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Feg 2 4 2003

Phil Lombardi, Clatk

o DISTRICT COURT
: UNITED STA‘I‘ES FEDERAL DISTRICT COU]%IF

FOR THE NCRTHERN DISTRICT OF OXLAHCOMA

e, 08CV138 E (O

DELORES BURNETT ARNOLD J.B.
BATES; ESSIE LEE JOHNSON RECK; )
THELMA DUNN BEDELL; JAMES D. )
BELL; PHINES BELL; FRANCES }
BLACKWELL; JUANITA WILLIAMS )
BLAKELY; JUANITA SMITH BOOKER; )
KINNEY BOOKER; DOROTHY BOOKER )
BOULDING; JEANETTE McNEAL _ )
BRADSHAW; THERESA FARLEE BRIDGES )
DYSART; JOHNNIE L. GRAYSON BROWN; )
CLARENCE BRUNER; LULA BELLE LACY )
BULLOCK; JOE R. BURNS; ROSA L. )
GREEN BYNUM; MURIEL MIGNON LILLY )
CABELL; BEATRICE CAMPBELL- )
WEBSTER; JAMES DALE CARTER; )
ROSELLA CARTER; SAMUEL CASSIUS; )
NACMI HOOKER CHAMBERLAIN; MILDRED )
MITCHELL CHRISTOPHER; MILDRED ) STATES CITIZENSHIP IN
LUCAS CLARK; OTIS GRANVILLE ) . VIOLATION OF THE
CLARK; SANDY CLARK; BLANCHE . ) FOQURTEENTH AMENDMENT
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

COMPLAINT FOR:

(1) DEPRIVATION OF LIFE
AND LIBERTY AND THE
PRIVILEGES AND
IMMUNITIES OF UNITED
STATES, CITIZENSHIP IN
VIOLATION OF THE
FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT
OF THE U.S.
CONSTITUTION;

' {2) DEPRIVATION OF
PROPERTY AND
PRIVILEGES AND
IMMUNITIES OF UNITED

CHATMAN COLE; WORDIE "PEACHES" OF THE U.S.
MILLER COOPER; CARRIE HUMPHREY CONSTITUTION;
CUDJOE; LaVERNE COOKSEY DAVIS;
HATTIE LILLY DUNN; JAMES DURANT;
LUCILLE B. BUCHANAN FIGURES;
BRCHIE JACKSON FRANKLIN; JIMMIE
LILLY FRANKLIN; JOAN HILL
GAMBREL; ERNESTINE GIBBS; HAROLD
GIBBS; MARGARET TILLEY GIBBS;
THERESSA CORNELLA McNEAL GILLIAM;
LEON GRAYS, SR.; HAZEL FRANKLIN
HACKETT; MILDRED JOHNSON HALL;
NELL HAMILTON HAMPTON,; LERCY LEON
HATCHER; MADELEINE HAYNES; JAMES
FRISSELL “BOTTLEHEAD” HILL; JOYCE
WALKER HILL; DR. QLIVIA J.
HOOKER; SAMUEL L. HOOKER, JR.;

(3) VIOLATION OF THE EQUAL
' PROTECTION CLAUSE AND
THE PRIVILEGES AND
IMMUNITIES CLAUSE OF
THE FOURTEENTH
AMENDMENT OF THE U.S.
" CONSTITUTION;

(4) VIOLATION OF U.8.C.
§1981; '

(5) VIOLATION OF U.S.C.
§1987;
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:JUANITA MAXINE SCOTT PARRY IDA

'PAYNE JOAN ALEXANDER POWDRILL;

WILHELMINA Gﬁﬁ§§ HOWELL; CHARLES
BUGHES; MYRT. NELLS HURD VERA
INGRAM:; EUNICL CLOMAN JACKSON
GENEVIEVE ELIZABETH TILLMAN
JACKSON; WILLIE BELL WHITE
JACKSON; DR. HOBART JARRETT;
ARTIE LACY JOHNSON; WILMA
MITCHELL JOHNECN; EDWARD EARVEN
JONES; HAZEL DOLORES SMITH JONES;
THELMA THURMAN EKNIGHT; LEANNA
JOHNSCN LEWIS; KATIE MAE JOHNSON
LIVINGSTON; ALICE HIGGS LOLLIS;
ROANNZ HENRY MceCLURE; BELDORIS MAE
ECTOR McCONDICHIE,; CAROL
SMITHERMAN MARTIN; MARY TACOMA
MAUUPIN; WILLIE MUSGROVE MEANS;
ISHMAEL S. MORAN; RUTH DEAN NASH;
SIMEON L. NEAL; AIMADGE J.
NEWKIRK; MYRTLE NAPIER OLIVER

BURNS DPATTERSON; FREDDIE SCOTm

ALICE PRESLEY; ‘DeLoIs VADEN
RAMSEY; CORA HAWKINS RENFRO;
EIMON R. RICHARDSON; JEWEL
SMITHERMAN ROGERS; JULTIUS WARREN
SCOTT; ORA LEE SCOTT; TULETA S.
DUNCAN SHAWNEE; VENEICE DUNN
SIMMS; HAL “CORNBREAD” SINGER;
BEULAH LOREE KEENAN SMITH; GOLDEN
WILLTAMS SMITH; LOLA SNEED
SNOWDEN; JAMES L. STEWARD;
DOROTHY WILSON STRICKLAND; SARAH
TATUM; LOIS WHITE TAYLOR; WILLIE
MaE SHELBURN THOMPSCN; EFFIE LEE
SPEARS TODD; MELVIN C. TODD;
KATHRYN MAE TAYLOR TOLIN; BESEIE
MAE AUSTIN VESTER; QUEEN ESTHER
LOVE WALKEE; SAMUEL WALKER; TROY
SIDNEY WALKER; OSCAR DOUGLAS
WASHINGTON; MARY LEON BROWN
WATSON; ALLEN MATTHEW WHITE;
CECIT. WHITE; MARIE WHITEHORN;
MILDRED EVITT WILBURN; BERTRAM C,
WILLIAMS,; LOUIE BARTON WILLIAMS;
WESS YOUNG; JOHN HOPE FRANKLIN;
CAESAR LATIMER; WILLIAM
SHAKESPEARE LATIMEE; JAYPHEE
CLINTON; MAJCR SYLVESTER LATIMER;

; VIOLATION OF 1U.S. C
§1985

(7) PROMISSORY ESTOPPEL.

Filing Date:
Trial Date:
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MARTIN; FELTON MARTIN; LESLIE

ELIHU LATIMER; FRED LATIMER, SR.;
PATELLA LATI® ° PEGUES; THELIA
LATIMER; ELLA LATIMER BRADFORD;
MAGGIE LATIMER; ALICE LATIMER;
CHRISTOPHER ANITA WILLIAMS;
ARTHUR JEFFERSON; JESSIE THOMAS;
JUANITA ALEXANDER HOPKINS;
JOENETTA ADAMS; RHONDA ANDERSON;
ROBERT EARL ANDERSCON; DIANE
ANDERSON STEELE; MARIETTA
ANDERSON WAITERS; RUTH ELLA
AUTRY, JAMES AUTRY, OTIS AUTRY;
ELMER AUTRY; AILEEN JOANNE AUSTIN
COBURN; LEONA AUSTIN McCAIN;
RAMONA DINKINS WIMBERLY; ERLINE
CROSSLIN, BILLIE WAYNE RUCKER; J.
C. RUCKER; ROBERT C. RUCKER;
ROSELLA TURNER; JOHN BAILEY; ROY
DAVIS; A. BANKS; BERNICE BANKS
DAVIS; AUDREY BANKS PARSON: MARY
BELI, ARRTNGTON; R.G. BELL;
CATHRYN BELL SNODDY; LISA
PRESLEY; JILIL, ELIZABETH PRESLEY;
JEAN WILLIAMS MCGILL; MATTIE
DAVIS OLIVER; ALLENE KNIGHTEN
RAYFQRD; JAMES BERNARD KNIGHTEN;
BERNICE LAWLER; LORRAINE _
MCFARLAND; THELMA KINTLAW CERMANY;
DOROTHY JONES; NANCY MARTIN,
CATHERINE MARTIN, JAMES PRESTON

BEARD; MARY PRISCILLA PARKER
HARRISON; GENIEIVE JACKSON;
DIANA LYNN SHELTON; SHIRLEY
SHELTON; OSCAR BOYD; ALICE BOYD
VAUGHN; HELEN SIPUEL HUGGINS;
LAVADA LOUISE PARKER OSBOURNE;
HOWARD LEROYD DENNIE; LAWRENCE
HERMAN DENNIE; ALFREDA O. DENNIE
FPRANKLIN; NORMAN JEAN DENNIE
LESHIE; FRANK EUGENE RODGERS; IDA
LOUISE DENNIE WILLIS; EDNA EARLY
WORKS; ORA SMITH; LEONA JERRYE
BRUNER ANTHONY; CLIFTON JOE
TIPTON; NAQOMI LAWSON BROWN;
EDWARD LAWSON; BERNARD CARTER;
EDDIE HUE CARTER; ROBERT CARTER,
JR.; SAMUEL LEE CARTER; BOBBIE
JEAN CARTER TENNYSON; JOHNNYE
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:STROTHER MARY A. WILSON JIMMIE
WICKAM; FRANK WALKER SR.; MARIA
EWALKER RILEY WALKER JR. DANIEL

EDWINA WALKER CARR ' MARCLA
'WALKER POCKET WILLIAM D WALKER

THAWKINS OLANDER HAWKINS STARLA

CANNON LAWSQ?ME NATHANTEL
CANNON; HENRE® “ANNCN; MILDRED
CANNON WALLACE; SARAH CURVAY
MAYSHAW; LINDA EDMONDSON GRAVES;
NAOMT NASH WILLIAMS WIMBERLY;
PATRICIA WILLIAMS; PEGGY ANN
MCRUFFIN MITCHELL; AUDELE BEEKS
MCLEOD; FELICTIA MCLEOD JOHNSON;
WALLACE MCLEOCD, JR.; DELLA
SHELTON JACKSCON; JOHNNY SHELTON;
FAYE MAY; BETTY ANDERSON; MAIME
SHELTON; BILLY SHELTON; MARGARET
LEE; EUNA VANN SMITH, MARIETTA
ANDERSON WAITERS; IRMA THOMAS
ANTHONY; LEONTYNE THOMAS HARRELL;
JERRY FIELDS THOMAS; OVEID LACY
III; ROBERT LACY; NICHOLAS A. .
BANKS; BERNICE E. DAVIS; AUDREY
PARSONS; LEROY KIRK, JR.; MAE
ETTZ REYNOLDS; JOHN W. PATTON; JO
ANN EWING; WANDA EWING POPE;
ROBERT EWING; BILL EWING; BCBBYE
LOUISE GILBERT; FANNIE WILLIAMS;
SIMON BERRY JR.; MARGUERITE
BAGRY; MAXINE JESSIE VADEN; JOYCE
RAMSEY; RAYMOND BEARD, SR.; FLOYD
PRICE; CARCLYN PRICE JOHNSON;
MILDRED LOUISE DAVIS SCOTT; FRED
DAVIS; SANDRA JEAN DAVIS
LANDRUM; ROSTE LEE JACKSON; FRED
SMITH; FANNIE SMITH VERNER; ERMA
SMITH THCMPSON; DELORES
HARRINGTON; SHIRLEY RIDLEY; PAT
MOORE; SHIRLEY TYUS; SELMA
LOCKARD; FRANK LOCKARD; JESSIE

MAE LOCKARD; EDWARD LOCKWARD;
ERNEST LOCKARD; OSCAR LOCKARD;
CORTEZ LOCKARD; EMMA LOCKARD

HORN; PATRICIA WILLIAMS; LORENZO
CARLOS VANN; CARRIE M. MCDONALD

WALKER BITSON JR. KEITH
HAMILTON; CARL’ WALKER JR.

OLENE WALKER WASHINGTON JEANETTE
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HAWKINGS; CHA%L%FTE WILLIAMS;
NAOMI LAWSON QOUWN; EDWARD

LAWSON; MA

ANN LAWSON;

WILBUR FOS
BERNARD CA
ROBERT CAR
CARTER; BO
TENNYSON ;

BRANLETT ;

NASH; AUDR
TAYLOR; GE

MILDRED MARIAN HAMEL MILLER;

LADAWNA MI
MARGARET T
LACY; RAYM

.

THE GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF

OKLAHOMA (
capacity} ;
CHIEF OF P
TULSA (in
THE CITY ©

DEPARTMENT;

100, inclu

RCUD_LAWSON MARGARET
PALMER LAWSCON, JR.;
TER; RONALD MOORE;
RTER; EDDIE CARTER;
TER, JR.; SAMUEL LEE
BRIE JEAN CARTER
DOROTHY WILLIAMS
GRANT WILLIAMS; .TEERY
EY TAYLCR; BYRCN
RALDINE PERRYMAN-TEASE;

LLER; PATSY ROBINSON;
HARPE; MAXINE JACKSON
CND PRESLEY,

Piaintiffse,

in his official
THE CITY OF'TULSA; THE
OLICE QF THE CITY OF
his official capacity);
F TULSA POLICE

and DOES 1 through
sive,

Defendants.

follows:

L T e v

COMFPLAINT

{Jury Trial Reguested)

Plaintiffs JOHN MELVIN ALEXANDER et al.

allege as
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1. This action arises under the Fourteenth Amendment
to the Constituticon of the Uniﬁed States; the Civil Rights Act
of April 9, 1866, 14 Stat. 27, currently codified at 42 U.S.C.
§1981; the Civil Rights Act of April 20, 1871, 17 Stat. 13,
currently codified at 42 U.S.C. §§81983, 1985(3). Jurisdiction is

based on 28 42 U.S.C. 881331, 1343, and 1367.

HISTORICAL OVERVIEW QOF THE CIRCUMSTANCES

THAT PRECIPITATED THIS SUIT

A. Plaintiffs_And Defendants

2. Plaintiffs, United States citizens, are the

African American survivors of the *“Tulsa Race Riot” of May 31,
1921 to June 1, 1921, and/or their descendants who were African
American residents of the Greenwcod section of the City of Tulea
{(“Greenwood”). They bring this suit for restitution and repair
of the injuries sustained by them or their relatives from the
actions and inaction of the STATE OF OKLAHOMA and the CITY OF
TULSA for actes they committed during and in the aftermath of the
Riot. Defendants the STATE OF OKLAHOMA and the CITY OF TULSA
conspired together and acted in concert with one another
throughout and after the rict. The Defendants called out local

units of the State Naticnal Guard and deputized white citizens
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of Tulsa, Okjakoma ("Tulea’), who, actipgunder color of stace
law, particiﬁatéd'as me%bérs of_a-whitéﬂmgﬁiiﬂ:a.?écé ri¢£§£h§t
was desgigned to, and did in fact, brutalize and terrorize the
African American residents of the Greenwood District. Almost
every building in the Greenwood District was razed to the
ground.

3. one éroﬁp'Qf §léihtiffstas fcrcib1y removed from

their homes by the white mob that included Defendants’ lawful

agents. That group inclﬁdes:'THELMA DUNﬁ BEDELL, who escaped
while shots were fired at her home; FRANCES BLACKWELL; NELL
HAMILTON HAMPTON; ISHMAEL S, MORAWN; JUANITA MAXINE SCOTT PARRY;
and JAMES L. STEWARD, who was forced ocut of hig home after the
rioting white mob set fire to the building while he and his
family were still inside.

9, Cther Plaintiffs escaped from the mob only to be
captured later by the members of Defendant the City of Tulsa’s
police force or by the National Guard. They include Plaintiffs
JOHN ALEXANDER, JUANITA SMITH BCOKER, KINNEY BOOKER, DOROTHY
BOOKEER BOULDING, JOHWNIE L. GRAYSON BROWN, JOE R. BURNS, ROSA L.
GREEN BYNUM, BEATRICE CAMPBELL-WEBSTER, NAOMI HQOQOKER
CHAMBERLATIN, MILDRED MITCHELIL CHERISTOPHER, CARRIE HUMPHREY
CUDJOE, LUCILLE BUCHANAN FIGURES, ERNESTINE GIBBS, HAROLD GIBES,
HAZEL FRANKLIN HACKETT, MADELEINE HAYNES, JOYCE WALKER HILL,
VERA ITNGRAM, EUNICE CLOMAN JACKSON, DR. HOBART JARRETT, HAZEL

DELCRES SMITH JONES, MARY TACOMA MAUPIN, ALICE HIGGS LOLLIS,

Draft @ ' COMPLAINT
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ISHMAEL S. MgﬁéF SIMON R. RICHARDSON ?EQLE?_;OEFE KEENAN |
SMITH, GOLDEN NILLIAMS SMIwH DOROTHY WLSON STRICKLAND LOI%
WHITE TAYLOR, BERTRAM C. WILLTAMS, LOUIE BARTON WILLIAMS, and
WESS YOUNG.

5. Other Plaintiffs were forced to flee town
completely. They include J.B. BATES, LULA BELLE LACY BULLOCEK,
JAMES DALE CARTER, who was carried forty miles by his mother,
ROSELLA CARTER, OTIS GRANVILLE CLARK, LERQY LECN HATCHER, who
walked nine miles to escape the ricting white mobk, JOYCE WALKER
HILL, EDWARD EARVEN JONES, ELDORIS MAE ECTOR McCONDICHIE, SIMECN
L. NEAL, RUTH DEAN NASH, JUANITA MAXINE SCOTT PARRY, IDA BURNS
PATTERSO, ALICE PRESLEY, ORA LEE SCOTT, TULETA 5. DUNCAN
SHAWNEE, BEULAE LOREE KEENAN SMITH, LOLA SNEED SNCOWDEN, LOIS
WHITE TAYLOR, WILLIE MAE SHELBURN THOMPSCON, QUEEN ESTHER LOVE
WALKER, who was shobt at as she attempted te flee, and MARIE
WHITEHORN

g. These and other Plaintiffs had their property
looted and burned by the white mob acting under color of sgtate
law. They include J.B. BATES, ESSIE LEE JOHNSON BECK, J.D.
BELL, PHINES BELL, JUANITA SMITH BOCKER, KINNEY BOCKER, DOROTHY

BOOKER BOULDING, JEANETTE McNEAL BRADSHAW, TERESA EARLEE BRIDGES

DYSART, JOHMNNIE L. CRAYSON BROWN, ROSA L. GREEN BYNUM, MURIEL

MIGNON LILLY CABELL, MILDRED MITCHELL CHRISTOPHER, MILDRED LUCAS

CLARK, OTIS GRANVILLE CLARK, BLANCHE CHATMAN COLE, CARRIE

HUMPHREY CUDJOE, HATTIE LILLY DUNN, JAMES DURANT, LUCILLE
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RUCHANAN FIGEﬁEﬁ ARCHIE JACKSON FRANKLIN: JIMMIE LILLY |
FRANKLIN, ERN&L3TINE GIBRES, hAROLD GIBBS .MARGARET TILLEY GIBBS,.
THERESSA CORNELLA McNEAL GILLIAM, LEON GRAYS, SR., MILDRED
JOHNSCON HALL HAZEL FRANKLIN HACKETT, LEROY LEON HATCHER,
MADELEINE HAYNES, JAMES FRISSELL "BOTTLEHEAD" HILL, JOYCE WALKER
HILL, DR. QLIVIA J. HOOKER, SAMUEL L. HOOKER, JR., WILHELMINA
GUESS HOWELL, VERA INGRAM, GENEVIEVE ELIZARETH TILLMAN JACKSON,
DR. HOBART JARRETT, WILMA MITCHELL JOHNSCON, HAZEL DELCRES SMITH
JONES, THELMA ENIGHT, CARQI. SMITHERMAN MARTIN, MARY TACCMA
MAUPIN, RUTH DEAN NASH, SIMECON L. NEAL, ALMADGE J. NEWKIERE,
JUANITA MAXINE sSCOTT PARRY, IDA BURNS PATTERSON, DELOIS VADEN
RAMSEY, JEWEL SMITHERMAN ROGERS, JULIUS WARREN SCOTT, VENEICE
DUNN SIMS, BEULAH LOREE XKEENAN SMITH, GOLDEN WILLIAMS SMITH,
LOLA SNEED SNOWDEN, JAMES L. STEWARD, DOROTHY WILSON STRICKLAND,
LOIS WHITE TAYLOR, WILLIE MAE SHELBURN THOMPSON, EFFIE LEE
SPEARS TODD, MELVIN C. TODD, QUEEN ESTHER LOVE WALKER, SAMUEL
WALKER, TROY SIDNEY WALKER, and MARY LEON BROWN WATSON,

7. Other Plalntlffs were phy51ca11y ln]ured They
1nclude CARRIE HUMPHREY CUDJOE, JAMES DURANT and BEULAH LOREE
KEENAN SMITH.

8. Cther Plaintiffs had family members who were -
killed by the ricting white mob. They include J.B. BATES, LEROY
LEON HATCHER, and (CECIL WHITE,.

9. The rioting white mob so terrorized many of the

Plaintiffs’ families, incliuding those of LEON GRAYS, SR,

i
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ELDORIS MAE EQ%OR MCCONDICHIE ALICE PRESLEY and WILLIE MAL
SHELBURN THOMssON that they left Tulsa o;lthe State of Oklahoma_u
for good in the wake of the riot.

10. Many of the Plaintiffs’ families were denied the
opportunity to rebuild their homes and businesses in Greenwood
subsegquent to the riot.

11. THE GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA and the
TULSA CHIEF OF POLICE are sued in their official capacity
because their predecessors in office acted in a manner
consistent with the powers accruing to that office. In civil
rights lawsuits, it is not the historical person, but the state
or municipal institution thet is held responsible for the acts
of government officials. Because both the individuals occupying
the peszsition of Governor of the State of Oklahoma and Chief of
Police of Tulsa in 1521 used the cfficial power of their
pesitions to prowpagate the Riot and empower the rioting white
mob, the incumbents of these positions remain responsible for
the official acts carried out in the name of the Governoxr of the
State of Oklahoma and the Chief of Police. THE CITY OF TULSA and

THE CITY OF TULSA PCLICE DEPARTMENT are also sued.

B. Background of the Suit

12. Before the Civil War, Cklahoma was a territory in

which African Americans were held in slavery. After the war,
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African AmeriSQPs éﬁ@loﬁhexé.mfgraﬁgd Fg_;?he t;rrltgry,
seeking econonic opportunlty Oklahoma wds, in the words of
Ralph Ellison, “a magnet for many individuals who had found
disappointment in the older area of the country, white as well
as black, but for Negroeg it has a traditional association with
freedom which had entered their folklore. Thus the uneducated
and educated alike saw Cklahoma as a land of opportunity.”?’

13. Yet after Oklahoma gained statehood in 15807,
African Americans faced increasing discrimination at the hands
of white settlers. The legiglature’s first bill called for
segregation on railrcads. The state enacted restrictions on
African Americans’ wvoting rights and servige cn juries, and
gtarting in the 1910’2 in Cklahoma, but continuing throughout
the Jim Crow era,’ municipalities promoted gross differentials in
funding of white and separate, segregated schools. Twice during
the decade of the 1910‘s the United States Supreme Court struck

down Oklahoma legislation that discriminated on the basis of

race: the first was the railroad segregation statute; the second

1. Going to the Territory, in The Collected Essays of Ralph
Ellison 601 (Jonn Callahan ed. 1595).

2. Jim Crow is the name historians give tc the periocd between
the end of Reconstruction and the New Deal, which was
characterized by segregation laws. 8ee C. Vann Woodward, The
Strange Career of Jim Crow (3rd ed. 2002); Kenneth W. Mack,
"Law, Society, Identity, and the Making of the Jim Crow South, "
24 L, & Soc. Inguiry 377-409 (1599). Those laws typically
provided for segregation on railrocads, in schools, in housing,
and in public accommodations. Reconstructing the Dreamland: The
Tulsa Riot of 19521 7% (2002)
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was the gran%ﬁgpher clause in voting re;ﬂatratloa. Dafeadants,.
the STATE OF UKLAHOMA and the CITY OF TDMDA however per51sted
in their racial discrimination.’

