seminole County, State of Oklahoma, and that W’Y must answer the____

Tal Jonsas

petition of said...______ "7 SNV e mm e — o e m o mmmm mm o m

ey o e e P A
im Cierk.
' o/

BY e Deputy. e Court Clerk
e 9
Officer’s Return
I received this Summons on the_.__ _6_ ceeee..dayof.______ QO& ______________________________ 192 _Li‘_ _yab ..
o’clock _.._._ M., and executed the same in my County_._._BY. _Deliverning, ..

a true copy of the above Summons with all the endorsements thereon to_.. Mrs,Gerthel Nowther,In person ..

.on_the 6 Day of Oo%. 1924, .. oo S

oo Mabel Garner,net found in_xy._ County

By... C ’# (ij(, - [ '(‘ ya' """"""" Deputy




SUMMONS

IN DISTRICT COURT

g g S

Serving Writ, first person
Additional persons PSSR
______ Miles _--.ﬁ,,___Mneage s... 2.0
gmmene Cop-_[-f. of Summons - $-,-Q,.Q.‘"

e e e -

’k&“‘“ %\;'w %»wm B E ‘

o e < o

_________________




IN THE DISTRICT COURT WITHIN AND FOR SENINOLE COUNTY

STATE OF OKLAHOVA,

Tal Jones,

Plaintiff,

VS, No, 7541,
Town of Wewoka, et al,

Defendants ,

DISMISSATL

[ 2
L]

i

Comes now the gbove named plaintiff. by his
attorneys, the undersigned, and dismisses the above

entitled cause without prejudice to the bringing of

another action,

%%Eorneys %ior Plainti f?

OLE CBUN W
b GEORGE Hi\ﬂbﬂAVE, Court "lark, within and for the Stete and
MMld, do hereby certlfy that the abuva and foregoing is a ful,
518, eorneet smdt eomplats copy of ol =

ARy SR eyt o RN i, . s b

shove ntitlad oause, as fully as the sama appears of record and

~auylmdas ' A ---l-éfé.-




No. 7541,

In the District Court within
and for Seminole County, Okla.
Tal Jones,
Plaintiff,
vs, T
Lown of Wewocka, et al., -

Defendants.

DISMISSAL.

Filed Nov. 17, 1925

Irna Cummings,

Court Clerk, Seminole County,
- QOkla, '

Je 10 - 350,



STATE OF OKLAHOMA)
)ss IN THE DISTRICT COURT THEREOF,
SEMINOLE COUNTY )
TAL JONES,
PLAINTIFP,

Vs. NO

THE TOWN OF WEWCKA, ET AL,

DEFENDANTS.

MOTION OF DEFENDANTS A, B. DOUGLAS, Frenk GILSTRAP
AND THOMAS J. HORSLEY TO REQUIRE THE
PLAINTIFF TO MAKE HIS PETITION MCRE DEFINITE
AND CERTAIN.

Comes now the defendants A. B. Douglas, Frank Gilstrap,
end Thos. J. Horgley, and file this motion to meke fiore definite
end certein, out of {ime, by permission of the Court, and mosis
respectfully moves this honorable court to require the said plaintiff
to make his petition more definite and certain in the following res-
pects, to-wit: -

‘1.

| To set out ih particuler the ressons why the condemnation

' proceedmo's :are of no legal force or effect, and why the aeme is fatelly
‘ defentive. :

; 2.
i Td strte why the oil and ges grant set out in paragravh one
of plaintiff's second ceuse of action does not cover the Morth 3.53

acres of said twenty acre tract.

Attorneys ’%r % % Dougles, %rank

Gilstrep, and Thos. J. Horsley.
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State of QOklghoma
Seminole County. ss.

IN THE DISTRICT COURT.

TalgUdhes, Plaintifx,

o8 Vs, N
" Tow;~ﬁf Wewoksa, et al,
2 VE Def%nvants.
] B
R ‘m?;***attwttaawq**
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MORE DEF INITE- AXD
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Cutlir & Hvrsley
Attys for Defeniants.



IX PHE UNITED GUATES DISTRIGE OOULT I

< MDD OR IHE BEATERR DISYRICT OoF
- CRLAHOUEA,
Tal Jones, :
Plaintiff

Vs,
S8haffer 011l and Refin ng
Company, a Corporation Ko, 4194 Bauity.

Magnolia Petroleum Couwpany [
a Corporation,and B.B, ,

Blekieney .
A Defendante

PRTITION,

Comes now the nplainiiff 4in compliance with the order of this court
heyetofore intered on the HYth day of August 1930, and Redraft his Amended
Petition and for cause of aotion sgainet the defendsnts and each of them,
alleges and atdes. o

1. That the plaintiff ie a resident of Jeminole County,0klshoma,that
the defendant thaffer 011 and Refining Company is a foreign corporation,
authorised to do business under the law of the Staute of Oklshoma,that the
defendant Hagnolia Petroleum Coupuny 18 a foreign corporation authorized
to do business under the law ol the 8%ate of Oklahowma,that the defendant
B.B.Blakeney, is a oltisen of Oklahoma,residing at Cklshoma City,Oklashoma,

2,That herotofore on the 20th day of isroh,1623,this plaintiff wes the
owmer of the following desoribed land to-wit}y

Lots Two(2)and Three(3),(less 2U acres for Cemetery)
in Secotion 32,Township Kight(s),Range Eight(d);

3. Thuat on the 20th day of Heroh,1923% ihis plaintiff entered into
an agreemont with the defendant Shaffer 01l and Refining Company,whereby
he leased the above described land 0 the sald Shaffur ULl and Refing
Company for oll and gus and other minerul,that sald lemse waa uade for a
period of five years;a copy of sald lesss 18 hereto attached and marked
Plaintiff'e Exbibit*A" and made a part hereof,ss'd lease provided aman%
other things,that one eight royul interest be pald to the verious royalty
holdera ag thelr interest appeared,

4§, This plaintdff zlleces thut he wes the owner of one-half of the
royalty interes¥ in and to the unbove described land at the time o1l was
discovered,and wos entitled to recelve one~half of the royalty interest
froum the tiwe oil was discovered until the Hth duy of iarch,102%.

He This pladnlilf allepes thel oll was found in paying quenities on
the wsbove desoribed land under the sald lesss,in Septembex,1924,and there
were larpe sums of ronts,royalty und profits taken frow saold land from the
27ih day of 3eptesber,l1924,%111 the 5t%h day of Haxch,1925 ot whioh time
this plalntiff executed a quit olaim deed to . he land in question,that thie
plaintiff hag no mesns of asgertalning the exaoct swount of aooumulated oil
runs,rénts and profite during szld period; but allepes 1i.:t one~half of
suid amount is the propersy of this plalniiff,

6. This plaintiff avers,that he has not sold,transferred or conveyed
sald interest at anytlme,that he hus never suthorized anyone to convey
s2id interest for him Shat he has never received any compensation for the
oil rune froa sald land that acouwnulated frow He %@wbar_&?%h§19ﬁ# i1l



March Hth, 1925,

Z. This plainiiff alleges ihat the oil runs acoumulsted from Seplember
27¢h 1924,%0 5th day of iarch 1925 are due to this plaintiff,that verious
demands for payment have been made upon the defendants but the defendants
have refused and yet refused to gay sald amoun$,that the defendants have
%ﬁl? said sume adverse to this plaintiff,and have converted the same to
helr own use, -

g, This plalntiff does not know Ly what means the defendants are hold-
ing sald oil runas,but is informed and verily beleives that they are holding
sune by a purported tronsfer order dated Mawxch 5th 1925 %o the defendent
B.B.Blakeney,purporting tc convey the oll runa from September the 27th 1924
to Januery 22nd 1925 and another purported transfer order dated larch the
2nd 1325, %o B.B.ilakeney,purporting to convey the oil runs from the 22nd
day of January 1925 to khe 2nd day of Maroch 1925,but this plaintiff alleges
that sald purported tranefer order are forgeries that this plaintiff never
signed elther of sald ordered,that no one acting a8 his apgent was anihorised
to sign 8aid oxders for him,and that he never received any consideration
for sald purported transfer orders,

9.Thie plaintiff alleges that the slgning of the sald purported orders,
waa a scheme of the designing persons to triock end defraud this plaingiff
out of his property that the defendantse connived and oolluded to cheat
this plaintiff by meszns of defrauding and consPpiring vo defraud this plalntiff
out of his property.

