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STATE OF OKLAHOMA,
	 SS.	 IN THE DISTRICT COURT.

SEMII1 OLE COUNTY,

TAL JONES,
Plaintiff,

vs.

THE TOWN OF WEWOKA, a Munici-
pal Corporation, W. L. THURSTON,
J. E, PATTERSON and J. P. REMY,
constituting the Board of Trustees
of said Town; 1IS. GERTHEL i'TTHERN,
ABS. MABEL GAR1ER and 1.1M.
constituting the Board of Cemetery
Trustees of said Town; 6HAFFER OIL &
REFINING COMPANY, a Corporation,
THOS. J. HORSLEY, A. B. DOUGLAS
and FRANK GILSTRAP,

Defendants.

1W.

ANSWER AND CROSS COMPLAINT
OF MARY PERRYMAN.

Comes now Lary Perryman, one of the defendants herein,

so 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 theallegations
laid in tk petition of Tal Jones, except such as shall herein-
after be admitted.

6he admits that Tal Jones, the plaintiff in this action,
is a citizen and resident of Seminole County, Oklahoma, and that
the 6haffer Oil 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.

This answering defendant admits that the defendants
named and alleged in said petition as being in possession of said
premises are, at least a portion ox. them, attempting to exercise
some authority and control over said promises, and that the said
Mary Perryman further admits that said 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 the
said Town of Wewoka an:d 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 of 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 condemnation 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 hold 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-
pied 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 interest in said 3.53
acres of land.

This answering defendant further admits that about 16.47
acres of said 20-acre tract, as she is informed, is under fence,
the exact amount of 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 tnere 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, oil has been discovered in the immediate vicinity to said
tract, and wells offsetting the same on three sides have been dril-
led, and that many thousands of dollars worth of oil 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 oil 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 oil, or right to remove n d 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 desecrate Uhe used portion of said Cemetery, 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 Oil 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 of
money are being lest, through said drainage of such property by
operators uponupon 4	land, all to the loss and damage of the true
owner of	 land, but defendant answebing 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 drill the 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 appointment of a Receiver can the rights of the parties hereto
be preserved, unless all of the parties claiming an interest in
said property stall agree and join in a lease thereof, and that
the appointment 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 COMPLAIB, T.

pNow comes the said defendant, iaary 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 chaffer Oil & Refining company, a corporation,
aforesaid, and Thos. J. Horsley, A, B. Douglas, and .'rank Gil-
strap, aforesaid, alleges, as follows, to-wit:

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

Lot Three (3) of Section 32, Township 8
Borth, 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 Oklahoma,

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 Mary
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 said James Perryman left surviving him, as his sole and only
heirs at law, the said Cross complainant, Mary Perryman, and a
son named Benjamin Perryman, born to the said James Perryman and
your Cross complainant; that the said Benjamin Perryman died in
infancy about the	 day of Narch, 1909, and that at the time
of his death he was, by virtue of being an heir or 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.

- 3"
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That after the death of the said James Perryman, and
of the said Benjamin Perryman, and to-wit: on the 13t1, d r,y of
June, 1.909, 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 of said will, as
the last will and testament of the said James Perryman. That
on the 14th 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
said James Perryman, deceased. That at the time of the appoint-
ment of the said Tal Jones ad 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-
pointment was made.

That on the 26th day of 8.a-r, 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
Perryman, your cross complainant he eih, and, while occupying
said 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 in the Seminole .latien, and
that she had no interest or right or claim therein, and repre-
sented that he, the said Tal Jones, would give her a gratuity,
or gift of X25.00 to sign sane 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
025.00, and signed what she now believes to be a deed dated
August. 26, 1909, conveying and quit claiming her interest in
said land.	 That said deed described, as she now is informed,
other lands, and that at the time of the signature thereof, e1
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 i'' ati on; that she then, and had for many
years, lived in the Creek 1 ation, near Wagoner, and never did
live in the Seminole Iation, 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 0400.00 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 herein, 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 cross 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-
soever in the lands described in the petition in this action;
that your cross 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 before the
County Judge of Wagoner 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 'A".

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 Wewoka, 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 upon the said Mary Perryman of the pre-
sentation to said County Judge on the said date at the hour of
9:00 o'clock A. M. of said date, of said petition for the approval
of said deed, and it was further represented to said County Judge
in said pe;iion ad in the testimony of said Thos. J. Horsley,
that the titi4l of said lands had been condemned in a proceeding
instituted in the District Court of Seminole County, in 1910, and
that the approval of said deed was for the benefit and use of the
said Town of Wewoka, and the Cemetery Board of Trustees, and that
said ground was occupied 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 sane 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 Ta]. 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 represEntatia,
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
said 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 Seminole County
could have no jurisdiction outside of the corporate limits of the
Town of Wewoka to condemn said lands for any purpose, and that
such Municipal 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 representations so made to said county Judge at the hearing
for the approval of said deed, were further misleading and false
In that it was not disclosed to said County Court that said deed,
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so 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 Wagoner County, Oklahoma, 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 considered its approval, if he had known the matters and
things herein set forth, and would not have approved the said
deed del l r-know if the said Lary Perryman had appeared before
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 property 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 hiuni cipal corporation of Wewoka 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 or knowledge thereof at any time, until
within the past few months, and was not, therefore, bound by the
judgment.

That the said 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 which 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 wqs an ignorant and illiterate
full blood Indian,--half Creek, and half Seminole; 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 English lan-
guage; treat 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 of the entire title
and interest in said property; that she has no intent nor desire
to desecrate the graves of 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 of
the relatives of these 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
lands where and in such places as shall not desecrate the graves,
aforesaid. That she will suffer irreparable loss and injury unless
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said lands are immediately drilled and the oil properly coming
to 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 persons taking said oil through offset wells, and
that she must seek the power and authority of this Court, thro'
a Receiver, to make a contract with some suitable person or
persons to drill wells, or to drill the same under proper in-
structions or order of this Court.

W H E R E F 0 R E, cross complainant, Mary Perryman,

prays 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 oil thereunder,

and that the defendants, the Town of Wewoka, and its Board of
Trustees, and the Cemetery Board of Trustees, 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 cross complainant

to immediately drill upon or develop oil and gas upon the un-

occupied portions of the said 20-acre tract, aforesaid; and that,

pending the final determination of the rights of the parties herein,

this Court immediately and forthwith appoint some responsible per-

son as 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 cross complainant in the

said land, and for a judgment and decree at  this Court in this

cause, cancelling, setting aside and holding for naught the deed

executed August 26, 1.909, and referred to herein as "Cross com-

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

costs herein laid out and expenW, and fp4 all other relief pro-

per .	J 	 -C-Ad

A' orney" or Cross Complainant,



CROSS
(COMPLAINANT'S S EXHIBIT •A")

S UIT CLA IM DEED.

No. 13654.

THIS INDENTURE, Lade this 26th day of August, A.D. 1909, between
Mary Perryman, a single woman, widow of James Perryman, deceased,
and mother of ±enjamin Perryman, deceased, of Wagoner County, in
the State of Oklahoma, of the first part, and Tal Jones, of the
second part.

WI TNESSETH, The said party of the first part, in consideration of the
sum of x: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 Seminole and
State of Oklahoma, to-wit:

The allotment of James Perryman described as follows;
to-wit:

Lots Two and Three, of Section 32, T. 8 N, R. 8 E.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same, together with all and singular the tene-
ments, hereditaments and appurtenances thereunto belonging or in any
wise appertaining 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 thesi presents she is lawfully
seized in her own right of an absolute and indefeasible estate of
inheritance, in fee simple, of, in and to all and singular 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 forever
defendathe same unto Z&*& errt w 
assigns, against said party of the first part, their heirs and all
and every person whomsoever, lawfully claiming or to claim the sane.

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

NARY PERRYMAN.
Examined and Approved in
open Court this 9th day of
July, 1924. 

W. B. MOSS, County Judge.
(SEAL)

STATE OF OKLAIOMA,
WAGONER COUNTY,	 SS.

Before me, 0. 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 k:own to be the identical person
who executed the within and foregoing instrument, and acknowledged
to me that she executed the same as her free_,,azid voluntary act. and
deed for the uses and purposes therein set forth.

(SEAL)	 0. S. HOPPING,	 Notary Public.
My Commission expires
April 29, 1911.

FILED for record July 10th, 1924, at 	 ElLIS COOPER, County Clerk.
9 A. M.	 BY B. E. CRISWELL,

Deputy.

(CROSS COMPLAINANT'S EXHIBIT "A").
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STATE OF OKiOMA,
SEMINOLE OcUITTY,	 SS.
IN TITT DISTRICT COURT.

TAL JC1ES.
Plaintiff,

vs.

TIM TOWN OF WfIOKA, a
Municipal Corp.,
etal,

Defendants.

ANS\7ER AND CROSS CO LAINT

CF MARY PERr/AX

CEAS. B. ROG]RS.
Atty. for Cross Compl't.

426-7 Iowa Bld
Tul	 la.

U	 awiilct



State of Oklahoma,

Seminole County, se.

In the District Court.

No.

Tal Jones,	 Plaintiff.