14. African Americans who violated the etigquette of
segregation were subjected to viclence at the hands of the white
citizenry, on many occasions through the action or inaction of
the state. Sometimes that violenca_took_the form of riots, such
as an incident in Norman, Oklahoma, a small town that is now the
home of the University of Oklahoma. In 1858, a white man
employved an African American construction worker. A portion of
the white community, including Norman city cfficials, incensed
by the interracial workplace, severely injured the white man for
employing an African American.®

15, Algo gommon at the time were what was known as
"nigger driveg," to rémove African Americane from cities. After.
African Americans were driven out, cities established informal
"sun down" laws. They placed notices in prominent places
notifying African Americang that they could not remain in the
city after dark. For example, in the early 1%20s the signs in

Norman, Oklahoma, read, "Nigger, don't let the sun go down on

23

24

25

26

‘3. In a series of cases, the Oklahoma Supreme Court also upheld

differential funding of African American and white public

;schools,'and ‘eities throughout ‘the state passed zoning
'ordlnances_requ1r1ng r651dent1al Segregatlon
4. See’ Wallace V. Clty of Norman, 60 P. 108 (Okla Terr} 1300) .
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]

you in this Egmf." At other tlmes, the racial violence 1ed to

: _ f.m,nd .
death by lyncuing: the Oklahoma State Leglslature found that of
the 24 individuals lynched in Oklahoma between 1911 and 1921,
before 1921, 23 were African Americans.® Months before the Riot,

in August 1920, it was clear that the rule of law had broken
down in the state. Two men were lynched on the same weekend in
Oklahoma: one -— the only white man lynched during that periocd —
was taken from the Tulsa Jjail and lynched in front of a crowd
that included Tulsa police officers;’ and the next day an African
American man was taken from the Oklahoma City jail and lynched.®
16. .The African American community grew increasingly
concernad over lynchinogs. The August 1920 lynchings drove home
a particularly important leseon: that no one was safe in the
Tulga jail and that the African American community was likely to

be a continuing target of white mob violence. The Tulsa Star,

Greenwood’ g leadlng newspaper, editorialized about the Oklahoma

;Clty lynchlng that'“whlle the boy was in ]all . . . there was

danger of mob violence.”® The possibility of another lynching

wag very real to African Americans in the Greenwood District of

5. Norman Mok After Singie Smith Jazz, Oklahoma City Black
Dispatch (February 9, 1922). _ _ _

sSee 74 Okl. St. Ann. §8000.1.1 (West 2002).

Governor Invokes Law Versus'Mobbists, Tulsa Star (September
, 19207 .

Claude Chandler Hung By Mob, Posse Follows Toco Late: Body
Found West of City, QOklahoma City Black Dispatch (September 3,
1920} .

msqu
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Tulsa. The Tyulsa Race Rlot whlch began on May 31,. 1921, and
Pan TN
lasted througun the nght into June 1, 1921, was pre01p1tated by

the rumer of just such a lynching.

C. Basis of the Suit

17. On the evening of May 31, 1221, a white mob, many
of whom were drunk, gathered in front of the Tulsa jail, and was
rumored to be preparing to lynch an African American man accused
of attempting to assault a white woman. Some African American
men, including World War I veterans, came to the jail to prevent.
the lynching. During a mélée between some of the white and
African American men, shots were fired and “all hell broke
loose.”*® The Mayor of the CITY OF TULSA, acting under ceclor of
law, called out local units of the State Naticnal Guard and,
with the assistance ¢f the police chief of Tulsa, deputized and
armed some of the white citizeng of Tulsa, many of whom were
part of the drunken mcok. The deputies were instructed to “go

w1l

get . . . a nigger. The deputized white c¢itizens, acting

under coleor of law, terrorized and brutalized the African

American residents of Greenwood.

9. The Facts Remain the Same, Tuléé’StaE'(Séptémbef'lé' 1920) .
10. Alfred Brophy, Assessing Stateand City Culpabzllty The

Riot and the Law publlshed w1th Comm1551on Report, 153, 156
(2001) .
11. Dr. Scott Ellsworth, The Tulsa Race Riot, published with the

Draft G SOMPLAINT
~-14- "




10

11

12

13

14

15

17

18

19

20 | .I,,uu

21

22

23

25

26

18. g In the early hours of the mornlng of June 1,

12921, 10Cai unlbs of the Natlonal Guard, along w1th the Whlté
Chief of Police and his deputies, removed the African American
residents of Greenwood from their homes. The deputies and the
white mob then looted the empty buildings before burning
Greenwood to the ground. Defendants harnessed the latest
techniques of modern warfare to put down what they considered a
“Negro Uprising.” Defendants or their agents deployed a machine
gun to fire on African American residents of Greenwood.
Defendants or their agents also used airplanes for
reconnaigsance of Greenweood. In addition, some eyewitnesses
recall that one or more of the airplanes engaged in the attack
by shocting at the African Amefican Greenweod residents and
dropping one or more incendiary devices. These acts resulted in
the mass destruction of property located in Greenwood, as well
as the unlawful killing of hundreds of African American
resldents of Greenwood. In the courgse of the Riot, Defendants
unlawfully detained African American residents cf Greenwood,
forcing many ©f them to work in captivity.

19, The RlDt whlch occurred only 51xty years after

fthe end of de 3 v E*].avery 1n 1865 'was part of a'much larger'

culture of dlscr1m1patlon agalnst Afrlcan Amerlcans, which was

;tself_a_legacy of slavery. Many of the Riot victims themselves

fcommissiénfReport,ﬁ37;f64'éZOOI);
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had been slav Man whites ex lained the Riot ag the result

..5‘ SR

of 1ncreasmng¢y aggre551ve attltudes of nLvlcaﬁ.Américéﬁs”'whdh"k
sought “social equality” following their service in World War I.
One African American property-owner wags characterized as a man
who had “come back from the war in France with exaggerated ideas
about egquality and thinking he can whip the world.”'* The role

of the Riot in reducing the sgtatus of Tulsa’s African American
community was told by one white newspaper: “The white citizens

of Tulsa have forgotten the bitter hatred and their desperation
that caused them to meet the negroes in battle to the death

i3

Tuesday. Only once African Americans had been reduced to the
status of “helpless refugees,” could they be seen as objects of
charity.**

20. The claim that the Rict was an attempt to restore
segregation and hark back to the antebellum past was supported

by statements within the African American press as well. The

Oklahoma City Black Dispatch observed after the Riot, that:

*The old order changeth; no longer is the Negro
satisfied or clothed with the placidity of spirit of
hig slave parents. We black men in Cklahoma know that
the legislature of this state tried to deprive us of
our franchise when it enacted the 1914 Registration
act; we know that such a statute is in conflict with
the Constitution of the United 8States and its

12. Negro Tells How Others Mobilized, Tulsa Tribune (June 4,
1921) .

13. To Rebuild Homeg for Negro Owners and Probe B1ame, Muskogee
Phoenix (June 3, 1921)

14, 1d.
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interpretation_by.;hg sup;eme Qéurg%&NQ LONGER WILL WE
BE SATI¢ "ED WITH THE PIG TAILS OF° "TIZENSHIP; we
want to eat farther up on the body or the Hog.”'"

21. ©Other whites linked the Riot to demands for egual
treatment by people only recently removed from slavery. One
white man wrote in the aftermath of the Riot, that “White
adventurersg trapped him in his native jungle only a few years
ago; shipped him in chains to serve the white man in other
lands; a stroke of political fortune makes him free and ‘equal’
toc the white man in our country, and he has the consummate gall
and impudence to want a place at the council bkoard of the white
man’s civilization.” A white Tulsa paper editorialized after
the Riot about the consequences of slavery. “If those who
invaded the shores of the Dark Continent for the purpcse oI
securing slaves for the southern plantations of America could
have foreseen the consequence of their acts it is certain the
black man would never have been introduced to the United
States.”

22, In 1887, in an effort to end the “conspiracy of
silence”*® and to promote a discussion inveolving the whole
community of the CITY OF TULSA and the STATE OF OKLAHOMA,
Defendant the STATE OF CKLAHOMA itself commissioned a study to
determine liability for the Riot and make recommendations for

restitution for the Riot’s victims. The resulting body, The

15 An Inflammatory Appeal, Black Dispatch (October 15, 1920).
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Cklahoma Comg;gslon to Study the Tulsa @ e RlOt of 1921
(*Commission”;, ascertalned the causes aud consequences of the
Riot. The Oklahoma State Legislature accepted those findings,'”
which linked the Riot to racial wvieclence throughout Oklahoma.
The Commiagion’'s findings determined that:
“The root causes of the Tulsa Race Riob reside deep in
the history of race relations in Oklahoma and Tulsa
which included the enactment of Jim Crow laws, acts of
racial violence (not the least of which was the 23
lynchings of African-Americans versus only one white
frem 1911} against African-Americans in Oklahoma, and
other actions that had the effect of ‘putting African-
Americans in Ckliahoma in their place’ and to prove to
African-Americans that the forces supportive of

gegregation possessed the power teo ‘push down, push

out, and push under’ African-Americans in Oklahoma.”®

23. In the afrtermath ¢f the Rict, Defendants the
STATE OF CKLAHOMA and the CITY OF TULSA iﬁpeded the Plaintiffs’
attempts to rebuild their lives. Defendant the CITY OF TULSA
acted quickly to apply zoning restrictions to Greenwood that
rendered reconstruction of the destroyed dwellings prohibitively
expensive. When the zoning regulations were declared unlawful,
Defendant the CITY OF TULSA refused to provide economic
compensation or to help the victims, many of whom remained

housed in tents through the fall and into the winter of 1921,

l6. Id. at §8000.1.5.

17. See 74 Okl. St. Ann. §8000.1,
18. Id. at §8000.1.1.
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24 . Defendants the STATE OF O
i Y

JAHOMA.and the CITY OF
TULSA acted quickly to suppress talk of _ne Biot and the o
survivors’ attempts to seek legal redress. Efforts to seek
relief from the court system were unsuccessful and futile.

25. Because of the Klan's influence throughout the
legal system, African American victims of the Riot quickly
learned that they could not count on the legal system for
restitution. The Klan, already a feature of Oklahoma life
before the Riot, became entrenched at all levels of the Oklahoma
egtablishment in the months and vears following the Riot.
Despite their best efforts to use the court system, African
Americang were subjected te discriminatory decision making
rather than justice. For example, a grand jury called to
determine the causes of the Riot issued indictments against a
large number of African Americans. Fearing this many of them
fled town. Defendant the CITY OF TULSA also refused to pay any
restitution to the African American survivors of the Rioct: the
only restitution paid was to white gun-shop owners whose
business had bkeen looted. While some African Americans filed
lawsuilts at the time, over 100 of them were dismissed before
even receiving a hearing in Defendant the STATE OF OKLAHOMA'S

courts.*® Of the two cases that were heard by the Court, one,

19. The Klan’'s influence alsgso made legislative efforts to obtain
restitution impossible.
20. Alfred Brophy, Reconstructing the Dreamland 95-97 (2002).
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filed by Mabe; Allen, WAL dlemlseed before the jury

: T e
deliberated,® dnd the Oklahoma - Supreme Luurt dlsmlssed the other
on appeal .*

26. Legal redress was also stymied by Oklahoma common
law doctrine which unconstitutionally limited municipal
liability.?* Precedent applied from Oklahoma’s Territorial Court
made it difficult, if not impossible, for Riot victims to
sustain a claim against the CITY OF TULSA or its actors absent
ratification by the City Council.=®*

27. The legiglature of Defendant the STATE OF
OKLAHOMA adopted many of the Commission’s findings by statute in
2001 and made specific reference to the “'‘conspiracy of silence’
surrounding the events in Tulsa of May 31-June 1, 1921, and
their aftermath.”*® According to the legislature:

“Perhaps the most repugnant fact regarding the history
of the 1921 Tulsa Race Riot is that.-it was virtually
forgetten, with the notable exception of those who
witnessed it on both sides, for seventy-five (75)
yeargd. This ‘conspiracy of silence’ served the

dominant interests of the state during that period
which found the riot a ‘public relations nightmare-’

21. Allen v. Tulsa, Tulsa County Disgstrict Court, Case No.

15 013 MR ‘ _

22. See Redfearn v. American Central Insurance Company, 243 P,
925 (Okla. 1926). See Alfred Brophy, Assesgging State and City
Culpability: The Riot and the Law, published with Commission
Report, 153, 157-58 (2001).

23. See Alfred L. Brophy, The Tulsa Race Riot in the Oklahoma
Supreme Court, 54 Okla. L. Rev. &7 (2001). _
24. See Wallace'v. City of Norman, 60 Pacific 108 (Okla. Terr.
19007 : - e 2 Eebatah 2N g :

25. Id. at $8000.1.5. S8ee also Brent Staples, Unearthing a
Rict, NY Times, December 19, 1999, Section 6 at 64.
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that was _,best to”be”forgotten, gsonmething to be swept
well ber’ %h history’s carpet’ for” “tommunity which
attemptea to attract new buzsinesses and settlers.”?

28, In 19297, in an effort te end the “conspiracy of

“?7 and to promote a discussion involving the whole

silence
community of the CITY OF TULSA and the STATE OF OKLAHOMA,
Defendant the STATE OF QKLAHCOMA created the Oklahoma Commission
to 8tudy the Tulsa Race Riot of 1%21. The Commission was
designed to make whole a fractured community still suffering
from the legacy of silence surrounding the Riots. Specifically,
the Commission was charged with:

“undertak[ing] a study to develop a historical record

of the 1821 Tulsa Race Riot including the

identification of [any] person[ ] who:

L. was an actual resident of the Greenwoocd area

or community of the City of Tulsa on or about May 31,
1921, or June 1, 1821; or

2. sustained an identifiable logs to their
person, personal relations, real property, personal
property or other loss as a result of . . . the 1921

Tulsa Race Riot."?28

29.  The Commiggion was empowered to “produce a
written report of its findings and.recommendations (for the
Oklahoma legislature] . . . contain{ing] specific
recommendations regarding whether or not reparations can or
should be made and the appropriate methods to achieve the

recommendations made in the final report,” by February 28, 2001,

26. Id. at $8000.1.4 (emphasis added).
27. Id. at §8000.1.5%,
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30 mJhe Commission found that,

to this day, Oklahoma,
and in particular, TUlsa,'remains'racial;y'&ividéd. " The
legislature, in adopting the Commission’s findings recognized
that reconciliation begins through knowledge of the past,
followed by acceptance of the past, and finally atonement
through compensation to the survivors and theilr heirs. The
Commisgion drew upon testimeony of a large number of Oklahomans,
both African American and white, in compiling its record. The
Defendants refuse to make restitution for their actions priocr to
and during the Riot, and in perpetuating a “conspiracy of
silence”?? after the Riot until the creation ¢f the Commission
itself.
31. In the wake of ites findingg, "“The

Commission . . . turned the regsponsibility for how the STATE OF
OKLAHOMA will respond teo the historical record to the 48th
Oklahoma Legislature.” 74 Oxl. St. Ann. §8C00.1.5 (West 2002).
The legiglature found that:

"The documentation assembled by The 1921 Tulsa Race

Riot Commisszion provides strong evidence that some

local municipal and county officials failed to take

actions to calm or contalin the situation once violence

erupted and, in some cases, became participants in the

subsequent violence which took place on May 31 and

June 1, 1221, and even deputized and armed many whites

who were part of a mob that killed, looted, and burned
down the Greenwood area.”??

28. Id. at §8201.
29. Id. at §8000.1.5.
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“The st%ggsrlng cost of the Tulsa R ce Riot included
the deat of an estimated 100 to 7 : peraons, the
vast majority of whom were Afrlcan -sdéricang, the
destruction of 1,256 homes, virtually every school,
church and businegs, and a library and hospital in the
Greenwood area, and the loss of personal property
cauged by rampant looting by white rioters. The Tulsa
Race Riot Commission estimates that the property
costs in the Greenwood district was approximately $2
million in 1921 dollars or $16,752,600 in 1999
dellars. Nevertheless, there were no convictions for
any of the wviolent acts against African-Americans or
any ingurance payments to African-American property
cwners who lost their homes or personal property as a
result of the Tulsa Race Riot. Moreover, local
officlals attempted to block the rebuilding of the
Greenwood community by amending the Tulsa building
code to require the use of fire-proof material in
rebuilding the area thereby making the coste
prohibitively expensive.”?:

“The 48th Cklahoma Legislature in enacting the 1921
Tulsa Race Riot Reconciliation Act of 2001 concurs
with the conclusion of The 1921 Tulsa Race Rlot_ _
Commission . . . . [Tlhis response recognizes that
there were moral responsibilities at the time of the
riot which were ignored and has been ignored ever
gsince rather than confront the realities of an
Oklahoma history of race relations that allowed one
race to ‘put dewn’ ancother race. Therefore, it is the
intention of the Oklahoma Legislature in enacting the
1921 Tulsa Race Riot Reconciliation Act of 2001 to
freely acknowledge its moral responsibility on behalf’
of the state of Oklahoma and its citizens that no race’
of citizens in Oklahoma has the right or power to
subordinate another race today or ever again.” 2

32. The STATE OF OKLAHOMA and the CITY OF TULSA
empowered, encouraged, and furthered the illegal brutalization

of African Americans by whites during and after the race Riot.

30. Id. at §8000.1.2 (emphasies added).
31. Id. at 88000.1.3 (emphasis added).
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From Defepdaﬁga: acceptance of the:r moral rESpOHSlblllty to

atone for these acts loglcally flows the obllgatlon that they

accept their legal responsibility as well.
33. The conspiracy of silence fell particularly hard
on the African American citizens of Oklahoma. African Americans

3 and were not

were not allowed to speak of their experiences,
believed when they did. Many of the survivors and their

families suffered a deep psychological scarring, as one of the
purposes of the Riot and its aftermath — which lingers to this

day throughout the African American community in Tulsa — was to
diminish the sense of security of Greenwood African Americans,
to place them in a subservient condition, and te enforce a
racial caste system that privileged whites and disadvantaged and
demeaned African Americans., Many of the Riot survivors are
still hesitant to talk about the events surrounding the Riot and
its aftermath., Many of them still believe that the state and
municipal government will punish them for discussing copenly what
happened during the Riot.

34. According to the Report of the Oklahoma

Commission to Study the Tulsa Race Riot of 1%21 {(“Commission

32, Id.

33. EEE John Hope Franklin and Scott Ellsworth, History Knows No
Fences: An Overview, published with the Commission Report 21,
26-28 (2001) (discussing suppression of discussion of Riot).

See alsc Brent Staples, Unearthing a Riot, NY Times, December
19, 1989, Section 6 at 64 (same). ' R
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Report”) , “T%gﬁ%921 riot is, at once, a rgpresentative

higstorical example and a unigue historicdal eve Tt has many

parallels in the pattern of past events, but it has no equal for
its viclence and its completeness.”>

3%, The Commisgion was formed with the intent of
determining the causes of and liabilities for the 1521 Tulsa
Riot. The survivors were led to expect that the STATE OF
OKLAHOMA and CITY OF TULSA would abide by the findings of the
Commission. Instead, it appears that despite the concurrence in
and acknowledgment of the facts establishing their complicity in
the Riot and its consequences; the state and municipality have
decided to wait for the survivors, all of them in excess of
eighty-vears-old, to die off so that the problem will “silently”
pass away.

36. Defendants continue to fail to abide by the
recommendation of the Commission, and refuse to provide redress
to the Plaintiffs who are direct victims of a Riot that killed
between 100-300 African American men, women, and children, and
resulted in the looting and destruction of their property.

37. Plaintiffs also gseek to establish an educational

fund®® for the Greenwood District of Tulsa to ensure that the

34. Commission Report at 19.

35. The Tulsa Reconciliation Education and Scholarship Program
{“TRESP"”} established by 70 Okl. St. Ann. §2621 (West 2002) has
never been properly funded. At the very least, plaintiffs seek
to require the State to adeguately fund the TRESP, as reguired
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STATE OF OKLAﬁQyA and Lhe CITY OF.TULSAfgﬁF come together as a.
community united, w1th thé co@mbn goal oL promoﬁlng rac1al
reconciliation and understanding. For too long, Defendants have
silenced Plaintiffs and discounted their testimony. In so
doing, Defendants have only perpetuated the divisions that were
solidified during and after the Riot. Education about the past
must be coupled with restitution or reparations to enable the
community to move forward, together, in the common purpose of

bettering the lives of all the citizens of OCklahoma.

THE PARTIES

a. Plaintiffs
i Survivors

38. Plaintiffs file this action against THE GOVERNOR
OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA (in his ocfficial capacity); THE CITY OF
TULSA; THE CHIEF OF POLICE OF THE CITY OF TULSA; and THE CITY OF
TULSA POLICE DEPARTMENT.

39, Plaintiff JOHN MELVIN ALEXANDER is an individual
residing in the State of QOklahoma. Plaintiff was born on
December 22, 1919, At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived at
1621 North Norfolk Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa.
During the Riot, the rioting white mob took Plaintiff’s father

to the Ball Park helding camp; Plaintiff was unlawfully detained

by 70 0Okl. St. Ann. §82620-2627.
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against his g;ﬁ% 1n Brady Theater deten?%%P center Plaintiff
went on to fignt for the United States iu WWII & Korea As
required by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann.
§8205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma
Historical Scciety has certified that Plaintiff i3 a Riot
Survivor.

40. Plaintiff JUANITA DELORES BURNETT ARNCLD is an
individual residing in the State of Cklahoma. Plaintiff was
born on July 27, 1909. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived
at 1000 N. Lansing S8treet in the Greenwood District of Tulsa.
During the Riot, Plaintiff fled from the rioting white mek with
her mother and father. As reguired by the Oklahoma State
Legisglature {74 Okl. Stat. Ann. 88205 (West 2000)), the
Executive Director of the (Oklahoma Historical Society has
certified that Plaintiff ig a2 Riot Surviver.

41. Plaintiff J.B. BATES is an individual residing in
the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on June 13, 1%216. At
the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived between Greenwood and
Marshall Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff’s
grandfather died during the Riot. Plaintiff’s property was
destroyed during the Riot, although the rioting white mebk did not
burn down his family home. Plaintiff and his parents had to
leave their house and stay with relatives in Tulsa and were
unable to return to their home until at least two week after the

Riot. As reguired by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl.
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Stat. Ann. §%;Q§-(W?S?_?OQQ)?”_Fhe Eze@g;%:g p%?gctorﬁqf ;he
Cklahoma Hiétorical Society'has dértifiéq:%H5t'ﬁléiﬁﬁiffmiéﬂé'"w”
Riot Survivor.

42, Plaintiff ESSIE LEE JOHNSCON BECK is an individual
residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was borxn on April
29, 1815. Plaintiffs property was destroyed during the Riot. At
the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived in the Greenwood District
of Tulsa. As reguired by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl.
Stat. Ann. §8205% (West 2000)), the Executive Director of the
Oklahoma Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is a
Riot Survivor.

43, Plaintiff THELMA DUNN BEDELL is an individual
;esiding in the 3tate of Missquri, Plaintiff was born on May 18,
1919. At the tCime of the Riot, Plaintiff lived at 1027 N,
Kenogha Street in the_Greenwood District_of Tulsa. Plaintiff is
gister to plaintiff VERNICE DUNN SIMMS. Plaintiffs escaped from
their home while bullets fired by the rioting white meb hit the
roof and side of the house during the Riot. She and her sister
helped out in the segregated hospital tending to African
American men, women, and children shot during the Riot. As
required by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann.
§8205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma
Historical Socciety has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot

Survivor.
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44, mPlainciff JAMES D. BELL igan individual residing
in the State o:.oklaﬁdma.J Plaintiff waé.SEEHHSHVEﬁHéIiﬁ:ui§éit“'
AL the time of.the Riot, Plaintiff lived at 418 N. Cincinnati
Avenue in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff was born
prematurely as a result of the shock his mother suffered during
the Riot. Plaintiff’s property was destroyed during the Riot,
including his family home. As reguired by the Oklahoma State
Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West 2000)), the
Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical Society has
certified that Plaintiff 1s a Riot Survivor.

45, Plaintiff PHINES BELL is an individual residing in
the State of Washington. Plaintiff was born on August 16, 1918.
AL the time of the Ricot, Plaintiff lived in the Creenwood
District of Tulsa. Plaintiff suffered property damage during the
Riot. As required by the Cklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl.
Stat. bnn. §8205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director of the
Oklahoma Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is a
Rict Survivor.

