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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OQF TUE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR YAKIMA COUNTY

gffﬁﬁk ¥. RADFORD, Jr.. and
F HADFORDY, his wile,
No. jifi?ﬁﬂr

COMPLAINT TO ENFORCE
v, CONTRACT AND FOR AN

ACCOUNTING
ROUER PATTERSON and

JANE DODE PATTERSON,
his wile,

Plaincif =,

Defoendants.

Comer nuowr plaintslin and us o claoim against deleadants
allege ang siate as lolloes:
1.
Plaintifls av all matecinl times hercin were and now
are Fedndents of Yokima., Yakima County. Washangion.
Defendant= at all material tlises heeein wers ool pow
are redldents of Yakima, Yakima Countv, Waghiugton,

Oun May 268, 1967. deferndani, Roger Patiorson., acting

individually and for and on behalfl ol the commu. Ly composcd of
him amd Jane oo Patturson, bhig wile, enteeed jato a contract
with Georce W. Radford. Jr.. and Yilma fadtord. his wile, a copy
ol which conteact s altached herolo macked Exhibio "A7 . pod
is bururporaled hereln by LR e Depoimee,
H

By vhes tevpmes bl omabod ol eaer o ddeleadogt . Bomor Pattrer
areeed toopay Lo the platuteils L aom ool SHAD. 00 on we belore
dupss LU LIET . oo ameread 1o gy ta plaanti - of ol any aaa sl
procecits received Drom Lhe selease and/er sale ol a oeertans

@ikl oAbl PrReEi W,
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4.
Alibough rogquested Lo do so, delondavnis hayve e fased

tu pay any part ol said $450,.00 and any part ol sajid 3% of the

proceads (rom the releasoe andfor sale ol sald movie. Iu

nddition thereto, defendpnts have refused Lo account Lo the
plaintilfs for any proceeds received lruom the release and/or
sale of said picture.

WHEREFORE Plaintills pray for damapes gpgainst defendant
ROGER PATTERSON, individually and against the community composcd
ul Hopeyr Patterson and Jane Doe Patterson. his wife, as follows:

L. That defendants be orderod amd regquired Lo render
to plaintilIs an necountlng of any and all transactionz concern-
ing, aud money received from CLhe [ila "BIGFOOT - AMERICAS
AUDOMINABLE SNOWMAN'". or of Lhat certain film token of an alloged
“"humiunid woman". commonly refecred to as “Sasnuatch™ or "Big
Footy'.

2, That delfendante be required Lo pay to thoe plain-

*10i% the sum of 3% of 0ll procoods received from the velease

and or sale of said moving picturo.

3. That the defendants be required to pay Lo plain-
tufls the sun of 5830.00, toucther with cosis  and o reasonable
atturnuy's feve incurred by plaintiffs herein.

4. For such olher amd Further relid [ a8 t0 cie court

moy seem just oand equitable.

PALUMER, WILLIS & Mo AhDLE aiu

WALTER G, MEVER, Jr.
1 ]

F |.fl-r' e

[ep— e s L .—-| o — 1 m—
TATTorneyS Thr ntifls

Complaint to enfloree
contract and for oan
. " OLE'CR. WELLES & er. pemi r
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it Lo & lazal ani bisliey woresssrt et on Doger O, PeBtearmon, refierewl
Yo i bicrmer, g Geores end ¥izs Baford, cwfurced? tnoan Lesdoos.

Garoogs gl FMiima Badfoed dgres o o Hagep 0. Talbe-wmm, ton oumi uf,
Soven—fiedrad dgllare, [Fp0,00), o of thia duy, Mey 76, 197, for wopcises in
Selrhonm o T ClRIey of "HIGAGT - ACI0AS ANDHTHASLS <Mdl, T fur tdn folloe-
Logr armerd dirab-Lefis s

(1.} Eighi-Bondred and Fifty Dollers, (BE41LU0), 1o be peid benk
o oT bafdcw Joms D0, L9ET,

£.]  Aleo ba of Pelbiss andfor sl o of TIOROOT - Adlidaas
ANEIEEAL SUOAS, t0 B¢ pebd meon meort T of Gy mormsa Teoolyed
ar Tald [or mess,

Muz bo cans mpit or soflel, 1o leotitetod Lo collect thin npbs, o sy oo
Hon ereol, I, Boger Swhbtarmon, spres to por all obs
Diwtam: -.l?-.pl.?_ I.--I lf: _.-"l."-:r-:rl'.': E
Dubes By o AL ":r.,.:'

Daitas "J-}ﬂ..r.:;;- 2L, L
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I JUSTICE COURT, YAKIMA PRECINUT, YAKLMA CUUNTY, WASHINGTUM
NMOMAS K. GRADY, Ji. J. ¢
BEFORE gHehGE By -~Mll-INB, JUSTICE OF THE PEACE

:J. W. McARDLE, )
oy o
Plaintiff, ) NO. AET
va. } COMPLAIRT
ROGER PATTERSON and PAT )
'"PATTERSON, husband and
wife, )

efepdants. )

COMES NOW plaintiff end as claim against defendanta allegos

ard stetes as follows:

15 L4
L Doth plaintif! acd defendacts are and st all material

17 I'ltlll hereic have been residents of Yakims, Yakimas County, Nashiogton
18 2,

19, At all materisl tlses herein defendants Roger Patteraon

ag -8od Fat Patterson were octing for apnd on behalf of the marital

9] vommunity composed of them.

wa 3.

