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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA  

 

(1) WILLIAMSON PENN LITTLE, an )  

Individual and sole beneficiary of the  ) 

Williamson Penn Little Trust Dated  )  

December 1, 1984,    ) 

      ) 

   Plaintiff,  ) 

      ) 

vs.      ) Case No.      

      )  

(1) DAVID MANNAS, an individual and  ) 

Trustee, (2) CHAD CRADDOCK, an  ) 

Individual and Trustee, (3) CATHY  ) 

ETCHEN, an individual and Trustee, and ) 

(4) BARBARA CRADDOCK, an  ) 

Individual.     )  

Defendant  ) 

 

COMPLAINT 

 

  Plaintiff Williamson Penn Little (“Penn Little”) for his cause of action against 

Defendants alleges and states as follows: 

1. Penn Little is a resident of the State of Illinois. 

2. Penn Little is the sole beneficiary of the Williamson Penn Little Trust dated 

December 1, 1984 (the “Trust”). 

3. The Trust is an irrevocable trust created in the State of Oklahoma by Jud Little, 

Penn Little’s father, as Settlor.  Jud Little is not now and has never been a Trustee of the Trust. 

4. Upon information and belief, David Mannas (“Mannas”) is a resident of Carter 

County, State of Oklahoma.  Mannas is currently a Trustee of the Trust and has been a Trustee 

since at least 1998.  In addition to being a Trustee, Mannas is employed by entities owned or 

controlled by Jud Little, including the Quintin Little Company. 
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5. Upon information and belief, Chad Craddock (“Craddock”) is a resident of Carter 

County, State of Oklahoma.  Craddock is currently a Trustee of the Trust and has been a Trustee 

since at least 1998.  By delegation by the other Trustees in February, 1995, Craddock has held all 

non-discretionary powers of the Trustees, including but not limited to the power to sign checks 

and bank withdrawal slips, make deposits, and to enter into mineral leases.  In addition to being a 

Trustee, Craddock is employed by entities owned or controlled by Jud Little, including the Quintin 

Little Company. 

6. Cathy Etchen (“Etchen”) is a resident of the State of Pennsylvania.  Etchen is 

currently a Trustee of the Trust and has been a Trustee since at least 1998. 

7. Barbara Craddock is a resident of Carter County.  She is the wife of Defendant 

Chad Craddock.  

8. Upon information and belief, damages in this case for Defendants’ actions and/or 

omissions exceed $75,000.00.  

9. Jurisdiction and venue are appropriate in this Court by reason of diversity of 

citizenship, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1332. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE TRUSTEES 

10. The Trustees have breached their fiduciary duties of loyalty, due care, and full 

disclosure owed to Penn Little, the Trust beneficiary. 

11. The Trust provides in Section 3.02 that the Trustees shall pay over and distribute to 

the Beneficiary the entire principal and any undistributed income of the Trust Fund at age 35.  The 

Trustees have wholly failed and refused to distribute the assets of the Trust to Penn Little despite 

his reaching the age of 35 on April 9, 2019. 
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12. The Trust provides in Section 2 a right of withdrawal by the Beneficiary not 

exceeding the lesser of the gift tax annual exclusion then available or the maximum amount over 

which the lapse of a power to withdraw is not considered a release of such power under §§2041 

and 2515 of the Internal Revenue Code.  The Trustees are required to notify the Beneficiary in 

writing of its receipt of property over which his power of withdrawal may be exercised.  The 

Trustees have wholly failed to furnish notice in writing to Penn Little of its receipt of property 

over which his power of withdrawal may be exercised.  As a result, Penn Little has been denied 

his ability to exercise his right of withdrawal. 

13. The Trustees have provided copies of purported Notices of Election dated between 

December, 2003 through January, 2007 addressed to Penn Little at a P.O. Box corresponding to 

the address of the Quintin Little Company and purporting to include in certain instances the 

signature of Penn Little.  Plaintiff states that he did not receive these notifications and did not sign 

the documents produced as purported copies.   

14. The Trust provides in Section 5.03 a “spendthrift” provision for the benefit of the 

Beneficiary.  Despite the spendthrift provision, the Trustees have arranged for payments to be 

made to Jud Little pursuant to a Note allegedly executed by Penn Little, but subject to dispute by 

the Beneficiary.  The Trustees have also provided for the payment of purported debts owed by 

Penn Little personally upon demand by the creditor(s) in violation of the spendthrift provision and 

without discussion or approval of the Beneficiary believed to be the result of pressures placed on 

the Trustees by the Settlor to protect his personal reputation in the community.    