10, This plaintiff alleges that very soon after oil was found on the
above described land, someone represeunting himself to be the apent of the de-
fendant Magnollia Petroleusm Compant,presented an instrumcent whioh he was
told to be a divicion order,ibat thies plaintiff aigne the Lnstrusent he
thought to be a division order,authorizing the Magnolla Potrolews Uompany,to
acoept,save antd run the oll produced from sald land,and pay the verious
royalties to the royalty holders as their intereat appe:xed. That this plain-
tiff is unable to read and can scarcely write his name,that he is very old
apd feeble heing and ex-sluve of about 71 years of age,thaet for many years
prior has been afflicted with the palsy,that he relied upon the represente
ations uade to him concerning the division order,that he has never received
any money or anything of value from the defendant Magnolie Petroleum Com~
pany for sald runs although thie plaintiff was the owner of one~half of the
royalty interest in wnd Yo the above desoribed land at the time suid divie~
ion order was signed.

¥herefore,this plaintiff prays judg.ent s ainst the delfendants for one-
half of the oil runs und the rents snd profits derived therefrom of the
royalty interest from the 27%h day of %agtombar 192% %111 the Gth day of
Zuroh 1925 with interest ot the rate of & percent till pald,thet this plaine
tiff recover his cost lald out and expended in bringing thies suit,and for
suoch other and further relief us to thie court shall seem proper and just.

SECOND CAUBE OF ACTION.

Comes now the gla&nﬁl?t;aﬂd for his second amua¢~§f aopion relierates
and resilipews 21) the unaterial faots stated In his flrst ceuse of asction
in as full and complete = manneras if sed out verbotum,and further sllegess

1. that the exact amount of oll runa due %o thieg plainiiff from the
above dsoribed land is unknown that 1t 1e known to the defendants,that they
have oolleoted,received and converted the ssume Yo their own use,that the
defendants should be required to agcount for sald amount,that this court de=
ores the sald amount #0 agcounted for,be the property of this plaintiff,

2. That a received should be appointed %0 collect,impound and revelved
the o1l runs from the sald land from SeptBuber 27th 1924 to March Sth 1925
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snd the renta Intarest .ud proliils derived therofesm,that sald asount when
80 oollsotod,iapounded a6 regelved Lo held durding the pendamoy of this mit,
thas on the hesring of suld guase,the asdld smouny Lo adjudged o be the pro-
perty of thie pladntlilf wnd thoedt the recsdver boe ordered 106 puy seld amount
to this plelintife,

Whereforva,plalntilf praye,that the delendunts Lo required Lo nske an
egitable secoownting for the oil rune frowm sald yr&p&r@{ ghove Jdesc ibed,
asnd the rents,and profite derived therefrow,thal thia plulntiff he decreed
to be the owner of oune~half of the one elyht royalty interesd,that o received
be appointed %o impound,collect i raceive suld auount and (o hlod the sume
durtng the -~endecoy of bis sotlon,thal upon the finnl hesring this plaintiff
be adjudred to be the lawiul owner of musld maound 80 lapounded and received
that the defendsnts he pdhudged to huve wrongfully held the gane from this
pladntdff,nnd thie vlaintilf tuve and recover his cost und vhatever vrellil
%o this court shall seeu wele und proper. g

DHIND Calsu OF ACTICH.
- Comes now the plainiif? and for his thiwd couse of setion sgalnat the
defondant mnd esoh of thhan,udopis «nd asskes of thie hig third csuse of agt~
ion,all of the material alleguticns ventalned in hie first cnd second
ﬁggnaa of zotion in s couplote = monnay o8 4if set out hereln,and furthery
alleges:

1.Thie platntdf{ wlleges wnd that defendants huve been in the wrongful
possession of the oll runs mnd the rents and profltu derived therefrom fox
the time montioned,that they hove converted the seme o thelr own use grestly
%o the damage o this plaintdiff in the sus of §5000,00

whersfora,pleintilf praye judgsent against the defendunte =nd ench of
them for the desapes in the sun of $5000,00,4n¢ for the wronful convaersi n
of sald amzount and for the cost hbyeln set out expended in bringing this
guit,and for unyother and further rellef shis pluintiff aay be entitled to
in equity and in low,

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTIOH.

Comes nov the plaintiff,and for 7is fourth cause of aotion,sdopts ond
reallepes ull of the materisl =llepations contalned 4in hins flvet,lecend snd
hird causes ol setion,in as full snd complote o manner as 1f set out in full
and further =zlleg:ol}

1. thad the defencanta have colluded and conspired to defrsud this pludn-
t47F out of ds property Ly mesns of the forggd instrumcnta ehove mentioned
wnd set out in she Liret casuse of aotion,nuuely the purporied transfer order
from this »laintiff to the defendant D.0LIMlekeney,purporiing %o convey ihe
intcrest “of this plaintiff,held by the dofendant lagnolias Petroleum Jow
pany,from Sentesber STth 1924 Yo the 22nd day of Januaky 1925,during the
tine a2 dald defendant Magznolia Petroleum Jompuny took the oll into 1ite
pipe line: produeed on the lunds above desoribed in this pefition, and the

urported tranafer ordoe® from this plaintiff from January l?@» ko Mayoh
ond 1925y during the time the defendsnt Shaffer C41 and Refining Company,
took the oll produced from sald lund sbove desoribed into ite pipe lines.

2y thot this plednsiff never &i%nsa the purported transfer order,and
padd orders or forgeries,that thie plaintiff nevexr reoeived sny consider ation
for eithey of the purported iransfer orders,thal he had no inyention of
sipnins them,that the ouly consideration received by this plainidlff was the
220,000,090 recelved £x0 the quit olalm deed dated Haroh 5%h 1925 thoet the
sald purported transfer order shoRld be cancelled und sel aoide,that thie
nleintif? should recover the money pudd out to the defendunt B.B.Rlakuney,
by virture of suid purported ordered , that sald oxders be ad judged to have
conveyed no insarassi
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of wis gl&in%iﬁf in and to the goouwmulated oil runs.

¥hevefore,plaintiff pray Judpment cunoolling sll of the purported
tranafexr ordera wmentioned and w1l other forpged instrusents pertaining to
this plaintiffte interest 1o the odl iung produced from the shove desaribed
property,tiat this plalntdif recover fem the oill rung {rom the defendants,
that he be adjudpged %o be the lawful owner of said odl runs,fhat he reodver
his coet in bringing thie sult,and for such other and further relief as he
may be entisled %o in law and in oquisy, and he will ever pray.

BIATE OF OKLAHCK.A
County.
Tal Jones,heing duly swornm depoeess and ssys,that he is the plaintiff

hersin namad,that he has read hie petition hersln,and knows the contents
thereof,thnt the mntter ant faots therein sot forth are ¢rie.

Subsoribed and sworn o this the day of 19

iy commission expires:
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AN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT
OF OKLAHOl'A.

Tal Jones,
. Pleintiff,

vs
No. #x% 5458
Shgffer 01l and Refining Company,
a corporation, :
Magnolia Petroleum Company, a
corporation, and B, B. Blakeney,
Defendants.

ANMENDED PETITION.

Come now the plaintiff, leave of court first being obtained, and fiels
this his amended petition, and for cause of action aginat the defendants
end each of them alleges and states;

1, That the plaintiff is a resident of Seminole County, Oklahoma,
that the defencant Shaffer 0il and Refining Company is a foreign
corporayion, authorized to do business under the law of the State of
Oklahoma, that the defendant Maegnolie Petroelum Company is a foreign
corpormtion authorized to do business under the law of the State of
Oklahoma, that the def#ndant B, B. Blakeney, is a citimen of Oklahoma,
residing at Oklahoma City, Oklahomas

2, That heretofore on the 20th day of March, 1923, this plaintiff
was the owner of the following described land to-wit:

Lots Two (2) and Three (3),(less 80 acres for Cemetery)
in Section 32, Townshjip Eight (8), Range Eight (8);

3. That on the 20th day of Mareh 1923, this plaintiff entered into
an agreement with the defendant Shaffer 0il and Refining Company,
whereby he le ased the above described land to the said Shaffer Oil
and refining Company for oil and gas and other minerals, that said
lease was made for a period of five years, a copy of said lease 1is
hereto mismimt attached and marked plaintiff' Exhibit ™ A" and made
a part hereof, said lease provided among other things, tlat one eighth
royalty interest be paid to the various royalty holders as their
interest appeared.