--ye--

The Town of Wewoka, et al.,
Defendants.

AMENDMENT TO PETITION.

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 effect as

if set forth in full herein.

And he says that one, Mary Perryman, is claiming

some, right, title 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 f,ary Per-

ryman has no right, title or interest in or to said land,

but that her claim the:°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 said Mary Perryman because of such

adverse claim, is a necessary and proper party to this action.

Wherefore, plaintiff pr4ys that the said Mary perry-

man be made, and he hereby makes her a party defendant to

this action, and prays that she be required to come in

and answer the original petition herein as amended hereby;

and against her this plaintiff prays judgment adjudging

that she has no title in or to said land, and that

title to said land be quieted in plaintiff as against

her and all persons cl iming thro h he

Attorneys for Plaintiff.



No.

In the District Court

Tal Jones, Plaintiff.

--V s--



IN THE DISTRICT COURT WITHIN AND FOR SEMINOLE COUNTY

STATE OF OKLAHOMA.

Tal Jones,

Plaintiff,

vs.	 No.7541.

Town of _ Wewoca, et al,

Defendants.

D I S M I SSA L.

Comes now the above named plaintiff by his

attorneys, the undersigned, and dismisses the above

entitled cause without prejudice to the bringing of

another action.

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.

Lu )tJ/



STATE OF OKLAHOMA )
)SS	 IN THE DISTRICT COURT THEREOF.

SEMINOLE COUNTY )

Tal Jones,
Plaintiff,

VS.	 No. 7541.

Town of Wewoka, at al,
Defendants.

MOTION TO MAKE MORE DEFINITE AND CERTAIN
OF THE DEFENDANTS, TOWN OF WZVOKA, OBIB'O? A, AND

MRS. FORE, MRS. GARNER .AND MRS. HO YARD , CONSTITUTING
THE BOARD OF CEMETERY TRUSTEES.

Comes now the defendants, the Town of Wewoka, Oklahoma, and

the board of Cemetery Trustees, and respectfully move this Honorable

Court to require the plaintiff to make his petition more definite and

certain in the following part1g,4j' 	 # qit 

1.

To set forth why the said condemnation proceed.l.ng mention

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

null and void.

r-:

torney`s for Defendant 



No, 7541.

State of Oklahoma,
Seminole County.	 .



State of Oklahoma,

Seminole County, si.

In the District Court.

No. 7541

Tal Jones,	 Plaintiff.

The Town Town of Wewoka, et aa.,
Defendants.

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

Come the defendants, D. J. Hart and Ira J.

3anta, and waive the service of sumons upon them

in the above styled action, and enter their appearance

herein, reserving to themselves twenty days from this

date in which to plead further to said petition.

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 receiver, with the power and charged with

the duty of leasing said land for oil and gas mining

pur-'oaes, for such bonus, and royalty, and, under such

reasonable rules, restrictions and regulations as may be

presecribed by this Honorable Court, to the end that drain-

age and waste may be prevented, and the rights of all

pErties interested in said, land may be proteQted.

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 oil and gas from the lands involved herein, * by the

adjaoent operators.



N©. 7541
In the District Court.

Tal Jones,	 Piff.

--vs--

The Town of Wewoka,
et al.,	 Defta.

nnttn nnna+tnflit

APPEARANCE AND MO P  O F OF
D. G. HART AND 	 J. BANTA.

nnnnrfnnn nn

n»nnnelannnnp



State of Oklahoma,
Seminole County, ass

Tal Jones,

In the District Court,

No.

Plaintiff.

--ye--

The Town of Wewoka, Oklahoma,
et al.,	 Defendants.

APPLICATION FOR APPOINTMENT OF RE-
CEIVER.

Comes now the plaintiff, and moves this Honorable

Court to appoint a Receiver over the property described

in the petition herein, with the power and charged with the

duty of leasing the unused portion of the Oakwood Cemetery

tract for oil and gas mining purposes, for t ehhighest

obtainable bonus and royalty, 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 introduce

proof to show the necessity for the appointment of a re-

ceiver 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 irreparable injury and damage by the drainage

of said tract by adjacent wells of large production upon

almost all sides of said land and offsetting the same.

WHEREFORE, plaintiff asks for a hearing hereon,

and upon a hearing had,.£ecks that such receiver be appoint-

ed, and such other relief as he may show himself titled to

LiU
'orlaintiff,



I/

No.

In the District Court.

Tal Jones, Plaintiff.

The Town of 'V"ewoka,
et al.,	 Defts._

nxaanaaa  aaaneaa

APPLICATION FOR THE
APPOINTMENT OF A RECLIVER.

aanananan^na

i

Wil matt & Roberts,
For Piff.



The Town of Zee` oka, et al,

ID fendants.

----------

Appearance.

A. -3. Douglas and Frank 'Gilatrap, and waiving the issuing

and service of sari,.:: ns upon Cheri. in this action, hereby

enter their appearance in said. acticx , eni reserve

to ther.selves twenty days fromi this date in which to

pleztd to said petition.

pa.ted this the ^ day of October, 1° 4.



Tal Jones, '_'if .

--DTs--

The To 'tn of ThCk ,
et al. Defts.

H it 11 11 n rr ti it T1 IT it It it n It ti n TI It

Appearance.

11 n n `t IT TI IT TI n+l !!,t n II
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State of Oklahoma,

Seminole County, se.

Tat Jones,

In the District Court.

No.

Plaintiff.

-v s--

The Town of Wewoka, Oklahoma,
et al.,	 Defendants.

APPEARANCE AND MOTION OF
MARY PERRYMAN.

Cornea the defendant in the above styled

action, Mary Perryman, and enters her appearance 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 said defendant moves this Honorable

Court to appoint a receiver as to the property described in

plaintiff'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 imposed.

And this defendant joins in the prayer of the

plaintiff for the appointment of such Receiver.

This the 29th October, J.D., 1924.

n

t rneys for the de endant,
Mary Perryman.



No .2 3 /

In the Distriot Court

Tal Jones, Plff.

vs--

The Town of Wewoka,
et al.,	 Defts.

aannnnnnnnnnnn

APPEARANCE OF MARY PERRY ANJ
AND MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT

OF RECEIVER.

nnnnnnnennnnnaxnnnnn

Attys for Deft
Mary Perryman.



State of Oklahoma,,

Seminole C.unty, sa,,

In the District court.

No.___

Tal Jones,,	 Plaintiff,

-v

The Town Town of VJewoka, et a1,

Defendants,

s0*

Appearance.

Oout 4 4eZ*, VøwJ,.

A. B. Douglas and Frank Giletrap, and waivingihe issuing

and service of suxnnins upon them In this aotion, hereby

enter their appearance In said aotiofl., and reserve

to themselves twenty days from this date in which to

plead to said petition.

Dated this the	 day of otober, 1924.

Defendants.



•	 Tal Jones, Plaintiff.

I.

The Tcrn of	 eoka,
et al., f'efts.

flit t

Ap-ne-a ranoes of Thos. J
and. Frank Glistrap,

n it it Ti IT it ittt	 It it it

•	 CT 10 !24



State of Oklahoma,

Seminole County, se.

In the District Court.

No, 7 54-1--

Tal Jones,	 Plaintiff.

--V

The Town of Wewoka, et al.,
Defendants.

Second Amendment to Petition.

Comes now the plaintiff, Tal Jones, and

respectfully shows to this Honorable Court that

D. G. Hart and Ira J. Banta, Esqa., partners

as Hart and Banta in the general practice of the law,

are claiming some right, title or interest in and to

the lands involved in this action, under and by virtue

of a oetain employment contract with Mary erryman,

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 allegations

were set out at length herein.

Wherefore, plaintiff prays that said D. G.

Hart and Ira J. Banta, as such partners, be male partlies

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 to said

lands in the plaintiff, and adjudging said Hart and

Banta, without right, title or interest therein;

and plaintiff prs , for all general and special relief.
••

Attorneys for Piff.



No. 7 541

In the District Court.

Tal Jones,	 Plaintiff.

- -vs--

The Town of 'ewoka,
et al.,	 Defts.

•ffnnrtnnnnnnnnnnnna

Second Amendment to
Petition.

Willniot t & Roberts
For Plff.



	

STATE OF OKLAHOMA)	
COURT THEREOF,SS	 THE DISTRICT

SEMINOLE COUNTY )

Tal Jones,
P1Lttff,

vs.	 No. 7541

Town of Wewoka, et 1,
Defendants,

MOTION OF DEFENDATTS, TOWN OF 1EWCKA, OKHOMA AND
MRS. FORE MRS. GARNER AND MRS. HOWARD, CONSTITUTING THE

BOARD OF CEMETERY DIRECTORS, TO REQUIRE THE DEFE1DANT,
MARY FERRY?WT TO MAKE HER CROSS CDMPLAINT MORE DEFINITE

AND CERTAIN.

Comes oow the defendants, Town of Wewoka, and. the Cemetery Board and
reppectfully moves the Honorable Court to require the Defendant Mary Perrymen
to make her cross compleint more definite nnd certrin in the following i'rticulars
to-wit:

1.