15. The Trust provides in Section 5.01 that the Trustees shall furnish periodic reports 

of the administration of the Trust Estate to those adult beneficiaries entitled to the income from 

the Trust.  The Trustees have wholly failed to furnish periodic reports of the administration of the 
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Trust Estate to Penn Little.  As a result, Penn Little has been denied and refused disclosure of 

matters affecting his irrevocable Trust. 

16. The Trustees never provided Penn Little a copy of the Trust instrument, prior to the 

Trust’s directive to distribute all assets on Penn Little’s 35th birthday, and thus the Trust provisions 

cited above were not known to the Beneficiary until after the date of distribution at age 35 came 

and passed.   A copy of the Trust was provided only upon request of Penn Little’s counsel after 

the Trustee’s failure to distribute the assets of the Trust to Penn Little on his 35th birthday. 

17. In addition, false statements have been made to the Beneficiary by Trustee Mannas 

concerning the value of the Trust reporting in December of 2013 that the Trust had a negative 

balance at a time that the Trust had a value in excess of $400,000.00.   

18. Upon information and belief, the Trustees have deferred in favor of Jud Little rather 

than Penn Little in the administration of the Trust Estate and have allowed Jud Little to direct the 

investment decisions reserved to the Trustees under the Trust.   

19. The Trustees have breached their duty of competence and diligence by making 

imprudent investments in speculative and high risk enterprises outside their areas of expertise.  As 

a result, the Trust lost investment opportunities in more conservative stock market funds that would 

have yielded better returns over the life of the Trust, and resulted in losses to the Trust.  

20. Despite demands made upon the Trustees through counsel, the Trustees have 

refused to make distribution of undisputed assets of the Trust and have asserted no lawful basis for 

failing to make the distribution absent the execution of a full and complete release of liability.  

Upon information and belief, the refusal to make the distribution of undisputed assets within the 

Trust is to provide a benefit to Jud Little to the detriment of Penn Little in forcing a compromise 
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on the alleged but disputed Note payable to Jud through the leverage of non-payment of undisputed 

assets that should have been distributed in April, 2019. 

21. As a result of the refusal of the Trustees to distribute the undisputed assets 

remaining in the Trust as of April 9, 2019, the Trustees have allowed waste to occur as the Trustees 

have charged their legal fees to the Trust in an amount reported to be at least $18,866.30. 

22. Judicial remedies for breach of trust under Oklahoma law, 12 O.S. § 175.57, include 

the following:  

 (a) compelling the Trustees to perform the Trustee’s duties;  

 (b) enjoining the Trustees from committing a breach of trust;  

 (c) compelling the Trustees to redress a breach of trust by payment of money or  

  otherwise; 

 (d) ordering the Trustees to account; 

 (e) appointing a receiver or temporary trustee to take possession of the trust  

  property and administer the trust; 

 (f) suspend or remove the Trustees; 

 (g) reduce or deny compensation to the Trustees; 

 (h) impose an equitable lien or constructive trust on trust property or trace trust  

  property wrongfully disposed of and recover the property and its proceeds; 

 (i) grant any other remedy, including awarding costs and expenses, and reasonable 

  attorneys fees against the Trustees. 

18. The breach of fiduciary duties and breach of trust were willful and wanton and 

performed in total disregard of the rights of the Beneficiary under the Trust.  The Trustees 

disregarded their duty of loyalty to the Beneficiary in order to curry favor with the Settlor, Jud 
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Little, their employer.  The Trustees have willfully ignored the “spendthrift” provision of the Trust 

by orchestrating a payment from the Trust to Jud Little to the detriment of the Beneficiary.  The 

Trustees have willfully breached their duties of competence and diligence by making speculative 

investments at the recommendation of the Settlor, Jud Little.  The Trustees should be held 

responsible for punitive damages as a deterrent to others in positions of trust from breaching that 

trust. 

CLAIMS AGAINST BARBARA CRADDOCK 

19.  Barbara Craddock is the wife of Trustee Chad Craddock and an employee of Quinton 

Little Company.   

20.  Negotiations regarding the Trust issues described above have been ongoing for months.  

Plaintiff has pointed out a number of misdeeds done by the Trustees and his father, Jud Little, in 

addition to forgery and other potential criminal action.  Plaintiff has also been threatening this 

lawsuit if the parties could not come to an agreement that Plaintiff get what he is unquestionably 

owed.   

21.  In an effort to discredit Plaintiff, get him investigated by the federal government, 

shutter Plaintiff’s banking account, and to avoid a lawsuit, Barbara Craddock (with the help of co-

conspirators to be discovered in this lawsuit) caused a check to be issued made payable to Bennette 

Little (Jud Little’s wife) from Quinton Little Company (QLCO) in an amount slightly less than 

$10,000.  The check is dated August 6, 2019.    