4, Thas plaintiff alleges that he was the owner of one half of the
royalty interestin and to the above deseribed land et the time oil
was discovered, and was entitled to receive one half of the royalty
interest from the time oil was discovered until the S5th day of March,
1925,

5,
5. This plaintiff alleges, that o0il was found in paying quantities on
the above described land under the salid lease, in September 1924,

and that there were large sums of rents, royalties and profits taken
from said land from the 27th day of September, 1924, till the 5th

day of March, 1925, at which time this plaintiff executed a quit
claim deed to the land in question, that this plaintiff has no means
of ascertaining the exact amount of aeccumulated oil runs, rents and
profits during said period; but alleges that one half of said amount
is the property of this plaintiff,

6. This plaintiff avers, that he had not sold, transfered or conveyed
said interest at any time, that he has never authorized any one to
convey said interestfor him that he has never received any compensation
for the o0il runs from said land that accumbated from September 27th,
192&, til March S5th, 1925,



7. This plaintiff alleges that the o0il runs accumlated from Septe ber
27th, 1924, til the 5th day of llarch, 1925, are due to this plaintiff,
that various demands for payment have been masde upon the defendants but
the defendants have refused, andyet refuse to pay said amount, that the
defendants have held said sums adverse to this plaintiff, end have
converted the same to their own use,

8., This plaintiff does not know by what means the defendants are holding
said oi* runs, but is informed and verily believes that they areholding
same by a purported transfer order dated l:arch, Bth, 1925, to the defend-
and B, B. Blakeney, purporting to convey the oil runs from September

27, 1928, to January 22nd, 1925, and another purported trnasfer order
dated March the 2nd, 19285, to B. B. Blakeney, purporting to convey the

0il rund from the 22nd day of January, 1925, to the 2nd day of March, 1925
but this plaintiff elleges that said purported transfer orders are forger-
ies that this plaintiff never signed either of said orders, that no one
acting as his agent was authorized to sign said order ror him, and that

he never received any consideration for said purported transfer orders,

9, This plaintiff alleges that the signing of said purported orders, was
a scheme of the designdng persons to trick and defraud this plaintiff out
of his property that the defendants connived and colluded to cheat this
plaintiff by means of defrauding and conspiring to defraud this plaintiff
out of his property.

10 This plaintiff alileges that very soon after oil was found on the
above described land, some one representing himself to be the agent of the
defendant Magnolia Petroleum Compeny, presented an instrument which he
was told to be a division order, that this plaintiff signed the instru-
ment he thought to be a division order, authorizing the lagnolia Petroleum
Company, to accept, save and run the oil produced from said land, and pay
the various royalties to the royalty holders as their interest appeared.
This this pleintiff is unable to read and can scareely write his name,
that he 1s very old and f'eeble being an ex-sluwe of about 77 years of sge,
that for many years prior has been afflicted with the palsy, that he
relief upon the representations mede to him concerning the division order,
that he has never received any money or any thing of value from the
defendant Magnolia Petroleum Company for said runs, although his plaintiff
was the ommer of one half of the royalty interest in and to the above
described land at the time said division order was signed,

Wherefore, this plaintiff prays judgment ageinst the defendants for one
half of the o0il runs and the rents and profits derived therefrom of the
royalty interest from the 27th day of September, 1924, ti1ll the S5th day
of March, 1925, withinterest at the rate of 6% per cent till paid, that
this plaintiff recover his cost laid out and expended inbringing this
suit, and for such other and further relief as to this court shall seem
proper and just.

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION,

Comes now the plaintiff, and for his second cause of action reiterates
and realleges all of the materiel facts stated in h&s first cause of
action in as full and complete a menner as if set out verbatum, and further

alleges:

1, That the exact amount of oll runs due to this pleintiff, from the
above dmftwwimwk described land, in unknown, that it is known to the

. defendants, that they have collected received and converted the same to
their own use, that the defendants should be required to account for said
amount, that this court decree the said amount so aecounted fro, be the
property of this plaintiff,

2. That a receiver should be appointed to collect, impound and rec-ive
the oilruns from the said land from September, 27th, 1924, to March 5th,
1925, and the rents interest and profits derived therefrom, that said
amount when so collected, impounded and received be held during the .
pendency of this suit, that on the hearing of said cause, the said amnount
be adjudged to be the property of this pleintiff and that the receiver

be ordered to pay said amount to thiis plaintiff.



Wherefore, plaintiff phays, that the defendants be required to melke an
equitable accounting for the oil runs from said property above described,
and the rents, and profits derived therefrom, that this plaintiff be decreed
to be the owner of one half of the one eighth royalty interest, that a
receiver be appointed to impound, collect and receive said amount and to
hold same during the pendeney of this action, that upon the final hearing
this plaintiff be adjudged to be the lawful owner of said amount so im-
pounded and received, that the defeniants be adjudged to have wrongfully
held the same from this plaintiff, and this plaeintiff have and recover
his cost and whatever relief to this court shall seem mete and proper.

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION,

Comes now the plaintiff and for his third cause of action against the
defendants and each of them, adopts and make of this his third cause of
action, all of the material aZlegations contained in his first and second
causes of action in as complete a manner as if set out herein, and
further alleges:

l, Thds plaintiff alleges that the defendants have been in the wrongful
possession of the oil runs and the rents and profits derived therefrom
for the time mentioned, that they have converted the same to thier own
use grately to the damages of this plaintiff in the sum of 35000,00,

Wherefore, plaintiff preys, jddgment, against the defendants and each of
the for damages in the sum of $5000,00, and for the wrongful conversion
of said amount and for the cost herein set out and ezpended in bringing
this suit, and for any other and further relief this plaintiff may be
entitled to in equity and in law.

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION,

Comes now the plaintiff, and for his fourth cause of action, adopts and
realleges all of the material allegations contained in his first, second
and third causes of aection, in as full and complete a manner as if set out
in full, and further el leges:

1. That the defendants have colluded and conspired to defraud this plaintiff
out of his property by means of the forged instruments above mentioned and
set out in the first cause of action, nemely the purported transfer order
from this plaintiff, to the defendant B. B. Blakeney, purporting to convey
the interest of this plaintiff, held by the defendant lMagnolia Petroleum
Company, from §eptember, 27th, 1924, till the 22nd day of Jenuary, 1925,
during the time the said defendant Magnolia Petroleum Compegy took the

0oil into its pipeliné produced on the land above described in this petition
and the purported transfer order from this plaintiff to the defendant B. B
Blekeney, purporting to convey the interest of th s plaintiff from

January, 1925, to March 2nd, 1925, during the time the defendant Shaffer
0il and Rofining Compa y, took the oil produced from said land ebove
desoribed into its pipe lines.

2, That this plaintiff never signed the purported transfer orders, and
said orders &p® forgeries, that this plaintiff never received any consider
ation for either of the purported transfer ppders, that he had no

intention of signing them, that the only consideration received by this
plaintiff was the @20,000.00, received for the quit claim deed dated

March S5th, 1925, that the said purported transfer orders should be
cancelled and set aside, that this plaintiff should recover the money paid
out to the defendant B, B. Blakeney by virtue of said purported arders,
that said orders be adjudged to have conveyed no interest of this ple intiff
in and to the asccumalated oil runs,



Wherefore, plaintiff prays judgment eancelling all of the pupported
transfer orders mentioned and all other forged instruments pertaining

to this plaintiff' interest in the o0il runs produced from the abofe
deseribed property, that this plaintiff recover for the oil runs from the
defendants, that he be adjudged to be the lawful owner of said oil runs,
that he recover his cost in bringing this suit, and for such other

and further relief as he may be entitled to in law and in equity, and he

will ever pray,

State of Oklahona
Beminole County, 83Q

Tal Jones, being @uly swonrn deposes and says, that he is the
pleintiff herein mamed, that he has had read the petition herein, and
known the contents thereof, that the matters and facts therein set forth

are true,

Tal Jones,

(Seal)
Subseribed and sworn to this the 1lst dey of April, 1930,
R. P Boulding,

My commision expttes Uct., 28, 1930,

Filed April, 11, 1930,
W. V. MeClure, Clerk,
U, S. DistrictCourt,

CEPY
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i TEL RISTRICT COURT o TI Iﬁ“s'i“ EDORATES PR TiHE
Dl WURH PLOURICT OF CGULALOI .

'iml Jonoe, ;
Plainsize,
”
¥8 Hos 'm&
shoffer 011 & Hefining Coupony, |
ot ﬁily
befondenia.

MUTIOH 20 LIGHLISE POH WAT OF JURIBDICTIR.