Hj? Plmiptifl, J. ¥, McArdle, is a partoer in the firm of

24 Pelmor, Willis, McArdie & Meyer. OUn January 7, 1969 a promissory
Eﬂ;ﬂ“t‘ io the amount of 3700,00, & copy of which is attached herseto
op 'and ‘neorporated hereino by this reference, was imsued by u-Iundlnt;
27 .and vach of thes to Palmer, Willim & McArdle, attoroeys for George
25 'F. and Veluns Radford. 8eld promiRsory nute bears ioterest gt the
a9 irllﬂ' uf Th per annhum from Japuary 7, LU6Y until the date of

jg defeult, June 1, 126%, and thereafter pt the rate of 1v% per aznum.

31! also provides for reseorable attuineys fees 1r the « sopt that

ool 1B commencen 1o eunfa: o Jaymert af
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A

Srid promtssory nute ls prescitiv o dofault wod oo pay-'
ments have b:aan made thtraon, .

WHEREFORE plaintiff prays for judgment against [loger
Patterson, individuslly, Pat Petterson, Individually, and the
Earital commaunity compowsd of Hoger Patterson snd Pat Pattwrgon,
husbapd and wife, ip the amount of $700.00, togother with interest
thereon from Jaouary ¥, 1969 unt!l June 1, 1969 at the rate of 7%

Fer anous sod thereafter at the rate of 12% per anpum uaotil =said

, note is paid, together with such smount as the court deeszs reason-

sble in payment of costs, expenses end attorneys fe Plaintiff

prays thatl sald judgment be in the amount of % 0%, together

with interest thervon at the rate of 127 Py annum until paid.
. J. ¥, HcARILE

e e —— e e

STATE OF WASHINGTON )
Cuunty of ﬁilu ; g
J. ¥, NcARDLE, being firat duly aworn, op oath, depoges
dod maym:
That bhe im the plaiotiff sbove pamed; thet re has resd
toe foregolag complaini, koows the cooteots thoreof, apd believes
. the same to be true.

Jo ¥, McARULE

— e . B o

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me thim __gay u! Deceabar.

it TALTER O, MEYER, JR.
Notary Pubiic in snd for the State
af Wasbington, reamiding st Yakima
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PLROMLSSOIY SO

Yok ima, Winloitgion

Muyemibne g —;—,—1‘:{1'}.‘5

T e

FOII VALUE RECEIVED, Lle updersignoed promises io pay to

ver PALNER, WILLIS & MoAdDLL ,oattorneys for GEOGGE W,
HANFURD, 10 sun ol SEYES BSDRED and 30/100-—————- LULLARS,
-t thereon ol Ll |'-th'HITT:'1HE;L";‘_;h‘_]‘JmIILr Parvitira g oy €apt e Lot
Pl miiees aeread shiall have thwe right e maphko incrcaesed
il L L s o@may pay Lhis nole 1o [ull at oany Lines.

.l__l"

All payments tu b made hereunder shall e made Lo PALKER,
WILE DS o SoARDLE, Attorpeys for GEORGE W. HADFORD and YILEA RADFURD, at
Ll rr wod D ooee addevss of 306 Nilley Building, Yakima, Washinglon, Y8901, o o
suvh ol r place as the hoelder bereol moy direcl in wrltliog.

This pole s piven Lo compromblse scttlement of thal certaln
Tegal waetionn Toled g Yakima County Superior Cowrl ubder Ciause Xo. L1%97,
Wit b Retinrpe W abd Yilma Hadfeord are platntifls and Hoger Patterson and
duie D G cveaun are o weaeidants, sald pote reprosenting Lhe remaloders
Ul wends @ aech o avttlvmont altey poaymonl of the sun of 5400.00, =aid amount
WY adbe e o caiskey Doen received by Palmer, Willis & MoArdle. Upouw payment
wul this S, sald Jepal action shall be dismisged agailnst all parties
WEEE o oo g,

Faes pote sball beadr inblere=t ol Che prafe of 12% perr
AaieE wiree s lagl b, nwd 3f thim pote sbogld be placed in the hapds of an
wllorrma v Lae il boect i o of o Jowsuit shall be broupght Lo collect any
wl e st spEal o wr gnbteresel ol Lhis note, we promise Lo pay a reasonable
Iew . lugelie: ablh cosls and cxpuedses locurred 1 118 callection.
ced aleaa et wXecyles Lhoe sbol 4 & PI'I-IH‘I-PJ] and not as a surcty.

|-I“

= L =

Hupgur Patloceaui
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IN JUSTICE COURT,YAKIMA PRECINCT, YAKIMA COUNTY, WASHINGTON
BEFORE TIOMAS E, GRADY, JR,, JUSTICE OF THE PEACE

J. W. McARDLE,

}
Plaintiff, ) NoO, 2:%93;;'
)

vs. JUDGMENT }

ROGER PATTEHSON ond PAT
PATTERBON, husband and wife,

Defwndants.

