susan O. Nugent
Assistant Attorney General -
Office of the Attorney General

Kansas Judicial Center, 2nd Floor

‘Topeka, Kansas 66612

(913) 296~3751

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF FORD CQUNTY, KANSAS!

3

STATE OF KANSAS, ex rel.
ROBERT:T. STEPHAN, Attorney General,

)
]
)
Plaintiff, )
) -
vs. )  Ccase Fo. 83C{4 5
CODY SINGLETREE d/b/a ) e
CODY SINGLETREE, THE COMPANY, ) L 7 S
) ) 23.?» :‘} ~n N .
Defendant. ] B
) R 3
= .

. ) '\
NOW, on this /_g’éay of éé.a\//w , 1883, plaintiff’s

Plaintiff,

JOURNAL ENTRY OF DEFAULT JUDGMENT

motion for judgment by default comes before the Court.

State of Kansas, appears by Susan 0. Nogent, Assistant Attorney

. General, and-defendant, Cody singletrée, does not appear.
- It dppears to the Court that the petition in the above cause
' was filed on August 23, 1983, and sumrons and petiticon were duly

served 6n défendant personally, and no:- answer or other defense has

been filed by defendant.
Upon consideration of the record and files Herein, THE COURT

FINDS that plaintiff is entitled to the relief requested in its

motion.
IT IS THEREFQORE, BY THE COURT ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED as

follows:

1. The Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of

this action.

2. The defendant, Cody Singletree, was personally served
"  with process, and the Court has personal Furisdiction over him.




3. The action was brought by the Attorney General of Kansas,
Robert T. Stephan, as part of his enforcement duties under £he
Ransas Consumer. Protéction Act, K.S.A.. 50-623; et‘~_3

i. The follow1ng practlces are declared to be deceptive
and unconscionable in v1olatlon of the Kansas Consumer Protection
Act, K.S. A 50-623, et _~3

Y a: Defendant s fallure to produce and provide
any of the following services pursuent to the
contract defendant entered into with David

~Harold Walter. iof Ténéer“Stitéﬂes,'léiO Main,
Great Bend, Kansas on or about September 17,
1982:
(1) an image song with all available
production beds and edits, including
30 and 60 second production bedé:
(2) feuf fully produced commercials’
(3) bi-annual advertising évalﬁation
and recommendations.
b. Defendant's failure to refund any money to
David Harold walter.

5. ‘Défendant is ordered ‘to payfto plaintiff the sum of
$1,835.00 to be distributed to David Harold wWalter as a refund.

6. The contract between defendant and David Harold Walter
is declared null and voxd by this court.

7. Pursuant to K.S5.A. 50-636(a}, defendant is ordered to

pay to plaintiff civil penalties in the amount of $2,000.




8. Defendant is ordered to pay $1,000 in investigation
fees.

9. This Court retains jurisdiction over the paéties and
the subjeét matter involved in thisfcause of action for the éurpose
of rendering any additional orders, decrees, judgmentg, or

.equitable relief as may be required. o
IT IS SO ORDERED.

- LG

DON C. SMITH i
Distric¢t Judge !

PREPARED AND APPROVED BY:

., Attorsey for Plaintiff

Susan O." Nugent