Comen now the dofoniant 3. 3. Blokemoy tud enbors his
gpediel appeorence in this osuse for $he purpose of this wmo-
* tion wpd for no other purpose, und moves She courd %o dismiss
$hdo vetion e S¢ him on the grounde ond for bthe Lullowing
- recsons to-wib:

That %8l Jones in his suld pebitlion ulloges tim{e he is
& residont of Seminole Coundy, tnd hes cwanded his bill or
petition in the suld ocsuso meking the movoend L. 3. Blekeauy,
who 15 = oisizen of Oklenome resifing in Okl.homs Clby, 9%21&-»-
hows, ¢ ocv~Qofendunk, tnd thot %m puid ¢llegssions in gold
cmonced pekition ovr bill with reference (o btho residence of
the pluintifs wand the seid Be 3. Blokeney tre true, cod bthe
Federsl Court hes no jurisdlotion $0 horoln determine She ouuse
of sotion betweon oitizens of the scld aksde, wnd hia no Juris-
diosion o give uny of She relief sousht or prayed fox la the
pl&amﬁu’f'm»uﬁmmm} bill or pesitione

WHELEPURL sodd 3. B. Blokensy eppetring spoeielly us
sforestid, moves thet suld ouuge be disumissed tg to him for

want of Jurisdiobion.

!giﬂrM{fﬂ Tor bho mﬁnﬁaﬁ

8,008y .
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT Pei THE EASTIRY DISTRICT
6" OKLAHOMA, )

~

Tal Jones, m inbiee
a ’

ve Noe 4194e Sguitye
Shegfer Oil & Refining Gw{my
8 eorgamunn. Megnollic Pe m»'
leunm Vompany, & oorporesicn, end

33' ai Mk}@m.ﬂ’,
Defondentbae

MOTION TO DISMISS...

Comes now 3. B« Blekensy, respondent, and moves %0 dis-
miss plelntiff's redraft of smended bill upon the grounds and
for thoe following retsons, $o-wilg

(1) Thes scid bill es emonded Qiscloses upon ita Luoe
that A% seaws %0 procure sn soedvuniting for oil tuken by She
Magnolis Petxoleum Compuny on ond prior %o the Bth day of
March, 1928« This cetion wes coumenced by filing emended bill
or petition in vobion ;5488 Lew, pending on the dooket of this
oour$, meking this respondent ¢ perty defendents Thet more
thon £ive yetirs hus tronspired fwx# the leat oll and ges sought
t0 be recovered prior tv the commencement of $his vetion tgeinst
Be Bs Blokeney, ¢nd thet the seid ouuse of sotion deelared on is
barred by the “ictubes of Oklohoms end luchess

() Zhet the ssid bBill doos not siete £uo%s %o entifle
oompleinunt o regover eny eum from the aeld respondents in
oguity, &m.ﬁ. the ¢ She said bill is without equity end should be
dismianeld.

The¥ for the reusous sdbove sbuted $ho first ovuse of
sofion faile %0 sheto any right of resovery in equity, sud
should be Aismisseds |

For the veusons stoted iho geconi ocuuse of eckion fails
%0 mtete ony reliaf on the ground of equity.



Thut she Shird esuse of eetion does not s¥ese any equi~
‘%able ground for relief in equity, &nd is witioud equity sand
should be Qicmiseed. | ‘

That e8id Lourth osuse of aolion Ledls Yo atebe ony |
ground in equity for relief asguinss this yesponieny, end on its
feoes shows Shed She purported oleim is barred by the Stetute of
Licitcvions end by lucheme |

WHEREPORY. peapondent proya she gold bill be dismlomed.




CERTIFIED COPIES

of

PROCEEDINGS IN CASE NO, 1243, ENTITLED, "THE TQWH OF WEWOKA

V. TAL JONES, AND O, L. PARSONS."

b b SRR



State o7 Oklahons,
88,
Seminole County.

IN 9HZ,DISTRICT COURT WITHIN AND FOR SAID COUNTY AND STATE,

The Towvn of Wewoka, Oklahowma,
Plaintiff

Tal Jones, and O. L, Parsons,

)

}

]
-V5=~ ) APPLICATION,

}

)

Defendant. |}

Comes now the plaintiff and shows to the court thai
it is & duly incorporated minicipal corporation and that the
trugtees of said muniecipal corporation pessed a resolution
at a regular neeting on the day of s 1909,
suthoriging the filing of this application as appesrs from &
certiried copy of said resulution, which is hereto attached,
Marked "Exhibit A" and made a part hereof,

That the pleintiff has no site for a Cemetery ‘
and no place where its dead can be burried; that the defendant
is the owner of & tract of land suitable for such purpese and
which has been selecied by the Board of Trustees for that
purpose and that the plaintiff has been unsble to buy the land
hereinafter deseribed from the defendant for such purpose;
that the land aforesaid which the plaintiff seeks to coundermn
for Cemetery purposes is located in Seminole County, Oklahoma;
and described as follows, fo-wit: Beginning at the southwest
corner of Lot three of Section 32, Township 8 North, Range 8
fast, thence rusning due north along the seetion line for a
distance of 311 yards, thence rumnin: due Bast for a distance
of 311 yards, thence ru.ning dwue south for a distance of 311
yards, thence rumning: due West to the point of beginning for
a distguce of 311 yards consituting a square and containing
20 acres more or lesso,

That the plaintiff served notice of its intention to
present this application on the defendant on the day
of July, 1909, which epoears from the return of the Sheriff
hereto attached, liarked "Exhibit B"™ and made & part hereof,.

Wherefore plaintiff prays the Court to direet the Sheriff
of said county and state to summon three disinterested free-
holders, which may be selected by the Judge of the Distriet
Court within and for said County and State from the regular
jury list of names & commissioners for the purpose of
inspeeting the land aforesaid and proceedin: as in such
cases provided by law, ‘

V. V. Harris
Attorney for Pleaintiff,

Bndorsement made as follows:
#1243
Town of Wewoks

. V3,
Tal Jones end 0, L. Parsons,

Filed this 26 day of July, 1909,
Je &, Lawhead
Clerk of Dist Court.




8tate of Oklahoma,
Seminole County,

In the District Court within and
for said County and State,

The Town of Wewoka, Oklahoe,
Plaintiff,

V3. : AXENDZED

: APPLICATION
Tal Jones, O. L., Parsons and
Wallace Estill, Jr., Defendants.

Comes now the plaintiff and states that it is a mu~
nicipal corporation legally orgenized and that defendants Jones and
Parsons are residents: of Seminole County, Oklahoma and defendant
Bstill is a resident of Pottawatomlie County, Oklahoma and that the
land, which is the subjeet of this action, is in Seminole County,
Qklahoma,

That the plaintiff hag no cemetery and that the de~
fendants all eclaim & tract of land which plaintiff wants to condemn
for a cemetery site and that plaintiff has been unable to buy the
land hereinsfter described from Defendents for such purposes, That
the plaintiff seeks to condemn the following described land in Sem-
inole County, Oklahoma, towwits <

Beginning at the southwest corner of Lot three of Section
32, T, 8 N,, R. 8 B,, thence runninz due north along the
section line for a distance of 511 yeards, thence running due’
east for a distance of S11 yards, thence running due south
for a distance cf 311 yards, thence running due west for

a distance of 31l yards to the point of beginning, containe
ing 20 acres more or lass,

That all of defendants waive the ten day service of
notice required by law before tha appointment of appraisers,

Wherefore plaintiff prays the Court to select three
disinterested householders from the regular jury list of said County
and State ss commissioners for the purpese of inspecting the land
aforesaid and to direct the Sheriff to suwmmon such persons selected
to proceed to inspeet, examine and appraise said land as by law
provided,

V. V, Harris
Attorney for Plaintiff,




State of Oklahoma,

Seminole County.
*
In the District Court within and for
© said County and State,

The Town of Wewoka, Oklshous,
Plaintiff,

VS

Tal Jones, O, L, Parsons,
end Yallace Z2still, Jr.,
Defendants,

Comes now defendants Tal Jones, O, L, Parsons and Wallace
Estill, Jr, and waive the ten day notice which the law requires
the plaintiff to give uwpon filing end application to condemmn land
and before appraisers are appointed and the defendants agree that
the Court may appoint such apporaisers or commissioners on the 28nd
day of September, 1909 as if such notice had been regularly given.

Tal Jones .
Wallace Hstill, Jr

0, L. Parsons
By Willmott

Endorsement made on back:
The town of Wewcka, Plaintiff
VS,
Tal Jones, O. L. Parsonms,
and Wallace Estill, Jr,, Defendants.