To set forth the reason why the Court Court of Wagoner County, Oklahoma,,
had no jurisdiction or legal authority or legal right to admit the will of James
Perryman to probate.

2.

That the cross cortpla.ntant set forth y the said rill of the said James
:?eYrnm deceased did not pass title to thep1 nti'f Tel Jones.

rmrneys, for Def4e.nts.



No. 7541.

State of Oklahoma,
Seminole County. ss.

• IN THE DISTRICT C .2UR .

Tal J©ne2, Plaintiff,

{	 Vs.

Town of Wewo ka, et al,
Defenuatts.

*****i

i•/



SUMMONS

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

	

? no1C	 __ _ COUNTY, GREETING:THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA, TO THE SHERIFF OF_______ tul

J F. ''a. tlt erson, -.". L. ihrston andYou are hereby commanded to notify___	 ___

J. F. R ^rc^	 as rnenl )-- l ,]3 o f the vo a	 o f Tru 3t :e-- O f the `l '; -n c^ ° e° -o a,Y^	 -----------------	 ----	 ---	 --------	 ---------	 -

that --- t - heY----- ha_Vv _ been sued by------

in

	 JOnes 
------------------------------------------------------------

in the District Court of Seminole County, State of Oklahoma, and that _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r ^y _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ must answer the

petition of said____- -__Jcne

filed against __________tne 'in the office of said Court on or before the 	
7th	

___ __ 	 _day of

1Z °3Z _________________, 192__ 4___ or petition will be taken as true and judgment will be rendered accordingly

"^-	 4You will make due return of this Summons on or before the___________7th_________day of-------------------,________, 192__

Given under my hand and Seal of said Court this-------------day of____ O tuber	 , 1924--- _ -

--- -- 	 —
/I

--- 
/	 Co Clerk.

If the Defendant______ fail to answer, judgment will be taken-----------------------------------------and __________

---------------------------------------------------------------°--------------------------------------- ^f

and costs of suit.

By--------------------------------------------Deputy. 	 ----------------------------------------- Court Clerk

Officer's Return

I received this Summons on the 	 -  of_______________________ 	 19	 , a

 ______M., and executed the same in my Count 	 B Delivernin

J.. Paterson.l,L.Thurston anda true copy of the above Summons with all the endorsements thereon to 	 L_ _ _

J.F.Remey,r a members of the Hoard cif rrustees of the 'mown of__V^le^rnlc s-------------------	 -----------------------------------------;----------

In ersan ran the	 ®`------^---------------------^- -^?^y- of _,^_ 1^^^',-----------------------------------------------

--------------------------------------------------------------------------- - ---------------------------------------

By----	 ^'^`^e? _r<	 ----------------------	 /	 -	 ------

	

Deputy	 C	 Sheriff



No 7 T72
SUMMONS

IN DISTRICT COURT

T i. re- -	 ---------------------------------
Plaintiff _ _ _ _

VS.

-------------------------------------------
Defendant _ _ --

I hereby certify the within to be a true copy
of the original Summons ow in my possession

with all th ^ J dorsements ereon.

Sheriff.

ByLfL	
Deputy.

Serving Writ, first person	 $ _ - _

Additional persons	 _` 	 _	 $---
.

--___-Miles -r-	 = _-Mileage $-"-XI

	

Cop-- _ of Summons 	 $__

.TOTAL

Sheriff.

-------------------------
Attorney.

Deposit$----------------
.I 

M/IZ. .TAYIOA OOM ►A ►j OW. CUT



SUMMONS

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

THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA, TO THE SHERIFF OF 	 COUNTY, GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to notify----------- 	 !'	 !!	 Mabel - Gavn

that	 he----- ha!! been sued by------

in the District Court of Seminole County, State of Oklahoma, and that-----------------------------must answer the

Tal Jon,apetition of said --------- —--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

filed against-----------------------in the office of said Court on or before the-----------------------------------day of

-- ----, 192--4-,---  or petition will be taken as true and judgment will be rendered accordingly

You will make due return of this Summons on or before the----------------------day of , 1924-.

Given under my hand andSeal of said Court this. 4-------- day of----------------------, 192---4------ -

1ric

Ifthe Defendant ------ fail to answer, judgment will be taken----------------------------------------/-----

and costs of suit.

By--------------------------------------------Deputy.	 ----------------------------------------Court Clerk

Officer's Return

Ireceived this Summons on the-----6----------day of---------------------------------------192-----, at.........

o'clock ------M., and executed the same in my countyByflYJg,........................................

a true copy of the above Summons with all the endorsements thereon to --- Mra ,.G art hel -	 r1. in. .p.o so - - - -

onth--pyofoot.192+1-----------------------------------
        - - - -- - - - - - - -r-----------------------------

!-----------------------------

Sheriff



I

	

	 No7^-^i

SUMMONS

IN DISTRICT COURT

Plaintiff _ - _ _
vs.

-------------------------------------------
Defendant, - - -

I hereby certify the within to be a triih copy

of the. original Summons now in my, ion
with all the  a orsements thereon.

--- -	 f	
Sheri .

Serving Wes, first person 	j . _

Additional persons	 $_____________ - -

---- --Mile$ ------- Merge $-
A„,

---_-Cop-- -- of Summons	 $_--

•'"^	 J	 i`s
 i	 SlseriB.

QCT 7 l
• --A	 --	 ----------

	

i'r^rf^,i}^ltt' ^^,	 l^ttorney.

n..	 Depo$	 =Tv	 --- _-

1	 ,

4+ A



IN THE DTSTRTCT COURT WITHIN AND FOR S1UVINOLE COUNTY

STATE OF OKLAHOTUA .

Tat Tones,

Plaintiff,

vs.	 No. 7541.

T own of Wewoka, et al,

Defendants.

DI S II S S A L.

Comes now the above named plaIntiff,by his

attorneys, the undersigned, and dismisses the above

entitled cause without prejudice to the bringing of

another action,

orneys for Plaintiff,

	

4 t 1O1 I ahRGBAUE„ Court Clw) wi hn and f0l t	 1 &^N

	

Q Oil or id, do hereby certify that the above and forego 	 i4 a W

ftawA dMd e®mplste copy of -- --------.-- --_,_..	 --

M OMid causer as fully as the same appears ®f rid and-

Ubuui my Land as Cter and 0 icial-Seal this_--1--------

GR E, Court Clerk



No. 7541.

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

Tal Jones,

Plaintiff,

vs.	 ''a

Town of Wewoka, et al., •

Defendants.

DISMISSAL.

Filed Nov. 17, 1925
Irma Cummings,
Court Clerk, Seminole County,!
Okla.

J. 10 - 350.



STATE OF OKLAHOMA)
)SS	 IN THE DISTRICT COURT THEREOF.

SEMINOLE COUNTY )

TAL JONES,

PLAINTIFF,

VS.	 NO

THE TOWN OF WEWOKA, ET AL,

DEFENDANTS.

MOTION OF DEFENDANTS A. B. DOUGLAS, Frank (ILSTRAP
AND THOMAS J. HORSLEY TO REQ.UIIE THE,

PLAINTIFF TO MAKE HIS PETITION MORE DEFINITE
AND CERTAIN.

Comes now the defendants A. B. Douglas, Frank Gilstrpp,
and Thos. J. Horsley, and file this motion to make tore definite
and certain, out of time, by permission of the Court, and mosta
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 to particular the reasons why the condemnation
poceedings ;are of no legal force or effect, end, why the ieme is fatally
def eat .ve.

2

Td str to why the oil and gas grant set, out* in baragran1a one
of plaintiff's second cause of action does not Cover the Iorth 3.53
'acres of said twenty acre tract.

Attorneys 4r . . Douglas, rank
Gilstrep, and Thos. J. Horsley.



No._c

State of Oklahoma
Seminole County. ss.

IN T! DISTRICT COURT.

Tal	 ryes, Plair_tiff ,
VS.

Tows; ;' ;9ewro'P,et, nI,
De `enuants.

MOTION TOL1!^
,'SORE DES PN ITE Ay"D

CERTAIi

**************

Cutup & H rsl ey
Attys for Defen:ants.



(

x	 A'rJ	 r•x(1
Li (Mt	 I Elk	 rt i	 r or

J.	 '

i'sl Jones,
P1 u. t ntt ft

Vs.

Shaffer Oil and Ref in

Ooipan)r, a Corporation
	

No. 419 4 qu1ity,

Magnolia. Petroleum uowpany
a Corporation,and. 3.B.

3].akeyi	
)efen ants

i)IFT A-XLi ?;:IicN,

Comes no the Plaintiff in 0oip1twioe with 6he oer of this aourt
heretofore intered o Lhe 5th dy of Aiit 19O, and Redraft his Amended
Petition and. for cause o' action ainat the defendants aad each of them,
alleges and stts.

is That e 1atnti if is a resident of 3otno1e Co nty,0kihoaa, that
the defendant Thaffor Oil	 i 0efiring Oopany is a foreign corporation,
authorised to do business under he law of the state of Cklthova,that the
defendant rAafqwlia Petroleur Co.ny is a foreign corporation authorised.
to do business under e law o.: he State of Okiahoa,that the defendant
8..Blaeney, is a oitien of k1aho r3stdtn; at O.1thoa Ctty,Oki.thoma.

