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REPORT BY CHIEF JUSTICE DENVER N, DAVISON -
TO THE OKLAHOMA LEGISLATURE.
JANUARY 23, 1973

Senate President Hamilton
House Speaker Willis
Distinguished Members of the Legislature

The entire judiciary is indeed honored and pleased to have its
representative share with you a resume' of our last year's operations-
and reveal in this formal way the areas in which legislative solution:
4s felt needed for continued improvement of the judicial service to the
people of this state. The Supreme Court, which as yoﬁ know bears the
responsibility for operating the entire court system, is truly grateful
to jrcu for this opportunity to preserﬁ: its problems and seek your
decisions on matters we cannot solve. We have always cooperated
with the legislative and executive branches of our government. Please
accept our appreciation for the many courtesies extended to us in the
past: We are especially grateful for byour cooperation in making it
possible for us to air-condition our court room that was not usa‘ble

~during the summer because of excessive heat. -

JUDICIAL MANPOWER
The size of the state judicial manpower and its geographical dis-

tribution must be treated as one of those problems only you have the
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‘authority to settle. The Constitution clearly vests that power and re-

sponsibility in you. You determine not only how many judgeships there

shall Le, but also where we shall have them. The only limit placed on

you is that each county must be assured 6f at least one associate judge.
Ours is the duty to operate ‘the judicial service 'With whatever manpower
you choose to give us.

In recent yiears attempta have been made to reduce judicial
manpower through a constitutional amendment that would eliminate the
one-associate-judge-per-county reéuiremeﬁt é.nd by legislation re-
stricting appointment to vacant judgeships to those areas where manpower
need may be certified by the Supreme Court to exist. All these attempts
have failed in the past, but I am informed that similar measures will be
introduced in this session.

There are at least twenty sparsely populated counties whose
workload does not justify a full-time resident associate judge. This
muc¢h is hard to deny. There are also other judicially overstaffed areas.
While the judges ffom these areas can be and are being used for non-
resident assignments where needed, there are signs of growingv
resistance in rural areas to ''taking our judge out'' and in urban areas
against deployment of out-of-county part-time judicial manpowe r.’

While the decision to continue or not to continue provi;iing full -

time judges in these twenty rural counties is not ours, it is my duty

to advise that there are presently understaffed metropolitan and middle--

sized urban areas in which judicial efficiency is increasingly impaired

because of serious geographical maldistribution in Oklahoma judgeships:.

These areas are and will be pressing you for additional manpower.
Total judgeships and the total cost of the co.urt system will ultimately
increase under urban pressure unless you are willing to re-examine
our present statewide manpower distribution scheme and to reduce
workload disparities.

We invite you to take a closer look aﬂ: our personnel nee;ds;
Statistics will be available to assist you in the assessment you will
have to make. Our hope is that whatever you come up with will help
remove all present impairments to efficient judicial service in the

more populous areas of the state,

STA_'I‘E OBLIGATION TO PROVIDE DEFENSE SERVICES

When the Supreme Court of the United States imposed on us,
in 1963, the obligation to provide free defense services to indigent
felony defendants, you came to our rescue and authorized payment of
fees to appointed lawyers out of our éourt fund revenue. Now, almost
nine years later, only three of our counties have a public defender
service. In the rest of the state defense services are still provided by
appointed.counsel. Last June the Supreme Court of the United States

extended further our obligation to provide free defense services. It
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included within the scope of benefits all indigent misdemeanor defen-

dants in cases in which a jail sentence may be imposed.

The cost of defense services has been rising steadily. In the
last three posf-reform years (1969-1971) it has ,inci‘eased more than
100 per cent, from $344, 292 to $689, 050. In many areas seasoned
civil lawyers complain that their appointment in a criminal case
constitutes a real hardship to themselves and to the defendant. A
recent survey reveals that almost 20 per cent of all felony c’onvici:s in
the penitentiary did not have any representétion when judgment and
sentence was: pronounced.J

Since 1963, federal rulings have required us to provide free

- defense services virtually at every state of criminal prosecution and,

in some instances, our obligation now extendsrbeyond_ the courthouse,
reaching into the police station, the sheriff's office and inside the
penitentiary Wélls. These services, .We believe, require‘a ‘stav.i.:ew:i.c.le.
network of civil sefvants trained in what has become a highly special-
ized J‘:’ield of law. The judiciary will benefit from th‘e avé,ilability of
such trained service because it WOuld and shduld reduce, as 1t has in
other states, the incidence of criminal retrials, of post-conviction
challénges in federal courts ané of dangerously léw morale among
penitehtia.ry inmates. Moreover, the creation of the de.fense service

will remove the operation of this function from judicial responsibility.

Judicial opera.tioh of defense services is totally incompatible with the
judge's traditionally neutral position. There is as little basis for a
judge to control the choice and compensation of defense counsel aé
there is for him to control public prosecution.

We in the judicial service ask to be relieved of our present
responsibility to operate ?efense services. Our hbpe is that you will
see fit to establish a statewide defense service that, like our public
prosectuion, is indgﬁendent of the judiciary.

We also ask that in order to reduce .the present high cost of
aefense services you consider removing jail penalty provisions from
thé se misdemeanor statutes, such as many traffic and other minor
offenses, in which confinement is seldom imposed and does not seem
needed for effective enforcement.

JUDICIAL SALARIES

We.urge you to he}p us solve what some describe as a real man-
power crisis produced by low compensation levels.

Recent resignations from thg state judicial service of many
‘able men are not so much attributable to the lui‘e of the private sector
and of the federal civii service as to general 1aék of faith in your
Willingness t‘o improve judicial compensation. By standards of other
states and by comparison with all the neighboring states Wé rank
extremely low. The Arﬁerican Judicature Society's recent survey puts

Oklahoma's trial court salaries in the 51st place (after all other states
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and the Distric‘c of Columbia), while our neighboring Texas ranks 16,

~New Mexico 25, Colorado 34, Missouri 29, Kansas 24 and Arkansas 45.

No one knows better than we that you labor at times under most
severe budgetary limitations. Bt all of us are also aware that the

needs of your state judicial service have not received priority A. Our

hope is that you will find your way clear to affording us your top

priority level when you re-examine the subject of judicial compensation.

DOCKET STATUS (Trial Courts)

The trial courts (municipal, industrial and district) have been
prompt in the disposition of cases; The metropolitan (Oklahoma City
and Tulsa) ‘_distri‘ct court time gap between felony arrest and trial is one
of the shortest in the hatibn. The interval between the time a civil case
.’lS "at iseue'' and when it is reached for trial is diminishiné in all areas

of the state. Our trial judges are indeed doing a fine job.

APPELLATE COURTS

There is still a substantial backlog of cases in the appeallate
courts. It is being reduced thanks to a very high productivﬁy of the
Court of Appeals, but we are plagued with an ever increasing number
of petitions to review by cértiorari the decisions of the intermediate
court, This added burden is taking so much of our time that it creates

a virtual bottleneck in the processing of appeals. We ask that you

TR

study this matter and give due considerattion to indposing an additional
filing fee for those who seek access to the Supreme Court after losing
their case in the Court of Appeals. Such access to our Court is now free.
te all 11tigants| because only one cost deposif is required for fiiing an
appeal.

Our hope is that the number of petitions for fui‘ther review in
the Supreme Court may be decreased so that more ca;.sés decided by

the intermediate court can become final,

CONCLUSION

We are hopeful that you will give careful consideration to our
prkoblems and needs to the end t};at Oklahoma's judicial service will
continue to be the envy of all those states whiéh do not have a modern

and well-managed court system.
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JUDICIAL INSTITUTIONS OF OKLAHOMA

SUPREME COURT

The Supreme Court is a constitutional tribunal consisting of nine
justices retained in office for a term of six years pursuant to a non-
partisan non-competitive election. Any vacancy is filied by gubernatorial
appointment from a supreme court judicial district, The state is divided
into nine supreme court judicial districts. (See map page )

The appellate jurisdiction of the supreme court is co-extensive
with the state and includes all civil cases. The supreme court has
general superintendent and administrative control over all other courts
and agencies of the state government and may issue writs of habeas cor-
pus, mandamus, quo warranto, certiorari, prohibition and other
remedial writs,

COURT OF APPEALS**

The Court of Appeals consists of two permanent divisions, one
sitting in Tulsa County and the other sitting in Oklahoma County, with
each division having three judges. One Court of Appeals judge is
elected from each of the six congressional districts on non-partisan
ballots for a term of six years.

The Court of Appeals has the power to dispose of any cases
assigned to it by the Supreme Court. Its decisions, when final, are
neither appealable to the Supreme Court nor subject to re-examination
by another division of the Court of Appeals or by the judges of that court
sitting en banc. It has jurisdiction to issue writs of habeas corpus, man-
damus, quo warranto, certiorvari, prohibition or any other process
necessary to any case assigned to it. Its decisions may be reviewed by
the Supreme Court if a majority of that court's justices direct that
certiorari be granted, and the Supreme Court may by order recall cases
from the Court of Appeals.

The procedure and practice of thé Court of Appeals is prescribed
by rules of the Supreme Court, although, pursuant to law and the rules
of the Supreme Court, the Court of Appeals may promulgate its own '
rules,

*Art 7, Sec. 1, Okl. Const.
F*20 0.8, 1971 | 30,1 et seq.

11



Court of Appeals (continued)

The Clerk of the Supreme Court serves as the Clerk of the
Court of Appeals. ‘

COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS *

The Court of Criminal Appeals is composed of three judges, one
from each of the Court of Criminal Appeals Judicial Districts, Judges
of the court are elected by popular vote at a non-partisan election for a

term of six years.

The Court of Criminal Appeals has exclusive appeallate jurisdic-
tion, co-extensive with the limits of the State, in all criminal cases
appealed from the district court: and such other courts of record as may
be established by law. The Court of Criminal Appeals, in criminal
mafters, has the power tc issue, hear and determine writs of habeas

corpus, mandamus, quo warranto, certiorari, prohibition and such other

remedial writs as may be provided by law, and may exercise such other
and further jurisdiction as may be conferred by statute.

1

COURT ON THE JUDICIARY **

The Court on the Judiciary has: (a) a nine-member Trial
Division and (b) 2 nine-member Appelilate Division., Each division of
the court selects a presiding judge. ’

The Trial Division has jurisdiction to (a) remove from office any
member of the judiciary, state or municipal; or (b) subject a member
of the judiciary to compulsory retirement from office, In either in-
stance the action must be for cause and result from proceedings before

- the Court on the Judiciary.

The Appellate Division may review any judgment of the Trial
Division when the respondent or prosecutor files a notice of appeal with

the Clerk of the Supreme Court within ten days after entry of a judgment.

District courts must, on the direction of a division of the Court
on the Judiciary, aid in carrying ¢«t the procedures and mandates of

that court.

* Art 7, Sec 1, Ok. Const.; 20 O.S. 1971 § 31
*% Art 7-4A, CXl. Const.
3¢ 20 O.S. 1971 § 1404 as amended in 1973 by S. B, 83

12

INDUSTRIAL COURT *

. The State Industrial Court is a statutory body consisting of five
judges appointed by the Governor with the advice and consent of the
Senate. The court sits in hearing and judgment of indlistrial accident
cases an.d has the power to formulate rules and procedures for the :
transz.:tciuon of its business, The court has full power to determine all
ques’c1ons.in relation to the payment of claims for compensation and in
the exercise of its power may make any investigation it deems necessar
The a.ward or decision of the court shall he final and conclusive upon ally.
questions within its jurisdiction between the [Sar'cies unless an appial is

lodged within statutory ti i
oo y time either to the court en banc 6r to the Supreme

COURT OF BANK REVIEW %%

‘ The Court of Bank Review consists of three district judges desig-
na.teé.l by the Governor and confirmed by the State Senate. The law
requires that each judge be from a different Court of Criminal Appeals

district. The Governor desi t j idi j
o s o gnates one of the judges as presiding judge

The Court meets at the State Capj
. Pitol on the call of the presidin
Judge- and has the power and duty to hear and determine all appeals fro%n
any final order of the Commission and the Banking Board. )

. . ’I’I}e Court may: (a) affirm the order of the Bénkirig‘Board~ or thé
ommissioner; (b) may direct such action as may be affirmatively re-

uire l) aw (8] C n]‘] rever (o) m d .

The decision of the Court of Bank Revi ; : ' . :
certiorari in the Supreme Court, ,eylew is subject to review by
COURT OF TAX REVIEW:###

The Court of Tax Review is co
B mposed of three district judges
designated by the Governor., The State Auditor acts as its cleer. ;

The Court of Tax Review has judici . :
. judicial cogniza f
against any alleged illegal levies, gnizance of all protests

*85 0.5, 1971 | 69. 1
% 6 0.8, 1971 § 207
ik A8 0O.8S. 1971 {24104

13
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DISTRICT COURT *

. : The district courts of the State of Oklahoma have unlimited
| K original jurisdiction of all justiciable matters, powers of review of
administrative action and power to issue any writs, remedial or other-

wise necessary or proper to carry into effect their orders, judgments
or decrees. )
SUMMARY

There are 24 district court judicial districts with 51 district
Other judges of the district court are: 87 associate district \ e tads
The judicial power in Oklahoma is vested in the follow-

! - judges.
: ‘judges and 42 special judges. There is at least one associate judge in .
every county in the state. . L ‘ ng courts:
, District and associate district judges are elected on a non-par- b One The Senate sitting as a Court of Impeach -
tisan ballot in a competitive election for a term of four years. The : : ment
special judges are appointed by the district judges of the judicial o
?' Two The Supreme Court

administrative district in which such judicial offices are authorized by

statute, They serve at the pleasure of their appointers.
. Three The Court of Criminal Appeals

T : There are nine judicial administrative districts, each headed by ; F

a presiding judge. (See map page ‘ our The Court of Appeals
*Art, 7, Sec. 1, OKl. Const. Five  The Court on the Judiciary
: Six The State Industrial Court

; - | k ‘ | Seven The Court of Bank Review
‘ 4 o Eight The Court of Tax Review
Nine District Court

i
o ' Ten Municipal Courts with jurisdiction limited
to .cz.'irninal and traffic proceedings: (a)
arising out of municipal ordinance violations
or (b) infractions of regulations that are
authorized by municipal ordinances,

14
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ADMINISTRATIVE ORGANIZATION

OF THE JUDICIAL SYSTEM
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JUSTICES OF THE SUPREME COURT

1972

WILLIAM A, BERRY, Chief Justice

DENVER N. DAVISON, Vice Chief Justice

- BEN T, WILLIAMS, Justice

FLOYD L., JACKSON, Justice
PAT IRWIN, Justice
RALPH B, HODGES, Justice

ROBERT E., LAVENDER, Justice -

ROONEY McINERNEY, Justice!l

DON B. BARNES, Justice’

ROBERT D, SIMMS, Justice>

Resigned September 1, 1972.

Appointed by the Governor January 3,
1972,

Appointed October 2, 1972,
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COURT OF APPEALS

|=A‘il
Judge P ogulati on
Brightmil'e 426,574
Bacon 426,596
Bailey 426,330
Box 426, 484
Romang 426,467

SUPREME COURT AND COURT OF APPEALS

A. SUPREME COURT

FILINGS AND TERMINATIONS

1969 - 1972

B. COURT.OF APPEALS

APPEALS Increase or
Decrease in
Termi Appeals Cas¢s Assigned
Year Filed  nated Pending .
Cases Terminated
1969 579 442% +137 ‘
1970 653 44755 +206
1971 742 900 -158
1972 717 767 - 50 % of Certiorari
Filed to Number of
__ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS Cases Terminated
|39
N 1969 65 67 + 2
1970 67 51 + 16
1971 sk - - C. TOTAL CASES PENDING
1972 84 110 - 26
__CERTICRARI
) Termi- Total Cases Pending
Year Filed nated Granted Denied But Not at Issue
1969 0 - -- -- Total Cases at Issue
1970 e -- - -- Ready for Assign-
1971 136 89 10 79 ment
1972 179 154 43 111

* Includes 70 Court of Appeals opinions adopted in 1969
*% Includes 32 Court of Appeals opinions adopted in 1970
<% Original proceedings filed and terminated in 1971

included in total number of appeals filed and termi-
nated in 1971.
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1972 -
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APPEALS TO THE SUPREME COURT

1907 ~ 1972

////////)/////////////////}/////////////// 801

TR A L i A R 142

T T T T TTTT 7%

A IR R L | QL

LI 505

ESAIA BRI SRR R 092

LI 512

F A S L L BT

[LLLL T 500

B s ey e YA,

/7////////7[7////[//[// A72

’/77// 520

1/
###############“##é## 4357

VADINNNNENERRNANANT N/ Y

e ML

T T T T 55

s n s L

LLLLLLLIT T BSh

S R g 052

LLLLLLIL LTI LIS 485

LR i 409
NNANINY NN

711/
########################## 550

LILELLII LS LL L] nea_”

##############%##“##### 475
LI 8%

TR At 416

LT 359

HHE I R A U423

[T 523

a1 %

LI T 548

fp AT R A A 682

LLLLILLI TS 666

PR R S E A AR R R 809

LI LTI 839

FEpEE I S R S R R R e 782

JILLLLII LTI 820

A A R A A S R T

923
LI LI 7T 1118

i g e S e L R R S R g i 12

12

/////[/////////////[//////////////////////7///////// 1018

S SR R A #
////A///////////////[//////////[//////j///

995
S A S e L 999

NIy sy rnyynnnnnnn 960

T A A T A R L TR R E g g 1040

////’///’///////;/’////////////////////]/////////// 1023

SR I U R b I it L IR A bt sk b e 1097

/7/77/7[////////////’[//!/////]////////////////////// 1103

WHR AT R R O T n h R R AR RN R AR IR L i e __ 952

LLLLLLLLEL LIS T 85k

T LI i L B L R e R it (23

[T A T 730

L R R A 8l

LA ] 882

######################ﬁ###%#########m#######

LIS ////’///(/////////////[1/// 1110

i A A i e ] e e R B T

1261

LLLLLLL LT LT LT T T

I8/ 1319

244

T e i A R A i R B I R 2
Vi ///////1{//////////////////////[[///////////// 921

Al 1 AT 4k DR B R B i o A

LA EL LT 546

#H 30
S T T L

100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000 1100 1200
30

1300
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JUDGES OF THE -
COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS

1972

HEZ J. BUSSEY, Presiding Judge
TOM BRETT, Judge
ROBERT D, SIMMS, Judge!

C. F. BLISS, Judge?

'1 Appointed to Supreme Court October 2, 1972.

2 Appointed November 27, 1972,
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COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS JUDICIAL DISTRICTS

Membera of the Court of Criminal Appeals run on
& non-parvtisan state-wide retentlon ballot at the
general election -only, If retained by the voters,
they serve a 6 year term, 1f rejected, the vacancy
is filled by appolntment of the Guovernor.

Office No. ! (EASTERN DISTRICT): Adair, Atoka,
Bryan, Cherokee, Chocvtaw, Craig, Creek, Delaware,
Haskell, Hughes, Latimer, LeFlore, Mayes, McCur-
tain, MeIntosh, Muskogee, Nowata, Okfuxkee, Ok-
muigiee, Ottawa, Pittsburg. Iushmataba, Rogers,

Sequoyah, Tulsn, Wagoner, ®(863,644)¢ * » ¢ o s¢ o 0.0

Office No. 2—(NORTIIERN DISTRICT): Alfalfa,
Reaver, RBlalne, Canadian, Clmarron, Dewey, Bills,
Garfleld, Grant, Harper, Kay, Kingfisher, Lincoln,

Logan, Malor, Noble, Oklaboma, Osage, FPawnee, :
Nogly Weoerd, [ ..., Brett

Yayne, Texas, Washingtou,
L I B )

‘(9“3,038) * e v 9 0 e
Office No. 3-—(SOUTHERN DISTRICT): Beckham,
Caddo, Carter, Cleveland, Custer, Coal, Camanche,
Cotton, Garvin, Grady, Greer, Harmon, Jackson, Jef-
forson, Johnaton, Klowa, Love, McClain, Marshall,

Murray, Pontotoc, Pottawatomle, Roger Mills, Semi-
) « o 8 5 8o

nole, Stephens, Tillman, Washita. *(632,497)
*¥ipures In parcnthesls indicate 1970 officlal total.
population of Court of Criminal Appeals Judiclal

Districts.
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Adair

" Alfalfa

Atoka
Beaver
Beckham

Blaine
Bryan
Caddo
Canadian
Carter

Cherokee
Choctaw
Cimarron
Cleveland
Coal

Comanche
Cotton
Craig
Creek
Custer

Delaware
Dewey
Ellis -
Garfield
Garvin

Grady
Grant
Greer
Harmon
Harper

OO0 O W

COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS
CASES BY COUNTY

1972

Haskell
Hughes
Jackson
Jefferson
Johnston

onvoO~O W
ook OO

Kay 1
Kingfisher

Kiowa

Latimer

I.eFlore

oo NI D
Ok

Lincoln
Logan
Love
Major
Marshall

N = Wk 3

Mavyes
McClain
MecCurtain
McIntosh
Murray

oy O = O =]
o wWwuUlto W

Muskogee 17
Noble 1
Nowata 2
Okfuskee 3
Oklahoma 326

P e o ) o

Okmulgee 1
Osage

Ottawa

Pawnee

Payne

oo NO O
N = U1 0o U

36

Pittsburg 32
Pontotoc 3
Pottawatomie 14
Pushmataha 0
Roger Mills 0
Rogers 0
Seminole 3
Sequoyah 3
Stephens 15
Texas 7
Tillman 1
Tulsa 149
Wagoner 1
Washington 7
Washita 1
Woods 4
Woodward ‘ 5
Total 822

COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS

10-YEAR COMPARISON 1969 - 1972

Year g?lsee:is Tefx:lsiz:ted
1962 155 173
1963 135 115
1964 151 128
1965 274 186
1966 272 165
1967 409 231
1968 489 - 233

1969 | 695 , 6.’;37

'197_0‘ 631 491 |

19?1 802 T 994

1972 773 | 822

37

Increase or
(Decrease) in

Cases Pending

(18)
20
23
88
107
178
256
58
140
(192)

( 49)




COURT ON THE JUDICIARY

STATE INDUSTRIAL COURT

COURT OF BANK REVIEW

COURT OF TAX REVIEW

JUDICIAL NOMINATING COMMISSION

Saan i




B e s S
* .\ - F L CHRNT ey

R

b

COURT ON THE JUDICIARY
1972

APPELLATE DIVISION

PAT IRWIN, Justice Supreme Court

Presiding Judge
LAVERN FISHEL, Judge, Judicial District No. 25

Vice Presiding Judge
JOHN Q. ADAMS, Judge

Judicial District No, 12
TOM BRETT, Judge

Court of Criminal Appeals
WELDON FERRIS, Judge

Judicial District No. 3
RALPH HODGES, Justice

Supreme Court
KENNETH HUGHES, Judge

Judicial District No. 24
HOWARD M. McBEE.

Lawyer
JOE D, SHUMATE, Judge

Judicial District No., 21

TRIAL DIVISION

£
Fs
f 3
[
'fr i
Eog
t,{ H
vy

CHARLES M, WILSON, Judge, Judicial District No., 2
Presiding Judge '
JOHN MALEY, Judge, Judicial District No. 24
Vice Presiding Judge
ELVIN J. BROWN, Judge
Judicial District No, 21
RAYMOND W, GRAHAM, Judge
Judicial District No. 14
ALAN B, McPHERON, Judge
Judicial District No. 19
JACK R. PARR, Judge . S ST
- Judicial District No, 7 = v I
DONALD E. POWERS, Judge oL
Judicial District No. 23 : R
JOHN R. RICHARDS, 5 T
. Lawyer .., o
RICHARD W. SMITH, Judge
Judicial District No. 13

TG
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JUDGES OF THE
'STATE INDUSTRIAL COURT

1972

SILAS C. WOLF, Presiding Judge
KEITH COOPER, Judge

BRUCE L. EVANS, Judge

A. R. SWANK, Judge

A, L. VOTH, Judge

42

STATE INDUSTRIAL COURT
Number of
Filings
Year Terminatexd Amount of Awards
1971 7809 ‘ $16, 739, 721
1972 8433 $18, 190, 083

Increase or
Decrease in
Year Filings Pending Filings Pending

1969 306

1970 366 +60
1971 209 - 157
1972 | 183 - 26,

The term '"filing'' means either a new claim
or an ancillary proceeding to an existing
claim that requires disposition after hearing.
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COURT OF BANK REVIEW

1972

RAYMOND GRAHAM, Chief Judge. . -
Judicial District No. 14

JOE SHUMATE, Chief Judge Division No. 2

Judicial District No. 21

GEORGE HOWARD WILSON, Chief Judge
Division No. 1
Judicial District No. 4

44
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COURT OF TAX REVIEW

LATON L. DOTY
DONALD_E. POWERS

F, B, H. SPELLMAN

46




COURT OF BANK REVIEW

. APPEALS FILED AND TERMINATED

Filed Terminated

1971 9 .4

1972 5 4

45

Pending

11

JUDICIAL NOMINATING COMMISSION

The Judicial Nominating Commission
submitted an in-depth report covering the
period frorﬁ the time of its ‘inception in Apfil,
1967, as the Governor's Voluntary Judicial |
Nominating Commission, through September,

1973.

This reporf appeared worthy enough to

include in its entirety.




OKLAHOMA JUDICIAL NOMINATING COMMISSION

SUPREME COURT

DISTRICT #7 -- December 1971 -~ replacing Justice Wil‘liam’ H. Blackbird,
who retired December 1971 '

Donald B. Barnes, Okmulgee
(from District Judge, Okmulgee County)

DISTRICT #6 -~ October 1972 -- replacing Justice Rooney McInerney,
who resigned September 1972

Robert D. Simms, Tulsa
(from Court of Criminal Appeals)

DISTRICT #9 ~- January 1973 -~ replacing Justice Floyd L. Jackson,
who retired January 1973

John B. Doolin, Lawion

COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS

OFFICE NO, 1 -~ Eastern District ~- December 1971 -- replacing
Judge Kirksey Nix, who retired October 1971

Robert D, Simms, Tulsa
(from District Judge, Tulsa County)

OFFICE NO, 1 -- Eastern District -~ October 1972 -- replacing
Judge Robert D. Simams, who was appointed to
the Supreme Court

C.F. Blisg, Jr., Tahlequah
(from District Judge, Cherokee -Wagoner Counties)

48

" OKLAHOMA JUDICIAL NOMINATING COMMISSION

DISTRICT JUDGE (continued)

Tulsa County (District 14-Office No. 2) ~- February 1972 -~ replacing Judge
Robert D. Simms, who was appointed to the Court of Criminal Appeals

Joe Jennings, (from Associate District Judge,
Tulsa County)

Tulsa County (District 14-Office No. 4) -- July 1972 -- replacing Judge
Fred S. Nelson, who resigned

Margaret Lamm McCalister (from Associate
District Judge,Tulsa County)

Canadian-Oklahoma Counties (District 7-Office No. 8) -~ September 1972 --
replacing Judge Fenton R. Ramey, who resigned

Floyd L. Martin

Comanche County '(District 5-Office No. 4) -~ September 1972 —- replacing
Judge Robert S. Landers, who retired

J. Winston Raburn

Choctaw-MecCurtain- Pushmataha Counties (District 17-Office No., 1) -~
September 1972 -~ replacing Judge Edward M. Shipp, who resigned

Neal Merriott

Cherokee-Wagoner Counties (District 15) -~ December 1972 -- replacing

Judge C.F. Bliss, Jr., who was appointed to the Court of Criminal Appeals

William Henry Bliss (from Associate District
Judge, Cherokee County)

Oklahoma County (District 7-Office No. 3) <~ September 1973 -- replacing Judge
Clarence Mills, who retired

50
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OKLAHOMA JUDICIAL NOMINATING COMMISSION

DISTRICT JUDGE -

Oklahoma-Canadian Counties (District 7- -Office No. 8) -- March 1968 --
replacing Judge William A. Fogg, who retired

Fenton R. Ramey

Oklahoma County (District 7-Office No. 1) -~ November 1968 -- replacing
Judge Boston Smith, who resigned

Charles L. Owens

Tulsa-Pawnee Counties (District 14-Office No. 5) ~- August 1969 -- replacing
Judge W. Lee Johnson, deceased

Robert G, Green

Kay County (District 8) -—- May 1971 ~-- replacing Judge Lester Maris, deceased

Lowell Doggett (from Associate District Judge,
Kay County)

Creek County (District 24-Office No. 4) -~ July 1971 -- replacing Judge G.B.
Chuck Coryell, deceased

Charles Scott Woodson

Okmulgee ‘County (District 24-Office No. 5) -~ February 1972 -~ replacing
Judge Donald B. Barnes, who was appointed to the Supreme Court

Kirk Woodliff

49

OKLAHOMA JUDICIAL NOMINATING COMMISSION

ASSOCIATE DISTRICT JUDGE

Pontotoc County (District 22) -~ November 1968 -~ replacmg Judge Duard C.
Willoughby, deceased

Francis Mayhue

Pittsburg County (District 18) ~- January 1969 -- replacing Judge Richard Penix,

deceased

Donald R. Hackler

Marshall County (District 20) -~ June 1969 -~ replacing Judge John Builer,
deceased

John C, Caldwell

Sequoyah County (District 15) -- Apnl 1970 -- replacing Judge W.S. Agent,
deceased

Bill Ed Rogers

Pittsburg County (District 18) ~- December 1970 -- replacing Judge Donald R,
- Hackler; who resigned

William Ervin

Pitfsburg County‘ (District 18) -- March. 1971 ~-- replacing Judge William Ervin
who was appointed only for unexpired term of Judge Hackler

’

James B, ""Martin

Tulsa County (District 14) -- May 1971 -- replacing Judge Whit Y. Mauzy,
deceased .

Milford M. McDougal

Okmulgee County (District 24) ~=- July 1971 -- replacing Judge Mary Balley Romine,

who retired .

Charles E, Steele

51




OKLAHOMA JUDICIAL NOMINATING COMMISSION

- ASSOCIATE DISTRICT JUDGE (Continued)

McCurtain County (District 17) -- October 1971 -- replacing Judge Michael Cauthron,
who resigned

Michael Dan DeBerry

Kay County (District 8) -~ October 1971 -- replacing Judge Lowell Doggett, who
was appointed District Judge

Raymond A. Trapp

Haskell County (District 16) -- October 1971 -- replacing Judge Nat Henderson,
who retired

Harold B. Dane

Tulsa County (District 14) -~ October 1971 —- replacing Judge Phillips Breckenridge,
who resigned .

Jay D, Dalton

NOTE:

There was a vacancy in the office of Associate District Judge -- District 14 -- caused

by the death of Amos Hall.. Governor ‘Hall.replaced him with one of the nominees from .

the preceding vacancy and did not ask the JNC for nominees again,

Margaret Lamm McCalister

Bryan County (District 19) -- January 1972 -~ replacing Judge Pat Phelps, who
resigned : _

Joe Clinton Taylor

Rogers County (District 12) -- January 1972 -- replacing Judge Ava Powell, who
retired

Edwin Doyle Carden

Tulsa County (District 14) -- June 1972 -- replacing Judge Jennings, who was
appointed a District Judge ,

Ronald N. Ricketts

Cimarron County (District 1) -- July 1972 -~ no action taken by JNC
52
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OKLAHOMA JUDICIAL NOMINATING COMMISSION

ASSOCIATE DISTRICT JUDGE (continued)

Cleveland County (District 21) -- September 1972 -- réplacing Judge David A
Rambo, who resigned .

Alan J. Couch

Kay County (District 8) -- September 1972 -- replacing Judge Raymond A, Trapp
deceased ’

Roger Mullins

Tulsa County (District 14) -- October 1972 ~- replacing Judge Margaret Lamm
McCalister, who was appointed a District Judge

Richard Volker Armstrong

Tulsa County (District 14) -- January 1973 -- replacing Judge James H. Griffin
who resigned ,

Billy Rex Beasley

Cherokee County (District 15) ~- February 1973 -~ replacing Judge William Henry
Bliss, who was appointed a District Judge

Lynn Burris

Caddo County (District 5) -~ March 1973 -- replacing Judge John P. Buzbee, who
resigned ' | ’

Lyle R. Griffis

McCurtain County (District 17) -- May 1973 -- replacing Judge Michael D vDeBerr
who resigned . 4

Gary Lee Brock

Oklahoma County (District 7) -~ July 1973 -- replacing Judge John M. Amick, who
: resigned , . ’

Will_iam C. Kessler

McClain County (District 21) -- September 1973 -- replacing Judge Ray G. Wilson
. ‘ ,

who retired - _

53
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. 1 Associate District Judge - Cimarron County

APPOINTMENTS FILLED

OKLAHOMA JUDICIAL NOMINATING COMMISSION

No. Candidates -

1 District Judge ~ Canadian-Oklahoma
Counties

1 Associate District Judge ~ Pontotoc County
1 District Judge - Oklahoma County

1 Associate District Judge - Pittsburg County
1 Associate District Judge - Marshall Cquhty
1 District Judge - Tulsa-Pawnee Counties

1 Associate District Judge - Sequoyah County -

1 Associate District Judge - Pittsburg County

1 Associate District Judge - Atoka County

1 Distriét Judge ~ Kay County
1 Associate District Judge - Tulsa County

1 Associate District Judge - Okmulgee County ( 2)
1 District Judge - Creek County (7
1 Associate District Judge ~ McCurtain County (1)
-+ 1"Associate District Judge - Kay County (2)
1 Associate District Judge - Haskell County (2)
1 Associate District Judge - Tulsa County (8
1 Sﬁpreme Court Justice ~ District #7 (3)
' 1 Court of Criminal Appeals - District #1 ( 5)

54

March 1968

November 1968

November 196_8 ‘

January 1269

July 1969

August 1969
April 1970

December 1970

(and again in March 1971
-~ same judgeship)

May 1971 (no action
recommended by JNC)

May 1971

~ May 1971

July 1971 (no action
taken by JNC-~delayed
until later date)

dJuly 1971
July 1971

C)ctober 1971
October 1971
October 1971
October 1971

Decembher 1971
December 1971

<. 1 Associate District Judge - McCurtain County

APPOINTMENTS FILLED

OKLAHOMA JUDICIAL NOMINATING COMMISSION

No. Candidates

1 Associate District Judge - Bryan County (1)
1 District Judge - Okmulgee County (2)
1 Associate District Judge - Rogers County ( 3)
1 District Judge ~ Tulsa County (4)
1 Associate District Judge - Tulsa County (10)
1 District Judge - Tulsa County (7N

1 District Judge - Oklahoma—CanadiégCounties (10)

1 Supreme Court Justh,e - District #6 : - ( 5)
1 Assomate District Judge - Cleveland County ( 2)
1 District Judge - Comanche County ( 3)
1 sttmct Judge - Choctaw-McCurtain- :
Pushmataha Counties (1
1 Court of Criminal Appeals - Eastern District ( 5)
(No. 1)
1 Associate District Judge - Kay County (2)
1 Supreme Court Justice - District #9. (9
1 Associate District Judge - Tulsa Coiﬁxty ( 5)

~1.Bistrict Judge - Cherokee-Wagoner Counties " (1)

1 Assoclate Dlstrlct Judge - Tulsa County ‘ 12y “

1 Assocw.te D1str1ct Judge ~ Cherokee County
1 Associate District Judge - Caddo County

1 Associate District Judge:~ Oklahoma Coﬁnty

1 District Judge - Oklahoma County
1 Associa}te District Judge ~ McClain County

Total (193)

55

February 1972
February 1972

- February 1972

February 1972
June 1972

July 1972

. August 1972

September 19 7“2

September 1972
September 1972

September 1972
October 197?
October 1972

December 1972

December 1972

February 1973
- February 1973

May 1973
May 1973
May 1973 -

. June 1973

~ September 1973
- September 1973




OKLAHOMA JUDICIAL NOMINATING COMMISSION

APPOINTMENTS FILLED

Elected by the Bar Association Appointed by the Governor ,
: - ‘ Deryl Lee Gotcher, Tulsa George Russell Gear, Guymon ;
: . ‘ ATING COMMISSION vy 3/ 2 vear b 10/5/69
GOVERNOR'S VOLUNTARY JUDICIAL NOMIN 2 year term, exp. 10/3/69 year term, exp.
Joe Kennedy, Muskogee Mrs. Barbara Hitchcock, Norman
No. Qandidates 2 year term, exp. 10/3/69 2 year term, exp. 10/5/69
; : May 1967 J.I. Goins, Ardmore Rev. T. Oscar Chappelle, Tulsa
. . (12) ay 4 year term, exp. 10/3/71 4 year term, exp. 10/5/71
2 State Industrial Court _ , .
Rev. Chappelle resigned and was
 District Judge-Beaver County (4 May 1967 Waldo T. Oden, Jr., Altus (replaced in September of 1970 by
1 Distric & 4 year-term, exp. 10/3/71 Norman Johnson, Tulsa, who |
: served the balance of the term. 3
1 District Judge ~ Tulsa County (16) June 1967 W.W. Musser, Jr., Enid !
: 6 year term, exp. 10/3/73 Paul Lang, Muskogee !
‘ ' 9 June 1967 y ) P g g -
1 District Judge - Oklahoma County (19) 4 year term, exp. 10/5/71
¢ . . Gus Rinehart, Oklahoma City . (Mr. Lang was transferred out of
' 6 year term, exp. 10/3/73 state in May of 1969 and was replaced
g C on Pleas - Tulsa County (16) September 1967 (Mr. Rinehart was deceased by Lawrence Irvin Reingold, Henryetta,
; 1 Comxo ' — April of 1970 and replaced who served the balance of the term.)
f by John M. Sheehan, Oklahoma
- Total (67) City, who served the balance Lowe Runkle, Oklahoma City 1
x of the term.) 6 year term, exp. 10/5/783 ;
:

Milt Phillips, Seminole

6 year term, exp. 10/5/73
(Mr. Phillips resigned May of 1971 and
was replaced by George Hill, Coalgate,
who served the balance of the term.