AVENDED APFPLICATION

Filed Sep 22 1909

J. B. Lawhead,
Clerk Digtrict Couxrt
Seminole County,kﬂkla.




SUMMONS

State of Oklahoma Seminole County, ss,

The State of Oklahoma, to the Sheriff of Seminole County, Greeting:

Yoﬁ are hereby commanded to notify John‘Cordell, Jr,
Walter Ferguson and Ohatles E, Morgan that they have been appointed
commissioners in the District Court of Seminole County, State of
Oklahoma in case of Town of Wewoka vs. Tal Jones, et al, and they
mst appear at District Clérkts office the 28th day of ngy, 1909'

at 1:30 o'elock P, M,

You will make due return of this Summons on or before the

28th day of July, 1909,

Given under my hand and the seal of said Court this 27th
day of July 1909,

J. B, Lawhead ' 1
Clerk

By Leura Ogen . j
Deputy. ;

Filed this 26 day of July, 1909, J. E. Lewhead, Clerk of the
Dist Courte. '




#1243,

State of Oklahoma,

Seminole County,

In the Distriect Court within and
for said County and State,

The Town of Wewoks,
Pleintiff,
vs,
Tal Jones and O, L, Parsons, and Wallace Estell, Jr,,

Defendants.

The plaintiff having filed herein an application
in which it is made to0 appear t0 the Court that the plaintiff seeks
to obtain a gite for cemetery purposes on land belonging to the
defendants and that the defendents refuse to grant to plaintiff
sufficient land therefor and both Tal Jones and O, L. Parsons, de-
dendents herein, appearing in Court in person and waive notice
required in-8ee, 1 of Articel 1 of an act providing for comdemmnation
of land by Towns for cemetery purposes Approved May 20, 1908,

It is therefore ordered by the Court that Walter E,
Ferguson, Charles B, Morgan and John Cordell, Jr., be and they are
hereby selected as commissioners, each of them being on the regular
Jury list, to inspect the property which plaintiff seeks to condemn
and consider the injury which said owners may sustain by reason of
said cemetery, and they shsll assess the damages which said owners
may sustain by reason of said cemetery, and by the appropriation of
their land for such purpeses, irrespective of any benefits from any
improvement imposed, and forwith make report in writing to the Clerk
of this Court.

The Sheriff of said County and State is ordered to fore
with swmnon said commissioners to proceed tc appraise sald land
in accordance with this order and as by law provided.

This the 27th day of July, 1909,

Robt 1, Reiney
Distriet Judge.

Endorsement on reverse side of
Instrument:

#1243,

The Town of Wewoku, Oklahoma,
Plaintiff,

VS,

Tal Jones and 0, L, Parsons,
Defendants,

ORDER APPOINTING COMMISSICKHERS, - ‘ *

Filed in cpen Court Jul 26, 1909, J, i, Lawhead,
The Distriet Court.

Clerk of

BRI P
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State of Oklahoma.
Seminole Coﬁnty.
In the Distriet Court within and>for said
. County and State,
The Town of Wewoka, Oklabonm,
Plaintiff,
V3.
Tathones and O, L, Parsons, and Wallace Zstell, Jr.,

Defendants,

We the undersisned, commissioners appointed by the Dis~

triet Judge of said Court to appraise the land which the plaintiff

" geeks in this action to condemn, do solemnly swear that we will

perform our duties a&s such commissioners truly, honestly, impare
tially and justly, according to the best of our kunowledge and
belief, |

Co E.‘Morgan
John Cordell
Walter Ferguson
Subscribed and sworn %o before me th'e the 28th day of
July, 1909.

J. E, Lawhead
Clerk of the Distriet Court.

Endorsement made on back, as
follows:
#1243
The Town of Wewoka,
Pif,
Vs,
Tal Jones and C, L, Parsons,

Defendant¥
OATI OF COMMISSIONERS,

Filed this 28 day of July 1909

J. E, Lawhead
Clerk of Dist Couxrt.



| State of Oklahoma,
Senminole County,
In the Distriet Court within and for sgid County and State,
The Town of Wewoka, Oklahoma,
| Plaintiff, |
VS, Report of Commissioners.,
Tal Johes and 0, L, Parsons, and Wallace Bstell, Jr.,

Defendants.

We the undersigned, commissioners appointed to inspect
and appraise the land which the plaintiff seeks in this aetion to
-condermn, report that on the 28th day of July, 1909 we took an cath
as required by law; we then proceed to inspect said land and our
report is as fellows:

The plaintiff seeks to condemn & tract of land beginning
at the southwest corner of Lot No, 3 of Section 32, T, 8 N,
R, 8 B, thence running due north for 31l yards; thence running due
eagt for 311 yeards; thence running due south for a distance of
311 yards; thence running due west for & distance of 311 yards to
the point of beginning, containing 20 acres, more or less.

We find the value of the said 20 acre trzct to be $15,00
per acre and that the defendants will be damaged $100,00 by the
appropristion of said land for cemetery purposes,

We therefore assess total damages at $400,00,

Walter Ferguson
John Cordell
C, B, Morgan

Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 28th day
of July, 1909,

Vernon V, Harris.
Notary Public,.

My commission expires April 18, 1910,

Bill of Commissioners,

3 days at 2 dollars per day each, © $6.00
Livery Billg . 1:50
' 7450

Endorsement made on backs
1243
The State of Oklahoma,
Plaintiff,
v,
Tal Jongs and O, L.vParsons,

Defendants. ‘
Filed this 29 day of July, 1909, J. &. Lawhead, Clerk of Dist Court,




No. 1243,

State of Oklahoma,

Seminole County,

t

In the District Court within and for said County and State.

The Town of Wewoka, Olaintiff,

Tal Jones, O, L. Parsons and Wallace
Batell, Jr., Defendants,

The plaintiff having filed herein an application in which
) it is made %o appear to the court that the plaintiff seeks %o
- obtain a site for cemetery purpeses on land belonging to the
defendants and that the defendants preffuse to grant to plaintiff
sufficient land therefor and Tal Jones, 0. L, Parsons and Wallace
BEstell, Jr, Defendants herein, appearing in Court in person and waive
notice required in Sec. 1 of Article I of an act providing for :
condemation of land by Towns for cemetery purpeses Approved Mey 20,
1908, '

IT 18 THEREFORE Ordered by the Court that Walter B, .
Perguson, Charles &, Morgen and John Cordell, Jr,, be and they are
hereby selected as commissioners, each of them being on the regular
Jury list, to inspect the property which plaintiff seeks to condemn
and consider the injury which said owners may sustain by reason of
said cemetery, and they shall assess the damages which said owners
may sustain by reason of said cemetery, and by the appropriation of
their land for such purpeses, irrespective of any benefits from any
improvement impesed, and forthwith make report in writing to the
Clerk of this Court.

The 8heriff of said County and State is ordered to forth
with summon said commissioners to proceed to appraise said land
¢ in accordance with this order and es by law required.

This the 22 day of September, 1909,

- Robt M. Rainey

Endorsement made on bvaek of
Instrument:

No, 1243,
The Town of Wewoks, Plaintiff,

Pal Jones, O, L. Parsons and Wellace
Estell, Jr,, Defendants,

ORDER APPOINTING CQMMISSICNERS,

Filed Sep 22, 1909, J. L. Lawhead,
Clerk District Court, Seminole Ce,, Okla,
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State of Oklahoma,
Seminole County,

In the District Court within and for said County and State,

The Town of Wewoka, Plaintiff,

-V~ OATH OF COIMISSICHERS.

Tal Jones, O. L. Parsons and
Wallace Zstell, Defendants,

We the undersigned, commissioners appointed by the

District Judge of said Court to appraise the land which the Plaintiff

seeks in this action %o condemn, do solemnly swear that we will
perform our duties as such commissioners truly, honestly, impartially
and justly, according to the best of our knowledge and belief,
Walter Ferguson
C. E. Morgan
John Cordell, Jr
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 28 day of Sept, 1909,

Je B, Lawhead
Clerk of the Distriet Court,

By Laura Ogan
Depu*ﬁy .