46. Plaintiff FRANCES BLACKWELL is an individual
residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on
February 12, 1213. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived in
the Greenwood District of Tulsa. The rioting white mob forced
Plaintiff to flee her home for several days to avoid capture by
Defendant’s agents. As required by the Oklahoma State

Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West 2000)), the Executive
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Director of EpgwoklahOWQ_ﬁisthical Socigty has certified that

Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

47. Plaintiff JUANITA WILLIAMS BLAKELY ig an
individual residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was
born on August B, 1914. Plaintiff resgided at Frankfort Place,
one block from Greenwood. Plaintiff’s family property was
degstroyed during the Riot. Plaintiff hid under the bed when
members of the rioting white mob entered her house and sent fire
to the curtaing, Plaintiffs and family fled from the burning
house and saw airplanes over Greenwood and Archer dropping
incendiary devices. Plaintiff’s mother found a relative to take
Plaintiff to Gerard, Kansas while Plaintiff’s mother remained in
Tulsa and was detained at the Fairgrounds. Plaintiff’s home was
destroved in the fire. Plaintiff’'s uncle, Osborne Monrce, owned
a skating rink and a boarding house, both of which were
destroyed in the Riot.

48, Plaintiff JUANITA SMITH BOOKER is an individual
residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on January
15, 1914. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived on Archer
Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff’s property
was destroyed during the Riot. The rioting white mob burned her
family home to the ground and destroyed it completely with the
exception of an upright victrola, which was the only item of
personal property the family managed to salvage after the Riot.

Plaintiff and her family were temporarily housed at the former
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Booker T. Waghapston School after che RgL. As reguired by the
Oklahoma State Législétﬁre (74 bki;'Sta£;:3ﬁﬁfﬁ§§205¢(WééE:”
2000}), the Bxecutive Director of the Oklahoma Historical Society
has certified that Plaintiff is.a Riot Survivor.

49. Plaintiff KINNEY BOOKER iz an individual residing
in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on March 21, 1913.
At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived at 320 North Hartford
Street in the Greenwocod District of Tulsa. During the Riot, he
hid in an attic while the white rioters set fire to his home.
Plaintiff’'s family property was destroyed during the Riot.
Plaintiff was forced to flee her house by the rioting white mob.
He was lucky to escape before it burned to the ground. Plaintiff
was unlawfully detained against his will at the Convention Hall
detention centexr. As reguired by the Oklahoma State Legislature
(74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §820% (West 2000)), the Executive Director
of the Oklahoma Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff
is a Riot Survivor.

50. Plaintiff DOROTHY BOOKER BOULDINC is an individual
residing in the State of Missouri. Plaintiff was born on December
2, 1915. At the time of the Ricot, Plaintiff lived in the
Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff is the sister of
Plaintiff KINNEY BOOKER. Plaintiff suffered property damage
during the Riot. Plaintiff was forced to flee her house by the
rioting white mob. Plaintiff was unlawfully detained against her

will in one of the detention centers. As required by the
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Oklahoma Stazg%gegislaturg (74_le._5ta§é“fnn. §8205 (West

EN T e e AT _ R
2000)), the Exccutive Director of the Ok.choma Histdrical Society
has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

51. Plaintiff JEANETTE McNEAL BRADSHAW is an
individual residing in the State of Illinois, Plaintiff was born
on June 28, 1218. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived at
911 Fairview Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa.

Plaintiff is the sgister of Plaintiff Plaintiff THERESSA CORNELLA
McNEAL GILLIAM. Plaintiffs’ mother was a prominent business
woman, owning a boarding house and working as a dressmaker with a
large inventory of fabric and dresses. Plaintiff’s family
property was destroyed during the Riot. The business and its
stock was completely lost during the Riot. As required by the
Oklahoma State Legislature {74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §82085 (West
2000} }, the Executive Director of the Oklahowa Historical Society
has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

52. Plaintiff TERESA EARLEE BRIDGES DYSART isg an
individual residing in the State of Texas. Plaintiff was born on
December 11, 1917. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived at
514 N. Hartford in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff’s
family property was destroyed during the Riot, including Ewo
planos and an organ, some hand-made Indian jewelry, and a Rooflee
model car. As reguired by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74

Okl. Stat. Ann. 88205 (West-2000)), the Executive Director of the
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Oklahoma His%g;%caquQcéﬁpyuhas:qgrtiﬁiig&fhaﬁ'E;aintiff is a
Riot Survivor.

53. Plaintiff JOHNNIE L. GRAYSON BROWN is an
individual residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was korn
on July 5, 1914. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived at 321
N..Kenosha Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa with her
family. Plaintiff's family property was destroyed during the
Riot. The rioting white mob ransacked her home. Plaintiff,
along with her aunt, Corene Grayson Edwards, was unlawfully
detained against her will at the Falrground detention center for
several days. As required by the Oklahoma State Legislatufe (74
Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director of
the Oklahoma Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is
a Riot Survivor.

54. Plaintiff CLARENCE BRUNER is an individual
residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on July
28, 19204. At the time of the Rict, Plaintiff lived in the
Greenwood District of Tulsa. As required by the Oklahoma State
Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West 2000)), the Executive
Director of the Oklahoma Historical Society has certified that
Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

55. Plaintiff LULA BELLE LACY BULLOCK is an
individual residing in the State of Missouri. Plaintiff was born
on April 22, 1%20. B2t the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived in

Bullette Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff
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1ls sisgster of ;;glntlff ARTIE LACY JOHNSE@L\ Plalntlffs fled the

9 'r..

Rioting white mob. Plaintiffs’ prOperty was stroyed“durlng o

the Riot: their family store and home were burned down. As
required by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann.
§8205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma
Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot
Survivor.

56. Plaintiff JOE R, BURNS is an individual residing
in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on February 5,
1915. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived at 517 Latiner
Court in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff fled with
hig father and mother to Mohawk Park, hiding in the shrubs and
trees in the creek. His family was later captured and placed in
detention centers. Plaintiff was unlawfully detained against
his will in the Convention Center detenticon center. As required
by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205
(West. 2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical
Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

57. Plaintiff ROSA L. GREEN BYNUM ig an individual
residing in the state of Maryland. Plaintiff was born on August
14, 1820. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived on N.
Detroit Street. Plaintiff's family property was destroyed.
Plaintiff and hex. family where held in detention with other
families for several days. Plaintiff was unlawfully detained

against her will in one of the detention centers,
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58 plainti £ MUSIEL MIGNON LY CABELL i an.
individual reSLHiﬁé”ih“théhétéfgwéf'Céiiﬁﬁ?xféfmﬁfgfﬁéiffdhgéuhm
born on December 29, 1512, &t the time of the Riot, Plaintiff
lived on Elgin Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa.
Plaintiff is the sister of Plaintiffs.HATTIE LILLY DUNN and
JIMMIE LILLY FRANKLIN. Plaintiffs’ parents owned a home with
four bedrooms, one bathroom, a living room, a dining room, and an
office used by their father, who was a photographer. Their
father had a photographic studic, a dark room, and several large
camerag, and also owned a Ford Sedan. Plaintiffs’ uncle, Fred
Wells, was a prominent Tulsa physician and surgeon, who owned a
Ford Coupe and medical eguipment. Plaintiff’s family property
wag destroyed during the Riot. .Their_home wag the third house
burned during the Riot. The rioting white mob destroyed their
home and all.their family’s possessions. As required by the
Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West
2000} )}, the Executive Direcror of the Oklahoma Historical Society
has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

59. Plaintiff BEATRICE CAMPBELL-WEEBSTER is an
individual residing in the State of California. Plaintiff was
born on March 5, 1214. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived
with her family at 906 N. Latimer Street in the Greenwood -
Diatrict of Tulsa. Plaintiff’'s family property was destroved
during the Riot. Plaintiff lost her home and furnishings,

including a piano and a victreola, leather couches and chairs, and
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miscellaneouiﬂgshgr_pg;gessippg:_"Plééntiff.fled her home to
avoid the riéﬁ;ﬁg whife.mﬁb. Piaintiffzwgémﬁﬁiﬁﬁfuliyﬂaétéiﬁéa“
against her will in one of the detention centers. - Plaintiff
escaped with her family to'Alsuﬁa; a nearby town, where the
National Guard captured them. Her father was sent to the Ball
Park detention center, and the rest of the family was sent to the
Convention Hall detention center. BAs reguired by the Oklahoma
State Legislature (74 0kl, Stat. Ann. 858205 (West 2000)), the
Executive Director of the Cklahoma Historical Society has
certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

60. Plaintiff JAMES DALE CARTER is an individual
residing in the State of Misscuri. Plaintiff was born on
November 26, 1920, Plaintiff is the son of Plaintiff ROSELLA
CARTER. Plaintiff resided on Greenwood at the time of the Riot.
Plaintiff’s property was destroyed during the course of the Riot
and Plaintiff’s fled from the rioting white mob, his mother
carrying him forty miles on her back to safety.

1. FPlaintiff ROSELLA CARTER i3 an individual
resgiding in the State of Misscouri. Plaintiff was born on June
20, 1900. Plaintiff is the mother of Plaintiff JAMES DALE
CARTER. Plaintiff resided on Greenwcod at the time of the Riot.
Plaintiff’s property was destroyed during the course of the Riot
and Plaintiff's fled from the ricting white mob, carrying her

gon on her back forty miles to escape to safety.
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62;£“£1a1nt1ff.SAMUEp CASSTUsf;QEanﬂlnd1v1dual - |
residing in the State of New jefsey Plaintiff was born on May
2, 1921. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived in the
Greenwood District of Tulsa. As required by the Oklahoma State
Legislature (74 Okl. Stdt. Ann. §8205 (West 2000)), the
Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical Society has
certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

63. Plaintiff NAOMI HOOKER CHAMBERLAIN is an
individual residing in the State of New York. Plaintiff was born
on January 26, 1918. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived
on Independence Street in a house valued at $10,000 in 1921
dollars. Her parents also owned a large store at 123 N,
Greenwcod Avenue in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff
ig the sister of Plaintiffs DR. OLIVIA J. HOOKER and SAMUEL L.
HOOKER. Plaintiff’s family property was destroyed during the
Riot. White rioters damaged Plaintiffs’ home during the Riot,
and the rioting white mob completely destroyed Plaintiffs’
parents’ business, which was described as “a total loss.? The
estimated value of the goods deztroyed amounted to $100,000 in
1921 dollars. Plaintiffs’ father filed a lawsuit against the
insurance company for the value of the destroyed property, but
the case was thrown out in 1926 oxr 1827. As required by the
Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. 88205 (West
2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical

Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.
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64. _Plaintiff MILDRED_MITCHELL CHRISTOPHER is an

individual réa;ding iﬁ the State of Flo£¢J§t*’ﬁiaihEiff wag*BSfﬁ
on October 19, 1913. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived
on King Street in the Gfeenwood Digtrict of Tulsa. Plaintiff's
property was destroved during the Riot: her home was burned and
property was taken from the house including a piliano and gilver
flatware. Plaintiff fled to Broken Arrow, Oklahoma with
plaintiff's mother and sisters. Plaintiff stayed in an
abandconed stone house in Broken Arrow with other families
fleeing the Riot for several days until the National Guard and
the Red Cross located them. Plaintiff and her family were
uniawfully detained against their will in the Fairground
detention centexr until her mother's employef *¢laimed” them. As
required by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl, Stat. Ann.
§8205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma
Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot
Survivor.

65. Plaintiff MILDRED LUCAS CLARX is an individual
residing in the State of Arkansas. Plaintiff was born October
15, 1921, four meonths after the Riok, Plaintiff’s mother
regided at 1012 N. Elgin at the time of the Riot. Plaintiff’s
mother fled to the home of white neighbors to escape the Riot
and later was held at the Convention Center for several days.
Plaintiff’s family property was destroyed during the Riot.

Plaintiff’s mother died shortly after the birth of Plaintiff due
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to the poor %}g}ng conditions for Greenwgpd residents after the
AT T e e T e

Rict.

6. Plaintiff OTIS GRAWNVILLE CLARK iz an individual
residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on
February 13, 1503. Aﬁ the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived at
805 E. Archer Street in the Greenwood Digtrict of Tulsa.
During the Riot, Plaintiff was caught in the middle of a gun
battle. He was sprayed with blood when his friend was shot
through the hand by a white sniper, and both of them fled for
their lives. His cousin’s café was burned to the ground. His
stepfather disappeared during the Riot and was never seen again.
Plaintiff’s family propérty was destroved during the Riot. His
home was burned tc the ground. As requifed by the Oklahoma

tate Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §820% (West 2000)), the
Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical Society has
certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

£7. Plaintiff SANDY CLARK is an individual residing
in the State of Oklahcoma. Plaintiff was born in 1807. At the
time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived in the Greenwood District of
Tulsa. As required by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl.
Stat. Ann. §8205 {(West 2000)), the Executive Director of the
Oklahoma Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is a
Rict Survivor.

68. Plaintiff BLANCHE CHATMAN COLE is an individual

residing in the State of Cklahoma. Plaintiff was born on April

fn b et S e st s e D e T e b S B
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21, 1504.

JLhe time of the Riot, Plai Liff lived in a rented
home in the"Gfe;n;;oa ﬁiétfict gf.fuiSa: 'Bﬁ?iﬁéﬂghé“ﬁiog;.héf.
family fled to Clarksville, Oklahoma. Plaintiff’s family property
was destroyed during the Riot. All the family’s belongings were
burned or stolen during the Rict. As required by the Oklahoma
State Legiglature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (Wesat 2000)), the
Executive Director of the Oklazhoma Historical Society has
certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

9., Plaintiff WORDIE "PEACHES" MILLER COOPER is an
individual residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was
born on February 4, 1911. &t the time of the Riot, Plaintiff
lived in the Greenwcod District of Tulsa. As reguired by the
Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West
2000} )}, the Executive Director of the Oklahoma Histcorical
Society hag certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Surviveor.

70. Plaintiff CARRIE HUMPHREY CUDJOE is an individual
residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on April
6, 1921. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived at 1211 N.
Lansing Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff’s
parents owned their own home, a horse, a cow, some chickensg, and
miscellaneous furnishings and other items. Plaintiff’e family
property was destroved during the REiot. Their home was burned
down during the Riot, and all of Plaintiff’s family’'s
possegsions were destroyed or stolen., Plaintiff and her family

were unlawfully detained against their will.in one of the
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detenticn cenfers. .Plgiptiff,”her mothey, and brother fled to
Mohawk Park on foot whefe'tﬁe National.éﬁgééaﬁiéﬁéawfhéﬁ$ﬁéJgham
teock them to a church at Seventh Avenue and Boston Street.

State and municipal cfficials held Plaintiff, her wother, and
her brother at the Church for three days. Plaintiff and suffered
physical injury during the Riot. Both of them injured their
feet while fleeing the white mob. As required by the Oklahoma
State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. 88205 (West 2000)), the
Executive Director of the Cklahoma Historical Society has
certified that Plaintiff ig a Riot Burvivor.

71. Plaintiff LaVERNE COOKSEY DAVIS is an individual
residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on May 24,
1504. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived in South Tulesa,
which wae a white district of Tulsa. Plaintiff witnessed the
burning of Greenwood. As required by the Oklahoma State
Legislature (74 Okl. 8tat. Ann. §8205 (West 2000)), the
Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical Socieéty has
certified that Plaintiff is a Rioct Survivor.

72. Plaintiff HATTIE LILLY DUNN is an individual
regiding in the State of California. Plaintiff was born on Maxch
16, 1918. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived on Elgin
Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff is the
sigster of Plaintiffs MURIEIL MIGNCON LILLY CABELL and JIMMIE LILLY
FRANKLIN. Plaintiff’'s family property was destroyed during the

Riot, The rioting white mob destroyed their home. As required
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by the Oklah%g@xStatempéglslature. (74 O?L% Stat. Ann. §8205 (West
2000)}, the Executive ﬁlrecﬁor of the OkLahoma Hlsﬁdrlcal$80cieﬁy
has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

73. Plaintiff JAMES DURANT is an individual residing
in the 8tate of Michigan. Plaintiff was born on January 27,
1915. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived in the Greenwood
District of Tulsa. Plaintiff suffered property damage during the
Riot: his family home was burned to the ground. Plaintiff was
forced to flee his house by the rioting white mob. Plaintiff
wasg physically injured during the Riot. Members of the rioting
white mob attacked him. Plaintiff fled from the rioting white
mob and hid in & bus with other Greenwood residents. As
required by the Cklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann.
§8205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma
Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot
Survivor.

74. Plaintiff LUCILLE B. RUCHANAN FIGURES is an
individual residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was
born on January 9, 1%0%. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff
lived at 521 N. Elgin Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa.
Plaintiff’s family property was destroved during the Riot.
Plaintiff’'s property was destroyed during the Riot, including
her family home. Plaintiff and her mother were unlawfully
detained against their will in dne of the detention centers

untll her mother’s white employer “claimed” them from the
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detention ceg;gf. A;Tyggu;rethytthe leghqmg Eﬁate.Legislgturg
(74 Oxl. Staﬁ.-Ann. 58205 (Westfzoooi),";ug“gkéédQEGé“ﬁifééEbr”*”
of the Oklahoma Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff
is a Riot Surviwvor.

75. Plaintiff ARCHIE JACKSON FRANKLIN is an
individual residing in the State of California. Plaintiff was
born on November 11, 1915. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff
Llived in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff is the
brother of Plaintiff HAZEL FRANKLIN HACKETT. Plaintiff’s
property was destroyed during the Riot, including her family
home. As required by the Cklahoma State Legislature (74 Ckl.
Stat. Ann. §820%5 (West 2000)), the Executive Director of the
Oklahoma Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is a
Riot Surviveor,

76. Plaintiff JIMMIE LILLY FRANKLIN is an individual
residing in the State of California. Plaintiff was born on June
12, 1916. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived on Elgin
Street in the CGreenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff is the
sister of Plaintiffs MURIEL MIGNCON LILLY CABELL and HATTIE LILLY
DUNN. Plaintiff's family property was destroyed during the Riot.
The rioting white mob destroyed their home. As required by the
Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Qkl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West
2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical Society

has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.
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77?WN51aint;ff_JOAN HILLMQAMBREL ig an individual
residing in gneiStété.éf New Jeréey. A£ L£;ﬂ£i§éf§£ Eh;¢ﬁiS£;t”
Plaintiff lived in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. As required
by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West
2000)), the Executive Director of phe”Oklahoma_Historical”Sggiepy
has certified that Plaintiff is & Riot SBurvivor.

78. Plaintiff ERNESTINE GIBBS is an individual
residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on
December 15, 1902. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived on
King Street, in the middle of a train track area.  Plaintiff
fled from her home to avoid the rioting white mob. Her home was
destroyed, along with all the family’s possessionsg, during the
Riét. Plaintiff was unlawfully detained against her will at the
Fairground detention center. Plaintiff’'e family property was
destroved during the Riot. Plaintiff’s brother, along with many
cther African American men, only evaded the ricting white mob by
jumping into a river and swimming to freedom. As required by
the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 {West

2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical

Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

agrw&fiéiﬁﬁiff;ﬁgﬁﬁiﬁhéfé§§ i§T;ﬁf{ﬁ&iﬁidﬁéi £§siaiﬁé ”
in the State of Cklahoma. Plaintiff was born on January 16,.
1320. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived on Jasper Street
in the Greenwood District of Tulsga. Plaintiff’'s family property

was destroyed during the Riot, including his father’'s wagon and
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two horses. ;ﬂg;ntlff and hig mother were unlawfully detained

1red by the'bﬁ

against their w111 in a detentlon cente£
Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West
2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical
Society has certified that Plaintlff is a Riot Survivor.

80. Plaintiff MARGARET TILLEY GIBBS is an individual
residing in the State of Oklahowa. Plaintiff was born on January
16, 1920. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived near Jasper
Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff’s family
property was destroyed during the Riot.

81. Plaintiff THERESSA CORNELLA MCNEAL GILLIAM is an
individual residing in the State of Illinois. Plaintiff was born
on October 11, 1911. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived in
the Greenwood District of Tulsa with her family. Plaintiff is
the sister of Plaintiff JEANEATTE MCNEAL BRADSHAW. Plaintiff’s
family property was destroyed during the Riot. Their mother’s
boarding house and dressmaking business were completely degtroyed
during the Rict. As required by the Oklahoma State Legislature
(74 Okl. Sstat. Ann. §8208% (West 2000)), the Executive Director of
the Cklahoma Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is a
Riot Survivor.

82, Plaintiff LEON GRAYS, SR. is an indiﬁidual
reciding in the State of California. Plaintiff was born on August
5, 1915, At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived in the

Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff’s family property was
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destroyed dui}ng the Riot, including all their furnishings and a
wagon with some tools during the Riot. r.aintiff was forced to

flee from the rioting white mob. Plaintiff’s family moved to
Muskogee to escape the racial tensions in Tulea. BAs required by
the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West
2000}, the Executive Director of the_Oklahoma_Histhical_Society
has certified that Flaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

83. Plaintiff HAZEL FRANKLIN HACKEIT is an individual
regiding in the State of Alabama. Plaintiff was born on October
11, 1%18. At the time of the Rict, Plaintiff lived at 604 E.
Independence Place in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff
ie the sister of Plaintiff ARCHIE JACKSON FRANKLIN. Plaintiff’s
family property was destroyed during the Riot. During the Riot,
rioting white mob burned down Plaintiff’s family’'s home and
destroyed all the family’s possessions. Plaintiff was
unlawfully detained against her will for three days at the
Falrground detention center. Plaintiff was father’'s employer
*claimed” Plaintiff’'g father from the_detentign_centgrﬁ As
required by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann.
58205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma
Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot
Survivor.

84. Plgintiff MILDRED JOHNSON HALL is an individual
residing in the State of California. Plaintiff wag born on

Octobker 17, 1912. &at the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived in
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the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff’s family property was

3

destroyed during the Riot. Piaintiff3s:;§ﬁli

¢ was Buying a home

in Greenwood that was destroyved by the white mob during the Riot.
Plaintiff’'s mother died months after the Riot from tuberculosis
and pneumcnia resulting from her stay, during the fall_and winter
of 1921, in the municipal tents erected after the Riot. As
required by the Cklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann.
§8205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma
Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot
Survivor.

85, Plaintiff NELL HAMILTON HAMPTON is an individual
residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on March
4, 1911. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived in the

Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff wag forced to flee her

home by the rioting white mob. As required by the Oklahoma State |

Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West 2000)), the Executive
Director of the Oklahoma Histeorical Society has certified that
Plaintiff ig a Riot Survivor.

g6. Plaintiff LEROY LEON HATCHER is an individual
regiding in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on May 23,
1921. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived near Brady
Street in the Greenwcod District of Tulsa. Plaintiff’s family
property was destroyed during the Riot.”_ihe pigt%mg_white mob
killed Plaintiff‘s father and burned down their home.

Plaintiff’s mother carried him nine miles in an effort to avoid
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the rioting g@%§?”m9§.. As reaulred by Bh“50k1ahoma State.
Legislature (72 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (Wcat 2000}) . |
Executive Director of the Cklahoma Historical Society has
certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

87. Plaintiff MADELEINE HAYNES is an individual
residing in the State of.California. Plaintiff was born on June
7, 1912. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived at 544 E.
Pine Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff’'s
family property was destroyed during the Riot. The rioting
white mob burned down Plaintiff’s family’s home. Plaintiff was
detained against her will in one of the detention centers.
Naticnal Guardasmen took Plaintiff and her family into custoedy
and transported Plaintiff, her sister, and her wmother to the
Ball Park detention center. As reguired by the Cklahoma State
Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West 2000)), the
Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical Scociety has
certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivoeor.

