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The Oklahoma Judicial Nominating Commission; The
worst Way of Selecting Judges, Except for All the Others
By Kieran D. Maye, Jr.1
Winston Churchill said that democracy
was the worst form of government except
for all those other forms.2 The same can be
said for the Oklahoma Judicial Nominating
Commission (“JNC”). In Oklahoma, when
there is a vacancy in a judgeship, lawyers
who are interested in the job submit their
applications to the JNC. The JNC then conducts background checks, evaluates the appli1 Mr. Maye is an Adjunct Professor of Law at
Oklahoma City University School of Law and is the
Managing Director of the Oklahoma City law firm,
Miller Dollarhide. The views expressed herein are Mr.
Maye’s alone, and do not necessarily reflect the views of
Oklahoma City Law School or Miller Dollarhide.
2 The House of Commons, 11 November 1947.

cations, interviews selected candidates, and
submits three nominees to the Governor.
The Governor then chooses one of the three.
Recently, the JNC has been criticized by
the Governor and others because the JNC
submitted only two candidates for a judicial
vacancy, when there had been four applicants.
Those critics point out that the two applicants
who were submitted were Democrats and the
two who were not were Republicans. Those
criticizing the JNC in this case ignore the fact
that the JNC did not know the political affiliation of any of the applicants for the judicial
vacancy. The JNC did not refer either of the
two Republican candidates simply because
the JNC did not deem either of them to be
appropriate candidates for a judgeship.
The JNC was created in 1967, as a reaction

to a scandal at the Oklahoma Supreme Court
that saw three Oklahoma Supreme Court justices convicted of various crimes associated
with taking bribes. The three justices were
jailed, impeached, or resigned. Before the
scandal came to light, Oklahoma judges were
elected through contested party elections.
Judges ran as Republicans or Democrats. A
justice who took bribes labeled the money
“campaign” funds.
Contrary to popular belief, the JNC is not
exclusively comprised of lawyers. In fact,
lawyers do not constitute a majority of the
JNC. By law, nine of the fifteen members of
the JNC must be non-lawyers. JNC members
serve without compensation. Six are appointed by the Governor. Not more than three
of the Governor’s appointees can belong to

the same political party, and none of the six
can have a lawyer in their immediate family,
much less be a lawyer. There are three additional non-lawyer members of the JNC; one
appointed by the Speaker of the House, one
by the President Pro Tempore of the Senate,
and one by the other members of the JNC. So
to suggest that Oklahoma lawyers control the
judicial selection process is simply untrue.
The current attack on the JNC is, to borrow
a phrase from basketball, a ball fake. Those
launching this attack are not particularly
bothered by the JNC process. Instead, they
are concerned about results. They see the
Oklahoma Supreme Court and others in the
Oklahoma judiciary making decisions with
which they disagree. Most recently these have
See nominating, PAGE 7

The Telegram
By Judge James Croy
The slate gray clouds, pregnant with snow, settled heavily over Lyons, smothering the sun, choking the wind. It
was Christmas Eve day, which nowadays, for many of
these Kansas families, was the day before Nothing. The
war was taking its toll on this town, measuring the debt in
damaged lives and missing loved ones. At first the war had
been an exciting, horrible adventure, with the treachery
of Pearl Harbor sucking young men out of Lyons’ wheat
and oil fields with the ferocity of a tornado, replacing
them with ration cards, metal drives, victory gardens and
V-mail. But now, in the days of the steel pennies, the
young men were returning, with a vengeance, as old as
they would ever be. And for those waiting at home, the
sunless winter sky doused hope with icy fear.
The bell on the door of Henry’s Hardware jangled loudly as Earl entered the shop, it’s jingling alarm causing six
heads to turn from the gas stove to see who had come in.
No one greeted Earl as he came over to the circle of chairs
that surrounded the stove. No one made eye contact, for

the unwritten rule was that you did not force someone
to look at you until he let you know it was all right.
After all, these days no one knew what baggage you
might be carrying. It was not that Lyons suffered
that many soldiers dying overseas; but Lyons was
small, and each death caused the whole town
to bleed.
Two large maps were pinned to the wall,
and Earl made his way over to the one that
showed Europe, North Africa, and the
Atlantic. The other one had the Pacific,
from the Aleutians to Australia, but
Earl wasn’t interested in that one,
and he prayed he never would be.
Instead, he studied the map of
the Western Theater, adorned with
swastikas and the Union Jack and
the Stars and Stripes, with bold sweeping arrows to show advances and retreats
See TELEGRAM, PAGE 14
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From the President

Happy Holidays to All!
watch the hearing on the Judicial Reform
Interim Study. The Oklahoma Legislature
I say it that way, not as a slight to has been very proactive in ensuring the
Christmas and all it stands for, but in public can see into their processes and
deference to the fact that there are other keep track of issues which matter to
religions which have holiday celebrations them. I think that is very cool!
during this same time. Happy Holidays
The Oklahoma State
to All! I hope you are
Legislature home page
is at www.oklegislature.
blessed with family and
gov. Below is a picture of
friends and a little peace
the home page. The top
in your heart.
red arrow shows where
I also want to wish
you can find legislation
you an early Happy
if you know the bill numNew Year! I am one who
ber, usually written like
looks forward to the
HB (“House Bill”) 1234,
close of one chapter and
or SB (“Senate Bill”)
the opening of another.
5678.
I like change; not just
Angela Ailles Bahm
The lower red arrow
change for the sake of
shows you where you
change, but well-considcan search by text. So for example, if you
ered change that makes a difference. I want to find all the bills with the word
also believe that with the turn of a phrase, “civil” in it, you can do that and narrow
a challenge becomes an opportunity. So, the search from there. Once you find what
what opportunities will we face this next you are interested in, you can follow it.
year? (Yes, you already know where I am
On the image below, note the middle
going with this.) In anticipation of some column, “Track Bills.” Click on this to
more bills from the legislature which will create an account which will send you
challenge the existence of the OBA, the emails every time the bill comes up for
JNC, and the manner in which judges are hearing or is changed. It’s user-friendly,
appointed to the Court of Civil Appeals and it’s free!
and the Supreme Court, here’s my gift…
If you click on Legislators (at the top),
another website to use.
you get a pull down menu which includes
In my last article I included the site to the home pages for the House and Senate.
By President Angela Ailles Bahm