Endorsement made on the back as
follows: ‘

No. 1243,
The Town of Wewoka, Plaintiff,
| -V G-
Tal Jones, O. L, Parsons andfwallace

Begtell, Jr., Defendants,

CATH OF APPRAISERS,

Filed Sept 22, 1909,

J. E., Lawhead
Dist Clerk.

e R
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State of Oklahowsa,
Seminole County.
In the District Court within znd for said County and State,

The Town of Wewoka, Ok]:ahoma,
Plaintiff,

-Vgm REPORT OF CQLUIISSIONA

Tal Jones, O, L. Parsons and
Wallace Estell, Jr,, Defendants,

We the undersigned, commissioners, appointed to inspeect
and appraise the land which the plaintiff seeks in this action to
condemn, report that on the 22nd day of September, 1909, we took an oath
as required by law; we then proceed to inspeet said land and out
report is as followss -

The Plaintiff seeks to condemn & tract of land begimning
at the southwest corner of Lot No, 3 of Bection 32, Ts & Na,
R. 8 E, thence running due north for 311 yards;  thence rumning due
eagst for 311 yards; thence running duc south for a distance of
311 yards; thenece runnin ' duc west for a distance of 311 yards to
the point of begimning, containius 20 acres, more or less,

We find the value of the said 20 acre tract o be §15,00
per acre and that the defendants will be damaged ;100,00 by the
appropriation of said land for cemetery purposes.

Wi THEREFORE Assess total damages at 400,00,

Velter Perguscn
C. &, Morgan
"John Gordell, Jr.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 22 day of Sept, 1909.

J. E, Lawhead
Distriet Clerk.
By, Laura Bgan.
Deputy
My Commission expires April 18, 1910,

Bill of Commissioners.

3 days at $2,00 per day each $6,00
No. 1243,
The town of Wewoka, Oklehoma,
Plaintiff,.
-V G

- Tal Jones, O. L, Parsons and
Wallace Zstell, Jr., Defendants

REPORT OF COMMISSIONERS.

Filed Sept, 22, 1909

J. %, Lawhead
Dist Clerk.




No. 1243,

State of Oklahows,
Seminole County,

IN THe DISTRICT CQURT WITHIN AND
POR SAID COUNTY AND STATE.

The Towh of Wewoka, Plaintiff,

Tal Jones, O, L, Parsons and
Wallace Bstill, Jr,, Defendants,

Now on this the 10th day of January, 1910 comes the
Plaintiff, by its attorney, Vernon V., Harris, and moves the
court to confirm and approve the report and appraisment of the
commissioners filed herein on the 22nd day of September,

1909 and the court having examined said report and the sane’
appearing correct and regular and there being no objeetions or
exceptions filed by any perties as provided by law and neither
of the said Defendants having filed any demand for a trial by a
Jury and the court being fully advised in the premises findss
That the proceedings had herein are regular and that the report
of commissioners should be approved and confirmed,

IT IS THEREFORE Ordered, adjudged and decreed that the
report of the Commissioners filed herein on the 22nd day of
September, 1°09 be and the saue is hereby approved and
coniirmed,

Robt, M. Rainey
District Judge.

Atteste
J. &, Lawhead
Digt Clerk,
The following endorsemeng m&de
o the back of instrument:
No, 1243,
The Town of Wewoka, Plaintiff,
-V5-
Tal Jones, O, L, Parsons and

Wallaece ®still, Jr., Defendants,

DECREE,

Filed in Open Court Jan 19, 1910, J. E, Lewhond, Clerk of Dist Court,

v S RGN R | e
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STATE OF OKLAHOMA,
{ No, 1243,
Seminole County, §
TOWN OF WEWOEKA,
Plaintiff,
VS8

IN THE DISTRICT COURT.

PAL JONES, O, L, PARSONS,
and WALLACE BSTILL, Jr.
' Defendants,

I T W I T S .

4

Now comes &ll the defendants and respectfully show to
the Court that there is now on deposit with the Clerk of the
Distriet Court $392,00, which was the amount paid for a
certain tract of land condemned by plaintiff for cemeta
purposes, aud which hes been held by said Clerk pending the
settlement of the controversy ol the defendants as $o0 the owner-
ship of said land,

Defendants further show that they have now reached &n
agreement by the terms of which {281,256 of the money on deposit
- with said Clerk, is to be pald to Wallace Estill, Jr., and the
balance is to be paid to defendant, Tal Jones,

Wherefore, defendants pary the Court to make an order
directing said Clerk to pay said money accordingly.

Crump, Fowler & Skinner
Attorney for Tel Jones

Willmott & Dean,
Attorney for O, L, Parsons

Davis & Davis, :
Attorney for Wallace Zstill, Jr.
ENDORSENM:NT MADE ON BACKs
1243
Town of Wewoka
VS,

Tal Jones, et al

STIPULATION OF SEPTLEMENT

FILEZD in open court Seminole County State of Oklahoms,
Har 27 1911 R. H, Chase, District €lerk.




STATE OF OXKLAFOMA, §
{ ss. NO. 1243,
Seminole County, § :

TOWN OF WEWOKA,
Plaintiff

V. IN THE DISTRICT COURT.

TAL JONIZS, O, L. PARSONS,
and WALLACE ESTILL, Jr.,
Defendants,

. D WD AT 2 A W T —

Now on this 27th day of lMarch, 1911, comes the defendants,
Tal Jones, O, L, Parsons and Wallace Egtill, Jr., and shows to
the Court that they have reached an agreement as to the distrib-
ution and payment of certain money now being held by the Clerk
of the District Couwrt as the proceeds of the econdemnation price
of a certain tract of land, condemmed by plaintiff for cemeta
purposes, and the Court having examined said petition and there
being no other persons interested, and there being no reason
why said money should hot be paid according to agreement, and
the Court being fully advised in the premises,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, Thzt R, H. Chase, Clerk of the’
District Court of saeid County and State, pay out ol the money naw
held by him in the above entitled cause, the sum of $281.25 to
Wallace Estill, Jr., and the balance of said money to Tal Jones.

Tom D. lcKeown
Digtriet Judge.

Endorsement made on back as
follows: '

1243,
Town of Wewoka
VS,
Tal Jones, 0, L, Parsons, and
Wallace Estell, Jr., »Defendanta.

- COURT ORDER

Piled in Open Court, Seminole County, State of Oklahoma,
Yar 27, 1911, ®. H, Chase, District Clerk.




State Of Oklahoma,

Seminele County, S8,

I, Irma Cumnings, Court Clerk within and for said
Céunty and State do hereby certify that the within and foregoing

is full, true and correct copies of the following named insﬁruments,
to-wits

Applieation,

Amended Application,

Summons ,

Order Appointing Commissioners,
Qath of Commissioners,

Report of Commissioners,

Order Appointing Commissioners,
Oath of Appraisers,

Report of Commissioners,
Decrese,

Stipulation of Settlement,
Court Order,

in Case No. 1243, entitled, "The Town of Wewoka v, Tal Jones,
¢, L. Parsons, and Wallace Estill, Jr," as the same appear
from the records now in my office,

Witness my hand and offieial seal at Wewoka, said County‘
and State, this ¥th day of August 1926,




]

£ R. BROWB‘. ’ B. H. STEPHENS, W. C. PROCTOR, COURTENAY MARSHALL,
PRESIDENT gy ¢ VICE PRES, £ GEN.MGR. VICE PRES, T TREASURER SECRETARY

L - | .
MAGNQLLA, BPHIROILENN ©ONMEANY

PETROLEUM RETHROLEUN, BRODUECTS:

REFINERIES
BEAUMONT CORSICANA,

o B BLAKENEY LEGAL DEPARTMENT FORT WORTH
HUBERT AMBRISTER
W. R, WALLACE OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA.

June zo, 1940.

Mr. Lhos. J. Horsley,
Atborney at. Law,
Wewoka, Oklahoms.

Dear wir;

Tal Jones brought & sult some time last yesr ageiansst
the whaffer Oil & Refining Company to recover for the oil
which he claimed h&ed been 1un brom the property prior to
Mereh 5, 1925, when he sold me the property. Sheffer sns-
wered sebting up thub 1t had not run the oil, @nd he then
smwended his petitbtion in the Federsl Court meking the lMag-
nolia Petroleum Compsny and 3. B. Blakeney botu psrties to
the suit. I am sencing you & copy of the petition, but ss
it is the only copy I heve, plesss refurn the sume &t once as
I have to answer. (e~ car 44y A Gy P o

We have cianged stemographers in our office and I am
unsble to Lind &ll of the old filese. I wish you would get
& copy of the judgment which I mot in the cction asguinst
Tal Jones and the unknown heirs of &llottee, &nd send it %o
me . .

Yours truly,

BBB:GW

Lnc. | \%\»Ah}¥15‘Lk/r1Z;«-«h112a.



