’ ~eaid Court upon the petition of the plaintiff herein, the plaintiff appearing in pereon and
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Now, on thie 14**‘n’*day oi June, 1924 th‘e sema being a regular day of the June 1924”

"‘term of thie Court thia oauee eame on regularly for hearing before the undersigned Judge of"

by hie attorney, Arden E. Ross, and the ourt heving examined the pleadings and filings in :

- eaid oauee, finda that eaid defendant was peraonally served with eummone in eaid causs by the

T:Sherifi’ of eaid Tulea County on the 28th day of May, 1924, and that on the 29th day of May,‘

1owarde the plaintif:ﬂ, and that the plaintiff ie without :Eault in the premises, and that by

21924 and subsequent to the i’iling of plaintii’f'a petition herein and aubeequent to the 86T~

Avice of summons, said’ defendant duly signed an appearanoe and waiver of the issuance and ‘ger=
‘vioe of eulz)mons in eaid cause, and that by -saild waiver saiddefendant consented and agreed

: eaid waiver is now on. file ani of record in thie Qourt in this oause, and the defendant }
L naving fa:led to plead demur or anBWBr, and having been three timea ca,‘lled in Open Cou:\rt v
'k.’fonee not nor any one i’or her ‘but wholly nakee default. And the Court having heard the teeti
S mony of witneaaea gworn and examined in Open Court and being i’ully adviaed in: the premiaea,
: _ That all the raterial allegationa eet forth in plaintiff'a petition are true; that

‘ Jlaintiff at the time o:f the ﬂling of hie petition herein wae, ando had been continuouely for .

';nore than one year prior thereto, an actual reaident in good faith of tha Gounty an? !l'ulaa,
‘Etate of Oklahoma, ag’ in eaid petition eet Earth, “that the parties to this: action had been :
‘«I :

' 'marriage one. child a boy named Ray B. Whitaker. Jr. - now six yeare of age. ‘

The court further finds that the defendant haa “been guilty of groee neglect of duty

i _:eaeon of the aota and fault of the defendant plaintifi’ is entit],ed to a decree of divoroe g
'."ae prayed i’or. ; : ' ‘ e S : '
‘\ : ' [ Th’e“‘ Court further :finde that the plaintiff ia a qualiﬁ.ed and proper pereon to
have the ‘cars and cuatody of satd minor child and that the beat 1ntereeta of eaid minor

' 'ohild require that hie care and custody ehould be given 1o the plaintiff. , :
g‘he Court further :finde that plaintif:ﬁ and defendant have lnretofore coneummated

.,;;,Wa property eettlement and divieion of property whereby the defendant conveyed to plaintiff ‘

all o.f her right title anu intereat in and to the following deecribed real eetate, eituate

""Min_;; ‘Tulaa COuntyr State of Oklahoma to—wit o e e

et The North Twenty-Five ‘25) Feat of Lot Ten 510) and the South '.Bwelve 4

and One-Half (12%) £eet of Lot Elaven (11) :Ln Blook r-~"hree (3) in College

Additi-n 10 the Gi’ty of Tolea, according to the recorded plat thereof

and that ‘by eaid property aettlement plaintiff further ”bacama the om er oi and Wae given as. ;

. "'his eole and eeparate pr operty, .in,hie own right, and forever frea from any claim o:f tha de—
lr,fendant all iumiture and houaehold goods theretofore owned by eaid partiea hereto. and e

that this cauee be aet down for trial and heard ‘oy thie Court at any time without notice whidi Sl