THIS MATTER coming bufore the undersigned Judge of the
above entitled court upun plaintiif’s motion for a default judg-
ment, and the court having found that due ond proper service of
Not icw "end Cumplaint wos served upun Roger Pattergon and upon
Patricia Patterson oo Ducembor 5, 1969, and the court being duly
sdviAed In the premises, NOW, THEREFORE, it is hereby

ORNERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that plaintiff, J. W. McArdle
e and he hereby 16, 8warded judpment oDpoinst defendants, Hoger
Patterson, individually, Pat Potterson, individually, and the
marital commuynity compuscd of Roger Pattursos and Pat Pattuerson,
hushand andwile, o Lhe pmount of $SUBY Y0, fopethur sith intcrust
thoereoan st the rote ul DL por anoum (rom Coe date of  Juoagment
hwFwin untl il said smount s puaid,

DOKE IN OPEN COLMT this 2 2 day ol Januar 1870,
L]

r.'l'. f-""

..::4 . ;iz/ffk_:_. PRI
L

Prvsentod by

."--5".:': ’
e e LR " e e b
Atlorney [ur Dlaint L_ﬂ!




RADFORD VS. PATTERSON - LOAN AGREEMENT - CASE 51297 - ORDER OF DISMISSAL

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT DF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR YAKIMA COUNTY

S Teiwedd

S L [ [ '/

L -"--'J:.‘:'."'."t'di Jr.

Plaintiff. P
LT i

N,
ORDER OF esvilssal, FOR
WANT OF PROSECIUTION.

Ttidren, et oux

Ul‘lt‘l];l'.‘l.-llt-. g

Froapmsearing so the Court that oo action has besn taken in the alane entitled caose for

cane ver immllately prior to mapiling of Notiee Dy e Clerk ol thisn Superior Conrt;

vl it lurher appearing o the Court that such Mot was properly given, i aceord-
e with Hole LW of the Rules of Pleading. Practive amld Procedore, as evideneed by
e Biles apnl pevords herein: and it further appearing to the Conrt that re good cause has been
Al within the tinee alloweld why the above entitle] action shislid be continned ax a pend-

il g

THEFEFORE. IT IS HERERY ORDERED. ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
atwovr cntith] case Do and the same iy hereby dismoenl without prejudice.

1 ta
IMINE IN OFEN COURT this A day ol o

He
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SUPERIéR COURT OF WASUINGTON gﬁﬁiiiﬂiﬁﬂmﬁbéﬁ%Q%Fhm

ROBERT E. GIMLIN and JUDY L.
GIMLIN, husband and wife,

Plaintiffs, No. 58594
L

ALBERT E. DeATLEY, JR. and FINDINGE OF FACT AND
JANE DOE DeATLEY, husband and CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
wife; the Estate of ROGER C, '

PATTERSON and MRS. PATRICIA

PATTERSON,

k B B

Dafendants.

&

THIZ MATTER having come on regularly for trial before

=
i

the above entitled court and the plaintiffs Robert E, Gimlin

=
o

and Judy L. Gimlin, husband and wife, appearing by and through

[
=21

their attorney, DAVID K. CROSSLAND of IVY, ELOFS0N, VINCENT,
HURST & CROSSLAND and defendants Mrs. Patricia Patterson and
Albert E. DeRAtley, Jr. and Iva DeAtley, husband and wife,
gppearing by and through their attorney, RANDALL L. MARQUIS of
MARTIN & MARQUIS, and it appearing to the court from their
representations and arguments of counsel to the court that
the parties have entered into a stipulation in which all of
their differences have been settled amicably and are supported
by the evidence, now and therefore, the court makes the follow—
ing
FINDINGS OF FACT
I

That Robert E. Gimlin and Judy L. Gimlin, husband and

wife, Albert Deﬁtlcy; Jr. and Iva DeAtley, husband and wife,

and Mrs, Patricia Patterson are all residents of Yakima County,

17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
22
29
a0
31
3z

Washington and have transacted the business affairs of their

Findings of Fact, Conclusions - 1 IVY, ELOFSON, VINCENT. HURST & CROSSLAND
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
238 H. 2ND STREET
TREKIMA, WASHINGTON @E8d1
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[
(=

W 20 =3 o ke 03 B = |

16
17
13
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
28
27
8
prat]
80
q !
32

+ association in Yakima County, Washingten.

