objections “Bnd the’ court being fully advieea S R S
T I8 ORDERED, ADJUDG Sh Y aED DECRBED by the Oourt that the acconnts of the seid‘
_ A. N. Leecraft be, snd the saﬁe are hersby, finally‘eettled, glloved and sd justed by thei
court accor&fﬁg to the terms snd tenor of the final sccount of the said A, N. Leecreft
filed hevein. e B
And it further appeariﬁg‘to the Court on setisfaetery‘proof, and the evidenCe
that the necwssary expenses of the funeral snd last sickness. of the decedent, end of
the adminietré%ion of said estate, nhave been fully paid, and that notice to ereditors’
of said estate “to preseént elaims has been duly given &g reguired by 1ew, end ‘as shown
by the affidavit of the publisher of the Tulsa Daily ILegal News, filed horein, end that
more then four months has expireﬁ since the f£irst publication of sgid notice, and that
the time withih which claims may.be filed has elapsed, =nd all cla%ms not filed,w;thin
the time prescribed by law sre hereby barred, and that ell’claims filed With the admin-
istrator and‘alloﬁed by him have been fully paid and satisfied, as set forth in the
finel report of the administrator, and as shown by receipted vouchers submitfed with
said neport, wﬁich payments are hére now approved, and it further appearingvthaf gaid
estate hes been fully administered, as shown by the f£inal account of the adminietrator
of said estate, duly audited an@ gllowed by this Court, pursuant to due notice given
and sefved; reference being had therets, and that said estate is now resdy for distri-
bution, and it further sppearing to the Court from proof of‘mailing filed‘herein’that
in addition to the notice required under the order setting the time for hearing upon
the finsl account and petition for distribution, and the potice reguired by 1aw'in
such caees,‘there was also, on the 17th aayrof June, 1922, mailed to esch of the heirs
- of the said B. B. Leecraft, deceased, as named in the petition for distribution filed
hefein 'and at fhe addressess given therein, cOp# of the notice of settlement of final
account and hearlng petition for dlstr*butlon by depositlng 8 copy of sald notlce in
the Unltea States postoffice at Tulsa, Oklahoma, properly addvessed to each,of then,
with postage prepaid thereon, and it further appesring that sald ﬁeceased died 1ntestate

and the residue of szid estate consists of the following described peronal property,

to-wit:

cash in the hands of the adminiétfator as ghown by hig final re@ort;

$6,088.42, ' S ;
| and that in aadltlon to the bslence of money row in the hands of. the admlnletrator as
above stated tbere also came into tbe hends’ of the a&mlnlstrators and is now in his
possession as such admiuistrator the follﬂWlng real eetate belonging to eald estate
a8 shown by 1nven$ory and appraigement leed hereln 81l of whlch is s1tuate in the Glty
of Tulsa, in Tulea County, end. in the ﬁ¢§ﬁet“of Oklahoma to-W1t. k ‘
Lot 10, BlocL 7, Kaple Eark Adaltion, ‘Tot 6, Block 1, Chllﬁers

’ ﬂeights Addltlon Lot B, Block 20, Irving Place Addiflon-
- and that all- taxes includlng 1nher1tance taxes assessable against sald es?ate have
jbeeﬁ pald- and that all sa:ﬂ property should be dletrlbuted o the persons entitled to
‘inherlt said estate by law. as herelnafter found after the payment out of the money
ﬁnow in the “hends of the admlnistrator of the costs of the proceedlngs upon the flnal :
report, and 1”‘the matter of dlstrlhutlng the estate whlch the adminlstrator is author-;,
'_ 1zea to pavlqjj of’the funds now in %1s nands as above state&. ' & o N ’

k‘ And the Court f1nds from the evidenﬂe 1ntroduced on said hearmng that the samd
B B. Leecra' l deceasea dled a resident of Tulsa County, Oklahoma, on.Aprll 15 3920

‘; £ his death he was unmarr:ed 'an& without iesue and never having