REPLACEMENT OF MEMBERS AT EXPIRATION OF TERMS:

Jack Givens, Tuisa Miss Colleen Bland, Enid
: 6 year term, exp. 10/3/75 6 year term, exp. 10/5/75
: (replacing Deryl Lee Gotcher) (replacing George Russell Gear)
: (Miss Bland resigned November of 1971
Robert Bruce Green, Muskogee and was replaced by Miss Norma Jean
6 year term, exp. 10/3/75 Ferguson, Enid, who will serve the |
} (Mr. Green resigned March of balance of the term.) |

1971 and was replaced by Ben T, ‘ \ |

Owens, Miami, who will serve

Mrs, Lena Pray, Norman
the balance of the term.).

57 6 year term, exp. 10/3/75
(replacing Mrs, Barbara Hitehcock)

56
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REPLACEMENT OF MEMBERS AT EXPIRATION OF TERMS:

Elected by the Bar Association

James Bounds, Hugo
6 year term, exp. 10/3/77
(replacing J.1. Goins)

H.H. Montgomery, Purcell
6 year term, exp. 10/3/77
(replacing Waldo T. Oden, Jr.)

Howard K, Berry, Sr. Oklahoma City
6 year term, exp. 10/3/79
(replacing John M. Sheehan)

Tom Hieronymus, Woodward
6 year term, exp. 10/3/79
(replacing W. W, Musser, Jr.)

MEMBER-AT-LARGE

Clark Bass, McAlester,
served from March of 1968
until August of 1972

C. Vernon Howell, Lawton,
was elected February 9, 1973
for a l-year term.

Appointed by the Governor

Mrs. Loretta Bachman, Tulsa

6 year term, exp. 10/5/77
(Mrs. Bachman resigned and was
replaced in December of 1971 by
Mrs. Helen Pearce, Tulsa, who
will serve the balance of the term.)

Charles Cooper, Pryor

6 year term, exp. 10/5/77
(Mr. Cooper resigned and was
replaced in December of 1971 by
Dr. Leigh Cramer of Pryor, who
will serve the balance of the term.)

NOTE: Original members of the Oklahoma Judicial Nominating Commission
were set up for 2-year, 4-year and 6-year terms, so that the expiration of
terms would be staggered -- subsequent terms are all for 6 years.

.GOVERN OR'S VOLUNTARY JUDICIAL NOMINATING COMMISSION

DISTRICT JUDGE

Cimarron, Texas, Beaver, Harper Counti istri
, as, , | y es - (District 1) May 1967 --
replacing Judge C.R. Board, who retired ) ey !

Merle Lansden, Beaver

Oklahoma County -(District 7)- July 1967 -- newly created position -

William S. Myers, Jr., Oklahoma City

Tulsa County - (District 14) - dJuly 1967 -- newly created position -

Frederick S. Nelson, Tulsa

STATE INDUSTRIAL COURT (2 vacancies)

George Gheen Russell, Miami

Eugene Keith Cooper, Seminole

COMMON PLEAS COURT

S. Nelson, who was appointed to a District Judgeship

William W, Means, Tulsa
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Tulsa County - (District 14) -~ September 1967 -- replacing Judge Frederick




ORIGINAL GOVERNOR'S VOLUNTARY J UDICIAL NOMINATING COMMISSION

4 Elected by Bar Assoéiation Appointed by Governor Bartlett
ect ‘
Waldo T. Oden, Altus | ' Lowe Runkle, Oklahoma City
aldo T. ) | ‘ |
John R. Wallace, Miami * - Milt Phillips, Seminole
o . ; ; |
Rev. T. Oscar Chappelle, Tulsa |
Bert McElroy, Tulsa A e
W.E. Dougherty, Jr., Shawnee ‘ : Mrs. Barbara Hitchcock, Norman
.E. Doug , dr., 8 | , ‘ :
¢ / | James T. Kliewer, Cherokee . ‘
wilson Walﬂlace, Ardmore ’ (Moved to Colorado, July 1967--replaced by “
Cus Rinehart, Oklahoma City George R. Gear, Gaymon
| Paul Lang, Muskogee
Jim Gill, Oklahoma City

MEETING DATES WERE: _

N April 25, 1967 - Organization

May 1, 1967 - Selection of candidates for District Judge in Judicial Distrioft #1 -
Beaver, Cimarron, Harper and Texas Counties, and for two (2) vacancies

on the State Industrial Court

RN AR P T R e e

June 9. 1967 ~ Selection of candidates for District Judge in Judicial District #7 -
Roleaocte il Bl

Oklahoma County and Judicial District #14 - Tulsa County

ad A At N L G A

September 8, 1967 - Selection of candidates for Common Pleas Court in
| : Judicial District #14 - Tulsa County :
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OKLAHOMA JUDICIAL NOMINATING COMMISSION

Meeting dates were:

October 24, 1967 - organizaﬁon meeting

March 25, 1968 - Selection of candidates for District Judge in Judicial District
#7 - Office No. 8, Oklahoma-Canadian Counties

Noirember 15, 1968 - Selection of candidates. for District Judge in Judicial District
#7 - Office No. 1, Oklahoma County and Associate District Judge in
Judicial District #22 - Pontotoc County '

January 10, 1969 - Selection of candidates for Associate District Judge in Judicial
' District #18 - Pittsburg County

- July 15, 1969 - Selection of candidates for Associate District Judge in Judicial

District #20 - Marshall County (meeting held via conference call)

August 29, 1969 - Selection of caﬁdidates for District Judge in Judicial District
#14 - Office No. 5, Pawnee-Tulsa Counties

e April 27, 1970 - Selection of candidates for Associate District Judge in Judicial

District #15 - Sequoyah County

December 29, 1970 - Selection of candidates for Associate District Judge in

Judicial District #18 - Pittsburg County (meeting held via conference call)

March 23, 1971 - Selection of candidates for Associate District Judge in Judicial
Distriet #18 - Pittsburg County (meeting held via conference call)

June 21, 1971 - Selection of candidates for District Judge in Judicial District #8 -

Kay-Noble Counties and Associate District Judge in Judicial District
#14 - Tulsa County

August 12, 1971 - Selection of candidates for District Judge in Judicial District

#24 - Office No. 4, Creek County and Associatef‘District Judge in
Judicial District #24 - Okmulgée County

October 27, 1971 - Selection of candidates for Associate District Judges in Judicial

District #8 - Kay County, #14 - Tulsa Couﬁ'ty, #16 - Haskell County,
and #17 - McCurtain County ' . '

December 14, 1971 - Selection of candidates for Supreme Court Justice in District

- #7 - and Court of Criminal Appeals, Office No, 1 (Eastern District)
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February 4, 1972 ~ Selection of candidates for District Judges in Judicial District

#24 - Office No. 5, Okmulgee County and Judicial District #14 - Office
No. 2, Tulsa County and Associate District Judges in Judicial District

#19 Bryan County, and #12 - Rogers County

‘June 2, 1972 - Selection of candidates for Assoclate D1str1ct Judge in Judicial

.-_....._.._?__.__..._.

District #14 - Tulsa County

Julx 7, 1972 - Selection of candidates for District Judge in Jud1c1a1 Dlstrlct #14-
: Office No. 4, Tulsa County

August 11, 1972 - Selection of candidates fof District Judge in Judicial District
#7 - Office No, 8, Oklahoma-Canadian Counﬁes and Associate
District Judge in Judicial District #1 - Cimarron County

September 8, 1972 - Selection of candidates for Supreme Court Justice in District
#6 ~ Distriet Judges in Judicial District #5 - Office No. 4, Comanche
County and #17 - Choctaw, McCurtain and Pushmataha Counties and
Associate District Judge in Judicial District #21 - Cleveland County

October 27, 1972 - Selection of candidates for Court of Criminal Appeals, Office -
No. 1 (Eastern Division) and Asscciate District Judge in Judicial
District #8 - Kay County

December 11, 1972 - Selection of candidates for Supreme Court Justice in District

#9 and Associate District Judge in Judicial District #14 - Tulsa County

-~

February 12, 1973 - Selection of candidates for District Judge in Judicial District

#15 - Office No. 2, Cherokee-Wagoner Counties and Associate District

Judge in Judicial District #14 - Tulsa County

May 7, 1973 - Selection of candidates for Associate District Judges in Judicial
District #15 ~ Cherokee County, #5 - Caddo County and #17 -
McCurtain County

June 11, 1973 - Sclection of candidates for Associate District Judge in Judicial
District #7 - Oklahoma County

September 28, 1973 - Selection of candidates for District Judge in Judicial District

#7 - Office No. 3, Oklahoma County and Associate District Judge in
Judicial District #21 - McClain County

62

SUMMARY

" The Governor's Voluntary Judicial Nominating Commission:

Held four meetingé
Selected nominees for the following positions:

3 District Judgeships
2 State Industrial Court

1 Court of Criminal Appeals

Reviewed 67 candidates.

The Oklahoma Judicial Nom}nating Commission:

Held 24 meeﬁhgs
Selected nominees for the following positions:

3 Supreme Court Justices

-2 Court of Criminal Appeals Judges

13 District Judges

25 Associate District Judges

Reviewed 193 candidates.
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JUDGES OF THE DISTRICT COURT

JUDICIAL ADMINISTRATIVE DISTRICTS

EAST CENTRAL

Bill Haworth, Presiding Judge

District Judges

BY

Wm. H. Bliss

Bill Haworth

E. G. Carroll

Robert J. Bell

Kenneth Hughes

Charles Woodson

Jess I Miracle
John Maley
Kirk Woodliff

District

15
15
15
18
24
24
24
24
24

Associate District Judges

Angelyn A. Jones
Lynn Burris

John W. Porter, Jr.
Bill Ed Rogers
David Harris
Marshall Warren
James B. Martin
W. A, Whittlesey
O. C. Craig
Charles E. Steele

% Effective 3/1/74

County

Wagoner
Cherokee
Muskogee

‘Sequoyah

Adair
McIntosh
Pittsburg
Creek
Okfuskee
Okmulgee
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15
15
15
15
15
18
18
24
24
24

Division

II
III

II
III
III

IT
III
111

It
III
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|
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|
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L
|
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E
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|

EAST CENTRAL

Rolla Jay Cook
Sam F. Stowers
Clyde T. Patrick
James D. Jordan

NORTH CENTRAL

(cont'd)

Special Judges

County

Muskogee
Pittsburg
Creek

Okmulgee

R. L. Hert, Presiding Judge

District Judges

Lowell Doggett

R. I1.. Hert
Donald E. Powers
Lloyd H. Henry

Roger Mullins
Henry Dolezal
Mildred Patterson
Lecn York

Glenn Dale Carter
Robert L. Foster

Leslie D. Page
Richard J. Stead
Jesse R Field

Associate District Judges

Kay

Noble

Logan

Payne
Pottawatomie
Linceoln

Special Judges

Kay
Payne
Pottawatomie
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District

- 15
18
24
24

23
23

W WO O 0w

NN

o]

Divifsion

I;;%f;r
I

NORTHEASTERN

Laton L. Doty, Presiding Judge

District Judges

Don H Hampton
Laton L. Doty
John Q. Adams
Howard W. Smith

Associate District Judge

County
Mermon H. Potter Osage
Glen H. Chappell Nowata
‘Arthur J. Boose Washington
Wm, J. Whistler ~ Craig
Edwin M. Moore Mayes
Edwin Doyle Carden - Rogers
Frieden L. Machesney Delaware

George G. Russell Ottawa

§pecia1 Judges

Riley B. Quarles Osage ‘

James D. Plunkett Washington

H. P. Walker Ottawa
NORTHWESTERN

Charles M. Wilson, Presiding Judge

District Judges

Merle Lansden
Charles M. Wilson
George Howard Wilson
J. Russell Swanson
Joseph A. Young, Jr.
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District

10
11
12
13

10
11

11

12
12
12
13
13

10
11
13

N ]

Division

I & II
III
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NORTHWESTERN (Cont'd)

OKLAHOMA -CANADIAN (cont'd)

Associate District Judges

% District Judges ,
County District Division @;{1 . District Division
. Canadian County: 7
Tomes F. Lane Beaver 1 Floyd L. Martin
. Cimarron :
;igzzz'é W. Pickens Harper 1 Associate District Judges
Don Dale Texas 1 County 3
Gary P, McGinn Beckham 2
Eph Monroe ~ Custer 2 C. J. Blinn Oklahoma 7
Charley W. Barton Ellis 2 William C. Kessler Oklahoma 7
W. B. Garrett Greer 2 Carl J. Traub Oklahoma 7
‘Harry C. Hicks Harmon 2 Ben LaFon Oklahoma 7
Giles C. Peterson Roger Mills 2 Raymond Naifeh Oklahoma 7
Park W. Lamerton Garfield 4 1 Stewart M. Hunter Oklahoma 7
" Allan Falkenstine - Blaine 4 ' I * John Vincent Whelan Canadian 7
Joseph Warzyn Grant 4 1
Wayne-B, Smith Kingfisher 4 1 Special Judges
vacancy Alfalfa 4 RN i
Robert W. Collier Dewey 4 I Joe Cannon Oklahoma 7 i
vacancy Major 4 1l Bruno H. Miller Oklahoma 7
Harris C. Bleckley Woodward 4 I Jim B. Barnett Oklahoma 7
Ray Dean Linder Woods 4 1L William M. Allen Oklahoma 7
Byron E, McFall Oklahoma 7
Special Judges John Wm, Hutchison Oklahoma 7
A George Pendell ‘ Oklahoma 7
Garland H. Hope Garfield 4 I Charles E. Halley Oklahoma 7
Paul W. Dudley Oklahoma 7
OKLAHOMA -CANADIAN Henry Albert Taylor Canadian 7
Harold C. Theus, Presiding Judge ~ i
o SOUTH CENTRAL
District Judges
| v Bob Howell, Presiding Judge
Oklahoma County: 7
Carmon C. Harris District Judges
David M. Cook Kenneth Shilling 20 T
Jack C, Parr Vacancy 20 II
Charles I.. Owens Elvin J. Brown 21 I
Harold C. Theus Joe Shumate 21 113 3
Wm. S.Meyer Gordon R. Melson 22 I |
Homer A. Smith Bob Howell 22 1T & III
Rudolph Hargrave 22 I
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SCUTH CENTRAL (cont'd)

, Associate District Judges

County
James Dillard Carter
James C. Mathers Johnston
| John C. Caldwell Marshall
G. Dixie Colbert Murray
| Chester C. Wilkins Love
. Alan Counch Cleveland
. Haskell Paul Garvin
| Gary Lee Blevins McClain
Calvert Cannon Pontotoc
Frank Howell Seay Seminole
E Bob Rives Hughes
E Special Judges
| .
§ Liuster D, Cook Carter
James Kenneth Love Cleveland
E Alma Wilson Garvin
E : Franklin C, Hoover Pontoctoc
| Walter Billingsley Seminole

]

é, ; SOUTHEASTERN

!

Lavern Fishel, Presiding Judge

| ‘District Judges

George Windham
Neal Merriott
Alan B. McPheron
Lavern Fishel

P . 72
} ‘ .

 District

20
20
20
20
20
21
21
«21
22
22
22

20
21
21
22
22

16
17
19
25

Division

H-EHEgRrEERBE

1
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SOUTHEASTERN (Cont'd)

Associate District Judges

County
Harold B. Dane Haskell
Pat Pate LeFlore
Bill Welch Latimer
Burton Duncan Pushmataha
Ralph K. Jenner Choctaw
Gary Lee Brock McCurtain
Joe C, Taylor Bryan
Dennis Petty Coal
Merline Bonner Atoka

Special Judges

Vacancy LeFlore

Reed Blankenship McCurtain

David W. Kelly Bryan
SOUTHWESTERN

Weldon Ferris, Presiding Judge

District Judges

Weldon Ferris

Sam M. Williams
Jack Brock

James Winston Raburn
Hegel Branch, Jr.

Associate District Judges

John Charles Edwards Washita

Clarence W. Hunter Kiowa

Loys Criswell Jackson .

Harrison Roe Tillman
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District

16
16
16
17
17
17
19
25
25

16
17
19

District
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- SOUTHWESTERN (Cont'd) TULSA -PAWNEE (cont'd)

Associate District Judg‘éé (cont'd)

Associate District Judges (cont'd)

e e Lo 71 e e Ve s s e ot ‘
s . R L R e e e e AT
AR T N T T T R R e U e T 0¥
T WA DRI : S -

! 3
County ~ District . Division
: County District Division
Liyle Griffis Caddo 5 I .
Clarence L. Maher Grady 5 I ?;(:hg::nvl‘)a‘:‘trmsu ong Tulsa - 14
John P, Fullerton Comanche 5 II o ¥ S. Pal on Tulsa 14
Carl Dolman Cotton 5 - i + O Faimer Pawree 14
P, C, Largent, Jr. Jefferson 5 I
Will W, Willis Stephens 5 II1 .
. Special Judges

Temple Bailey
L. O. Thomas’
W. J.Monroe
Bill M. Roberts
John F'. Taylor

‘Melvin Singleterry

TULSA-PAWNEE

Raymond Graham, Presidins Judge -
' PR

- Tulsa County:

Special Judges

Jackson

.- Caddo

. Grady
Comanche
Comanche
Stephens

Disfrict Judges

Raymond Graham
Robert G. Green
William W. Means
- Joe Jennings
Margaret Lamm McCalister

Associate District Judges

Milford M. McDougal = Tulsa

'~ Billy Rex Beasley

Tulsa

Robert F. Martin, Jr., Tulsa

Ronald Ricketts

Tulsa
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3
" 5. I
5 I
5 II
5 IT
5 I
14
14
14
14
14

Robert E, Caldwell
Kenneth W, East
Robert R. Edmiston

‘Richard E. Comfort

Earl Truesdell L
Edward E, Stephens
Edward E, Glass

Tulsa
Tulsa
Tulsa
Tulsa
Tulsa
Tulsa

Tulsa

14
14
14
14
14
14
14
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JUDICIAL VACANCIES ON THE DISTRICT COURT BENCH

January, 1972 - February, 1974

"BY ADMINISTRATIVE DISTRICTS

EAST CENTRAL

. District Judges

Barnes, Don Elevated to Supreme

Court, 1/4/72

Bli;?,s, C. F., Jr, Elevated to Court of
' Criminal Appeals, 11/27/72

Special Judges

Null, Basil | Deceased 7/24/72
Robertson, Cecil E. : Deceased 12/11/73

‘"NORTH CENTRAL

Associate District Judge

Trapp, Raymond A, ‘ . Deceased 8/12/72

Special Judge

Van Wagner, George : ‘ Resigned 6/1/73

NORTHEASTERN

Associate District Judge

Powell, Ava Retired 1/1/72

NORTHWESTERN

Associate District Judge

Butler, John Retired 7/1/72

76

OKLAHOMA-CANADIAN

District Judges

Ramey, Fenton ] Resigned 9/15/72
Mills, Clarence Retired 11/1/73

Associate District Judges

Amick, John M, Resigned 7/31/73
Berry, Robert L. Resigned 12/16/73
Bloodworth, Garland Resigned 12/1/73

Special Judges

Jones, Dick Retired 8/1/72
Thorne, Jack C, Resigned 3/1/72
Britton, Arnold Deceased 2/16/73
Marrs, Donald Resigned 2/1/74

SOUTH CENTRAL

District Judges

Thompson, Joe : Deceased 1/5/74

West, Lee Roy _ . Resigned 11/21/73

Associate District Judges

Rambo, J. David Resigned 8/10/72 .
Williams, Ray G. Retired 9/1/73

Special Judges

Mayhue, Charles Dale Resigned 5/31/72
Jon'e's, Ronald L. Resigned 2/15/74
SOUTHEASTERN

District.Judge

Shipp, Edward | Resigned 9/1/72

1




SOUTHEASTERN (cont'd)

Associate District Judges
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Resigned 2/1/72
Resigned 5/1/73

DeBerry, Michael

Phelps, P. L. Pat
Special Judges

Resigned 1/1/72

Reidy, J. R.

Resigned 12/31/72
Resigned 8/1/73

Sanders, Douglas
Moon, Larry H.
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Associate District Judge

Buzbee, John Paul

Special Judges
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Resigned 12/3/72
Resigned 1/1/74

Moore, Roy

Resigned 6/1/72

TULSA -PAWNEE

District Judge
Nelson, Frederick S.
Associate District Judge

Mackey, John

Resigned 1/1/73

Griffin, James H.

SIDIYLSId .H<HUHD.,DH TATLVALSININGY

Resigned 1/16/73
Deceased 1/8/74
Resigned 2/15/74
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District VEWEY (ocan - ULSA 141 s \
1. The counties of Cimarron, Texas, Beaver and Harper. ®(31,930) / . .
2. The countles of Ellis, Roger Mills, Custer, Beckham, Greer and Harmon. ®(61,113) L \\/ ‘ 4 ‘3
3. The counties of Washita, Kiowa, Jackson and Tillman. *{68,476) }ma—— . 24 [romety L~ 15
4. The counties of Dewey. Blaine, Kingfisher, Garfield, Major, Woodward, Woods, 2 I ANAD! TUAHOMS CAEEK - N “0‘?\%:—
Alfalfa and Grant. *(131,9%9) l 23 FusRE
Sald District shall have three judges to Le designated 2s follows: Office Nos. 1, — o 7 .
2 and 3. All candldates who file for Office No. 1 shall be nominated and elected nocEnuiLs]  [Pemmm AL
at large and shall be a resident of eithet Dewey, Woods, Major, Woodward or Alfalfa BeCRiAN - 2
Counties; all candidates who tile for Office No. 2 shall be nominated and elected s Ve
at large and shall be a resident of either Blaine, Klrll:fishen lGar!iielg o{; G{rla;xé . r
Counties : all candidates who file for Office No. 3 shall be riominated by Garfie e
County and elected at large and shall be a resident of Garfield County. »—-,--F"“ \iowa n 22 18 LAVMER
5. The counties of Comanche, Stephens, Cotton, Jefferson, Grady and Caddo. *{(216,288 3 o
Sald District shall have four judges to be designated as follows: Office Nos. 1, 2, AR Y rv.oh
3 and 4. Office No. 1 to be nominated from Comanche and Cotton Counties; Offlce AL
No. 2 to be nominated from Caddo and Grady Counties; Office Nos~3 to be ' 0 ",A“ﬂ‘fn
nominated from Stephens and Jefferson Counties; Office No. 4 to be nominated daxs
from Comanche County. Judges so nominated shall be elected at large. 25
NOTE: Judicial Districts 5 and 6 consolidated into one district, No. 5 in 1943. See —t N
20 0.8. 1951, §92b. 17 )
7. The counties of Canadian and Oklahoma. *{559,050) SEFFEASon 20
Said District to have eight judges to be designated as follows: Office Nos. 1, 2, 3, f&
4, 5, 6, 7 and 8. Office Nos.: 1 through 7 shall be nominated from Oklahoma County ; ItL__
Office No. 8 shal! be mominated from Canadian County and ali eight judges shailil LoV 19 y
be elected at large.
8. The countfes of Noble and Kay. *(58,334) ,
8. The countles of Logan and Payne. *(70,299) 3
16. The county of Osage. *(29,750)
11. The countles of Washington and Nowata. *(52,050)
12. The countles of Rogers, Mayes and Craig. *{66,145)
13. The countles of Ottawa and Delaware. *{47,567) ) 21. The countles of Garvin, McClain and Cleveland. *(120,870)
14. The countles of Tulsa and Pawnee. ®(113,001) . ] Sald District to have two judges designated as Office Nos. 1 and 2. Office No. 1
Said District to have five judges to be designated as follows: Office Nos. 1, 2, 3, shall be nominated from Cleveland County and Office No. 2 shall be nominated
4 and 5. Office Nos. 1 through 4 shall be nominated from Tulsa County: Office from either Garvin or McClain counties. Judges So nominated shall be elected at
No. 5 shall be nominated from Pawnee County and all five judges shall be elected at large. R
large. 22, The counties of Seminole, Hu
. . . ghes and Pontotoc. *{66,239
15. The countles of Wagoner, Cherokee, Adair, Muskogee and Sequoyah. ¢(143,330) Sald District to have three judges designated as 01’(ticc .\’c))s. 1, 2 and 3. Of’lce No.
Sald District shall have three judges to be nominated and elected at large; provided, 1 shall be nominated from Hughes or Seminole County; Office No. 2 shall be
that sald judges shall be designated and distinguished In filing for and making nominated from Pontotoc County; Office Na. 3 shall be nomiuated from Semiluole
nominations as follows: Nos. 1, 2 and 3. Provided, further, that all candidates -County. Judges so nominated shall be elected at large
who file for Office No. 1, shall be residents of Muskogee County; all candidates 23, The countles of Lincoln and Pottawatomie. * (62 .
who file for Office No. 2 shall be residents of Wagoner or Cherokee Countles, " 'Bald District to have :‘wo i %sad‘z.‘"“ f'd (s‘g;g) ~ o N
and all candidates who file Yor Office No. 3 shall be residents of Adair or Sequoyah » shall be nominated from f,mgom éoﬁﬁ-? oﬁicé \%e ) oghalll agéi l;t;ng::llf:d.\fo. .
H No. 2 2
Counties. _ Pottawatomie County, Judges so nominated shall be elected at large. o
16. The countles of Haskell, Leffore and Latimer. *(50,316) 24. The countles of Okmulgee, Creek and Okfuskee. *(91,573)
= - ol » . T
17. The counties of Pushmataha, McCurtain and Choctaws *(33,168) Baid District to have five judges designated as Office Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4 and 3. Office
18, The counties of MclIntosh and Pittsburg. *(49,893) . No. 1 shall be nominated from Creek County; Office No. 2 shall be nomlinated
19. The county of Bryan. *(23,552) g&ﬁeos_f:sl;ei hfﬁur:)ty:n Ot’ﬂcet ;o‘ 3 sreau kbec nominated: from Okmulgee County ;
; . . _ No. e nominated from Cree ounty; Office No. -
20. The countles of Love, Carter, Murray, Johnston and Marshall. *(69,207} Inated from Okmulgee County. Judges so nomlnatedyshall be ele?:tesd :l’:a:‘l"lg):' nom

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS

Said District to have two judges designated as Office Nos. 1 and 2. Gifice No. 1
shall be nominated from Carter County and Office No. 2 shall be nominated from
either Love, Murray, Johnston or Marshall counties. Judges so nominated shall be
elected at large.

25. The countles of Coal and Atoka. *{16,397)
SFigures in parenthesis indicate 1970 official total population of Judiclal Distrlct. °-

PROSECUTORIAL DISTRICTS

i i
T

veR

Dist, No,

1 Beaver, Cimarron, Harper, Texas <
.2 Beckham, Custer, Ellis, Greer, Harmon, Roger Mills 2
3 Jackson, Kiowa, Tillman, Washita

4 Blaine, Canadfan, Garfield, Grant, Kingfisher

5 Comanche, Cotton ¢

& Caddo, Grady, Jefferson, Stephens

7 Oklahoms

8 Kay, Noble

9 Logan, Payna

10 Ossge, Pawnee .

11 Nowata, Washington

12 Craig, Mayes, Rogers

13 Delaware, Ottawa

14 Tulsa -
15 Huskogee

16 Latiwer, LeFlore
17 Choctaw, McCurtain, Pushmatsha

18 Haskell, Pittsburg :

19 Atoka, Bryan, Coal

20 Carter, Johnaton, Love, Maxshall, Murray
21 Cleveland, Garvin, McClain

22 Hughes, Pontotoc, Seminole

23 Lincoln, Pottawatomie

24 Creek, Okfuskee

24-A McIntosh, Okmulgee

26 Alfalfa, Dewey, Major, Woodward, Woods .
27 Adair, Cherskee, Sequoyah, Wagoner
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Judicial

District

1

AVERAGE CASELOAD PER JUDGE IN THE JUDICIAL DISTRICTS

%

o No. of
Counfies Jadges

1972

TOTAL CASES

.

AVERAGE PER JUDGE

Beaver 5
Harper

Cimarron

Texas

Beckham ; 7
Custer

Ellis

Greer

Harmon

Roger Mills

Jackson ) 6
Kiowa

Tillman

Washita

Alfalfa i3
Blaine

Dewey

Garfield

Grant

Kingfisher

- Major

Woods
Woodward

Filed Terminat ed

4,606 4, 720

11,710 10, 129

8,883 8,177

17,494 16, 670

- Filed . Terminated

921.2 - 944.0

1672,9 1447.0

1480.5 . 1362,8

1345, 7 1282.3




AVERAGE CASELOAD PER JUDGE IN THE JUDICIAL DISTRICTS

1972
Judicial No. of TOTAL CASES AVERAGE PER JUDGE
District Counties Judges Filed Terminated =~ __ Filed ___ _Terminated _ ¢
5 Caddo 15 33,543 31, 691 2236.2 2112, 7
Grady »
Comanche . i
Cotton §
Jefferson . ‘ ‘ : :
Stephens ’ . - !
7 Canadian - 25 53, 103 43,280 2124.1 1731.2
Oklahoma :
o o .
o 8 Kay 4 9,331 8,941 - 2332.8 2235.3 ’
Noble
9 Payne- , 4 9, 691 9, 744 2422. 8 2436.0 |
Logan E
|
. . ]
10 Osage 3 o 3,993 3, 656 1331.0 1218.7 ‘
11 Washington 4 3,841 3,644 960, 3 . 911.0
Nowata
12 Craig 4 11,742 10,937 | 2935.5 2734.3
Mayes
Rogers
13 Delaware 4’ 5,988 4,375 1497.0 1094.0
Ottawa : ’

i
1
5
i

£

ALV <o
<=

.

€101
GINNIINOYD




Judicial
_.District

14

15

16

L8

17

18

19

20

B 7 Skt g A b i .4 5 A VTGS < A Rt Sl o S ey b | F S It o Ao g L i S e

AVERAGE CASELOAD PER JUDGE IN THE JUDICIAL DISTRICTS
1972

No, of TOTAL CASES AVERAGE PER JUDGE

Counties » Judges Filed Terminated__  __Filed Terminated

Tulsa 19 52, 091 37,568 2741, 6 1977, 3
Pawnee )

Wagoner 9 23,268 18,7724 2585,3 2080.4
Cherokee . .

Muskogee

Sequoyah

Adair

Haskell ) 5 6, 582 6,505
LeFlore
Latimer

1316.4 1301

Pushmataha 5 7,528 5,451 1882.0 1090.2
Choctaw
McCurtain

MciIntosh 4 9,220 8,155 2305 2038.8
Pittsburg

"Bryan 3 3,537 3,182 -1179 1060.7

Carter 8 12, 156 11,386 . 1519, 5 1423.3
Murray

Johnston

Marshall

Love

i
|
i
\
4
.

i
“
!
!
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§
i
¥

5
U
N T T 3
{ =S ? Ranking of Average.Number of Total Cases Filed and Terminated
R i Per Judge and Per Judicial Bistrict - 1972
2
% v |
RN o§ I g &
) :[;‘l 2N e ~ = - *® CASES CASES
< ] © - DISTRICT FILED RANK TERMINATED ___ DISTRICT
12 2935.5 oo 1 L. 2734.3 12
& ’ 14 2741.6 .. 2 --- | 2436.0 9
3 ki 15 2585.3 ... 3 --- 22353 B
) © o o ) . .
B i 8 2§ 8 2| & u Lo 9 2422.8 = 4 . 3117.9 5
2] ~ E N o SO < g 18 2305.0 ... 5 ---  2080.4 15
3 oty = - Ny 8 2332.8 .- ¢ ---  2038.8 1B :
" ) B . 21 2246.9  --. 7 ---  1989.9 21 -
0 h; % o 5 2236.2  -.. 8 ---  1977.3 14 .
a - 23 2126,0 -.. 9 --~  1B87.8 23 ;
> j = . 7 2124.1  --- 10 ---  1731.2 7 g
< -——— —— e ; g
2 ol e = o o g 3 3 17 1882.0 11 1447.0 2
oY o o S % * o 2 1672.9  --- 12 ... 14233 20 3;
& & 2o o S o o g 20 1519.5 - 13 - 1362.8 3 i
£ 1T . .o : 13 1497.0  --- 14 _.._  1301.0 16 :
Bl . o : 3 1480.0  -.- 15 ... 13873 4 1
Plo; : : 24 1367.0  --- 16 .= 1218.7 10
o 4 1345.7  --- 17 .. 1189.9 22 |
o - 10 1331.0 .-- 18 - 1180.8 24 {
a ° 16 1316.4  --- 19 ... 10940 13 :
< o - S 22 1232,1 --- 20 ——— 1090. 2 17 i
9 AE o~ « S < 19 1179.0  --="21 ... 1p40.7 19
o 11 960.3 © --= 22 __. 944.0 1 |
5 1 921.2  --. 23 --- 911.0 11
i 25 '720.7 --- 24 == 766.3 25 ¥
%‘ © -
8 Ki
= o o < Y
. > o g 9.9 5 A >
! <} ) & . .8 8t e e !
C 5 fe 24 us ¥if Lg @ !
o K 4 o Q & ) i
S G832 £8%2 4R 68 S3. 1890.9 ...State Average.... 1632.9 : L
e B
. -l 7
-5 o] 3
88 89
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BREAKDOWN BY LITIGATION CATEGORY

IN EACH COUNTY




i

f:.;) S

7

COUNTY

um—

€6’

(1) Auto Negligence

Adair
Alfalfa
Atoka
Beaver
Beckham
Blaine

Bryan
Caddo
Canadian
Carter
Cherokee
Choctaw

Cimarron
Cleveland
Coal
Comanche
Cotton
Craig

Creek
Custer
Delaware
Dewey
Ellis
Garfield’

CIVIL LITIGATION

Y
E )

1972

(2) Other Tort

.