It also includes “Find My Legislator.”
Click Legislation and it pulls down a
menu which again allows you to search
by bill number and terms. It also provides
access to the Oklahoma Constitution and
Statutes.
If you go to the House of
Representatives’ home page and scroll
to the bottom, there is a green “FAQs”.
Click on that link and you find how-to’s
on a variety of questions including “how
to lobby the legislature in person?”
As we move through this Holiday season and the start of the next legislative
season, I’m going to echo the sentiment
of my predecessor, the ever erudite Jim
Webb, from his July 2015 column. This
fight between the legislature and the
judiciary “is far from over.” I think the
Interim Study I wrote about last month
speaks all too clearly on the point that
we must stay informed and vigilant. One
might want to sit back and think the legislature will have too many other things to
worry about, like our State’s deficit, but
please don’t be lulled into complacency.
Get informed and stay informed. Use
kind words (remember what your mother
said to you). Speak with facts. And as
always, don’t hesitate to let me know
what you think is important. Send me an
email or give me a call at 405-475-9707.
Happy Holidays and a Happy New Year!
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New Year’s Resolutions
PAULINE JEFFREY PARKER (the Courthouse “information lady,” who is at the Courthouse every morning at
7:00, A.M.)
My New Years Resolution is to start getting up early
every morning, eating a great breakfast and get going.
The only way to keep going is to keep going. I’m now
83-years old,
and I plan to keep going until I’m one hundred.
CLEO
I resolve to smile at a stranger every day, and to be a
kinder, nice person.
JIM WEBB
1) Read through the Bible in one year, 2) eat fewer
sweets, and 3) take my wife on a date at least every other
week.
COLLIN WALKE
1) Take a vacation and not take my cell phone, 2) compete in an IBJJF Brazilian Jiu Jitsu tournament, 3) read
these books: (a) The Way of the World, by David Fromkin,
(b) Nonzero: The Logic of Human Destiny, by Robert
Wright, and (_) to be determined.
TRAVIS PICKENS
To help and support more lawyers with personal or professional problems fully return to practice.
BRAD McCLURE
I have never been one to make New Years Resolutions.
My father, who passed away earlier this year, taught me
many valuable lessons in life. He was an honest and
straightforward man who normally said exactly what he

thought. My dad always told my brother and me that if
you have something in your life that needs to be changed,
don’t wait for an arbitrary date or event to make that
change. If you know something needs to be altered in your
life or in your character, the best time to make that change
is when you recognize that a change needs to be made.
Like so many other things in my life, I have tried to follow my dad’s example and follow the advice of one of the
wisest and best men I have ever had the pleasure to know.
LAURA McCONNELL-CORBYN
My New Year’s Resolution is to spend more time with
my grandsons. They are growing up so fast, and it is too
easy to get caught up in work and responsibilities and miss
out on their milestones. Shaffer and Hunter are so full of
joy and fun. I am a better person and a better lawyer if I
spend time soaking up their exuberance !
CHRIS DEASON
In the year to come, I resolve to do more and to buy less.
The idea is reinforced at the conclusion of each holiday
season after giving more stuff to people who already have
too much stuff. By the first of the year, I’ll want to ride a
bike, hike a trail, and drive to the ocean. Instead, I’ll buy
a bike, get fitted for outerwear, and research the model of
my new car. So, once again,
I will raise my voice when the year is done. This time, I
will commit to experiencing the world wearing last year’s
stuff. I think that is a reasonable Resolution.
DAN COUCH
Several years ago, I realized that making New Years
Resolutions was an exercise in futility for me. I would

enter the New Year with the best of intentions, but eventually the resolution was forgotten or abandoned. Perhaps
the December 31st deadline resulted in poorly chosen and
improperly motivated resolutions but, regardless, making
a resolution for the next year was not successful for me. I
have resolved in lieu of New Years Resolutions to re-evaluate ways to better my life throughout the year. I have no
deadlines, but several times a year I try to focus on an
area of improvement. Currently, my goal is to do more
activities outdoors, activities including kayaking, fishing,
hiking, walking the dogs and even yard work (sometimes).
Those activities help me re-focus, and relieve stress.
ANGELA AILLES-BAHM
My New Years Resolution is to stop wasting time, and
to seriously consider on what I am spending my time
(there is SO little of it, already), and to spend my time
better with my family and friends, on myself (mind and
body), and to value where I can.
TRACEY MARTINEZ
Worry less (although I worry that I won’t be able to
keep that one), be imaginative (I can see myself being
very creative one day), spend more time with neglected children (my own), cut down on my procrastination
(maybe I’ll do that next year), and finally get married !
MIKE MULLINS
Find a new diet that really works, investigate hair restoration options, get off the Stoops brothers’ back and
acknowledge that they have forgotten more about football
than I’ll ever know, hate Texas a little harder next year,
and try to avoid getting married one more year !

CHEYENNE AND ARAPAHO TRIBES OF OKLAHOMA
EXPAND ACCESS TO JUSTICE FOR TRIBAL MEMBERS
By Rick Goralewicz
The Cheyenne and Arapaho Tribes of
Oklahoma (CATO) announce the Opening
of the Legal Aid Program (LAP). Through
this program, in its partnership and collaborative efforts, the Fifth Legislature adopted an Act establishing the LAP, and Tribal
Governor Eddie Hamilton enthusiastically
approved. It is hoped that the program
will provide greater access to counsel for
Tribal members facing criminal charges in
Oklahoma State Courts where none would
have previously been available through the
ordinary appointment process.
The new program will fall within the
Judicial Branch, under the supervision
of the Chief Justice. Staff attorneys will
represent indigent tribal members both
n Tribal Court and in the District Courts
of Beckham, Blaine, Canadian, Custer,
Dewey Ellis, Grady, Kingfisher, Oklahoma,
Roger Mills, and Washita Counties. They
will provide service in the following cases:
•Defense of misdemeanor criminal
charges;

•Defense of felony charges where
the statutory range of punishment
includes a term of imprisonment of
ten years or less; and
•Defending parents or children in
deprived juvenile cases when appointed by the court.
Mr. Don Mason Jr. has been hired as
Director of the Legal Aid Program, beginning his duties on November 15, 2015. A
second attorney has been hired and will
start immediately. It is also expected that
a policy and procedural manual and “legal
triage” protocol will be circulated for
advice, comment and approval by CATO’s
executive, legislative, and judicial departments.
In addition to the LAP, CATO has also
begun a Healing to Wellness program.
This program, similar to drug courts operating in Oklahoma district courts, will
provide a diversionary alternative for persons accused of crimes grounded in substance abuse or mental health factors. Any
Native American charged with a crime
in CATO courts may apply to enter the

program. Entry is contingent upon referral by the Tribal Court judge hearing
the case. While the diversionary benefits
are limited to Tribal Court prosecutions,
Oklahoma District Court judges and prosecutors should be aware that free counseling will still be available for tribal members required to receive counseling when

required as a part of sentence or probation,
upon referral by state court judges.
CATO hopes that these initiatives will
lead to the improvement of the administration of justice for Tribal members,
and greater cooperation and collegiality
between the judicial branches of the Tribe
and the State of Oklahoma.
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And The Court Said