2,?hat hcrctotore oil he 'Oth day of :roh,l923,thi ilainttff was the
owner of the fol1oin: dioribed iwW to-wit;

Lots £wø(2)and rhree(3),(loss 2L aorea for
in Section 32,ownship it(),Range ight();

3. That on the 20th 01--v of arah,1923 .tiia plaintiff entered Into
an agreement With the fend ant 3haffer Oil	 flfinin. Jopany,whcreby
he leased the ove described I nu o the jaid 3haffr Oil and; iefing
Ooiapany for oil w.d s and other 4nerl, chat said lease was m.de for a
period of five years,a copy of 1a lease is hereto attaohed and rarkei
P1intiff'sWxhlbit"A tl and uade a part hreof,ad lease nrovided amonu
other things,that one ei: roy1 ttrest Le	 id to &he Various royalty
holders as their interest paared.

k. This pL.1ntit :.11 	 : . ha	 e owner o o e–h;.lf of the
roy1Lj ttret i	 o ne	 ic	 riPu 1d .;	 Le oil was
dtbooveod, anti a entitle to receive n –h1f oi the royalty interest
fro the 'Loiwe oil as ci.isooverd until .rse ,th 	 of •aroh,10,2.

Tbi	 ii:tff A1 le	 uiI as fow. in	 yin• quanities on
Vie J^ove descrihee land uniter kie 	 les,i 3opteither,l92 . ,and there
were larje eiLas of rnts,roya1ty nd tro.fts ta-en from said land f o the
27th day o	 pttber,192k,ti11 the	 of ;nrch,l925 at which tie
this nlainljiif executec a it c1alva deed to he land 	 q -tjon,tat this
plaintiff s no o-no of aaoertainin the exact ount of aoowu1ated oil
zuue,rerita and proflt 1rinrid rertod; but alle:ns t..;..:.t one4alt of
said airtount in thc onrty of this plathitf.

6. fhi2 lDl4ntiff avera,ti,t he has
said Interest at anytie,t.t te haa nev
said interest for 1itr hat he ha nevar
oil runs froi s:_.-'Ad ln.d	 acuL1td

not sold,tranaferrec or oonveyed.
cr Ruthori ed auyofle to convey
received. any oompen:;atton for the
fro	 er 2(th l9k till

Or



0
March ;,;kh 1925.

7. 'his plairni.i:ff alleges that the oil runs aoowsu1.t ed tr°o;.-: September
27th 19 , to 5'th day of ." arch 1925 are due to this plaintiff, that various
demands for payment iiavc been :made u;non the defendants but the defendants
have refused and yet refused to pay said aiaount, ts^at the defendants have
held said owns adverse to this plaintiff, d have converted the same to
their own use.

xh a plaintiff cote not know i)y what r ►es.ns the defendants are hold-
ing said oil r sne,but is informed ;: ei verily beleives that they care holding
Brame by a purported transfer or .er dated 3March 5th 1925 to the defendant
B.13.l3lakeney,purportirng to convey the oil runs from 3epteuber Vie 27th 1924
to January 22nd 1925 and ,mother purported trr fer orc ex d ,ted :larch the
2nd l925 to .t .1s e€ ey, urpor iii to convey the oil runs fro= the 22nd
day of January 1925 to the d day of Nlaroh 1925,hut this plaintiff alleges
that said purported transfer order are forgeries that this plaintiff never
signed either of said ordered, thha't no one otttt as his agent was authorized
to sign said orders for hir,ald t^Lat he never received any oo siceration
for said purported transfer orders.

9.Phia plaintiff alleges that 'the signing 'of the said purported orders,
was a scheme of the desining peraone to trick axid defraud this plaintiff
out of his property th ^.t the deendants connived and colluded to cheat
this plaintiff :'.;y means of defrauding and oonØiring to defraud this plaintifff
out of his property.

10. This plaintiff ; i.legee that very soon after oil was found on the
above described land, someone r: presenting himself to be the s ;eut of the de-
fendant Magnolia Petroleum :o p xt,.preeented an inet^ ,. mmnt which he was
told to ire a djvi.oan order, to at this plaintiff signs the instr .vent he
thought to be a division order,authorizin the 1^tag;nolia Potrol$um Gompany,to
€wept, save ;, id run the oil Produce  f ror s aid land,, .nd pay the various
royalties to the royalty holders as their interest apper.red. hat this plan*
tiff is unable to read and can scarcely write his n e,that he is Very old
and feeble being and ex-slave of about 77 'years of e, t%_hat for many Year$
prior has been afflicted with the pn3sy, that he relied upon the represent-
ations 2 .e to hj„u oonosrninf,^° the division order,that he has never received
any money or anything of value from the defendant .-1 mo2.i a Petroleum Com-
pany for said rune although this plaintiff was the owner of one-half of the
royalty interest in r; id to the above described land at the tine said, divis-
ion order was signed.

Yhorefore,t hts plaintiff prays judg .;ant 	 atnst the defendants for one-
half of the oil runs aid the rents and profits aerived therefrom of the
royalty Interest froar, the 27th day of Septet ber 1924 till the 5th day of
^..toh 1925 vtth interest nt the rate of 6 percent till paid,that this plain-

tiff recover gain cost laid out r: ca: exaended In bringing this euit,,,,n.d for
*uoh other :,, Id further relief . s to this oouxt :. tail seE.w prover and just.

S YM)N1i CA a, L1' A-0-10N.

Conies now the plaintiff, and for his second or nee of rao#loon roitorates
and r	 all the antertel facts Stated ire hIs ' first oause of action

in as full and complete a, mannerae if set out verbs tu:; ,and further allegse

1. that the exact at nt of oil runs due to this plaintiff prom the
above dearibed land is uaknown t:Fz.t it is kno-en to the defenc.tunts 1 tbat they
have oolleoted,reoeive , and converted the ante to their own use,that the
defendants should be required to account for enid . =iount,thet 'this court de-
ores the said wnount so accoounted for,be the property of this plaintiff.

2. That a received should be spnoiuted to oollaot,tm ound anal. reoei'rea
the oil runs frcn the ss,i . i ad fro x aeptnnber	 fth 192w to March th 1925
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT

OF OKLAHO'A.

Tel Tones,
Plaintiff.

vs
No. t 5458

Shaffer Oil and Refining Company,
a corporation,
Magnolia Petroleum Company, a
corporation, and B. B. Blakeney,

Defendants.

AMENDED 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
and each of them allelges and states;

1. That the plaintiff is a resident of Seminole County, Oklahoma,
that the defendant Shaffer Oil and Refining Company is a foreign
corpora^rion, authorized to do business under the law of the State of
Oklahoma, that the defendant Magnolia Petroelum Company is a foreign
corporation authorized to do business under the law of the State of
Oklahoma, that the defEndant L. B. Blakeney, is a citizen of Oklahoma,
residing at Oklahoma City, Oklahoma.

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 $0 acres for Cemetery)
in Section 32, Townsh.p Eight (a), Range Eight (8);

3. That on the 20th day of March 1923, this plaintiff entered into
an agreement with the defendant Shaffer Oil and Refining Company,
whereby he leased the above described land to the said Shaffer Oil
and refining Company for oil and gas and other mire rals, that said

lease was made for a period of five years, a copy of said lease is
hereto 1t	 attached and marked plaintiff' Exhibit " A" and made
a part hereof, said lease provided among other things, that one eighth
royalty interest be paid to the various royalty holders as their
interest appeared.

4. This plaintiff alleges that he was the owner of one half of the
royalty interestin and to the above described land at the time oil
was discovered, and was entitled to receive one half of the royalty
interest from the time oil was discovered until the 5th day of March,
1925.
5.
5. This plaintiff alleges, that oil was found in paying quantities on
the above described land under the said lease, in September 1924,
and that there were large sums of rents, royalties and profits taken

from sid land from the 27th day oaf 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 accumulated 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 oil runs from said land that aocumlated from September 27th,
1924, til March 5th, 1925.



7. This plaintiff alleges that the oil runs accumlated from Septe:ber
27th, 1924, til the 5th day of March, 1925, are due to this plaintiff,
that various demands for payment have been made 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, and have
converted the same to their own use.

8. This plaintiff does not know by what means the defendants are holding
said oil runs, but is informed and verily believes that they areholding
same by a purported transfer order dated Larch, 5th, 1925, to the defend-
and B. B. Blakeney, purporting to convey the oil runs from September
27, 1924, to January 22nd, 1925, and another purported trnasfer order
dated March the 2nd, 1925, to B. B. Blakeney, purporting to convey the
oil rune from the 22nd day of January, 1925, to the 2nd day of March, 1925
but this plaintiff alleges 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 for him, and that
he never received any consideration for said purported transfer orders.