(3) Lien'or

Mortgage Foreclosure

(4) Real Property ‘

————

Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
6 3 8 -2 95 116
2 2 1 2 9 9
7 7 16 ° 15 83 67
3 3 2 5 10 7

28 13 10 7 38 28

32 21 5 4 31 22
4 4 14 7 90 103

15 7 8 2 49 20

15 26 19 23 . 65 79

19 26 14 19 82 85

49 23 16 4 83 51

30 19 13 5 26 1

-=0= 4 2 5 12 11

298 94 130 107 72 71
4 -0~ 5 3 25 37

22 43 134 158 142 158
] 8 8 8 14 16

63 72 4 6 57 69

33 16 63 35 94 78

21 9 13 9 18 10

—-0= -0 12 6. 95 63

15 20 10 6 14 13
2 4 2 1 14 14

-0- -0- 22 24 37 AQ
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CIVIL LITIGATION

COUNTY

Garvin
Grady
Grant
Greexr
Haxrmon
Harper

Haskell
Hughes
Jackson
Jefferson
Johnston
Kay

Kingfisher
Kiowa
Latimer
LeFlore
Lincoln
Logan

Love
McClain
McCurtain
McIntosh
Major
Marshall

1972

(3) Lien or
(1) Auto Negligence__ (2) Other Tort Mortgage Foreclosure________(‘t) Real PrOperty=
Filed Ternt. Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
7 5 20 7 5 2 48 33
34 27 23 i5 24 18 73 64
1 1 27 15 6 5 14 13
4 6 5 8 1 3 4 6
1 1 ~0- -0~ 8 2 2 2
=0- 3 7 7 4 1 8 11
5 7 17 31 7 9 33 36
16 16 22 22 i5 21 62 58
18 24 21 23 28 27. 32 32
2 2 ~0- 1 1 1 30 26
1 1 -0- -0~ 15 3 63 46
58 55 13 9 12 7 51 34
8 4 13 10 5 1 38 41
5 5 5 3 4 3 27 28
6 3 -0 -0~ 1 1 24 22
42 40 14 38 11 8 108 © 109
21 N 21 22 13 25 19 85 77
8 12 5 5 23 19 51 48
[ 5 18 19 5 7 - 34 35
17 20 3 2 3 5 44 49
5 3 4 4 7 -4 145 ) 118
8 8 39 23 3 1 52 36
4 5 7 9 3 2 14 22
15 8 2 2 36 15 43 20

COUNTY

Mayes
Murray
Muskogee
Noble
Nowata
Okfuskee

Oklahoma
Okmulgee
Osage
Ottawa
Pawnee
Payne

Pittsburg
Pontotoc
Pottawatomie
Pushmataha
Roger Mills
Rogers

Seminole
Sequoyah
Stephens
Texas
Tillman
Tulsa

CIVIL LITIGATION 1972
: (3) Lien ox
(1) Auto Negligence (2) Other Tort Mortgage Foreclosure (4) Real Property
Filed Term. Filed Term Filed Term - Filed Term
19 35 10 7 13 16 57 59
14 . 1 -0- -0~ 13 10 20 17
175 58 145 116 185 ° 120 110 29
3 4 26 22 1 ~0= 20 14
-0~ 1 -0- 1 2 6 -0- -0=-
9 7 1 3 5 3 51 44
1517 70 531 490 871 797 365 319 :
38 3z 6 9 11 21 75 74
5 2 4 3 19 20 46 52
36 A 13 8 6 6 - 5 146 123
8 1 1 1 3 3 90 35
69 39 5 4 10 10 42 43
67 36 16 4 12 7. 117 83
21 18 76 61 22 16 90 78
85 - 93 40 37 28 29 89 78
4 1 -0~ ~-0- 31 7 57 53
~-0- -0~ 13 9 2 ~0- 1 1
36 27 17 13 28 22 74- 71
53 55 45 44 52 55 199 197
5 8 -0~ 2 65 50 90 119
51 49 7 12 29 32 - 53 47
i9 23 4 5 18 13 39 44
5 5. 7 7 6 7 25 16
571 232 12 9 1087 551 384 208

i
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CIVIL LITIGATION 1972

(3) Lien orxr
COUNTY {1) Auto Negligence (2) Other Tort Mortgage Foreclosure (4) Real Property i
Filed Term, Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
Wagoner 21 24 33 47 20 ‘19 43 38
Washington 32 25 9 12 68 68 28 30
Washita 11 14 3 7 6 5 18 20
Woods 8 7 3 3 -0- 2 17 16
Woodward 14 9 1 -0- 3 2 29 19
Totals 3801 2482 1791 1624 3399 2543 . 4795 4131
O,
ol
;
L3
CIVIL LITIGATION 1972
(6) Appeals from {7) Injunction, Quo ‘
. Administrative Warranto, Mandamus (8)
COUNTY {5) Contractual . Tribunals Habeas Corpus Other Total
Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term - Filed Term Filed Term __ |
Adair 73 38 4 2 4 -0~ 13 6 203 167
Alfalfa 23 30 ~0~ -0~ 4 4 6 7 48 59
Atoka - -7 17 3 4 15 17 38 37 190 185
Beaver 17 19 -0- -Q-- 1 4 . 8 6 43 46
Beckham 11 6 7 2 17. 13 10 5 134 81
Blaine 4 3 -0- -0= 4 4 13 14 99 81
Bryan 6 3 11 13 8 7 76 43 232 188
Caddo 46 -16 8 8 3 -0~ 30 28 172 91
Canadian 106 101 14 20 25 40 39 85 321 416
O Carter 84 59 9 9 17 11- 50 47 310 308
~ Cherokee 19 7 3 3 8 4 24 15 216 112
Choctaw 1 ~0- -0- -0~ 6 2 1 -0~ 157 65
Cimarron 13 19 1 1 -0- 1 .8 6 36 47
Cleveland 319 300 27 26 25 22 123 114 843 783
Coal 12 8 -0~ -0= 5 3 22 21 - 90 81
Comanche 222 517 20 - 35 17 30 112 26 . 782 1243
Cotton 8 - 4 -0- -0~ -0- -0- - =0- -0- 44 45
Craig 5 5 3 3 19 23 4 4 164 190
Creek 70 le 20 . 12 19 6 69 27 544 .330
Custer 64 29 6 2 -0- -0~ 20 13 , 149 76
Delaware 61 18 5. 5 14 4 19 19 214 117
Dewey 1 2 7 6 -0- -0- 1 1 58 51
Ellis 13 21 ~0- -0~ 1 1. 1 1 40 46
Garfield 163 184 9 11 6 5 52 38 333 338
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CIVIL LITIGATION 1972
(6) Appeals from (7) Injunction, Quo
Administrative Warranto, Mandamus (8)
COUNTY (5) Contractual Tribunals Habeas Corpus Other Total
Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed _ Term Filed Term__ |
Garvin 75 - 23 10 7 17 6 51 33 233 116
Grady 71 66 18 .12 10 8 26 23 279 233
Grant -0~ -0~ -0 -0- ~0= © -0~ -0- ~0- 48 34
Greer 7 7 1 3 2 2 7 15 31 50
Harmon 11 12 -0- -0~ 1, 1 7 8 30 26
Harper 4 4 -0~- -0~ 2 2 18 17 43 45
Haskell 3 4 3 5 6 6 20 23 94 121
Hughes 19 © 16 4 3 7T 6 15 25 160 167
Jackson 24 31 2 2 11 10 34 46 170 195
Jefferson 9 6 1. 1 "2 i 5 4 50 42
Johnston -0~ 0= 5) 5 2 ~-0= 26 17 112 72
Kay 87 89 5 6 14 9 85 68 325 277
Kingfisher 32 39 2 3 1 3 22 19 121 120
Kiowa 9 11 56 4 4 3 17 18 127 75
Latimer 7 14 4 4 2 2 6 3 50 49
LeFlore 23 25 16 13 10 10 - =0- 14 .224 257
Lincoln 43 36 10 9 8 8 30 32 244 215
Logan 22 19 1 1 2 1 17 20 129 125
Love -0~ 1 2 2 1 1. .1 1 67 71
McClain 43 55 3 3 2 3 23 28 138 165
MeCurtain 92 50 17 15 10 3 30 12 310 209
McIntosh 2 1 2 2 ~0- -0=- 29 26- 135 97
Major 14 13 -0- -0 2 1 15 9 59 61
Marshall 6 -0- 4 3 5 5 16 8 127 61
s
CIVIL LITIGATION 1972
(6) Appeals from "(7) Injunction, Quo .
. Administrative Warranto, Mandamus (8)
COUNTY {5) Contractual Tribunals Habeas Corpus Other Total
Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term |

Mayes 35 34 8 8 12 8 38 39 192 206
Murray 29 21 2 2 4 4 -0~ -0~ 82 55
Muskogee 40 12 65 31 15 14 25 13 760 463
Noble -0~ -0- 3 2 2 -0- 3 1 58 43
Nowata -0~ 1 -0~ ~0-- 3. 3 64 63 69 75
Okfuskee 15 12 1 1 1 3 38 38 121 111
Oklahoma 4825 2705 154 117 127 84 1227 2314 9617 7534
Okmulgee 27 21 8 8 5 - 4 156 138 326 307
Osage 70 43 6 6 11 4 14 32 175 162
Ottawa 74 35 3 1 5 5 87 53 365 241
Pawnee 37 15 2 2 3 2 13 13 157 72
Payne 117 97 9 11 6 5 25 28 283 237
Pittsburg 53 27 13 9 132 131 ;53 39 463 336
Pontotoc 39 33 4 4 12 12 22 20 286 242
Fottawatomie 93 69 9 10 23 20 63 57 430 393
Pushmataha -0- ~0- 1 1 8 6 29 14 . 130 82
Roger Mills -0- -0- -0~ -0- 2 2 9 . 5 27 17
Rogers 73 63 23 25 21 20 8 8 280 249
Seminole 59 57 21 21 9 9 91 88 529 526
Sequoyah 51 35 3 3 11 20 105 43 330 280
Stephens 80 57 3 3 12 6 35 25 270 231
Texas 11 11 2 1 5 5 80 104 178 206
Tillman 7 17 1 1 5 4 2 -0- . 58 57
Tulsa 3683 1458 308 108 177 93 300 255 6522 2914




CIVIL LITIGATION . .- 1972
(6) Appeals from (7) Injunction, Quo
. . Administrative Warranto, Mandamus (8)
.COUNTY (5) Contractual Tribunals_________Habeas Corpus___ - Othe r______________T otal

Filed Term . Filed Term - Filed____Tenn Filed Term Filed Term___|

Mayes’ 35 34 8 8 12 8 38 39 192 206

Murray © 29 21 2 2 4 4 0= -0- 82 55

Muskogee 46+ - 12 65 31 .15 14 25 13 760 463

Noble -0- -0- . -3 2 2 -0=- 3 1 58 43

_ Nowata ¢ ° -0~ 1 -0- -0~ 3. 3 64 63 69 75

Okfuskee 15 12 o1 1 1 3 3a 38 121 111

Oklahoma. 4825 2705 154 117 127 84 1227 2314 9617 7534

— Okmulgee 27 21 - . 8 8 5 - 4 156 138 326 . 307

o ‘Osage 70 43 6 6 11 4 14 32 175 162

< Ottawa 74 35 3 1 5 5 87 53 365 241

~ Pawnee 37 15 2 2 ' 3 2 i3 13 157 72

Payne 117 97 9 11 ’ 6 5 25 28 - 283 237

: Fittsburg 53 27 - 13 9 132 131 .53 39 463 336
Pontotoc . 39 33 4 4 12 12 22 20 286 % . 242
Pottawatomie 93 69 9 10 23 20 63 57 430 . 393 7

Pushmataha -0- -0~ 1 1 © 8 6" 29 14 . 130 - 82

Roger Mills -0- -0- -0- -0- 2 2 9 5 27 17

Rogers 73 63 23 25 21 20 8 8 280 249

Seminole 59 57 21 21 9 9 a1 88 . 529 526

Sequoyah © 51 35 3 3 11 20 105 43 330 - 280

Stephens 50 57 3 3 12 6 35 25 270 231

Texas 11 11 2 1 5 5 80 104 178 206

Tillman 7 17 | - 1 1 © .5 4 2 -0- | 58 57

- Tulsa 3683 1458 308 - 108 177 93 300 255 6522 2914

| . ‘ CIVIL LITIGATION
N :

| ' ' 1972
: . (6)AAppeals from (7) Injunction, Quo
| : . dministrative W ;
Coun arranto, Mandamus
: N TY _(5) Contractual Tribunals Habeas Corpus ®) Other T 1
__ : — . otal_
\ | . Filed Term Filed Term i i ' . |
| | Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
| Wagoner "5 13 1 . | B
ner 1 11 9
Wash i o ‘
W:shiigton 173 96 10 5 8 10 32' 32 379 200
Woods 2~8 22 oo To- e o ] o | 3;)2 E
-0=- -0- 4 " o
Woodward 49 56 : S 4 : 2 g 2; lg 5 o0
: X 132 100
Total : ‘
als 11630 . 696§ 998 660 983 .782, 3812 4560

31209 23747

101

e



DOMESTIC LITIGATION 1972
{4) Reciprocal (5) Reciprocal
: . . (2) Separate Support - Sup?ort -
COUNTY {1} Divorce Maintenance_______.(3) Annulment Incoming Catgoing
Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term_ |
Adair 128 80 -~0- =0 3 2 7 3 -0- ~0-
Alfalfa 35 32 2 2 -0~ ~0= ~0= -0~ -0- -0~
Atocka 96 96 1 ~0- 2 2 2 -0- 2 -0~
Beaver 29 34 4 1 -0~ -0~ -Q= ~0= 2 7
Beckham 156 138 -0- -0~ -0- ~0=- 4 3 12 4
Blaine 58 44 =0= Q= 1 2 7 3 —CQ o -
— Bryan 284 239 7 -0~ 5 5 14 1 2 ~0=-
o Caddo 245 121 2 1 3 3 7 5 12 5
& Canadian 288 298 1 5 3 3 10 10 5 17
Carter 326 253 4 2 11 7 14 10 14 10,
Cherokee 195 121 1 1 4 4 9 -0- =0~ -0~
Choctaw 133 89 1 1 5 4 =0~ -0~ ~0- Q-
’ cimarron 25 . 24 1-+ =0- -0~ -0~ -0- -0~ ~0=  =0=
Cleveland . 803 791 16 17 9 8 ~30 - 27 23 20
Coal 35 .. 48 2 1 -0- -0~ 6 5 -0- -0-
Comanche 1086° 2515 44 197 18 38 49 85 33 27
Cotton 66 < .58 1 ~0=- . 1 1 1 1 10 10
Craig 109 7 120 3 3 4 4 3 4 i 4
Creek 417 411 6 3 7 5 17 3 7 ~0-
Custer : o178 05 128 -0- -0~ 4 3 3 5 7 4
Delaware 146 104 1 1 4 4 7 -0~ 10 -0-
Dewey 24 22 1 ~0- -0- ~0- -0 -0~ -0-  =0-
Ellis 25 23 =0~- -0~ -0- -0- 3 2 .1 1
Garfield 458 467 18 17 ~0= -Q0=- 20 23 26 26
h -
1
i
| DOMESTIC LITIGATION 1972
: (4) Reciprocal (5) Reciprocal
(2) Separate Support - Support -
C OUNTY__ (1) Divorce. - Maintenance .(3) Annulment Incoming Outgoing
Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
| .Garvin 229 324 ~0= -0- 3 - 3 - 11 4 ~0= -0=
Grady 286 313 2 3 7 8 4 . 4 7 8
Grant 25 23 2 -0~ -0~ -0- 2 -0~ -0- 0=
Greer 54 55 -0- -0~ -0~ ~0= 3 1 1 1
| Harmon 20 .18 -0- -0~ 1 1 -0~ =0 1 -0
| Harper 24 22 -0- -0- -0= -0- ~0= -0~ -0~ -0-
oy Haskell .79 75 ~0- 1 -0~ -0= 2 7 -0- 0=
w Hugaes 109 68 -0- -0~ 3 2 2 3 1 2
Jack
Jagfson 281 351 6 9 10 12 13 12 17 24
e~ erson 61 40 -0 0= 1 1 "5 2 3 —0-
Johnston 84 54 1 1 2 4 —o- 0= —o- oo :
®a
ay 385 347 18 10 4 4 16 14 3 2
Kingfisher '
Kiowa o> o3 2 4 -o- -0- 4 6 2 1
. Kiow 89 103 -0~ 2 1 2 4 3 2 =
La_tlmer 75 55 —0- 0= ~0= -0 —0- . —0= 5 1
LeFlore 333 344 1 1 2 2 16
_ 11 13 20
Lincoln 166 157 . 5 5 3 3 6 5 4 4
Logan 140 136 1 -0 1 1 5 5 3 3
Love . | 57 69 -0= -0~ 3 1 -0- -0~ -0- . -0~
McClain 126 83 0= 0= -0 1 2 2 3 - 3
McCurtain 352 217 1 1 2 2 14 -0~ -0- -0-
Mc;.rn*';osh o8 74 3 3 g 9 1 1 ~0- ~0=
Major 28 30 2 -0- -0~ -0- 1 1 -0- -0-
Marshall 82 46 -0- 0
-0- 4 4 -0=- -0- -0~ -0~

B
i
{
i
{
T
1
i
i
i
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DOMESTIC LITIGATION

| COUNTY

Mayes
Murray
Muskogee
Noble
Nowata
Okfuskea

Oklahoma
Oknulgee
Osage
Ottawa
Pawnee
Payne

Pittsburg
Pontotoc
Pottawatomie
Pushmataha
Roger Mills
Rogers

Seminole
Seguoyah
Stephens
Texas
Tillman
Tulsa

1972

{4) Reciprocal {5} Reciprocal
2) Separate Support - Support -
(1)} Divorce Maintenance .{3) Annulment Incoming Qutgoing
|___Filed Term Filed _Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed  Term |
189 157 1 4 6 5 Al 5 1 -0~
100 78 -0- -0~ -0~ (= 1 ~0- © (= -0~
595 424 9 9 7 7 -0~ -0~ ~0= -0~
52 50 =0 (=0~ -0 1l -0~ -0~ (- -0~
60 75 -0- -0=- 0= ~0= 6 3 6 5
61 77 1 ~-0=- -0- -0~ 3 -0- ~0- -0~
6440 5661 138 162 71 78 144 440 106 419
250 277 5 2 5 5 10 3 10 5
270 206 12 13 5 5 4 -0~ 6 -0-
319 181 4. 2 8 8 -7 7 6 6-
76 . 46 1 ~0- -0- -0~ 1 -0- 5 -0-
367 357 13 9 2 3 6 6 19 15
335 249 6 - 4 7 7 21 8 9 5
288 250 4 4 -C= -0~ 10 10 6 6
463 340 1 1 2 2 19 .11 16 14
90 48 2 -0- 1 -0- 5 ~0- -0~ -0-
25 20 -0~ ~0= -0= ~0= -0~ -0- 1 -0-
263 307 2 1 5 3 7. 4 8 1
164 179 3 3 3 3 11 14 9 7
245 258 1 2 2 2 5 6 3 5
355 375 2 1 10 7 7 1 30 3
91 91 2 1 1 1 10 5 5 2
67 62 -0= =0 Q= =0~ 8 2 4 1
4889 3327 8 6 15 11 190 178 106 17

DOMESTIC LITIGATION

; COUNTY

Wagoner
Washington

‘Washita

Wocds
Woodward

Totals

1972

(4) Reciprocal

(5) Reciprocal

(2) Separate Support - Support -
(1) Divorce Maintenance {3) Annulment Incoming Qutgoing
Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term_ Filed Term Filed Term
186 183 2 2 3 3 5 5 1 1
329 322 5 ~0- 4 2 5 8 24 24
51 59° 3 2 -0- -0~ 1 1 5 2
63 64 3 3 -0- 1 4 7 1 -0-
136 143 7 5 2 2 10 9 2 -0-
25454 23189 397 528 301 311 840 1004 618 747

L ey e e e
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DOMESTIC LITIGATION_ . 197

(8) Dependency {9) Certification.
and Neglect, Proceeding for Trial AL
COUNTY {6} Bastardy {7) Adoption____ Juvenile Delinquency __ AsanAdult ____ ___ TQT
Fﬁiea Term Filed Term V Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
| ' —0- -0- 28 13 179 107
3ai —-0- ~0— 12 g 0 ; a7
Acalr e N < s )
' : -0~ 8 -0- ) 7
i : oo —8- g 4 -0- -0~ 19 20 125 122
hroks ‘ :8: -0- 6 4 2 2 23 20 2§$ 122
b -0 1 18 15 -0~ -0- 27 2 217 163
Secknam ) 0- -0- 7 3 -0- -0~ 28 21
Elaine =0~ )
' 7 34 11 362 276
= -0= -0- 16 .13 7 362 276
s ?ﬁﬁgg ~0- -0- 35 30 -0~ = -0- gg ;i 423 1e1
Py anadis 6 2 40 35 -0- ~0- 43 251
o P 0 -0 - 31 32 1 1 102 122 27
Cheron 1 -0- 9 8 3 3 139 53 32% il;
Lsergﬂee ‘ 1 . =0= 6 5 -0 ~0- 3s 16 1
Choctaw
| A : 34
- : -0- -0= 10 6 41
imaryor -0=- =0 5 4 o Jooa
ifiieliia 1 2 105 103 -0- -0~ 109 103 1 Zg 72
° -0- -0~ 7 5 1 1 12 : L
Cona h ' ~0w 20~ 156 185 ~0- -0- 172 123 1523 7
g°€i§§ ° -0~ -0- . 8 7 -0- -0~ 12 12 22 2
Cgaig 1 1 15 14 2 2 33 37
16 162 111 681 588
-0- ~0- 40 39 25 58
Eﬁiizv ' ‘ 2 2 25 22 - 5 g i? fg— ;gg | 529
D 2 -0- -0~ 20 20 -0~ -0= 5 28
Delaware o o ] 3 o Tor ; ; 38 -2
Pi1is 1 o - 4 0= ~0- 3 3 38 e
ﬁiiéiela -0- -0- 52 57 1 1 55 65 ‘ '

DOMESTIC LITIGA TION : ez
(8) Dependency (9) Certification
: ; and Neglect, * Proceeding for Trial
COUNTY (6) Bastardy (7)) Adoption _Juvenile Delinquency_ As an Adult______T OTAL
f ___Filed_____Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
| Garvin . 1 -0~ 20 20 -0~ -G- 44 44 - 308 395
| Grady -0~ -0= 35 30 -~0- -0- 60 42 401 408
| Grant 1 -0~ 4 4 ~0- -0- 5 5 39 32
Greer . -0- -0- 12 14 -0~ -0~ -0- -0 70 71
Harmon . ~-0= -0~ 5 7 -0- -0~ 10 9 37 35
Harper -0~ =(em -3 1 -0- -0 4 3 31 26
= Haskell -0~ © =0~ 6 6 1 -0- 12 9 100 98 :
3 Hughes . -0~ ~0=~ 6 9 3 3 20 19 - 144 106 :
Jackson -0~ ~0= 37 36 -0~ -0= 105 12 469 456 : i
Jefferson -0-. -0~ 6" - 6 -0~ -0- 3 3 79 52 §
Johnston ~0- -0- . 8 7 ~0- -0- 7 7 . 104 73 {
) Kay , : 4 3 '35 35 -0~ -0~ 114 131 © 579 546 ‘
Kingfisher ° 1 1 9 8 ~0= -0=- 5 13 90 96
Kiowa -0- -0~ 9 5 2 2 6 10 113 128
, " Latimer - 1 -0~ 4 4 ~0- ~0- 9 © 8 .91 © 68
LeFlore -0~ ~0= 19 13 . =0- -0~ 68 43 452 434
Lincoln . 1 -0~ - 13 12 2 2 42 35 o 242 223
Logan =0- -0- 15 14 -0~ -0~ 27 24 192 183
Love . - ~0- -0- 7 7 ~0- -0- 5 5 72 82
McClain 2 3 ‘ 16 13 1 ~0- 24 22 174 127
McCurtain -0~ -0~ 23 17 -0- -0~ 46 37 438 274
McIntosh ¥ * 6 6 1 1 78 54 . 196 148
Major 1 -0~ 10 8 -0- -0~ 1 -0- 43 39
Marshall -0- -0- 4 4 ~0- -0- 16 ~0=- 136 54
*Shown under Other Misdemeanors
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" DOMESTIC LITIGA TION

(8) Dependency 9} Certification
and Neglect, ~ Proceeding for Trial
COUNTY (6) Bastardy, (7) Adoption______Juvenile Delinquency_ AsanAdult __ TOTAL
IFiled Term Filed Term, Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
325 239
26 22 -0~ ~0- 90 45
ﬁayes ~3_ _é_» g 5 —0- -0- 32 32 141 Lie
7 ° -0- -0- 11 11 1 1 13 12 77
bioblie: —o- 1 8 6 1 -0 24 26 105 léi
g;;zsiee ~0- -0~ 6 6 -0~ —0- 8 8 . ”
-0- 580 © 8824 7939
13 585 586 1 0 1321
Oklahoma S 4 22 19 4 4 155 155 510 474
Okmulgee ] —o— 27 28 -0~ -0~ 80 12 405 264
Osage 3 1 32. 32 3 —0= T .46 34 428 271
Ottawa o -0- 8 7 ~0- -0= 46 39 137 92
Tawnee 0 —0- 40 a2 -0- -0- 112 157 559 593
ayne :
’ 490 322
3 -0~ -0- 36 36 1 1 75 12 :
romeaton : -0- 24 23 -0-  -0- 72 o .y pfe
otoc
Pzztawatomie 10 3 42 33 ; g 152 A lié-— 116 56
Pushmataha =-0- -g- ' 13 g :8: :o: 3 1 32 24
iggeisMills To- -o- 27 22 -0~ -0~ 53 50 365 388
e
12 12 246 234 481 482
ol 2 2 31 28
::Zizsai ' 1 - - 17 is 1 1 40 24 i%g Zég
Steoh;ns 1 -0= 30 33 -0~ ~0- 43 . 37 148
Texas -0- -0~ 17 1 1 1 31 29 158 48
Tillman -0~ -0- 9 9 3 3 12 8 103
Tul ; 11 3 411 270 6 6 2097 578 7733 4396
s
- AL .
1
DOMESTIC LITIGA TION 1972
(8) Dependency (9) Certification
N and Neglect, .Proceeding for Trial
COUNTY (6) Bastardy {7) Adoption _Juvenile Delinquency_ As an Adult TOTAL
Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
Wagoner -0- -0- 24 23 4 4 39 49 264 270
Washington' 4 3 48 41 5 5 49 49 1473 454
Washita =0 -0~ 6 1) -0~ -0~ 15 2 82 72
Woods ~0- =0- 5 6 -0~ -0~ 22 24 28 105
Woodward ~0= -0~ 10 10 =0~ -0- 8 6 175 175
Totals 87 X 49 " 2513 2315 103 87 6986 3977 37239 32207
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FELONY
Preliminary Preliminary
(1) Crime against  (2) Crime against S S - Hearings Hearings
COUNTY person property (3)Other____ _ Total Held Waived:_z‘
Filed Term Filed Term Filed___ Te rm__ | Filed Term _ |
Adair 25 12 39 15 25 7 89 . 34 30 12
Alfalfa 2 1 9 4 7 12 18 17 10 7
Atoka 15 20 38 28 26 30 79 78 30 13
Beaver 18 3 26 26 4 2 48 31 3 19
Beckham 17 15 72 32 R | 1 20 48 16 16
Blaine 5 13 15 16 ‘16 14 36 43 7 T4
Bryan 136 31 79 50 69 46 284 127 59 30
caddo 28 19 60 42 42 33 130 94 29 26
canadian 38 1e6 1112 99 28 18 178 133 29 51
Carter 63 43 144 192 39 30 246 265 62 23
Cherokee 20 . 10 42 . 18 70 30 132 58 27 . 9
Choctaw 11 3 713 5 3 -0= 27 .8 16 11
Cimarron 11 10 9 . 8 .9 6 29 24 5 6
Cleveland ! 70 58 1194 163 323 221 587 442 274 46
coal 3 5 .16 .20 N | 1 20 26 © 6 6
Comanche 101 114 164 287 539 396 804 797 195 67
Cotton 9 5 8 21 .6 9 23 35 -8 4
Craig 7 20 62 64 19 5 88 . 93 12 5
Creek 177 101 28 33 29 18 234 152 36 30
Custer 11 7 36 18 97 51 144 76 18 61
Delaware 24 9 52 20 2 C. =0= 78 29 39 -0~
Dewey 16 15 12 8 9 12 37 35 1 4
Ellis 2 1 2 2 ‘13 12 17 15 3 1
Garfield 31 34 105 122 46 48 182 214 57 74
' FELONY 1972
. . Preliminary Preliminary
(1) Crime against (2) Crime against Hearings Hearings
. COUNTY person . property ___(3)Other Total Held Waived
Filed Term Filed Term ’—-i‘iled__Te rm__ | _Filed _Term__ |
Garvin 63 . 46 46 19 . =0=- -0- 109 65 8 12
Grady 23 48 86 . 123 3 1 112 172 33 -0-
Grant 4 1 - 20 5 - ~0- 24 6 2 ~0=
‘Greer 4 2 11 - 14 4 4 19 20 8 7
Harmon 20 19 16 16 2 2 38 37 24 -0~
Harper 6 9 6 v 2 1 14 12 4 -0-
Haskell 19 T 24 8 yi 6 - 4 33 35 18 4
Hughes 8 15 T 17 15 25 15 50 45 18 30
Jackson 23 25 125 25 62 47 " 110 97 14 16
Jefferson 4 4 27 17 "8 8 -39, 29 5 7
Johnston 21 - 9 , 13 S 7 6 41 20 .4 3
Kay 24 25 82 58 6 6 " 112 89 47 37
Kingfisher 11 7 13 16 8 i5 32 38 7 6
Kiowa 12 -8 " 14 12 24 23 50 43 .17 12
Latimer 30 47 23 - 37 -0- -0~ 53 84 16 1
LeFlore 36 34 52 32 60 54 - 148 120 . 61 32
Lincoln 15 24 " 84 67 7 6 " 106 97 © 24 11
Logan 9 9 25 17 12 6 46 32 113 9
Love “10 12 15 7 17 26 32 " 45 6 26
McClain 18 9 19 21 51 35 88 65" 13 32
McCurtain 47 25 54 27 56 28 157 80 . 29 7
McIntosh, 52 39 37 29 9 6 98 74 35 4
Major 9 7 1 -0~ ‘2 -0~ 12 7 3 6
Marshall 66 16 31 8 € —0- 103 24 8 - 20

B
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COUNTY

 Somammsemmt}

Mayes
Murray R
‘Muskogee
Noble
Nowata
Okfuskee

Oklahoma
Okmulgee
Osage
Ottawa
Pawnee
Payre

Pittsburg.
Pontotoc
Pottawatomie
Pushmataha
Roger Mills
Rogers .

Seminole
Sequoyah’
Stephens
Taxas
Tillman
Tulsa

e

FELONY 1972
Preliminary = Preliminary
(1) Crime against (2) Crime against Hearings Hearings
person property, ___(3)Other ___ Total Held Waived
Filed Term Filed Term Filed  Term__ | _Filed Te rmH
27 19 98 65 43 -28 168 112 54 14
11 9 35 80 1 1 97 90 7 83
61 * 219 * 43 * 323 203 92 43
13 9 27 20 -0- -0~ 40 29 14 9
2 3 26 15 3 -0- 31 i8 7 8
2 5 14 15 10 10 33 30 6 7
488 372 1809 1676 783 643 3080 2691 1368 862"
27 27 - 35 35 138 104 200 166 57 17
69 72 47 47 45 =0~ lel 155 105 14
le 4 20 5 97 36 133 45 21 - 24
15 - 15 29 20 16 2 60 37 8 29
29 24 101 78 145 159 275 261 32 48
i 49 29 41 30 126 83 216 142 96 11
87 49 44 28 - 23 23 154 100 71 8
.54 45 210 164 134 96 398 305 77 28
21 ~ 15 8 15 4 5 33 35 5 5
- 8 4 2 -0~ -0~ Q- 10 4 2 -0~
15 11 98 61 22 20 135 92 27 18
93 - 85 120 136 24 24 237 245 93 144
61 40 © 98 63 - 35 70 194 “173 70 13
11 5 148 107 43 23 202 135 27’ 146
&7 6 163 193 - 34 42 204 241 9 27
14 15 20 13 21 15 55 43 . 16 13
732 * 1023 * 1is4 * - 2939 2851 896 473

*Breakdown not available for Tulsa and Muskogee Counties.

Woods

COUNTY

Wagoner
Washington -
Washita

Woodward

Totals

FELONY 1972
) . Preliminary Preliminary
(1) Crime against {2) Crime against : Hearings Hearings
person property {(3) Other Total Held Waived
_Filed___ Term_| Filed___Term Filed__Term__ | Filed_ _Term
14 20 36 39 6 6 56 65 25 2
14 23 97 gl 36 30 147 134 37 59
31 34 32 36 15 1 78 82 11 20
2 2 18 i9 18 12 38 34 14 10
37 16 6 2 2 2 45 20 10 6
3391 1987 6686 4925 4851 2742 14968 12748 4646 2948
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COUNTY

Adair
Alfalfa
toka
Eeaver
Beckhan
Blaine

Bryan
Caddo
Canadian
Carter
Cherokee
Choctaw

Cimarron
Cleveland
Coal
Comanche
Cotton

Crais

Creek
Custer
Delaware
Dewey
Ellis
Garfield

MISDEMEANORS . i 1972
(1) Driving (3) Other
While Intoxicated __(2) Other Traffic Misdemeanors Total
| __Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
106 30 673 455 323 190 1102 715
25 28 631 g2n 94 97 750 745
34 52 6638 738 186 233 888 1041
70 75 647 €38 111 107 828 §20
98 78 3512 3049, 313 271 3923 3398
110 : 82 145 337 301 . 262 557 4381
197 172 1594 1445 460 389 2251 2005
176 157 3081 3013 877 808 4134 3978
126 86 2655 2806 352 307 3434 3199
222 234 2045 2207 528 488 2795 2¢29
217 157. 1243 1002 537 377 1997 1536
46 - ?6 863 558 479 431 1388 1825
34 - 29 35 - 34 136 130 20% 193
268 206 28890 2789 885" 773 4033 3768
31 40 113 108 260 272 404 420
771 539 6523 3341 1343 1487 8543 5367
76 92 1354 1401 293 334 1723 1827
47 40 1249 1253 309 284 1605 1577
.240 - 161 4229 4053 1060 876" 5529 5090
ic3 92 2665 2425 227 18z 2995 2709
127 104 798 702 397 305 1322 1111
38 38 698 646 184 100 920 784
27 . 28 301 301 143 . 157 471 486
303. 278 2485 2436 514 531 + 3302 3245

COUNTY

Garvin
Grady .
Grant
Greer
Harmon -
Harper

Haskell
Hughes
Jackson
Jeffersan
Johnston
Kay

Kingfisher
Kiowa -
Latimer
IeFlore
Lincaln

- Logan

Love
McClain
McCurtain
McIntosh
Major
Marshall

]
'

i

. MISDEMEANORS 1972
(1) Driving '
! i (3) Other
Whlle Intoxicated =(2) Gther ijaffic Misdemeanors Total
| __Filed Term Filed - Term Filed Term Filed Term
130 56 2283 2129 555 3 2
46 2968
167 163 4173 3994 286 242 4626 2233
32 20 674 605 160 - 108 866 733"
10 - 10 541 494 82 73 633 577
39 3e 463 449 98 28 600 585
27 27 464 461 70 75 561 563
53 53 449 428 140 149 642 . 630
5 61 650 681 424 417 1161 1159
,3g 87 2335 2121 330 276 2792 2484
3 29 790 727 137 120 960 a76
- 40 760 629 66 51 884 720
5 . 213 3808 3826 522 473 4605 4512
84 86 1473 1444 233 256
179¢ 1786
73 64 1739 1560 238 210 2053 1834
; 8 420 355 156 116 586 479
193 179 1807 1793 1063 1088 3063 3060
4 76 2555 2465 454 350 3103 2891
85 62 2110 2106 395 399 2590 2567
10 3 1493 1628 62 91
; : 1565 1722
85 43 1986 1638 285 235 2356 1916
139 116 2546 2036 299 231 2984 2383
1;6 88 2133 1932 479 440 2728 2460
52 39 1055 1008 124 ‘115 1233 1162
: 23 740 . 541 372 260 1167 824
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MISDEMEANORS 1972
(1) Driving (3) Other
COUNTY While Intoxicated ___(2) Other Traffic__ _____ Misdemeanors Total
. | Filed Term Filed Term: __ Filed Term Filed Term_ -
Mayes 135 108 1885 185¢ 366 377 2386 2344
Murray 34 84 2155 214C 273 269 2512 2493
uskogee 467 383 3363 32 1136 921 49866 4328
Noble 66 50 1593 5, 77 77 1736 1684
Nowata 3 6 310 2" 104 26 417 4az1
Ckfuskee B2 62 2028 P AP 165 158 2275 2095
Oklahoma' 717 532 11057 10¢e6C 1762 1570 13536 12762
Ckmulgee - 114 1i3 667 548 563 615 1344 1276
Osage 167 183 1929 1768 660 698 2756 264%
Ottawa 77 28 1606 1353 426 290 2109 1671
Pawnee 87 73 1460 1450 257 257 1804 1780
Payne 286 257 2869 2995 764 748 3919 4000
, . ’ .
Pittsburg 282 270 2904 2813 864 867 4050 3950
Pontotoc 217 184 1209 1136 107 86 1533 1406
Pottawatomie 114 78 2883 2628 687 547 3684 3253
Pushmataha . 36 24 428 335 324 185 788 544
Roger Mills 12 11 140 139 140 140 292 290
Rogers 268 55 3608 3345 609 568 4485 3968
Seminole 241 244 1794. 1805 . 565 ’ 568 2600 2617
Sequoyah 765 531 3610 34le 327 298 4702 4245
Stephens © 126 86 3242 3139 291 238 3659 3463
Texas 137 125 69 77 494 420 700 622
Tillman 40 34 17 21 150 135 207 190
Tulsa 1061 680 . .17587 142 1534 1444 20182 16126
: MISDEMEANORS 1972
co .(1) Driving (3) Other -
UNTY While Intoxicated =(Z) Other Traffic Misdemeanors Total
. r___Filed Term Filed Term Filed: Term Filed Term
Wagoner 140 67 2869 2651 66 81 3075 279
. ; - 9
Washington 131 106 921 842 296 264 1348 1212
Washita 38 53 963 966 141 198 1142 1217
Woods ) 45 40 743 832 68 64 856 936
Y:goodward 74 53 1040 964 . 156 144 1270 116l
Totals 11533 8938 153792 139934 30714 27933 196039 176805