An Olio of Court Thinking
By Jim Croy
December 14, 1915
One Hundred Years Ago
[Excerpted from Dudley v. Meggs, 1915
OK 1051, 153 P. 1121.]
This was an action for injunction
and damages instituted by defendant in
error, hereinafter styled plaintiff, against
plaintiffs in error, who will be hereinafter
styled defendants. In his petition plaintiff
alleged in substance that for 15 years
he had owned certain lands therein
described, and that the defendants had
cut the wire fence inclosing the same,
thereby resulting in admitting stock upon
his premises which destroyed his crops
to his damage in the sum of $ 75, and
that the wire destroyed was worth $ 75,
for which he asked judgment and for
an injunction prohibiting defendants
from again cutting down said wire fence.
Defendants answered by general denial,
and further alleged that defendant H. Sobol
owned certain land, upon which defendant
Dudley was a tenant, and that plaintiff had
erected a fence around the same and across
the section line, thereby inclosing the said
land and preventing ingress and egress to
and from the same. The case was tried to
a jury, which returned a judgment in favor
of the plaintiff for $ 150, and defendants
prosecute this appeal.
It appeared from the evidence given at
the trial that the premises in controversy
lay in the angle made by the intersection
of Kiamichi and Red rivers; that the
plaintiff’s allotment and that of his minor
child, for whom he was guardian, lay
above the land owned by defendant Sobol,
which was unalloted land and sold by the
government to the said Sobol. The lands
of plaintiff and his child lay partly in
adjoining sections, and he erected a fence
from one river to the other and across the
section line, which section line was the
only way the defendants had accessible as
an outlet. The defendant Dudley admitted
having cut down the wire fence across this
section line, although he denied having
cut the other part of the fence, which the
evidence showed to have been cut upon
several occasions in so many places that
it was practically destroyed. There was
evidence introduced by the plaintiff to the
effect that defendant Sobol told Dudley to
cut the wire fence down, which statement
he admitted, but said he made it in a
joking way. There was also evidence of
admissions by Dudley that he cut the fence
of plaintiff, but he denied doing the cutting
except at the section line.
Defendants contend here for two
propositions stated as follows:
(1) “Where the lands of one owner
surround the lands of another who has no
way of ingress or egress except over the
lands surrounding him, then the owner
who is surrounded by the lands of the
other is entitled to an easement and right
of way over the lands of the other which
surround him as a means of ingress and
egress, which way is being used by him
as a means of ingress and egress, to his
premises and to the public highway; both
of whom having acquired their title from

the same source and the same tract of land,
would be entitled to have his easement and
right of way kept open for him.”
(2) “Congress having provided that all
section lines were public highways and
our Legislature having made the same
provision, as the defendants were using
this public highway as an easement when
the plaintiff erected his fence across it,
the defendants had a right to remove the
obstruction by cutting down the fence thus
erected across the section line.”
We do not believe the question of an
easement is involved in this case. If it
be involved, then it is what is legally
known as a way of necessity, but a way
of necessity is based entirely upon the
presumption of a grant, and will never exist
if the two tracts of land are not shown at
some time in the past to have belonged to
one person. Tiffany’s Modern Law of Real
Property, sec. 317. The evidence in this
case shows that the two tracts of land in the
controversy never belonged to the same
person, except the government; but for an
easement to exist, the two tracts of land
must have at one time belonged to some
one person other than the government.
The second proposition relates to
plaintiff’s right to maintain a fence across
the section line. The plaintiff having been
in possession of the land as owner in fee
simple for more than 15 years prior to
October, 1912, the time of the trial, the case
of Good et al. v. Keel et al., 29 Okla. 325,
116 P. 777, is decisive of the point here
under consideration. In that case it was
held that the Act of Congress of April 26,
1906, c. 1876, 34 Stat. 145, sec. 24, which
provides that in the Choctaw, Chickasaw,
and Seminole Nations roads two rods in
width are established on all section lines,
is prospective only in its operation and
does not authorize the authorities to take
for road purposes, without compensation,
lands of Indians which had been allotted
prior to the passage of said act. Edmondson
et al. v. Francisco, Road Sup’r, 41 Okla.
556, 139 P. 279.
While the county commissioners
made an order opening up the section
line between plaintiff’s lands as a public
highway prior to the time this controversy
arose, yet the order was ineffective for the
reason that they failed to comply with the
statutory requirement of first obtaining the
right of way either by amicable settlement
or condemnation proceedings. Section
7552, Rev. Laws 1910.
Defendants complain of the admission
of certain testimony of the witness Fry,
who was asked by plaintiff’s attorney, “He
(Dudley) said Mr. Sobol told him to cut
the fence?” which question he answered in
the affirmative. It appears that defendants
had immediately prior thereto brought out
from this witness on cross-examination
this testimony in almost the exact language
used above, and the plaintiff’s attorney
simply repeated it to the witness. Error
cannot be based upon the admission of
testimony brought out by the complaining
party.

December 24, 1940
Seventy-Five Years Ago
[Excerpted from Carter v. Rubrecht,
1940 OK 500, 108 P.2d 546.]
The question here presented is whether
under the existing facts the defendant was
entitled to be allowed an attorney’s fee
under section 9524, O. S. 1931, 15 Okla.
St. Ann. § 268.
That section provides in effect that in
an action brought to recover the penalties
imposed by statute for usury, the prevailing
party in such action shall be entitled to be
allowed an attorney’s fee to be taxed as
costs against the losing party.
Essential facts are that plaintiff
commenced an action to recover such
usury penalty; the defendant answered by
general and specific denials; thereafter, and
before trial, defendant having sought no
affirmative relief, the plaintiff dismissed
the action without prejudice. Thereafter
defendant presented application for
allowance of an attorney’s fee and to have
same taxed as costs against plaintiff. The
application was denied in the trial court.
The exact question has not heretofore
been presented to this court, and we are
not advised that any court of last resort has
passed upon the question. Its determination
here depends upon the ascertaining of the
legislative intent, and the construction to
be placed on the statute, in the light of
our former decisions applying the statute
under other circumstances.
In similar actions, where plaintiff
recovered judgment for usury penalty, it
was clear that the plaintiff as the prevailing
party was entitled to an attorney’s fee to
be taxed as costs against the defendant as
the losing party upon the merits, and we so
applied the statute. . . .
In actions where plaintiff sued on
promissory notes and defendant by answer
sought to recover the usury penalty, and
issue was joined thereon, and upon trial
the defendant prevailed on the merits as
to the usury claim, we held the defendant,
as such prevailing party, was entitled to
be allowed an attorney’s fee to be taxed
as costs against the plaintiff as the losing
party on the merits. . . .
In those actions it will be noted that this
court treated the attorney’s fee allowance
as being itself in the nature of a penalty
against the losing party. It was expressly
so referred to in several of those decisions,
and there is no contrary reference in any
other of the cited decisions. Treating the
provisions for allowance of attorney’s fee
as a penalty statute, it of course is to be
strictly construed.
***
Thus it is apparent that the judicial policy
in this state has been to strictly construe this
statute, and to apply it only in those cases
where it was clearly applicable. And it is
also apparent that the court has regarded
as the prevailing party the party who
prevailed on the merits, and has regarded
as the losing party, and the party subject
to the additional penalty of an attorney’s
fee for his adversary, the party who lost
upon the merits. That is, it appears to have
been the policy to tax the attorney’s fee