22.  Barbara Craddock then forged Plaintiff’s signature on the back of the check and, on or 

about August 20, 2019, caused the check to be personally deposited by a still-unknown co-

conspirator in an ATM machine into Plaintiff’s account.  The ATM chosen by Barbara Craddock 

and/or her unknown co-conspirators was owned and operated by Plaintiff’s former bank and is 
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approximately 4 blocks from Plaintiff’s house in Chicago.  QLC, through Barbara Craddock and 

co-conspirators, then flagged the check as fraudulent despite knowing she made the check and 

knowingly deposited it in Plaintiff’s account in Chicago.    

23.  Plaintiff’s counsel received an email from the Trustees’ counsel on August 27, 2019, 

alleging Plaintiff manufactured a counterfeit check from QLC to Bennette Little and attempted to 

steal QLCO money by manufacturing the check and depositing it in his own account.  Craddock 

went so far as to cause a Google Maps map to be sent showing the distance between Plaintiff’s 

house and the ATM in an effort to substantiate that Plaintiff must be guilty due to sheer proximity.   

24.  Plaintiff was in Hawaii on the day the check was deposited and he had nothing to do 

whatsoever with the check.   

25.  As a result of Barbara Craddock’s forgery and attempt to set Plaintiff up for a federal 

investigation, Plaintiff’s bank account was closed causing him significant inconvenience 

emotional distress because his account was frozen and he feared Craddock’s actions would spark 

an investigation as it was intended.  

 a.  INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS 

26.  Barbara Craddock’s actions described above are extreme and outrageous, go beyond 

all bounds of common decency are atrocious and utterly intolerable in a civilized society.  Barbara 

Craddock intentionally caused severe emotional distress beyond which a reasonable person should 

be expected to endure.    

 b.  CONVERSION 

27.  By her forgery and her actions to cause the check to be deposited in Plaintiff’s account, Barbara 

Craddock undertook the unauthorized assumption and exercise of the right of ownership of 

Plaintiff’s bank account which was inconsistent with Plaintiff’s right as the owner.   
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28.  Plaintiff was the owner and had the right to control and have access to his bank account 

and the money therein.   

29.  Barbara Craddock intentionally took possession of the account by causing the check 

to be deposited in Plaintiff’s account and then caused the check to be flagged as fraudulent.  As a 

result, and per Defendant’s intent, Plaintiff’s bank closed his account, caused an internal 

investigation, and froze Plaintiff’s bank account.   

30.  Plaintiff did not consent to Defendant’s causing the check to be deposited in his 

account.   

31.  As a result of Defendant’s illegal actions, Plaintiff’s money was frozen and he had 

significant trouble opening a new bank account.  Plaintiff was forced to borrow money from friends 

to eat and live on until he could get his money transferred to a new account.  This caused severe 

emotional distress, worry, anxiety, and financial hardship.   

 c.  FRAUD 

32.  By forging a check with Plaintiff’s signature and causing it to be deposited in Plaintiff’s 

account, Barbara Craddock committed fraud on Plaintiff.  She attempted to make it appear Plaintiff 

made a counterfeit check in order to steal money from QLCO by making the check and depositing 

it into Plaintiff’s account.        

WHEREFORE, premises considered, Penn Little prays for the following: 

(1) An Order compelling the Trustees to forthwith distribute the undisputed assets 

of the Trust to him as sole beneficiary, and without deduction of the Trustee’s 

attorneys fees; 

(2) An Order for a full accounting, including a review of original documents and 

submission to questioned document experts; 
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(3) An Order removing the Trustees and for the appointment of a receiver or 

temporary trustee to take possession of the Trust property, including the Trust 

records, and administer the Trust by distributing the assets to the Beneficiary 

and providing for the accounting; 

(4) An Order compelling the Trustees to pay for any resulting monetary losses 

sustained  by the Trust; 

(5) An Order awarding costs, expenses, and reasonable attorneys fees to the 

Beneficiary;  

(6) Compensatory and punitive damages from the Trustees and Barbara Craddock; 

and 

(7) Any other equitable or legal remedy to which Plaintiff may be entitled. 

       Respectfully Submitted, 

       _s/Daniel J. Card__________________ 

       Daniel Card, OBA #30034 

       Daniel Card Law LLC 

       512 Northwest 12th Street 

       Oklahoma City, OK  73103 

       (405) 232-6357 

       dan@cardlawok.com 

 

       ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF  
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