on this 2gnd, day of MWawxeh, A, D. 1923, personally appeared Lewis Cary}( a s.single men
to me known to be the ildentical person who described in and who executed the within and
férégoing instrumen‘ﬁ’; and acknowledged to me that he executed the sume as his free and
voluntary act and deed for the uses and purposes therein set Forth,
Witness my hand and officisl sesl, the day and year above set Torth.
¥y commission sxpires Behruary 21,AD 1927. (SBAL) Everett M. Byers, Notary fublic.
Filed for record in Tulsa, Tulsa Comty , Oklahoma April 3, 1923, at 9;30 A.l. andre~
corded in Book 446, Page 371.
By Brady Brown, Deputy. (SEAL) 0. G. Weaver, County Clerk.
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226446-~GB SHERIYF'S DEED ON PARTITION. ﬁ..»lnlfbm;,t-,....

COMPARED o oA ,

WEEREAS, on the 26th, day of Februazy, 1925, in the DISUITeT TTast oliiin end for
Tulse County, Stete of Okla homa, at the LNovember Term 1922, of said Court, in a certein
aotion therein pending wherein S. S. Mohrpwwas plaintiff and Isasc 0. Gruwell, Edward
A, druwell, Clarcnoe B. Gruwell, Agnes Bard, Eillesn Marsh and Ruth Read were defendsnts,
the~ gaid sction being an action for the partition of the realestate and premises des~
cribed below, it was duly adjudged and 'decreed that the said plaintiff and the said de-
fendants were the sole and exclusive owners of Lot Bight (8) in Block Six (6), Prisnd--
Gillette Addition to the City of Tulsa, and Lots Eight (8) and Nine (9) in Block Twenty
{20) North Tulse Addition to fulsa, Okiahoma, the said plaintiff oWning an undivided oﬁe-i
t ird (1/3)interest therein and the said defendants, Isase O. Gruwell, Clarence B. Gru-
well, Edward A. Gruwell and Agnes Bard owning an undivided two-fiftéenths (2/15) inter-
est each ther in, and said defendants, Eillen Marsh and Ruth Reed, owning an undivided
one~fifteenth (1/15) interest each therein, and that the. sams should be partitioned ae-
cordingly; and,

’ ‘ WHEREAS, in said order said Court duly sppointed John Smiley, J. S. Shaver,
and Dan J. Davisson &s commissioners to make part'ition' of said real estate between the
said plaintiff and defendants to this action according to their respsctive interests
as absve gset out; end, ‘ )

‘ WHEREAS, the said Court in séid ordez"direoted that in case said commissionsrs
repbrted to the effect that pertition could not be made in kind of the premises above
desoribedand that said premises should, thérefore, be appraised and sold, sach of t'he
"threa pieces of real estate heiein involved and subject to partition shoﬁld be separate-~
1yappi~aised by said commissionsrs, and that sny of the parties plaintiff or defendsnt
should have the right to take at the appraised valuation any one or a8ll of said three
regl estate lots abové déscribed; and,

WHEREAS, the aforesaid commissioners, after duly taking the oath prescribed
by law, tﬁereaftzer duly went upon and pez-ébnally inspecfed and examiﬁed said premises
and thereafter, on the said 28th, day of February, 1923, duly filed their report in
“ said Court in said sction, and reported'that said reél estate and premises could not
be ,’parﬁitioned without great and manifest injury‘ to the owners thercof, the same being
the 82id parties to said action, and in said report said commissione®s separately valu-
ed and appraised, in accordance with sald order as above set out, ssid Lot Eight (8) '
in Block Six (6), Friend-Gillette Addition to the City oflulsa, Oklahoma, at the sum
of Twenty thousand Dollars ($20,000.00); and, f

WHER®AS, on the 2nd, day of March, 1923, said Court entered an ordar decread

ing that all exceptions to the saidrepo’rt of said commiss oners and all elections to

take under the said order of February 28th, 1923, should be filed on. or before March,