88. Plaintiff JAMES FRISSELL "BOTTLEHEAD" HILL is an
individual residing in the State of California._Elaintifﬁ was
born on October 25, 1919. At the time of the Ricot, Plaintiff
lived at 441 E. Latimer Street in the Greenwood District of =
Tulsa. Plaintiff’s family property was destroyed during the Riot.
The rioting white mob destroyed all of Plaintiff’s family's
property. Plaintiff later saw active service in the United

States Military during World War II. As required by the Oklahoma
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State Legislafyre (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West 2000)), the
Executive Director éf.éheﬁdﬁiéﬁéma ﬁié£;£iééiﬁééE£éﬁthés :
certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

8%, Plaintiff JOYCE WALKER HILL is an individual
regiding in the State of XKansad. Plaintiff was born on December
18, 1908. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived at 322 N.
Frankfort in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff is the
sister of Plaintiffs SAMUEL WALKER and TROY SIDNEY WALKER.
Plaintiff‘s family property was destroyed during the Riot. The
rioting white mob destroved Plaintiff’s family home, which was a
two-story, eight-room house. Plaintiff’s family alsc ran a
restaurant business. By the time Plaintiff escaped from the
rioting white mob, both her feet were bloody from running
barefoot alcong the gravel railrcad tracks. As required by the
Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. 58205 (West
2000) ), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical
Socisety has certified that Plaintiff ig a Riot Surviveor,

90. Plaintiff DR. OLIVIA J. HOOKER is an individual
residing in the State of New York. Plaintiff was born on
February 12, 1915. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff liwved on
Independence Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa.
Plaintiff is the zister of Plaintiffs NAOMI HOOKER CHAMBERLAIN
and SAMUEL I,. HOOKER. Plaintiff’s family property was destroyed
during the Rioct, including their home and business. As required

by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205

Draft G . 49 . COMPLAINT




11

iz

13

14

15

16

17

18

12

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

(West 2000))?fgée_Exqut;yg_Diregtq:_gf”tﬁe leqhoma Histgrical
Scciety has cerﬁified that Plaintiff_is.éjéiﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁiféfi?'ﬁi'

81. Plaintiff SAMUEL L. HOOKER, JR. is an individual
regsiding in the State of Illineis. Plaintiff was born on January
6, 1918. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived on
Independence Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa.
Plaintiff isg the brother of Plaintiffs NAOMI HOOKER CHAMBERLAIN
and DR. OLIVIA J. HOQOKER, Plaintiff's family property was
destroyed during the Riot, including their home and business.
As reguired by the Cklahoma State Legiglature (74 Okl. Stat.
Ann., 88205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma
Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot
Survivor.

92, Plaintiff WILHELMINA GUESS HOWELL is an
individual residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was
born on April 25, 1907, At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff
lived in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff’s family
property was destroved during the Riot. The rioting white maob
killed Plaintiff’'s uncle. As reguired by the Oklahoma State
Legiglature (74 Ckl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West 2000)), the
Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical Society has
certified that Plaintiff is a Riet Surviwvor.

93, Plaintiff CHARLES HUGCHES is an individual
residing in the State of Michigan. At the time of the Riot,

Plaintiff lived in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. As required
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by the Oklahgg@NState Leglslature (74 O%;% Stat Ann. §8205
{West 2000)), che Executlve Dlrector of Lne Oklahoma Hlstorlcal
Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

94, Plaintiff MYRTLE WELLS HURD is an individual
residing in the State of Oklahoma. At the time of the Riot,
Plaintiff lived in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. As required
by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. 88205 (West
2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical Society
has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

$5. Plaintiff VERA INGRAM 1ig an individual residing
in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on March 4, 1314.
At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived at 1342 N. Lansing
Avenue in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff‘s family
property was destroyed during the Riot. Plaintiff's family fled
to Mowhawk Park, where the ricting white mob shot at Plaintiff’s
family. Plaintiff wag unlawfully detained against her will in
the Fairground detention center. Asg required by the Oklahoma
State Legislature (74 Ckl. Stat. Ann. §8205 {(West 2000}), the
Executive Director of the Cklahoma Historical Society has
certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

9¢. Plaintiff EUNICE CLOMAN JACKSON is an individual
residing in the State of OCklahoma. Plaintiff was born on August
17, 1803. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived at 401 E.
Marshall Sﬁreet in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff

was unlawfully detained against her will in one of the detention
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centers. Duﬁ%Q% the Rlot the Tulsa pol;ggECéptured Plalﬁtlff aﬁé
tock her, along w1th her mother and brotner, to the Convention
Center detention center. Plaintiff’s mother’s white employer
“claimed” the family from the Convention Center. As required by
the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West
2000} ), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical Scociety
has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

97. Plaintiff GENEVIEVE ELIZABETH TILLMAN JACKSON is
an individual residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was
born on June 29, 19815. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff liwved
on Brickyard (now Frankfort) Hill in the Greenwood District of
Tulsa. Plaintiff’'s family property was destroyed during the Riot.
Plaintiff saw airplanes drop incendiary devices on Greenwood. As
required by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Qkl. Stat. Ann.
§8205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma
Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot
Survivor.

98, Plaintiff{ WILLIE BELL WHITE JACKSON is an
individual residing in the State of Ohic. Plaintiff was born on
June 4, 1910. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived in the
Greenwood District of Tulsa. As reguired by the Oklahoma State
Legislature {74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West 2000)})}, the
Executive Directer of the Qklahoma Historical Society has

certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.
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99, _Plaintiff DR. HOBART JARRETT is an individual
residing in the State of New York. ?laiﬁul%fdﬁéé“Eéfﬂmbﬁajﬁhé'i,
1910. At the time of the Riot, plaintiff lived at 1213 N.
Greenwood Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa.

Plaintiff’'s parents owned a store on Eagton Street, in
Greenwoed, Plaintiffrs family property was destroved during the
Rict. During the Riot, the rioting white mob burned down the
store and leooted, defecated, and urinated in their home.
Plaintiff was unlawfully detained against his will in one of the
detention centers. The National Guard took plaintiff and his
family into custody and transported them to the Fairgrcound
detention center., As required by the Oklahoma State Legislature
{74 Qkl. Stat. Ann. 88205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director
of the Oklahoma Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff
is a Riot. Survivor.

100, Plaintiff ARTIE LACY JOHNSON is an individual
residing in the State of Misscuri. Plaintiff was born on July
29, 1215. At the time of the Riot, plaintiff lived on Bullette
Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff is the
sister of Plaintiff LULA BELLE LACY BULLOCK. Plaintiffs fled the
Rioting white mob. Plaintiffs’ property was destroyved during
the Riot: their family store and home were burned down. As
regquired by the COklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann.

§B205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahcma
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Historical Sag@gty has certified that Plgintiff is a Riot

sSurvivor.

101. Plaintiff WILMA MITCHELL JCHNSCN is an individual
regiding in the State of New Mexico. Plaintiff was born on August
14, 1919. At the time of the Rict, Plaintiff lived at 1421 N.
Kenosha Street in the Greenwood Digtrict of Tulsa. During the
Riot, the ricting white mob shot Plaintiff’s father three times,
but Plaintiff’s father survived. Plaintiff’s family property was
destroyed during the Riot. The rioting white mob burned down
Plaintiff’s parents’ restaurant. As reguired by the Oklahona
State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West 2000}}, the
Executive Director of the QOklahoma Historical Society has
certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

102. Plaintiff EDWARD EARVEN JONES is an individual
residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on March
24, 1920. At the time of the Rict, Plaintiff lived on East
Davenport Avenue in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff’s
mother saw airplanes piloted by white ricters drop incendiary
devices during the Riot. Plaintiff escaped from the Riot with
his family to Catoosa, Oklahoma, and then to Red Bird, Oklahoma.
As reguired by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann.
§8205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma
Historical Scociety has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot

Survivor.
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lD%wwglaintiff_HAZEL DOLCRES SMITH JONES is an

individual residing in Tulsa, Oklahoma.

W

laintief wae born on
January 8, 1919. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived with
her thirteen brotherxrs and sisters at 1205 N, Madison Street in
the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff’s family preoeperty was
destroyed during the Riot. The ricting white mob burned
Plaintiff’g family home to the ground. Plaintiff was unlawfully
detained againast her will in one of the detention centers.
Plaintiff, along with her mother and her siblings, were taken to
the Fairground and were held for three or four days until
Plaintiff’s father came for them.

104, Plaintiff THELMA THURMAN KNIGHT is an individual
residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on May
30, 191%5. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived at 619 E.
Cameron Street in the Greenwoeod District of Tulsa. Plaintiff’s
family property was destroyed during the Riot. As required by
the Cklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West
2000)), the Bxecutive Director of the Qklahoma Historical
Society has certified that Plaintiff ils a Riot Survivor.

105, Plaintiff LEANNA JOHNSON LEWIS is an individual
regiding in the State of QOklahoma., Plaintiff was born on August
24, 1%19. At the time of the Rict, Plaintiff liwved in the
Greenwood District of Tulsa.  As required by the Cklahoma State

Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West 2000)), the
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Executive Diﬁgg%g§ of thg leahomg His;q;icgl Sqqiety has
certified thét Plaintiff ié a:Riot.éurvivd??itﬁ" H -

106. Plaintiff KATIE MAE JOHNSON LIVINGSTCON is an
individual residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born
on May 6, 1921. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived in the
Greenwood Digtrict of Tulsa. Plaintiff’s family property was
destroyed during the Riect: Plaintiff’'s house was bhurned down.
Plaintiff fled from the riocting white mob with her mother and
gister. They went to stay with relatives in Clarksville,
Oklahoma, and never returned to live in-Tulsa. As reguired by
the Cklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. 88205 (West
2000) ), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical Society
has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

107. Plaintiff ALICE HIGGS LOLLIS is an individual
residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on June
21, 1%06. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived on Pine
Place in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff was
unlawfully detained against her will in a segregated hospital
hastily created for African American Riot victimg., Plaintiff,
who suffered from rheumatism, was forced to sleep on a mattress
on the ground in the hogpital. As required by the Cklahoma
State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West 2000}}, the
Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical Society has

certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Surviveor.
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residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plainiiff was born on

108 g Plaintiff ROANNA HENRY Mﬁg%ERE is an individual

February 21, 1514. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived on
Pine Place in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. The rioting
white mob shot at Plaintiff and Plaintiff’s grandmocther from
Regevoir Hill. Plaintiff was unlawfully detained against her
will., After the Riot, Plaintiff was housed in a segregated
makeshift hospital on 15" Street without sufficient beds,
forcing her to lie on mattresses placed on the floor of the
building. Plaintiff and Plaintiff’s grandmother were later
taken to the Fairgrounds where they slept on mattresses on the
floor. Plaintiff’s family property was destroved: their house
was set on fire and partially burned. As regquired by the
Cklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. 88205 (West
2000})}, the BExecutive Director of the Oklahoma Historical
Society has certified that Plaintiff ig a Riot Survivor.

109. Plaintiff ELDCORIS MAE ECTOCR McCCHNDICHIE is an
individual residing in the State of Qklahoma. Plaintiff was born
on September 8, 1%11. At the time of the Rict, Plaintiff lived
at 1341 N. Iroguois Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa.
During the Riot, Plaintiff witnessed whites piloting airplanes
from which they shot at fleeing African American men, women, and
children., Plaintiff fled with her family to Pawhuska, Oklahoma.
Plaintiff still has nightmares about the Riot. BAs required by

the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl., Stat. Ann, §8205 (West
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2000}, the_%gggutiveﬁD;;e;to;_of th?-g§L%SQT§ His?pr?pa% SGCie?Y
has certified that ?iaiﬁtiff.ié a.Ribt.éﬁf;iﬁbrfﬁﬂﬁ

110. Plaintiff CAROL SMITHERMAN MARTIN is an individual
residing in the State of North Carclina. Plaintiff was born on
December 22, 1912. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived in
the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff suffered property
damage during the Riot: her father, Andrew Jackson Smitherman,
owned a newspaper and his business and family home was burned to
the ground. Plaintiff was forced to flee Tulsa by the rioting
white mob. One vear after the Rict, Klansmen cut off Plaintiff’'s
uncle’s ear in an act of racial intimidaticen and violence. As
required by the Qklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann.
§8205 (West 2000)), the EHxecutive Director of the Oklahoma
Historical Scciety has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot
Survivor.

111. Plaintiff MARY TACOMA MAUPIN ig an individual
residing in the State of Kentucky. Plaintiff was born on
November 9, 1905. At the time of the Ricot, Plaintiff lived at
507 N. Detroit Avenue in the Greenwood Digstrict of Tulsa.
Plaintiff resided with her uncle. Plaintiff’s family property
was destroyed during the Riot. The rioting white mob burned and
locted the family home. Plaintiff heard the rioting whites
exclaim: “These niggers have better things than we do!” What
the rioting white mob could not take it destroyed. Plaintiff

was unlawfully detained against her will in one of the detention
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centers. Asgg@guirg@xbgzph? le;h?mg_SEate Legisl;ture (?4 Okl.
Stat. Ann. §ézu$ tWest 2600)), ﬁhenEiec;;;;é.bi;égééruofﬂﬁﬁé:Tﬁ.
Qklahoma Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is a
Riot Surviver.

112. Plaintiff WILLIE MUSGROVE MEANS is an individual
regiding in the State of California. Plaintiff was born on
August 24, 1916. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived in
the Greenwood District of Tulsa. As required by the Oklahoma
State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. 88205 {(West 2000)), the
Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical Scociety has
certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

113. Plaintiff ISHMAEL S. MORAN ig an individual
reciding in the State of Califormia. Plaintiff was born on
January 1, 1920. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived at
313 N. Elgin in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff's
father worked at the Naticonal Bank of Tulsa on Boston Street.
Plaintiff was forced to flee his house and hide from the rioting
white mob. As required by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74
Okl. Stat. Rnn. §8205 (West 2000}), the Executive Director of
the Oklahoma Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is
a Riot Survivor.

114. Plaintiff RUTH DEAN NASH is an individual residing
in the S8tate of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on September 3,
1915, At the time of the Rict, Plaintiff lived on Latimer

Street in the Greenwood District of Tulga. Plaintiff’s property
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was destroye%fdgr;ng.thg.RiQtf. The“riOE;%g_white mok burned
Plaintiff’s Eome fé'ﬁhe gf@und:. TQ:eséé;eyéig-ﬁiglféﬁigiﬂQi%%1°
and her mother fled in a car for Muskogee, Oklahoma. Plaintiff
and her mother were taken to the Dunbar School and later joined
by her father. As required by the Oklahoma State Legislature
(74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director
of the Oklahoma Historical Scciety has certified that Plaintiff
is a Riot Survivor.

115, Plaintiff SIMEON L. NEAL is an individual resgiding
in the State of lllinois. Plaintiff was born on August 31, 1920.
AL the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived in the Creenwood
District of Tulsa. Plaintiff’s family property was destroyed
during the Riot: his father’s tailor shop and three rented homes
were burned., Plaintiff was forced to flee from the rioting white
mob. As required by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl.
Stat. Amn. §8205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director of the
Oklahoma Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is a
Riot Survivor.

116. Plaintiff ALMADGE J. NEWKIRK is an individual
residing in the State of California. Plaintiff was born on
October 13, 1913. At the time of the Rioct, Plaintiff lived at
118 N. Greenwood Avenue in the Greenwood District of Tulsa.
Plaintiff’s parents ran a business consisting of a bakery and a
confectionary shop, and a photography studio. Plaintifffs family

property was destroyed during the Riot. The rioting white mob
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destroyed th%rhglldlngs and the bu51nes§ﬂ%s the course of

the

Riot. As required by the Oklahoma State ueglslature (74 0
Stat. Ann. §8205 {(Weskt 2000)), the Executive Director of t
Oklahoma Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff i1
Riot Surviveor.

117. Plaintiff MYRTLE NAPIER OLIVER is an indivi
residing in the State of Georgla. Plaintiff was born in 15
At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived at 526 N. Elgin S
in the Greenwood District of Tulsa with her family. As re
by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §820
{West 2000}), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma Histo
Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor,

118, Plaintiff JUANITA MAXINE SCOTT PARRY is an
individual residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff w
on June 21, 121%. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff liwve
341 or 404 N. Elgin Strect in the Greenwood District of Tu
Plaintiff is the sister of Plaintiff JULIUS WARREN SCOTT.
Plaintiff’s family home was destroyed during the Riot.
Plaintiff fled with her family to the home of an attorney
T.H. Spears and saw pecple burning houses at Hartford near
Archer. As reguired by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74
Stat. Ann. 88205 (West 2000} )}, the Executive Director of t
Oklahoma Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff i

Riot Survivor.
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119, Plgint;ﬁf.IDA:BUENS_PA?TE SON is an individual
residing in thé;SEéfé”bf:fiéridé;:ﬁiéiﬁé;f%ﬁﬁggfgggé?ﬁﬂéééﬁﬁéf§:
25, 1919. Plaintiff is the sister of Plaintiff JOE R. BURNS. At
the time of the Riet, Plaintiff liwved at 517 Latimer Court in the
Creenwood District of Tulsa. During the Riot Plaintiff fled with
her family from the rioting white mob and hid in a ravine on
Apache Street. Plaintiff suffered property damage during the
Riot. - As reguired by the Cklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl.
Stat. Ann. 88205 (Weét 2000})}, the Executive Director of the
Cklahoma Historical Soclety has cextified that Plaintiff is a
Riot Survivor.

120, Plaintiff FREDDIE SCOTT PAYNE is an individual
residing in the State of California. Plaintiff was born on
November 8, 19214. Plaintiff resided in Greenwood, across from
Booker T. Washington High Schoel on a steep hill behind the
gchool at the time of the riot. Plaintiff’'e grandfather and
uncle were killed during the rict. As required by the Cklahoma
State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann., §8205 (West 2000)), the
Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical Society has
certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

121, Plaintiff JOAN ALEXANDER POWDRILL is an
individual residing in the State of California. Plaintiff was
born on March 27, 1217. Plaintiff lived at 1621 North MNorfolk
Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff is the

sister of Plaintiff JOHN MELVIN ALEXANDER. As required by the
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Ciishons Scatg.femisiatire (74 OKL. stagogen. 5605 (et
2000)), the Executive Director of the Okidibmé”ﬁisﬁbriCéf
Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

122. Plaintiff ALICE PRESLEY is an individual residing
in the State of California. Plaintiff was born con March 8, 1921.
At the time of the Rict, Plaintiff lived in the Greenwood
District of Tulsa. The Ricot so traumatized Plaintiff's parents
that they left Tulsa for good after the Riot. As regquired by
the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat., Ann. §8205 (West
2000)), the Executive Director of the Cklahoma Historical
Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

123. Plaintiff DeLOIS VADEN RAMSEY is an individual
residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on March 5,
1919. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived on Elgin Street
in the Greenwcoed District of Tulsa. Plaintiff’s father owned a
Vaden's Pool Hall, a popular recreation spot frequented by many
notable African Americans., Plaintiff’s family property was
destroyed during the Riot by the rioting white mob: they even
shot her dog. BAs reguired by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74
Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director of the
Cklahoma Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is a
Riot Survivor.

124, Plaintiff CORA HAWKINE RENFRC is an individual
regiding in the State of Illincis. Plaintiff was born on April

28, 1920. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived in the
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Greenwood Disfyict of Tulsa. As requirﬁgwsy_the OCklahoma State

Legislature (72 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West 2000)), the
Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical Society has
certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

125. Plaintiff SIMON R. RICHARDSON 1is an individual
regiding in the State of Cklahoma. Plaintiff was born on
February 12, 1814. At the time of the Rict, Plaintiff lived on
Greenwood Avenue in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff
wag unlawfully detained against his will in the Convention
Center detention center. As required by the Oklahoma State
legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §820%5 (West 2000})), the
Executive Director of the Cklahoma Historical Society has
certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

126. Plaintiff JEWEL SMITHERMAN ROGERS is an
individual residing in the State of California. Plaintiff was
born on June 12, 1917, At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived
on Elgin Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff
suffered propertj damage during the Riot: her family home was
burned to the ground. As reguired by the Oklahoma State
Legiglature (74 Ckl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West 2000}), the
Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical Society has
certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

127. Plaintiff JULTIUS WARREN 3COTT ig an individual
residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on

September 23, 1921, Plaintiff was born in a tent in the Greenwood

Craft G JOMPLATNT
w4 -




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

26

District of Tylsa in_thg.immediate_after”ath_oﬁ the RiOtT_
Plaintiff_is“tné broﬁhér.Of.?i%inﬁifé J;A$§f£ﬁﬁﬁﬁEﬁﬁhédﬁffﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁf.
Plaintiff’s family home was destroyed during the Riot. As
required by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Ckl. Stat. Ann.
§8205 (West 2000)), the Executiwe Director of the Oklahoma
Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is & Riot
Survivor.

128. Plaintiff ORA LEE SCOTT is an individual residing
in the State of California. Plaintiff was born on August 4,
1812. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived in the Greenwood
Digtrict of Tulsa. Plaintiff and her family fled the rioting
white mob. The Riot caused Plaintiff‘s family to leave Tulsa
and move to California. As required by the Oklahoma State
Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 {(West 2000)), the
Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical Society has
certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

128. Plaintiff TULETA . DUNCAN SHAWNEE is an
individual residing in the State of California. Plaintiff was
born on September 7, 1203. At the time of the Ricot, Plaintiff
lived at 1062 N. lLansing Street in the Greenwood District of
Tulsa. Plaintiff fled from the rioting white mob. Plaintiff
left Tulsa after the Riot, never to return. As required by the
Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. 88205 (West
2000) ), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical

Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.
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residing in the State of Oklahoma Plalnulff was born on

Plalntlff VENEICE DUNN SIM&S is an 1nd1v1dual

January 21, 1905. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived at
1027 N. Kenosha Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa.
Plaintiff’'s family home was destroyed during the Riot.
Plaintiff's family fled from Tulsa, never to return. As
regquired by the Qklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann.
§8205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma
Historical Society hag certified that Plaintiff is a Riot
Surviwvor.

131. Plaintiff HAL "CORNBREAD" SINGER is an indiwvidual
regiding in Manterre, France. Plaintiff was born on October 8,
1%19. At the time of the Riock, Plaintiff iived on Frankfort
Avenue in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff suffered
property damage during the Riot. The rioting white mob
destroyed Plaintiff’s family's home and property. As reguired
by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205
(West 2000)), the Executive Director of the Cklahoma Historical
Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

132. Plaintiff BEULAH LOREE KEENAN SMITH is an
individual residing in the State of Cklahoma. Plaintiff was born
on May 20, 1908. At the time of the Rict, Plaintiff lived at
1411 N. Lansing Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa.
Plaintiff's property was destroyed during the Riot. Plaintiff

suffered physical injury during the Riot, as her bhack was
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injured flesiq fron the nob. Ner fanily aceerpted o cvade
capture by hiqlgg:iﬁ.a hog pen, but heriLééhéf”ﬁéé*ééﬁfaééaJéﬁaT
placed in a detention center. As reguired by the Oklahoma State
Legisglature (74 OkL. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West 2000)), the
Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical Society has
certified that Plaintiff 1s a Riot Survivor,

133. Plaintiff GOLDEN WILLIAMS SMITH is an individual
residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on May 20,
19216. At the time of the Rict, Plaintiff lived on Greenwood
Avenue in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiffre family
property was destroyed during the Riot. The rioting white meb
burned down Plaintiff’s parents’ home and the state or municipal
avthorities removed Plaintiff’'s family to the Fairground
detention center. As reguired by the Oklahoma State Legislature
{74 Ckl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director
of the Cklahoma Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff
is a Riot Survivor.

134, Plaintiff LOLA SNEED SNOWDEN ig an individual
residing in the State of Indiana. Plaintiff was born on January
21, 1915. At the time of the Ricot, Plaintiff resided on Cruse
Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff's property
was destroyed in the rxiot, including her family home. Plaintiff
and her family fléd te the woods and stayed with several Native
American families before returning to Tulsga. Plaintiff still

suffers from phobias and nightmares. As required by the
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Oklahoma Sta5§q%¢gisla§g;§ ;?Q:Qk;f"StaF~,ann' 58205 (West
2000)), the Exeéutive.birector of the O%#digééﬁﬁigégfiééii?ﬁ'H:m
Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

135. Plaintiff JAMES L. STEWARD igs an individual
residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on July
12, 1217. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived at 444 E.
Marshall Place in the Greenwood District of Tulesa, Plaintiff’'s
family property was destroyed during the Ricot. The rioting white
mob set fire to his home while Plaintiff and his family were
still inside. As required by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74
Okl. Stat. Ann. 83205 {West 2000)), the Executive Director of
the Cklahoma Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is
a Riot Survivor.

