cuted the same as shérift. and a8 his free énd volﬁﬁtary act and deed, for the uses and
purposes therein set forth,. ‘

In witness whercof, 1 have hereuntoset my hand and officiel sesal in said oounty. the day
and year 1ast above written, . - S
My commission expires Decs 28, 1925 : (SEAL) “Dolly Boatright-Notary Public
Filed for record at Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahome, June 5§, 1923 at 11:10 O'clock A.M. and
recorded in Book 457 Page 162 ; o
By Bredy Brown - Deputy L ( SEAL) 0. G. Weaver - County Clerk.. i
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THIS INDENTURE, made this Hth _day of June. 1925 b and between R. D. Sanfgrd rif
v 7 ond Clariseen zwfz

‘of Tulsa Gounty, Oklaboms, party of the Pirst part, and Issac 0. Gruuell//both of Tulsa,
County, Oklahoma, and Edward A. Gruwell of Chase County, Kansas, rarties of the second park:
WITNESSETH: that whbreas one3. 3. Mohrman 5ommehced his aétion in the Distriet Court
of Tulsa County. 6n’the 12th day of ﬁpr;l 1922, against Isaac 0. Gruwell, LZdward A. Gruwell
and Clarence B. Gruwell, and Agnes Bard, Eileen Marsh, and Ruth Reed.'alleging'that the
rlaintiff and defendants were the owners of Lots Eight (8) sand nine }9) im Block Qwenty {20
of North Tulse Addition of the City of Tulsa, Pulsa County, Oklahoma, and plaintiff‘allegin;
.

that he was the owner of an undivided one-third (1/3) interest in said real estate, and thaj

said Isaac 0. Gruwell, Edward A. Gruweli. and Clarence B. G:uwell. and Agnes Bard were wach

the owners of an undivided two-fifteenths (2/15) interest in said real estate and‘xhat EileLn
Marsh and Rith Reed were eaoh the owners of an undivided on-fiftgenth (1/15) interest in safd
Jreal estate and asking that sald real estate be rartitioned between saidbparties. gnd in said
portions, or if 4t could not be partitinned,that same be sold according to law,andvthe pro=t
loeeds thereof divided. : 'W!RNA@RM
Said case was No. 18264 in said Court. BerermiMacacnteesars
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And whereas summonsg was properly issued and all rarties entered their appesrance, and
?he Court anpo;nted commissioners acoording to law to partition said real estate, and if same
bould not be partitioned wi thout manifeatiinjury. fo appraise fhe value of the same; and sagd
commissioners did makk a report to the Court that said lots, noﬁieither of theﬁ..could nmh
be partitioned without manifest injery, and reported the apprasiément of same as follows~
Lot eight (8) was appraised at Seven Thousand Five Hundred ($7,500) Dollars and said Lot Nink
[9) at six Thousana (g6, 000.00) Dollars.
And whereas the Court gound and adjudged that the interest owned by each of the above
fhamed parties, plaintiff, and defendants, were as above set forth, - .

And wherens none-of the parties elected to take said lots, or‘eit?er of them, at the
ppraised value. the court did on the 6 day of April 1923, issued an order to the sheriff of
Tulsa County, Oklahoma to sell said lots separately to the highest biddexr for eash in the
.\ panner of sale of real estate under'exeyution and acaeording to_law.

i And whereas, I, the undersigned, sheriff hi&'réceive said order and execute same by
{?f iving notice that 1 would sell gaid lots separately to the highest bidder for oash at the
‘ ;eSt front door of the Court house in Tulsa, Oklahoma, on the 1llth day of May, 1923, at two

?;: d'clock p.m. said notice was given by publication in the Tulsa Daily Legal News, 8 newspaper
‘ ublished and rrinted in the City of Tﬁlse. Tulsa County, Oklahoma, and having been so printdd

qnd having had a general ciroulation throﬂghdut the City of Tulsa, Tulsa County. Okiahoma, fﬁr

et