only in those cases where the other party
was determined by final judgment to be
the losing party on the issue of the usury
penalty. And while we have not before
considered the question of the claim for an
attorney’s fee where the usury claim was
dismissed without prejudice before trial,
we are inclined to the view that a person so
dismissing such claim should not be held
to be the losing party on the issue of usury.
He has not finally lost upon that issue, for
he might subsequently refile his action and
might there prevail on the merits. While
a defendant might be said to prevail on
the pleadings or in the action when the
plaintiff dismisses without prejudice, yet
he has not finally prevailed upon the issue
tendered in plaintiff’s petition.
In perhaps a score of instances our
statute makes provision for the recovery of
attorney’s fee by a successful party against
his losing adversary. In some instances the
term “prevailing party” is used as in this
statute. In some other instances recovery
of attorney’s fee is made to depend upon
recovery of judgment, or the successful
trial of an issue of fact, or to depend
upon the absence of reasonable cause or
provocation. But there does not appear in
any of such attorney provisions, or in the
provision here considered, any legislative
intent to allow an attorney’s fee to the
defendant and to tax it as costs against a
plaintiff who merely files his action, then
before trial dismisses the same without
prejudice.
We conclude that the statute under
consideration does not specifically allow
an attorney’s fee to a defendant, nor
specifically require that the same be taxed
against a plaintiff, where before trial the
plaintiff dismisses his action for usury
penalty without prejudice.
We conclude from the statute involved
that it was not the legislative intent to
impose such attorney’s fee allowance upon
a plaintiff so dismissing his action as in the
instant case.
December 7, 1965
Fifty Years Ago
[Excerpted from Fulreader v. State,
1965 OK 187, 408 P.2d 775.]
This appeal involves a contempt action
wherein the trial judge1 held the defendant
in the court below, a member of the bar,
guilty of direct contempt and assessed a
fine against him. Parties will be referred to
as they appeared in the trial court.
***
The alleged contempt occurred during
the trial of the civil case of Forest Oil
Corporation v. Floyd E. Gwin on October
17, 1963. The defendant here was engaged
in the cross-examination of the defendant,
Gwin. Proceedings occurred as follows:
“By Mr. Fulreader:
Q Do you consider yourself a good
driver?
By Mr. Cooper: Objection, invading the
province of the Jury.
BY THE COURT: Sustained.
Q Mr. Gwin, have you ever been
convicted of a crime for the violation of a
1

The Honorable Elvin Brown, Cleveland County
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State or a Federal Statute?
By Mr. Cooper: Object to that as
an incompetent question. I withdraw the
objection, I don’t want the Jury to think he
has and I’m sure he hasn’t. Go ahead and
answer the question.
A What was the question, sir?
Q Have you ever been convicted of a
crime of a State or a Federal Statute?
A What does that mean?
Q Well, have you ever violated any
laws?
BY THE COURT: Now, don’t answer
that question.
By Mr. Cooper: If the Court please, I
don’t think counsel is asking the proper
questions. I have no objection to him
asking the proper question but I don’t think
these are proper.
BY THE COURT: The question is, have
you ever been convicted of a crime?
A No, sir.
Q You have never been convicted of a
crime?
A (No answer).
Q Were you brought into the - did you
go through a trial in City Court of Norman,
when the State was the Plaintiff By Mr. Cooper: Object to counsel’s
question and move that a mistrial be
granted.
By Mr. Fulreader: May I approach the
Bench, sir?
BY THE COURT: You sure may and
you better be prepared to show good cause
why this shouldn’t be sustained at your
expense.
WHEREUPON, counsel approach the
Bench and confer with the Court outside
the record and the hearing of the Jury, after
which the following proceedings were had:
BY THE COURT: The motion for a
mistrial is sustained and the costs are taxed
against the Plaintiff and you may show
cause at this time, if any, why you should
not be punished for direct contempt for
knowingly violating the rules of this Court.
BY THE COURT: Ladies and gentlemen
of the Jury, the Court has declared a
mistrial in this case and you are excused
from further consideration of the case and
excused from further attendance at the
Court until nine o’clock in the morning.
WHEREUPON, the Jury left the Box
and the Courtroom and the following
proceedings were had:
BY THE COURT: Get your arms off this
Bench. Do you have any cause to show?
By Mr. Fulreader: No, I have none.
BY THE COURT: Call the Sheriff.
By Mr. Fulreader: May I approach the
Bench?
BY THE COURT: You may say whatever

you’ve got to say from right there.
By Mr. Fulreader: My understanding
is that the statement of law is that you
can show a conviction of a crime, under
the Statutes, Title 12 - 381, and there are
cases that set this forth. It allows you to
set forth four elements, you can set forth
the conviction of the crime, the date, the
Court, and the Judge, I believe, the Judge’s
name.
BY THE COURT: How many jurors
reported in this morning, Mrs. Burke?
By Mrs. Burke: (Court Clerk) I will have
to check and see.
BY THE COURT: Would you count
them up, please?
By Mr. Fulreader: On the basis I was
asking this question.
BY THE COURT: Mr. Fulreader, the
Court finds your explanation completely
unsatisfactory, the Court further finds that
this is the second trial of this case in which
your firm through its representative, has
committed some misconduct requiring the
Court to declare a mistrial. Your conduct
has been so gross, so out of line that
this Court has no choice but to find you
in direct contempt of Court. And it will
be the judgment of this Court that your
punishment be fixed at a fine equivalent
to the cost of the Jurors required to pick
this panel, or this Jury here this morning.
It will be the further Order of the Court,
that you be committed to the Custody of
the Sheriff until those costs are paid. How
many Jurors reported here this morning?
By Mrs. Burke: Sixty-five.
BY THE COURT: My calculation of the
cost of the attendance of sixty-five Jurors,
at $7.50 per day, totals $487.50. You are
ordered committed to the custody of the
Sheriff until that sum is paid. You may take
him, Blanche.
By Mr. Fulreader: Will you set forth bail
on that?
BY THE COURT: If there is any bail to
be fixed it will be fixed by an Appellate
Court and not by this one.
***
WHEREUPON, counsel left the
Courtroom in the custody of one of the
Deputy Sheriffs of Cleveland County, and
Court was adjourned, and this was all the
proceedings had on the hearing on direct
contempt of Court during the trial of this
cause.”
“Contempts of court in this state are
defined by constitutional and statutory
definitions and not by the common law”.
Best v. Evans, Okl., 297 P.2d 379; In re
Young, Okl.Cr., 325 P.2d 85.
See OLIO, PAGE 15
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Don’t Forget to Make A Life
By Monica Yberra,