136. Plaintiff DOROTHY WILSON STRICKLAND is an
individual residing in the State of Tllinoisg. Plaintiff was
born on November &6, 1212. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff
lived at 419 E. Latimer Court in the Greenwood District of
Tulsa. Plaintiff’s family suffered property damage during the
Riot: her father's store was one of the first buildings burned
by the rioting white mob. Plaintiffs were forced to flee from
the rioting white mob. Plaintiff-waé unlawfully detained
againgt his will in one of the detention centers. As required
by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 0kl. Stat. Ann. 88205
(West 2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical

Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.
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13??ﬁilaint%ff=SASAH,TA?UM;?Sﬁagiénéé?idpél ?gsiding.
in the State or Connecticut. _Plaintifflwd;aBth.dﬁpr%il 20,
1912. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived in the Greenwcocd
District of Tulsa. As required by the Oklahoma State

Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West 2000)), the

Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical Society has
certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

138. Plaintiff LOIS WHITE TAYLOR is an individual
resgiding in the State of California. Plaintiff was born on
September 27, 1919. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff resided
at 1273 N. Laneging Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa.
Plaintiff fled from the rioting white mob with her brother and
mother to Turley, Oklahoma, a town nerth of Tulsa. Plaintiff's
family property was destroyed during the Riot: all their
personnel possessions were destroyed or looted, and the family
hcome was damaged in the fire.

139. Plaintiff WILLIE MAE SHELBURN THOMPSON iz an
individual residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born
on December 4, 1912. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived at
on Lansing Avenue in the Greenwood District of Tulsa.

Plaintiff's family property was destroved during the Riot.
After the Riot, Plaintiff'e family was so concerned for her
safety that they sent her to live with her father in Austin,
Texas. As required by the Cklahoma State Legislature (74 Ckl.

Stat. Ann. 88205 (West 2000)}), the Executive Director of the
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Riot Survivor. - | | |

140. Plaintiff EFFIE LEE SPEARS TODD is an individual
residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on
November &, 1908, At the time ¢f the Riot, Plaintiff lived in
the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff fled from the ricting
white mob. Plaintiff’s property was destroyed during the Riot.
As required by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat.
Ann. §8205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma
Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot
Surviveor.

141. Plaintiff MELVIN C, TODD is an individual
regiding in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on Apriil
12, 1210. At the time of the Rict, Plaintiff lived onh Elgin
Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff suffered
property damage during the Riot: hig house was burned down. As
required by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann.
§8205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director ¢of the Oklahoma
Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot
Survivor.

142. Plaintiff KATHRYN MAE TAYLOR TOLIN is an
individual residing in the State of California. Plaintiff was
born on August 27, 1910. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff
Jived in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. As reguired by the

Cklahoma State Legislature (74 Ckl. sStat. Ann., 88205 (West
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200001, rhe Bpaputive Director of the Ofighoms fetomical
Society has certified that Plaintiff is-a1§idf'éﬁf§£ﬁO£T"i“

143, Plaintiff BESSIE MAE AUSTIN VESTER is an
individual residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was
born on September 28, 191%., At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff
lived in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff’s sister
was badly burned during the Rioct. As required by the Oklahoma
State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West 2000)), the
Executive Director of the Cklahoma Historical Socilety has
certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

1l44. Plaintiff QUEEN ESTHER LOVE WALKER i1s an
individual residing in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was
born on May 4, 1921. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived
in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff’s family property
was destroyed during the Riot, including a house on Greenwood
Avenue and a prospercus restaurant. The rioting white mcbk shot
at Plaintlff and her family while they attempted to flee. As
regquired by the Oklahoma State Legiglature {74 Okl. Stat. Ann.
§8205 {(West 2000}), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma
Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot
Survivor.

145. Plaintiff SAMUEL WALKER is an individual residing
in the 8State of Misspuri. Plaintiff was born on September 28,
1821. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff’s mother, whe lived on

Frankfort Avenue in the Greenwood District of Tulsa, was
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pregnant_witaﬁggaiqtiff{ :Plaiqtiff was. Qrﬁzpr?matu;ely_in.g_
Red Cross teﬁt:éuﬁ ﬁ? féf.the Riot éﬁrﬁivgééf;'ﬁléiﬂéiff:isufhe:
brother of Plaintiffs TRCY SIDNEY WALKER and JOYCE WALKER HILL.
Plaintiff's family property was destroyed during the Riot. As
required by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann.
88205 {(West 2000}), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma
Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot
Survivor.

146. Plaintiff TROY SIDNEY WALKER is an individual

residing in the State of Washington. Plaintiff was born on

August 16, 1918. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived on

'Frankfort Avenue in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff

is brother of JOYCE WALKER HILL and SAMUEL WALKER. Plaintiff's
family property was destroyed during the Riot. As required by
the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Qkl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West
2000} ), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical
Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

147. Plaintiff OSCAR DOUGLAS WASHINGTON is an
individual residing in the State of Misscuri. Plaintiff was
born on February 18, 1912. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff
lived on the 900 Block of Queen Street in the Greenwood District
of Tulsa. Plaintiff saw airplanes flying low over Greenwood.
Plaintiff fled with his family from the rioting white mob. As
required by the Cklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl., Stat. Ann.

58205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma
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Historical Sag;gty has certified that_P%§;$tiff is a Riot _

T T

Survivor.

148. Plaintiff MARY LECON BROWN WATSON is an individual
rezsiding in the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on
Octoker 9, 1909. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived in
the Webb Hotel on the corner of Greenwood Avenue and Archer
Street in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff’'s family
property was destroyed during the Riet. As required by the
Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. stat. Ann. §8205 (West
2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical
Scciety has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot. Survivor.

149, Plaintiff ALLEN MATTHEW WHITE is an individual
residing in the State of Chio. Plaintiff was born on February 4,
1917. At the time of the Rioct, Plaintiff lived at 1431 N.
Langing Street 1in the Greenwood District of Tulsa with his
family. As required by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 0kl.
Stat. Ann. §8205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director of the
Qklahoma Historical Society hag certified that Plaintiff is a
Riotr Survivor.

150. Plaintiff CECIL WHITE is an individual residing in
the State of California. Plaintiff was born on April 15, 1919.
At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived at 427 E. Latimer Street
in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. During the Riot, the rioting
white mob shot and killed Plaintiff’s uncle. As reguired by the

Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Qkl. Stat. aAnn. §8205 (West
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2000)), the E;@Eutive Director of the Oklahoma Historical

Society has cerﬁifiédhfﬁat Piaintiff'isfafRiot_Survivor.

151. Plaintiff MARIE WHITEHCRN 1s an individual
residing in the State of California. Plaintiff was born on
April 24, 1910. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived on
Greenwood Avenue in the Greenwood Digstrict of Tulsa. Plaintiff
fled from the rioting white mob during the course of the Riot.
Plaintiff suffered emotional trauma as a result of the Riot. As
required by the Cklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl., Stat. Ann.
§8205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma
Historical Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot
Survivor.

152. Plaintiff MILDRED EVITT WILRURN is an individual
residing in the State of Oklahoma, Plaintiff was born on January
17, 1921. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived in the
Greenwood District of Tulsa with her family. As required by the
Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. §8205 (West
2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical -Society
has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor.

153. Plaintiff BERTRAM . WILLIAMS is an individual
residing in the State of Washington. Plaintiff was born on
September 22, 1%20. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived at
543 E. Latimer Court in the Creenwocod District of Tulsa.
Plaintiff was unlawfully detained against his will in one of the

detenticon centers. During the Riot, Plaintiff fled from the
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awk Park,
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rioting whitifmgp_with_h;gmfami;y.tq MQT wherg_Fhe
National Guafa ééptured.ﬁiﬁ.and took hiﬁ Qé"éﬁagtentiéﬁméégéérf?
As required by the Oklahoma State Legisglature (74 Okl. Stat.
Ann. §82085 (West 2000)}), the Executive Director of the Cklahoma
Higtorical Society has certified that Plaintiff is a Riot
Survivor,

184, Plaintiff LOUIE BARTON WILLIAMS is an individual
regiding in the State of Illincois. Plaintiff was born on
September 21, 1512. At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived in
the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff was order from her
house by the rioting white mob, and fled until she was caught.
Plaintiff was unlawfully detained against her will in one of the
detention centers. As required by the Cklahoma State
Legislature (74 Okl. Stat. Ann. 88205 (West 2000)), the
Executive Director of the Oklahoma Historical Society has
certified that Plaintiff is a Riot Survivor,

155. Plaintiff WESS YOUNG is an individual residing in
the State of Oklahoma. Plaintiff was born on February 20, 1917.
At the time of the Riot, Plaintiff lived on the 300 block of W,
Hartford Avenue in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff
was captured by the National Guard and unlawfully detained
against his will at the Bocker T. Washingteon High Scheol. As
required by the Oklahoma State Legislature (74 Ckl. Stat. Ann.

§8205 (West 2000)), the Executive Director of the Oklahoma
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isrorical SgEgty has certified that PRARCIff is & Rict
Survivor, - o

156. Each of thé Plaintiffs described above suffered
and was directly injured in some way by the unlawful conduct of

the Defendants.

ii Degcendants

157. The following Plaintiffs are desgcendants of Riot
victims who were killed during the Riot:

158. Plaintiffs ARTHUR JEFRERSON and JESSIE THOMAS are
the grandchildren of Johnny Adams, children of Eliza Adams and
nephew and niece of “SBaucer” Grayson. At the time of the Riot,
Plaintiffs and Plaintiffs mother lived on Jasper Street.
Plaintiff’s family alsc owned six or seven rent houses on Jasper
Street just off Greenwocod Avenue. Everything they owned was
burned down by the white mob. The family hid in an old shed
behind their homes near an alley and watched through cracks as
the white mob set fire to their property. The white mob wag
neavily armed, shooting everywhere and their uncle, “Saucer”
Grayson was shot and killed.

159. Plaintiff MARY A. WILSON.-is an individual
residing at Englewood, Colorade. Plaintiff is a descendant of

Dan Wilson, Violet Dixon Wilson, and Richard E. Wilson. At the

time of the Riot, Dan Wilson, Violet Dixon Wilson, and Richard
E. Wilson lived in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Dan Wilson,
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the RlOt and a1 Sappeared . ’ T B O Y P PN VP PR S

160. Plaintiff DOROTHY WILLIAMS BEANLETT ig an
individual residing in Tulsa, Oklahoma. Plaintiff GRANT
WILLIAMS is an individual residing in University City, Missouri,
Plaintiffs are grandchildren of Fisher James Williams and Dinah
Freeman Williamg. At the time of the Riot, Fisher James
Williams lived in the Greenwood Digtrict of Tulsa, and was
injured during the Riot. Plaintiff’s father died as a result of
his injuries at St. John‘s Hogpital on June 21, 1921,

16l. Plaintiff GERALDINE PERRYMAN-TEASE iz an
individual residing in Tulsa, Oklahoma. The plaintiff is the
daughter of Addie Perryman-Tease and the niece of Bob Perryman.
At the time of the Riot, Addie Perryman-Tease and Bob Perryman
lived in the dreenwcod District of Tulsa. Bob Perryman was
killed during the Riot.

162. Plaintiff MILDRED MARIAN HAMEL MILLER iz an
individual residing in Ausgtin, Texas. Plaintiff LADAWNA MILLER
is an individual residing in Austin, Texas, Plaintiffs are the
descendants ¢f Tom Swift Hamel and Luvenia Williams. At the
time of the Riot, Tom Swift Hamel and Luvenia Williams lived in
the Greenwood District of Tulsa.

163. Plaintiff PATSY ROBINSON is the granddaughter of
Pearl Oliver, the daughter of Montana Wright and the niece of

Paris Oliver. At the time of the Riot, Pearl COliver and Paris
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Oliver livedg}gkthexGregnwood District of Tulsa.

Plaintiff and

her family lived on Greemwood at the time of the Riot.
Plaintiff’s grandmother suffered an emctional and mental
breakdown as a result of the Ricot and was never the same.
Plaintiff’s uncle was harmed in the Riot. Plaintiff’s family
home was destroyed in the Riot,

164. Plaintiff MARGARET THARFE is the daughter of
Geraldine Smith Marks, the granddaughter of Omega Smith and the
great-granddaughter of Abigail Goodson. At the time of the
Riot, Geraldine Smith Marks, Omega Smith and Abigail Goodson
lived in the Greenwood District of Tulsa. Plaintiff’s uncle
disappeared during the Riot and was never heard from again.

165. Plaintiff MAXINE JACKSON LACY is the daughter of
Ed and Cory Jackson and the granddaughter of Ella Johnson. At
the time of the Riot, Ed Jackson, Cory Jackson, and Ella Johnson
owned two homes, one on N. Owasso and the other on Easton near
Mt. Zion Baptist Church. The house on Easton was completely
degtroyed in the Riot. Plaintiff’s father attempted to escape
with his family. Plaintiff’s pregnant mother fell down during
her escape. Plaintiff’'g family fled to_Claremére, Oklahoma,
where they were rescued by their employer, Miller Hamett.
Plaintiff’s grandmothexr, Ella Johnson disappeared and was never
heard from again.

The following plaintiffs are descendants of Riot Survivors

whose property was unlawfully taken by Defendants or who were

Draft G . COMPLAINT
-78- )




10

11

12

13

14

15

1le

17

i8

1s

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

unlawfully d%;@%ﬂed agalnst thelr will;

i AR, o were forced to

flee from their homes by the rlotlng wh;ﬁé.ﬁobhpégﬁ#£5 éﬁ££éréd?
physical or emotional injury during the Riot at the hands of the
rioting white mob:

166. Plaintiff JOHN HOPE FRANKLIN; Plaintiff RAYMOND

PRESLEY; Plaintiff CAESAR LATIMER; Plaintiffs WILLIAM
SHAKESPEARE LATIMER; JAYPHEE CLINTON; MAJOR SYLVESTER LATIMEE;
ELIHU LATIMER; FRED LATIMER, SR.; PATELLA LATIMER PEGUES; THELLA
IATIMER; ELLA LATIMER BRADFCORD; MAGGIE LATIMER and ALICE
LATIMER; Plaintiff CHRISTOPHER ANITA WILLIAMS; Plaintiff JUANITA
ALEXANDER HOPKINS; Plaintiff JOHNETTA ADAMS: -Plaintiff RHCONDA
ANDERSON; Plaintiff ROBERT EARL ANDERSON; Plaintiff DIANE
ANDERSON STEELE; Plaintiff MARIETTA ANDERSON WAITERS; Plaintiffs
RUTH ELLA AUTRY, JAMES AUTRY, OTIS and ELMER AUTRY; Plaintiffs
AILEEN JCAWNE AUSTIN COBURN and LEONA AUSTIN McCAIN: Plaintiff
RAMCNA DINKINS WIMBERLY; Plaintiffs ERLINE CROSSLIN, BILLIE
WAYNE RUCKER, J. C. RUCKER, ROBERT C. RUCKER and ROSELLA TURNER;
Plaintiff JCOHN BAILEY; Flaintiff ROY DAVIS; Plaintiffs A. BANKS,
BERNICE PANKS DAVIS and AUDREY BANKS PARSON; Plaintiffs MARY
BELL ARRINGTON, R.G. BELL and CATHRYN Rell SNODDY; Plaintiffs
LISA PRESLEY and JILL ELIZABETH PRESLEY; Plaintiff JEAN WILLIAMS
MCGILL; Plaintiff MATTIE DAVIS OLIVER; Plaintiffs ALLENE
KNICGHTEN RAYFORD and JAMES BERNARD KNIGHTEN; Plaintiffs BERNICE
LAWLER and LORRAINE MCFARLAND; Plaintiffs THELMA KINLAW CERMANY;

Plaintiffs DOROTHY JONES, NANCY MARTIN, CATHERINE MARTIN, JAMES

Draft G COMPLAINT
_79_




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

13

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

PRESTON MART%@@NFELTON MARTIN LESLIE BE_hD Plalntlffs MARY
PRISCILLA PARKER HARRISON and GENIEIVE JALKSON Plalntlffs DIANA
LYNN SHELTON and SHIRLEY SHELTON; Plaintiffs OSCAR BOYD and
ALICE BOYD VAUGHN; Plaintiff HELEN SIPUELHUGGINS; Plaintiff
LAVADA [.OUISE PARKER OSBOURNE; Plaintiffs HOWARD LERCYD DENNIE,
LAWRENCE HERMAN DENNIE, ALFREDA O. DENNIE FRANKLIN, NORMAN JEAN
DENNIE LESHIE, FRANK EUGENE RODGERS, IDA LOUISE DENNIE WILLIS
and EDNA EARLY WORKS; Plaintiff LEONA JERRYE BRUNER ANTHONY ;
Plaintiff NAOMI LAWSON BROWN; Plaintiff EDWARD LAWSON; Plaintiff
WILBUR FOSTER; Plaintiff RONALD EARL MOORE; Plaintiff BERNARD
CARTER; Plaintiff EDDIE HUE CARTER; Plaintiff ROBERT CARTER,
JR.; Plaintiff SAMUEL LEE CARTER; Plaintiff ROBRIE JEAN CARTER
TENNYSON; Plaintiff JOHNYE CANNCN LAWSON; Plaintiff NATHANIEL
CANNON; Plaintiff HENRY CANNON;. Plaintiff MILDRED CANNON
WALLACE; Plaintiff SARAH CURVAY MAYSHAW; Plaintiff LINDA
EDMONDSON GRAVES; Plaintiff NAOMI NASH WILLIAMS WIMBERLY;
Plaintiff PATRICIA WILLIAMS; Plaintiff PEGGY ANN MCRUFFIN
MITCHELL; AUDELE BEEKS MCLEOCD; Plaintiff FELICIA MCLEOD JOHNSON;
Plaintiff WALLACE MCLEOD, JR; Plaintiff DELLA SHELTON JACKSON ;
Plaintiff JOHNNY SHELTON; Plaintiff FAYE MAY; Plaintiff RBRETTY
ANDERSON; Plaintiff MAIME SHELTON; Plaintiff BILLY SHELTOCN;
Plaintiff MARGARET LEE; Plaintiff BEUNA VANN SMITH; Plaintiffs
MARIETTA ANDERSON WAITERS; Plaintiff DIANNE ANDERSON STEELE;
Plaintiff ROBERT EARI, ANDERSON; Plaintiff RHONDA ANDERSON;

Plaintiff IRMA THOMAS ANTHONY; Plaintiff LECNTYNE THOMAS
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HARRELL; Pla@g&%ff JERRY FIELDS THOMAS H‘M;.P"_"g"!fl111t1fLS OVEID LACY.

7. . '
ITI and ROBER'L LACY Plalntlff NICKOLAS a. BANKS ; Plaintiff
BERNICE E. DAVIS ; Plaintiff AUDREY PARSONS; Plaintiff LERQY
KIRK, JR.; Plaintiff MAE ETTA REYNOLDS; Plaintiff JOHN W.
PATTON; Plaintiff JO ANN EWING; Plaintiff WANDA EWING POPE;
Plaintiff ROBERT EWING; Plaintiff BILL EWING; Plaintiff BOBBYE
LOUISE GILBERT; Plaintiff FANNIE WILLIAMS; Plaintiff SIMON BERRY
JR.; Plaintiff MARCUERITE BACGEY; Plaintiff Maxine JESSIE VADEN;
Plaintiff JOYCE RAMSEY; Plaintiff RAYMONWD BEARD,SR. ; Plaintiff
FLOYD PRICE is an individual residing in Tulsa, Oklahoma.
Plaintiff CAROLYN PRICE JOHNSCN; Plaintiff MILDRED LOUISE DAVIS
SCOTT; Plaintiff THERESA DAVIS SCOTT; Plaintiff FRED DAVIS ;
Plaintiff SANDRA JEAN DAVIS LANDRUM; Plaintiff ROSIE LEE
JACKSON; Plaintiff FRED SMITH; Plaintiff FANIIE SMITH VERNER;
Plaintiff ERMA SMITH THOMPSON; Plaintiff DELCRES HARRINGTON;
Plaintiff SHIRLEY RIDLEY; Plaintiff PAT MOORE; Plaintiff SHIRLEY
TYUS; Plaintiff SELMA LOCKARD; Plaintiff FRANK LOCKARD;
Plaintiff JESSIE MAE LOCKARD; Plaintiff EDWARD LOCKWARD;
Flaintiff ERNEST LOCKARD; Plaintiff OSCAR LOCKARD; Plaintiff
CORTEZ LOCKARD; Plaintiff EMMA LOCKARD HORN; Plaintiff PATRICIA
WILLIAMS; Plaintiff LORENZQ CARLGOS VANN; Plaintiff CARRIE M.
MCDONALD STROTHER; Plaintiff JIMMIE WICKAM; Plaintiffs FRANK
WALKER, S8R,; Plaintiff RILEY WALKER, JR; Plaintiff DANIEL WALKER
BITSON, JR., Plaintiff XEITH HAMILTON; Plaintiffs EDWINA WALKER

CARR; Plaintiff MARCIA WALKER POCKETT; Plaintiff WILLIAM D.
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WATKER ; Plai%?%S?_QP35?¢W59K?3,W%SFING?§¥%XP¥?i?t?FF_?EESET?E
HAWKING; Plainciff OLANDER HAWKING; Plainciff STARLA HAWKINS
Plaintiff CHARLOTTE WILLIAMS; Plaintiff NAOMI LAWSON BROWN ;
Plaintiff EDWARD LAWSON; DPlaintiff MARCUS LAWSON; Plaintiff
MARGARET ANN LAWSON; PALMER LAWSON, JR; Plaintiff WILBUR FOSTER
and Plaintiff RONALD MOORE; Plaintiff BERNARD CARTER; Plaintiff
EDDIE CARTER; ROBERT CARTER, JR,; SAMUEL LEE CARTER; BOBBIE
JEAN CARTER TENNYSON; Plaintiff TERRY NASH; AUDREY TAYLOR and
BYRON TAYLOR; Plaintiff MILDRED MARIAN HAMEL MTLLER; Plaintiff
LADAWNA MILLER; Plaintiff PATSY ROBINSON; Plaintiff MARGARET

THARP; Plaintiff MAXINE JACKSON LACY; Plaintiff RAYMOND PRESIEY.

B. Defendants

167, Defendant THE GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA
is an individual living in the State of Oklahoma, and is sued in
his official capacity.

168. Defendant THE CITY OF TULSA is a municipality
located in the State of Oklahoma.

162. Defendant THE CHIEF OF PCLICE OF THE CITY OF
TULSA is an individual living in the State of Cklahoma, and is
sued in his official capacity.

170, Defendant THE CITY OF TULSA POLICE DEPARTMENT ig
an entity located in the State of Cklahoma.

171. Plaintiffs are unaware of the true names and

capacities of Defendants DOES 1 through 100, inclusive, and
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accordingly iygygaidﬁpgfquaq@; by_SQChf;%fF%t%Og?_?aﬁésf_”%S_
soon as Plainuiffs learn the true names «ad capacities of
Defendants DOES 1 through 100, inclusive, it will amend this
Complaint accordingly. - Plaintiffs are informed and believe and
therefore allege that Defendants DOES 1 through 100, inclusive,
are in some way responsible for the acts and obligations sued
upon herein. "THE GOVERNCOR QOF THE STATE OF CKLAHOMA, " "THE CITY
OF TULBA," "THE CHTEF OF POLICE," “THE CITY CF TULSA POLICE
DEPARTMENT,” and DOES 1 through 100, inclusive, sghall be

referred to collectively herein as "Defendants."

FACTUAL BACKGROUND®®

A. Greenwood, 1221

172. Plaintiffs incorporate by reference parvagraphs 1-
Sl.

173. The widespread atmosphere of racial hostility. in
Oklahoma in the years preceding the riots was exacerbated by
Tulsa whites’ anger at the prosperity of the Greenwood

District.?