IT
That Roger Patterson (now deceased) and Robert E. Gimlin
were close friends prior to October, 1967. That during the
year 1967, Roger Patterson and Robert Gimlin were engaged in
expiditions, tracking and attempting to photograph the mysterious
creature commonly known as "Bigfoot"™. That during said ex-
peditions, the camping egquipment, horses and tracking expertise
of Gimlin were essential and an integral part of each and every
expedition,
III
That in October, 1947 Roger Patterson and Robert Gimlin
went to Bluff Creek, DelMNorte County, California in an additional
endeavor to photograph or find further evidence of the areature
"Bigfoot®.
Iv
That on said expedition a 16 mm. color filmstrip 24° long
and running 1 minute in duration was filmed by Roger Patterson in
the presence of Robert Gimlin of a creature commonly referred
to as "Bigfoot™.
Kl
That said film was transported to Yakima County, Washington
and developed. That Roger Patterson's brother-in=law, Albert
E. Dehtley, Jr., was associateéd with Royer Patterson and Robert
Gimlin for purposes of promoting, publieizing and otherwisel
commercially exploiting the Patterson film footage. HNumerous
trips throughout the country were undartaken by the three
parties for purpeses of authentication and promotion.
VI
All three individuals consulted with Walter E. Hurst,
Attorney at Law, Beverly Hillﬁ, California for purposes of

creating a viable business entity and protecting their owner-

IVY, ELOFSON, VINCENT, HURST & CROSSLAND
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5nipminterest5 in- the film and the peripheral material or
cffshoots therefrom,
Vit
As of Hovember 1, 1967 the three parties, Robert E. Gimlin,
Roger C. Patterscon and Albert E. DeAtley, Jr,, formed a business
Association in the form of a joint venture establishiny for each
an undivided ocne-third ownership interest in the "Bigfoot film®

and all other related Bigfoot material of the association. In

w 00 =] & o &= 82 B =

addition, a certificate of business name was thereafter published

=

in the Los Angeles Daily Journal allowing the parties as a business

ar

association to assume the business name of "Bigfoot Enterprises",

VIIT
Thersafter, the parties jointly and severally commenced
activities to commercially exploit the film, particularly Albert
DeAtley and Roger Patterson who commercially used and showed
the film footage together with selling and leasing certain
Property rights regarding the film footage but without just
compensation to Robert E. Gimlin, even though Roger Patterson
acknowledged on several occasions to third parties that Robert E.
Gimlin was a business partner and had an ownership interest in
the film footage and its related material.
IX
That prior toc August 5, 1970, Albert E. DefAtley, Jr, trans-
ferred and released all of his rights by written instrument to
Roger C. Pattarson. Roger C. Patterson died January 15, 19'];'2
and his surviving widow, Patricia Patterson, is his successor in
interest in and to all rights remaining to the "Bigfoot film

ifootage” and its peripheral material. That Mrs. Patricia Patterson

2 B X 8 F REBEBRE

is now vested with an undivided two-thirds intcrost in-the-business. .

o]
L =]

assocciation, the "Bigfoot film" and related material,

IVY, ELOFSON, VINCENT, HURST & CROSSLAND

ATTOQRNEYS AT LAW
Findings and Conclusions - 3 350 N, ZHD STREET
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w 00 =3 T T ok B

kB

That because of Robert E. Gimlin's u_:'Ldivj_der__'l one=third
interest in the business assa;iatimn, Albert’E. Delhtley, Jr.
and Roger LC. Patterson or his successors in interest have or had
a duty to account to Robert E. Gimlin for past income profits from

the commercial exploitation of the film and/or the value received

from sale, lease or other disposition of the film footage and

its related material.
X1

That Robert E. Gimlin's undivided one-third interest
was a valusble property right which has ﬁct been purchased,
sold, transferred, abandoned, or otherwise relinguished to his
business partners or other third parties.

Wherefore, having made the foregoing Findings of Fact,
the court does now hereby enter:.its

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. That the court has jurisdiction over the parties and
the subject matter of this cause of action,

2. That Robert E. Gimlin, Roger C, Patterson and Albert
E. Deptley, Jr. formed a business association in the form of
a joint venture to commercially exploit the "Bigfoot film" and
various related material or offshoots therefrom.

3., That each party, Robert E. Gimlin, Royer C. Patterson
and Albert E. DeAtley, Jr., haé an undivided one-third property
right interest in said association, . the "Bigfoot film" and
related material of the business assnciaticn;

4, That Robert E, Gimlin has always retained an undivided
one-third property right interest in the association and particu-
larly the "Bigfoot film" and related material which has mot béen
purchased, sold, E;aﬂ%fp;;qd,_abanﬂnqed, or otherwise relinguished
to any nf.the business associates or third parties.

5. That Mrg. Patricia Patterson presently has an undivided

IVY, ELOFSOM, VIMCENT, HURST & CROSSLAND

ATTORMEYS AT Law
Findings and Conclusions - 4 308 N. ZND BTREET




(- - TR TR - - R - R

B 5

GIMLIN VS. DEATLEY & - CASE 58594 FACT FINDING - PAGE 5

J.l'lt':«-.nrﬂn.lu
two-thirds property right/in the said association, "Bigfoot film"

and related material of the business association.