IN THE UNITED STAYHS DISYRIUT COURT IN AND FOR THE EASTERN
DISTRIGT OF OK LAHOMA

Tal Jones,

Plaintiff, )
Y8, }
No. 5458

shaffer 0il and Refining Company,
a gorporation,
Magnolia Petroleum Company, &
wrmr&tlﬁn. and ”iBhBlﬁkﬂnﬁy,
Defendants.

AMENDED PETITION

Qome now thasplaintiff, leave of court first belng obtained, and
fiels this his amended petition, andi for ocause of aotion againet
the defenuants and eachof them alleges and states:

l. That the plaintiff is a residesnt of Seminole Vpunty, Ukishonma,
that the defendant thaffer 01l and nefining Company is a foreign
oorporation, guthorized to do business under the lawe of the State
of Oklahoma, that the defendant Magnollia Petroleum Company is &
foreign corporation authorized to do business undier the law of the
State of Oklahoma, that the defendant B.B.Blakeney, is a citizen of
Oklehona, residing at Oklahoma City, Uklahoma.

2, That heretofore on the 20th day of March, 1923, this phaintif?
wag the owney of the following described land to-wi4t:

Lots Two (8) and fhree (3),(less 20 acres for Cemetery)
in Seotion32, Townehip sight (8), Range aight (8);

3. That on the 20th day of March 1923, this plaintiff entered into
an agreement with the defendant Shaffer 01l andkefining Company,
whereby he leased the above desgribed land to e said shaffer 01l
and refining Company for oil and gas and other minerals, that sald
lease wag made for a period of five years, a copy of sald lease is
hereto attached and narked plaintiff’ Exhibit "A" and made a part
hereof, said lease provided among other things, that one eighth
royalty interest be pald to the various royalty holders as their
interest appearsed.

4, This plaintiff aulleges that he wae the owner of one half of the
royal ty interest in and to the above desoribed land at the time oil
wag discovered, and was entitled to receive one half of the royalty
interest RO R Wyt 1 M BT DA BN Sk tfrom the time
0il was dlscovered until the 5th day of March,bl1925.

5, This plaintiff alleoges, that oil was found in paying quantities
on the above desgribed land under the sald lease, inSeptember 1924,
and that thexe were large swumsof rents, royalties and profits takea
from said land from the 27t%h day of September, 1924, t1l1l the 5th
dey of Mareh, 1925, at whioh time thie plaintiff executed a uit
¢laim deed to the land in question, that this plaintiff has no means
of asoertaining the exagt amount of accumulated oll runs, renta and
profise during saiu perlod; but alleges that one half of said amount
ie the propexty of this plaintiff,

6. Thie plaintiff avers, that he has not pmkiy sold, tranefered or
conveyed ssid interest at any time, Bhat he has never authorl zed any
one %o oconvey sald interest for him that he has never recelved any
compensation for the oil runs from said land that accumlated from
September 27th, 1924, til Margh 5th, 1925,
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7. this plaintiff alleges that the o0il runs accumlated from
September 27¢h, 1984, til the Hth day of March, 1925, are due

to. thie plaintiff, that various demands for payment have been
made upon the defendants but the defendants have refused, and yet
refuse 10 pay sald smount, that the defendants have held said sume
advexrse to this plaintiff, and have converted the same to their
oW U8 0. ‘

8. This plaintiff does not know by what means the defendants are
‘holding seaid oil rune, but 18 informed and verily believes t:at they
- are holding same by a purported transfer order dated March, b6th,

1925, Yo the defendant B.B.Blakensy, purporting to convey the oil

rung from September 27, 1924, to January 22nd, 1925, and another

purported transfer ordexr dated March the 2nd, 19256, to B.B.Blakeney,

purporting to convey the oil rune from the 22nd day of January, 1925,

%0 the 2nd day of March, 1925 but this plaintiff alleges that saild

purported transfer orders are forgeries that this plaintiff never

signed elther of said orders, that no one moting ae his agent wae
authorized to 8ign said order for him, and that he never received
any consideration for sald purported transfer ordere.

9. This plaintiff alleges that the signing of sald purported orders,
was a sohems of the designing persons to trick and defraud thie
plaintiff out of his property that the defendants oconnived and ocol-
luded 4o oheat this plaintiff by means of defrauvding and conspiring
to defraud this plaintiffout of his property.

10. 'Yhis plaintiff alleges that very soon after oil was found on

the above desoribed land, some one representing himself to be the
agent of the defenuant Magnolia Petroleum tompany, presented an
instrument whioch he was told to be a division order, that this plaint-
signed the instrument he though% to be a divisionorder, authorising
tne Mugnolia ‘etroleu tvompany, to saccept, save and run the 0il pro-
duoed from said land, and pay the various royalties to the royalty
holders av theixr iunterest appeared, This this plaintiff is unable

to read and can eoaroely write his name, that he is very o0ld and
feeble beilng an ex-8lave of about 77 years of age, that for many
yours prior has been afflioted with the palsy, that he relied upon
the representations made to him concerning the division order, that

he has8 never received any money or any thingof value from the de-
fendant Maznolia Petroleum Company for said runs, although the plaint-
iff was the owner of one half of the royalty interest in and to the
above desoribed land at the time said divielonorder was eigned.

Wherefore, this plaintiff praye Jjudgment against the defendants fwr
one half of the oil runs ®x and the rents and profits derived there-
from of the roysliy interest from the 27th day of September 1924,
%411 the 5%h day of March, 1925, with interestat the rate of 6% per
eent till paid, that this plaintiff recover his cost land out and
expended in bringing this suit, and for such other and further re-
lief a8 %0 this ocourt shall seem proper and Jjust.

SHCOND CAUSE OF ACTION .

Gomesnow theplaiutiff, and for hls second cause of action reiterates

and realleges all of the material facts stated inh:is firet cause of

aovion in as full and complete & manner as if set out verbatum, and
further alleges: :

l. ®hat the myuxt exaot amo of oll runs due to this plaintiff,
from the above desoribed land,in umnknown, that it is known to the
defendiants, that they have collected received aud converted the
game to their own use, that the defendants should be recuired to
ageount for said smount, that this court deoree the said amount so
agcounted for, be the property of this glaintiff,

2, ‘That & receiver should be appointed %o collect, impound and
redeive the oll runs from the sald land from September, 27th, 1924,
to March B5th, 1985, and the reats interest and profite derlved there-



from, that said amount when 8o colleoted, impounded ani received be
held during the pendenay of this suit, that on the hearing of said
cause, the sald amount be ad juiged to be the property of this
zlalntift and that the receiver be oru-red to pay sasid amount to
this plaintif?f,

wherefore,plaint iff prays, that the defendante be required to make
an equitable agcounting for the oil runs from sald property aliove
desoribed, and the renis, and profite derived therefrom, that thie
plaintif? be deoreed to be the ownerof one half of the one elghth
royalty interest, that a reoeiver be appoisted to impoumd, colleot
ana receive 8aid smount aund to hold same during the pendency of this
action, that upon the final hearing this plaintiff be adjudged to
be the lawful owner of sald amount so impounded and rocaivaﬁ,s&ﬂx
that the defendants be adjudged to have wrongfully held the same
from this plaintiff, and this plaintiff have and recover his cost
and whatever relief to this sourt shall seem mete ami proper.

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION.

Comes now the plaintiff and for his third cause of sotion against
the defendants and each of them, adepts and make of this his third
gause of aotion, all of the material allegations conteined ia his
first and segond gauses of action in a8 complete a manner asif set
out herein, and further sllegesy

le This plalntiff alleges that the defendants have been in the
wrongful poeseesion of the oil rune and the rents and profite derived
therefrom for the time maentioned, thet they have converted the same
to thelr own use grately to the damages of this plaintiff in the sum
of $5000.00,

Whexefore, plaintiff prays, juigment, ageinst the defendants and eash
of the for dsmuges in the sum of @5690.00 and for tiw wroangful
conversion of sald amount and for the gost herein set out and ex-
poended in bringing this suit, and for any othcr and further relief
this plaintiff may be entitled to in ecuity and in law,

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION.

Oomes now the plaintliff, andi for his fourth cause of actlioan, adopts
and realleges all of the material allegations coutained im his first,
segond and third causes of action, in as full and conplete a manner
a8 if set out in full, ani further alleges; o

ls That the dofendants have eolluded and conspired to defraud this
plaintiff out of his property by means of the forged instruments above
mentloned and set out in the first cause of action, mamely the pur-

ported transfer order from this plaintiff, 1o the defendant b.B.
Blakeney, purporting to convey the interest of this plaintiff, held
by the defendant Magnolia Petroleum Company, from September, 27th,
1924, %ill the 22nd day of January, 1925, during the time the sald
defendant Magnolia Petroleum Company took the oil into i1te pipeline
produced on the land shove desoribed in this petition and tae pur-
ported transfer order from this plaintiff to the defendant B.B.
Blakeney, purposting to oonve{ the interestof this plaintiff from
January, 1928, to Maroh 2nd, 1925, during the time the defendant
Shaffer 04l and ltefining Couapany, took the oil rroduced from said
land above desoribed into 1ts pipe lines.