-



ST L T T e I N N T RN B T T R e T L T T A e

R o, i SRt s e YL B URTIEC NN 7

PROBATE 1972
{2} Determination of
{1} Administration of ’ Death of {4} Guardian am;
_COUNTY : ‘Estates & Probate Proper___ Joint or Life Tenant_______ {3} Mental Health___zz__(:onsarvatorsth
Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
adair 83 55 24 23 _ -0 —C= 11 7
) zlfalfa 78 73 18 20 6 6 2 1
i Atoka 38 36 12 14 9 9 5 5
Peaver 64 45 16 15 : 2 2 2 -0-
Beckham 111 34 30 26 22 13 16 3
Blaine 59 64 34 43 11 11 11 12
Bryan 120 54 58 48 is l} 13 1
caddo 118 147 ¢ 47 87 3¢ 23 12 28
Canadian 113 61 65 57 2_3 35 16 i3
— Carter 135 125 58 65 68 68 17 12
© Cherokee 66 57 ' 52 45 ' 31 S 6 5
Choctaw 43 9 ’ 2G 13 25 17 7 ~0-
{mary 35 40 10 6 _ 3 2 . 6 -0=
2§2§;1f§d 184 109 . 116 116 _ 68 112 31 30
Coai . 25 12 & 7 3 2 o4 2
Comanche 185 . - 343 <101 88 161 167 . 48 238
Cotton ' 50 61 11 15 9 7 9 -0~ -0-
craig 43 47 47 43 ) 42 40 : 16 14
creek 142 77 84 70 50. 50 11 6
custer 105 33 46 39 28 28 15 15
Delaware 42 11 ) 3 41 Q- =0~ 10 8
Dewey 53 17 15 14 _ 6 6 _ 9 -0~
Ellis 62 68 2 11 ; 4 5 6 7
Garfield 265 244 136 131 : 37 36 36 33
) i
PROBATE 1972
; . (2) Determination of
. {1) Administration of Death of : {4) Guardian and
COUNTY Estates & Probate Proper___ Joint or Life Tenant _(3) Mental Health Conservatorship
Filed Teirm Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
‘Garvin ) 116 . 152 51 48 22 35 11 3
Grady 152 139 . 69 68 - 35 35 26 25
Grant . _ 79 28 16 15 1 1 7. 7
Greer . 48 47 29 27 : 6 6 5 7 5
Harmon 29 23 . 8 7 2 -0~ 2. 0=
Harper 43 53 14 15 2 2 9 8
. Hazkell _ 30 49 11 10 12 13 1 10
- Hughes 69 57 32 30 14 14 8 10
O Jackson 95 72 35 36 , 62 62 23 23
Jefferson 32 12 11 10 : 14 14 9 -0-
Johnston : 30 13 i6 15 23 _ 23 3 1
Kay 234 176 t o133 130 : 70 69 ‘ 35 31
Kingfisher 93 122 22 23 _ 4 5 10 22
Kiowa . 92 42 . 33 27 ; 22 22 12 12
Latimer 34 28 17 17 24 24 10 10
LeFlore . 72 . 88 ' 60 54 k 54 60 | - 48 35
. Lincoln ; 111 108 49 50 v 18 18 21 21
Logan 112 .90 48 ‘44 v 19 19 : 10 3
Love 18 20 ‘ 7 7 , 7 : 7 ~0- ~0=
McClain : 64 51 12 11 15 15 7 6
McCurtain &=~ 73 54 . 19 17 34 o1 7 1
McIntosht~ - 36 22 25 22 _ 16 16 : 7 7 .
Major 52 25 27 .26 2 2 8 7
Marshail 40 16 12 7 -0- "\ =D~ 2 2

ek
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PROBATE 1972
{2} Determination of
{1} Administration of Death of {4) Guardian and
COUNTY Estates & Probate Proper Joint or Life Tenant (3) Mental Health Conservatorship
’ Filed Term ] Filed Term Fi.led' Term Filed Term
Maves 75 49 62 52 47 42 20 20
Murray 36 24 15 10 i0 10 6 ~0=
Muskogee 23% 55 112 58 -0 Qe 15 -
Noble 63 49 23 26 16 16 6 5
Nowata 8 15 29 25 11 11 2 2
Okfuskee 40 39 12 11 -0 -0 8 Q-
Oklahoma 1255 880 912 Q01 566 562 207 1246
Oxunlgee 111 56 79 71 75 66 11 10
Osage 113 87 59 47 59 53 24 28
Ottawa 89 24 62 40 -0~ -0~ 29 25
Pawnee 53 23 35 32 15 15 5 -0
Payne 101 121 89 89 58 58 41 41
pittsburg 109 53 69 66 72 21 18 19
Pontotoc 97 71 56 49 42 42 29 29
pottawatomie 16l 143 140 132 81 111 20 151
pushmataha 38 11 =} 16 12 1 4 4
Roger Mills 28 14 6 6 -0- -0- 3 -0~
Rogers 70 59 45 45 53 52 17 15
Seminole 145 139 51 48 57 57 Z21 12
Sequoyah 44 40 20 25 32 5 8 11
Stephens ' 133 169 99 115 32 32 -0 ~0=-
Texas 95 91 20 21 44 44 11 12
Tillman 66 62 34 34 16 16 4 4
Tulsa 877 210 758 044 360 354 181 - 163
1
PROBATE
1
(1) Administration of (2) Dotermination of ==
‘ istration of . :
COUNTY Estates & P Death of ;
— ) — robate Proper Joint 1i {4) Guardian and
: = or Life Tenant_- {3) Mental Health Conservatorship
Filed __ Term, Filed ; S
. Term, Filed Term Filed Term
Wagoner 57 ' 49
Washington 109 117 a0 41 27 27 5 -0~
Washita . 91 92 - 64 p
. ashita 63 45 N 64 26 25
- 33 39 29
Yioods 71 65 24 5. 4
VWoodward 92 3; 36 29 23 22 12 12
41 40 35 3
2 16 1
Totals 8404 6117
4864
X 4557 2971 2882 1352 1412

e

?
1
|
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PROBATE
{5) Beer license
COUNTY Appeals {6} Others Total
’ Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
ndair -0 -0— -0- ~0- 118 85
Alfalfa ~0= ~0= -0- -0— 104 . 100
atoka -0~ -0~ 6 4 70 68
Beaver ~0- -0~ -0~ -0- el 62
Beckham -0~ e -0= 0= 179 76
Blaine 1 1 5 5 121 36
Bryan ~0-~ -0- 16 16 226 130
Caddo 4 4 ~Q0- 0= 211 289
Canadian ¢ -0~ ~0= S 217 168
Certer 8 8 30 30 316 308
Cherckee 3 -0- ~Q- Qe 153 137
Choctaw . -0~ ~0= 4 2 . 89 41
Cimarron ~0- -0= -0 -0~ .55 48
Cleveland =0~ -0= -0~ =0~ 399 367
Coal -0- -0- -0- -0- 40 23
Comanche -0~ ~0- -0- -0~ - 495 836
Cotton -0~ -0~ -0~ ~0~- 70 85
Craig -0~ =Q= =0~ ~0- 148 144
Creek -0- -0 18 18 305 221
Custer Q- ~Q- -0~ =0~ 188 115
Delaware ~0- -0 114 69 219 129
Deway -0~ =0 -0- -0~ 83 37
Ellis ~0=- 0= =0 0= 84 21
Garfield ~0~ -0~ 2 2 476 446
f
PROBATE 1972
‘ {5} Beer: License
COUNTY Appeals {6) Others Total
’ Filed Term Filed Term ¥Filed Term
Garvin ~0- ~0- 8 8 208 246
Grady. -0~ 1 7 7 289 276
Grant ~0= -0~ Q- Qe 103 51
Greer -0 -0~ 21 21 109 106
Harmon -0=- =0~ 2 1 43 31
Harper -0- -0 ~-0= =0 68 78
?askell -Oj_ -0~ 3 2 57 84
Hughes Q- -0- 33 33 156 154
Eackson ~0- 0w -0~ -0~ 215 193 )
defferson 0w ~0- 2 1 68 ) 37
Johnston -0 -0 4 4 76 56
Kay’ -0~ jO— -0 -0~ 472 406
Kingiisher ~0~- ~0=~ ~0- ~0= 12% 172
Kiowa - 1 -0- -0 -0- 160 103
Latimer -0~ -0= -0 - 85 79
L§F10Ae =0- -0~ -0 =0~ 234 237
ilncoln ~0- -0 59 59 258 256
ogan -0- =0 -0= ~0- 189 ’ 156
Love -0- ~0=- -0- 1 32 35
McClain.. P ! 2z O 3 103 g8
ﬁcCurLaln fOe : -0~ -0~ ~0- 133 73
b_IIcII‘:ntosh ~-0= . ~0-: 27 25 111 92
ajor_ N ~0= -0~ ~0- ~0= 89 60
Marshall -0~ ~0~ 5 1 59 26
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PROBATE REkd
{5) Beer License . ‘
COUNTY Appeals {6) Others Total
) ‘ Filed Term Filed Term Filed ‘Term
Mayes 1 1 14 12 219 176
Murray e -0- 8 6 75 50
Muskogee -0~ -0~ ~0- -0- 358 113
Noble -0- -0= -G -0~ 108 S7
Nowata -0~ e 24 16 74 69
Okfuskee ~0= -0~ 37 37 a7 87
Cklahoma 1 1 5 6 2946 2476
Okmulgee 2 2 30 26 308 231
Osage -0= -Q= =0- -Q- 255 215
Ottawa e ~0~- -0 -0~ 180 89
Pawnee -0- ~0= ~0= 0= 108 70
Payne -0 0= ~-0- ~0- 289 3098
Pittsburg =0- -0~ 8 7 .276 166
Pontotoc 2 2 12 12 238 205
Pottawatomie -0~ -0~ =0~ -0 402 537
Pushmataha ~0- -0- 4 4 77 36
Roger Mills ~0- -0~ -0= -0- 37 20
Rogers -0= -0~ 2 c 2 187 173
Seminole 2 2 113 113 389 371
Seguoyah ~0= -0~ 17 13 121 94
Stephens ~0= 0= -0~ -0 264 316
Texas -~0- -0~ -0~ -0= 170 168
Tillman = =0- ~0= =0~ 120 116
Tulsa -0- -0- 5 5 2181 1376
i
PROBATE 1972
(5) Beer License
COUNTY Appeals (6) Others Total
Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
Wagoner 4 4 -0- -0= .
Washington -0~- -0= -0 —0— ;gg ) lié
Washita -0 0 5 ‘T 22
W 2 132 114
voods iy 0= -0m 0
Woodward -0- 0 e 136 128
~u- -0~ ~0- 184 111
T .
otals 31 28 650 573 18272 15569
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COUNTY

aAdair
Alfalfa
Atoka
Beaver
Beckham
Blaine

Bryan
Caddo
Canadian
Carter
Cherokee
Choctaw

Cimarron
Cleveland
Coal
Comanche
Cotton
Craig

Creek
Custer
Delaware
Dewey
Ellis
Garfield

SMALL CLAIMS 1972
{1} Possession of (2) Possession of {3) Other .
Personal Property Real Property _Small Claims Total
Filed Term Filed - Term Filed Term + Filed Term
9 7 2 1 183 124 194 132
(- -0= ~-0- -0- 42 42 42 42
(- =0~ -0 ~0= 59 4Q 59 40
~Q- =0~ =0~ -0~ 54 72 54 72
-0=- ~0=- 2 2 184 : 136 186 138
-0~ -0~ 1 1 230 263 291 264
3 1 5 4 167 118 175 123
13 13 6 © , "435 348 454 367
15 15 21 16 - 446 364 . 482 397
22 21 36 17 610 705 668 743
2 1 Q- -0- 403 293 405 294
3 3 3 3 172 136 178 142
0= -0=- -0- -0= 1i1 89 111 89
15 16 72 75 1224 1173 1311 1264
o 1 1 1 132 - 151 134 153
94 89 15 9 683 . 872 792 970
«Q= =0 =0 0= 91 52 91 52
17 18 6 5 224 246 247 269
12 3 27 7 516 . 216 555 226
16 8 2 2 372 ) 286 390 296
7 7 -0- -0~ 159 121 166 128
~0= -0~ -0- -Q=- 46 34 46 34
1 1 2 2 48 44 51 47 .
10 a 16 14 822 906

796 884

- COUNTY

Garvin
Grady
Grant
Greer
Harmon
narper

Haskell
Hughes
Jackson
cefferson
Johnston
Koy’

Kingfisher
Kiowa
Latlimer
Lellore
Lincoin
Logan

Love
McClainr
McClurtain
McIntosh
Major
Marshall

SMALL CLAIMS 1972
(1) Possession of (2) Possession of (3) Other
Personal Property Real Property Small Claims Total .

Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
6 6 14 14 470 . 314 490 334
~0~ 2 4 -0- 448 378 452 380
-0- ~0=~ 2 2 29 28 31 30
0= e 1 -0~ 57 57 58 57
17 29 -0 =0 8 3 25 32
~0- ~0- 1 1 45 39 46 40
~0~ 3 2 2 66 75 68 30
6 6 7 7. 292 315 305 328

3 3 -0-- -0~ 235 208 238 211
25 15 13 8 132 84 170 167
-0- ~0- -0= =0~ 205 143 205 143
11 10 2 4 - 1014 967 1027 981
2 2 -0~ =0~ 193 196 135 198
-0- -0~ 1 1 133 110 134 111
=0~ -0~ ] °] 62 ' 52 71 €l
25 25 40 43 466 - 461 531 52¢
-0~ ~0- 13 13 477 3¢g 420 411
1 1 1 1 368 380 370 3g2
-0 -0~ -0- -0~ 32 27 32 27
2 2 2 2 230 181 284 185
14 12 -0- ~0- 255 223 269 235
3 3 1 1 104 83 108 g7

4 3 -0- -0- 195 147 199 150
-0- -0- -0 =0= 170 87 y 170 g7

']

IS
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1972
SMALL CLAIMS -
. s 5i £ (3) Other
Possession of (2) Possession © 1ai Total
GNTY (P}e)rs'onal Property Real Property, = Small Claims i Toren
____CO 5 - rm"" Filed Term Filed Term Filed
File 2
— - . - €3
e 5 305 262 zéé 548
Mayes 20 23 11 1 e %éé 1040 307
Murray 20 - 8 1e 3 979 192 202
Muskogee 45 o o= - 0= 192 | 202 12 e
Noble 'g‘ o —o— f o= 138 lgz 9 s | :
Nowata _0: —o- 0= 0= 1 93 :
oxfuskee - : : T < 10025 5104 !
' 174 74 29 15 9822 °2;i 660 422
Oklahoma 18 16 10 L 625 505 241 211
— " Oknulgee 22 e Vi 3. 231 405 569 415
oNo Osage 5 6 ' 4 & ’ Szg 86 93 85
Ottawa o- —0- -0- =0~ 871 850 899
Pawnee ;5 16 .10 12 825
payne : . : 349 368 !
340
' 11 10 22 18 e 437 539 487 ;
pittsburg 1o 10 » 34 31 4 6 S5 555 323 ]
pontotoc - 6 19 27 .9 52; | ae 3 . £8
Pottawatgmle . Co- Q- 0= 5-0- 38 34 39 %5
Pushmata. = 1 1 -0 T.0_ ey 265 260
Roger Mills 4 5 5 4 256
Rogers * . : : 500 520
14 4 4 482 . 502 257 264
Seminole 14 3 0= 0= 257 gg; Se0 a2
sequoyah -0~ . 18 22 22 529 025 " 1037
stephens 1‘; 5 5 5 8;; 10393 110 106
Texas 1 ? 7768
Tillman tg lég 35; 265 9672 7400 10175
. 1 : ‘
Tulsa
- BTN :M PR AL b st e sa

SMALL CLAIMS 1972
. {1} Posgession of - (2) Possession of (3) Other _
] COUNTY Fersonal Property Real Property_ . Small Claims Total
Filed Term Filed ‘Term Filed Term » Filed Term
Wagoner . 43 43 31 .31 188 T251 262 325
Washington 19 18 13 - 10 344 347 376 375
Washita 2 3 : =0 T e 109 100 111 103
‘Woods (o =0 0= R ¢ T 113 87 -113 87
Woodwarad 0= . =0 3 2 134 - 101 137 103
Totals 972 751 946 740 41706 31962 43624 33453

/,
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BREAKDOWN OF LITIGA TION

IN EACH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
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CIVIL LITIGATION - . 1972
JUDICIAL . {3) Lien or .
DISTRICT (1) Auto Negligence (2) Other Tort Mortgage Foreclosure (4) Real Propert
Fiied Term., - Filed ) Term Filed Term Filed Term
No. L :
Beaver : 2- 2 3 3 2 5 10 7
Cimarron . : =0 . Q= =0- 4 2 5 12 11
harper ~0- 3 7 7 4 1 8 i1
Texas ) 19 23 4 5 18 13 39 44
TOTAL & o« o » 21 28 14 1e 26 24 69 72
No. 2 - ' KX . i . .
Beckham ‘ ) 13 7 28 13 10 7 38 2&
S Custer 7 4 21 9 /7 13 9 18 10
PR Eilis 7 4 2 4 2 1 14 14
Greex B - 4 6, 5 8 1 3 4 6
Earmon 1 1 s -0- 8 2 2 2
Roger Mills =0~ ~0= 13 9 2 =0= 1 1
TOTAL . . « . 32 ‘ 22 69 43 , 36 22 77 61
k4
No. 3 .
Washita . il 14 3 7 6 5 18 20
Kiowa 5 5 5 3 4 oo« 3 . 27 28
Jzackson i8 24 21 23 28 27 32 32
Tillman ' 5 5 7 7 [ 7 ’ 25 16
TOTAL . & . . 39 48 36 40 44 42 102 96
T e s T o ‘
[ o iy
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CIVIL LITIGATION

1972

JUDICIAL . {3} Lien or
DISTRICT {1} Auto Negligence {2} Other Tort Mortgage Foreclosure {4) Real Property
______Filed________‘f exrin. ____________F iled_;___Term_____Fﬁed Term Filed “Term
No. 4 . '
caxrfield 44 36 -0- -0~ 22 - 24 37 40
Blaine 10 13 32 21 5 4 31 22
SGrant 1 1 27 15 6 5 14 i3
Ringfisher 8 4 13 10 5 1 .38 4l
alfalfa 3 5 2 2 1 2 9 =]
Devey 6 3 19 20 10 6 14 13
Mzjor 4. 5 7 9 3 2 14 22
Woodward 14 =] *1 . ~0- 3 2 29 19
Joods 8 7 3 3 ~0= 2 17 16
- 4 )
fﬁ TOTAL o o « o 98 83 104 80 55 48 203 125
¥o, 5
Zaddo .13 10 i5 7 8 2 49 20
Grady ) 34 27 23 15 24 18 73 o4
Comaricha 113 206 22 43 134 158 142 155
cotton 5 ) S 8 8 8 14 1¢
Jefferson 2 2 -0- 1 1 1 30 26
Stephens 51 49 7 12 29 32 53 47
TOTAL « » « - 218 303 76 86 204 219 361 331
No., 7
Canadian 38 42 15 26 19 23 65 7%
Cklatoma 1517 708 531 490 871 797 365 319
TOTAL . - « - 1555 750 546 516 8_90‘ 820 430 398
R .
- D DI AERIES
1
CIVIL LITIGATION
HION 1972
JUDICIAL
DISTRICT (1) Auto Negli ; (3) Lien or
egligence 5
e glig “(2) Otaer Tort ___Mortgage Foreclosure (4) Real Property
e Term, Filed__ : _ ; S
NO.KB - Term Filed Term Filed Term
ay 58
2 z -0~ 20 14
TOTAL . . . 61 59
° 39
No. 9 .
Payne 69 39
Logan 8 12 é ‘; 10 10 42 43
g . R v 23 19 . 51 45 .
i TOTAL o o - o 77 .
51 10 9 4 33 29 o3 01
No. 10
Osage 5
2 4 - 3 19 * 20 46 52
No. 11
Washington 32
Nowata —0- Z:SL 9 12 68 68 28 10
. -0- 1 2 6 —0- o
TOTAL v o o o 32 26
No. 12 " )
Craig 9
‘ 8 6
Mayes. 19 35 13 7% 4 6 57 69
Rogers " 36 27 17 13 16 57 59
TOTAL ¢ o « & 64 70
% 92 45 44 188 199

e b ke Ty




Lel

g¢l

CIVIL LITIGATION

e {3} Lien ox . : -
{4) Real Property |
JUDICIAL ’ : {2) Other Tort Mortgage Foreclosure (%)
DISTRICT I (1) Auto Negligence — i T Filed Term Filed Term,
R ™ v T Term, _ Filed s e
" Tiled _ Term, —-——-—-"Fdeé—_",_' o5 63
o 12 6 3
Ho. 13 s 2 -0- =0~ 5 5 146 123
pelaware 36 13 g - & : .
Ottawa E 11 241 186
s 6 18
Al 15
TOTAL . - .
, 1 384 208
9 1087 551 ~ R
ro. 14 571 232 12 1 3 3 . 90 35
Tulsza 1 al
) Paunee 8 L 474 243
. 3 10 1090 554
579 235 : ; :
TOTAL . . .
20 129 43 32
< - 47 51
No. 15 21 24 33 a3 16 4 83 o5
Wagonér . 5 49 120 110 -
O} 14 16 185 119
Creroxee 175 - 58 145 1 65 50 o
Muskcgee . : - 8 ~0= 2 e 5 a5 118
- Seguoyah 0~ D= 6 3
233 191 29 .
215 95 -
TOTAL . .
; 5 33 36
No. 16 5 7 17 31 ‘41 8 108 109
Haskell 42 40 14 38 1 1 24 22
LeFlore 6 3 -0~ -0~
Latimer 5 18 165 167
31 69 1
53 50 . f
TOTAL « ;
‘;
H
i
|
; ‘ g - e
PRSPV RC WCRE S NSRS BT A S
CIVIL LITIGATION 1972
JUDICIAL {(3) Lien or } /
DISTRICT (1) Auto Negligence (2) Other Tort Mortgage Foreclosure (4) Real Property
fo. 17 Filed Term. Filed_____Term Filed Term Filed Term
Pushmataha 4 1 -0~ ~-0- 31 7 57 53
Choctaw 10 38 30 19 13 5 96 1
McCurtain 5 3 4 4 7 4 145 118
TOTAL . . . . 19 42 34 23 51 16 . 2¢8. 172
No. 18
McIntosh 8 . 8 39 23 3 1 52 36
Pittsburg 67 36 te 4 12 7 117 83
TOTAL . . . . 75 aa 55 27 " 15 8 169 119
Ko. 1%
Bryan 23 8. 4 4 14 7 90 103
No. 20
Carter 35 52 19 26 14 18 82 85
Murray 14 1 -0 ~0- 13 10 20 17
Johnston 1. 1 -0- ~0~ 15 3 63 46
Marshall 15 8 2 2 36 15 43 20
Lave G '5 i8 19 5 ~ 7 34 35
TOTAL . & o o 71 67 39 47 83 ‘54 242 203
No. 21 .
Clevaland 49 49 98 04 130 107 72 73
Garvin 7 5 20 7 5 2 48 33
McClzin ‘17 20 3 2 3’ 5 44 ~49,
TOTAL , o o 73 B 74. 121 103. 138 114 164 153
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CIvViL LITIGATION 1972
JUDICIAL {3) Lien or o
DISTRICT {1} Auto Negligence {2) Other Tort Mortgage Foreclosure {4) Real Property 7
Filed Term. Tiled ) Term Filed Term —:] . Filed Term
¥o. 22 ' '
Pontoctoe 21 18 76 61 22 16 20 78
Serminole 53 55 45 44 52 55 199 197
Hughes 16 16 22 22 15 2X 62 58
i TOTAL o+ o » = 90 89 143 127 89 92 351 333
No. 23
Lianceln 21 21 22 . 13 25 19 . 85 77
rottawatonie 85 93 40 . 37 28 29 89 78
!
TOTAL « « + =« 106 114 62 50 53 48 174 155
No. 24
Creek 176 140 33 16 63 35 %4 78
Okfuskee . 9 7 1 3 5 3 51 44
Okmulgee 38 22 6 9 11 21 75 74
TOTAL o « o = 223 179 40 28 79 59 220 196
No. 25 . - .
coal 7 9 4 -0~ 5 3 35 37
Atoka 21 21 7 7 16 15 83 67
TOTAL . « « » 28 30 11 7 21 18 118 . 104
]
CIVIL LITIGATION
1972
JUDICIAL (G)AIA_dppeals from (7) Injunction, Quo
1 -~ Administrativ 8oy e .
—— DISTRICT (5) Goniractual Tribm:aisl\ ) e r:into’ A ®
= oo abeas Corpus_ Cthex Total
Filed Term Filed T . ]
)Io._l erm Filed Term: Filed Term Filed Term
—neRVer ] 7 19 g A
2 - -0- o 3

C.-ul‘»". —

caa rron 13 19 1 1 4 8 6 43 a5

Harpex -0~ 1 3 - .

“exas 4 4 -0= -0~ 2 2 s 36 &7

e 11 11 2 1 : 18 17 43 45
- 3 g0 104 178 206
TOMAL . . . . e 3

=2 53 3 22 8 12 11
No. 2 : 4 133 300 322
Zenkham 14 N
~ 4 1<) 7 2 I .
39 i . i v D
;:«i?'e_r 64 29 8 2 _g_ *6 110 3 134 21
-is 13 21 —0- e - 20 13 149 76

Greer v 1 1 1 1 -

- 7 7 1 2 4C 45

Harmon 11 1 o ° 2 2 7 15 3 50

j o 1% e L - -

Toger Milis -0 —0- —0— —0- % ; 7 8 30 26
N 2 5 27 17
TOTRAL . o o 133 75 i4 ”

a . 2
Yo, 3 3 19 54 47 411 296
vashita
© 7 7 -0~ —0—= .

Kiowa 9 17 e " 0 -0~ 9 9 54 52

Jackson 24 31 2 2 li 2 17- 18 127 75

Tillzan 7 10 34 46 170 5
TOTAL . . . 47 €6

59 7
/ 20 17 62 73 455 359
1




CIVIL LITIGATION_

No, &
Gazfield
Blaine
3rant
KingZisner
Alfalfa

. e,
Sevay

A
Haszor

wncdward
Wwoolds

S

o¥1

No. 5
cacdo
Grzdy
Comanche
Cotrton
Jefferson
+tephens

- xS —o— T ba =

-« dprmm wa 8 L

No. 7
Canadian
Oklahoma

JUDICIAL
DISTRICT

TOTAL .

TOTAL .

{5} Contractual

{6} Appeais from

Tiled Term
183 184

4 3
-0- —Q—

32 39

23 30

1 2

14 13

49 50

28 26

. 314 353
46 16

Ti 66

222 517

38 4

9 )

&0 57

. 436 666
106 101
4825 2705

.4 4931 2806
¢

Administrative Warranto, Mandamaus
Tribunals___ Habeas Corpus
Filed  Termn Filed Term i
] il 3] 5
-0 ~0-- 4 4
~0- -0- -0- -0
2 3 1 3
-0- -0- 4 4
7 6 -0 Py
-0~ 2o~ 2 1
5 4 2 2"
23 24 23 24
33 8 ] 3 -0~-
18 12 10 8
20 35 17 30
-0- -0~ 0= -0
1 1 2 1
3 3 12 6
50 - 59 44 45
14 20 25 40
154 i17 127 84
168 137 152 124

{7} Injunction, Quo

(8}
Gther Total
| __Filed  Term | Filed Term___ !

52 38 333 338
1 14 99 81
-0- - - 48 34
22 19 121 120
6 7 48 59
1 1 58 ° 51
15 9 59 61
29 8 132 100
7 10 67 69
145 106 965 913
30 28 172 51
26 23 279 233
112 96 782 1243
-0- -0- 44 45
5 4 50 42
35 25. 270 231
208 176 1597 1885
39 85 321 416
1227 2314 9617 7534
1266 2399 go3g 7950

CIVIL LITIGATION

%
| 1972
i TUDICIAL (é)é‘f&d?Pe_aa.ls from (7} Injunction, Quo
DISTRICT (5) Contra Adéministrative Warrante, Mandamu
_ N 1 . ’ s (8)
__ ctua Tribunals Habeas Corpus Otherx Total
Filed Term i 3
o. @ Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
Kay ) 87 Q - * .
Nobie -0 “? 2 5 14 9 85 68 255
b - e 3 2 N o= 325 277
[ N 3 1 5% 43 3
TOTAL . . . . 87 85 8 g 1e
15 S 88 69 383
o 3 320
t -
: Pzavne 117 97 S 11
NI Togan 22 1% 1 li s > - 25 28 283 37
| ; : 2 1 17 20 129 125
TCTAL . Y13¢ 115 10 -
H - - 12 8 [
42 48 412
No. 10 ) *
Osage 70 z
! -13 6 5!
! 153 i1 4 14 32 175 1862
17z &
_é_ 9; 12 5 i8 10 36 36 373 287
sy T 0" ? 3 64 63 89 ;_;,
TRL . 172 97 i0 >
7 i 5 21 ]
. 13 100 ©9 &£452 2357
Cra:xg = -
Maves 2z 22 2, 3 12 23 4 4 54 160
Rogers 73 63 3 8 iz 8 38 39 19 298
23 25 21 20 8 8 —Sg oes
as
TOTAL . . 1= - ’ -
11z 102 4 36 52 5L 50 53 636 4
. 3 645
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1972
CIVIL LITIGATION

(6) Appeals from (N InJImC;IOH,dQuO () :
ninistrative Warranto andamus N i
JUDICIAL ' Ad?;l:l;inl;lsl - Habe’as Corpus Cthex T otal ___ - | H
DISTRICT (5) Contractual _ _________*%* ——— _ 4 T Filed Term ‘
o - N . . rm File erm o e
Filed T erm______f‘xled_____'l'eml Filed Te e _ ‘
' 214 117
No. 13 5 » 14 4 19 19
Delaware 61 18 3 1 s 5 g7 53 365 241
Ottawa 74 35 : 358
8 6 19 9 106 72 579
POTAL . + » < 135 53
| ' : ;
v a 6522 2914
¥o. 14 77 93 300 255 -
" palsa ‘ 3683 1458 302 102 : ' 3 2 13 13 157 12
~ Faumee ¥ o - 6679 2986
™ L 0 95 313 268
' TOTAL . « » | 3720 1473 310 110 18
5 147 166
Mo. 15 1 ) 9 5 5 .
Hagoner . 5 - 13 1:]; l3 8 4 24 15 21¢e lf
Cherckee . 1 s 31 15 14 25 13 760 40;
Muskogee 40 12 3 3 11 20 105 43 330 . 28
Sagquoyah 51 35 3 4 B 13 & 203 is7
Adair : 73 38 4 . .
: 179 3 1656 1188
. a7 47 172 82
TOTAL . » - «| 188 *105 86 50 S '
- . , 121
No. 1% ' 6 20 23 34
5 6 .
Haskell ; 3 4 12 13 10 10 -0~ - 14 224 22;
1eFlore 23 25 2 4 2 2 6 3 50
Latimer 7 14 . .
. 18 18- 26 40 ) 368 427
TOTAL « « o » 23 - 43 23 22
L)
ﬁ.:' L s SR e
t
CIVIL LITIGATION . 1972
{6) Appeals from . (7) Injunction, QRuo ‘
JUDICIAL , Administrative  Wa'rranto, Mandamus (8) .
DISTRICT (5) Contractual Tribunals_ ° Habeas Corpus Other Total :
0. 17 Filed Term Filed _Term, Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term _ |
pPushmataha -0- -0~ 1 1 8 6 29 14 130 82
Choctaw - 1 -0- -0~ -0~ 6 2 1 ~0- 157 65
McCurtain 92 50 17 15 10 3 30 o 12 310 202
TOTAL . . . . 93 50 18 16 24 11 60 26 597  '356
No. 18 a ‘ . , .
HoIntosh 2 1 2 2 -0~ -0-. 29 26 135 97
Pittsburg 52 27 13 9 : 132, 121 53 39 - 463 33¢
- : ‘ ' -
w TOTAL . « . . 55 28 15 11 132 131 82 65 598 433
No. 19 ‘ : :
Bryan . 6 3 11 13 8 7 .76 43 232 188
Mo, 20 . . | |
"Carter : 84 59 9 9 17 11 50 a7 316 . 308
\ rurray _ 29 21 2 2 -4 4 -0- ~0- 82 55
Johnston 0= -0~ 5 5 2 -0- 26, 17 o112 72
Marshall ) . 6 ~0- 4 3 5 5 16 g 127 6L
Love -0- 1 2 2 1 1 1 1- 67 71
TOTAL . . . .- 119 81 22 21 29 21 o3 73 698 567
No. 21 ' :
Cleveland 319 300 27 26 25 22 123 114 . 843 783
Garvin 75 ‘23 10 7 17 6 . 51 33 233 116
McClain 43 55 3 3 2 3 23 28 138 165
_TOTAL . . . J .37 378 20 36 44 31 197 i75 1214 10864
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CIVIL LITIGATION

(7) Injunction, Quo

(6) Appeals from
Warranto, Mandamus {8)

JUDICIAL . Administrative
DISTRICT (5} Contractual Tribunals -~ Haheas Corpus Other Total
Filed Terin Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
No. 22 o
Pontotoc 39 33 4 4 12 12 22 20 286 242
Seminole 53 57 21 21 9 C] ) 88 529 52¢
Euches 15 16 4 3 7 ) 15 25 . 160 157
TOTAL . . o . 117 106 29 28 28 . 27 128 133 375 935‘
a .
No. 23 : N
Lincoln 43 . 36 10 9 8- 8 30 32 244 215
Pottawatomie 93 .69 9 10 237 20 63 57 430 383
TOTAL .« . . 136 105 19 19 31 28 a3 89 674 608
! No. 24 -
: Creek 70 16 20 12 19 6 69 27 544 330
{ Okfuskee 15— 12 1 1 1 3 38 38 121 111 -
; Okmulgee 27 21 8 8 5 4 156 138 326 307
it .
' TOTAL o« o o 112 49 29 21 25 13 263, 203 . 991 748
No. 25 . .
Coal 12 8 Q= -0 5 3 22 21 30 81
Atoka 7 17 3 4 15 17 38 37 190 185
TOTAL o« +« o 19 25 3 4 20 20 60 58 280 266

S¥1

TR ——

JUDICIAL
DISTRICT

; TOTAL
g:\?o. 3

{ Vashita

{ Xiowa

! Jackson

I Tillman

’ TOTAL
¢

H

|

{1) Divorce

DOMESTIC LI'I;IGA'I‘iON

1972

(2) Separate (4) Reciprocal

(5) Reciprocal
Support -
Cutgoing

Filed Term

29 34

25 24

24 22

i. 91 91

! 169 171

| 156 138~

178 128

25 23

| 54 55

| 20 is

i 25 20

{ .

{ 458 3382
i

? 51 . 59

! 59 163

! 281 351

: &7 62
|

5 488 575

Maintenance {3) An: ' pappozt -
. nulment i

=" - Incoming
iled Term _ Filed Term : File Term
4 1 ~0- -0- —ol -0
_g -0~ -0~ -0- -0~ -o:
0- -g— -0— -0- -0m ~0

1 1 10 s

7 2 1 1 10 5

M 4 ’

:g: -0- “0m ~0- 4 - 3

-5 ~0- 4 3 8 5

-0- ~-0- -0 -0- . 3 2

- ~0— -0- -0= 3 1

-0 ~0- 1 1 -0 :
~0- -0- -0- - ~0~ :g_

—0_ _ _ T . . .

0-. 5 4 18 1

_; 2 -0- ~0- i 1-

- 2 1 2 4 3

l_g_ g 10 12 113 C12

: ~G- -0- -0= - 8. z

9 13 . 11 14 26 18

N S D

Filed Term

2 7
0 O
-0~ -0

5 2

-z 9 -
12 4

7 4

1 1.

3 iy

1 -0-

1 -0~
23 10
5 2
2 i

i7 24
4. 1
28 28

==

S
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DOMESTIC LITIGATION 1972
{4) Reciprocal (5} Reciprocal
JLDICIAL (2) Separate Support - : Suppert -
- DISTRICT, (1) Divorce Maintenance (3) Annulment Incorning Outgoing )
oac . e —— — . e R i e
Tiled _ Term Filed_ . Term | Filed _Term 1 Filed___Term Filed__ Term :
¥o. £
carfield 453 467 18 17 -0- -~0- - 20 23 26 26
Blaine 58 44 ~0- ~0- 1 2 7 3 -0~ -0- .
Grant 25 23 2 -0- -0~ -0~ 2 -0~ -0- ~Q= :
Ringfisher €5 62 4 4 . =0~ =0 4 3 2 1
Alfalsa ’ . 35 32 2 2 ~0- -0- -0- - =0- =0- Q-
Deviey 24 22 1 -0- -0- ~0~ -0~ ~0- =0 -0~ .
¥ajor 28 . 30 2 o, -0- -0- 1 1 -0-  =0-
; yoodward 136 143 7 5 Co2 2 10 S 2 -0-
o~ Woods 63 64 3 3 ~0= 1 4 7 1 -0-
TOTAL . . 4 B892 888 39 31 3 5 48 a9 31 27-
No. 5 A
- caddo 245 .12 2 1 3 3 7 5 12 5
Grady 285 313 2 3 7 8 4 4 7 8
Coxanche 10856 2515 44 197 18 38 49 85 33 27
cectton €6 58 1 =0~ 1 1 1 1 10 1
Jefferson 61 40 -0 . =~0- 1 1 5 2 3 -G
tephens 355 375 2 S 10 7 -7 1 30 3
TOTBL « « o 2099 3422 51 202 40 58 : 73 o8 25 53
No. 7 .
canadian 288 298 1 5 3 3 10 10 5 17
Oklahomza 6440 5661 138 162 l 71 78 - - 144 440 106 419
TOTAL .« 6728 5959 139 . 167 74 81" 154 450 111 436
L l - i
. y
f
DOMESTIC LITIGATION
JUDICIAL ' - 1972
" DISTRICT, (1) Di : (2) Separate (4) Reciprocal (5) Reciprocal
A ivorce__ ____ Maintenance Support - S 4
= A3} Annulment In . upport -
Filed = ———— coming ______ Outgoing
No. & A —Fie Term Filed T . = e
Kay P erm, Filed Term Filed T ’
Nobi 385 347 v erm Filed Term
oble . : i8 10 ———
. 52 50 -0m 4 4 . 16 14
. =0~ -0 1 - Co- 1 .3 2
TOTAL, &+ o o 437 397 1 —O- -(= (= |
R S 8 10 a4 5 } T J
No, © , - 16 14 3 5 |
Payne , : o ‘ |
- 36
Logan -1 7 : 357 13 % ‘
.. 40 i 1386 1 2 3 6 6 R |
= . - - =0~ 1 1" 19 15 |
3 TOTAL 50 . 5 5 3
» S 493 14 ° ‘ . 3
¥o. 10 3 4 11 1 23 a2
Osage 270 20
: 6 12 13 5 .
No. 1i ‘ > 4 -0- 6 0
washington 5 " T
Nowata o o > =0~ a 2
¢ 7
hon O_ —O- _0* "O- Z 38 24 24
TAL . . . 389 397 5 o 6 5
¥o. 12 4 2 13 11” 30 29
Craig . hal
. 129 120 :
caves 189 e 3. 3 a
Rogers >6a 157 1 4 2 3 4 1
263 307 2 5 6 5 11 5 4
OT 5 3 - 2 1 ~O—
TOTAL . . 561 584 6 8 . 8 1
15 i
12 21 13 10 5°




St emp——

8% 1

Ko, 13

¥o. 14

No. L&

JUDICIAL
" DISTRICT.

Delaware
Ottawa

TOTAL .+ .
Tulsa
Pavrnice

TOTAL . .

Seguoyah
Edair

TOTAL . . .
Haskell
LeFlore
Latimer

TOTAL . . .

DOMESTIC ZiTIGATION 1972
v (4) Reciprocal {5) Reciprocal
{2) Separate Support - Support -
(1} Divorce Maintenance {(3) Annulment Incoming Qutgoing
—— = S p—— ——

Filed Term ~ Filed Term J Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
146 162 1 1 4 4 7 ~0=- 10 -0~
319 181 4 2 8 8 7 7 6 6
465 285 5 3 12 12 14 7 16 )

R % .