6. That the parties have in good faith resolved and
reconciled their differences herein and have egquitably settled
their disputes by stipulation which is supported by the evidence.

7. 'That judgment and an order by the court shall be entered
outlining the rights and liabilities of Robert E. Gimlin and
Mrs. Patricia Patterson, successor in interest to Roger C.

Patterson, the remaining parties to the business association.

DONE IN OPEdN COURT this i;_i' -{'du}f of February, 1976.

“,/.} i -
5/ A Segae S et
I I D G E

Prasentoad by:

¢ VINCENT, HURST & CROSSLAND

Attorn :f,‘.il- for Pla;n? /

J.Javj.rl K l:.‘rma.s land

Approved as to form and
notice of presentation waived:

MARTIN & MARDUIS ; Gt Or WSUANGITH, Creaney ¢
Attorneys tur Dcfernaﬂta PGMES L. 1HDONAS, Dlsk ul 1
. r.I-.-I'_...-.-.'.. igafme mul e ooy
8 WIIHESS % th .
vy ez LL f’éf’” Z Y2
~ Handall L.—Marquis *"“‘Hw”w‘/ el %‘ff‘f'&bi{f 1.4
ﬁ;--_ ,ﬁ‘? arf‘{(’ 5" okt e’

&

IVY, ELOFSON, VINCENT, HURST & CROSSLAND

ATTORKNEYS AT LAW

s : 306 M. ZND STREET
ndings and Conclusions - 5 YAKIMA, WASHINGTON @881

Z24B-3252

13
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SUPERIOER COURT OF WASHINGION FOR YAKIMA COUNTY
ROBERT E. GIMLIN and JUDY L.
GIMLIN, husband and wife,
Plaintiffs, Ho. 58594
VE .

JANE DOE DeATLEY, husband and PROPERTY RIGITS
wife; the Estate of ROGER C.

PATTERSOH and MRS. PATRICIA

)
)
)
)
H
)
J
ALBERT E. DeATLEY, JR. and ) JUDGMENT AND ORDEE OF
]
)
}
PATTERSON, )
]
)

Dafendants.

THIS MATTER having come oh regularly for trial befozre

the above entitled court and the plaintiffs Robert E. Gimlin
and Judy L. Gimlin, husband and wife, appearing by and through
their attorney, DAVID K. CROS5LAND of IVY, LLOFS0W, VINCENT,
HURST & CROSSLAND and defendants Mrs. Patricia Fatterson and
Albert E. DeAtley, Jr. and lva DeAtley, husband and wife,
appearing by and through their attorney, RANDALL L. MARQUIS of
MARTIN & MARQUIS, and it appearing to the court from their rap-

resentations and arguments of counsel to the court that the

parties have entered into a stipulation in which all of their

differcnocs have been settled amicably and are supported by

iR B R

the evidence, and it further appearing that the said parties
have released each other from all claims, demands, and causes

the Court having entered its

H 8

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and b

B H

advised in the premises, now, therefore, it is hereby
OROERED tiat as of ‘Fovember-1, 186¥-Robert B. Gimlin,” Albert
Dehtley, Jr. and Roger C. Patterson formed a business associ-

ation granting sach to the ther an undivided one=-third owne
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B R B
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interest in the "Bigfcoot film" together with related material
and offshoots therefrom.

ORDERED that Robert E. Gimlin and Judy L. Gimlin, hushand
and wife, have always retained an undivided cne=third property
right interest in the association and particularly the "Bigfoot
film" and related material and are hereby granted and awarded
an undivided one-third ownership interest, both past and present,
in all material connected with Bigfoot Enterprises which was
a business association in the form of a joint venture between
Robert E. Gimlin and the defendants HRoger C. Patterson and Albert
E. DeAtley, Jr.. That said ownership interest includes the
"Bigfoot filw", consisting of a 16 mm. color filmstrip 24' in
length and 1 minute in duration produced in October, 1967 near
Bluff Creek in Del Horte County, California. That Patricia
Patterson retains an undivided two=-thirds ownership interest
in Bigfoot Enterprises, "Bigfoot film"™ and related material and
assumes no liability as to those rights granted to plaintiffs
nor does she grant any warranty of the title thereto. 1t is
further

ORDERED that Robert E. Gimlin apd Judy L. Gimlin, hushand
and wife, are hereby granted and awarded an additional 17 2/3
percont undivided ownership interest by grant, convevance, sale

or otherwise from the defendants in consideration for the plain-

tiffs foregoiny an accounting of the past and present undivided

third interest in Bigfoot Enterprises, th Bigfoot Film™

the "Bigfoot

L. Gimlin and 4% percent

ownership interest shall specifically include past, present and
future rights to the "Bigfoot £ilm" and related material. That
the defendants, Patterson and DeAtley are unconditio

from further : nting to the plaintiffs as to business

15
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any transactions
flowing therefrom nor is there granted any warranty of title
to the plaintiffs by them. It is further

ORDERED that plaintiffs are granted and awarded 100 percent

of all past, prescnt and future publication r

other pertinent Bigfoot items for publication sale or rental

in books, magazinez, periodicals and the like.