36. The factual references in the factual background are taken
from the Commission Report and the documents published along
with it; Scott Ellsworth, Death in a Promiged Land: The Tulsa
Race Riot of 1921 (1982); Alfred Brophy, Reconstructing the

Dreamland (2002); and the reccllection of various Survivors of

the Riot.
37. Bee 8Bcott Ellaworth, Death in a Promised Land: The Tulsa
Draft G COMPLAINT
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174 . In the spring of 1921, Greenwood, the African
AT TR T s T T T

American section of Tulsa, wag one of the ﬁééf %ibréhtJAfiican"
American communities in America. About 8,000 people lived in the
largely self-sufficient community.?®®

175. Greenwood's professional c¢lass had become so
prosperous by 1921, that the streets on which it conducted its
business were collectively known nationally as the “Negro Wall
Street,”*

176. Running north out of the downtown commercial

digstrict—and shaped, more or less, like an elongated jigsaw

puzzle piece—Greenwood was bordered by the Frisco railroad yards
to the south, by Lansing Street and the Midland Valley tracks to
the east, and by Stand Pipe and Sunset Hills to the west.*’

177. The southern end of Greenwood Avenue, including
the adjacent side streets, was the home of the African American
commercial district. This several block stretch of handsome

one, two, and three-story red brick buildings housed dozens of

|| African American-owned and -operated businesses, including

15

grocery stores and meat markets, c¢lothing and dry good stores,

billiard halls, beauty parlors and barber shops, as well as a

Race Riot of 1821 (1982). _ o

38. Alfred Brophy, Reconstructing the Dreamland : The Tulsa Riot
of 1921 (2002). o )

39. Scott Ellsworth, Death in a Promised Land: The Tulsa Race
Riot of 1921 22 (L9$82). o .

40. Dr. Scott Ellsworth, The Tulsa Race Riot, published with the

Draft G 8z COMPLAINT




10

11

1z

13

14

15

le

17

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

drug store, adewelry store, an upholstegy shop, and a

photography étuéid:.”

178, Greenwood’'s economy was diverse, consisting of
business persons and professionals as well as skilled and semi-
skilled workers. Because of racial segregation, these businesses
served primarily African Americans., It 1s estimated that
Greenwood had 33 professionals, including 2 dentists, 4
druggists, 1 jewesler, 3 lawyers, 2 photographers, 10 physicians,
and 6 real estate/insurance agents. It is estimated that by
1921 Greenwood boasted 108 business establishments, which
included 9 billiard halls, 2 retall stores, 4 confectioneries, 1
feed and grain store, 11 boarding houses, 2 garages, 41
groceries, 5 hotels, 30 restaurants, 2 movie theaters, and 1
undertaker’s parlor. Greenwood’'s eccnomy also consisted of an
egtimated 24 skilled crafts persone, including 5 builders, 2
dressmakers, 1 plumber, 1 printer, 4 shoemakerg, 10 tailors, and
1 uphclsterer, pilus an estimated 26 low-skilled workers, with 12
barbers, 5 cleanerg, 3 hairdressers, and & shoeshiners.

179. There were two African American newspapers: the

Tulsa Star and the Oklahoma Sun. Moreover, Greenwood was also

home to a local business league, various fraternal corders, a

Y.M.C.A. branch, and a number of women’'s clubs.?!

Commission Report, 37, 40 (2001).
41, Dr. Scott Ellsworth, The Tulsa Race Riot, published with the
Commission Report, 37, 38 (2001).
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180 00 & per gapita basis, thes

[

e were more churches
in Greenwood tnan there were in the city s white community as

well as a number of Bible study groups, Christian youth
organizations, and chapters of national religious societies. All
told, there were more than a dozen African American churches in
Tulsa at the time of the riot, including First Baptist, Vernon
A.M.E., Brown’s Chapel, Morning Star, Bethel Seventh Day
Adventist, and Paradise Baptist, as well as Church of God,
Nazarene, and Church of God in Christ congregations. Mount Zion
Baptist Church was dedicated on April 10, 1%21—less than eight
weeks before the riot.

181. Greenwood was also home to other highly
succegsful business entrepreneurs, including two hotels: the
Gurley Hotel and the Stradford Hotel. The Stradford was a medern
fifry-four room structure, cne of the largest African American-
owned businesses in Oklzahoma.

182. Most ©of the African American-owned businesses in
Tulsa were much more modest. Scattered about the disgtrict were
numerous small stores, from two-seater barbershops to family-run
grocery stores, that helped to make pre-riot Greenwood, on a per
capita basis, one of the most business-laden African American

communities in the country.

B. Prelude to the Riot
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18%@&%3 the early evening of 31, 1921, a crowd of

, £ I L
whites began gaﬁhering'at the Tulsa'cbuhtinéﬁffhéﬁéé,.dfawn'
there in part because of a newspaper story suggesting that a
nineteen year-old African American youth, Dick Rowland, had
assaulted a white elevator operator, seventeen-year-old Sarah
Page.

184. Sometime around 4:00 to 5:00 p.m., and certainly
by 6:30 p.m., rumers circulated in the Greenwood community that
Dick Rowland would be lynched that evening.

185. The previous August, a mob had taken a man out of
the cell where Rowland was being held, and lynched him. Twenty-
three African Americans had been lynched in the previous decade.

186. Two prominent African Americans came to the
Courthouse to investigate the rumored lynching.

187. Sometime after 6:20 p.m., other African Americans
began to gather at the Courthouse. By about 7:00 p.m. there
were perhaps about 800 people of both raceg at the Courthouse
and tensicons were yunning high. Some white people were yelling
toc "Get these niggers away from here.”

188. about this time, a number of whiteg went to the
National Guard armory Seeking arms, At the same time, several
carloads of armed African Americans headed towards the
Courthouse to protect Dick Rowland from the gathering white mob.

189, According to J.B. Stradfcord, an African American

businegsman, Sheriff McCulloch stated that he could “handle” the
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crowd and thi;«?? did not require assistance from the African
American resiudﬁté of tﬁe toWﬁ. 'Hé:didinsiigﬂgﬂr;ﬁéy;iiﬁﬂeﬁéf,.
a growing number of white men who continued to mob the
Courthouse, many of them having returned drunk from the armory.

190. A white man then made a speech in front of the
Courthouge and advised the crowd to go home, stating that
African Americang were riding arcund with high-powered revolvers
and guns downtown. The gpeech had some effect and the crowd
gtarted to disperse.

191. At the Courthouse, a white man confronted some of
the African American men and began disarming them. One man
refused to give up hig gun to the white man. The white man
asked, “Nigger, where you goin’ with that gun?” A struggle
resulted, the gun went off, police officers and white men
gtarted firing on the African Americans, an African American man
was killed, and the riot started.?? Sheriff McCullough testified
that when the shot was fired, “that was just like throwing a

43

match in the powder can,! The street cleared quickly.

42, gee Scott Ellsworth, Death in a Promiged Land: The Tulsa
Race Riot of 1921 (1982). BSee also Guardsmen With Machine Guns
Ready for Any Emergency, St. Louis Post-Digpatch 2 (June 1,
1921) (“One version of the beginning of the trouble says the
firat firing came shortly after dark, when a negro wag stopped
by an officer and his gun taken away. He attempted to resist,
according to the officer, and was shot dead. Three hours later
his body was picked up from the street and taken to Police
Headquarters, which was usged ag a temporary morgus.”),

43. Stradford v. American Central Ins. Co, Superior Court of

Cook County, Illinois, No. 370,274 (1921), McCullough Deposition
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£ '.P:; P .: . :Z.:'__.. ;. T S o T CoE ST
C. The Riot Starts: All Hell sreaks Looge

192. According to O.W. Guriey, a prominent African
American businessman, at that point "all hell broke loose."

193. Ag the streets cleared, the African American
victim of the shooting lay in front of the Courthouse. Walter
White, associate secretary of the NAACP, who came to Tulsa
immediately after the riot to investigate 1t, reported that the
African American victim lay dying, under a billboard with a
picture of Mary Pickford, Amsrica’s sweetheart, smiling
winsomely .

124. Almost immediately, mewmbers of the white mob
opened fire on the African American men, who defended themselves
by firing back. Outnumbered more than twenty to one, the
African American men fought a retreat towards the Greenwood
District.

195. With armed whites in close pursuit, the African
American men came under heavy gunfire along Fourth Street, two
blecks neorth of the Courthouse.

196. A shert while later, a second, deadlier, skirmisgh

broke out at the corner of Second and Cincinnati Streets. A

at 19.
44, Bee FP.W. Prentice, QOklahcoma Race Rict, 90 Scribner’s 151,

152 {(August 1931).
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21

second conti?gggt_of African American meg came under fire from .

Bt i

the rioting white mob and had to fight fuf“fhéir}iifeé.

187. Heavily outnumbered by the whites, and suffering
casualties, most of the African Americans were able, however, to
make it safely across the Frisco railroa& tracks and into
GSreenwood.

198. By 10:00 p.m. the police station was filled with
a mob of armed whites. Groups of these white men left the
police staticon in squads and returned sometime later.

199. The white Police Chief John A. Gustafson,
deputized between 250 and 500 white men. The police issued guns
to the newly deputized white citizens of Tulsa to put down what
they referred to as a “Negro uprising.” But the police failed
to even record the names of the people to whom they gave the
guns. After the rict, Poclice Chief Gustafson pleaded in the
pages of a white Tulsa newspaper for the return of guns, stating
they were issued with the understanding that they would be
returned when the need for them passed.

200. The pelice department ordered commandeered the
gun shops and the pawnshops and issued guns to the newly
deputized white mob that then made its way towards Greenwood.
The police department alsc ordered deputies and non-deputies

alike to “go home, get a gun, and get a nigger.~”?®

45. Dr. Scott Ellsworth, The Tulsa Race Riot, published with the
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201 g Local officials sought thg assistance of the

£ % s E N L
K : . 3

State National Guard.

202. A State Naticnal Guard commander arrived with two.
officers and sixteen men at approximately 10:30 p.m. They went
to the pelice station, where they began working in cenjunction
with the police.

203. Binkley Wright, who was seventeen at the time of
the riot, was an eyewlitness to the events.

204 . According to one Survivor, Binkley Wright,
African Americans formed a “protective brigade” at Mt. Zion
Baptist Church, helping to fight off the rioting white mob,
which included newly deputized members of the police department,
entering Greenwood.

205. Binkley Wright saw many African Americans killed
when the white mob, including newly deputized members of the
police department and men in military unifcorm, broke through and
heavily attacked the Church.

206. Throughout the night of May 31, 1521 to June 1,
1921, the white mobk, including men newly deputized by the peolice
department, came across the Frisco railroad into Greenwood.
Although outnumbered, the African American residents fought to

keep them out, but the whites forced their way intc Greenwood,

Commission Report, 37, 64 {2001},
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shooting, wou

ing, and_ki;ling many African Americans, and
burning down evér?tﬁing gn.tﬁe;fuééth; T |

207. State National Guardsmen fired upon a number of
African American Greenwood residents in the process of
regponding to the ”Negroe uprising.” Some time after 11:00 p.m.,
twenty Cuardsmen arrived at the police station, where they had
set up headquarters. They guarded the border between white
Tulsa and the African American Greganqd;pis;pict for several
hours.

208. Some African Americans attempted to organize an
effort te defend themselves against the oncoming mob, which
included newly deputized members of the police department, on
Brickyvard Hill bétween Hagkell and Jasper Streets.

209. Between the hours of 1:00 a.m. and 2:00 a.m.,
J.B.A. Robertson, the Governor of Oklahoma, declared martial law
throughout Tulsa County, and ordered the troops to suppress the
“Neqro Upriéing.”46

210. The Guard, which had been instructed by the State
to restore order, on some occagicns joined the rioters instead,
acting “like wild men.**’

211. At 1:15 a.m. some white Guardsmen placed a

machine gun on a truck, along with three experienced white

machine gunners and gix other white enlisted men. They traveled

46. Id. at 12-13.
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around the cagxxput;ing QOwn Aﬁ;iqap.%mer%qan.eﬁfgrts to defend
themselves ffom;the'White_moﬁ,..At.3;¢d%;:ﬁ?f€éﬁéfé§ﬁeﬁ.wéfé
crdered to Stand Pipe Hill. Their commander deployed the
Guardsmen along Detroit Avenue, from Stand Pipe Hill to Arxrcher
Street, on the west side oﬁ_Greeqwggqﬁhmyhey_began_gnbridgepead_
into Greenwood, using a truck with a machine gun mounted upon
it, and entered the town, disarming and placing African American
men in “protective custody” and sending them to the Convention
Hall by police cars and trucks.

212; African Americans at Paradise Baptist Church told
one survivor, RBinkley Wright, that the mayor of the CITY OF
TULSA had opened the Armory and given two machine guns to whites
and that whites “were using those machine guns tc mew down our
people.”*?

213. Binkley Wright was then asked by some of the
African American men to_ﬂid,in_thﬁ_@?f%ﬁ??me,Gﬁ??ﬂﬂ?ﬁ@i_lﬁaﬁ%Pg
and reloading gunsg behind the steps of Paradise Baptist Church
for the human chain of African American defenders.

214. Later, these African Americans moved on to Stand
Pipe Hill to defend the pecple of North Tulsa who were under
attack. Led by "Peg-Leg" Tavlor, these African Amwericans met

and "conferenced" behind the steps of Paradise Baptist Church.

47. Frologue to Commission Report at wviii.
48. Testimony of Binkley Wright published by the Tulsa
Reparations Coalition on their web page at
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Then they ma%;hg human_chain apd_went_u%fgge h%}} té @efend_
African Americans_from.the_whipe mpb: | | - |

215. The white mob, including recently deputized
members of the police department and uniformed memberg of the
National Guard, were firing machine guns.

216. Thie white mob, containing newly deputized
memberg of the police department, and Guardsmen outnumbered and
shot the African American men stationed at Paradise Baptist
Church.

217. Plaintiff KINNY BOOKER witnegsed bullete raining
down upon him, either from an alrxplane or Stand Pipe Hill, while
he hid in the upper floors of his home.

218, On June 1, 1921, there were only two planes in
Tulsa. One was a government-owned plane. The government may
have commandeered other planes.®

219. At Sunset Hill, located on the northwest side of
Greenwood, the Guardsmen advanced on the African Americans
living there and fired at will for nearly half an hour. Before-b
advancing on Greenwood, they shot the African American men,
women, and children who hid behind barricades to defend their
homes. The gquardsmen also attacked African Americans barricaded

in a concrete store in the northeast corner of Greenwood. The

http://www.tulsareparations.org/.
49. Richard Warner, Airplanes and the Riot, published with the
Commission Report, 103, 104 (2001).
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Guardsmen fo%gns along side white civilians, lncludlng those who
had bsen newly"’ deputlééd.by.the.pollce ;cgértment kllllng -
African Americans.

220. At some point during the Riot, the Chief of
Police informed a prominent African American businessman that if
the African American residents_ceased_their_resist;ncelto the
white mob, they would be “treated fairly” the next day.

221. As soon as the African American residents stopped
defending themselves, however, the Chief of Police contacted
nearby cities and towns for reinforcements. By 9:00 a.m. the
next day, Guardsmen had arrived from Muskogee, Oklahoma City,
and Wagoner.®’

222. At 5:00 a.m., in the morning of June 1, 1921, a
whistle blew as a signal to the white mob, containing
individuals newly deputized by the police department, and the
National Guard, te enter Greenwood.

223. The Guardsmen worked in close conjunction with_
the Tulsa police. The police and Guardsmen placed a large number
of Greenwood residents in “protective custody”, a euphemism for
illegal imprisonment, and turned them over to the police cars

that stood close by,

50. See 85 Whites and Negroes Die in Tulsa Riots as 3,000 Armed
Men Battln in Streets, 30 Blocks Bu+ned Mllltary Rule in Clty,
N.Y. Tlmes, June 2, 1921, at 2.

Draft G _ _ _9g. COMPLAINT




10

11

1z

13

18

1é

17

18

1%

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

224 . Defendants instructed the _Guard to take the

African American residents of Gréerwood 1rto “protective

n 51

custody. The majority of the c¢ity’'s African American men,

women, and children had either fled to the countryside oxr were
to be held — allegedly for their own protection.—— against their
will in one of a handful of hastily set-up internment centers,
including Convention Hall, the Fairgrounds, and McNulty Baseball
Park.

225. Plaintiff KINNY BOOKER was removed from his home
some time after martial law was @@cl@;ngT_Eyggmtﬁpggh Ela%nt#ff
KINNY BOQKER and his sister and three brothers hid.in the attic,
and despite the pleas of his father, the rioting white mob set
his home on fire. His family was able to get out without injury
despite coming under small arms fire.

226. Plaintiff KINNY BOOKER’s family was transported
by the Naticnal CGuard to Convention Hall.

227. As the Guardsmen were advancing, the white mob
acceompanying them, and including individuals newly deputized by
the white police department, set fires all over Greenwood. As
the Guardsmen swept through Greenwcood disarming and placing the
residents in “protective custody,” the white mob followed

closely after setting fire to the bulldings.

51. See Scott Ellsworth, Death in a Promlsed Land The Tulsa

Race Rlot Df 1921 61 (1982)
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228 ng 1gad1er General Charleiﬂﬁi Barrett who was in

charge of the National Guard brlgade,:staced fhat Sn thei; ; -
morning of June 1, 1921, he witnessed a rioting white mob of
15,000 to 20,000 in Greenwood, which was by now on fire. The
National Guard marched through the crowded streets. Trucks
loaded with scared and partially clothed African American men,
women, and children were parading the streets under heavily
armed guards.

229. “Personal belongings and household goods had been
removed from many homes and piled in the streets. On the steps
of the few houses that remained sat feeble and gray Negro men
and women and occasionally a small child. The lock in their
eyes was one of dejection and supplication. Judging from their
attitude, it was not of material consequence to them whether
they lived or died. Harmless themselves, they apparently could
not conceive the brutality and fiendishness of men who would
deliberately set fire to the homes of their friends and
rieighbors and just as deliberately shoot them down in their
tracks.”®?

230. Brigadier General Barrett wrote that “In all wmy

experience, I have never witnessed such scenes that prevailed in

thig city when I arrived at the height of the rioting — 25,000

52, Tulsa Daily World, June 2, 1921 {cited in Prologue to
Commission Report at iv). |
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whites, armed, o the teeth were ranging e city in utter and

ruthless defianée of every concept of law.éﬂd.fiéhfééuéﬂéss:.
Motorcars bristling with guns_swgpt_through your city, their
occupants firing at will.~®

231. Maurice Willows, the Directqr of the local Red
Cross, stated that ”all that fire, ;iﬁleg, revolvers, machine
guns, and inhuman bestiality could be done with 35 city blocks
with its 10,000 Negro population, was done.”™

232. The Guardsmen facilitated_the_destructiqn_of
Greenwood. They removed African American residents against
their will. Many of these residents believed that, if the
Guardsmen would only help them, they were capable of defending
themselves and their property from the depredations of the white
mob, which included_individuals newly deputized by the police
department. Instead, the Guard worked at the Defendants’
direction to place African American Greenwood :esidents_in
“protective custody” instead of protecting Greenwood property.

233, All firing had ceased by 11:00 a.m., not because
the Guard had succeeded in bringing the white rioters under

control but rather because the African American Greenwood

residents had been killed, placed in “protective custody,” or

53. Charles F. Barrett, Oklalioma After Fifty Years: A History of

the Sooner State and Its People, 1889-193% (1941).
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driven out. szgayen after the Riot cease§*\§he newly deputized
white citizens were told that they.wére¢ﬁﬁw"éb éuﬁland shobt any
nigger you ses and the law'll ke behin@_you.?“

234. Ag many as 300 African Americans were killed.?

23%5. Forty-two square blocks of property was laid
waste in ashes and 8,000-10,000 African Americans were rendered
homeless.™®

236. Defendant the CITY QF TULSA held many of the
African American men, women, and children in custody against
their will for days after the ricts. The police and National
Guard were uged as guards in the various camps to ensure the
African Americans remained in custoedy. The STATE OF OKLAHOMA
and the CITY OF TULSA forced African Americans to work their way
out ©of custody by cleaning up the destruction caused by the
white rioters. At some time on Juns 2, General Barrett issued
Field Order Number 4, which decreed that "all able bodied
[N]egro men remaining in detention camp at the Fairgrounds and
other places in the City of Tulsa [would] be required to render
such service and perform such labor as [was] required by the

military commission."® The African American Greenwood residents

55. Alfred Brophy, Reconstructlng the Dreamland : The Tulsa Riot
of 1921 (2002). T
5. R. Halliburten, Jr., The Tulsa Race War of 1921 10 {1375} .
57. Commission Repcrt at 12-13.,

58. Charles F. Barrett, Oklahoma After Flfty Years A History of'
the Sooner State and Its People, 1889-1939 (1941).

59. Gerald Jerome Smith, WNoté: Constituticnality Of States' Use
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were treatedﬁ;;§e.chattel_and,_in treatmgnt reminiscent of
slavery, were often only released when ticir white employer
vouched for them. Those released wore green tags to identify

that they had been properly released from custedy.

D. Defendants’ Policy and Custom

of Racial Discrimination

237. The Defendants engaged in a longstanding and
official policy, practice, custom, habit and usage to deny
African Amsricans their equal rights under the law. This was
done in numerous ways, described below.

238. Defendants permitted Plaintiffs to be physically
attacked — even participating in some of the attacks —
resulting in bodily injury, death and destruction and theft of
property. Defendants, with deliberate indifference and on the
basis of race, failed to protect Plaintiffs from repeated
criminal acts, falled to equally enforce the laws and branded
Plaintiffs with the racial badges of inferiority and slavery in
the form of racially motivated violence. Defendants’ failure to
prevent or ald in preventing the commission of racial crimes
exacerbated the riot and led to further wrongs against

Plaintiffs. Defendants failed to adeguately train and supervise

Of Police And Military Force to Arrest, Detain, And Confine
American Citizens Because Of Race, 27 Qkla. City U. L. Rev, 451
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those person%fgg deput;zgd.éﬁd.those pe;sgns Fgﬁwhom it issued
ammunition dﬁrlﬁg the riotA__Defendanﬁs;;qilédaﬁ5 méahih§fuiiy
investigate and act upon complaints filed by Plaintiffs on the
basis of race. Defendants routinely under-investigated, under-
responded, undercharged, mishandled and failed to protect
Plaintiffs from a series of criminal acts or prosecute those
responsible for such acts. Defendants abdicated their
responsibility to investigate, develop and charge white citizens
with crimes against Plaintiffs, thereby ratifying and jointly
participating in racially motivated acts to deprive Plaintiffs
of their constitutional and statutory rights. Defendants made
decisions on a racially discriminatory basis. Defendants failed
to make restitution and reparations it promised Plaintiffs.

239. ALl of Defendants’ actions and inaction, as
alleged in the Complaint, were pursuant to Defendants’ policy,
custom, habit, usage and pattern and practice of unequal
enforcement of the law depriving Plaintiffs of their Fourteenth .
Amendment constitutional rights and statutory rights.