4839 3327 8 6 15 11 180 178 106 17

76 45 i ~-0- -0- -0~ 1 ~0- 5 -0~

4965 3373 9 6 1s 11 191 178 111 17
186 183 2 2 3 3 5 5 1 1
195 121 1 1 4 4 °] -0 ~0- -0~
586 424 S S 7 7 =0 ~0= Q0 =0~
245 258 1 2 2 2 5 6 3 5
129 80 Q= =0 3 2 7 3 - =0 ~Q-

1351 1066 13 14 19 18+ 126 14~ Cog 6

79 .75 ~-0- -1 -0 -0~ 2 7 -0 0=
333 344 1l 1 2 2 16 11 13 20
75 55 -0- -0~ - ~0= -0~ =0 2 1l
487 474 1 2 2 2 18 18 15 21
[]

DOM

6¥1

ESTIC LITIGATION 1972
{4) Reciprocal (3) Reciprocal
JUDICIAL (2) Separate Support - Support -
i " DISTRICT . (1) Divorce Maintenance__ - _.(3) Annulment Incoming Cutgeing
—— ———————rT ke re—
No. 17 Filed Term Filed  Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed  Term
" pushmatzha ‘ 50 48 2 -0— 1 -0- 5 0= 0= —0=
Choctaw‘ 133 89 1 1 5 4 -0= -0- -0~ —Q
McCurtain 352 217 1 1 2 2 14 ~0= -0~ ~0-
TOTAL . . . 575 354 4 2 8 6 19 ~0~ ~0- -0~
‘We. 15 ,' | 2 ’
ﬁzifzgiﬁ 58 74 3 3 9 "9 1 1 -0- 0=
FAtLeourg 335 249" 6 4 7 7 21 - 8 S 5
TOTAL .+ . . 433 323 -9 7 16 16 22 9 9 5.
$o. 19 ) ' '
Brvan 284 239 7 -0- 5 5 14 1 2 -0~
No. 20 .
Carter 326 253 4 2 11 7 14 10 14 . 10
Mureay 100 78 -0- -0- ~0= . 2 0= © 0= -0
Jernston, 84 54 1 i 4 4 ~Q- ~0- ~G- -0-
Mzrshall 82 45 -0= -G 4 4 -0~ ~02 ~0- -0~
Love 57 59 -0~ -0— 3 1 -0- -0- -0- -0~
POTAL . . . 649 500 5 3 22 16 15 10 14 10
Y¥o. 21 )
Cleveland 803 791 15 17 9 8 30 C 27 23 20
Garvin 223 324 —0— -0- 3 3. 11 2 =G o~
Mellain 125 &3 ~0- —G=- -0~ 1 2 2 3
TOTAL . . J 1158 1198 16 17 12 12 43 33 26 23
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DOMESTIC LITIGATION

1972

(4) Reciprocal

(5) Reciprocal

JUDICIAL (2) Separate Suppo:.jt - Supp-ort -
C DISTRICT (1) Divorce Mzaintenance .{3) Annulment Incoming Outgoing
Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
No. 22 i
Poncotoc 288 250 4 4 -0- 0= 10 10 6 3]
Seminole 164 179 3 3 3 3 11 l4 9 7
Hughes 109 68 -0- ~0- 3 2 2 3 1 2
TOTRL . . . 561 497 7 7 6 5 23 .27 16 15
A
No. 23 ) . .
Linccln , 166 157 . 5 5 3 3 5 5 4 4
Pottawatonmie 463 340 1 1 2 2 1s 11 16 14
TOTAL . . . 629 497 6 6 5 5 25 16 20 18
No. 24 .
Cre:k 417 411 6 3 7 5 17 3 7 -0-
Okfuskee 61 77 1 -0- =-0= -~0- 3 -0=- -0~ =0=
Ckmulgee 290 277 5 2 5 5 10 3 10 . C1
TOTAL . . . 768 765 iz2 5 12 10 30 6 17 5
No. 23 .
Coal 35 48 2 1l -0= 0= 6 ) -0- -0-
aAtocka ‘96 96 1. -0=~ 2 2 2 -0~ 2 -0~
TOTAL . . . 131 144 3 1 2 2 8 5 2 -0~
;&:x e i R if_"?:f_ PN
DOMESTIC LITIGATION o
: . : 1972
JUDICIAL, (8) Dependency (9) Certification
DISTRICT 4) Bastard , and Neglect, Proceeding for Trial |
(6) Bastardy ___(7) Adoption _Juvenile Delinquency_ As an Adult ‘ TOTAL
Filed 3 .

Wo. 1 e Term Filed Term Filed Tgrm Filed Term Filed Term
Beaver —0— o ' , =
Cimarron PO 6 L& 23 20 2
ITa e -0~ -0~ 5 4 10 ) 2 66 58

i Herper —0= —Om 3 A 6 -0~ -0- 41 34
i Texas 4 4 3 - ) =
exa ~0- -0~ 0- -0~ 31
17 18 31 29 3t 26
: 1 1 158 148
TOTAL . ., . 0= e 31 oo : .
- a2/ 68 58 3 3
‘No. 2 - 296 276
Eackham O 1 . ;
Custer e 15 ‘27 - ,
Ziide 2 2 25 22 55 42 —o- -0 217 163
Tilig 1 1 5 . 5 5 284 217
Greer ~0- —0— ; 3 3 ~0- -0~ 38 3
13 3y =12 1 (e 34
REXMOn 0~ ~0— 5 - 1 -0~ -0~ -0 20 71
R M4 3 ) Y L 02 .
oger Mill —0- “Om 3 s ; 2 0 ~0- 37 35
. ‘ : + -0~ -0- 32 52
a1 .
TOTAL . . . 2 4 68 65 g8 63 5 -
No. 2 : > ] €78 544
Yashita 0
: —U= ~0- 6 - ~
Xiowa G 0= 9 : 16 2 -0= -0= a2 42
Jackson -0 —0— - i 6 10 2 2 113 128
41 1man | oo ’ 27 36 105 12 -0~ -0- 459 55
l ] A ] 9 12 8 3 Y 455
oTAL i 3 103 85
TOTAE . . . ~0~ 0 .
—U- 61 .
: 56 135 32 5 5 7¢7 743
i
‘ .
b .
' .

ins
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€91

JUDICIAL
DISTRICT -

.

No. 4
Garfield
Blaine
Grant
Kingfisher
Alfalfa
Dewey
Major
Woodward
Wwoods

TOTAL .

No. 5
Caddo
rady
Cemanche
Cctton
Jefferson

Stepherns
TOTAL .
No. 7

. Ceanadian
Cklahoma

TOTAL .

-

.DOMESTIC LITIGATION

1972

(8) Dependency
and Neglect,

{9) Certification
Proceeding for Trial

. _TOTAL

(6) Bastardy {7) Adoption Juvenile Delinquenc'y___.__As an Adult

Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term__ Filed Term Filed Term

~0-, -0- 52 57 55 65 ° 1 1 630 8586

-0- =0 7 3 28 - 21 -0~ -0~ 101 73

1 -0~ 4 4 5 5 e -0~ 39 32

1 1 9 8 5 13 -0~ -0~ S0 96

~0- -0- 9 8 1 5 -0~ -0~ 47 47

~0- ~0- 3 3 S 7 -0- -0- 37 32

1 -0- 10 8 1 -0-~ ~0- -0~ 43. 39

-0~ ~0- io0 10 8 6 -0- -0- 175 175

-0- ~0= 5 6 22 24 ~0- ~0- 98 105

R 3 1 109 107 134 146 1 1 1260 1255

~0= -0- 25 30 47 16 =0~ -0- 351 181

-0- -0~ 35 30 60 42 -0~ -0~ 401 408

-0~ ~0 156 185 172 Lo1z23 -C- ~C- 1558 3170

-0- -0~ 8 7 12 .12 ~0- -G~ 99 89

-0~ -0 6 6 3 3 -0- -0~ 79 52

1 ~Q- 30 33 4 37 -0~ =0~ 478 457

. 1 -0~ 270 291 337 233 ~0- -0=- 29686 4357

3] 2 40 35 90 91 -0- -0~ 443 461

18 i3 585 586 1321 580 1 ~0- 8824 7939

. 24 15 625 621 1411 671 1 =0 9267 8400

" JUDICIAL
_DISTRICT :

Mo. 8 .
Kay,
Noble

TOTAL . .

No. 9
Payne
Logan

TOTAL . ,

No. 10

Gsage

No. 11
Washington

Nowata
TCTAL . .

No. 12
Craig
Mayes

Rogers

TOTAL . .

.

DOMESTIC LITIGA TION

1972
(8) Iiiep\lencllency (9) Cerfi(ﬁcation
o n ‘ and Neglect, Proceeding f i
(6) Bastardy (7) Adoption _Juvenile Delinquenc'y As c-mrﬂ:“Ag\I::lt’:I'.x':la1 TOTA L
Filed i V :
e Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
e
4 3 35 35 '
. 114 131 -
o 3 0~ -0-
8] 11 11 13. 12 1. 1 5;3 Sgg
4 3 | .
46 46 127 143 1 1 656 621
-0- —0- 40 42
. 2 112 157 - ’
-o- - 0= -0-
. 1? 14 27 s 24 -~ -0- igz izg
-0~ -0- ‘
55 56 139 181 ~0= -0- 751 776
1 ~0- |
27 28 80 12 -0- ~0- 405 264
4 3
o : 42 4; 49 B 49 5 5 473 454
24 26 1 -0- 165 116
4 4
56 47 73 75 6 5 578 57¢
1 1
: : ;2 ;g 33 37 2 2 171 189
o o 2e . 90 45 0= ~0~- 323 239
53 50 -0- -0~ 365 38¢e
2 2 ‘
68 58 176 132 2 2 861 8l6




¥el

gsql

DOMESTIC LITIGA TION

JUDICIAL
i DI_STRICT {6) Bastardy, (7) Adoption
Filed Term ___Filed___‘__Terxn
No. 13
Delaware —-0= -0=- 20 20
ctitawa 3 1l 32 32
TOTAL « o = 2 1 52 52
No. 14
Tulsa 11 3 411 270
Pawnee -0~ -0 8 7
POTRL . - = 11 3 419 277
No. 15
wagoner -0- -0~ 24 23
Cherokee 1 -0~ 9 8
Muskogee -0- -0~ e ~0-
sequoyah 1 -0- 17 15
2dair -0- U= 12 a
TOTAL « » = 2 (—-0= 62 55
No. 18
Haskell ~0— -0 o 6
LeFlore -0~ -0 1% 13
Latimer 1 -0~ 4 4
TOTAL o « = 1 ~0- 29 23

1972

{8) Dependency
and Neglet?
Juvenile Delinquency.

{9) Certification
Proceeding for Trial

As an Adult

Filed Term ___Filed Term
17 -0- -0- -0~
46 - 34 3 ~0=
63 34 3 =0
2097 578 6 6
46 39 -0= -0=-
2143 el7 %) o
39 49 1 4
139 53 3 3
154 144 45 44
40 . 24 1 1
28 . 13 -0=- -0=
400 283 . 53 52
12 9 1 -0=
68 43 -0 (-
9 8 -0- -0-
89 60 1 Q=

TOTAL i

Filed Term
. 205 129
428 271
633 400
7733 432596
137 52
7870 4488
254 270
361 190
811l 628
315 213
179 107

1930 1508

100 98

452 434

91 68

643 600

JUDICIAL (8') D 1972
DISTRICT - . ependency (9) Certificati

. p—- (6) Bastardy (7) Adopti and Neglect, Proceedin cci lon‘

No. 17 N ption Juvenile Delinquency As gg?;l'l‘rlal '

: Filed T . A5 2D Adult TOTAL
Pushma*aha - erm Filed T . : T A
Choctaw —i- ~0- 10 e;m Fﬂéed Term Filed Term il |
McCurtai : -0- . =0~ —0w . ed Term

1 -0~ -0 2§ 12 35 16 _8_ '8- 116 56
- : 46 3 - 181
TOTAL 37 -0- ey
. e 1 —o- ~0~ 438
39 274
No, 18 30 89 53 -G~ 0
McIntosh o 735 445
. ~0-= =0=
Pittsbury - ;8_ 8 6 78 54
TOTAL =2 36 75 12 ! 1 196 148
TAL - ~ : 1
o s = —0— —C— . 1 490 32
42 2
No. 19 42 153 86 2 2
Bryan 686 470
-0~ -0
- 16
No. 29 ‘ B 34 11 - .
Carter 369 276
NE vy ~C~ O
/3 Saahaprytd 1 i
Jonnston -0- ~C~- 35 32 102 Lo 122 1 ey
Mexrshall '8- -0- 8 - ‘? . 32 wo- -0 503 227
Lovi Y= -0- 7 - - 141 iie
ve ~0~ —-0= 4 4 16 0~ 0- -0~ 104 73
1 TOTAL ’ 7 5 5 :g- —g" 106 54
TOTAL . . . om e - -0- 72
No. 21 ¢ 8 58 5
, le2 166 1 1
Cleveland 5 926 764
Saz*_ziz} :'; __3_ 105 103 10S 104
¥eClain 3 3 ?9 20 44 a4 —8- -0~ 1096 1072
: TOTAL - 4 . 2o i3 24 23 l— —g_ 308 323
— 5 141 1 -0~ 174 127
K3 135 /
2 177 176 1 o 15 ]
578 1594 |

DOMESTIC LITIGATION
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LGl

1972

DOMESTIC LITIGA TION
(8) Dependency (9} Certification.
" and Neglect, Proceeding for Trial TOTALS
JUDICIATL {7) Adoption Juvenile Delinquency _____#s an Adult
DISTRICT : (6) Bastardy__._____ m— ) . : .
. DISTR ; : L Filed Term Filed Term,
" ) ) - Filed Term Filed Term—.———— € — —_— - .
. Filed _ Texm | S e B e . 205 259
; - I —— — . ) —0— O
No. 22 . . —o- 24 23 72 62 12 12 481 482
Ponto.toc T 31 28 246 . 23 144 106
< 2 2 19 3 3
Seminole o 0= 6 9 20 R .
Hughes T . 947
2 61 60 338 319 15 15 1030 .
TOTAL . « . 3 .
242 223
No. 23 L on 13 12 a2 35 2. 2 S1a 535
Lincoln , 5 43 38 158 . 21
Pottawatomie 10 : | ' 5 956 758
5 5c 50 200 156 5
TOTAL . . - 11
' , : . 681 588
No. 24 o o 40 39 162 111 ‘22 fg_ 5 S1
Creek _0— —0- 5 6 : 8 8 : ‘4— 4 510 474
Okfuskee e 4 ‘29 19 155 155 _
Okmulgee . . . :
- 274 29 20 1270 1153
4 68 64 325 .
TOTAL . « « 9 . .
1 63 62
-0 125 122
1 188 184
PROBATLE 1972
(2) Determination of .
JUDICIAL (1) Administration of Death of (4) Guardian and
DISTRICT Estates & Probate Proper Joint ox Life Tenant (3) Mental Health Conservatorship
Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term - Filed . Term
No. 1 .
Beaver 64 . 45 16 15 2 2 9 -0~
Cimarron 36 40 10 6 3 2 6 -0
Harper 43 53 14 15 2 2 9 8
Texas 95 91 20 21 44 44 11, 12
TOTAL . . . . 238 229 60 57 51 50 35 20
No. 2 . *
Beckhat 111 34 30 26 22 13 16 3
Custer 105 33 40 39 - 28 28 15 15
Eilis 62 68 12 11 4 5 6 7
Greer 48 47 29 27 6 6 5 5
Harmon 29 23 8 7 2 ~0- 2 ~0=
Roger Mills 28 14 6 6 -0- Q= 3 -0-
TOTAL o o o « 383 219 125 116 62 52 47 30
11q. 3 .
Washita 63 45 33 3% 29 24 5 4
KXiowa 92 42 33 27 22 22 12 12
Jackson g5 72 35 36 62 62 23 23
Tillman 66 62 34 34 16 16 4 4
TOTAL . . . . 316 221 135 136 - 129 124 44 43
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1972

PROBATE

JUDICIAL

T

No. 4
garfield
Blaine
crant
ringfisher
alfalfa
DeweVY
Major
Woodward
Woods

TOTAL « « « -

No. 5 .
caddo
Grady
comanche
cotton
Jesfexrson
stephens

TOTAL . .. .

No. 7
canadiarn
Oklahoma

TOTAL « « « *

DISTRICT -

(1) Administration of

Estates & Probate Proper

(2) Determination of
Degﬂxof
Joint or Life Tenant

Filed Term

et

Filed_____’l‘erm
265 244 - -
59 64
79 28
93 122
78 73
53 17
52 25
92 38
71 65
842 676
118 147
152 139
185 343
50 61
32 12
133 169
670 871
113 61
1255 880
1368 - 941

136
34
16
22
i8
15
2%
41
30

339

47
69
101
11
11
99

.338
65
912

977

131
43
15
23
20

14
26
4C

29

341

87
68
88
15
10
115

57
901

" 958

(3) Mental Health

30
35
161

14
32

281
23
566

589

(4) Guardian and
Conservatorship
—_—

Filed - - Term
36 33
11 12

7 7
" 10 22
2 1
9 ~0=
8 7 -
16 1
12 12
111 95
12 28
26 26
48 238
© =0 -0-
9 -0-
-0- -0~
95 292
16 15
207 126
223 141

JUDICIAL
DISTRICT

‘No. 8
Kay
Ncble

TOTAL . .

No. 9
Payne
Logan
TOTAL . .

No. 10
Csage

¥o. 11
* Washington
Nowata

Ko. 12

Craig
Mayes
Rogers

TOTAL .

PROBATE
2) Determinati .
(1) Admini ‘ , ( ination of -
) paminteton 1 ot
_ . roper Joint or Life Tenant (3) Mental Health (‘% e
- - . - I onservatorship
Filed Term Filed Term Filed T
A ' erm
234 176
2 e 133' 130 70 69
_ 23. 26 16 - 16 % >3
297 2 6 6
25 156 156 86 8s ’ 27
| 41 37
101 121
o 22 88 89 58 58 .
48 44 19 19 % 3 ’
213 | - ) 3
211 137 133 77 77
51 44
113 87
59 47 59 53
24 28
109 117
: . 21 92 64 Tt 64
| 9 25 11 11 *2 ‘-
117 13 : 2 2
2 120. 117 75 TE :
L7 28 27
43 47 47
47
o e ~43 42
7 ot 62 52 47 zg 2 26
45 45 53 52 17 10
| ‘ 17
188 15 4 ' .
5 154 140 142 - 134
. 53 49
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191

JUDICIAL
DISTRICT

Ser——a

No. 13
Delaware
Ottawa

TOTAL + » o »

No. 14
Tulsa
pawnee

TOTAL .« e o =

No. 15

Wagoner
Cherokee .
wushogee
Seguoyan
Adair

Ho. 16
Faskell
LeFliore
Latimer

TCGTAL . « »

TOTAL - « - -

{1) Administration of

1972

PROBATE

(2) Deterrnination of

Dea_th of
Joint cr Life Tenant

(3) Mental Health

{4) Guardian and
Conservatorship

Estates & Probate Proper

Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
42 S11 53 41 -0 " -0- 10 8
89 24 62 40 -0 - -0~ 29 25

131 35 115 81 -0- -0~ 39 33

877 210 758 644 360 354 181 163
53 23 35 © 32 15 15 5 ~0-

930 233 793 676 375 369 186 163
57 49 40 41 27 27 5 -0-
66 57 52 45 31 30 6 5
231 55 112 58 -0~ -0- 15 -0~
44 40 20 25 32 5 8 11
83 55 24 23 -0- ~0- 11 o7
481 256 248 192 90 _62 45 23
30 4e 11 10 12 . 13 1 10
72 88 60 54 54 60 48 35
34 28 17 17 24 24 10 10
136 165 88 81 90 . 97 59 55

' |

PROBATE
JUDICIAL .. (2) Determination of 1972
DISTRICT 1;;(1) Administration of Death of °
= _ Estates % Probate Proper Joint or Life Tenant (3) Mental Health (‘% Guardian and
. — = onservat i
No. 17 Filed Term Filed Term Filed . e orship
Lo e R N
g;lzgzatana 38 o 11 19 ‘6 Term Filed Term
by aw
43 9 12 1
o : 0 4
McCurtaln 73 54 ig ig 25 A 17 7 ’ g
34 1 ==
TOTAL . . . : 7 1
- 154 74 58 46 n 1 )
No. 18 18 5
McIntosh 36 - '
. 22
h=) . 25 .
ittsburg 109 53 PO 22 E;-g .16 7 7
- 2
TOTAL o o o . 145 . ] ; 1 18 19
A : . 3 94 88 ’
No. 19 : - 88 .37 25 26
Bryan
. 120 54
No. 20 48 48 19 11 13 1
Carter ’
138
Murray = 125 58
Johnston 36 24 15 ii ia - 68 17 12
Marshall 30 13 16 15 : 10 6 ~0-
Love 40 . 16 12 7 = 23 3 1
. 18 20 5 5 '3" « ~0- .2 2
TOTAL . . . . ! 7 -0-
| : 259 198 108 104 ~0-
No. 21 108 108 28 15
Cleveland
Garvin isfl 109 116 116 68
McClain 1o 152 51 48 2 112 31 30
64 51 12 11 lg 35 11 3
. . 15 7
-, ~ 6
TOTAL . . . 364 1 ) -
39




1972

Y e

PROBATE
(2) Determination of .
JUDICIAL {1) Administration of Death of {4) Guardian and
DISTRICT Estates & Probate Proper Joint or Life Tenant (3) Mental Health Conservatarship
Filed __ Term Filed Term Filed Texm Filed Term
No. 22 .
Pontotoc 97 71 56 49 42 A2 29 29
Seminole 145 139 51 - 48 57 - 57 21 12
Hughes 69 . 67 . 32 30 14 14 8 10
TOTAL . . . 311 277 139 127 113 113 58 . 51
' No. 23 a X . : -
ot Lincoln 111 108 49 50 l? 18 21 i 21
g? Pottawatomie 161 143 140 132 /81 111 20 151
TOTAL o « 272 251 188 182 29 129 41 172
No, 24
reek . 142 77 84 70 50 50 11 6
Qkfuskee 40 39 12 11 ~Q0- =0~ 8 ~0=
Ckmuigee 111 56 79 71 75 ; 66 11 10
TOTAL . . . 293 172 175 152 125 116 30 16
No. 25 ST
Coal 25 12 8 7 3 2 4 2
Atoka 38 36 12 14 9 9 5 S
TOTAL . . 63 48 20 21 12 11 9 7
4
o B SN s bl 2 e L R 8
§ -
1
PROBA"
OBATE 1972
‘;)?S]?rlgi‘é;‘ ) (5) .Beer License .
Appeals (6) Others Total
. Filed Term Filed Term  Filed Term s
No. 1 : :
Beaver o ~ Qo ’
Cimarron O e :8: =0~ o1, 62
Harper 0= 0= -0 -0- 55 48
Texas -0 —0 0' =0~ 68 78
Ve ~0- 170 168
: TOTAL .- e . ! -‘0*' -0- -l ) o
- ; 0~ -0~ 384 356
8: No. 2
Becknam Qe —0- _ s
Custer 0 o e ~0~ 179 76
Ellis —0—" o oo "g“ 188 115
Greer O —0w 21 ;1' 84 - 91
Harmon 0 G~ 2 i: 108 106
Roger Mills ~0- -0 o 43 31
- -0~ 37 20
TOTAL . ., . . ~0— -0 .
° 0 23 22 640 ' 439
No. 3
Washita -0= -0
Kiowa 1 —0- g 2 132 114
Jackson -0= —0— "'o"' ~0- 160 103
Tiliman -0- = —o- - -0- 215 193
i ‘ -0- -0~ 120 116
TOTAL . . -0-
! ° 2 2 627 526
K
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JUDICIAL
DISTRICT

No. 4
Garfield
Blaine
Grant
Ringfisher .
Alfalfa
Dewey
Major
Wocdward
Woods

TOTAL

No. 5
Caddo
Grady
Comanche
Cotton
Jefferson
Stephens

TOTAL
No. 7
Canadian

Oklahoma

TOTAL

.

PROBATE 1972
{5} Beer License i
Appeals (6) Others Total
Filed Term Filed Term - Filed Term
-0~ . -0= 2 2 476 246
1 1 5 5 121 . 136
~-0- -0- -0-° -0- 103 51
-0- -0- -0- -0- 129 172
-0- -0~ -0- ~0- 104 100
—Om- -0- ~0= ~0- 83 37
;0= -0 -0- -0- 89 60 )

-0 ~0= -0 ~0- 184 ‘111
-0~ C -0~ -0- -0- 136 128
1 1 7 7 1425 1241
4 4 ~0=- ~0=- 211 289
-0- 1 7 7 289 276
-0- -0~ -0- -0- 495 836
—0- -0— -0 -0- 70 ' 85
-0- -0- 2 1 68 37
-0- -0- -0~ -0- 264 316
4 5 9 8 1397 © 1839
-0- ~0= -0~ -0~ 217 168
1 1 5 6 . 2946 2476
1 1 5 6 3163 2644

JUDICIAL
.DISTRICT
No. 8
Kay
Noble
TOTAL
No. 9
Payne
Logan
TOTAL
No. 10
Osage
No. 11
Washington
Nowata
TOTAL
No. 12
Craig
Mayes
Rogers
TOTAL

PROBATE 1972

(5) Beer License

: Appeals (6) Others Total

Filed Term Filed Term - Filed Term
»:g: ~0- =0 ~0- 472 406
. -0 ~0~ ~0= 108 . 97
~0- -0- —0~ -0~ 580 503
:g: . -0- -0~ -0~ 289 309

‘ -0- -0~ © 0= 189 156
— - — - 1 '

0 0 —0= -0- 478 465
—0— -0- -0~ -0- 255 215
-8— -0~ -0~ ~0- 290 298
0= Q- 24 16 74 69
-0~ ~0- 24 16 364 367
—g- -0- ~0- -0- 148 144
" 1 14 12 219 176

- -0 2 2 187 1173

1 1 16 14 554 493
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oL

PROBATE

1972

L91

JUDICIAL (5) Beer License i .
DISTRICT Appeals (6) Others Total
- .
Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
No. 13 :
Delaware =0 . =0 1i4 69 219 129
Ottawa -0~ -0=- -0= == 180 89
TOTAL « « « =« 0= e 114 69 399 218
No. 14 : '
Tulsa -0 0= 5 5 2181 1376 B
Pawnee -0- -0- -02 - =0~ 108 . 70
TOTAL o + « = -0~ -0~ 5 5 2289 1446
No. 15

wWagoner 4 4 =0 -0- 133 121

Chexrokee 3 -0- =0 =0 158 137

Muskcgee * -0= . =0- ~0= -0 358 113

Seguoyah ~0- -0- 17 13 121 A 94

Adair =0~ 0= -0=- -0= 118 ’ 85

TOTAL . o « o 7 4 17 13 888 550
Nc. 16 L

Haskell -0 -0- 3 2 57 ° - 84
LeFlore -Q- -0~ -0~ ~0- 234 237
Latimer -0~ -0- -0= -0=- 85 75

TOTAL o o o o -0~ -0=- 3 2 376 . 4C0
PRCGBATE >1972
JUDICIAL : {5) Beer License .
; , ppeals (6) Others Total
| Filed i 3
_NO- 17 o - e Termr Filed Term v Filed Term
; Pushmataha - - ; 0= -0 . ‘
Choctaw i 0= -0 4 4 77 ) 36
*  McGartain 0= o 4 2. 99 41
i : T - =0=- . =0 133 . 73
TOTAL i -0 :
e o e o - =0 8 6 .
i! 30
.No. 18 REVEAS " - °? 150
McIntosh ; -0- 0
Pittsburg ~0= _8_ > 274 25 111 92
Lo e ; . , 8 ; 7 276 i66"
=i TOTAL o o o . -0< P ’ ’
C o 0 35 32 387 258
No, 19
Bryan
~0= P g P .
: 0 le 16 .. 226 130
No. ZQ-“Q-": F :
Curter-s. ' . )
relrry ' g - .

- Murray . -0 .. 30 30° 316 . 308
Johnston ‘ 0= —0- 8 6 75 ' 50
Marshall ;. -: -0- —0- 4 4 76 56
Love 5 T 59 26

=0~ ~0- ~0= <
! 1 32 35
e, - TOTAL T ‘
: e MR 8 . 8 47 4
No. 21 <7 : - 2 558 475
! ¥fleveland T o= o ,
Garvin 0 _(c)).'." -0- =0- 399- 387
:~ McClain . - g ) 8 8 208 246
S . 3 3 103 88
TOTAIL ; ‘ '
. - » - 2 .
2 11 i1 710 701

LR
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1972

PROBATE
JUDICIAL (5) Beer License . )
DISTRICT Appeals (6) Others Total
Filed Term Filed Term ‘F iled Term
No. 22 .
Pontotoc 2 . 2 12 12 238 205
Seminole 2 2 113 113 389 | 371
Hughes -0~ -0~ 33 33 156 154
TOTAL . . . . 4 4 158 158 783 730
No. 23 . .
Lincoln -0~ -0~ 5¢ - 59 258 T 256
Pottawatomie -0- =0~ -0- -0- 402 537
TOTAL . . . .. -0~ =0 59 59 660 793
No. 24
Creek ~0=- =0 18 18 305 221
Okfuskee - -0 -0~ 37 37 97 87
Okmulgee -2 2 30 26 308 231
TOTAL . & .« & 2 2 85 81 710 539
No. 25 - *
Cozl ~0- -0- e -0= 40 23
Atoka -0- =0~ 6 4 70 68
TOTAL .. .+ . » ~0- Q= [ 4 110 91
4

FELONY
- | 1972
J]'DI;;D;IC{I?SL (1) Crime against (2) Crime against ) Prelirflinary Fronminary
e T peraan promesty s b Hearings Hearings
_.(3)Other Total - Held Waived
Yo 1 Filed Term_____Filed Term | _Filed Term__ . Filed Term ‘
Beaver 1g 3 . 26 26 '
I(;J.Lma::ron 11 1¢ 9 8 g (25 : gs 21 : "
T:}L;gz.r ’6/ 9 6 2 2 1 14 13 z o
6 163 193 34 42 204 241 9’ ;g_
TOTAL . . . 42 28 204 229 49 .51 295 308 C 21
. - 52 .
Ho. 2 » i
Becknam 17 iS 72
32 1 1
Custer 7 ' " 7% iy
custe 1& { 36 18 97 51 144 76 18 éi
Greer :; 2 li‘ li li 1 vooB ; !
Harmon 20 19 15 16 2 2 8 37 2 ;
Roger Mills - 8 4 2 ~0- T =0 0 i(? ) % o
~Qe= -0~ 4 2 -0-
TOT! . . : :
THT, . 62 48 © 139 82 117 70 318 200 71 85
o, 3 |
g?j};;ta 32 .34 . 32 36 .15 12 78 82 | : 11
e 19 258 , 14 12 24 23 50 - ~ 43 - 17 ‘ ig
G 1;_1)_ 2 25 25 62 47 110 97 14
is 20 13 21 15 55 43 © 16 ig
TOTAL . .
8¢ 82 : 91 86 122 97 © 293 265 58 61




o R g e R i

v

1972
FELONY
Preliminary {’reliminary
) . Hearings Iieariifs
' . Cri inst . Waive
JUDICIAL (1) Crime against  (2) C;lrf;l:eif;ms (3) Other Total Held
rson ——————— - i
- DISTRICT pe . Term Filed Term Filed Term‘_-__'
T Filed Term Filed I Rl B T ‘f‘ i
NMo. 4 - 14 105 132 . 46 ‘48 182 . Z‘Jig 5; . 4
Garfield 31 13 © 15 16 - 16 14 36 . 2 -0-
Blaine . > 11 20 5 -0- =0- 24 sg 7 i 6
Grant . 4 - 13 16 8 15 32 17 10 =
Kingfisher -1l 1 5 4 7 12 R 17 °. .
Alfalfa , 2 12 8 9 " 12 37 7 3 _ &
Dewey ’ 12 %2 71 -0 2 ~0- ig o 10 6
Major : v 2 2 2 ) a 10
Woodward ‘ 37 12 T lg 15 18" . 13 . 38 34 1
Woods , 2 : ] 414 111 117
ot - 199 202 108 116 424
2 TOTAL . . .| = 117 %6 ' . :
‘ 26
, 130 94 29
No. 5 : 2 42 33 O
caddo . 28 19 _ g? 131 . 3 1 112 S 172 lg:; 67
Grady - 23 - ?8 }162 2%7 ‘539 396 804 72; a ' 4
Comanche - 101 114 g T2 S 9 23 59 5 ' 7
Cotton 2 >l 27 17, 8 & > 135 27 46
Jefferson i ; 128 107 43 23 202
Stephens 1 o , 150
o 49 ' 597 641 470 1310 - 1282 237 e
TOTAL . . . 176 195 | 493 . - R
1 . - 51
: . 178 133 29
No. 7 : 99 28 18 962
. Canadian 38 15 1253 1635 78, 643 3080 2691 1368 .
Oklahoma . 488 372 . 1397 1013
' 1775 811 661 - 3253 2824
TOTAL . . . 526 388 1921 1 g ;
FELONY 1972
. . Prelimir;ary Preliminary
. JUDICIAL . (1) Crime against (2) Crime against ) Hearings Hearings
.DISTRICT person proparty (3) Other Total - ___Held Waived
. —_—r— e W ——mrm— tmnet
Filed Term_ | Filed Term__ | Filed Term__ |  Filed Term __ ;
No. 8 ) ) . R :
Kay 24 25 - 82 58 . .6 6 112~ g9 47 37
Noble 13 9 27 20 =0~ -0~ 40 29 14 . 9
TOTAL . . . 37 34 109 78 6 6 152 | 118 61 46
No. 9 ‘ A .
Payne 29 24 . 101 784 .145 159 275 261 32 . 48
Logan S 9 .25 17 12 6 . 46 32 13 9
5 TOTAL . . . . 38 33 126 95 157 - 165 321 203 45 57
b : .
No. 10 . .
Osage - 69 72 47 47 45 -0~ lel 155 105 " 14
No. 11 : - : ' ‘
Washington 14 23 ©97 81 36 30 147 - 134 37 59
Nowata 2 3 . 26 15 . 3 -0-_ ) 31 i8 7 8
2 . . .
TOTAL . , ., 16 26 123 26 39 30 178 152 44 . 67
No., 12 ' )
Craig : 7 20 62 64 19 5 - 88 93 12 5
Mayes 27 19 " 98 : 65 43 28 les 112 54 14
Rogers 15 ii 98 61 - 22 20 135 92 27 © 18
TOTAL . ', . 49 50 258 180 84 53 391 297 } a3 37,
‘
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{2) Crime against

1972

i inst
JUDICIAL {1} Crime agains
DISTRICT __person __:.__property
- ~fﬂed Term_____}?iled Term |
No. 13 . < 20
Delaware 24 9 -2 4
Ottawa 16 4
TOTAL « « 40 13 72 25
i No. 14 . 1023 . A
732
Tulsa
Pawnee 15 15 29 20
- %
TOTAL « « -« 747 * ;IOD 2
RO 14 20 356 39
Wagoner
Chzrokee - zfi ‘ ];‘0 ) 231; 1*8
Muskogee . :
Sequog'ah - 81 40 gg i:
rdair 25 12 :
X *
TOTAL . o » 181 ) * . 434
No. 16 . . ;
Haskell 19 24 _ 2 .
Terlore 3% 34 S 2 2
Iatimer 30 47 2
TOTAL . » - 85 105 83 76
’

NY
Preliminavy Prelimirary
. Hearings Heaxrings )
(3) Other Total - Held Waived ;
_-Filed Term__ | Filed Term
2 -0 ) 78 29 39 -2—
97 36 133 45 21 2
99 36 211 74 60 24
1184 * 2939 2851 896 4:;
16 2 60 37 8 2
1200 o 2999 2888 204 72
6 6 56 65 25 g
70 30 132 58 27 -
43 * 323 203 92 2
35 70 194 - 173 70 2
25 7 89 - 34 ‘ 30
. i79 * 794 633 . 244 ¢ 79
6 4 533 35 i8 33
60 54 148 120 ol 2
-0= 0~ 53 84 16
66 58 234 239 a5 37.