9a This plai,rtiff alleges that the signing of said purported orders, was
a scheme of the designing 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 alleges 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 Company, 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 Magnolia 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 plaintiff is unable to read and can scarcely write his name,
that he is very old and feeble being an ex-el#tn of about 77 years of age,
that for many years prior has been afflicted with the palsy, that he

relief upon the representations made 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 owner 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 against the defendants for one
half of the oil runs and the rents and profits derived therefrom of the
royalty interest f3tom the 27th day of September, 1924, till the 5th 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 material facts stated in his first cause of
action in as full and complete a manner as if set out verbatum, and further
alleges:

1. That the exact amount of oil runs due to this plaintiff, from the
above d'--x 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 accounted fro, be the
property of this plaintiff.

2. That a receiver should be appointed to collect, impound and ree 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 anount
be adjudged to be the property of this plaintiff and that the receiver
be ordered to pay said amount to tics plaintiff.



Wherefore, plaintiff plays, that the defendants be required to make 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 pendency 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 defendants be adjudged to have wrongfully
held the sane from this plaintiff, and this plaintiff 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 a$legations contained in his first and second
causes of action In as complete a manner as if set out herein, and
further alleges:

1. This 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 "35000000.

Wherefore, plaintiff prays, jtidgraent, 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 expended 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 action, in as full and complete a manner as if set out
in full, and further alleges:

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, namely 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 Magnolia Petroleum
Company, from September, 27th, 1924, till the 22nd day of January, 1925,
during the time the said defendant Magnolia Petroleum Compal[y took the
oil into its pipeline produced on the land above described in this petition
and the purported transfer order from this plaintiff to the defendant B. B
Blakeney, purporting to convey the interest of th s plaintiff from
January, 1925, to March 2nd, 1925, during the time the defendant Shaffer
Oil and R ,fininng Compa y, took the oil produced from said land above
described into its pipe lines.

2. That this plaintiff never signed the purported transfer orders, and
said orders Mt forgeries, that this plaintiff never received any consider
ation for either of the purported transfer orders, 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 5th, 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 orders,
that said orders be adjudged to have conveyed no interest of this plaintiff
in and to the accumulated oil runs,



Wherefore, plaintiff prays judgment cancelling all of the purported
transfer orders mentioned and all other forged instruments pertaining
to this plaintiff' interest in the oil runs produced from the abofe
described 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 Oklahoma
Seminole County,	 ssC

Tal Jones, being duly sworn deposes and says, that he is the
plaintiff herein named, that he has had read the petition herein, and
knows, the contents thereof, that the matters and facts therein set forth
are true,

Tal Jones,
(Seal)
Subscribed and sworn to this the 1st day of April, 1930.

P. P Boulding,
My commiision expttes Oct. 28, 1930.

Filed April, 11, 1930,
W. V. McClure, Clerk,
U. S. DistrietCourt.

M
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PROC: DINGS IN CASE NO, 1243, NTITI ED, "THe TOWN OF WEWOKA

V. TAL JONES, JU'TD 0. L. PARSONS."

3



State o Oklahoma,
8$.

Seminole County.

iN .TI-T-]-DISTRICT COURT WITHIN AND FOR SAID COUNTY AND STATE.

IT-

The Town of Wewolca, Oklahoma,
Plaintiff

—V8	 )	 APPLICATION.

Tal Jones, and 0. L. Parson5,
DefendAnt.	 1)

Comes now the plaintiff and shows to the court that
it is a duly incorporated mbnioiPal corporation and that the
trustees of said municipal corporation passed a resolution
at a regular meeting on the _____day of	 , 1909,
authorizing the filing of this application as appears from a
certified copy of said resulution, which is hereto attached,
Marked "Exhibit A" and made a part hereof,

That the plaintiff has no site for a Cemetery
and no place where its dead can be burned; that the defendant
is the owner of a tract of land suitabl&Tor such purpose and
which has been selected by the Board of Trustees for that
purpose and that the plaintiff has been unable to buy the land
hereinafter described from the defendant for such purpose;
that the land aforesaid which the plaintiff seeks to condemn
for Cemetery purposes is located in Seminole County, Oklahoma,
and described as follows, to-wit: Beginning at the southwest
corner of Lot three of Section 32, Township 8 North, Range 8
Bast, thence ruLning due north along the section line for a
distance of 311 yards, thence running due East for a distance
of 311 yards, thence runing due south for a distance oi' 311
yards, thence running due West to the point of beginning for
a distance of 311 yards cons ituting a square and containing
20 acres more or less.

That the plaintiff served notice of its intention to
present this application on the defendant on the 	 day
of July, 1 0,09, which appears from the return of the Sheriff
hereto attached, Narked "Exhibit B" and made a part hereof..

Therefore plaintiff prays the Court to direct the Sheriff
of said county and state to summon three disinterested free-
holders, which may be selected by the Judge of the District
Court within and for said County and State from the regular
jury list of names a commissioners for the purpose of
inspect ng the land aforesaid and proceeding as in such
cases provided by law,

V. V. Harris
Attorney for Plaintiff.

Endorsement made as follows:

#1243

Town of 'Jewoka
vs.

Tal Jones and 0. L. Parsons.

Filed this 26 day of July, 1909,
J. B. Lawhead.
Clerk of Dist Court.



V * *

State of Oklahoma,

Seminole County.

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

The Town of Wewoka, Oklahoma,
Plaintiff,

vs,	 A MNDD

A P P L ICTI ON
Ta]. Jones, 0. L. Parsons and
Wallace Estill, Jr,, Defendants.

Comes now the plaintiff and states that it is a mu-
nicipal corporation legally organized and that defendants Jones and.
Parsons are residents of Seminole County, Oklahoma and defendant
Estill is a resident of Potawatomie County, Qklaboma and that the
land, which is the subject of this action, Is in Seminole County,
Oklahoma.

That the plaintiff has no cemetery and that the de-
fendants all claim a tract of land which plaintiff wants to condemn
for a cemetery site and that plaintiff has been unable to buy the
land hereinafter described from Defendants for such purposes. That
the plaintiff seeks to condemn the following described land in Sem-
inole County, Oklahoma, towwit:

Beginning at the southwest corner of Lot three of Section
32, T. 8 N,, B. a E., thence running due north along the
section line for a distance of 311 yeards, thence rwiniu due
east for a distance of 311 yards, =hence  running due south
for a distance of 311 yards, thence running due west for
a distance of 311 yards to the point of beginning, contain-
ing 20 acres more or less.

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 as commissioners for the purpose of inspecting the land
aforesaid and to direct the Sheriff to summon such persons aelected
to proceed to inspect, examine and appraise said land as by law
provided.

V. V. Harris
Attorney for Plaintiff,
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State of Oklahoma,

Seminole County,
A

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

The Town of W"lewoka, Oklahoma,
Plaintiff.

vs.

Pal Jones, 0. L. Parsons,
and Wallace Estill, Jr.,

Defendants,

Comes now defendants Pal Jones, 0. L. Parsons and Wallace
Estill, Jr, and waive the ten day notice which the law requires
the plaintiff to give upon filing and application to condemn land
and before appraisers are appointed and the defendants agree that
the Court may appoint such appraisers or commissioners on the 22nd
day of September, 1900, as if such notice had been regularly given.

Pal Jones
Wallace 'still, Jr
0, L. Parsons
By Willmott

Endorsement made on back:

The town of Wewolaa, Plaintiff

vs.

Pal Janes, 0. L. Parsons,
and Wallace Estill, Jr., Defendants.

A11ENDED ,&PPLI CA TION

Filed Sep 22 1909

J. L. I.awhead,
Clerk District Court
Seminole County, Okla.



SUMMONS

State of Oklahoma Seminole County, so,

The State of Oklahoma, to the Sheriff of Seminole County, Greetings

You are hereby commanded to notify John Cordell, Jr,

Walter Ferguson and Charles E. Morgan that they have been appointed

commissioners in the Di-strict Court of Seminole County, State of

Oklahoma in case of Town of Vtewoka vs. Tal Jones, et al, and they

irmat appear at District Clerkts office the 28th day of July, 1909

at 1:30 o'clock P. N.

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. L.. Lawhead
Clerk

By Laura Ogan
Deputy,

Filed thtp 28 day of July, 1909, J. E. Larhead, Clerk of the
Dist Court,
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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,
#1243.

vs.

Tal Jones and 0. L. Parsons, and Wallace Estell, Jr*,

Defendants.

The plaintiff having filed herein an application
in which it is made to appear to the Court that the plaintiff seeks
to obtain a site for cemetery purposes on land belonging to the
defendants and that the defendants refuse to grant to plaintiff
sufficient land therefor and both Tal Jones and 0. L. Parsons, de-
dendants herein, appearing in Court ixn person and waive notice
required in Sec. 1 of Articel 1 of an act providing for condemnation
of land by Towns for cemetery purposes Approved May 20, 1908,

It is therefore ordered by the Court that Walter E.
Ferguson, Charles R. Morgan and John Cordell, Jr., be and they are
hereby selected as commissioners, each of them beinE; on the reg4ar
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 dnmaL;es which said owners
may sustain by reason of said cemetery, and, by the appropriation of
their land for such purposes, irrespective of any benefits from any
improvement imposed, and forwith make report in writint to the Clerk
of this Court.

The Sheriff of said County and. State is ordered to for-
with summon said commissioners to proceed to appraise said land
in accordance with this order and -is ;by law provided.

`.phis the 27th day of July, 1909.