Defendants did not treat white citizens in the same or similar
manner tc Plaintiffs,

240. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’
unconstitutional and illegal racially motivated actions,

Plaintiffs have suffered the loss of their property, physical

454-55 (2002).
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injury, and %?g\lonal dlstress ftrom thgggilng the nurdear and

injury of their Iamlly members

E. Findings of The Oklahqma:CQmm;ssion to

Study the Tulsa Race Riot of 1921

241. The 1921 Tulsa Race Riot Commission was created

pursuant to House Joint Resolution No. 1035. The statute, as

amended, charged the commisgsion to:

“undertake a study to develeop a historical record of
the 1921 Tulsa Race Riot including the identification
of persons who:

1. Can provide adeguate proof to the Commission that
the person was an actual resident of the
Greenwood area or community of the City of Tulsa
on or about May 31, 1921, or June 1, 1921; or

2. Can demonstrate to the satisfaction of the
members of the Commission that the pérson'
sustained an identifiable logss to their person,
personal relationg, real property, personal
property or other less as a result of tortious or
criminal conduct, whether or not the conduct was
ever adjudicated, occcurring during the period
beginning on or about May 31, 1921, and ending
not later than June 30, 1921, resulting from the
activity commonly described as the 1921 Tulsa
Race Riot.”%°

242, The Statute alsgso required that the Commission
produce, by February 28, 2001, “a final report of its findings

and recommendations” and to submit that report “in writing to

the Governor, the Speasker of the House of Repregentatives, the

60. 74 Okl. St. Ann. 88201 (West 2000).
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President Prgflgmpore of the Senate anqwgge Mayor and each.
member of the City Counc1l of the Clty oL Tulsa, Oklahoma i
243. Most importantly, under the texms of the statute:
"The Report may contain specific recommendatlons _
regardlng whether or not réparations can or should be

made and the approprlate ‘methods to achleve the =
recommendations made 1n the flnal report wel

244, After four years of intense study, the Commission
generated a comprehensive study that examined more than 20,000
pages on the Tulsa Race Riot.®® The final Commission Report did
contain a recommendation that reparaticns should be made and
detailed the manner in wh;ghupgﬁgndaptsh;he_GQVERSOB OF THE
STATE OF OKLAHOMA and the CITY OF TULSA make reparatioms.®

245. A number of documents were attached to the
Commission Report and providing support for each of the
Commission’s findings concerning the causes and consequences of
the Riot, the Defendants’ participation in and responsibility
for the riot, and Defendants the GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF
OKLAHOMA's and the CITY OF TULSA’g moral and';egal-liability to
pay restitution to the African American survivors of the Riot

and their degscendants.

61, Id. (emphasis added).

62. Id. at 8.

63. Commission Report at 20: “Reparatiome are the right thing to
do.*

Draft & - CCMPLAINT
-103-




10

11

1z

14

15

16

17

18

1%

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

246,,.The findings were published in the Commiééioh

Report and incorporated by statute.® ’

247. The findings include determinations that: the
“root causes” of the Riot sgtemmed from a h;stgry racism and
violence in both Tulsa and Oklahoma;® the action or inactien of
“local municipal and county officials” enabled a white mob, that
included state and local officials, to kill 100-300 African
Americans, loot and burn 1,256 African American residences and
businesses in Greenwood;66 and that the property lost should be
valued at “approximately $2 million in 1921 dollars oy
$16,752,600 in 1999 dollars.”®’ The Cklahoma State Legislature
further concluded that there had been no cqnviqtiqnsngr_payments
of any kind to the African American victims of the Rigt,_and
that “local officialg attempted to block the rebuilding of the
Greenwood” ;%% and that the Defendants igncred their “moral
responsibilities at the time of the_riot [and have continued to
do sol] ever since rather than confront the realities of an
Oklahowa history of race relations that allowed one race to fput.

down’ another race.”®®

64. See 74 Okl. St. Ann. §8000.1 (West 2002).
65. 74 Okl. St. Ann. §88000.1.1 (West 2002).

6. Id. at §8000.1.2.
67. Id. at §8000.1.3.
68. Id.

69, 1Id. at §8000.1.6.
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s

he CommlsSLon Report wh;g? was endorsed by the

State of Oklahoma a 1eglslature,'made the follow1ng addltlonal'”

findings and recommendations:

a.

“As hostile groups gathered and their
confrontation worsened, municipal and county
autheorities failed to take actions to calm or

contain the situation.””

. *At the eruption of viclence, c¢ivil cofficials

selected many men, all of them white and some.
of them participants in that viclence, and made

those men their agents as deputies.”’

. “In that capacity, deputies did not stem the

violence but added to it, often through overt

acts themgelves illegal.”’®

. “Public officials provided firearms and

ammunition to individuals, again all of them

. >
white.”””

. “Units of the Cklahoma National Guard

participated in the mass arrests of all or

nearly all of Greenwood’s residents, removed

70, Commigsion Report at 11.

71. Id4. .

72. Id.

73. I4d.
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- Greenwood district.

. them to other parte of the city, and detained

them in holding centers.”™

- "Entering the Greenwood District, [White]

people stole, damaged or destroved personal

property left behind in homes and businesses.”’”

. “[White pleople, some of them agents of

government, also deliberately burned oxr
otherwise destroyved homes credibly estimated to
have numbered 1,256, along with virtually every

other structure—including churches, schools,

businesges, even a hospital and library—in the

n 6

. “Degpite duties to preserve order and to
protect property, no government at any level
offered adasquate resistance, 1f any at all, to
what amounted to the destruction of the
neighborhood referred to commeonly as ‘Little

rar 77

Africa’ and politely as the ‘Negro quarter.

74
75.
7E.
7.

1d. at 12.
Id.
Id.

i
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. three hundred, were killed during the riot.

. “[Clredible evidence makes 1t prokable that

£

many people, 11kélY"hﬁhwéfiﬁ§2bétwééﬁ”oﬁé"éﬁd”°

78

. “Not one of these criminal acts was then or

ever has been prosecuted or punished by

government. at any level, municipal, county,

state, or federal.”’®

. "Bven after the restoration of order it was

official policy to release a African American
detainee only upon the application of a white
person, and then only i1f that white person
agreed to accept respongibility for that

detainee’s subsequent behavior. "

. "[Nleither [city and county government]

contributed gubstantially to Greenwood’'s

rebuilding; in fact, municipal authorities

acted initially to impede rebuilding.”®

. “In the end, the restoration of Greenwood after

its systematic destruction was left to the

victims of that destruction,®

78.
79.
80,
g81.
82.

Id. at 13.
id.
1d.
Id. at 14.

Larry 0’'Dell,

Ricot Property Loss, published with the

Commissgion Report, 143, 149 (2001).
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249 According to the Report of_the Ok}ahoma

a . L

Commission to study the Tulsa Race RiQtmw+?i§§if éﬁmé¢Cﬁféte'
assessment of the value of the property destroyed by the rioters

totals at least 816,752,600 in 1999 dollars.®

F. Statute of Limitations Should Be

Equitably Tolled and Waived '

250. Because of the work of the Commission, there
exists today a tremendous amount of information that_wqungt
available in 1921 about the Tulsa Riot, Defendants the GOVERNCR
OF THE STATE OF OKLAMOMA's and the CITY OF TULSA's culpability,
and the implications of such culpability on the legal redress_
available to the Plaintiffs. .Defendaqts_;he_GQVERNOR_OE THE_
STATE OF OKLAHOMA and the CITY OF TULSA acted, both_in”1921.and
subsequently, to hide evidence of their culpability and to
prevent African American victims of the Riot and their = =
descendants from bringing suit against Defendants. Furthermore,
the State of Oklahoma, in its statute creating the Commission,
waived the statute of limitations as an affirmative defense.

Thus, the applicable statute of limitations is s

83. Scholarly studies of the race riot are in
substantial agreement with the Commission’s azsessment. See,
g.g., Alfred Brophy, Reconsgtructing the Dreamland : The Tulsa
Riot of 1821 (2002); Roy L. Brooks, Integration or 'Separdtion?
(1896), Ch. 17; Randall Kennedy, Foreword in Alfred Brophy,

Reconstructing the Dreamland : The Tulsa Riot of 1821 (2002).
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equitable to%&igg or, in the alternativ%?hgo waiver, implicitly
[ o Ry : N

or explicitly, by thé'Sfété of'leahﬁmaf,_i ﬂn_? t“.mH”w:m

251. The State of Oklghoma and its agents acting in
their official capacities and the CITY OF TULSA have
misrepresented and concealed information about their role in the
Tulsa race riot. Defendants have know;ngly perpe;uated_
confusion and misinformation or ﬁa;led_goﬂprov;de.infgrmation
about the factual circumstances underlying the riot. As a
regult of Defendants’ fraudulent qpqcea;mgnt, Plaintiffs_have
been unable, even with reasonable diligence, to digcover the
underlying facts and evidence to sguccessfully bring a cause o£
action. Consequently, Defendants are precluded by their own
acts and ommissioqs”f;pmmaggg;g;ng_thg statute of_limitations:as
& defense. Under the doctrine of unclean hands, Defendants are
estopped from claiming this affirmative defense.

252. The State of Oklahoma created the Commission in
large part precisely to discover hidden or suppressed facts
surrounding the Riot that could not otherwise have been
discovered by Plaintiffs. The Commission Report revealed
information never before made available to the public.. The
Commiagion described the Commissiqn_RepQrt as a “tower of new
knowledge” that enabled “visions never seen before . "?

Specifically, the Commission stated that the Commission Report:

84, Commisgion Report at 8.
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“[ilnclu d ... reeords and papef;mgong presumed

lost, 1f eilr ex1etence had been ¥ “m at all. Some
were official documents, pulled togeuher and packed -
away, vears earlier. Uncovered and examined, they

took the commission back in tlme, back to the years '

just before and just after 1921 Some were musty '

legal records saved from the shredders . Briefs

filed, dockets =et, lawsuits deCLdedrfeach opened an
avenue into another corner of history. Pagee after

pages laid [gic] open the city commission’s
deliberations and decisions as they affected the
Greenwood area. Overlooked records from the National
Guard offered gverloocked perspeCtivee and illuminated
them with misplaced correspondence, lost after-action
reports, obscure f[ield manuals, and self-typed

accounts from men who were on duty at the riot.”®

253, A gignificant amount of previously unavailable
evidence—including long-forgotten documents and photographs—has
been discovered.

254. Not until now has the story of the Tulsa riot
been told fully and truthfully. The Report of the Cklahoma
Commission to Study the Tulsa Race Riot of 1921, stated that:
“Much of the evidence used in preparing the report was recently
digcovered” :

“Before there was this commission, much was known
about the Tulsa race riot. More wae unknown It was
buried somewhere, lost somewhere, or somewhere
undiscovered, No longer. 014 records have been

reopenad, missing files have been recovered, new
sources have been found.~?®
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25%#ﬁghe_Commission Report briigf the “conspiracy of
silence” that nas existéd for over a ha};fE§ﬁ§Qiy?éﬁd'for'the
first time “this past tragedy has been extensively aired."¥
*Until recently, the Tulsa race riot has been the most
important least known event in the state S entlre _ '
history. Even the most resourceful of scholars""_
stumbled as they neared it for it was dimly lit by
evidence and the evidentiary record faded more with
every passing yeaxr.”®®
256. However, the histecry of the Riot “may now
comprige the most thoroughly documented moments ever to have
occurred in Oklahoma.”® . The Commission itself acknowledged

surprise over the amount of “new evidence” and that it

scontributed so much.”?? Even the book Death in a Promiged Land;

the Tulsa Race Riot_of 19211.written by Sgott Elleworth (the
acknowledged expert on the Riot) and published in 1982, did ﬁét
have the evidence ("no one had it”) contained in the Commission
Report .’

257. Only now do Plaintiffs have sufficient
information to state the nature of the causes of action they can
bring and against whom. Prior to the Commission’s Report, thew

Defendants concluded that the Tulsa race riot was “something to

87. Id.
88. Id, at 6.
89. Id.
90. Id. at 7.
21. Id. at 8.
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n 92

be swept wel%wh%neath the history’s carpgf.

e

Plaintiffs made

repeated requests for infbrmati?ﬂlﬁhétmﬁa

Defendants the GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA and CITY OF
TULSA, which prevented them from being able to pursaue legal_
action. Not until the Commiszsion published its Commission
Report were Plaintlffs provided with the information needed to
bring suit.

258. Thus, Plaintiffs are excused from the time limits
on filing, and the statute of limitations should be equitably
tolled insofar as much of the information upon which this
lawguit rests was only discovered by the efforts of the Oklahoma
Commisgsion to Study the Tulsa Race Rict of 1921.

259, Defendants also erected barriers making it
extremely difficult, if not impossible, forx Plaintiffs to seek
legal. redress for injuries resulting erm the Riot. The
atmosphere gurrounding Tulga in the wake of the Riot made
conditions potentially deadly for individuals who wanted to seek
restitution through the courts. Such:barriers included:

a. The Grand Jury convened by the State of
Cklahoma returned indictments against African
Americans for inciting the Riot. Because of the
discriminatory manner in which the indictments

were returned, African American residents of

92. 74 Okl. 8t. Ann. 88000.1.4.
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o~ Greenwood were preventeg

or inhibited_from
filing or conﬁihuing i;QQUiééisﬁﬁgéﬁ;iﬁ 6£Ttﬁéf
African American residents of Greenwood. - In an
absurdly biased grand Jjury report, which was
orchestrated by the Cklahoma attorney general,
Tulsa blamed the African American community for
the riot, further prejudicing the claims of
riot victims in the courts. Tulsa progecutors
threatened to imprison key Greenwood leaders,
like A.J. Smitherman, editor of the Tulsa Star,
and J.B. Stradford, which caused them to flee
Oklahoma. Stradford filed suit in Chicago, but
could not adequately prosecute his claim, for
fear of imprisconment and bodily harm.

Stradford never set foot in Oklahoma again.

. The court system was infected with the Ku Klux

Klan, thereby resulting in a racially
digcriminatory judicial system. In fact, about
one year after the Riot, Cklahoma’s Governor
declared wmartial law in Tulsa, citing among
other reasons the pervasive control of the
courts by the Ku Klux Klan.?? According to the

Commission Report: “Everyone {(on the

_93,_Appelle§js brief in Sanford v. Markham, 221 P. 38 (Okla.
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CommlSSlDﬂ) ag”ees thé}m{‘thln months of the
.rlot Tulsé S Klan chapter had"become oneLdf.Ehé'
nation’'s largest and most powerful,_able te
dictate its will with the ballot as well as the
whip. Everyone agrees that many of the city’s
most prominent men were Klansmen in the early
1920's and that some remained Klansmen
throughout the decade. Everyone agrees that
Tulsa’'s atmosphere reeked with a Klan-like
stench that oozed through the robes_of the

Hooded Order.”

¢. The Oklahoma Supreme Court discouraged

lawsuits by limiting municipal liability on the
basis of territorial commen law,’® and
acknowledging the role that gpecial deputies
played in destroying Greenwood but failing to
find the CITY OF TULSA responsible for such

conduct .8

d. The CITY OF TULSA summarily denied the

restitution claimg of African American

reeidents, while paying those of whites, in

1923} .

94. sSee Alfred L. Brophy, The Tulsa Race Riot 1n the Oklahoma

'Supreme Court,

54 Okla. L. Rev. 67 (2001) .

95. See Redfearn V. Amerlcan Central Insurance Co 221 p. 929

(1928) .
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e,

order to prevent or inhibit the filing or

African American ¢itizens of_QreequQd, In
particular, the CITY OF TULSA permitted
restitution claims made by white owners of
stores who had arms or ammunition looted from
their stores. The State of Oklahoma created
conditions so adverse tqwthg prosecuting of
lawsuits that over 130 complaints filed against
insurers, the city, and the state, were
prevented from proceading past the filing
stage.
Acceording to the Commission Report, the state
and local governments were instruments of
repression uled to prevent African Americans
from obtaining justice. 1In fact, after
consldering a variety of acts of violent
repression of African Americans in Oklahoma,
Commission concluded that the discussion of the
State and City Defendants’ culpability in
racially motivated attacks con African_Americaqsz
in the vears before, during, and after the Riot
could be summed up as follows:

*In some government participated in the

deed.
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In some goyernm__;ﬂperformed the deed.
Iﬁ none di&:éo;éfaﬁéﬁéﬁﬁréveﬁt ﬁﬁé
deed.
In neone did government punish the
deed.”’®
f. Oklahoma history textboocks published during the
1920s did not mention the riot at all—mor did
ones published in the 1930s.
185. Accordingly, the CITY OF TULSA and the GOVERNCR
OF THE STATE OF OKLAHCMA should be equitably estopped from
asserting any defense premised upeon laches or the tolling of a
gtatute of limitations..
186. Alternatively, Defendant the CITY OF TULSA should
be eguitably estopped from asserting statute of 1imitation as a
defense because it deliberately misled Plaintiffs in 1921,
promising that restitution would be made for damages incurred
during the Tulsa race riot. Plaintiffs reasonably relied upon
Defendants’ false statements to thelr detriment. Defendants
knew that such assertions would result in Plaintiffs’ reliance
and Plaintiffs did in fact reascnably rely on Defendants’
assurances by not filing suit for restitution p:ior ta the

initiation of this lawsuit.

96. Commission Report at 19.
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187 Moreover, the CITY OF TUL
i U e

in 1921 also waived
the statute or limitations as an affirme

express commitment to provide restitutiqn for riot victims.
Specifically, the City stated that a claims commigsion would
compensate the victims of the riot, therebyuinduging.them”npt.;?
file suit. In particular, the Tulsa Chamber of Commerce stgtgd
that as “quickly as possible rehabilitation will take place and
reparation made . . . . Tulsa feels intensely humiliated.”?®’

188. Furthermore, Defendant the GOVERNOR OF THE STATE
OF OKLAHOMA resurrected Plaintiffe’ claims for restitution in
1597 and can not seek harbour behind a statute Qf 1imitatiqgs__
defense.

188, More specifically, in 1997 and again in 1859, the
State Legislature commissioned a report from the Commission,
funded the Commission, and charged it with conducting an
investigation to determine the causes of the RiQt, identify
those parties responsibkle for the Riot and_the_vigpimsj_and”tq_d\
make recommendations regarding reparaticns and restitution.

120. House Joint Resolution 1035 (1997), the statute

passed by the Oklahoma legislature and that created the

$7. Alfred Brophy, Reconstructing the Dreamland : The Tulsa Riot

of 1921 107 (2002); and at n. 85. (In the June 15, 1921 issue

of the Nation, the Chair of the Emergércy Cotmittee stated that
“Tulsa weeps at this unspeakable crime and will make good the
damage, so far as it can be done, to the last penny.”).
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Commission, ﬁ@@ges the_sta;utewoﬁLQQW;p%;igns defense. That
statute conceded that:

*black persone of that era were practically denied
equal access to the aivil or criminal justice system
in order to cbtain damages or other rellef for the
tortious and criminal conduct which had been _
committed." o

and that:

“the Greenwood community and the residents who lived
and worked there were irrevocably damaged by the
tortious and c¢riminal conduct that occurred durlng the
Tulsa Race Riot; . . . and ... at the time of the 1921
riot in the City of Tulsa, the Oklahcoma Constitution
contained provisions, still effective as law, which
provided that: ‘All persone have the inherent right
to life, liberty, the pursuit of happiness, and the
enjoyment of the gains of their own industry.’ and
further that: ‘the courts of justice of the State
shall be open to every person, and speedy and certain
remedy afforded for every wrong and for every injury
to person, property and reputation; and right and
justice shall be administered without sale, denial,
delay or prejudice.’" '

191. The Oklahoma State Legislature empowered the
Commission to redress these wrongs, and in so doing waived any
limitations defense the State may mount.

182. Furthermore, the Oklahoma State Legislature, in
adopting and implementing the Commigsion’s findings and

recommendations by creating The Tulsa Reconciliation Education

and scholarship Program®® and the Tulsa Riot Memorial and

26
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Reconciliatiggwéct,” has expressly or img

icitly waived any
limitations derense it may wount, since'pnésé ﬁeééﬁ£é;_adoﬁt'thé
injunctive relief recommended by the Commission. The State
cannot arbitrarily chooze bhetween the remedieg_regqmmegﬁgﬁyby
the Commission when adopting the CommissiopfsﬁRepo;t, and has
therefore waived its statupe_qﬁ,;imitqtignsHQQﬁengef“

193. Finally, Governor Keating, acting in hig official
capacity as GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA, stated that he
“supported direct payments to the ;20_suxvivo:s_of"the_blgody
riotg if the report contained persuasive evidence of state

n 100

culpability. Governcr Keating admitted that "Compensation
for direct loss occasioned by direct state or city action is not
inappropriate. . . . But it has to be shown that ;herg_wag real
harm to existing, living individuals and that direct acticn by
the city and the state gaused the harm'®® Clearly, the
Commission Report demonstrates such harm. Governor Keating’'s
statement demonstrates the State’s express or implied intent to

waive any limitations defense should legal liability be

established,

55. See id at. 88201.1.

100. Lois Romano, No Vow to Make Amends for Tulsa, Legislators'
Sidestepping Disappoints Survxvors of 1921 Race Rlot The '
Washington Post, Thursday, March 1, 2001 Section A. o

101. Lois Rbmaﬁd}”Tﬁlea'Airs“a Race Riot's Legacy; State
Higtorical Panel's Call for Restltutlon Spurs a Debate, The
Washlngton Post Wednesday, January 19 2000, at  Section A.
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FOR DEPRIVATICON OF LIFE AND LIBERTY

AND THE PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES =~

OF UNITED STATES CITIZENSHIP

IN VIOLATION OF THE FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT N

OF THE UNITED SIATES CONSTITUZION
(Against the CITY OF TULSA, THE CHIEF OF POLICE, |
and THE TULSA POLICE DEPARTMENT)

1924. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege the above
allegationg ag if fully set forth herein.

195. Defendants deprived the following Plaintiffs of
their constituticnally protected interest in their life,
liberty, and bodily integrity, and in enjoying the privileges
and immunities of their United States citizenship: JOHN
ALEXANDER, JUANITA SMITH BOQOKER, KINNEY BOOKER, DOROTHY ROCKER
BOULDING, JCHNNIE L. GRAYSON BROWN, JQE_R._BURNS, ROSA"L. GREEN
BYNUM, BEATRICE CAMPBELL-WEBSTER, NAOMI HOOKER CHAMBERLAIN,
MILDRED MITCHRELL CHRISTOFHER, CARRIE HUMPHREY CUDJOE, LUCILLE
BUCHANAN FIGURES, ERNESTINE GIBBS, HAROLD GIBBS, HAZEL FRANKLIN
HACKETT, MADELEINE HAYNES, JOYCE WALKER HILL} VERA TINGRAM,
EUNICE CLOMAN JACKSON, DR. HOBART JARRETT, HAZEL DELORES 3SMITH
JONES, MARY TACOMA MAUPTN, ALICE HIGES LOLLIS, ISHMAEL S. MORAN,

SIMON R. RICHARDSON, BEULAH LOREE KEENAN SMITH, GOLDEN WILLIAMS
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Il sMITH, DOROT%}MQILSON_STRICKLAND, LOI& Wﬂ;gE TAYLCR, BERTRAM C.

WILLIAMS, LOUle BARTON WILLIAMS, and wE$¢;éoUﬁ§; "

186. The following plaintiffs had relatives who were
killed by Defendants: J.B. BATES, LEROY LEON HATCHER, and CECIL
WHITE.

197. The following plaintiffs were physically and
emotionally injured by Defendants: CARRIE HUMPHREY CURJOE, JAMES
DURANT, BEULAH LOREE KEENAN SMITH, LOLA_SNEED SNOWDEN, and MARIE
WHITEHORN

198. Defendants’ actions were deliberate and
premediated. Such actions shock the cqnggignpe, anq demgngtra;e
a deliberate indifference to life, liberty and bodily integrity.

1929, As a congequence ¢f Defendants!’ actions,
Plaintiffs JOHN ALEXANDER, JUANITA SMITH BOCKEER, KINNEY BOOKER,
DOROTHY BOOKER BOULDING, JOHNNIE L. GRAYSON BROWH, JOE R. BURNS,
ROBA L. GREEN BYNUM, BEATRICE CAMPBELL-WEBSTER, NAOMI HOOKER
CHAMBERLATN, MILDRED MITCHELL CHRISTOPHER, CARRIE HUMPHREY
CUDJOE, LUCILLE BUCHANAN PIGURES, ERNESTINE GIBBS, HAROLD_GIBBS,
HAZEL FRANKLIN HACKETT, MADELEINE HAYNES, JOYCE WALKER HILL,
VERA INGRAM, EUNICE CLOMAN. JACKSON, DR. HOBART JARRETT, HAZEL
DELORES SMITH JONES, MARY TACOMA:MAUPIN, ALICE HIGGES LOLLIS,
ISHMAEL 8. MORAN, SIMON R. RICHARDSON, BEULAH LOREE KEENAN
SMITH, GOLDEN WILLIAMS SMITH, DOROTHY WILSON STRICKLAND, LOIS
WHITE TAYLOR, BERTRAM C. WILLTIAMS, LOUIE BARTON WILLIAMS, WESS

YOUNG, J.B. BATES, LERCY LEON HATCHER, CECIL WHITE, CARRIE
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HUMPHREY CUD{QE% JAMES DURANT BEULAH L%BEE KEENAN SMITH, LOLA
SNEED SNOWDEN, and MARIE WHITEHORN have bustalngd phy81ca1 and -

mental injuries, and are entitled to damages in amount to be

determined at trial.