* Breakdown not a

Y

vailable for Tulsa and

wacthanly

SERERIURE

FEPIR AR 1% S

FELONY 1972
Preliminary Preliminary
JUDICIAL (1) Crime against {2) Crime against ) Hearings Hearings
. DISTRICT . Dberson property o {(3) Other Total Held Waived = |
e Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term ' ‘
No. 17 — — —_— -
Pushmataha 21 15 8 15 4 5 33 35 5 5
Choctaw 11 3 ©o13 5 3 ~0~ - 27 8 16 11
MeCurtain 47 25 . 54 27 56 28 157 80 29 7
: TOTAL . . . 79 43 75 47 63 36 217 123 50 23
No. 18 .
McIntosh 52 39 37 29 9 6 98 74 35 4
Pittsburg 43 29 41 30 126 83 216 142 96 1y
TOTAL . ., . 101 68 78 59 135 89 314 216 131 15
No., 19
Bryan . 136 31 79 50 69 46 284 127 59 30
No. 20 ~
Carter 63 43 144 192 39 30 246 265 62 23
turray 11 5 B 80 1 1 97 20 7 83
Johnston 21 9. 13 5 7 6 41 .20 4 3
Marshall 66 16 31 8 6 -0~ 103 24 8 20
Love 10 12 15 7 17 26 42 45 6 26
TOTAL . . . 171 89 288 292 70 63 529 444 87 " 155
No. 21 ; ‘
Slev?la“d 70 58 194 163 323 221 587 442 274 46
arvin 52 46 45 19 ~0= -0- 109 &5 8 12
MeClain 18 9 19 21 51 35 88 65 32 32
TOTAL: o o 151 113 ° 259 203 374 256 784 572 295 99

ruskogee Counties.

g T 5

it VAT
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1972

FELONY
Preliminary = Preliminary
JUDICIAL (1) Crime against (2) Crime against ) Hearings Hearings
.DISTRICT person - property {3) Other Total Held Waived
Filed Term Fﬂéd Term Filed Term _ | Filed Term
No. 22 -
Pontotoc 87 49 . 44 28 . 23 23 154 100 71 8
Seminole 93 85 - 120 136 24 24 237 245 93 144
Hughes 8 15 17 15 25 15 50 45 18 . 30
TOTAL . . . 188 149 181 179 - 72 62 441 390 182 182
¥o, 23 b . P
Linsoln 15 24 _ 84 67 7 6 - 106 97 24 11
Pottawatomie 54 45 210 164 134 96 398 305 77 28
TOTAL . . . 69 69 294 " 231 1141 102 504 402 101 39
No. 24 .
Creek - 177 101 28 33 29 18 234 152 . 36 30
Okfuskee 9 5 14 15 10 10 33 . 30 6 7
Okmulgee 27 27 35 35 138 104 200 - 166 57 17
TOTAL . . . 213 133 77 83 177 132 467 348 99 54
No. 25
Coal 3 5 16 20 ) 1 1 20 - 26 6 6
Atoka 15 20 38 28 26 30 79 78 30 13
TOTAL . . . 18 25 54 48 27 31 99 104 36 19
i
_ NHSDEMEANORS .
JUDICIAL
i ™ (1) Drivin 1972
i . DISTRICT While T i
‘ e Intoxicated :;:(2) Other Traffic N é-’») Other
} . — i
‘1 No. 1 ;_‘Flled_____'rerm Filed Term ‘S emeanors%rr otal
i Beaver . T ~— Filed Term Fil e
cim 70 75 | Filed Term
arron . 647 638 ———
7 . 34 29 111
Earver 36 3 ‘ 107 8
texas : 464 4 130 20
©137 125 61 N 25 6 193
69 77 45 561 563
1 TOTAL . - 4 420 20
- -l 268 256 0 622
a 1216 1210
NO, 2 811 732 229
Beckham o8 . 5 2198
Custer 78 3512 T g
. 103 - - 3049 -
Ell: 92 . . 313
Crace 27 ‘28 2565 2425 4 227 203 3923 33¢3
Bormen 10 10 01 301 : 143 .t 2995 2705
Jarmon 541 157 4
R A 39 38 494 82 71 4853
Oger Mills 12 463 449 73 633 577
. ] 11 140 1 28 og 6 i
39 140 00 585
TOTAL 140 292
« - - . .| 289 257 ° 250
7622 6857
No. 3 1003 931 8914 -
. Washita 8045
3 38 53 !
Kicwa 76 1 963" 956 141 ]
Jackson 127 87 1739 1560 238 215 Soa2 1217 |
Tlllman ‘ 2335 2121 - 210 2053 -
40 34 330 1834
17 21 276 2792
S 150 135 2454
ToTAanL . ., .. 231" 238 _ d 207 1ap
- 5054 4668 859
819 6194 5725
I
[ ]

|
!
;
!
!
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1972

MISDEMEANORS
JUDICIAL (1} Driving (3) Other
DISTRICT While Intoxicated ___{2) Other Traffic Misdemeanors Total
|__Filed__ Term Filed Term Filed Term Tiled Term__
No. 4 ] :
Garfield 303 278 2485 2436 514 531 3302 3245
Blaine 110 82 146 137 301 262 557 481
Grant 32 20 674 605 160 108 866 733
Kingfisher 84 86 1473 1444 233 256 1790 1786
25 28 631 620 a4 97 750 745
38 38 698 646 184 100 920 784
54 39 1055 1008 124 115 1233 1162
Woodward 74 53 1Q40 964 156 144 1270 1161 -
Woods a5 40 743 832 68 64 856 936
/
TOTAL . . . . °%| 765 664 8945 8692 1834 1677 11544 11033
No. 5 . .
caddo 176 157 3081 3013 877 808 4134 39783
Grady 167 163 4173 3994 286 242 4626 4399
Comanche 771 539 6529 2341 1343 1487 8643 5367
Cotton 76 - 92 1354 1401 293 334 1723 1827
Jefferson 33 29 750 727 137 120 960 878
Stephens 126 86 3242 3139 291 238 3659 3463
TOTAL . . . . .| 1349 1066 19169 15615 3227 7. 3229 23745 19910
No. 7 ~f :
Canadian 126 86 2956 2806 352 307 3434 3199
cklahoma 717 532 11057 10660 1762 1570 13536 . 12762
. . .| 843 618 14013 13466 2114 1877 16970 15961

MISDEMZEZANORS

1972
Eggsz‘ééa {1) Driving (3} Ott
: o . g : } ner
I . Wﬁﬁ.e intoxicated _____:(2) Other Traffic Misdemeanors Total
Filed i |
No. & | __Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
Kay 275 i
: ) 213 3808 3826
Noble - N 522 473
_ . 66 50 1593 1557 77 77 fsgg iééz
-~ - . 0
TOTAL . . . . 341 263 ¢
-1 . 5401 5383
: 1 599 550 6341 €198
No. 9 | .
Payne - 286 - 25
F 7 2869 2995 3
by 6 ) 764 748 o
85 62 2310 . 2106 395 399 2533 ?ggg
TOTAL . . . . . '
‘ 371 319 4979 5101 115¢ 1147 6509 6567
Yo. 10 ' -
Osage 167
167 183 1929 1768
2 660 698 2755 4
No. 11 . ) o
Washington
Nowatag ,13; 109 921 842 295 264 1348 121
13) 310 329 104 86 417 L::i
42
TOTAL . . . . 134 112 1 |
. 1231 1171 400 350 7
! 5 1765
No. 12 ) -
Craig )
47 40 1249 3
Mayos 1253 309 284 57
Rogérs . ;2; 108 1885 1859 366 377 ;igé §3f7
55 3608 3345 609 568 44é? §;i4
; 5 68
TOTAL . . . . .
450 203 6742 6457 1284 1229 8476 7889

st ot e s
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MISDEMEANORS

1972

(1) Drivi (3) Other
RICIAL riving A s Total
JuDLeA While Intoxicated __(2) Other Traffic__ . Misdemeanors
DISTRICT = Filed Teri Tiled Term
) Filed Terrm Filed Term
~ ”" . 1322 1111
No. 13 798 702 397 305
04
Delaware 1§3 128 1606 1353 426 290 2109 1671
ottawa ) 3431 2782
. v 4 2055 823 595 .
TOTAL . . - . -| 204 13z 240
' : : 20182 16126
No. 14 17587 14002 1534 1444 126
Tulsa el e 1460 1450 257 257 1804 1780
Pawnee 87 . 21986 ]:7906
: - : L/ 1791 1701
TOTAL . - - « - 1148 753 19047 15452 : :
2799
. 15 - 66 81 32075
" Wagoner 140 &7 280 323; 537 377 1997 1535
. - 217 157 1243 1 921 4965 4328
Cherckee 467 383 3363 3024 1136 4702 4245
Muskogee 5 531 3610 3416 327 298 [ ”iS
Seguoyah 106 30 673 495 323 190 1102 7
Adair ' .
- 1867 15842 13623
11758 10588 2389
TOTAL . . - . -} 1695 1168 .
: ' 140 149 642 630
No. 16 53 53 449 428 3 1088 3063 3060
Haskell 103 179 1807 1793 106 586 479
LeFlore " 1o 8 420 355 156 116
Lztimer 4291 4169
956 240 2676 2576 1359 1353
TOTAEL o « « » » )
’
e T vain ,,«L i n e
ke
MISDEMEANORS 1972
JUDICIAL (1) Driving (3) Other
DISTRICT While Intoxicated __(2) Othar Traffic Misdemeanors Total
No. 17 | Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
Pushmataha 36 24 428 335 324 185 788 544
Choctaw‘ 46 . 36 863 558 479 431 1388 1025
McCurtain 139 116 2546 2036 299 231 2984 2383
TOTAL . . . . .| .221 ‘176 3837 2929 1102 847 5160 3952
No, 18
HoIntosh 116 88 . 2123 1932 479 440 2728 2460
Pittsburg 282 -~ 270 2904 - 2813 864 867 40590 3950
TOTAL . . . . .} 398 358 5037 4745 7 1343 1307 6778 6420
No. 19
Bryan 197 172 1594 1445 460 389 2251 2006
No.y 20v
Carter 222 234 2045 2207 528 4e8 2795 2929
Murray 84 84 2155 2140 273 269 2512 2493
Johnston 21 9 13 5 7 6 41 20
Marshall 55 23 740 541 372 260 1167 8z4
Love 10 3 1493 1628 62 91 1555 1722
TOTAL . . . . .1 392 353 6446 6521 1242 1114 8080 7988
No. 21 -
Cleveland 268 206 2880 2789 885 773 4033 3768
Garvin 130 56 2283 2129 555 346 2968 2531
¥cClain 85 43 1936 1638 285 235" 2356 1915
TOTAL . . . . .| 483 305 7149 6556 1725 1354 9357 €215
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hHSDEMEANORS

1972

. (3) Cther

JUDICIAL (1) Driving ~ »
B DISTRICT . _While Intoxicated ___(2) Other Traific
e V‘_____Fjriled Term Filed Term
Nc. 22 '
Eontotoc 217 184 1209 1136
Seminole 241 244 1794 1805 -
Hughes 77 61 650 681
TOTAL o o o « = 535 489 3653 3622
No. 23 . .
Lincoln 94 76 255¢ 2465
‘botiawatomie 114 78 2883 2628
TOTAL . « o = o 208 - 154 5438 5093
No. 24
Creek 240 161 4229 4053
Oxfuskee 82 62 2028 1875
Ormulgee 114 113 667 548
TOTAL . & « = 436 336 ‘6924 6470
wo. 25
Coal 31 40 113 108
rtoka 34 52 668 756
. "TOTAL o« o o = = 65 92 781 864

Misdemeanoi's Total
Filed__.  Term Filed Term___
107 86 1533 1406
565 568 2600 2617
424 417 1151 1159
1096 1071 5284 5182
454 350 3103 2891
687 547 3484 3253
1141 " 897 6787 6144
1060 876 5529 5090
165 158 2275 2095
563 615 1344 1276
1788 1649 9148 8451
260 272 404 420
186 233 8e8 1041
446 505 1292 1461

SMALL CLAIMS

R e

JUDICIAL {1) Poss i £ ‘ -
‘ it ! ‘esswn o {2) Pcssession of v .
Personal Property_ Real Property Sngxi)llogier
' ; e aims
o, 1 Filed Te Filed T i ] e
i o erm Filed Term Filed Term
Cimarron “o- £ To- oo
o i 54
Cimarr - -0~ -0- 111 gg 11 o5
Kerpe 0 -§ 1 1 45 39 i P
: 46
o 2 ﬁ‘ R 5 817 1030 825 lOgg
. K 7 ©
. 1027 1230 1036 1238
Beckham : )
-0- —c% y)
Custer N - ; :
cust - p 184
Caste s ?i 2 2 ‘372 ;;2 1 3% 206
N e i 2 -2 48 4 T *a e
Hazrmon oo ;‘ : o 4 2 57
Roger Mills o 2% o o s : s :
| ! l{ oo 4 8 3 5 32
i -0~ 38 34 3
TCTAL N N
\ e s e s 35 39 i J
7
- l 6 707 560 749 605
Washita
- 2
Kiowa ; § ~o- g
_ 2 i -0- 109 100 ]
Jackson > : : 154 i
mia l ‘ | U
sackson 1i . . e 232 }10 134 111
> X ° g 428 238 211
- 3 110 108
e e e . 19 18 z o
z 2 572 511 593 531




SMALL CLAIMS ) - 1972

JUDICIAL (1} Possession of (2} Possession of (3) Other
DISTRICT Personal Property Real Property Small Claims Total
Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term - Filed. Term
Xo. 4 : _ )
Garfield 10 8 1s 14 796 884 822 906
Blaire ~0= -0~ 1 1 290 263 291 264
Grant -0- -0~ 2 2 29 28 31 30
Kingfisher 2 2 -0- 0= 193 196 195 - 198
Alfalfa -0- ~0- =0 -0~ 42 42 42 42
Dewey . ~0- -0~ =0=- =0~ 46 34 46 34
Major . 4 3. =0- -0~ 155 147 189 1sa -
Woodward -0- ~0~ 3 ’ 2 134 icli 137 103
Woods -0~ -0~ ~0=- -’ ~0~ 113 a7 113 87
— . L ‘
33 TOTAL =« « o o « 16 13 22 19 1838 ¢ 1782 1876 1814
No. 5 .
Caddo . 13 13 S 6 435 348 454 367
Grady - =0~ 2 ' 4 ~0- 448 378 452 380
Cenanche ] . 34 89 15 9 683 - 872 792 270
Cotton =0~ -0~ ~0~ -0- 91 52 91 o 52
Jefferson 25 15 13 8 132 - 84 170 107
Stephens 18 18 22 22 529 522 569 - 562
TOTAL . . « .+ & 150 137 60 45 2318 2256 2328 2438
No. 7 _
Canadian 15 i5 ‘ 21 is 446 264 482 . 397
Oklahoma 174 74 29 15 9822 5015 16025 5104
TOTAL . . . . . 169 89 50 33 10268 5379 10507 5501

t10 ¢
Q1ANILNOY
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SMALL CLAIMS : 1972
JUDICIAL (1) Possession of : (2) Possesgion of (3) Other :
-DISTRICT Personal Property Rezl Property . Small Claims Total_
Filed Term iled Term Filed Term Filed Term
No. 8
Kay 11 v 10 2 4 1014 " 967 1027 981
Noble -0~ -0- -0~ =~0- 192 202 192 202
‘ TOTAL « . - . . 11 .10 2 4 1206 11569 1219 1183
| No. 9 ._
| Payne ) 15 16 10 12 - 825 . 871 . 850 892
‘ Logan 1 1 L 1 ) 368 380 370 382. °
o TOTAL . . . . . .16 - 17 11 13 . 1193 1251 1220 1281
No. 10 . . R »
Osage , 3 .3 7 3 231 205 : 241 211
No. 11 .
Washington 19 18 13 10 344 347 : 376 375
Nowata -0- 1 -0- -0- 138 189 ] 138 120
TOTAL . . . . . 19 19 13 10 482 536 514 565
No. 12 . ’ .
Craig 17 18 ‘ 6 5 224 © 246 - 247 269
Mayes 1 1 6 5 305 . 262 312 268
Rogers : 4 5 - 5 4 256 251 265 - 260
TOTAL . . . . . 22 24 117 14 1 785, 759 | 824 797
|
, .
; > .




981

¥8I1

AR

1972

SMALL CLAIMS

. (3) Other
ion of (2) Posses%lon of . Total
JUDICIAL g ) i::.ie;i:perty Real Property Smatl Claims
DISTRICT exrs - . Filed Term Filed Term
I Filed Term Filed Term - 128
- ’ . - 121 166
No. i3 7 7 -0~ =0- 159 31-_05 569 415
Delaware 5 6 4 4 556
Ottawa 5
4 _— 715 526 733 o
TOTAL . . . . . 16 13
200 . 10175 7768 .-
Fo. 14 355 265 9672 7 3 86
Tulsa 143 123- “o- = -0- 93 ge ’
Pawnee -~ & 54
' 03 355 265 9765 7486 10268 7854
TOTAL » « « « . 148 1
262 325
No. 15 31 188 231
Wagorner 43 43 3c1)- o 403 293 405 ggj
Chexrokee % é 16 3 - 2729 296 lggg 264 -
Muskogee 45 3 -0 ~0- 257 : 261 ~94 132
Sequoyah -0- 7 2 1 183 124 .
Adair E '
F; 322
49 35 2010 1225 2108 2
TOTAL . . . - .|  9g 62
. . . 68 80
Ko. 16 2 66 73
- 2 529
Haskell -0- 3 40 43 466 - 461 531 61
LeFlore 25 25 5 9 62 52 71
Latimer ~C- -0-
a8 670 670 |
51 54 594. 5 :
TOTAL . . . . . 25 28
L]
;
o, RES - IR e %,.:-I',M“v*&{'%‘ s S N B #i@s?gf‘: ﬁa&’t’k«ﬁ&:s EYRNEY
¥
SMALL CLAIMS 1872
JUDICIAL (1) Possession of (2) Possession of (3) Other
-DISTRICT Personal Property Real Prbperty Small Claimsg Total
Filed Term Filed Term Filed T i ]
Yo. 17 : ‘ erm ‘ Filed Term
Pushmataha - 0= ~0- 0~ -0- 63 48 63 48
1\(’;hgct:w. 3 3 3 3 172 136 178 142
clurtain 14 12 -0- -0= 255 223 269 235
ToTaL . . . ., 17 15 3 3 490 407 510 ' 425
No, 18
g:::zgfh 3" 3 4 1 104 83 108 87 =
g 11 10 22 18 316 340 34¢% 368
TOoTAaL . . . ., 14 13 23 19 420 © 423 457 455
No, 19 .
Brvan ' '
Ya 3 1 5 4 167 118 175 123
No. 20
C H
Mf:;::; 22 21 36 ) 17 610 705 668 743
J-O}mston 20 20 11 11 259 - 117 290 148
Marehaii =0 =0 -0~ -0~ 205 143 205 143
o -0- -0~ -0- -0- 17¢ .t 87 170 87
-0 ~0- =0~ -0~ 32 27 32 27
TOTAL .. o e 4 . 42 41 47 28 1276 1079 1365 1148
No., 21
c(.;,levtalar:d 15 16 72 75 1224 1173 1311 i264
Maézll_l 6 6 14 14 470 314 420 3324
MeClain 2 2 2. 2 280 181 284 1e5
i i TOTAL . . . . . 23 . 24 £8 91 1974 16683 2085 1783

T et 1
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SMALL CLAIMS 1972
JUDICIAL (1) Possession of (2) Possession of (3) Qt’her _
DISTRICT Personal Property Real Property Small Claims Total
‘ No. 22 Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term Filed Term
Pontotoc 19 19 34 31 486 437 539 487
Seminole 14 14 4 4 482 502 500 520
Hughes 6 6 7 7 292 315 305 328
TOTAL . . 39 39 45 42 1260 1254 1344 1335
No. 23 . .
Lincoln -0~ -0- 13 13 477 398 490 411
Pottawatomie 26 19 27 9 506 295 559 323
’
TOTAL . . 26 1% . 40 22 983 653 1049 734
No. 24 : B
Creek 12 3 24 2 304 76 340 81
Okfuskece -0- -0~ -0- ~0- 93 . 56 a3 56
Okmulgee 25 18 10 10 625 394 660 422
TOTAL . . 37 21 34 12 1022 526 1093 . 559
No. 25 . .
Coal 1 1 1 1 132 151 134 153
Atoka -0~ -0- -0=, ~0= -59 . 40 59 40
TOTAL . . 1 1 1 1 191 191 193 193

4k
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PERCENTAGE OF INCREASE OR (DECREASE) IN CASES FILED
1969 - 1972
Percentage of Increase 4-Year
or (Decrease) Comparison
CASES FILED 1970 1971 1972 1972
i over over over over
1969 1970 1971 ‘1972 1969 1970 1971 1969
PROBATE 16,977 17,278 17, 671;' 18,272 1.8 2.3 3.4 7.6
— CIVIL 27,973 30,522 31,301 31,209 "9. 1 2.6 ( .3) 11.6
m -
o DOMESTIC 29, 280 32,894 33,973 37,299 12.3 3.3 9.8 27.4
FELONY 14,266 15,959 15, 200 14,968 11.9 (4. 8) (1.5) 4,9
MISDEMEA NORS 163, 604 190,577 188,894 195,196 16,5 (.9 3.3 19.3
SMALIL CLAIMS 23, 684 34, 095 37,947 43,409 ' 46.5° 9.4 14,4 83.3
TOTALS 275,784 321,925 324,986 340,353 16.7 1.0 4.7 23.4
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TERMINATED

)
(

1969 - 1972
4-Year
percentage of Increase M
r Decrease) 1972
WIQTZ over
1970 -over over -
(;‘;Z; 1970——______1971
e
7.2 10.5

10.4

.39.9 1.9

11, 900 ,
PROBATE : 22, 634
22,204 35.8 5,9

. ) 3

19,557 48 21.8
C 6 12,7
DOMESTL . 441 11,497 14, 60 15.6 4.7
) 05 .
, g 1761
EELONT 43,854 166,247 174,13 49.0 15.1
143, .
NORS
MISDEMEAT
16,765 24,983

TOTALS

SUMMARY CF PERCENTAGE OF INCREASE OR {DECREASE) IN
*CIVIL WORKLOAD BASED ON TOTAL CIVIL FILINGS

Annual Increase
_ o or {(Decrease) -
No. of Cases Filed 4-Year Compa.risonl
COUNTY 1969 1971 1972 1972 over 1971 1972 over 1949
Adair . 520 612 694 ' 13.4 A : 33.5
Alfalfa 140 270 241 (10.7) _ 72.1
Atoka 407 483 - 444 ( 8.1) ‘ 9.1
Beaver : 185 276 254 ( 8.0) . 37.3
Beckham 583 732 716 ( 2.2) ’ T 22.8
Blaine 536 , 549 612 11.5 : 14.2
Bryan 840 915 1,002 9.5 19,3
Caddo 1,199 1,107 1,188 7.3 . « .9
Canadian 929 1,138 1,463 " 28.6 T 57.5
Carter 1,566 1,971 1, 797 ( 8.8) : 14.8
Cherokee 620 837 1, 140 36.2 83.9
Choctaw 427 469 615 31.1 . , 44.0
Cimarron 203 194 243 25.3 19.7
Cleveland 2,307 2,610 3, 649 29,8 58.2
Coal 207 257 - 327 27.2 58.0 -
Comanche 2,627 3,568 3, 627 1.7 38.1
Cotton © 225 296 304 2.7 ’ 35,1
Craig 662 687 730 6.3 10.3
Creek 1,837 2,035 ; 2,085 2.5 10.5
Custer © 739 829 1,011 22,0 36.8
Delaware 717 721 ' 804 11.5 i2.1
Dewey 201 222 224 .9 11.4
Ellis 160 177 213 20.3 33.1
Garfield 1,589 1,792 2,261 26,2 42.3

*CIVIL - includes Probate, Civil, Domestic and Small Claims.




SUMMARY OF PERCENTAGE OF INCREASE OR (DECREASE) IN
CIVIL. WORKLOAD BASED ON TOTAL CIVIL FILINGS

Annual Increase
or {(Decrease)
- "No., of Cases Filed . 1972 o.v e 1971 ' 4-Year Comparison |
COUNTY 1969 1971 1972 ) ove 1972 over 1969 3‘
Garvin 896 1,219 1,239 1.6 | zg.g K
Grady 1,051 1,351 1,421 5.2 . 16.3
Grant 190 278 221 { 20.5) ) 8. :
Greer 247 252 268 : 6.3 . 20. :
Harmon 112 116 135 | . 16,4 22. ;
Harper 153 213 188 ( 11. 7) .
Haskell 255 385 319 (17.1) i.;
flughes 567 625 . 765 ) 22,4 , 7. ; i
~ Jackson 1,017 1,075 1,092 1.6 107. : !
1\3 Jefferson 177 318 367 15. 4 , 94. ; “
Johnston 255 407 497 22,1 . o e i
Kay 2,192 2,333 2,403 3.0 . ‘
Kingfisher 380 601 535 ( 11.0) ‘ . :(2). g
Kiowa 374 390 534 36.9 25. .
Latimer 237 - 332 297 ( 10.5) 10. :
LeFlore 1,310 1,574 1, 44! { 8.4) 69. .
Lincoln 728 1,085 1,234 13.7 . . ' 20. >
Logan 729 - 838 880 - 5,0 . .
Love ‘ 140 190 203 . 6.8 _ 32 c3>
McClain 356 567 . 699 . 23.3 , 41. ;
McCurtain 811 1,233 1,150 (6.7 9. o
Mcintosh -~ 501 500 ‘550 10,0 24. 8
Major 313 286 390 . 36.4 26. e
Marshall 365 389 462 : 1&. 8 26

SUMMARY OF PERCENTAGE OF INCREASE OR (DECREASE) IN
CIVIL WORKLOAD BASED ON TOTAL CIVIL FILINGS

Annual Increase
_ i : or (Decrease
No. of Cases Filed 4-Year Comparison[
COUNTY 1569 1971 1972 1972 over 1971 1972 over 1969
Mayes 769 1,093 1,048 {( 4.1) © 36,3
Murray 420 404 7" 588, 45,5 40,0
Muskogee 2,459 2,911 2,969 2.0 - 20,7
Noble 207 372 ) 435 16.9 : 1.1
Nowata 440 353 386 9.3 (12.3)
Okfuskee 301 . 511 390 “{ 23.7) 29.6
Oklahoma 24, 825 29,504 - 31,412 6.5 26.5
i Okmulgee 1,742 1,720 1, 804 4.9 3.6
:g Osage 1,131 1,296 1,076 o ( 17.0) ! ( 4.9)

Ottawa 1,023 1,621 1,542 { 4.9) 50.7
Pawnee 281 416 495 19.0 76.2
Payne 1,229 1,813 1,981 9.3 61.2
Pittsburg 1,507 1; 610 1,578 ( 2.0) 4.7
Pontotoc 941 1,200 1,468 22.3 56.0
Pottawatomie 1,403 1,819 2,105 15,7 50,0 ‘
Pushmataha 256 302 386 27.8 ) . 50.8
Roger Mills 172 164 135 (17.7) - - ( 21.5)
Rogers 941 1,019 1,097 ) 7.7 o 16. 6
Seminole 1,124 1,495 1,899 . 27.0 _ . 69.0
Sequoyah 689 922 1,023 11.0 48,5
Stephens 1,457 1, 631 1,581 { 3.1) - 8.5
Texas 671 1,182 1, 331 12.6 98,4
Tillman 580 608 391 ( 35.7) ( 32.6)
Tulsa 17,708 23,401 26,611 13.7 50.3




- SUMMARY CF PERCENTAGE OF INCREASE OR (DECREASE) IN
CIVIL WORKI.OAD BASED ON TOTAL CIVIL FILINGS

Annual Increase

or (Decrease)

- B No. of Cases Filed 4-Year Compa.risonl

| 1972 over 1971 7
COUNTY | 1969 1971 1972 9 1972 over 1969
Wagoner 561 809 806 _ ( .4) ‘112 z
Washington 1,313 1, 542 1,512 ( 1.9) 15. 2
Washita 301 398 379 ( 4.8) 3 . 41. K
W oods 292 356 414 16.3 Y .1) ;;;
Woodward 635 602 628 - . 4.3 . |
), 4 32.8 :
TOTALS 98,210 120, 378 130, 404 8.3 . 3 E

61

SUMMARY OF PERCENTAGE OF INCREASE OR (DECREASE) IN
CRIMINAL WORKLOAD BASED ON TOTAL CRIMINAL FILINGS

Annual Increase
_ - or {Decrease)
No. of Cases Filed _ 4-Year Comparison |
_COuNTY 1969 1971 1972 1972 over 1971 1972 over 1969
Adair - 1,166 1,348 1,191 (11. 6) 2.1
Alfalfa 765 743 . 768 3.4 .4
Atoka . 1,084 1,404 967 (31.1) . (10.8)
Beaver 1,042 818 876 7.1 - (15.9)
Beckham 2,332 3,001 4,013 33.7. 72.1
Blaine 1,428 521 593 13.8 (58. 5)
Bryan 2,477 -2, 158 2,535 17.5 2.3
Caddo 3,423 4, 636 4,264 Sl (8.0) : 24,6
3 Canadian 3,005 4, 948 3,612 (27.0) Ty 20,2
Ut Carter 2,636 3,043 3, 041 ( .1) 15,4
Cherokee 2,605 2,214 2,129 { 3.8) . . (18.3)
Choctaw 2,231 1, 655 1, 415 (14.5) (36. 6)
|
|
Cimarron 1,106 189 235 (24.3) (78. 8)
Cleveland 3,566 4,192 4,620 10,2 29.6
Coal 426 494 424 (14.2} {( .5)
Comanche 8,209 9, 346 9, 447 1.1 15,1
Cotton 1,170 1,749 1, 746 { .2) v 49,2
Craig 1, 637 1,807 1,693 { 6.3) ' ) 3.4
Creek - 6,073 3,492 5,763 . 65.0 ( 5.1)
Custer 701 665 3,139 372.0 347.8
Delaware 1, 640 1,416 1, 400 1.1 34,6
Dewey 1,053 907 957 5.5 { 9.1)
Ellis 496 498 488 { 2.0) { 1.6)
Garfield 3,341 3,213 3,484 8.4 4.3




L61

961

SUMMARY OF PERCENTA
CRIMINAL WORKLOAD B

GE OF INCREASE OR (DECREASE) IN
ASED ON TOTAL CRIMINAL FILINGS

‘4-Year Compa.rison‘

1972 over 1969

63.1
81.6
972.3

. 65.1
275.3
(11.7)

(33.7)
(14. 2)

' 27.1
( 3.5)
11.9

71.0

443.9

42.4

( 6.6) °

( 4.1)
3.3

(11.7)

e R e s R B L T

4-Year Comparison ]

1972 over 1969

Annual Increase
or (Decrease)
u No. of Cases Filed 1972 over 1971
COUNTY 1969 1971 1972
G . 1,887 3,206 3,077 ( 108)
arvin 669 4,521 4,738
Grady’ 2, 0! 947 890 ( 6. 0).
Grant 83 566 652 15.2
Greer 395 528 638 20.8.
H;rmon 2;(1) 474 575 21.3
Harper 4(25 2)
675 .
Haskell 1,018 902 1. 201 ( 4.9)
1,460 1,263 ’ 3,28
Hughes ' g 2,185 2,902 y
Jackson 2,283 1’ 369 999 . 21,0
Jefferson 1, g;?{ 962 925 3,8
g;;hnston 2, 759 3, 967 4, 717 _ 18.9
Y (20.0)
1,822 *
Kingfisher 335 i, ?’;(7) 2103 23.0
Kiowa 1,477 ’ 911 6-39 (29. 9)
Latimer 684 2. 932 3,211 9.5
LeFlore 3,350 3 678 3,209 (12.8)
Lincoln 3,106 S eza 2 636 (27.3)
Logan 2,985 ' 1.6
1,597 g ’
Love 1,432 ;. ;iﬁ 2 444 (26.3)
McClain 2,493 3 186 3, 141 (14
McCurtain 1,594 ’ 172 2, 826 (10.9)
MciIntosh 3,100 3 1' 245 . 16.2
Mo 1,126 1,071 ’ (16.5)
jor 1,521 1,270
Marshall 955 ’ , . :
g e S A TR LA D e i 2. ST
SUMMARY OF PERCENTAGE OF INCREASE OR (DECREASE) IN
CRIMINAL WORKLOAD BASED ON TOTAL CRIMINAL FILINGS
Annual Increase
or {Decrease)
No. of Cases Filed
COUNTY 1969 1971 1972 1972 over 1971
Mayes 1,944 2,585 2,554 1.2
Murray 1,448 2,429 2,609 7.4
Muskogee 5,031 5,530 ° 5,289 { 4.4)
Noble 2,319 1,984 1, 776 (10.5)
Nowata 543 527 448 (15.0)
Okfuskee 1,796 1, 781 2,308 29.6
Oklahoma 16, 683 16, 396 16, 616 1.3
Okmulgee 813 1,370 1,544 12.7
Osage 2,851 1,047 2,917 178.6
Ottawa 1,711 2,199 2,242 2.0
Pawnee 1,481 1,674 1, 864 11.4
Payne 799 4,564 4,194 ( 8.1)
Pittsburg 3, 665 4,517 4, 266 ( 5.6)
Pontotoc 1,864 1, 686 1, 687 .1
Pottawa tomid 4,240 4, 560 4,082 (10.5)
Pushmataha T 821 1,048 821 (21.7)
Roger Mills 249. 364 302 (17.0)
Rogers 2,786 3, 945 4, 620 17.1
Seminole 2, 541 3,086 2,837 (8.1)
Sequoyah 2,611 3,475 4, 896 40,9
Stephens 3,389 4,176 3,861 . {(7.5)
Texas 672 803 904 12,6
Tillman 814 871 262 (69.9)
Tulsa 18, 287 21, 383 23, 121 8.1

31.4
80, 2
5.1
(23.4)
(17.5)
28.5

( .4)
89.9

! 2.3
31.0
25.9
424.9

16.4
{ 9.5)
(3.7~
-0-
21.3
65.8

11,6
87.5
13.9
34.5
(67.8)
26.4

i
!
i
!
b
¥
L
&
h
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SUMMARY OF PERCENTAGE OF INCREASE OR {DECREASE) IN
 CRIMINAL WORKLGAD BASED ON TOTAL CRIMINAL FILINGS

Annual Increase
or {Decrease)

'4-Year Comparison

- No. of Cases Filed , '

COUNTY 1969 1971 1972 1972 over 1971 1972 over 1969
Wagoner 2,959 3,124 3,131 .2 5.8
Washington 1,432 1,254 1,495 19.2 4.4
Washita 1,292 1, 045 1,220 16. 7 ] { 5.6)
Woods 835 939 894" { 4.8) 7.1
Woodward 1,150 1,084 1,315 21.3 14.3
Totals 177, 801 203, 318 211, 007 3.8 18.7.

861

TTYNINIYD ANV TIAID
dETIA SESVD OL AALYNINTHL SASVD d0 OILVY

o ot i

i
i
i
¢

o
i
:
:




A

oy

fA)

W

RATIO OF CIVIL CASES TERMINATED TO CIVIL CASES FILED
1972

.