Community Services Committee Vice Chair

Winston Churchill said “We make a living by what we get, we make a life by what
we give.” As members of the bar, we, like
so many other hard-working Oklahomans,
have labored and toiled all year to make a
living. We’ve spent countless hours crafting correspondence, meeting with clients,
writing briefs, researching, networking,
negotiating, advocating, learning, educating, and analyzing—all in an effort to
make a living.
But at this time of year, the Oklahoma
County Bar Association’s Community
Service Committee asks you to take a
short break from making a living and think
about what you are doing to make a life.
This is the perfect time of year to find a
way to contribute to the community in a
meaningful way. Whether you go it alone
or find a project for the entire family to
participate in, please endeavor to find a
way to serve others this holiday season.
Your life will be enriched and you’ll do
your part to make our community better
and stronger. Currently, the OCBA boasts
2,400 members. What an impact our organization could make if we each committed
to participating in at least one community
service project this holiday season!
Throughout the Summer and Fall, the
OCBA Community Service Committee
has been involved in numerous activities,

including:
Camp Cavett- volunteers assisted campers with the check-in process. The Cavett
Kids Foundation supports and operates six
camps each year at no cost to the patients
or their families. It is the only organization in Oklahoma that provides such a
broad variety of programs for kids with
life-threatening and chronic illnesses while
also providing support for the children and
their families through teaching character,
coping, and connection.
Juvenile Justice Center- OCBA members and staff participated in the career
development program. Volunteers assisted juvenile offenders with job applications and provided advice pertaining to
job interviews, resume writing, and other
employment-related topics.
Family Junction- the Committee provided funds and volunteers for a Back To
School Bash; the kids were also treated
to a Dodgers Game and a trip to Fright
Fest at Frontier City; volunteers provided
pumpkins and other materials for jacko-lanterns; the Committee sponsored a
Thanksgiving meal.
The OCBA Community Service
Committee invites you get involved in
2016. The Committee meets the last
Wednesday of every month at the OCBA
offices. Additionally, we are always looking for new service project ideas. Feel free
to contact us with any suggestions.

“We make
a living by
what we
get,
we
make a
life by
what we
give.”
— Winston Churchill

iBar
By Judge Donald Deason and Chris Deason
Don’s mother suffered from senile dementia for the last 12 years of her life. The mind
of that beautiful woman whose home and cocktail dresses were perfection in family photos quickly drifted off to a place unknown. Her intelligence and attention to detail were
gone within a year of the diagnosis. Many of you with aging parents may be familiar with
this scenario and how it can lead to feelings of helplessness, loss, and guilt.
Some 20 years after Don’s mother began her decline, a documentary aired on PBS
in which nursing home residents were transformed from reclusive non-verbal beings to
animated communicative music lovers. Alive Inside: A Story of Music and Memory is a
film about a social worker who visits nursing homes with iPods and headphones testing a
theory that music therapy can improve the quality of life for those suffering with dementia or Alzheimer’s disease. The idea is to play music from the senior’s generation because
musical memory somehow remains accessible when other memories have slipped away.
The film features several people who have been closed off from loved ones for years. It
then shows headphones being placed over their ears. The reactions are extraordinary. In
particular, is a fellow named Henry who has the ability to answer questions shortly after
listening to the likes of Cab Calloway.
The research isn’t scientific, but demonstrating the strength of music memory in these
subjects offers some hope for alternative approaches to our elder-care system. The relatively inexpensive iPods reduced anxiety and increased human interaction for long-term
care residents reliant on daily doses of pricey medications intended to produce the same
outcomes. The film is poignant and worth watching. We regret the inability to test the
theory on Don’s mother. She liked Martin Denny and His Orchestra, especially Quiet
Village. Please take five minutes to check out a promo video of the film during which
Henry sings I’ll Be Home for Christmas.
See Henry at: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EgNLLelQYwI.
Judge Aletia Timmons: With a father in the United States Air Force, Judge Timmons
moved from Enid, Oklahoma to cool places like Alaska and Hawaii. Not that Enid
isn’t cool. The family ultimately returned to Oklahoma where she graduated from John
Marshall High School, OSU, and then OU College of Law in 1986. Her legal career
began at General Motors Legal Services. She then spent a decade at the Oklahoma
County District Attorney’s Office in the Civil Division, worked at Abel Musser
Sokoloski Mares & Kouri, and finally settled in as a solo practitioner in her own firm,
Timmons & Associates. Judge Timmons has been active in the community by serving
on too many boards and committees to list, along with being general counsel for notable
organizations. Somewhere in there she found time to co-founder and sponsor a summer
basketball program for at risk youth. Judge Timmons has been married to Paul for at
least 22 years. They have five children and not nearly enough grandchildren. The following is a playlist of a few favorite songs.

Song Title

Artist

Pissed Off

Angie Stone

You Bring Me Joy

Anita Baker

On the Run

Jay Z – Featuring Beyoncé

Cleva and Window Seat

Erykah Badu

Slow Dancing In A Burning Room

John Mayer

The Lady Is A Tramp

Lena Horne

Go Get It

Mary, Mary

		

The Best of Wayman Tisdale

		

(Guilty Pleasure)

Elizabeth “Libby” Scott: Libby graduated from PC North High School. She appears
to have felt a need to “explain” her decision to attend OSU. We have elected not to share
her excuse with the Briefcase readers and to let them use their imaginations. No excuse
was provided for attending the OU College of Law from where she graduated in 1987.
Since then, Libby has been busy working at Hall Estill (10 years), the AG’s office (13
years), and Crowe & Dunlevy (the past 3 years). She is married to Steve Washbourne.
Between them they have five children. Three of these angels are her daughters. From
the sound of it, Libby has spent much of her life attending the girls’ basketball games.
That adventure is coming to an end because one daughter is in law school, one is about
to attend law school, and only one left at home. Libby has decided she likes Krispy
Kreme donuts more than she dislikes running. It seems like a fair trade off. She likes
the 70s radio station in the car. She also listens to music on TV and on a boom box while
hanging out with her husband on their deck. The family motto is if you don’t sing well,
then sing loud. We’re thinking it’s pretty loud around that house. Enjoy Libby’s playlist.
Song Title

Artist

Sweet Talkin’ Woman

ELO

Beer For My Horses

Toby Keith and Willie Nelson

I Want It That Way

Backstreet Boys

		

(she had to llist a boy band

		

because she raised three girls)

Night Moves

Bob Seger

You’re The One That I Want

Olivia Newton-John

		

and John Travolta

Run Around

Blues Traveler

Your Body Is AWonderland

John Mayer (Guilty Pleasure)
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Book Notes
By Bill Gorden
This is the semi-annual Kid’s books
review. If your child or grand-child
received a gift card, or if you are shopping for a late Christmas or other holiday
gift, try out these:

Zen Socks

Jon J Muth Scholasti Press, 2015,
Hardback, 20 pages, $17.99
Molly and Leo live across the street from
a house inhabited by a Giant Panda…no, a
GIANT Panda. His name is Stillwater. He
rides a bicycle out of his garage, giving
Molly and Leo’s cat a ride in the basket.
Next day he ballets, complete with tutu,
with Molly. Then there is a sort of interval,
where a story is told about persistence.
Another tale told by Stillwater involves
declining to play good guys versus bad
guys, rather embarking on a shared adventure. Finally, there is the story of the
starfish, borrowed from the story The Star
Thrower, by Loren Eisley, very noted
archaeologist and anthropologist. (You,
parent or grandparent, should read Eisley’s
book.) Both tales tell of what makes us
human. Even if you are a Panda. The art is
watercolor, very vibrant, and in some cases
very well done, (the bamboo behind one of
the scenes.) The shadows are nicely laid.
nominating from page 1
been cases regarding the Ten Commandments
monument on the State Capitol grounds3 and
cases about abortion regulation.4 Those critical of these decisions don’t like the judiciary
exercising independent thought, or at least
not right now. Of course, today’s critics of the
judiciary recently sang an entirely different
song. Just a few years ago, the United States
Supreme Court decided that the Second
Amendment encompassed an individual’s
right to possess and bear firearms.5 A couple
of years after that, the United States Supreme
Court decided the case of Citizens United,6
which granted corporations and labor unions
the ability to make unlimited contributions to
political campaigns. At that time, it was the
other side that was screaming about “judicial
activism” and today’s critics were singing the
praises of judicial independence.
An independent judiciary is an essential
ingredient of our three-branch system of government, in which each branch checks or balances the others. If the elected branches -- the
executive and the legislature -- are unhappy
with rulings made by the judiciary, the elected branches can change the law. Effecting
such change can be cumbersome, certainly,
as with constitutional amendments, but that
is by design. The basic idea the Framers had
when creating our three-branch system of
government, included an independent judiciary, one not subject to the shifting winds
of public opinion. As Justice Joseph Story
wrote: “The truth is, that, even with the most
secure tenure of office, during good behavior,
the danger is not, that the judges will be too
3 Prescott v. Oklahoma Capital Preservation
Commission, 2015 OK 54.
4 Cline v. Oklahoma Coalition for Reproduction Rights,
2014 OK 91.
5 District of Columbia v. Heller, 554 U.S. 570 (2008)
6 Citizens United v. F.E.C., 558 U.S. 310 (2010)

Little Elliot Big City

Mike Curato, Henry Holt and Co. LLC,
2014, Hardback, 20 pages, $16.99
Little Elliot is an Elephant, a very small
one, with polka dots all over. He is having
a hard time being noticed in the Big City.
This Big City is very much a 1930’s city,
including the cars and the Flatiron building. He has fear of being stepped on in a
subway, has trouble reaching doorknobs.
Kids can relate. The toughest thing is not
being seen over the counter when trying to
buy a cupcake. Finally, he meets a mouse,
and together they feast on a cupcake. The
tag line for the piece is on the back of
the dustcover, so keep reading. The art is
pencil, colored pencil, and charcoal, and it
is evocative of thirties kid’s books. Great
read by a grandparent, probably.

Little Tree

the reader to do that with the child on
their own. Lots of greens and brown here,
Acrylic, Ink and pencil. The colored birds
stand out.

Loren Long, Philomel/Penguin, 2015,
Hardback, 20 pages, $17.99

Sam and Dave Dig a Hole

Little Tree is growing up with
other trees of the same age and size, but
when Autumn comes the little tree holds
on to brown leaves as tight as possible,
afraid of change. The other trees grow,
Little Tree does not, until finally the
change is accepted. The conclusion is not
drawn by the writer, however, allowing

Sam and Dave vowed not to stop digging their hole until they found something
spectacular. They dig. They get tired.
They dig. We see in cross-section that
they just missed a big jewel buried nearby.

firm in resisting public opinion, and in deference of private rights or public liberties; but,
that they will be ready to yield themselves
to the passions, and politics, and prejudices
of the day.”7 In our history, it has often been
the judiciary that has stood up to protect the
rights of minorities or to protect our cherished right of free speech by allowing speech
that the majority might find repugnant. So
when proponents of judicial elections suggest
that elections would provide “accountability”
because judges who fail to properly follow
the law would be removed at election time8,
what they really mean is judges who decide
cases in ways some people don’t like will be
targeted at election time. That attack strategy runs in the face of the basic principal of
judicial independence on which our Country
is built.
If we take seriously the current attack on
the JNC, then we must consider the alternatives. The Oklahoma system has recently
been described as “highly political.”9 In
some states, like our neighbors to the south,
all judges (from the lowest level trial judge
through Chief Justice of the Texas Supreme
Court) are elected on partisan ballots. That
means candidates run as Democrats and
Republicans, and the campaigning is fierce.
This clearly did not work for Oklahoma in
the pre-1960 era. Recent reports indicate
that candidates for the Texas Supreme Court
have had to raise millions of dollars for their
campaigns. The lion’s share of this money,
of course, comes from lawyers and litigants.
7 Associate Justice Joseph Story, Commentaries on the
Constitution of the United States, 1833
8 Carrie Severina, chief counsel and policy director for
Judicial Crisis Network, eCapital News November 11,
2015.
9 Trent England, Vice President for Strategic Initiatives
for the Oklahoma Counsel of Public Affiars, eCapital
News, November 11, 2016.

Mac Barnett, Illustrated by Jon Klassen,
Candlewick Press, 2014, Hardback, 20
pages, $16.99

Certainly that cannot be accurately described
as less “political.” So if the goal is, as some
would suggest, to take lawyers out of the
process of selecting judges, partisan elections
are certainly not the way to accomplish that
result.
Another suggestion has been made that
we follow the federal government’s model
for selecting judges. Under that model, the
President nominates individuals to fill judicial vacancies and those nominations must
be confirmed or rejected by the Senate. To
suggest that this process is less politicized
than our own is misleading. And it is far
less transparent than the current Oklahoma
system. With the exception of Supreme Court
Justices, which the President and his staff
pick on their own, most other federal judge
nominations come to the President from the
Senators of the state where the vacancy has
occurred. In fact, the Senate has a policy
under which the Senate Judiciary Committee
only brings nominees up for consideration
after both home Senators sign and return what
is known as a “Blue Slip.” If a Senator does
not support a particular judicial candidate,
then that Senator will not return the Blue Slip
and the candidate will never receive consideration by the Senate Judiciary Committee.
While the process of executive nomination
and Senate confirmation of judicial candidates might seem appealing to a particular
political party when that party controls both
the executive and the legislative branches, as
is the case currently in Oklahoma, one need
only look to Washington now to see how
that process breaks down when the executive branch is controlled by one party and
the legislative branch by another. So far this
year, the United States Senate has confirmed
six candidates for federal judicial offices.10
There are currently 67 vacancies, but only
10 www.uscourts.gov/judges_judgship/judicial-vacancies/
confirmation-listing