8, That this plaintiff never &igned the pur ported tranefer orders,
and 8aild ordeys are forgeries, that this plaintiff Xmx never recelived
any conaldexation for either of the purported transfer orders, that
he had no intention cf signing them, that the onlyconsideration
received by this plaintiff was the $20,000,00, received for the

quit claim deed dated Maroh 5%h,1925, that the said purporied trans-
fer orders should be cancelled and set aside, that thisg plaintiff
should regover the money paid out to the defendant B. B.Blakensy



ol
by virtue of said purported orders, that caldorders be adju¢ged

huve conveyed no interest of this plaintiff in and to tha aqoum
wlated oll rune,

wherefore, plaintiff prays Judgment ocancelling all of the puréorted

to

-

tranefer ordeys mentipned and sll other forged instruments tain~

ing to thie plaintiff' interest in the oll runs produced £ 0
above desoribed propePty, that thies plaintiff recover for th oi
runs from the defeniants, that he be aijudged to be the lawful /
owner of said oil runs, ghat he regover his cost in bringing

o
\

this sult, and for suoh ot er and further relief &8 he may be oﬁ~

titled to in law and in equity, ani he will ever pray.

vtate of Oklahoma
Seminole County. 688,

Tal Jones, being duly sworn deposeg€ and says, that he ls th
plaintiff herein named, that he has had read the Detition herein
and knows the contents tharaot that the matters and factis thera
set forth are trus,

Pal Jones, {
Jeal) ‘ |
Subseribed and sworn to thie the let day of april, 1930.
Rs P Boundlng,

My comaission expires Qot. 28, 1930,

flled April, 11, 1930.

w,V.MoClure, Clerk,
Ue 8. Distriet Court.

Q

in



IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, OKI.AHOIIA.

Tal Jones,
vs No. 15,065
Shaffer 0il and
Refining Company,
a corporation,

PETITION,.

Comes now, the plaintiff and for cause of action against
the defendant alleges and states.

1st. That the plaintiff is a resident of Seminole County,
Oklahoma and that the defendant is a corporation doing business-
in this state, with office in Tulsa, @kiah&ma.

| 2nd. That heretofore on the 20th day of liarch, 1923, the
plaintiff and owner of the following described property towit:
Lots 2 (two) and 3, (three),(less 20 acres
for cemeﬁery), in Seotion 32,(Thirty-two¥,
Township 8 (Eight), Range 8, (Eight).

3rd. That on the 20th day of larch, 1923, this plaintiff
entered into an agreere nt with the defendant, whereby he leased
'to’the defendent the above described land for oil and gas
purposes for a period of 5 (Five), years, a copy of said lease is
hereto attaghed, amd merked "Plaintiff's Exhibit A", and made
& part hereof, sald lease provided anmong other things, that 1/8
{one-eight) royalty interest be paid to the various royalty
holders as thelr interest appeared.

4, This plaintiff alleges that he was the owner of 1/2
{one~half) of the royalty interest in and to said land, and
entitled to 1/2 {one~half) of the yoyalty profits derived from
said land fr?m the time of the signing of the said lease, up
until Mareh the 5th, 1925, this plaintiff alleges that oil was
found in paying quantities on the above deseribed land in
September, 1924, and that there were large sums of rents, royal=

ties and profits taken from sald land during the period between



September 1924, and Margh 5th, 1925, the exact amount is unknown
to this plaintiff; but this plaintiff is enmuleted during said
period.

5th. This pleintiff avers that the defendant has held seid
amount adverse to this plaintiff; that this plaintiff has made
demand on the defendant for payment of said sum or sums so
- accumulated, but the “efendant refused and yet refuses to pay
sald amount to this plaintiff although this plaintiff is justly
entitled to same; this plaintiff further states; that he has
no means of ascertaining the exact of amount so accumulated that
a receiver should be appointed to ascertaln andimpound said smount
80 due, and to hold same for the benefit of this plaintirff during
the pendeney of this suit, that said amount so ascertained,
collected and impounded, be adjudged snd decreed to be the property
of this pleintiff, and that the cefendant be adjudged to be
wrongfully in possession of same. |

WHEREFORE: This Plaintiff prays judgment sgainst the
defendant for 1/2 of the royalty interest of the oil runs, rents
and profits accumulated during the period from the execution of
sald lease above mentioned through to Mareh the 5th, 1925, and
interest at the rate of 6% per annum, and a reﬁmivar be appointed
to ascertain, determine and impound the amount so due to this
pPlaintiff, and hold same pending the outcome of this suit, end this
plaintiff be adjudged to be the rightfuly owner of the said amount,
and that the defendant be adjudged to have held the same adverse to
this plaintiff; and that the plaintiff recover his costs in
bringing this sult, and for such other and further relief as tothis

court seem meet and proper, and he will ever pray.




SECOND CUASE OF ACTION.

Comes now, the plaintiff and foé kis gecond ocause of section
aRainst the defendant re-alleges and re-states all the material
allegations contained in his first cause of aetion, in as full end
complete a manner as 1f set out verbatim,

lst. Plaintiff states, that during the period above mentioned
there have been large sums of rents and profits eollected by the
defendant, the said rents, profits and royalty so collected by the
defendant was the property of this plaintiff, as this plaint ff's
interest appears for the term of said laease, that this plaintiff
has made demand for one~half of the royalty interest so collected
by the defendant that the defendent refused and yet refuses to
pay sand amount to this plaintiff, that said defendant has converted
said amount to their own use, and that said amount is due to this
plaintiff over and above any claims or set~offs, that may be
allowed %o the defendatt, that the defendant should account to
this plaintiff for said amount so converted; and for the amount
80 converé%i be adjudged to be the property of this plaintiff,

WHEREFCRE: This plaintiff prays that the defen:iant account
for one~half of the yoyalty interest$, snd for one-half of the oil
runs so accumulated under said lease above mentioned, and for the
wrongful conversion of said amount, and for such other and further

relief as to this seem maét and proper, and he will ever pray.

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION.

Comes now, the plaintiff and for his cause of=sction, and
reltterates and medes a part of this his third cause of sction all
the materisl facts and allegations averred in his first and second
causes of aotioné, in as full and complete a manner as if set out

verbatim,



1st, Plaintiff avers that he was the owner of the surface
rizht of the above deseribed propferty, and one~half of the
royalty interest during all the abofe time mentioned.
| 2nd. That by terms of the above mentionedlease, this
pleintiff was entitled to the immediate possession of one~half of
the royalty interest, and although various demands have been made
for the payment of said amount, the defendant willfully meglected
and refused, and yet willf lily neglects and refuses to pay
said mmount, greatly to the demege of this plaintiff, in the sum of
#5,000,00 (Five Thousand Dollars).

WHEREFORE: This plaintiff prays Jjudgrment against the
defendant for damages in the sum of $5,000.,00 (Five Thousand Dollarsﬁ“
and for the costs of bringing this suit, and for such other and
further relief as to this court seem meet a.d proper, and he will
ever pray.

M. L. Thompson,
Attorney's Lien Claimed, M. L. Thompson,
State of Oklahoma.
88

Seminole County,

Tal Jones, being first duly sworn, upon oath deposes and says; that
‘he 1s the plaintiff in the above entitled cause, that he has read
the foregoing petition, and knows the contents thereof, and that the
natters and facts therein contained are tnue.

Tal Jones,
Subsoribed and sworn to be fore me the 23 day of Uotober, 1.29.
Annie J. Austin

My commission explires
May 17, 1931 (Sea})
EXHIBITS OMITTED.,
ENDORSED 5458 Law,
In the Digtriet Court of the United States for the Fastern Distriet of
Oklahoms. Tal Jonesé Pleintiff vs, Shaffer 0il And Refining Company,

Defendant, TRANSCRIPT . Piled Deec. 19, 1929, W. V MoClure, Clerk,

U. 8 Distriet Court,
G. Earl Shaffer, and Fred D, Leonard, Tulsa, Oklahonma,
Attorneys for Defendant.
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