It is further

OQRDERED that Mrs. Patricia Patterson shall retain and is

awarded all television rights and rights of enforcement thereof

respecting the gaid "Bigfoot film" including but not limited
to the rights reserved umder the licensing agrecement by and
between Roger C. Patterson, deceased, and American Hational,
Inc, dated August 5, 1970 including the addendum letter dated
August 5, 1970. It is further

ORDERED that with respect to said
enumerated in the preceding paragraph, Robert E. Gimlin and Judy
L. Gimlin, hushand and wife, shall have and are awarded the right
of Tirst refusal of gll reasonable offers for the purchase or
rental of the telewvision rights above enumerated between
date and August 5, 1978. Thereafter, said right

automatically terminate unless extend

1978, Robert E. Gimlin and Judy L.

hereby awarded the right to make any reasonable offer of purchase
of said televigion rights as enumerated above by communics:

the sams » Patricia Patterszon through her attorney, Randall

atterson shall not unreasonably
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mast be
ofifer within a reasonable time not
date communicated to the Gimlins, unless otherwise agreed by
the parties. Mrs. Patriecia Patterson shall retain tie right
to reject all unreasonable offers. It is further

ORDERED that-in the event of any disputes over the rights
referred to above, the matter shall immediately be submitted

binding arbitration to resolwve the dispute and p

=

B O =1 S B = 0 N O

[
=

etermine the reasonableness of
ness of Mrs, Patricia Patterson's rejection. If said offer is
found to be reasonable and Patrieia Patterson's rejection is
found to be unreasonable, Patricia Patterson is hereby ordered
to forthwith sell all telewvision rights to Robert BE. Gimlin and
Judy L. Gimlin at a priece determined to be reasonable by the
arbitrators., on a cash basis. The arbitration panel shall be
formed by each party selecting an arbitrator and the two arbiltra-
tors thus named selecting a third. The arbitrators shall be
bound by--the rules and regulations of the American Arbitration

Association and by the Administratiwve

ington. In addition, the prevailing party of said

shall be granted reasconable attorney!s fees togeth
incurred, It is further

ORDERED that the plaintiff

BOE BB

all films now in tha defendant's

E = Wamics T LA ERRE T, 1 - =1
films taken during the calendar

3 B

|
-

Roger Patterson's death) the names and addresses of the purchasers
of said film =hall be made available to the plaintiffs so that

they may contact those parties directly. Said films shall be

0 g B B

ailable for inspection through the defendants’

B2

irquis. It 13 further
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Marguis, shall be immedi-

E. Gimlin or Judy L. Gimlin or their
attorney for their review. Said transmittal of offers is manda-
tory and terms or sanctions including reasonable attorney's fees
may be imposed hy the court for failure to abide by this provision.
It is further

ORDERED that defendants shall provide plaintiffs with

complete copies of all contracts and correspondence between

Enterprise, Inc. andf/or North American Productions of Oregon,

Ltd. which is now in her possession, including the seven documents

on file with the court subject to all rights of third parties.
It is further

ORDERED that if plaintiffs or their successors in interest
bring or make any claim or cause of action under the rights
determined herein, that they shall do so at their own expense
=

intervane or interfere in said

n W

he 1 i
A1 4 LS Y

and all other aspects of the Bigfoot Enterprise and iks related
material are hereby settled between the parties and any past
or present causes of action, claims and/or demands other thar

the television provision as set forth above are hereby

It iz further

o submit to

the paragraph concerning the television provision above, any
and all leyal centroversies arising from this

the prevailing party

Fees anc
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ORDERED that each of the parties heretec shall pay his own

attorney's [ees and connected with the proceedings herein.

ORDERED that the parties herecto shall execute all instru=-
ments necessary and proper for the transactions arising out of

the order of the court set forth aﬁg}&.

DONE IN QPEN COURT this £ :',ia}' of ;"I;‘“:':;I_'L'u.ﬂ.‘;}’; 1976,

L.DF:.