Robt M, Rainey
District Judge.

Endorsement on reverse side of
Instrument:

#1243.

The Town of r ewoka, Oklahoma,
Plaintiff.

vs,

Tal Jones and 0. L. Parsons,
Defendants,

ORDER .tPPOINTi lIFf" COLXAISSIOIT QRS. 	 s

Filed in open Court Tu1 26, 1909, J. E, Lawhead., Clerk of
The District Court..



State of Oklahoma.

Seminole County.

In the District Court within and for said

County and State.

The Town of Wewoka, Oklahoma,

Plaintiff,`

Tal Jones and 0. L. Parsons, and Wallace stell, Jr.,

Defendants,

We the - undersi^,ned, commissioners appointed 'by the Dis-

trict Ju&;;e of said Court to appraise the land which the plaintiff'

seeks in this action to condemn, do solemnly .swear that we will

perform oar duties as such commissioners truly, honestly, impar-

tially and justly, accordinL; to the best of our knowledge and

belief,

C, E. Morgan
John Cordell
Walter ierusoii

Subscribed and sworn to before we th'_s the 28th day of

July, 1909.
J. E. Lawhead

Clerk of the District Court.

Endorsement made on back, as
follows:

#1243

The Town of Wewoka,

Plf.

Vs.

Tal Jones and 0. L. Parsons,

Defendant:

OLTII OF C01,71USSI0IT1. .

Filed this 28 day of July 1901,

J. B. Lawhead
Clerk of Dist Court.



  

State of Oklahoma,

Seminole County,

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

The Town of Wewoka, Oklahoma,

Plaintiff.

vs.	 Report of Comzdssioner.

Tal Jones and. 0, L. Parsons, and Wallace stoll, Jr.,

Defendants.

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

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

We find the value of the said 20 acre tract to be 015.00
per acre and that the defendants will be damaged ].00.00 by the
appropriation of said land for cemetery purposes,

We therefore assess total damages at 400.00,

Walter Ferguson
John Cordell
C. , Morgan

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

Vernon V. Harris.
Notary Public,

My commission expires April 18, 19104

Bill of Commissioners.

3 days at 2 dollars per day each, 	 *6.00
Livery Bill,	 1050

Endorsement made on back:

1243

The State of Oklahoma,

Plaintiff.

vs.

Tal Jones and 0, L. Parsons,

Defendants.

Piled this 29 day of Tuly, 1909, J, . Lawhead, Clerk of Dist Court*
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State of Oklahoma,

Seminole County,

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

The Town of Wewoka, Ol tiff.

—vs—

Tal Jones, 0. L, Parsons and Wallace
1 ste11, Jr., Defendants,

The plaintiff having filed herein an application in which
it is made to appear to the court that the plaintiff seeks to
obtain a site for cemetery purposes on land belonging to the.
defendants and that the defendants reffuse to grant to plaintiff
sufficient land therefor and Tal Jones—? . L, Parsons and Wallace
Estell, Jr. Defendants herein, appearing in Court in person and waive
notice required in See, 1 of Article I of an act providing for
condemnation of land by Towns for cemetery purposes Approved May 20,
1908.

IT IS THEREFORE Ordered by the Court that Walter E,
Ferguson, Charles E. Morgan and John Cordell, Jr,, be and they are
hereby selected as commissioners, each of them being on the regalar
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 purposes, irrespective of any benefits from any
improvement imposed, and forthwith make report in writing to the
Clerk of this Court.

The Sheriff of said County and State is ordered to forth
with sunmon said commissioners to proceed to appraise said land
in accordance with this order and as by law required.

This the 22 day of September, 1909.

Bobt M. .Rainey

Endorsement made on back of
Instrument:

No. 124Z.

The Town of Wewoka, Plaintiff,

-vs-

Tal Jones, 0. L. Parsons and Wallace
Estell, Jr., Defendants.

ORDER APPOINTUIG Q ISSIONERS.

Filed Sep 22, 1909, J. L. Lawheed,
Clerk District Court, Seminole Co., Okla,



State of Oklahoma,
Seminole County*

In the District Court within and for said Count,v and State,

The Town of Wewoka, Plaintiff.

-vs-	 OATH OF COP, 'iISSIOTNERS.

'dal Jones, 0. L. Parsons and
Wallace Estell, Defendants,

We the undersigned, commissioners appointed by the
District Judge of said Court to appraise the lend which the Plaintiff
seeks in this action to 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. Moran
John Cordell, Jr

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

J. E. Lawhead
Clerk of the District Court,

By Laura Ogan
Deputy.

Endorsement made on the back as
follows:

No. 1243.

The Town of Vlewoka, Plaintiff.

-Vs-

Tail Jones, 0. L. Parsons and Wallace
^stell, Jr., Defendants.

QitTF OF APPB .ISERS.

Filed Sept 22, 1909,

J, E. Lawhead
Dist Clerk.



State of Oklahoma,

Seminole County.

In the DistrictCoart within and for said County and State,

The Town of Vlewoka, Oklahoma,
Plaintiff.

REPORT 0! COw.ISSIONERS.

Tal Jones, 0. L. Parsons and
Wallace Estell, Jr,, Defendants.

We the-undersigned, commissioners, appointed to inspect
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 inspect said lanI and out
report is as follows:

The Plaintiff seeks to condemn a tract of land beginning
at the southwest corner of Lot No. 3 of Section 32, T, 8 N,,
B. 8 E, thence runntn; due north for 311 yards; thence running due
east for 311 yards; thence running duo south for a distance of
311 yards; thence runxiin,: duo west for a distance of 311 yards to
the point of beginnin, containi 	 20 acres, more or less.

Ile find the value of the said 20 acre tract to be 15.00
per acre and that the defendants will be damaged 100.00 by the
appropriation of said land for cemetery purposes,

WE THEREFORE Assesb total damages at 400,00,

Walter Perguson
C. Z. Morgan
John Cordell, Jr.

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

J. E. Lawhead
District Clerk.

By, Laura .Ggan.
Deputy

My Commission expires April 18, 1910.

Bill of Commissioners,

3 days at $2.00 per day each	 06.00

No. 1243.

The town of Wewoka, Oklahoma,
Plaintiff.

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

REPORT OF C01ISSIQNERS.

Filed Sept, 22, 1909

J. E. Lawhead.
Dist Clerk.



No. 1943.

State of Oklahoma,

Seminole County,

IN THL DISTRICT COURT WITHIN AND
FOR SAID COUNTY AND STATE.

The Town of Wewoka, Plaintiff,

V8

Tal Jones, 0. L, Parsons and.
Wallace Estill, 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 same
appearing correct and regular and there being no objections or
exceptions filed by any parties 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 finds:
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 thatthe
report of the Commissioners filed herein on the 22nd day of
September, 1909 be and the saaa is hereby approved and
confirmed.

Robt. M. Rainey
District Judge.

Attest:

J. E. Lawhead
Dist Clerk.

The following endorsement made
on the back of instrument:

No. 1243.

The Town of Wewoka, Plaintiff.

Tal Jones, 0. L. Parsons and
Wallace Estill, Jr., Defendants.

DLCRE,

F.Jled in Open Court Jan 19, 1910, J. E. Labod, Clerk of Dist Court.

I.



STATE OP OXIAHOM&, $
No. 1243,

Seminole County,

TOWN OP W1WOKA.,
Plaintiff,	 t

t

.	 IN THE DISTRICT COURT.vs 
I

LL JONES, 0. L. PARSONS,	 I
and LLC1 STILL, Jr,	 I

Defendants.	 I

Now comes all the defendants And respectfully show to
the Court that there is now on deposit with the Clerk of the
District Court 39E,00, which was the amount paid for a
certain tract of land condemned by plaintiff for cemetary

•

	

	 purposes, andwhich has been held by said. Clerk pendiri:j the
settlement of the controversy oU the defendants as to the owner-
ship of said land.

Defendants further show that they have now reached an
agreement by the terms of which 4281.25 of the money on deposit
with said Clerk, is to be paid to Wallace Estill, Jr., and the
balance is to be paid to defendant, Ta]. Jones.

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

Crump, Fowler & Skinner
Attorney for Tal Jones

Willmott & Dean,
Attorney for O L. Parsons

Davis & Davis,

Attorney for Wallace Estill, Jr.

ENDORSEMNT MADE ON BACK:

1243

Town of Vlewoka

vs.

Tal Jones, et al

STIPULATIOfr OP S3TTLEUNT

FILED in open court Seminole County State of Oklahoma,
Mar 27 1911 R. H. Obase, District Clerk.



STATE OF OIAHOI&, $

Seminole Couatyq	 I

T1IN OF WEWOKk,
Plaintiff	 $

4
vs.	 4 IN THE DISTRICT COURT.

TAL JO1'TES, 0,, L. PARSONS, 	 I
and WALiCE ESTILL, Jr.,	 4

Defendants,	 I
Now on this 27th day of March, 1911, comes the defendants,

Tal Jones, 0. L. Parsons and Wallace Estill, 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 Court as the proceeds of the condemnation price

•	 of a certain tract of land, condemned by plaintiff for cometary
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, That R. H. Chase, Clerk of the
•	 District Court of said County and State, pay out of the money nv

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. McKeown
District Judge.