They decide to go sideways for a while,
and miss an even bigger Gem, then split
up and each misses an even bigger stone…
well, you get it. Their dog accompanies
them in their dig. They run out of chocolate milk and are filthy and tired. As they
rest, the dog digs for a bone buried nearby,
and all of them fall through the air, landing on a lawn in front of a house which is
similar to the one on the first page. They
agree that was spectacular, and head off.
Now, turn back to the first page, and take
a harder look… This book is with digital
art and colored pencil, mostly browns and
grays, of necessity. A fun read.
29 nominations pending before the Senate.11
The nominee-less vacancies are a product
of Senators not advancing names to the
President for consideration. Three-quarters
of those nominee-less vacancies are in states
in which there is at least one Republican
Senator. For example, Texas has seven nominee-less vacancies. That constitutes 14%
of the state’s federal district judgeships. All
of those vacancies are at least one year old,
with a median length of 19 months. One is
over five years old and another over two.
There are two vacancies in Kentucky that are
nominee-less and have been for over a yearand-a-half, and it has been three-and-a-half
years since their announcement. Two of the
five current vacancies in Alabama have been
nominee-less for over two years.12
As unlikely as it might seem today, a time
will come when one party does not control
both Houses of the Oklahoma legislature and
the Governor’s mansion. If Oklahoma moves
to a confirmation process, those who – today
– call for abolition of the JNC and of lawyers’
roles in selecting those from their ranks to
serve as judges will then long for the days
when the JNC screened candidates for judicial vacancies and submitted the three most
qualified to the Governor for consideration.
Oklahoma could face the same logjam in the
judicial process that exists when one party
controls the executive branch and another
the legislative branch. Nominees are either
bottled up in the confirmation process, or
vacancies remain lacking a nominee. So, as
the adage goes, opponents of the JNC should
be careful what they wish for, or they just
might get it.
11 www.uscourts.gov/judges_judgship/judicial-vacancies/
current-judicial-vacancies
12 Confirming Federal Judges During the Final Two
Years of the Obama Administration: Vacancies Up,
Nominees Down, Russell Wheeler, Brookings Institute,
August 18, 2015.
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2015 OCBA Holiday Reception

Amber & Mack Martin

Angela Ailles Bahm, Burton & Louise John

son

Cindy Welch, Judge Geary Walke, Judge

Robert Black & Chris Condren

Lisa Hammond & Judge Allen Welch

cDermott
Ashley M

& Allie Ah

Loy

Susan & John Hermes
Mary Ellen Ternes & Tim Bomhoff

Reid & JeanAnn Ro

bison

Eric

arcia

iguel G

&M
Money

Charles Geister & Mike Gray
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10 BRIEFCASE • December 2015

Ginsburg Inn
Celebrates 20th
Anniversary in Style!

OBA President David Poarch Presents OBA
Awards at Annual Meeting

By Judge Geary Walke

2015 Award for Judicial Excellence
Recipient: David Russell

2015 Golden Quill Award
Recipient: Collin Walke

2015 President’s Award
Recipient: John E. Green

LAWYERS FOR LEARNING COMMITTEE
By Jake Krattiger, Committee Chair
The members of the Lawyers for Learning
Committee have had a great fall semester while
serving as volunteer “reading buddies” for elementary school students in the Oklahoma City
Public Schools. The administration and teachers at Lee, Adams, and Rockwood Elementary
Schools are very appreciative of the time members of the Committee have spent reading
with 2nd and 3rd graders at these schools. The
students who read with Committee members
have undoubtedly benefitted from the time volunteered by members of the OCBA, as they are
preparing for their state-mandated standardized

tests which dictate whether they are able to proceed onto the 4th grade.
If you are interested in joining the Lawyers
for Learning Committee for the Spring 2016
semester, now is the time to do so. There
is no mandatory time commitment for this
Committee, and we can work around almost
any schedule to pair you with a student who
needs your help. If any individuals or groups
are willing to serve as reading buddies, please
contact Committee Chairman Jake Krattiger at
jkrattiger@gablelaw.com or (405) 568-3301,
or Committee Vice Chairman Celeste England
at celeste@okclegalpractice.com or (405) 7679907.

The Ruth Bader Ginsburg
American Inn of Court in Oklahoma
City, Oklahoma celebrated its 20th
anniversary on September 16, 2015,
with California Supreme Court
Justice Goodwin H. Liu, a former
law clerk for Justice Ruth Bader
Ginsburg, as the guest speaker. Kari
Hawthorne, the 20th Anniversary
Committee Chairperson, gave the
current members insight into the
formation of the Ginsburg Inn and
also highlighted many of Justice
Ginsburg’s
accomplishments.
Justice Ginsburg wrote a personal
note to the Ginsburg Inn which was
shared.
Gloria Bates, Julie Bates, and
other founding charter members of
the Ginsburg Inn attended the gala
event and were recognized and
honored. Gloria Bates briefly commented that Justice Ginsburg was
chosen because of the admiration
for her independence, courage and
achievements in her legal career.
In addition, David Postic, a law stu-

Events

&

dent member of the Ginsburg Inn,
was present to celebrate three generations in the Ginsburg Inn with
Gloria and Julie Bates (David’s
Grandmother, and Mother, respectively). Also in attendance were
Oklahoma Supreme Court Justice
Noma Gurich, Dean Valerie Couch
of the Oklahoma City University
School of Law, current members
(Masters, Barristers and Associates)
and guests, law student members
from the University of Oklahoma
College of Law and the Oklahoma
City University School of Law, as
well as Master Emeritus members.
President-Elect Don Evans
engaged Justice Liu with questions and conversation before a
packed house. The informal setting utilized casual conversation to
learn about Justice Ginsburg, the
Supreme Court decision making
process, significant legal decisions
on which he worked, and U.S.
Supreme Court history. Justice Liu
also had words of encouragement
and advice for the young lawyers
and law students.

Seminars

December 15, 2015

CLE Breakfast ETHICS Seminar – Judge Barbara
Swinton
“Courthouse Safety & Civility”
7:30 a.m., Bar Office
CLE Luncheon Seminar – Michael Chitwood
“Technology in the Courtroom”
12 Noon, Bar Office
CLE Evening Seminar – Kieran D. Maye
“Jiggery Pokery & Gobbledy Gook” – Translating These &
Other Mysteries of the 2014-2015 U.S. Supreme Court Term
5:30 p.m., Bar Office

December 23-25, 2015
Bar Office Closed for Holidays

December 31, 2015 – January 1, 2016
Bar Office Closed for Holiday

February 20 – 24, 2016
OCBA Ski Seminar – Santa Fe
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Old News
Excerpts from OCBA News:
October, 1973, Part 1