Presented by:

£

IVY, ELOFS50M, VINCEAT, HURST & CROSSLAND
Attorneys for Plaint '.J.'.I:.:

.//!“&I! J./\/i’i:/ ‘/j

David K.
Approved as to form and
notice of presentation waived:

MARTIN & MARJQUIS
Attorneys for Ue*ﬂnuaﬁt

o /ff.fff/;)/«f;"& SRR

[~ Randail Ly-~Marquis

19
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AGREEMENT OF SALE AND TRANSFER - SALE OF FILM RIGHTS TO DAHINDEN

AGREEMENT OF SALE AND TRANSFER :‘S-UIE;HJEELD

ENOA ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, that RNBERT E. GIMLIN
and Jup¥ L. GIMLIN, hereinafter referred to as "Gimlins,"™ for and
in consideration of the sum of Ten Dollars (510.00) and other valuable
consideration in hand paid by RENE DAHINDEN, hersinafter referred to
as "Dahinden,"™ the receipt of which is hereby acknowledoged, do herehy

grant, sell, transfer, convey and assign te Dahinden, his executors,

administratozrs and assigns, the following procerty:

All right, title and interest includinog any after-acauired
interest, which Gimlins now have or may hefeafter acoulre

in that certain sixteen millimeter coldr-film strip of a
"Bigfoot" _type creature, which film is 24 feet in length
and of approximately one mipute in projection duration,
which footage was produced in October, 1967 near Bluff
Creek in Del Horte County, Califernia, by ROGER PATTERSON
and ROBERT E. GIMLIM, including, but not limited to, the
right=s and property interest awarded to Gimlins in that
certain Judment and Order of Property Pights entered in

the Superior Court of the State of Washington under Yakima
County Cause Ne. 58594 on February 6, 11@. all copyright /775
interests (statutory oF common -law)-in-sald foctage held

by Gimlins, all claims, causes of action or other rights
against third parties based upon the viclation, infringement
or other interference with szaid property rights, (whether
accruing before or after the date hereof), and all lecture
rights with respect to said footage; PPOVIDED, however, that
Gimlins mey retain one (1) copy of said footage for their
personal use and enjoyment which may be shown only privﬂtely
to groups of less than ten (10) penple and for no monétary
or other compensation.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same to Dahinden, his executors,
administrators and assigns forever, And Gimlins do for their heirs,
executerg, and administrators, covenant and agree to warrant and defend
the sale of said property and righte hereby made to Dahinden against

all and every persons whomsoever lawfully-claim the same.

.

IN WITHESS WHEREOF, wa have hersunto sat our hands this*:k?
day of September, 1978.

T nareny cadly Bl i uaeging e o 2 e
coy al Hag ecizingi oy the szme copasi wl Pl .l/

WITHESS = hand and alicisl wasl Ihn._......a:»_; _}...... !

P T S e Rt 5 ; “ J
; i o .c'; ?'_‘% L Pt b "{::- ":':-F ,l‘l_{_'j'_l‘,{f -T"'i £

R:Hfﬁi"'ﬁmx--dlwhw-uwm JUD¥ L. GIMLIN

ranidiieg 3 Faims &

ZROBERT E, GIMDIN —
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON - YAKIMA COUNTY

| REME DAHINDEM, e ;“
LS
Plaintiff, ===

R

alw
i,

. N0, 77-2-00243-0

a
-,
2

ANSWER AND DEMAND FOR SIX MAN
JURY

VE. TRER
iy T
Hi THE ESTATE OF ROGER C.
FATTERSON and PATRICIA

PATTERSON,

Defendants.

» '._
T M e M R R R R R e

Comos now defendant Patricia Patterson and answering
! plaintiff's complaint, hereby demands a six man jury trial and
{ admits, denics and alleges as follows:
1.

Said defendant admits the allegations contained in

paragraph 1 of plaintiff's complaint.
.

Said dofendant is without sufficient knowledge or information
to form a boliof as to the truth of allegations contained in
paragraph 2 of plaintiff's complaint and therefore denies the sama.

3.

Said defondant admits she has succeeded to all rights to

films owned by Roger Patterson, deccased, subject to rights of

crueditors of said docodent; however said defendant is without
! knowledge and information sufficient to form a bellef as to the
identification of the alleged "Bigfoot film" and therefore denies

the allegations contained in paragraph 3 of plaintiff's complaint

i and puts plaintiff to strict proof thereof.
4.
Said defendant admits the allegation contained in paragraph 4

2| of plaintiff's complaint, except that she denies the existence of
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*| a wvalid enforceable centract, and she is without knowledge or

information sufficient to form a belief as to who is the lawful
holder of the alleged "contract",
5.
Said defendant is without knowledge or information sufficient
to form a belief as.to the allegations contained in paragraph 5
of plaintiff's complaint and therefore denies thea same,
G.
S5aid defendant is without knowledge and information sufficient
to form a belief as to the identification of the alleged "Bigfoot

film®" and therefore denies the allegations contained in paragraph 6

of plaintiff's complaint and puts plaintiff to strict proof thereof.
Further answering plaintiff's complaint BY WAY OF AFFIRMATIVE

| DEPENSE, said defendant alleges as follows:

1.
STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS

The alleged contract is unenforceable on its face under the
statute of limitation.
2,
LACHES
Plaintiff is not entitled to relief by reason of the doctrine

of lachos.