Endorsement made on back as
follows:

1243.

Town of Wewoka

vs.

Tal Jones, 0. L. Parsons, and
'Vallace Estell, Jr.,	 Defendants.

COURT ORDER

Filed in Open Court, Seminole Comty, State of Oklahoma,
Mar 27, 1911, R. H. Chase, District Clerk.



State Of Oklahoma,

Seminole County, 5$,

I, Irma Owininga, Court Clerk within and for said
Cunty and Sate do hereby certify that the within arid foregoing
is full, true and correct copies of the followind named instruments,
to-wit:

Application,
Amended Application,

Order Appointing Conuissioners,
Oath of Commissioners,
Report of Commissioners,
Order	 Appointing Cosaiastoners,

M
	

Oath of Appraisers,
Report of Commissioners,
Decree,
Stipulation of Settlement,
Court Order,

In Case No. 1243, entitled, "The Town of Wewoka v. Tal Jones,,
0. L. Parsons, anti Wallace Estill, Jr," as the sane appear
fron the records now in my office,

Witness qr hand and official seal at Wewoka, said Comity
and State, this Yth day of Auut, 1926.



E. R. BROW
	

B. H. STEPHENS.	 W. C. PROCTOR.	 COURTENAY MARSHALL.
PRESIDENT
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SECRETARY

B. B. BLAKENEY

HUBERT AMBRISTER

W. R. WALLACE

LEGAL DEPARTMENT

OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA.

REFI NERIES
BEAUMONT CORSICANA,

FORT WORTH

Juno	 l9O.

Mr. Thos. J. Horsley,
Attorney at Law,
iewoka, Oklahoma.

Dear ir:

Tal Jones brought a suit some tiiie last year against
the haf±5 er Oil	 Refining Company to recover for the oil
which he claimed had been run brom the proparty prior to
March 5, 1925, when he sold me the property.Shaffer ans-
weredsetting up that i had not run the oil, and he then
amenoed his petition in. the .ederal Oourt making the a-
nolia Petroleum Company and J. 3. Blakeney both parties to
the suit. I am senaing you a copy of the petition, but as
iu is the only copy I have, please return the sme at once as
I have to una we r. 	 -,	 dqxh J

Ve have changed stenographers in our office and I am
unable to find all of the old files. I wish you would get
a copy of the judgment which I g ot in the action against
Tal Jones and the unknown heirs of allottee, and send it to
me.

Yours truly,

Eno -	 A



Or-

IN THS UflTTL) bTAVk3 'JIS"TRIOT COURT IN AND POI THE EASTERN
DISTRICT 0? OTABOk(A

Tal Jones,
Plaintiff,

ye.
No. 5456

shatter Oil and Rofining Company,
a corporation,
Magnolia Petroleum Company, a
ooxporation, ant ii..B1akeney,

Defendants.

Ooine now t3eplaintiif, leave of court first being obtained, and
f isle this his amendea petition, and for cause of action against
the defenLante and eachof them alleges and states:

1. That the plaintiff Is a resident of Semizole Uounty, Ukiahoma,
that the defendant bhatter Oil. and. & e fining Company is a foreign
corporation, uthrizsd to do business under the laws of the state
of Oklahoma, that the defendant Magnolia Petroleum Company is a
foreign corporation authorized to do business unaer the law of the
State of Oklahoma, that the defendant lhB.Bisk.ney, Is a citizen of
Oklahoma, residing at Oklahoma City, Oklahoma,

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

Lots Two (8) anti lihree (3),(tesa 20 acres for Ootery)
In Soction32, Township Sight (8), Range aight (8);

3. That on the 20th day of March 1923, this plaintiff entered into
an agreement with the defendant Shatter oil andiefining Company,
whereby he leased the above described land, to Vie said. ihaffer Oil
and. refining Company for oil and gas awl other minerals, that said
lease was made for a period of 'ive years, a copy of said lease is
hereto attached arid iaarked plaintiff' Exhibit "A" aria. made a part
hereof, said lease provided amongother things, that one eighth
royalty interest be paid to the various royalty holders as their
interest appeared.

4. This plaintiff alleges that he wag the owner of one half of the
royalty interest in and to the above described, Land. at the time oil
was discovered, and, was entitled to receive one halt of the royalty
Interest **iic'k -i4f rem the time
oil was discovered until the 5th day of Maroh39E5.

8. This plaintiff alleges, that'oil was found in paying quantttjes
on the above described land underthe Said lease, inSeptember 1924,
and that there were large sumsof rents, royalties aria, profits taken
from said. land. from the 27th day of September, 1924, till the 5th
day of Mareh, 1925, at which time this plaintiff executed a cult
claim dee& to the land, in question, that this plaintiff hag no moans
of ascertaining the exact amount of accumulated oil rune, rents, and
piofitS during saiti period; but alleges that one half of said amount
is The property of this plaintiff.

6. This plaintiff avers, that he has riot a±AL sold., tranefered or
oonreyed. esit interest at any time, that he has never authorized any
one to convey said interest for him that he has never received any
compensation for the oil rime from said. land that aooumlated from
September 27th, 1924, til March 5th, 1925.
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7. This plaintiff alleges that the oil, runs aoou=latod from
September 27th, 1924, 'Ui the 5th day of March. 1925, are due
to this plaintiff, that variouo demands for payment have been
made upon the defendants but the defendantshave refused. and yet
refuse to pay said amount, that the defendants have held said sums
adverse to this plaintiff, and have converted, the same to their
Own uses

a. This plaintiff does not know by what Meansthe defendants are
}*,l4ing said oil rune, but ii informed. and verily believes tiat they
are holding amie by a purported transfer order dated. March, 5th,
1925, to the defendant .B.Blakeney, purporting to convey the oil
rims fromSeptember 27, 1924, to January 22n4, 1925, arid another
purported transfer order tated. March the 2nd, 1925, to 15.B.Biakexiey,
purporting to convey the oil runs from the 22nd day of January, 1925,
to the 2M day of March, 1925 but this plaintiff alleges that said
purported transfer orders are forgeries that this plaintiff never
eignød either of said. orders, that no one acting as his agent was
authorized to sign, said order for him, and. that he never receive&
any consideration for said purported transfer orders.

9. This plaintiff alleges that the signing of said purported. orders,
Was a solieme Of the designing persons to trick and defraud this
Plaintiff out of his property that the defendants ooimived arid ao1
li4ed. to cheat this plaintiff by means of defrauding and conspiring
to defraud this plaintiffout of his property,

10. This plaintiff alleges that very soon after oil was found on
the above d.euoribe& laud., some one representing himself to be the
agent of the &tefen.u.arit Magnolia Petroleum Company, presented an
instrument which lie was told to be a iiviuion order, that this plaint-
signed the instrument he thought to be a d.ivisionortier, authorizing
the }Lugriolia 'etroleu company, to accept, save arid. run the oil pro-
duaed from said land., sad pay the various royalties to the ro,9alty
b.oldars aS their tutereat appeared.. This this plaintiff is unable
to read and. can scarcely Write his name, that he is very old. arid,
feeble being an ex.-elave of about 77 years of age, that for ian.y
years prior has been afflicted with the palsy, that he re1i4- upon
the representations madeto him concerning the divisionorder, that
he has never receiyed any money or any thingof value from the de-
fondant Magnolia i'ctroleum tiorapany farsaid runs, although the plaint-
iff was the owner of one half of the royalty interest in and to the
above described, land at the time said. tilvisionorder was signed.,

Wherefore, this plaintiff praysjudgmentagainst the defendantsfir
one half of the oil runs 9Z arid, the rents an4 profits derived there-
from of the royalty interest from the 27th any of September 1924,
till the 5th day of March, 1925, with intereatat the rate o 6 per
coat till paid, that this plaintiff recover his cost land, out and
expended in bringing this suit, and for ouch other and further re-
lief as to this court shall seem proper and juej.

SECOND CAUSE O1' ACTION 4

O0meer2oW theplatutiff, and for his second cause of action reiterates
and. reallegee all of the material facts stated iuhte first cause of
action in as full and complete a canner as if set out verbatum, ari&

further alleges:

I. That the uzzt exact amoun of oil runs due to this plaintiff*
from the above d.eeoribed iand.,In unknown, that it Is known to the
d.eten4ante, that they have collected. receive& arid. converted. the
same to their own use, that the aefen4anta should be reuirel to
account for said amount, that this court decree the saidamount so
aocounted for, be the property of this i.aintiff.

2. That a receiver should be appointed.to collect, Impound and.
reOeive the oil runs from the said land. from September, 27th, 1924,
to March 5th, 1925, and the rents interest and profits derted. there.
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from, that said amount when so collected., impounded. atzt reosived be
held during the pendenoy of this suit, that on the hearing of said
cause, tie said amount be adjudged to be the property of this
;latntitt and that the receiver be or red to pay said amount to
this piaiutitt.