No. of Cases

COUNTY, Filed

No. of Cases

Terminated
1. Comanche 3627 6219
2. Haskell 319 T 383
3., Texas 1331 1559
4, Nowata 386 450
5. . Kingfisher ‘535 586
6. Wagoner 806 882
7. Craig 730 792
8. Greer 268 284
9. Love 203 215
10. Garfield 2261 2346 -
11. Alfalfa 241 248
12, Payne 1981 2038
13. Ellis 213 218
14. LeFlore 1441 1457
15, Harper 188 189
16. Seminocle 1899 1899
17. Carter 1797 1796 -
18, Stephens 1581 1566
19, Hughes 765 755
20, Canadian 1463 1442
21, Beaver 254 248
22. Coal 327 319
23, Rogers 1097 1068
24. Jackson 1092 1055
25. Logan 880 846
26, 'Noble 435 T 417
27. Cleveland 3649 3486
28. Woads 414 389
29. Atoka 444 415
30, Washington 1512 1409
31, Tillman 391 364
32, Sequoyah 1023 951
33, Washita 379 351
34, Kay 2403 2212
35, Harmon 135 124
36, Grady 1421 1297
37, ' Blaine 612 554
38, Cimarron 243 218
39, Lincoln 1234 1105
40, Cotton 304 271
41, Okfuskee 390 345
42, Garvin 1239 1091
43, Pontotoc 1468 1293
44, Latimer 297 - 257
45, DPottawatomie 2105 1788
46, Mayes 1048 889
47, MecClain 699 565
48, Major 390 310

201

% of Cases ’
Terminated

171,58

120.1
117.1
116.6
109. 5
109.4

108.5
106.0
105, 9
103.8
102.9
102.9

102.3
101, 1,
100.5
100.0
99.9
99.1

98.7
98.6
97.6
97.6
97.4
96.6

96.1
95.9
95.5
94.0
93.5
93.2

93.1
93.0
92.6
92.1
© 91.9
91. 3

90.5
89.7
89.5




@

RATIO OF CIVIL CASES TERM

INATED TO CIVIL, CASES FILED

1972 RATIO OF CRIMINAL CASES TERMINATED
TO CRIMINAL CASES FILED - 1972
% of Cases ) :
. of Cases No. of Cases -
; Noriied i Terminated Terminated
COUNTY ‘ . No. of Cases No. of Cages % of Cases
. - 804 1434 79.5 COUNTY Filed Terminated Terminated
-_ , " 49, Okmuigee 1 79.2 Lo
: 53. Osage 1076 ggg 78.1 ; 1. Atoka 967 1119 115.7
: ‘ . 51, Caddo 1188 117 781 ‘ ; . 2. Love : 1597 1767 - . 110.6
; 52. Kiowa 534 489 77.9 | 3. Woeds 894 970 108.5
: 53, Woodward g:g 424 7.1 4. Cotton 1746 1862 106. 6
3 54, McIntosh : : , 5. Washita 1220 1299 106.5
2 . : 6. Coal . 424 446 . 105.2
: 1192 75.5 : i
> Ic;;:lm}l:uri 3115113 23053 73.4 r © 7. Cart 3041 3194 105. 0
211017 . - . arter .
if’,: Bryan - 1002 7})2 ;}:‘1’ i 8. Elis 488 501 ©oiD2.7
; 5g, Roger Mills 135 01 70.7 L 9. Payne : 4194 4261 101. 6
i 59, Adair 694 o4 69. 6 i 10. Seminole 2837 . 2862 100.9
' 60. Custer 1011 U : 11. Hughes 1201 1204 100.2
. 344 69.2 : . 12. Kingfisher 1822 1824 100, 1
61. Johnston 49 68.8 ‘ ) : -
42, Dewey 224 ,173‘; 68. 8 _ : 13, Harper 575 575 100,0
63, McCurtain 1},2‘; 147 66. 5 ; 14, Garfield 3484 3459 . 99.3
© ¢4, Grant 2 ! ‘ 65. 9 , - : . 15. Alfalfa. 768 ©762 99,2
65, Ottawa 1542 1 ee. 5 / 16. LeFlore 3211 3180 99.0
66, Cresk : . 17, Murray 2609 , 2583 99.0
ress 567 238 64.9 18. Craig 1693 1670 . D8. 6
67. ellerson . 64.6 .
68, Pawnee 495 o o4 3 19. Logan 2636 2599 98. 6
69, Cherokee 1}7‘112 458 64. 0 20. Haskell 675 665 98.5
70, Beckham 63.1 » 21. Nowata 448 439 98.0
71. Murray ggi Zz; 62.6 ; 22, Harmon 638 622 57.5
72, Delaware : 23. Kay 4717 4601 97.5
: ol 26611 16454 © 61.8 ' 24. Pawnee 1864 - 1817 . 97.5
i ‘ 73, Tulsa 59.0 : o :
74, Choctaw 615 ;g; g : : 25. Roger Mills 302 294 97.4
75, Pushmataha 386 1511 50.9 4 26. Beaver 876 851 97.1
76. Muskogee 2969 228 49. 4 , 27. Grady 4738 4571 : 96.5
77. Marshall 462 28. Noble 1776 1713 96,5
v e ' : 29. Mayes 2554 2456 96, 2
. total 130404 104976 80. 5 L 30, Osage 2917 : 2804 96,1
) (o] B8 . , v
¥ 31. Pittsburg 4266 4092 - 95,9
32. Caddo - 4264 4072 95.5
33, Texas 904 863 95.5
34, Major 1245 1169 93.9
- 35. Okmulgee 1544 1442 93,4
g 36. Stephens 3861 3598 93.2
F ‘ 37. Lincoln 3209 - 2988 93,1
5 ‘ ' _ 38, Oklahoma 16616 15453 93,0
;& : . : 39. Cimarron 235 217 52,3
% ' o 40. Canadian - 3612 3332 92.2 S
i 41. Okfuskee 2308 2125 - 92,1 ot
’% 42. Greer 652 597 91.6° .
b ) .
'R 43, Wagoner 3131 2864 91.5
2 : 44, Cleveland - 4620 4210 , 91.1 ,
; 45, Creek ' 5763 ‘ 5242 91.0 A
; : i
: 3
v ‘ ~ ’ i
AN . 202 R ' : 203 £
A ‘ , : L
SR : ' ‘ ‘gii
i

e
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RATIO OF CRIMINAL CASES TERMINATED

70 CRIMINAL CASES FILED - 1972

No. of Cases

No, of Ceses

t J COUNTY, Filed Terminated
; 46, Jefferson 999 905
. 47. Sequoyah 48964 4418
i 48. Washington 1495 1346
49, Woodward 1315 1181
50, McIntosh 2826 2534
51, Kiowa 2103 1877
52, Pontotoc 1687 1506
53, .Jackson 2902 2581
54, Tillman 262 233
55, Custer 3139 2785
56, Blaine 593 524
57, Latimet 639 563
58, Rogers 4620 4060
59, Pottawatomie 4082 3558
60. Beckham 4013 3446
61, Muskogee 5289 4531
62. Dewey 957 819
63, Garvin 3077 2596
64. Bryan 2535 2133
65, Grant 890 739
66, Tulsa 23121 18977
67. Delaware 1400 1140
68, McClain 2444 1981
69. Johnston 925 740 |
70, McCurtain 3141 2463
71. Ottawa 2242 1716
72. Cherokee 2129 1594
73. Choctaw 1415 1033
74, Pushmataha 821 579
. 75. Marshall 1270 848
' 76, Comanche 9447 6164
77. Adair 1191 749
Totals 211007 189553
* 204

% of Cases
Terminated

90.6
90.2
90.0
B9.8
89.7
89.3
89.3

88.9
88.9
88.7
88.4
88.1
87.9

87.2
85.9
85.7
B5. 6
84.4
84.1

83,0
82,1
-Bl.4
81.1
80,0
78.4

76.5
74,9
73.0
70.5
66.8
65.2
50.2

89.8

i
B

P . ok =)

i
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v
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TOTAL NUMBER OF CASES FILED AND TERMINATED

COUNTY

ADAIR
ALFALFA
ATORA
BEAVER
BECKHAM
BLAINE
BRYAN
CADDO
CANADIAN
CARTER
CHEROKEE
CHOCTAW
CIMARRON
CLEVELAND
COAL
COMANCHE
COTTON
CRAIG
CREEK
CUSTER
DELAWARE
DEWEY
ELLIS
GARFIELD
GARVIN
GRADY
GRANT
GREER
HARMON
HARPER
HASKELL
HUGHES

JA CKSON

- JEFFERSON

JOHNSTON .
KAY
KINGFISHER
Kiowa
LATIMER
LE FLORE
LINCOLN
LOGAN

.IN EAGH COUNTY 1971-1972
] 1971 1972
Filed Terminated Filed Terminated
1,960 1,196 1,885 1, 240
1,013 1,056 1,009 1,010
1,887 1,908 1,411 1,534
1,094 1,124 1,130 1,099
3,733 3,117 1 4,729 3, 904
1,070 1,010 1,205 1,078
3,073 2,527 3,537 2, 850
5, 743 5,522 5, 452 5,000
6,086 4,161 5,075 4,774
5,014 4,638 4,838 4,990
3,051 2, 641 3,269 2,327
2,124 1,542 2,030 1,396
383 345 478 435
6,802 7,277 8,269 7,696
- 751 675 751 765.
12,914 11, 646 13,074 12,383
2, 045 1, 905 2,050 2,133
2,494 - 2,233 2,423 2,462
5,527 3,984 7, 848 6, 607
1,494 1,068 4,150 3, 489
2,137 1,535 2,204 1,643
1,129 983 1,181 973
675 723 701 719
5,005 4,769 5,745 5, 805
4,425 3,421 " 4,316 3, 687
5,872 5,326 6,159 5, 868
1,225 1,042 1,111 886
218 1,016 920 881 -
644 - 592 773 - 746
687 707 763 764
1,287 1,226 - 994 1,048
1,888 1,847 1,966 1,959
3,260 2,885 3,994 3,636
1,687 1,393 . 1,366 1,143
1,369 1,024 ' 1,422 1, 084
6,300 6,273 7,120 6,813
2,878 . 2,753 2, 357 2,410
2,100 1,869 2,637 2,294
1, 243 1,372 936 820
4,506 4,584 4,652 4,637
4,763 4,385 4,443 4,093 .
4,462 4,317 3,516 3, 445
205
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, , . , TOTAL NUMBER OF CASES FILED AND TERMINATED S S
é@ y : R IN EACH COUNTY 1971 - 1972 i3 3 2 & ;
1971 1972 B, . '
Filed Terminated Filed Terminated s o v n', E ,
» ‘ c X o '
LOVE ' 1,318 1,295 1, 800 1,982 -~ 2 2 9 J o
MC CLAIN 3,882 3,731 3, 143 2,546 oo, §° g
MC CURTAIN | 4,419 3,667 4,291 3,254 B4 w oo . .3 8
MC INTOSH 3,672 3,201 3,376 2,958 g ® o ® @ 5“" >4
MAJOR , 1,357 1,261 1,635 1,479 Hue 4 & o ™
MARSHALL - 1,910 1,075 1,732 1,076 : g 8 3§
MAYES 3,678 3,294 3, 602 3,345 : »
MURRAY 2,833 2,616 3,197 2,954
MUSKOGEE 8, 441 6,563 8, 258 6, 042 o
NOBLE 2,356 2,268 2,211 2,130 oy
NOWATA 880 983 834 889 ; .
. 'OKFUSKEE 2,292 2,242 2,698 2,470
: OKLAHOMA 45,873 34,934 48,028 38, 506
g OKMULGEE 3,090 2,117 3,348 2,876 4
; S OSAGE 2,343 1, 390 3,993 3, 656 , o
OTTAWA 3,820 2,897 3,784 2,732 2 . =
PAWNEE 2,090 1,889 2,359 2,137 7 B ; =
PAYNE 6,377 5,712 6,175 6,299 . ; o :
, - PITTSBURG 6, 127 6,142 5, 844 5,284 q S '
SR PONTOTOC 2,886 2, 457 3,155 2,799 , g .‘
SN POTTAWATOMIE 6,379 6,084 6, 187 5, 346 2 :
PUSHMATAHA 1,350 986 1, 207, 801 Al '
ROGER MILLS 1,212 474 437 390 N 1 »
ROGERS 4,964 4,944 5,717 5,128 , s g ' v N
SEMINOLE 4,581 4, 666 4,736 4,761 <l S ' ~
SEQUOYAH 4,397 3, 400 5,919 5,369 al & H
STEPHENS 5, 807 4,989 5, 442 5,164 > H
TEXAS 1,985 1,840 2,235 2,422 i 3 H
TILLMAN 1,479 1,348 653 597 3 m '
g- TULSA 44,784 37, 624 49,732 35,431 . 1 ) '
WAGONER 3,933 3,954 3,937 3, 746 = '
WASHINGT ON 2,796 - 3,063 © 3,007 2,755 g o L o
‘; WASHITA 1, 443 1,107 1,599 1, 650 5 B ' ) \ =
f WooDs 1,295 1,383 1,308 1,359 , | A -
WOODWARD 1,686 1,346 1,943 1,670 B ] ‘ ' ‘\
T A \
' . < : ‘ 5
TOTAL 324,353 280,559 . | 341,411 294,529 ; qo : ) , \
2
8 5 ' )
§ ] ] ] ] ' [ ' § i N ' ’ ' . . ':
£ 8 Y 3 o 8 4 8 w o n o o -
Bw w w .8 « 4§ ¢ g 5 w9 a2 5.9 £ §
206
207




TOTAL DISPOSITIONS
Number by trial

Number without trial

T A e

Percentage without trial

R 7 i e
i, v



b B s T

som

METHOD OF DISPOSITION 1972
__.COUN'I‘Y (1) Civil Litigation ___(2) Domestic Litigation :
T - 7| Total . Total
Disposi- . Without % Without ‘Disposi- Without % Without
___tions By Trial Trial Trial ___ | tions By Trial Trial Trial

Adair 167 151 16 - 9.6 107 21 - v 86 80.4
Alfalfa 59 43 16 27.1 47 33 14 29.8
Atoka. 185 101 84 45.4 122 - 58 64 - 52,5
Beaver 46 10 36 ’ 78.3 68 . 15 53 77.9
Beckham 81 .21 60 74.1 163 30 133 81.6
Blaine 81 40 41 50. 6 73 56 17 23.3 !
Bryan 188 166 Co22 . 11.7 276 20 256 9z.8
Caddo 91 19 - 72 . 79.1 209 . 16 193 92.3

™ Canadian 416 167 249 59.9 481 121 360 74.8

- Carter 308 147 161. 52,3 441 S 171 270 61.2
Cherokee 112 10 102 91.1 - 190 22 168 88.4
Choctaw 141 . 130 11 7.8 115 17 98 85.2
Cimarron 47 . 21 : 26 55.3 34 5 29 85.3
Cleveland 783 - 367 416 53.1 1072 . 205 867 80.9
Coal ) 81 765 16 . 19.8 62 24 38 © . 61.3
Comanche - 1243 . 100 1143 92 3170 348 2822 " 89
Cotton 45 - 14 31 68.9 89 28 61 68.5
Craig 190 32 158 83.2 189 71 118 62.4
Creek 330 . 94 236 - 71.5 588 254 © 334 . 56.8
Custer 76 24 . 52 68,4 217 - 67 150 69.1
Delaware 117 5 112 95,7 129 . 2 127 98, 4
Dewey 51 . 24 27 52,9 o 32 15 17 53,1
Ellis 46 10 36 . 78.3 34 10 24 A 70, 6
Garfield 338 57 281 83,1 656 208 448 68.3
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METHOD OF DISPOSITION

1972

R A, L T

. e s {2) Domestic Litigation ______
COUNTY, (1) Givil Lifigaton = 1y  without % Without
o . ou
- ‘ Total Without % Without .Disposi- v a1 ,}rm Trial
Disposi- - Trial Trial tions By T ———
tions By Trial ___ T e— 1. 268 127 32.3
__ 45 38.8 395 81.9
< 71 74 334
Garvin 116 0 193 82.8 408 i 59,4
Grady 233 17 17 50 32 13 63 88.7
Grant 34 7 43 86 . ol 8 17 48.6
Greer 50 17 9 34,6 35° 13
Harmon 26 . 13 13 50 f
- 12 33 73.3 26 31 67 68.4
Harper 39 82 - 67.8 98 47 44.3
Haskell’ 121 4 35 21 106 59 429 94.1
Hughes 167 13 144 73.8 456 21 45 86.5
Jackson 195 51 41 97. ¢ 52 7
Jefferson 42 . .2 0 73 100
: 98. 6 e 94.3
Johnston 1z " - 1;1 61.7 546 31 515 o
® 271 106 96 16 80
SRy 21 99 82.5 49 79 61.7
Kingfisher 120 60 80 128 57 83.8
Kiowa 75 15 3 79. 6 68 11
Latimer 49 10 ’ 24.7
41 216 84 434 o igg 83.9
LeFlore 257 184 85.6 224 36 152 83.1
Lincoln 215 3;1 106 '84.8 183 31. 30 36,6
Logan 125 3?,_ 39 54.9 82 S,f " s
L.ove 71 ) 122 3. 9 127 N .
McClain 165 43 . , 261 95.3
o , 17 192 91.9 274 26 . 81 55.1
McCurtain 209 57 40 41.2 147 39 100
McIntosh 97 - 3‘1 30 49,2 39 -0- 54 100 ¢
Major 61 41 67.2 54 -0-
Marshall 61 _20
*breakdown not available
B N e R TR A o )
_ , 19
METHOD OF DISPOBITION_ ]
|___COUNTY, (1) Civil Litigation ____(2) Damaestic Litigation
Tatal . "] Toatal ' o
Dispaai- . Without % Without Disposi- Without % Without
___ tiona By Tvial ____ Trial ___ Trial __ | tione _ By Trial ____ Trial Trial ___
Mayes 206 68 138. 67 239 45 194 81,2
Murray 85 46 9 16.4 119 89 30 25,2
Muskagee 463 107 356 76.9 668 - 33 635 95.1
Nable 43 27 16 37.2 75 30 45 60
Nowata 75 73 r 2.7 116 73 43 37,1
Okfuskee in 66 45 40,5 91 47 44 48,4 f
Oklahoma 7534 2415 . B119 67.9 7939 560 . 7379 92.9
Okmulgee 307 170 137 44, 6 - 474 261 T213 44,9
Osage 162 14 148 91.4 264 47 217 ‘82,2
Ottawa 241 42 199 82.6 271 -0- 271 100
Pawnee 72 8 64 88, 9 92 8 84 91.3 )
Payne ) 237 20 217 91, 6 603 76 527 87,4
Pittsburg 336 214 122 36.3 ‘322 214 108 33.5
Pontotoc 242 93 149 61.6 359 254 105 29,2
Pottawatomidq 393 81 312 79.4 535 78 457 85.4
Pushmataha 82 13 69 84,1 56 32 24 42.9
Roger Mills 17 17 -0- ~0- 24 16 14 58.3
Rogers 249 75 174 69.9 388 100 288 74.2
Seminole 526 502 24 4,6 482 403 79 16.4
Sequoyah 280 81 199 71.1 314 64 250 79. 6
Stephens 231 64 167 72.3 457 39 418 91.5
Texas 206 38 168 81.6 148 95 53 35.8
Tillman 57 40 17 29.8 85 25 60 70.6
Tulsa 2914 243 2671 91,7 4396 456 3940 89.56




METHOD OF DISPOSITION

0N

1972

¥ ' | ivi i . (2) Domestic Litigation _____W
"COUNTY {1} Civil Llﬁgaﬁon——-—————"‘_——'_—-—_—‘l‘otal
= , . . Without % Without
Total : i & Disposi- 3
Di < . Without % Withou . P , Trial Trial
1spos1- tions ___ By Tral ___
By Trial Trial Trial __ !
. tions Y ——— _— 128 142 52.6
166 59 107 64.5 zr 49 405 89.2
Wagoner ; 44 238 84.4 454 48 94. 4
Washington 282 42 67.7 72 4 4.8
. 62 20 37 68 v
Washita 30 43,5 105 74.%
69 39 . ' . 44 131 .
Woods 39 61 61 175 ’ .
Woodward 100 . f
‘ - )
e {
L ]
\
‘i : i ARSI 4 OB BT L T R S S BRI e T T L e A e 2T e
‘METHOD OF DISPOSITION 1972
LCriminal Litigation Criminal Litiga®on
o ._{3) Felony ‘(4) Misdemeanors
Total Total
Disposi- . Without % Without Disposi- Without % Without
5 ~]___tions By Trial Trial Trial tions By Trial __ Trial Trial
_Adair 34 30 14 41.2 715 92 . 623" 87.1
© Alfalfa 17 1: 16 94,1 745 106 639 85,8
Atoka 78 17 61 78.2 1041 - 249 792 S 76,1
. Beaver 31 . -0- 31 100 820 1 819 99.9
' Beckham 48 8 40 83.3 13398 - 112 3286 96.7
Blaine 43 2. 41 " 95.3 481 3 478 099.4
Bryan 127 26 101 - ©79.5 1306 17 1289 98.7
Caddo 94 5 89 94,7 3978 812 3166 79.6
" Canadian 133 4 - 129 97 3199 14 3185 99.6
Carter 265 18 247 93.2 2929 393 2536 86.6
n
p " Cherokee 58 1 57 98,3 11536 319 1217 79.2
: Choctaw 8 -0- . 8 100 1025 1 1024 99.9
Cimarron 24 2 .22 91.7 193 16 177 91.7
Cleveland 442 196 246 55,7 3768 1008 2760 73.2
Coal 26 1 25 96.2 420 143 277 66
Comanche 797 56 741 93 5367 107 5260 © 98
Cotton .35 7 28 80 1827 18 1809 99
Craig 93 17 76 - B1.7 1577 11 1566 99.3
‘Creek 152 18 134 88.2 5090 922 4168 81.9
Custer 76 1 75 98.7 2709 18 2691 199.3
Delaware 29 -0- 29 100 1111 - -0- 1111 100
Dewey 35 -0- 35 100 784 505 - 279 35.6
Ellis 15 -0- 15 100 486 5 481 99 |
Garfield 214 12 202 94,4 3245 149 3096 95,4

k3

o s LIS

N :’,(.
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L12

R 1972
METHOD OF DISPOSITION )
Criminal Litigation  Criminal Litigation
COUNTY (3) Felony ________——-—-——_'—;—‘_‘"’.___——————_——--——-;———(4} MiSdemewor. _________———-——-——__—_——'—"——_—_‘_——.——-————-—'———-——:!
= Total TOtal > out

Disposi- . Without % Without Disposi- Wxt}x.out % git;u;u
tions By Trial Trial Trial ___ | tions By Trial ____ Trial ria

in 5 60 92.3 2537 245 2286 90.3

g:;;n 1?3 ‘11 161 93.6 4399 1298 3101 70.2
Grant 6 -0- 6 100 724 1 723 99, 3
Greer 20 5 - 15 15 577 4 573 99, 3
Harmon 37 1 36 97.3 . 585 4 581 99.
Harper 12 2 10 83.3 563 64 499 83. g
Haskell 35 4 31 88.6 630 13 617 96.
Hughes 45 19 26 57.8 1159 46 1113 9
Jackson 97 6 91 93.8 2484 3 2481 99. _2,
Jefferson 29 6 23 79.3 876 4 872 99

-0- 20 100 720 -0- 720 100

i A WU ¢ 2 i
Kirdgfisher 38 4 34 89.5 1786 43 134.; 7-
Kiowa 43 2 41 95,3 1834 55 1579 9 ]
Latimer 84 5 79 94 . 479 2. 477 99.
LeFlore 120 17 103 85. 8 3060 161 2899 2.3
Lincoln 97 5 92 94.8 2891 1'06 iy 98. 3
Logan 32 s 28 8T 2567 “ e 1.9
Laove 45 11 34 75.6 1722 312 1410 B1.9

 McClain 65 6 59 90.8 1916 209 1707 9.

i 0 70 87.5 2383 -0- 2383 100 -

‘ I{/f‘éﬁ‘iﬁ?f" '&12 14 70 94, 6 2460 115 2345 95. z
Major 7 2 5 71.4 1162 > 1157 99-"8
Marshall 24 1 23 95.8 824 10 814 98.

T e, RS L L L TR T A e W e T W N I L Tl o . I ] A
METHOD OF DISPOSITION 1972
_ Criminal Litigation Criminal Litigation
___COUNTY .(3) Felony ____(4) Misdemeanors
= . = Total .| Total
Disposi- . Without % Without Disposi- , Without % Without
___tions By Trial Trial Trial ___ | tions By Trial Trial Trial

‘Mayes 112 .5 107 95.5 - 2344 193 2151 91.8
Murray 90 11 79 87.8 2493 241 2252 90.3
Muskogee 203 11 192 94,6 4328 - 100 4228 97.7
Noble 29 23 6 20.7 1684 . 542 1142 67.8
Nowata 18 7 11 - 61.1 421 173 248 58,9
Okfuskee 30 1 29 96.7 2095 460 1635 78
Oklahoma 2691 460 2231 82.9 12762 1104 11658 91.3
Okmulgee 166 5 151 91 . 1276 30 1246 97.6
Osage 155 11 144 92.9 2649 12 2637 99, 5
Ottawa 45 4 41 91,1 1671 4 1667 99.8
Pawnee 37 1 36 .97.3 1422 2 1420 | 99.9
Payne 261 6 255 97,7 4000 21 3979 . 99,5
Pittsburg 142 20 122 85,9 3950 238 3662 92.7
Pontotoc 100 ° 10 90 90 1406 46 1360 96,7
Pottawatomie | 305 104 201 65,9 3253 267 2986 91,8
Pushmataha 35 11 24 © 68,6 515 -10 505 98,1
Roger Mills 4 1 3 75 290 281 9 3.1
Rogers 92 -0- 92 100 3968 1531 2437 61,4
Seminole 245 35 210 85.7 2617 138 2479 94,7
Sequoyah 173 19 154 89 4245 99 4146 97.7
Stephens 135 7 128 94,8 3463 165 3298 95,2
Texas 241 5 "236 97..9 622 5 617 99,2
Tillman 43 2 41 95,3 190 3 187 98, 4
Tulsa 2851 114 2737 96 16126 3765 12361 76.7
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B e

612

- . 1972
METHOD OF DISPOSITION
Criminal Litigation o Criminal Litigation
COUNTY, (3} Felony ;?;tal\ihsdemeanors
Total N . . . .
Dlpost= - . Wiew W | Dipes . Vimow %Yo
tions By Trial Trial Trial tions By Trial r.
. 85.1
i1 54 83.1 2799 417 2382 95,5
Wagoner 65 . 129 96.3 1212 55 1157 .
Washington 134 5 9 96. 3. 1215 - 191 . 1024 84. z
Washita 82 3. 54 941 936 13 923 98. ¢
Woods 34 2 1o 50 1161 283 878 75.
Woodward 20 10 .
3
B e o
_METHOD OF DISPOSITION 1972
COUNTY (5) Probate ) " ‘(6) Small Claims _
' Total . Total .
Disposi- Without % Without Disposi- Without % Without
‘ ___tions By Trial Trial Trial tions By Trial Trial Trial
Adair 85 5 80 " 94,1 | 132. 55 77 58,3
Alfalfa 100 -0- 100 100 42 1 41 97.6 ..
Atoka 68 -0- 68 100 40 9 31 77.5
Beaver 62 -0- 62 100 72 . -0- 72 106 . -
Beckham 76 ‘ 3 73 96,1 138 24 114 B2.6
'Blaine 136 2 134, 98.5 | 264 3 261 98.9
Bryan 130 -0- 130 100 o123 1 _ 122 99,2
Caddo 289 4 . 285 98.6 367 24 343 93.5
Canadian . 168 11 157 93.5 397 106 291 73.3
Carter 308 129 179 58.1 743 105 638 85.9"
Cherokee 137 1 136 99.3 294 6 288 98
Choctaw o4 -0- 41 100 142 52 90 63.4
Cimarron 48 1 47 97.9 89 -0- 89 : 100 .
Cleveland 367 5 362 98. 6 1264 173 1091 - .86.3
Coal 23 1 22 95.7 153 4 149 97.4
Comanche 836 261 575 68.8 970 . .164 806 83.1
' Cotton 85 84 1 1.2 52 1 51 98.1
Craig 144 9 135 93,8 269 .92 177 %5.8
Creek . 221 2 219 99. 1 226 33 193 85.4
Custer 115 1 114 9. 1 296 33 263 88.9
Delaware 129 4 125 96.9 128" . 5 123 96.1
Dewey 37 -0- 37 160 34 : 5 29 85.3
Ellis 91 2 89 97.8 47 6 41 87.2
Garfield 446 3 443 99.3 906 126 780 86.1

g

EEE S .
ap W




METHOD OF DISPOSITION
COUNTY, (5) Probate (6) Small Claims ‘ '
Total Total . ; g
Disposi- - © Without % Without = Disposi~ . . Without % Without
___tions By Trial Trial Trial tions By Trial ‘Trial . Trial ;
. Garvin 246 7 239 97.2 334 88 248 R EN
Grady 276 13 263 95,3 380 212 168 : 44,2
Grant 51 -0- 51 100 30 -0- 30 100 v
Greer 106 -0~ 106 100 5'7 2 . .55 96,5 .
Harmon 31 ' -0~ T 31 100 32, Q- T3z 100
; Harper 78 2 76 97.4 40 6 34 . 85 '
- ' Haskell 84 21 63 75 80 58 .22 27.5 S
Hughes 154 21 133 86.4 328 85 243 : 2
Jackson 193 . 12 .18l 93,8 211 50 161 ‘ 76.3
~ Jefferson 37 -0- 37 100 107 -0- - 107 100
» ,
< Johnston 56 -0- . 56 100 143 1 142 99.3
Kay 406 -0- . 406 100 981 . 62 919 93.7
Kingfisher 172 2 170 98.8 198 2 196 . 99
Kiowa 103 0= 103 100 111 ) 55 . 56 . 50,5
Latimer - 79 -0- ' 79 100 61 12 49 - 80,3
LeFlore 237 ) 22 . 215 © 90,7 529 247 282 53,3
Lincoln 256 2 - 254 . 99.2 411 63 348 | . 84,7
Logan 156 2 154 . 98.7 382 21 361 94.5
Love 35 -0- 35 100 21 . “0~ 27 100
McClain 88 7 81 92 185 28 157 s 84.9
McCurtain 73 -0- 73 100 235 S § 224 "95.3
McIntosh 92 12 80 87 87 13 74 . © 85.1
Major 60 4 " 56 93.3 150 2 148 98.7
J A
Marshall 26 -0- 26 100 87 . 6 81 93,1
.
;
METHOD OF DISPOSITION ____ "~~~ _ ‘
. ; : 1972
CoUu .
e COUNTY_ (3} Probate .
Total {6y Small Claims
" Disposi- ’ . Total - R
: Without % Wi
t o Without ; ,
__tions _____By Trial Trial Teial Disposi- Without ;
Mayes 176 — tions By Trial A % Without
M 3 173 e By Trial ____ Trial T
urray 50 98.3 v e Trial
0- . 268
Muskagee 113 50 100 21 247
S 2 148 92.2
Nowata T 49 1 96 99 - 111 196 i
. 1 " 68 202 15 63,8
: - 98. 6 ' 187
190 92,6
Okfuskee 87 S 16 174 91,6
Oklahoma 2476 -- g 87. 100 56 , ‘ 4 R
NG Qkmulgee 231 o, - 2470 99. 8 5104 -0- 56 100
Ei Osage 215 ¢ 224 97 422 420 4684 91
o Ottawa 89 09 - 206 95. 8 211 190 232 55 i
it 89 100 : 2 209 ' !
Pa 415 ’ 64 991 l
wnee 70 351
! . -D- , 84,6
Payne -1 309 -0 oo 100 86 '
Pittsburg 166 - 309 100 899 15 . 71 82, 6
Pontotoc 205 1 165 99, 4 79 820 ’
. 21 . 368 91,2
Pottawatomie] 537 184 89.8 7 361
-0- -t ‘ 487 20 98,1
o 7 100 323 .. %07 280 - E75
Pushinataha 36 . 0 . 53 270 83' 6
Roger Mills 20 e 36 100 )
R : "D- 4'8 6
ogers 173 a0 100 42 ) -
Semi -0- - 35 . B7.5
inale 371 173 100 3 32
S . B3 3 260 3g - 91. 4
equayah 94 4 18 85,7 520. 9 221 85
Steph ‘ 4 . 44 7.3 .
phens 316 220
39 , -83,3 .
gie;al;; 168 4 le st 562 ‘125
an 116 116 | 97.6 1037 . 437 77.8
Tulsa 1376 -0~ -0~ a 977
9 106 94,2
~ 1367 99. 3 106 o-
. 7768 1050 6 -0~
718 86,5
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METHOD OF DISPOSITION 1972
___COUNTY (5} Probhate ‘{6) Small Claims
—"" Total ~ | Total :
Disposi- Without 9 Without Disposi~ Without % Without
___tions By Trial Trial Trial ___ | tions By Trial Trial Trial
Wagoner 121 2 119 98.3 325 163 162 49.8
Washington 298 -0- 298 100 375 107 268 1.5 i
Washita 114 -0- 114 100 103 40 63 61.2
Woods 128 2 - 126 98.4 87 5 82 94.3
~Woodward 111 23 88 79.3 103 35 68 66 -
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i iy
i CIVIL LITIGATION :
o v . R FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT

850 -

800 -

650 -~

600 - : . ) Filings Terminations e
: : ' 304 - 1969 - jp4 g

. : . 297 1970 - 274 g
& ‘

z [ o . Lo - . . 387 1971 - 342

4 : - : . : . 450 - 1

1 : ' ‘ ‘ . ot . ‘ 300 -.1972 - 344
: 400 - : .
ST Key:

B 350 . - Filinga

Term. : . )
- - - :

300 -

250. -

200 - P

\

150 <

_ . . o 100 - . . ‘ ' 5
, , : o : 1969 1970 ' 1971 , 1972 1973 :

CIVIL LITIGATION

SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT

850 .

800 -
750

700 . : v /

650 .

: i . T . . ’ X 600 . ' i Filings Terminations
1 N ‘ ' ‘ : o , : : ' 4197 - 1969 - 275

; : : ’ . DR 550 . ' '
% ' ' o : ' - , ' : " 1. 443 - 1970- 335
E? . ) o : . ‘ ' 500 . .

B ‘ o , _ ' , ‘ S i . , , 467 -1971- 275
L . , ' | : - . L | S aso . ] ) , A

*, , : , : , - : / , . 411 - 1972 - - 296
; R : ‘ 4 o ‘ . 400 . : .
: ' : oo . . Key:

. - 350 . Filings

! 300 I ' . Term. _ _ .
' ; r‘f-"'_ I T PRy

. 250 . :
200 . .
° 150 - .
/ B ki
100 _ ) , o
7 1959 1970 1971 1972 1973 . - b
: . ; e 225 : ,




S o

CIVIL LITIGATION

THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT

850 =
800 -~

750 -

700 -

. Filings Tcrmination_i
e - L ' Tiss /- 1969 -7 g
0 - ‘ © o320 - 1970 f 241
o0 | ‘ 346 - 1971 - o5

’ 4
. | ‘ - 1972 - 389

450 - R a | 409 972

, ‘ C Key:

400 . . , ot B T e

. - o ' .
350 « \/ _ ,‘ oo, -"_'—""*-—v-
4 ’/ . . ,
300 . ' _ -
a——

250 e e

200 - ,

150 .

0 io 1970 1971 Tez . 1973

GIVIL LITIGATION

FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

1250 -
1200 =
1150 -
1100'A~
1080 -

1600 -

95’0 *
900 *
§so -
Boe -
750 >
00~
. &80 -
600 -

550 -

500 = |
1

1970

1971
226

19

72

197

Filings
981 /- 1969 -

999 . - 1970 -

1023 S 1971 -

965 - 1972 -

+

Eey:

Filings :

Term.

- e

Terminations [
R

265
875

956
913

.

2000

1900,

1800

1700

1600
T 1500 |

| Filinga oL,
SSADRS, Termmatxons
- Terminations
1409 1228 - 1969 . 640
1300 e -
. 1314 - 1971 . 1198
1100 o
1000 ° . Keys ‘
Filings
900
Term, -

800. .

700

s00
500 ’

1969

A st i S o i, O

CIVIL LITIGATION o
S MTIGATION.
FIFTH JUDICIAL, DISTRICT

CIviL LITIGATION
T lON .
SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

160600
15000 \
14000
13000
12600 |
11000 ..*__s;. o f
. Filings Terminations'
2erminationg
10000 79737 - 1969 - 4034
2000 B4k - 19 . L
8000 9892 - 1971 . 6574
7000 9938 - 1972. g4
6000 % |
Filings
5000
Term, -
4000 . | B
3000 .
2000 .
1000 . (
1959




CIVIL LITIGATION

FIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

P .

CIVIL; LITIGATION

TENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

- \ . - .
850 =~ ’ : “750 -
. ‘ ‘ i
800 - : 700 - y
750 - ; 650 -
—ma - : ’ 600 -
. ISR ‘ ! ; !
i 650 = 1§ ' : : s50 -
. Filings Terminations ‘ ,
600 - | 395/ - 1969 - 226 500 - 1
. Filings | Terminations
BRN - 410 - 19710~ 406 450 - 235 - 1969 -« jy0
500 409 - 1971 - 367 400 - 239 - 1970 - 202
} . )
450 - 383 - 1972 - 320 350 - ! 289 - 1971 - 89
400 = e —_—— Ke}’::ﬂ. 300 - 175 - 1972 - 162
Y [t 2 T . ings . i ’
) e -~ . Key:
350 i / / » ‘V" - =~ ~ Terml _____ zso - Filmg' —
/ . . i
300 , : 200 - - Term. _ ____ ;
\ B
250 ~ y. 4 N 150. - - -~ - ~
4 . e . :
200 - ' we L~ .
150 3 - 50. . &
100 - - 1972 1973 o . : ,.’. .
1959 : 1969 1970 1971 1972 197
¥ :’r\‘:{: ERN ,
¢
CIVIL LITIGATION : :
NINTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT CIVil, LITIGATION .
} | ELEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT ‘
850 - " ’ \
g00 - 750 - \
Cme - 700 -
700 - CET N .
650 =~ : 600 . ’ ,
Filings Terminations
" 600 - 388 1969 - 231 \ 550 - - h
850 - 394 1970 - 265 500 - Filings Terminations
‘ /- 1969 -
- 500 - 409 1971 - 409 450 . _ “No 368 ,235
i ~
) } . . - ) - 1970 -
X 450 - . 412 1972 - 362 0o - L—/,/”'/" 407 397 g
'. 400 - W_’______,_———;—r - Key: ' 350 . e ~J 387 - 1971- 465
¢ ~ Filings 300 P 442 - 1972 - 357 _
. 350 . 7 P ‘ ”
-, Term. _ _ _ i — ' P Key: |
, 00 . v 250 P Filings “
‘- L~ s |
k -
o - - 200 Term. ,
250 - S BT
5 fer
‘ 200 - 150
150 . a 100 ‘ ‘
! : A 50
100 i'q?g 1670 1971 1972 1973 . - ‘ .
' 228 : : o -k oo E y
969 1570 ‘ 197 1972 1973 o g




: o
CIVIL LITIGATION . - . ) ‘ é 3 CIVIL LITIGATION 4 ’ ‘ ‘
TWELFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT . , 4 . . FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
. B . Ny , . : 8500 ' | i
1000 ~ ' ' il o ' ]Z 8000 . ’ S C - b g
950~ : ' C - i 7500 . .
5 00 "' ' . . ’ ' ) , ‘ 7000 _ R i ' , o ’ . :
) ’ 850 ~ , ‘ ! I -t 6500 _ [T ] : !
! goo - , " n ‘ - o 6000 ' . : ‘ ' ' :
Filings Terminstions > ‘ 1 .. . Filings Terminatians
‘ 750~ , o g4 | - 1959 - 436 | . 5500 . - ' g66r = 1969 = 3237
00 "~ /\ . a6 -9~ 576 . s000  _ | | N | ] ee0 T 1970 - 4983 \
o ; ’ | \< $69 - ITL- 389 ' 4s00 1 . P R < o 6531 =191 48
600 "~ \ e — _»_,,*"/ l : €36 - 117727 645 \} , 4060 '_v , 7 K T \..\ . ‘ ) . 6679 - 1972 - 2986
A : . . ‘ : 1 . . ) . ‘ .
| 50 ” il | *itings ' IJ 3500 - ,/, N o Titioge ____
% 500 - . il . ) ; Tewm. J; 3000 _ . | AN o ' Term, __ __ - ;
450 ) R o, w0 L . 1 g
L 400 - » : _ i 2000 |,
| %0 - ‘ ‘ | | 1500 | R ‘ . ‘ . . y
300 = / v 1000 ; : | . / | .
, 250 1455 1970 1971 1972 . 1973 | . S 1970 1971 97z . 1973 ‘
- ' , . N : . ’ {
— !
W . ‘ . _ ] . B . T CIVIL LITIGATION . ;
’ ‘ THIRTEENTH JURICIAL ms:tmc'I . " . : . ; L FII-‘TEﬁNTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT :
gEq * 4 T | ' ' "7 2000 - ) |
g0 - : ‘ - ' 1900 - _ - ‘
1m0 - ' ’ F ' 1800 "~ '
| 200 - ' T ‘ i ) 1700 - ‘
650 - | ‘ 1600 - ' ' : -

Filings Terrninations 0 /
b0 - ' 449 ¢~ 1969 - 253 1500 ~

te, . ' / . . . / . ' : .Ell_i_“..g;é_ Terminations
- 550 . g5y -19W- 278 _' 1400 = """ . : 1390 - 1969 - g0
500 . | ‘ sz ~A9TL- 307 o 1300 - - : | mor =90~
K ‘ ' A o 1 ' 579 -1972- 358 ‘ 1200 - ’ . 1507 = 1971 - 1045
' ' : ; : ' r 1656 - - ;
o 400 - Key: O A : o , 1972 1188
; ~ ) - Eﬂings R———— ‘ - . ) J# — - Kay‘:
¢ 350 - _ - - ] ) G 1000 - ) Filings
. .a-—“""’“ ’ ' T ¢ i 900 ._ ) - - .
: 300 - —— e . , Term. _ _ _ _ .
: 5D o« b - . . : .o 800 -~
200 - * . ‘ 700 -
150, . ) [ . » » 600 . ,
00 - 1971 I 1873 ‘ T ‘ 7 o
1969 : 1970 S : 1970 1971 1572 1973
230 . ; 4 o 231 )
. ;‘J oy o .