3.
usuRyY

The alleged contract ls usurious on its face, under the

provisions of RCW 19,52.020 ot seq. which stateos in part that

"no person shall direetly or indirectly take or receive in money,
goods, or things in action, or in any other way, any greater
intorcat, sum or value for the loan”. Therefore plaintiff has

Eailed to state a ¢laim vupon which relief can bhe granted.
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4,

MERGER AND RAR

Plaintiff i=s pnot entitled to relief by reason of the following
Plaintiffs alleged predecessors, Goorga W. Radford, Jr. and Vilma
Radford, husband and wife, commenced an action "to enforce
contract and for an accounting® on April 1, 1968, based upon
plaintiff's exhibit "A"™ herein, see copy of Summons and Complaint,
Yakima County Cause No. 51297 attached hereto and incorporated
heroin by reference. Baid Radfords thorein prayod for payment of
all alleged obligations cﬂnﬁnlnaﬂ in the instant "loan agreement”
(plainciff's Exhibit "A"), togoethor with an accounting of any and
: all transactions relating to "Bigfoot®. On January 7, 1969,
defendant Patricia Patterson and Roger Patterson, decedent,

exocutod a document entitled Promissory Mote in "compromisa

settlement” of Cause No. 51197. The said promissory note stated
inter alia as follows: "Said note representing tho remaindsr dus
under such sottlomont after payment of the sum of $400.00, said
amount hawving heretofore been received by Palmer, Willis & McArdle.
Upon payment of this note, said legal action shall be dismigsed
against all parties with prejudice.”®

On Docember 4, 1969, J. W. McArdle commenced an action
against said Roger Patterson and Patricia Patterson based upon

said promimssory note (compromise scttlement), see copy ﬁf Notice

of Buit and Complaint, and Judgment, Yakima County Justice Court
Cause No, 23927 attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference
On January 6, 1970, Judgmont was granted f’hcreﬁn in tha sum of
5999.99. Thercupon plaintiff's instant claim was merged inteo said

Judgment causing a bar to further prosecution of the said claim.

WHEREFORE, defendant Patricia Patterson having fully answered

plaintiff's complaint, said defendant prays for dismissal of

MARTIN & MARGUIS

ArTonsares ar | o

23
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of plaintiff's action with prejudice, and for reasonable attorney's

fces and costs herein to be taxed.

&5
Lt A
“Fandall L. mmuzs
Of MARTIN i: QuUIs
Attorneys for Defendant
Patricia Patterson
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?IR THE SUFERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON FOR YAKIMA Cﬂﬂﬂ%Y

i RENE DAHINDEM, ) >
} ) Mo, TT7=2-00243-0 T
I 1 STIPULATION MND AGRERED ORDER
: vE, ; OF DISMISSAL
THE ESTATE OPF ROGER C. )
; PATTERSON and PATRICIA ]
PATTERSON, ]
)
Defendants. ]

:
.. i
The above-named partics, by and through thelr respective
undersianed counsel, horeby ctipulate as follows:
1

] All issucs in controversy in this action have been
ol
| R . <o

Ir =
The plaingiff'a complaint and all actions alleged therein

shall bo dismissed with prejudice and without costs; and
III

The annoxed Agreed Order of Dismissal shall be nresented

to the above-entltled court for entry.

R
DATED this /% dav of August, 1978

Y . . ™y
WD YIN -‘}w:m/u’.-"'/’
AL D. CAVDBELL BF
MchArdle. Dohn, Talbott & Camphall
Attaorney for Plaintiff

i

s TP S

" --."“Il r
o o F
g T HAL
1 LL l.'....-*F!I.."hH'I'_III_IIS qf

| Martin and Marouis

Attorney for Defendants

QERER
THIS ™ATTER havineag regularly come for hearing this day

utnon the above-named parties' Stipulation for Dismissal: it appeard

B ARDLE, DOHN, TALEOTT & CAMPRELL
3T MoerH Twinn Btadir, Burg |
I Famsui wassiNoton 28000
Stipulation and Agreesed Order e

& N{amiosal A1
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26

1

)
- 2

l

Y - ttlcd, and it further appearing that

3

4

5 |

6 |

d

16 |

17
18

19
20 |

2l

22 |

23

241

25

vk

that all issues in controversy between the parties have been

s
[

CE e

the parties have stipulated to the entry of this order; and the
court being otherwise fully advised in the premises; now, therefors

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the

(Rt T

complaint of the plaintiff herein and all actions alleged therein ‘|

aﬁdiéﬁnai

be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
| cosats, ‘ bty i
rﬂ’d“:'
1 1.

DONE IN OPEM COURT this 2} day Dfﬁ:ﬁ‘
i '
f -

B e

JUDGE

Presenteod by

Y .
K ) Z
ALAM D. CAMPBELL o
!".l:ﬂ:dlu.. Dohn, Talbotk & Camoboll
Attornoy for Plaintiff

e

Apnroved for cntry and copy
reenived thin ;4  day of
Auqust, 1978, )

el i F!f.fj;ﬂrj:;.iﬁ?w_r—x-,_
ARNDALL LT FAROUIS oF

Martin & Marouis
Attarney for Defendants