Wheretore,plaintttt prays, that the defendants be re quired, to make
an equitable a000urting for the oil runs from said property above
described, and the ren1s, Mid prof its derived therefrom, that this

Up laintl be deoreel to be the owxierof one half of the one eighth
royalty interest, t t iat a receiver be appai*ted to impound., collect
andreceive aat(t amount andd, to hold same during the pendenoy of this
action, that upon the final hearing this plaintiff be adjudged to
be the lawfulowner of said amount so impounded and recolved,XKAX
that the defendants be aujuaged to have wrongfully held the same
from this plaintiff, and this plaintiff have anti. recover his cost
and whatever relief to this court shall seem mete a-ad proper.

THIRD CAU1 OF ACTION,

Comes now the plain Ui fand for his third cause of action against
the deterants and each Of them, adopts and make of this his third
Cause of action, all of the material allegations contained in his
first and S000fld causes of action in as complete a nanner asif set
out herein, and further allegea

1, This plaintiff alleges that the defendants have been in the
wrongful possession of the oil runs anti the rents and profits derived
therefrom for the time rationed, that they have converted the same
to their own use grately to the dagee of this plaintiff in the sum
of 0000,00.

Wherefore, Plaintiff praya,judgment against the defendants and each
of the for damages in the sum ofö60O.00, aria for te	

4
wrongful

conversion of said amount and for the cost herein cot out a ez
p ended. in bringing this suit, and for any othor arid :further relief
this plaintiff may be entitled to in •uity and in law.

FOUTH OAU8ii OP ACTION.

Comes now the plaintiff, and for kits fourth cause of action, adopts
and reallagea all of the naterial allegations contained in his first,
second erid third causes of action, in as full and ooplete a manner
as if sot out in tuU., and further alleges;

I. That the defendants have colluded anti 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, aaniely the pur-
ported transfer order from this plaintiff to the defendant .B,

BlaItone, purporting to convey the interest of this plaintiff, held
bd the defendant Magnolia Potroloum uo ?upsny, from September, 27th,
1924, till the 22nd. day of January, 1925, during the time the said.
defendant Magnolia Petroleum tiompaxty took the oil into its pipeline
produced on the land above deeocibed in this petition and tie pur-
porte& transfer order from this plaintiff to the	 iidefendant .3.
Blakeney, puxcoting to convoy the interestof this plaintiff from
January, 1920, to March 2nd, 1925, during the time the defoAaaat
Uhaffer Oil and.oflning uo pany, took the ol rroduo.d from said
land. above described into its pipe lines.

2. Thatthis plaintiff never signed the purported transfer orders,
anti said orders are forgeries, that this plaintiff **z never receiyd
any consideration for either of the purported transfer orders, that
he had no intention of signing them, that the onlyconeideration
received by this plaintiff was the 020,000,00, received fox' the
quit claim deed. tinted March bth,1926, that the said purported. trans-
for orders should be cancelled anti set aside, that this plaintiff
should reoover the money paid out to the defendant B. B.Blakenq



by virtue of said purported orders,, that saiaorders be au,ed to
1aYO ooayeyed 4o interact of this plaintiff in and to the aoum-
ulated oil runs.

vheretore, plaintiff prays judgment, oanoolling all of the punted
transfer orders rnenticrne d and all other forged instrumentepertatn-
Lug to this plaintiff' interest in the oil runs pro4iuoett iroIa t 
above ieuribed property , that this plaintiff recover for t ofl
runs from the d.efenarits, that he be adjudged to be the 1atu1
owner of said oil runs, that he recover hie cost in bria.girg REt
this suit, and for such ot ier and further relief as he may be e.
titledto in law and in equity, an& he will ever pray.

;state . oi Oklahoma

Seminole uounty. 	 Se.

Tal Jones being duly sworn iepoeee azuAsays, that he is te'
plathtiff herein awed,that he, has hat road the petition herein
and knows the contents thereof, that the matters at4 facts theTOiu
set forth are true,

Tal Jones*

seal)

ubeibei anL sworn to this the let day of April, 19300

He P, Bounding,

My conuision expireu Uot. 28 0 1930.

i1ed April, 11, 1930.

vv.V,Moc3lure, Clark,
U. S. L)iatrict Uoux't.



IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, OE1AHO!A.

Tal Sones,

vs	 No. 15,065

Shaffer Oil and
Refining Company,
a corporation,

P E T I T I 0 N.

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, Oklahoma.

2nd, That heretofore on the 20th day of March, 1923, the

plaintiff and owner of the following described property towit:

Lots 2 (two) and 3, (three),(less 	 20 acres

for cemetery), in Section 32,(Thirty-two,

Township 8 (Eight), Range 8, (Eight).

3rd, That on the 20th day of March, 1923, this plaintiff

entered into an agreerrnt with the defendant, whereby he leased

to the defendant the above described land for oil and gas

purposes for a period of 5 (Five), years, a copy of said lease is

hereto attached, and marked "Plaintiff's Exhibit A", and made

a part hereof, said lease provided atong other things, that 1/8

(one-eight) royalty interest be paid to the various royalty

holders as their 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 loyalty profits derived from

said land from the time of the signing of the said lease, up

until March the 5th, 1925, this plaintiff alleges that oil was

found in paying quantities on the above described land in

September, 1924, and that there were large sums of rents, royal-

ties and profits taken from said land during the period between



September 1924, and March 5th, 1925, the exact amount is unknown

to this plaintiff; but this plaintiff is enmulated during said

period.

5th. This plaintiff avers that the defendant has held said

amount adverse to this plaintiff; that this plaintiff has made

demand on the defenuant for payment of said sum or sums so

accumulated, but the I efendant refused and yet refuses to pay

said amount to this plaintiff although this plaintiff is justly

entitled to same; ' p his plaintiff further states; that he has

no means of ascertaining the exact of amount so accumulated that

a receiver should be appointed to ascertain andimpound said amount

so due, and to hold same for the benefit of this plaintiff during

the pendency of this suit, that said amount so ascertained,

collected and impounded, be adjudged and decreed to be the property

of this plaintiff, and that the i e Pendant be adjudged to be

wrongfully in possession of same.

WEREURE: This Plaintiff prays judgment against the

defendant for 1/2 of the royalty interest of the oil runs, rents

and profits accumulated during the period from the execution of

said lease above mentioned through to March the 5th, 1925, and

interest at the rate of 6% per annum, and a reo ,,,,fiver be appointed

to ascertain, determine and impound the amount so due to this

plaintiff, and hold same pending the outcome of this suit, and 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 suit, and for such other and further relief as tothis

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



SECOND GUASE OF ACTION.

Comes now, the plaintiff and for his second cause of action

against the defendant re-alleges and re-states all the material

allegations contained in his first cause of action, in as full and

complete a manner as if set out verbatim.

let. Plaintiff states, that during the period above mentioned

there have been large sums of rents and profits collected by the

defendant, the said rents, profits and royalty so collected by the

defendant was the property of this plaintiff, as this plaint'ff'a

interest appears for the term of said laeaee, that this plaintiff

has made demand for one-half of the royalty interest so collected

by the defendant that the defendant 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 to the detenda ,t, that the defendant should account to

this plaintiff for said amount so converted; and for the amount

so conver*:dd be adjudged to be the property of this plaintiff.

iE.REFORE: This plaintiff prays that the defendant account

for one-half of the royalty intere$V, and 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 seen meet and proper, and he will ever pray.

T IRD CAUSE OF ACTION.

Comes now, the plaintiff and f©r his cause of action, and

reitteratee and mades a part of this his third cause of action all

the material facts and allegations averred In his first and second

causes of action+ , in as full and complete a manner as if set out

verbatim,



S

1st, Plaintiff avers that he was the owner of the surface

right of the above described property, and cane-half of the

royalty interest during all the abofe time mentiorned,

2nd. That by terms of the above mentionedlease, this

plaintiff was entitled to the immediate possession of one-half of

the royalty interest, and although various der?ends have been r ade

for the payment of said amount, the defendant willfully eegleoted

and refused, and yet willfully neglects and refuses to pay

said mount, greatly to the damage of this plaintiff, in the sum of

'5,OOO.00 (Five Thousand Dollars) .

WHEREFORE. This plaintiff prays judgment against the

defendant for damages in the sum of 5,000.00 (Five Thousand DoUare)N

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 lie will

ever pray.

M. L. Thompson,

Attorney's Lien Claimed, M. L. Thompson,

State of Oklahoma,

as

Seminole County,

Tal Jones, being first duly sworn, upon oath deposes and says; that

he is the plaintiff in the above entitled cause, that he has read

the foregoing petition, and knows the contents thereof, and that the

matters and facts therein contained are true.

Tal Tones,

Subscribed and sworn to be fore me the 2.1 day of October, 1L29.
Annie J. Aastin

My co. miss ©n expires
May 17, 1931 (5e4)

HIBITS OMITTED.

ENDORSED 5458 Law,
In the District Court of the United States for the Eastern District of
Oklahoma. Tal Jones Plaintiff vs. Shaffer Oil And Refining Company,
Defendant. TRANSCRI T • Filed Dec. 19, 1929, W. V McClure, Clerk,
U. S District Court,
G. Earl. Sheffer, and Fred D. Leonard, Tulsa, Oklahoma,,
Attorneys for Defendant.
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