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION ) _
FOR DEPRIVATION OF PROPERTY AND_PRIVILEGES

AND IMMUNITIES IN VIOLATION OF THE FOURTEENTH

AMENDMENT OF THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION

(Against the CITY OF TULSA, THE CHIEF OF POLICE,

and THE TULSA POLICE DEPARTMENT)

200. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege the above
allegationeg as if fully =et forth herein.

201. Defendants deprived the following Plaintiffs of
their constitutionally protected property interest in their
regidences, places of business, land, and_personal property:
J.B. BATES, ESSIE LEE JOHNSCN BECK, J.D. BELL, PHINES BELL,
JUANITA SMITH BOCKER, KINNEY BOOKER, DOROTHY BOOKER BOULDING,
JEANETTE McNEAL BRADSHAW, TERESA FARLEE BERIDGES DYSART, JOHNNIE

L. GRAYSON BROWN, ROSA L. GREEN BYNUM, MURIEL MIGNON LILLY

(CABELL, MILDRED MITCHELL CHRISTOPHER, MILDRED LUCAS CLARK, OTIS

GRANVILLE CLARK, BLANCHE CHATMAN COLE, CARRIE HUMPHREY CUDJOE,

HATTIE LILLY DUNN, JAMES DURANT, LUCILLE BUCHANAN FIGURES,
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ARCHIE JACKS%ﬁ_{RANKLIN, JIMMIE LILLY ERAEKLIN, ERNESTINE GIEEES,

HAROID GIEBS, WARGARET TILLEY GIBBS, THEnzSSA CORNELLA McNEAL

GILLIAM, LEON GRAYS, SR., MILDRED JOHNSON HALL HAZEL FRANKLIN
HACKETT, LERCY LECN HATCHER, MADELEINE HAYNES, JAMES FRISSELL
"ROTTLEHEAD" HILL, JOYCE WALKER_H;LL,_DR,_OLIVIA_J‘ HOOKER,
SAMUEL L. HOOKEE, JR., WILHELMINA GUESS HOWELL, VERA INGRAM,
CENEVIEVE ELIZABETH TILLMAN JACKSON, DR. HOBART JARRETT, WILMA
MITCHELL JOHNSCN, HAZEL DELORES SMITH JONES, THELMA KNIGHT,
CAROL SMITHERMAN MARTIN, MARY TACOMA MAUPIN, RUTH DEAN NASH,
SIMECN L. NEAL, ALMADGE J. NEWKIRK, JUANITA MAXINE SCOTT PARRY,
IDA BURNS PATTERSON, DELOIS VADEN RAMSEY, JEWEL SMITHERMAN
ROGERS, JULIUS WARREN SCOTT, VENEICE DUNN S$IMS, BEULAHR LOREE
KEENAN SMITH, GOLDEN WILLIAMS SMITH, LOLA SNEED SNOWDEN, JAMES
L. STEWARD, DCOROTHY WILSON STRICKLAND, LOIS WHITE TAYLOR, WILLIE
MAE SHELBURN THOMPSON, EFFIE LEE SPEARS TODD, MELVIN C. TODD,
QUEEN ESTHER LOVE WALKER, SAMUEL WALKER, TROY SIDNEY WALKER, and
MARY LEON BROWN WATSON.

202. Defendants burned, locted, and otherwise
destroyed or misappropriated these Plaintiffs’ property of
without a hearing and without due proceas of law in violation of
their property rights and_the,privileges and immunities_of_their_
citizenship as guaranteed under the Fourteenth Amendment of the

United States Constitution.'®?

102. 'Seé,'e;gf;”élafenCe”Thomés}'The'Higher Law Background of

et e et By e e s g i, B BRI et
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20%pmRefendants have never reppped such |
misappropriated:proﬁerty or paid dompenéaciéﬁffbffiﬁé"1655;”"H”
204. Plaintiffs J.B. BATES, ESSIE LEE JOHNSON BECK,
J.D. BELL, PHINES RELL, JURNITA SMITH BOOKER, KINNEY BOOKERf
DOROTHY BOOKER BOULDING, JEQNETTEIMCNEAL ERAQS&%W,.TERESA.EARLEE
BRIDGES DYSART, JOHNNIE L. GRAYSON RROWN, ROSA L. GREEN_BYNUM,
MURIEL MIGNON LILLY CABELL, MILDRED MITCHELL CHRISTOPHER,
MILDRED LUCAS CLARK, OTIS GRANVILLE CLARK, BLANCHE CHATMAN COLE,
CARRIE HUMPHREY CUDJOE, HATTIE LILLY DUNN, JAMES DURANT, LUCTLLE
BUCHANAN FIGURES, ARCHTE JACKSON FRANKLIN, JIMMIE LILLY
FREANKLIN, ERNESTINE GIBRZ, HAROLD GIBBS, MARGARET TILLEY GIBBS,
THERESSA CORNELLA MCNEAL GILLTAM, LEON GRAYS, SR., MILDRED
JOHENSON HALL_HAZEL”ER%NK?;NLﬁ%QKEIFIMPEF9¥]PEQN.H%??HER{__._
MADELEINE HAYNES, JAMES FRISSELL "BOTTLEHEAD" HILL, JO?CE WALKER
HILL, DR. OLIVIA J. HOOKER, SAMUEL L. HOQKER, JR., WILHELMINA
GUESS HOWELL, VERA INGRAM, GENEVIEVE ELIZABETH TILLMAN JACKSON,
DR. HOBART JARRETT, WILMA_MITCHELL_JOHNSQﬁ{ 3AZEL\DELORES SMITH
JONES, THELMA KNIGHT, CARCL SMITHERMAN MARTIN, MARY TACOMA
MAUPIN, RUTH DEAN NASH, SIMEON L, NEAL, ALMADGE J. NEWKIRK,
JUANTITA MAXINE SCOTT PARRY,.IDA BURNS PATTERSON, DELOIS VADEN

RAMSEY, JEWEL SMITHERMAN ROGERS, JULIUS WARREN SCOTT, VENEICE

'DUNN SIMS, BEULAH”LOREE_KEENAN_QMIQQ;]GQLDEN_WILLIAMS SMITH,

the Privileges or Immunities Clause, 12 Harv. J.L. & Pub. Pol.
63, 68 (1%89); Philip B. Kirkland, The Privileges or Immunities’
Clause: Its Hour Come 'Round at Last, Its Hour Come 'Round at
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LOLA SNEED S%QQEEN JAMES L STEWARD DgEQEHY WILSON STRICKLAND.
LOIS WHITE TAYLOR, WILLIE MAE SHELBURN TnuMPSON. EFFIE LEE N |
SPEARS TODD, MELVIN C, TODD, QUEEN ESTHER LOVE WALKER, SAMUEL
WALKER, TROY SIDNEY WALKER, and MARY LEON BROWN WATSQN,_have

suffered property damage in an amount to be specified at trial.

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION

FOR VIOLATION OF THE HQUAL PROTECTION _

CLAUSE AND THE PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES

CLAUSE OF THE FQURTEENTH AMENDMENT

TC THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION

{(Against the CITY OF TULSA, THE CHIEF OF POLICE,
and THE TULSA POLICE DEPARTMENT)
205. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege the above
allegations as 1f fully set forth hereinTHN_
206. Defendants deprived all of the Plaintiffs of
their right to egual protection of the laws and the privileges

and immunities of their citizenship as guaranteed under the

Fourteenth Amendment of the United States Constitution.

207. The Defendants engaged in a longstanding and
official policy, practice, custom, habit and usage to deny
African Americans their equal rights under the law. This was

done in numercus ways, described below,

Lagt? 1972 Washington Univ. L.Q. 405 at 418-420.

Draft G : COMPLAINT

-125-




10
11
12
13
14

15

17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

26

208£*Qefenaants permltted Plai _1ffs to be phy51ca11y

attacked, even participating in some ofwﬁue.attacks, resultlng o
in bodily injury, death and destrug;igndandrt@eﬁthoﬁ property.
Defendants, with deliberate indifference and on the basis Qf
race, failed to protect Plaintiffs from repeated criminal acts,
failed to equally enforce the laws and branded Plaintiffs with
the racial badges of inferiority and slavery in the form of
racial epithets. Defendants{_fai;grempgmgrevgnt_or_aid{in”
preventing the commission cf racial crimes exacerbated the riot
and led to further wrongs against Plaintiffs. Defendants failed
to adequately train and supervise those persons it deputized and
those persons to whom it issued awmunition during the riot.
Defendants failed to meaningfully investigate and act upon
complaints filed by Plaintiffs on the basgis of race. Defendants
routinely underinvestigated, underresponded, underchargsd,
mishandled and failed to protect Plaintiffs from a series of N
criminal acts or prosecute those responsible for such acts.
Defendants abdicated their responsibility to investigate,
develop and charge white citizens with crimes against.
Plaintiffs, thereby affirming and jointly participating in
racially motivated acts to deprive Plaintiffs of their
constitutional and statutory rights. Defendants_ﬁailed_tQ make
whole Plaintiffs by providing restitution and reparations it

promised and committed to thewm. .~ |
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zogﬁq‘efendantswdid\ngt treat white citizens in the

game or similar manner to Plaintiffs. “_?'f?ﬂ Jw EVl7Eu““:”
210. As a conseqguence of the intentiocnal racially
discriminatory acts of Defendants, all of the Plaintiffs were
immunities of their United States c¢itizenship in violation of
the Fourteenth Amendment, and are entitled teo damages in an

amount to be determined at trial,

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION

FOR VIOLATION OF U.5.C. §1381

(Againgt All-Defendants)

211, Plaintiffs repeat and reallege the above
allegations as if fully set forth herein.

212. The State of Oklahoma has waived its immunity by
gsetting up a Commission for the purpose of establishing
liability, identifying those responsible for the Riot and those
victimized by it, and committing itself te pay restitution or
reparations 1f liability was found.

213. Defendants deprived all of the Plaintiffs of
their “full and egual benefit of all laws and proceedings for
the security of persons and property as iz enjoved by white

citizens”_in_violapignﬁof}ﬁgmUiS,qt_§l9§1,"__h_ _
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214 Defendants also denied Plalntiffs the same right

to sue as is enjoyed by white_citizené,i;n€§iéiét£dﬁ?5fiéé”5?
U.8.C. §1@281.

215. Defendants specifically targeted Plaintiffs on
the basis of their race. "This_intgntipgaljdisg;;miggt;gpaw§§$
accomplighed by a longstanding”and_officiﬂllpolicy, practice,
custom, ‘habit and usage to deny African Americans their equal
rights under the law. This was dpne_inwggmgrgusﬂways,_desqgibed
below.

21&. Defendants permitted Plaintiffs to be physically
attacked, even participating in some of the attacks, resulting
in bodily injury, death and desgtruction and theft of property.
Defendants, with delibera;e_indiffergnpgwand:gn_the_bggis_gﬁ:ﬁ:
race, failed to protect Plaintifis from repeated c¢riminal acts,
failed to equally enforce the laws and branded Plaintiffs with
the racial badges of inferiority and slavery in the form of
racial epithets. Defendants’ fallure to prevent or_aid in
preventing the commission of racial crimes exacerbated the riot -
and led to further wrongs against Plaintiffs. Defendants failed
te adeguately train and supervise those pergons it deputized and
those persons to whom it issued ammunition during the riot.
Defeﬁdants failed to meaningfully investigate_and act upon
complaints filed by Plaintiffs on the basis of race. Defendants
routinely under-investigated, under-responded, undercharged,

mishandled and failed to protect Plaintiffs from a series of

et e L T
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criminal actﬁgg{ prosgchg_;hgse ;esponsi le fo;.sgg? gcts.
Defendants abdlééﬁedJéhéifsfééﬁehéibiiiﬁy é6 i5§éé£i§§Eéf'J“”'J'”
develop and charge white citizens with crimes against
Plaintiffg, thereby affirming and jointly participating in
raclally motivated acts to deprive Plaintiffs of their
constitutional and statutory rights. _Defendants”failed to make
whole Plaintiffs by providing restitution and reparations it
promised to them.

217. Defendants did not treat white citizens in the
same or similér manner to Plainviffs.

218 . Conseguently, all of Plaintiffs_have_sustained o

injurieg in an amount to be determined at trial.

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION

FOR VIQLATION OF U.S8.C. §1983

{Against the CITY QF TULSA, THE CHIEF OF PQLICE,
and THE TULSA POLICE DEPARTMENT)
219, Plaintiffs repeat and reallege the above
allegations as 1f fully set forth herein.
220. Defendants deprived all of the Plaintiffs of
their rights, privileges and immunities by engaging in a
longstanding and official policy, practice, custom, habit and

ugage to deny African Americans thelr equal rights under the

law. This was done in numerous ways, described below.
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221, Def d t rmltt d PWal 1ffs Lo be h 51hall
_f“\§ endants pe e ; p v Y

E

attacked, even part1c1pat1ng in some of Lue Mcks, resul 1ng

in bodily injury, death and destruction and theft of property. -
Defendants, with deliberate indifference and on the basis of
race, failed to protect Plaintiffs from repeated criminal acts,
failed to equally enforce the laws and branded Plaintiffs with
the racial badges of inferiority and slavery in the form of
racial epithets. Defendants’,failu:gmtg_prevent or aid in
preventing the commission of racial crimes exacerbated the riot
and led to further wrongs against Plaintiffs. Defendants ﬁai;ed
to adequately train and supervise those persons it deputized and
those persons to whom it issued ammunition during the riot.
Defendants failed to meaningfully investigate and_act upon
complaints filed by Plaintiffs on the basis of race. Defendants
routinely underinvestigated, underresponded, undercharged,
mishandled and failed to protect Plaintiffs from a series of
criminal acts or prosecute those responsible for such acts.
Defendants abdicated their responsibility to investigate,
develop and charge white citizens with crimes against
Plaintiffs, thereby affirming and jeointly participating in
racially motivated acts to deprive Plaintiffs of their

constitutional and statutory rights. Defendants failed to make

whéle Plaintiffs by providing restitution and reparations it

promiged to them.
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22%#“Qefendants dla not treatjygéte c1tlzens in the

same or similar manner to Plalntlffs
223. Consequently, all of the Plaintiffs have
sustained injuries and property damage in an amount to be

specified at trial.

SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION =

FOR VICLATION OF U.S.C. 51985

(Against All Defendants)

224, Plaintiffs repeat and reallege the above
allegations as if fully set forth herein,

225. The STATE OF OKLAHOMA has waived its immunity by
setting up a Commission for the purpose of establishing
liability, identifying those responsible for the Riot and those
victimized by it, and committing itself to pay restitution or
reparations if liability was found.

226. The Defendants the STATE OF OKLAHOMA and the CITY
OF TULSA conspired to deprive all of the Plaintiffsmthgugqual
protection of the laws and equal privileges.and immunities under
the laws, thereby injuring Plaintiffs.

227. Defendants conspired teo deprive Plaintiffs the

squal protection of the laws and their rights, privileges and

:immﬁhities'by'ehgagiﬁg:in'é longstanding and official policy,

practice, custom, habit and usage to deny African Americans
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cheir equal zyages under the lav. This yag dome in mumerous
ways, describea below. . e

228. Defendants permitted Plaintiffs to be physically
attacked, even participating in some of the attacks, resulting
in bodily injury, death and destrgcpiop_ayd.theﬁt_qf property.
Defendants, with deliberate indifference and on the basis of
race, failed to protect Plaintiffs from repeated criminal_acts,
failed to equally enforce the laws and branded Plaintiffs with
the racial badges of inferiority and slavery in the form of
racial epithets. Defendants’ failure to prevent or aid in
preventing the commission of racial crimes exacerbated the riot
and led to further wrongs against Plaintiffs. Defendants failed
to adeguately train and supervise those persons it deputized and
those persons to whom it issued ammunition during the riot.
Defendants failed to meaningfully investigate and act upon
complainte filed by Plaintiffs on the basis of race. Defendants
routinely under-investigated, under-responded, undercharged,
mishandled and failed to protect Plaintiffs from”a_sgr;esmqf“ﬁ“__
criminal acts or prosecute those responsible for such acts.
Defendants_abq;gateq_thg%;_;ggpons;bilitymtq inves;igate,

develop and charge white citizens with crimes against

‘Plaintiffs, thereby affirming and jointly participating in

racially motivated acts to deprive Plaintiffs of their

constitutional and statutory rights. Defendants failed to make
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whole Plaintiﬁia by providing restitution and reparations it

promised to themt'

229. Defendants did not treat white citizens in the
same or similar manner to Plaintiffs. =

230. Defendants intentiocnally caused igjury to al_of
the Plaintiffs on the basig of race, in violation of their
rights, privileges and immunities secured by federal law.

231. As a result of the conspiracy between Defendants,
all of the Plaintiffs have sustained injuries and property

damage in an amount to be specified at trial.

SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION _

FROMISSORY ESTOFPEL .

(hgainst the STATE OF OKLAHOMA and the CITY OF TULSA)

232. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege the above
allegations as if fully set forth herein.

233. The STATE OF OKLAHOMA has waived its immunity by
setting up a Commisgion for the purpeose of establishing
liability, identifying those responsikle for the Riot and those
victimized by it, and committing itself to pay restitution or
reparations if liabjility was found.

234. Defendants clearly and unambiguously promised to
provide restitution and/or reparations tb the Plain??ﬁﬁ§%§9£“§h§”

damage Defendants inflicted during the course of the riot;
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Defendants_re onably Foresaw that Plalntﬂffs would rely upon

thoge promises; Plalntiffs dld rely upoﬁ ;nosé pfomlses.to thelr
detriment; and the hardship and unfairness suffered by the
Plaintiffs may only be avoided by the STATE OF OKLAHCMA and the
CITY OF TULSA restoring the benefits to which the Plaintiffs are

due .

1. State of Cklahoma

235. Defendant the STATE OF OKLAHOMA promised
Plaintiffs in 1999 that restitution and/or reparations would be
made for damages incurred during the Tulsa race riot, upon which

Plaintiffs reascnably relied to their detriment. Defendants

knew that such assertions would result in Plaintiffs’ rellance .

i e

and Plaintiffs did in fact reasonably relied on Defendants’
asgurances by not f£iling suit for restitution prior.

236. More specifically, in 1997, pursuant te House
Joint Resolution 1035 (1987), the State L@gis;gpqrg'cqmmissioqed
a report from the Commission, funded the Commission, and charged
it with conducting an investigation to determine the causes of
the riot, identify those parties responsible for the riot and
the victims, and to make recommendations regarding reparations
and restitution,.

237. House Joint Rescolution 1035 (1297) conceded that:

“black persons of that era were practically denied

equal access to Lhe c1v1lﬂor crlmlnal justice system
o 1n order to, obtaln damagPS or OtheT rellef for the
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tortious ggd crlmlnal conduct whlch Qad been. .
committe™ : L

and that:

“the Greenwood community and the residents who lived
and worked there were irrevocably damaged by the
torticus and criminal conduct that occurred durlng the
Tulsa Race Riot: . . . and ...‘at the time of ‘the l92lfm“”"’
riot in the City of Tulsa, the Oklahoma Constltutlon o
contained provisions, still effective as law, which
provided that: ‘All persons have the lnherent right

to life, liberty, the pursuit of happiness, and the
enjoyment of the gaing of their own industry.’ and
further that: ‘the courts of justice of the State

shall be open to every perscon, and speedy and certiin
remedy afforded for every wrong and for every injury

to person,.property and reputation; and right and
Justice shall be admlnlstered wlthout sale, denial,
delay or prejudice. ! s L

238. Furthermore, Governor Keating, acting in his
cfficial capacity as Governor of the STATE OF OKLAHOMR, stated
that he “supported direct payments to the 120 survivors of the
bloody riots 1f the report contained persuasive evidence of

state culpability.<®

Governor Keating admitted that
"Compensation for dircct_lcsg_gcgggécccq_by_di:ect state or city
action is not inappropriate. . . . But it has to be shown that
there was real harm to existing, living_individuals_and that

direct action by the city and the state caused the harm”*®

Clearly, the Commission Report demeonstrates such harm.

103. Lols Romano, No Vow to Make Amends for Tulsa; Leglslators'
Sidestepping Disappoints Survivers of 1921 Race Riot, The '
Washington Post, Thursday, March 1, 2001 Section A. o

104. Lois Romano, TUlsa Airs a Race Riot' 's Legacy; State

e T N L e e 8, IR b Y e g St S Pt
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239. The Cklahoma State Legislature empowered the
AT, S oo o
Commission to gédtgss:ﬁhegghwpgngs,_a§d }%fw§§'f6re$éééblé that
Plaintiffs would rely upon the recommendations contained within
the Commission’s Report.

240. Furthermore, the Oklahoma State Legislature, in
adopting and implementing the Commission’s findings and
recomnendations by creating The Tulsa Reconciliatién_Education
and Scholarship Program*®® and the Tulsa Rict Memorial of

Reconciliation, *%8

induced reliance by the Plaintiffs, since
these measures provide the injunctive relief recommended by the
Commission, creating the expectation that monetary relief would
be forthcoming.

241. Plaintiffs have indeed relied to their detriment
uporn Defendantﬁs_promises by foregoing other means of
compensation in the justified expectation that the State would
compensate them for the Riot. ==~
242. Plaintiffe may only be avoid the unfairness and

hardship resulting from Defendant’'s behavior by receiving the

compensation promised by the STATE OF OKLAHOMA in 1997 and 1999.

2. City of Tulea

Historical Panel's Call for Restitution Spurs a Debate, The
Waghington Post, Wednesday, January 19, 2000, at Section A.
105. See 70 Okl. St. Ann. §2621 (West 2002).

106, Sem id. ot §8301 1. St 2002) .
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243§WQ?fendant the GITY OF TULS promlsed Plalntlffs

both in 1921 and 1999 that restltutlon WOuld be made for damageei
incurred during the Tulsa Race Rict, upon which Plaintiffs

reasonably relied to their detriment. Defendant knew that such

assertions would result in Plaintiffs' reliance. =~~~ =

244. Specifically, the City stated that a claims
commigsion would compensate the victims of the riot, thergpy_.
inducing them not to file suilt. Hln_paxticula;,”the_Tulsa”
Chamber of Commerce stated that as “quickly as possible
rehabilitation will take place and reparation_made
Tulsa feels intensely humiliated.”™ 1In the June 15, 1921 issue
of the Nation, the Chair of the Emergency Committee stated that
“Tulsa weeps at this unspeakable ¢rime and will maké ‘good the |
damage, so far as it can be done, to the last penny.”

245. Plaintiffe did in fact reasonably relied on
Defendantg’ assurances by not filing suit for restitution prior
to the commencement of this lawsuit. Plaintiffs and their

families did not file laweuits in the belief that the CITY OF

TULSA would compensate them for damages suffered during the

Riot. In reliance on thig promise, Plaintiffs lost their

oppeortunity to seek the damages incurred by the Riot.

107. Alfred Brophy, Reconstructlng the Dreamland : The Tulsa
Riot of 1921 107 (2002). ' R A e
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PRAYZR FOR I

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs pfay foéi;éiléli%é;ﬁyﬁéﬁéﬁd;ﬁeéfi
as follows:

i. For general and specific damages according to
proof;

ii. For the amount of attorney’s fees and related
legal expenses incurred by Plaintiffs in pursuit of the benefits
to which it is entitled;

iii. For exemplary and punitive damages in an amount
sufficient to punish Defendants the CITY OF TULSA, the TULSA
CHIEF OF POLICE, and the TULSA POLICE.DEPARTMENT_fqgmthg%;“_
reprehensible behavior;

iv. For pre-judgment interest;

v, For such other and further relief, including
injunctive and declaxapqry relief, that the Court deems just and

appropriate.

Plaintiffs reguest & jury trial.

DATED: February 24, 2003
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