. ‘ J
c1vil, LITIGATION
SIATEENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT B )
859 '
80D
756 |
260 |
- Filings Terminations
398’ - 1969 - 243
600 .
469 - 1970 - 339
£50
543 =~ 1971 - 521
500 ‘
368 -~ 1972 - 427
450 ;
Key:
- Filings
350 Terme o ws - .
300
250
0 |
/
150
1973
100
civIL LITIGATION
‘ cT
SEVENTEENTH JUDICIAL DISTRI‘ |
i .g Terminations
Filings
s00’ - 1969 - 229
541 - 1970~ 4l
614 - 1971 - 421
597 - 1972 - 356
Key:

L Fllings

+

TELTRe o i oe == =

1000
950

500

_Bso
" 800

750 |

700
650
600
350
EOOA
450
400 -

350

300

150
700
650
600
550
300
450
400
350
300

‘250

200

150,
100

30

CIVIL LITIGATION

EIGHTEENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

[

%
1969 1970 - 1971 1972 1973
/
CIVIL LITIGATION
. NINETEENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
i .
- e - = - haud bl —~ ’
- - - —
- e -
1959 1970 1971 1972 1973

233

Filinps

Terminations
546 7 - 1969 - 3q4
660 ~ 199 - 571
639 1971 - ggg
598 < 1972 « 433
Hey: ‘
Filings
Term. L
‘-
’
Filings Terminations
252 ¢ = 1969 ~- . 194
228 - 1970.~ 214
235~ 1971 - 53
232 - 1972~ 188
Key:
Filings .
Term.

- - - -
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| ! CIVIL LITIGATION
‘ T WENTIETH JUDICIAL DISTRICT .
1000 2 ,{f [ "“
956 . ]
- 900 .
850 . : ,
. 800 . .
750 ° Filings :_I‘__erminations
‘ o 60 ¢ - 1969 - 345
" e31 - 1970 - 468
o . } 108 - 1971 - " 562
N .
? | o0 o8 - 1972 - 567
! : 50 . e Key:
500 Filings .
E’ : 4’50  ,// Term. . o o=
. - B
400 -~
.o L4 -
350 L
300 ‘
” ’ -/ .
250 |
T 1969 1970 1971 1572 1973
t
i
M}w
PWENTY-FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT :
2000~ ‘
1900 *°
LY
1800 - ' I
1700
C o ¢ Filings, - Terminztions
1500 ' lobs’ - 1969 - .86
Koe 1141 - 1970 - 876
\ 1300 . jog7 - 1971~ 1031
o 1200 1214 - 1972 - 1064
b
i Key:
. ne —— Filings
% : /
’ oee ” TErMe i o o o ==
900
800
200
440 '/‘
L w0 334 iz 1973

i i DN ST

et e

o

CIVIL LITIGATION

TWENTY-SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT

1250 =
1200, - " ‘
1150 -
1100 -
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pottawatomie 18. 14,049. 1,054, 12,252, 12,533. ces 9,913. P 7,951.
pushmataha oo 2,722 12. 420. 4,775. ene . 1,861. cosn 40,
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Cherokee 2,575, cow 1 031‘ ..
Choctaw 7,460. “421.
4,560. 200. 527. e
cimarron 1,550. ... bl . 108. :
Cleveland . e 3
Coal 1,410, s
Comanche 25,276. 5 gi? ees L
‘Cotton 1,825, s ' - ég. :
Craig 55,146. 750. o . =
1,825, 3998,
Creek 875. 150 1 . 23, e
. 041 ;
Custer ' . 12. 4
are . . 2,733. 1,499 1 i
Dewey 7.750. 250. 1 630' , 180,
Ellis 4,725, "134. 55. -,;
Garfield 1,330, . 103 . ces i
725. 132. ‘
Garvin 121025. 600. 2 812- ven s
Grady ! . coe :
Grant 5.350. 100. 1 :
Greer 9,750, 750. l:gii. e ;
Harmon 760, vl :
cus 223, 3,768 ¥
Harper 1, 2:8 L 765 . ’ .
faske11 1,075, o 198.
ughes
Jackson 1,500, .. }
Jefferson 2,750. . 62? ces
Johnston 6,550, 400, 1 086. e
Kay 1,725. 1,252. '329-
3,625. . ces
“va 197
Kingfish 6,525, e M csn H
Kiows er . 3,534, 1,567. ;
latimer 825, 350 . |
leFlore 2,625, e i;i vee
Lincoln 3,350, en 82' ves :
Logan 17,057, 350, 1 423- aee i
1423, ;!
e aa92. | 2,198 2,224, | 1.553. Tere: Lo 599. 1
e 53 : . 33. |
mﬁiiﬁi 1'?70' i,gge. 347, 806. 4,475 80 i
KeTntosh 1,093 5.2 v 1,481. 2,632. 1,975, 0. 527, 62. !
Kajor ° 7‘8‘30' 11*23. 1,715, 2,042, 5,885' 675 292. eue
Mershal 929, 1265, 979. | 2.199. 7,171. 675. 1,170 ae
all 1,634.. are 697. 1,256. '800. cen 681, 178,
Hayes T 875, 1,153. 675 350 313,
. S . 435 ‘
Mozy, 1,068, . . 23.
Musl—zy ,962 : 3.361. 2,28z, 2,098, 9, 890 .
Rohiegee 941‘ 1:250' 657. 2,237. 2'725' 400. 3,184, 614.
Nowata 9,483, 1j4§g‘ » 3:8;3?. 5,395. 15,825, 500 3 ;;’1‘ 36.
Okf v . B833. ° ‘ . 465,
| kfuskee 573. 520, 645 o6 :lggg' 208,
a.ee 2,421, 248, 1,062, 1'125' aee 311, 19
’ - PN 448. 28.
255
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o, S 11, 12, ¥ /13
. $ 15,557.|% 5,254.
P05, 1$59,376. ) § 23,311.1$13,894. | § son2, | ae 4,079, 527.
Oklahoma $ 369, iy 5. 130, 2,455.] 2,332 ,012, 441 2,903. 505.
Okmulgee 164. 3,914, . 1,561.] g, 841, 10,326. 4,441, 220, as.
Osage o "951. 11,871, 3,046.{ 1,618, 34250, 2,250, 256. e
Ottawa: o 1,203 “er 1,250. 1,727. Sia T 217. 235.
Pawnse "2 "so04. 4,334, 3,135.{ 3,163, 10, 840. .
Payne - ° o 2,916, 255,
779. 3,419, 3,660.] 3,694, 18,710 .{,?ff. 2916 255
Fittaburg Y 724, 367. LRl Be4 | 12800 300. 1,688, 15
Pontotoc 12' 2,753 2,329, 4s2.| 6,701, 11,355, ... 272, 9.
Toctawatonie ’ 1,307, 2,402, g24 Py so. | « ool .ee s
ushmz T 929. . y .. 589, ‘ .
Rogerg 1H1e 115 232' 2,190. 2,039.¢  1,229. 31075 ) ‘
Rogers . ‘ . 3 400. 71.
00.
523, 1,948, oee 9'Z§§' 5,, 324, 125,
Seminole .es "t 4,749, 1,284. 1,748. 5. o 250. 878, ves
Sequoyah N 24' 1478. 1,648, 2,592. 4,265. 297, 389, o
Stephens “er 2524 954 1,759.{ 2,744, 3,275, v 29. 19,
Texas coe - b 701. 2, 017. , . “ve 12,254, 6,464,
7i11man s lé,iggq 42'3337 23.690. 2,961, 61, 424, 11,075, . .
Tulsa S 186. ’ . 4 - : : 338
: v 1,131, .
: : , 610, 3,450, cee :
. . 2,633, 1,356, 4 2 . . 1,319. .
Wagor.ler i 5 éig 5,769. 21,312, 1,836, 10’13:' .. ! 21. see
waeg;:gton oo 7. 2,418 7901 1,601, | 2';20' 150 144. ees
rashita e : : 635 679. . . 42
.- 568, 2. 5. 405, .
Hoods e RO RS 1,221, 3,105, 1,095, 62
oodwar LExY . .
‘ 1 24,028,
884. |$157,599. | $ 108,506.| %
- $157,356, [$178,666. |8 504, ‘
$ 2,258, - |923,298, - |$282,392.
TOTAL ' : -
i
L3
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TELEPHONE FOR MENTAL AIEALTH
THE_ CQURTS HEAXINGS N >
F 4
& o@“‘ 'ef? '5’1,,6(’ 'ﬁ;’
& & FE P & Pl SR
& <507 $ 5 Ay >
o o7 o g o < &
19,7 0. " 1, < 3, 24, 7. ®
adair $ 766. $ 312) 3 .os cen $ ... «»«f $ 19,300, eee $ ...
Alfalfa 47, 561, 120. 60 6,000, ves ves cos 15, 740,27
Atoka 486. 5. 35, 20, ... . 5,226, vee 9,624.22
Beaver 125, 276. - ven 2,071, 20, 14,340, v 8,676.78
Beckham 306, 453, 402, 200. . .o 27,744, vee 85,135,52
Blaine 109. 229, 180, 86, 2,285, ‘e 9,578, eee 7,026.83
Bryan 282. 1,780, 240, 110, 6,000, e 34,152, eee cee
Caddo 135, 906.f v ggs, 340, vee iee 30,449, - 55,751.60
Canadian 597, 3,663. 440, 220, 7,349, 50, 12,239, ees 83,620.08
Carter 322, 1,542, 1,400. 640, 2,000, ces . 10,800, ces 39,267.04
Cherokee 487. 570, 395, 170, 6,000, iea 10,269, cee 41,063,20
Choctaw e 38s. ces cee 3,21s6, - 32,914, ven e
% | cimarron 262. 386. 20, 4,000, 85, 6,017. 3,308.02
. | Cleveland 157. 1,552, 2,540, 1,280, 3,000, . ves cee 94,395.75
1 | coa1 265, 311. vee - 170. coo 5,882, cee 6,355.60
* | comanche 304. 2,761, 2,160, 1,080, 23,583, 102, 660. ... 1136,199.19
1 | cotton i85, 101, 12. S 4,000, cae 9,564. vee 5,096.03
Craig 560. 441, 1,580, 620, 4,000, ce- 10,572, cee 7,947.37
; Creei . 940, 2,017, 1,040, 555, 6,000, vee 33,871, v 39,301.40
Custer 101. 453, 400, 200, 5,407, 37. 17,364. eee 53,973.51
Delaware ... 524, 440, 220, 3,157, 3s. 9,364, ves 31,990,96
Dewey 192, 110, 134, 54. 1,484, 2,737, 7,003,04
Ellis 64, 243, 160. 78, 1,523, e 1,094, - 5,836.46
Garfield 485, 1,968, 720, 360, 4,693, “ee 8,161, vee 81,203,83
i |CGarvin 201, 352, 724. 370. eee eee 13,747, vas 69,529, 49
i Grady 514, 1,104, 1,300, 620, 8,821, e 32,506, .es 85,407.42
t | 6rant 482, P 50. 243, 269, vee cee 14,575, | 12,7g9.25
Greer 31, 209, 180. 100, en cee cee cen 9,954.61
§ Harmon 46, 268. .. ves 1,373, . ves e 17,024.33
Harper 328, 313, e ... 4,000, ven 2,484. ee« | 6,539,094
Haskell 4. 216, 520. 300, 3,659, - 14,068, cen 71.36
Bughes 219, 487, 165, 80, 2,366, Qe L eee e 26,846.00
Jackson 352, 1,234, 690, 220, 4,843, e ' 11,244, ves 27,935,79
* |Jefferson 272, 114, 420. 200, 6,000. i 5,129, . 6,806.00
> |¥ohnston 743. 483, 636. 300. 4,000. cen .o eee 7.372.81
Kay 1,035, 1,761, 2,255, 1,116. 6,000, ceu 20,530, ves 21,151.71
‘|King£isher 51. 264, cen ... ces ces 12,472, ... 34,727.63
Kiowa 58, 271, 160, 80. 6,000, . 11,317, - 24,092 45
Latfmer 27. 634, 540, 260. 3,630, ven cee iee 7,504,59
.11ePiore .1,576. .o 880, 440, 6,000. . 16,733, - 52,193,25
(lincoln 319, 416, 380. 180, 5,716, - 17,343, ... 52,682.87
Legan 133, 69z, 320. 160. 5,818, 175, 31,927, are 39,520.00
|Love ) 738. 264, 240, 120, 12,119, . 9,074, ‘ea 22,212.67
HeClain 133, 478, 560, 280, 1,000. cee 29,915, vee 37,202.90
¥cCurtain 396, 678, 500, 160. 6,000, cee 1,674, ‘e 46,225,98
% |feIntosh Sl 1B, e 210, 40. -4,450, o0, 12,337, cee 33,022.02
v Bajor 54, 218, 80, 40. 4,000. ees - «ee [ 32,424.89
 |Birshall 87. 167, 160, 80. 1,481, cee een ... 27,163,35
fyes 798, 536. 580, 520, 6,000. . e ces 9,573.62
'Hﬁiay 580, 341, 120, 100, 3,467, 161, 24,525, ..o 32,057,00
mmlggee 506, 3,204, 895, 225, 12,998, 16, 16,816, -+ 1144,438.74
ftuata 275. 573, 400, 200, ‘e 34, 14,594, ‘e 13,973,331
eues 83, 546. 255, 105, 4,000, ves e ces 5,669,44
‘tuskee 219, 361, 240, 110, vee 114, 8,759, ver 47,601, 85
L ——
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. / > , . EXPENDITURES FOR DEFENSE SERVICES ) g
TELEPHZNE FOR MES’;A u:g’s\m" R ‘?o . &?c gQ$7 . & ' January 1 - December 31, 1973
IHE CYURTS S A o~ v 7,
] y v;b N4 “)'-5' Q‘Z’el;' A &3?0@ qw‘;,
" °°¢, 2 6"¢ &g ‘57‘ ct,:o ,,,0052, 'S;O - COUNTY LEGAL FEES TRANSCRIPT EXPENSE
» - I3 i
N 1;,5’ j’ﬁc«: & ‘;‘? ad & a5, © 26, © 27 : Preliminary
F 5 gl g 23, 4. - : Trial Appellate Hearing or
P & Lo 9 22. 12 . P g
3 20, &7 L2 ... §253,287. , X
19, 10,360, § 35,000.| $ 3,374.| s . 559 $ e 9.158.22 Level Level Trial Appeals
0. $ ¢ i ! “cas : N ces "
$ 23,120.4% 20,72 1,000. 6,000. 22,841, 086.06 Adai $ 4,525 $ 68 :
Oklahomy L. . 1,950. ’ ,000. . ! vee | 29,086, air , -0- $ 2,683 $  -o- ;
Okmulgee 969. i:igZ. 1,120. 560 i,ooo. 48. 15,044 - | BLo12.92 Alfalfa 1,200 250 40 0. |
Osage 170. 1i354. as0., 3,405. 26,189, e | 70,323 Atoka 5,075 250 401 -0-
Ottawa - . 7,653, .- . 1
.. . 680. ' .95 Beéaver 2,455 257 228 33 i
Payne. 174. R B 740 4,712. 36,265, i aaeae Beckham 3,900 -0- 349 -0- ;
284. 808. 1,460. 360.]  10,000. - 10,960 . oo | 57.760.47 Blaine 4,000 -0- 1,391 229 :
‘Pittsburg | o cee v 700, 850 4,000, - 723 ol B ,
. 00. . : /669, :
Pobrawmtonia .- ol I oo e L aeanaas Bryan 10, 925 600 887 1,507 3
pushmataha 8. 290, v s40.| . 6,079, .- 25,331, Caddo 6, 050 250 869 -0-
Roger Mills ‘ 963. 1,840. ) 15, 489. «J. | 39,762.34 Canadian 2,575 -0- 1,031 -0- :
Rogers e 9 340 700. 4,082- o 10,010, (10,050 96,942.38 Carter 7,460 -0- 420 ~0- :
49, . 6,206, . 110,000, i
ceminole 670. "7” 640 . 300. 7 216, .. ces .e | 14,437.00 Cherokee 4,560 200 528 ~0-
Sequoyah 430. 3 680. 360. 2 52. 22,216, 8,920.69 Choctaw 1,550 -0- 313 {
Stgphens 172. 1';25' 480. 240, 3'530' 23,333. «e. |e02,529.00 |
418. * o 20. ' * 251, ves b . . H
Texas 747. 40, 20,000, Cimarron 1,410 -0- 15 -0-
98. ,900. 7,120, ' 2,587.68 ’
T4 Hman 616. 3.102.1 14 w 37,237, RO S Cleveland 25,276 -0- 9,920 -0-
2 . cee PR LR
‘ 144. 400. o e . .-+ | 17,111.00 Goal 1,825 -0- -0- -0-
Wagonex 162, 2,042.] 1,495, ses.]. 4,000, 34780 -es | 30273000 Comanche 55,146 750 3,998 -0-
Washington : 169. 660. : 3,120. 23 «es | 28,286.00
Washita 156. P 180. 80, 6'000 - 6,733, Cotton 1,825 ~0- 273 -0-
316. ’ 448. s Craig 875 1590 - 849 192 :
Woods 775. 800. 5,498,39 8
Woodward . : 61,070. | §  4,552.| $ 998,260.] § 124,575.43325, | :
: $ B1,614.| $ 80,498. | $ 39,685.]% 361,071, Creek 14, 087 2,733 1,475 24 3
TOTAL $ 25,547, ’ Custer 7,750 250 ‘ 1,630 -0- j
Delaware 4,725 -0~ 134 -0-
Dewey 1,330 ~0- 103 -0-
Ellis 725 -0~ 132 -0-
Garfield 12,025 600 2,723 89
Garvin 5,350 100 1,612 -0-
Grady 9, 750 750 1,384 330 g
- Grant 760 -0- 223 -0~ 3
Greer 1,625 -0- F 766 -0- i
Harmon 450 -0~ "~ 198 -0- :
Harper 1,075 ~0- -0- -0-
%
7/ . o
Haskell 1,500 -0- 69 -0~ |
Hughes 2,750 -0 642 -0- :
Jackson 6,550 400 752 334
i Jefferson 1,725 1,252 -0 329
Johnston 3,625 -0- 198 ~0-
Kay 6,525 -0- 3,534 -0- A
|
Kingfisher 825 350 342 -0- ;‘
Kiowa 2,625 ~0- 174 -0- ‘
Latimer .3,350 ~0- 82 -0-
LeFlore 17,057 350 1,274 150
Lincoln 4,670 L ~D- 391 208
Logan 1,850 500 33 -0«
258
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JUROR AND WITNESS EXPENSES

1,500 - Court appointed attorneys

#% Included in Trial Level figure

* Mileage figure includ

jury fees,

ed with amount for

261

1972
COUNTY, LEGAL FEES TRANSCRIPT EXPENSE__ ; FEES REIMBURSEMENT TO JURORS
— Preliminary co
Trial Appellate Hearir?gs or ‘ ‘# —COUNTY Jury Witness__ Meals & Room Mileage
Level Level Trial Appeals ! Ada; s — —
i alr 8, 377 $ 353 $
593 § 396
Love $ 4,475 $ 800 $ 341 $ 186 el o220 17 90 196
McClain 1,975 -0- 292 *g' Beaver 'SZZ 550 836 632
McCurtain 5,885 675 1,170 0= Beckharm 5 450 57 103 169
Mclntosh 7,170 -0- 682 -0- Blaing ’ 290 749 689
Major 800 -0- 313 ~0- 2,915 406 226 640
Marshall 675 350 162 273 -
. i oryan 9,832 466 675 . 1000
- ,
Mayes 9,890 400 3,184 vo-0 Canagian o801 4,786, 409 1,003
Murray 2,725 ~0- 114 -0- Carter: 12’ goo 399 944 1,198
Muskagee 15, 825 500 2,361 990 ! Cherok »835 482 163 745
Noble 2,900 -0- .208 -0- ;; Chorokee 9,953 366 370 314
Nowata 2, 645 -0- Zié ‘g" : ctaw 9,596 556 -G- 254
-0- -0- ! :
Okfuskee b ‘ ; Cimarron 2,454 554 238 315
Oklahoma 119, 728% ok 4,169 11,387 ' gizdand 12,198 838 592 502
Okmulgee 9,012 925 2,057 2,022 Comanche 2,310 44 128 262
Osa.ge 10,326 4,441 2,032 871 Cotton 221726 2,269 1,216 1,216
Ottawa 5,250 4,000 510 11 Craig P 202 100 117
Pawnee -0- 2,250 ~0- 226 . ’ 256 : 323 762
«0- 217 -0-
Payne .10, 840 grefk 16,501 938 258 ! osg
Pittsburg 18, 710 1,842 1,387 1,529 Delawnre oo 448 277 450
Pontotoc 12, 640 -0- 5,695 -0~ Dewey 885 84 58 720
Pottawatomie 11, 355 300 1,689 -0- : Ellis 1717 12 57 139
Pushmataha 650 -0~ 27% -0- 1 Garfield 10’ 358 96 107 374
Roger Mills 50 -0- ;g; : -g' , ' 832 835 195
Rogers >0 o ; Garvin 5,887 804 226 874
; G
Seminole 9,750 500 400 ~0- 1 G:::Z 9,235 1,355 38 389
Sequoyah 5,405 -0- 324 -0- i Crons ; ;’23“’ 79 17 .
Stephens 4,260 250 878 =0- Harmon ’ éz 96 ) 137 188
Texas 9,175 100 297 389 Haenoo 862 48 61 2
Tillman 2,110 -0- . 332 . gSg P 1,537 . 8 94 215
61, 424 11,075 , , )
Tulsa 1 ’ II:IIas;;:ell 1,748 338 51 323
Wagoner 3,450 -0- 1,131 “0- g g’_g‘ig 312 553 390
Washington 10, 185 -0- 1,319 -0- Teffereon e 7 1,873 812 97
Washita 2,175 -0- 21 -0- Johnst ’ 77 400 25 - 256
Woods 920 150 72 72 Ko oron 2,575 2 , 485 286
Woodward 1,095 625 168 237 y 12,210 1,498 : 17 1,875 ..
] Kingfisher 3,486 24 217 522
Totals $623,011 $39, 175 $80, 304 © $28,506 Kmyva 2,025 210 245 293
: Latimer 1,815 201 68 130
II:eFlore 2,268 4, 106 554 1,577
" incoln 6,652 1,00 ’
% - Public Defender ’ y 009 525
*$118, 228 - Public Defende Logan 3 555 819 - oz . ;/g(i)
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JUROR AND WITNESS EXPENSES - 1972 (cont'd) . j ‘
FEES REIMBURSEMENT TQ JURORS. . I
S
__COUNTY__ - Iury - Witness___ Meals & Room___ Mileage .
Love, $ 3,672 % -0 $ 133 $ 15 §‘f§
McClain . 4,485 555 90 540 b
McCurtain 11,082 751 71 1,293 b
‘McIntosh 6,937 1,159 -0- 646 :
Major . 3,221 96 158 718 ; :
Marshall 2,702 124 246 237 : ?
Mayes 11,596 1,654 971 . 1,028
"Murray 3,202 338 655 A1 , :
Muskogee 18,021 654 1,383 . 256 . ' Do e ‘ ,
Noble ' 20 24 -0~ 13 : i A K §
Nowata 2,235 -0- -0~ © 69 ; v e . :
Okfuskee 2,095 633 -0- 207 ;
Oklahoma : 154,972 21,418 1,476 5,167
Okmulgee 22,280 4,392 68 570 : Co
Osage . 12,694 1,339 1,416 4, 358 ; , Jury fees , . , : , P
Ottawa 6,186 82 -0- 301 ' e $ 727,547 _ b
Pawnee - 4,474 640 ~0= 705 ' : Reimbursement to juirors o §
Payne 8,812 2,144 , - 629 1,196 : ‘ for mileage . ., .
Pittsburg 15,915 1, 249 173 863 . : ) $780,924 )
Pontotoc 9,228 926 52 170 Lo ‘. ’ Witness Fees , , , i \ - gl
Pottawatcmie 11,017 2,029 193 447 : I S S5 { TR 99”404 ‘ » ;
Pushmataha - 1,575 450 -0- 595 Reimbursement to jorors ' RN - ‘ : Loy
Roger Mills 368 12 31 144 - for meals and room ~ wo \ : Lo
Rogers 8,857 . 875 409 819 . - ‘ D e SRR /-1 |- S
Seminole 4,321 1, 283 31 1,238 ; ' TOTAL . , . . . .7 89070 533 o P
Sequoyah 4,078 352 190 376 : . R P
Stephens 4,612 288 77 114 : e
Texas 6, 660 403 728 878 P
Tillman 1,567 213 118 107 : e .
Tulsa 105,474 24,013 3,355 1,252 : ‘ Lo
Wagoner 7,092 273 . 152 2,059 : AL
Washington 4,980 542 44 105 Co
Washita 3,345 1, 147 219 309, b
Woods 2,752 525 103 531 [
Woodward 3,697 285 83 359 Lo
Totals $727, 547 $ 99,404 $27, 205 $53,377 %
. Co
. |
j
|
)
I
4 !
! _ . j
4 . . ; I
; 262 L . o &
: -~ ‘ 263 A i
| . ' 1
“:i 7;“ v {
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OKLAHOMA JUDICIARY'S SUPPORT SOURCES: A BREAKDOWN

{Based on local expenditures ccupled with those from appropriated funds)

12 -
11 -

10 -

\n

e

— o —

1970

1971

1972

1973

1969
1970
1971
1972

1973

Self.-
Generated
Support

5,297,458
78. 4%

5,380,072
45, 0%

8, 084, 282
80.1%

8, 749,012
79.1%

9,300, 632
76. 8%

Key:

Self-generated
State-generated

T'ntal support

K

: S

&

State
Generated
Support

1,461,768
21.6%

6,568, 311
55.0%

2,002, 865
19. 9%

2,308, 166
20. 9%

2,811,377
23.2%

secescesssese

Total
Support

6, 759, 226
- 100%

11, 948, 383
100%

10, 087, 147
100%

11,057,178
100%

12,112,009
100%




Million

k 3 SOURCES
BREAKDOWN OF FUNDIL.G !

FOR THE SUPPORT Ox THE OKLAHOMA COURT SYSTEM

{Based on Appropriations) .

1971

1972

- State
$7 - Fiscal General T udi.cial .
- Yl':ar ) Revenue Fund VTota.-.
6% - ‘ ‘
cst?® [ - -0- $4, 995, 243
6 - doaeseee 1969-70 $4.fg§a}0243 100%
L eeeet - ) ¢ 4,579, 865
5 - - 2,002, 865 2,571,000 3209,
. ‘5 . ....- - 1970 71 y . .. 43, 7‘70 56. 3% 10\% :
o 5 = Re. 2 0 5,549,896
o \ ‘.. LT - . 2,308, 166 3,241,73 ’ »
. - I e 1971.72 o e 58. 4% . 100%
K \ .
- . : 2 5,835,998
- “1972- 2,811,377 3,024, 621 252% 2
35 - \ ’ - S , _' 3, 899, 129 6, 223, 632
\ . . \ ’ - 73-74 z,324, 503 ’ » ’
- \ : Pl 19 37.3% 62.7% 100%
3 3 \ - ~~e. i ‘
SR g R - - - - -~ .
2% - \ P . Key:
\_ - General Fund ~---cre-w
2 - N State Judicial
Fund
1}5 - . TotalF}_]nding.--pouaci
117‘Y 19655 1970-71 1971-12 1972-73 - 1973-74
b & P SO oy e
COURT FUND EARNINGS, EXPENDITURES AND
STATE JUDICIAL FUND CONTRIBUTIONS
1969 - 1972
" Million
$16 .
15 -
14 -
Expen- State Judicial _
13 - . Earnings ditures* Fund Contrib, #x
12 - 1969 7,114,388 5,297, 458 1, 605, 968
11 . 1970 8,157,051 5,280,072 2,841,271
10 - 1971 8,389,911 5,507, 282 2, 825,157
o v . 22, 1
o~ .
et 9 - / 1972 9,048, 353 5,739, 117 3,356,026
8 - ] .
7 . v Key:
Earnings
6 -
— e lem o - - - - Expenditures ---......
5 . T w w w om o - wws
S.J.F. Contrib-
4. utions fererenens
3 - .'....Ooonnnoonllbltcct--o-:."a.....'.
2 - [ .t * *exclusive of S, J. F, contributions
**includes law library fund contribu-
1 - tions, '
1969 1970




- COURT FUND

CONTRIBUTIONS TO STATE JUDICIAL FUND - 1972 TIONS TO STAT E JUDICIAL FUND : :
' - = 1972 (cont'd)

Adair $ -0- Kay $21,151.71 i
Alfalfa 15, 740. 27 Kingfisher 34,727.63 $ 8,920. 69 1
Atoka 9, 694,22 Kiowa 24,092.45 602,529'08
Beaver 8,676.78 Latimer 7,504.59 ‘22” 587. 65 ; ‘
Beckham 85, 135.52 LeFlore 52, 193. 25 Washington 21, 850. 59 _,

‘ Washita 17’ 110' 98
Blaine 7,026, 83 Lincoln 52,682.90 : ’ . ;1
Bryan -0- Logan 39,519.72 Woods 30, 173. 29 L
Caddo 55,751, 60 Love 22,212, 67 Woodward 28, 286. 06
Canadian 83,620.08 McClain 37,202.90 . :
Carter 39,267. 04 McCurtain 46,225.98 TOTAL $3, 325,499, 30
Cherokee 41,063.20 McIntosh 33,022,02 i A
Choctaw . -0- Major 32,424.89 ‘
Cimarron 3,308.02 Marshall 27,163.35 :
Cleveland 94,395, 75 Mavyes 9,573.62 {
Coal : 6,355, 60 Murray 32,057. 38
Comanche 136,199.19 '~ . Muskogee 144, 438, 74 |
Cotton 5,096.03 . Noble 13,973.31
Craig 7,947. 37 Nowata 5, 669, 44
Creek 39,301, 40 ‘Okfuskee 47,601, 85 :
Custer 53,973.51 Oklahoma 1253,287.12
Delaware 31, 990. 96 Okmulgee 9,158.22
Dewey 7,003. 04 Osage - -0- ;
Ellis 9,836. 46 Ottawa 29,086, 06
Garfield 81,203.83 Pawnee 81,912.92
Garvin 69,529, 49 Payne 70,323.12 ,
Grady 85,407.42 Pittsburg 87,132.95 *
Grant 12,789.25 Porntotoc 22,620.75 ‘ :
Greer 9,954, 61 Pottawatomie 57, 760,47
Harmon 17,024, 33 Pushmataha 6,243,32
Harper 6,539. 94 Roger Mills 8,669.73 -
Haskell 71,36 Rogers 40,402.40
Hughes 26,846, 22 Seminole 39, 762. 34
Jackson 27,935.79 Sequoyah 96, 942. 38
Jefferson 6,805, 80 Stephens -0- |
J ohnston 7,372.81 Texas 14,437.03 ;
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Adair
Alfalfa
Atoka
Beaver
Beckham

Blaine
Bryan
Caddo
Canadian
Carter

Cherokee
Choctaw
Cimarron
Cleveland
Coal

Comanche
Cotton
Craig
Creek
Custer

Delaware
Dewey
Ellis
Garfield
Garvin

Grady
Grant
Greer
Harmon
Harper

Hasgkell
Hughes
Jackson
Jefferson
Johnston

LAW LIBRARY CONTRIBUTIONS - 1972

-0-
-0-

11,602, 36

-0-
_0-

-0-
-0-
-0-
-0-
-0-

-0-
-0-
-0-
-0-
216,41

-0-
-0~
-0-

Q-

376.03
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Kay
Kingfisher
Kiowa
Latimer
LeFlore

Lincoln
Logan
L.ove
McClain.
McCurtain

McIntosh
Major
Marshall
Mayes
Murray

Muskogee
Noble
Nowata
Okfuskee
Oklahoma

Okmulgee
Osage
Ottawa
Pawnee
Payne

Pittsburg
Pontotoc
Pottawatomie
Pushmataha
Roger Mills

Rogers
Seminole
Sequoyah
Stephens
Texas

$ 2,249.95
-0-
0~
-0~
-0~

-0-
-0-
-0- .
-0-

1,493, 34

1,054.23
-0-
-0-
-0-

3,583.98

2,020, 34
-0-
-0~
-0~
-0-

LAW LIBRARY CONTRIBUTIONS

Tillman
Tulsa
Wagoner
Washington
Washita

Woods .
Woodward

TOTAL

o -0-
-0«
-0-
855, 44
-0- '

-0-
-0-

$30,527. 14
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COMPARATIVE TABLE OF LAWYER, PHYSICIAN AND DENTIST
POPULATION DISTRIBUTION - 1972

Lawyers M. D.'s Dentists
per . Medical per . per
Lawyersy{ 100, 000 Doctors | 100,000 | Dentists 100, 000
COUNTY 1972 Population 1972 Population 1972 - {Population
Adair 5 32.3 3 38.7 4 25.8
Alfalfa T 97.2 2 27.8 4 55. 6
Atoka 11 100. 9 2 18.3 1 9.2
Beaver 7 109.4 3 46.9 1 15.6
Beckham 13 84.4 15 97.4 9 58. 4
Blaine. 13 109.2 11 92.4 5 42,
Bryan 20 76.9 13 50. 7 26.9
Caddo 14 47.9 11 37.7 9 30.8
Canadian 26 77.2 16 47.5 9 26.17
Carter 53 138.4 45 117.5 18 47,
Cherokee 13 54,4 7 29.3 7. 29.3
Choctaw 7 45,2 6 39.5 4 25.8
Cimarron 3 75. 2 50. 1 25.
Cleveland 134 155.8 37 101,2 31 36..
Coal 3 53.6 2 35,7 - -
Comanche 70 65,7 69 64.8 26 24.4
Cotton 4 57.1 2 28.6 1 14.3
Craig 12 79.5 16 106. 4 26.5
Creek 48 102.3 18 *38.4 12 25.6
Custer o 22 95.7 16 69.6 9 39,1
Delaware 11 61.1 7 38.9 4 22.2
Dewey 5 87,7 - - - -
Ellis 6 115.4 7 134.6 1 19.2
Garfield 67 118.2 61 107.6 30 52.9
Garvin 22 88. 12 48, 9 36.
Grady 25 82.2 25 82.2 9 29. 6
Grant 6 83.3 1 13.9 3 41.7
Greer 6 74.1 6 74.1 3 317.
Harmon 2 40, 3 60. 2 40.
Harper 4 80. 6 120. 1 20.
Haskell 4 41.2 2 20.6 1 10,3
Hughes 15 112.8 8 60.2 4 30.1
Jackgon 20 64.1 19 60.9 8 25.6
Jefferson 4 55,6 6 83.3 2 27.8
Jehnston 4 51.3 3 51.3 1 12. 8
Kay 85 172.4 50 101. 4 26 52,7
Kingfisher 17 129, 8 8 61,1 6 45.8
Kiowa 12 95.2 6 47.6 3 23.8
Latirner 4 46,5 1 11.6 3 34,9
l.eFlore 14 42,8 14 42.8 4 12.2
Lincoln 18 90, 8 40, 8 40,
Logan 15 5. 9 45, 4 20,
Love 9 157.9 2 " 35.1 1 17.5
MeClain 17 115.6 5 34. 3 20.4
McCurtain 10 31.8 7 22.3 4 12.17
274

Lawyers | M. D.'s Dentists
per . Medical per . per
Lawyers| 100,000 Doctors 100,000 | Dentists {100,000
COUNTY 1972 Paopulation 1972 - | Population 1972 [Population
MclIntosh 10 80. 5 40, 2 _16.
Major 9 121. 6 1 13.5 2 217.
Marshall 12 155.8 3 39 3 39.
Mayes 18 75.9 6 25.3 6 25.3
Murray 11 102.8 5. 46.7 3 28.
Muskogee 100 - 164.5 89 146.4 25 <41.1
Noble 9 88.2 4 39,2 4 39.2
Nowata 6 60. z 20. 2 20.

. Okfuskee 8 72.7. 5 45.5 3 27.3
Oklahoma 1669 309.4 1064 197.3 273 50.6
Okmulgee 37 103,1 19 52.9 10 27,9
Osage 36 120.8 10 33,6 5 16. 8
Ottawa 32 103.6 i4 45,3 12 38.8
Pawnee 3 70.2 "6 52.6 3 26.3
Payne a8 72,7 43 82,2 18 34.4
Pittsburg 48 126,3 33. 86.8 12 31.6
Pontotoc 38 133.8 30 105.6 9 31.7
Pottawatomie 47 105.6 34 76.4 13 29.2
Pushmataha -5 53.2 4 42,6 - -
Roger Mills 3 68.2 1 22.7 - -
Rogers 25 84,2 9 30.3 10 33,7
Seminole 38 150.8 11 43,7 7 27.8
Sequoyah 14 58. 6 5 20.9 4 16.7
Stephens 50 138.1 20 55,2 12 33.1
Texas 16 97 7 42,4 6 36.4
Tillman 10 78.7 4 31.5 3 23.6
Tulsa 1213 295.3 532 129.5 239 58.2
Wagoner 7 31. 2 8.8 3 13.3

‘Washington 104 244.7 54 127.1 28 65.9
Washita 19 82.6 6 49.6 2 16.5
Woods 16 134.5 4 33.6 5 42.
Woodward 20 127.4 13 82.8 10 63,7

Total 4554 174.5 2670 102.3 1036 39.7

Source:

Population figuyes:
Oklahoma Emplpyment Security Comimy
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