Just Judicial
Compensation –
What Happened?
By Wayne Campbell
A tragedy was compounded by the 1973
Legislature when it
rejected an opportunity to upgrade salaries
for the Judges of the
State of Oklahoma,
and adopted other remedial actions as
to the judiciary. For the past 20 years
or more, judicial salaries in the State of
Oklahoma have lagged terribly behind
the National average, as well as comparable positions of private business, Federal
Government agencies, law firms and other
employers seeking the best and most competent lawyers.
The so-called judicial reform did not
correct this condition, and apparently left
misconceptions in the minds of the general
public and unknowledgeable who believed
that it placed Oklahoma in a superior position judicially to its sister states, including
salaries.
An increase of judicial salaries was
made by the Oklahoma Legislature for
most judicial positions in 1971. After those
increases were effected, Oklahoma’s position in the National scale did not improve.
A survey of judicial compensation as
shown in an article in the November,
1972 issue of Judicature, the journal for
the American Judicature Society, prepared
by James G. McConnell, revealed that
the State of Oklahoma, when compared
to its 49 sister states and the District of
Columbia, ranked from the top as follows:

(a) Highest Appellate Courts38th
(b) General Trial Courts51st
The article also revealed the 1972 media
for salaries for the Judges for the highest
appellate courts was $30,000.00, with a
national average of $31,115.0; that the
1972 median for the general trial courts
was $25,000, with a National average of
$26,265.00.
The Oklahoma Bar Association in 1971
revitalized a special committee of Judicial
Compensation and Reform, with Mr.
Thomas R. Brett of Tulsa, Oklahoma, as
chairman. This Committee undertook the
drafting of proposed changes in judicial
compensation as well as several other
items of improvement for submission to
the 1973 Legislature. The recommended

annual salary changes were as follows:

1. The 9 Judges of the Supreme
Court, from $25,000.00 to
$30,000.00
2. The 3 Judges of the Court of Criminal Appeals from $25,000.00 to
$30,000.00
3. The 6 Judges of the Court
of Appeals from $21,500 to
$26,000.00
4. The 51 District Judges from
$20,500.00 to $25,000.00
5. 87 Associate District Judges based
upon County population:
a.Over 300,000 –from $17,500.00
to $24,000.00
b. 10,000-300,000 –from
$14,500.00 to $19,000.00
c. Under 10,000-from $13,500.00 to
$16,500.00.
6. Special Judges:
a.41 Lawyer Qualified –from
$13,500.00 to $16,500
b. 1 non-lawyer –from$12,500.00
No change.
The Oklahoma County Bar Association,
as a current project, undertook the cause
of judicial compensation with emphasis to
the trial bench. In order to avoid a conflict
or duplication of efforts, our County Bar
joined with the Oklahoma Bar Association
in its program which was already organized and under way. The Tulsa County
Bar also joined in active participation.
In addition, Terry West, President of the
Oklahoma Trial Lawyers Association designated C.B. Savage to assist the Bar
Association in its efforts. Mr. Savage has
been a long time advocate in this field
and had addressed himself to the problem
of just judicial compensation previously.
The Judicial Conference of the State of
Oklahoma likewise had an official committee which joined in the effort.
A man-to-man contact was made with
every Senator and Representative of the
Oklahoma Legislature and in the latter
stages of the session a repeated man-toman contact was made with the members of the Judiciary and Appropriation
Committees of the House and Senate.
Our Oklahoma County legislative delegates, for the most part, supported the
Bar Association’s program and worked
vigorously to aid its passage. Governor
David Hall and Speaker of the House, Bill
Willis, likewise supported the program.
Unfortunately, it did not gain the favor of
Senator James Hamilton, President Pro

Tempore of the Senate.
In probing members of the Legislature,
we find some of the opponents complain
that Judges in the lesser populated counties
had nothing to do, and, as a result, they
claim that the State has too many judges.
It is acknowledged that there is some truth
in their first complaint. However, this is
not a valid argument to just judicial compensation. It merely points out that there is
a mal-distribution of Judges and remedial
action in this area is needed. The Judges
of our state, as a whole, spend more than a
“40 hour week” on the job. Many Judges
are known to be overburdened with unreasonably heavy dockets and are committed
to spending as high as 72 hours a week
to their duties and as an overall average,
most spend in excess of 50 hours a week
in attendance of their duties.
The past excuses by the Legislature for
either rejecting or ignoring the plight of
the judiciary as to salaries, have been that
other agencies are more in need or that
there are not sufficient funds available to
accommodate an increase.
To counter this, the Committee turned
to the Court Fund of the State. Originally,
it was thought that the Court Fund would
turn to the General Fund approximately
$300,000.00. The proposed changes and
increases in the judicial salaries would
amount to an increase of approximately $756,000.00. However, it was learned
that the Court Fund would be able to turn
over to the General Fund $1,300,000.00,
and thus, it was hoped that the excuse of
unavailability of funds could not be used.
As a term of the legislature grew to its
last days, with many items of the Bar’s
submitted program defeated, the salary
increases were kept alive with the hope
that during the “pie cutting” sessions of the
Appropriation Committees that this phase
of our proposed legislation would gain
favor and be recommended for passage.
This did not occur. A raise was granted, but not in an amount sufficient to
cover the increased cost of living. The
District Court Judges received an increase
of 4% and the Associate District Judges
and Special Judges received an increase of
5%. The Appellate Courts received nothing. It seems that President Pro Tempore,
James Hamilton, was the one unalterably
opposed to favorable consideration to the
program and through his influence caused
its defeat. Senator Hamilton is reputed to
be a great advocate for the teacher block
and he equates the 203 Judges and Court
Administrator of the State to over 31,000
teachers and was unyielding because of this.
The results obtained from the Legislature
were terribly disappointing when viewed
with the organization and effort for a judicial salary increase, as well as the merit of
the cause.
The rejection becomes even more disappointing when we remember that our

State does not have a backlog of pending
cases, a litigant isn’t required to wait for
years for a trial date, but to the contrary,
most cases can be filed and stand for trial
in not more than 6 months, with reasonable
effort. Also, our most congested dockets,
and principally Oklahoma County, has
received National recognition for the past
several years for its expeditious case disposition.
Also, when you consider that an interstate truck driver has an income in excess
of most of our trial judges, it causes one
to wonder if some other recourse could
not gain more immediate results. Maybe
we need a Jimmy Hoffa to bring about
just compensation, or perhaps a lagging
the Judges in the performance of their
duties. Certainly, most everyone would
disapprove of the use of such tactics, but
without fair consideration by the holders
of the purse, other remedies sometimes
appear tempting.
Many of the leaders of the cause are
conciliatory towards the Legislature and
Senator Hamilton and have accepted the
defeat as a failure on our part in selling our
product and making the members of the
Legislature more aware and responsible to
this urgent need. Tactfully, this is probably
the better course, but the fault should be
placed where it belongs, which is principally a legislative system which defers the
“splitting of the pie” to a few in the closing
hours of the legislative session and even
more to the legislature yielding to a rule
of one man.
Just judicial compensation may be avoided and deferred, but it cannot be suppressed and our efforts must continue. The
Legislature, as a whole, must be made aware
of this judicial plight and be responsive to
correcting it. At the same time, an effort
should be made to isolate our opponents and
cause their defeat in gaining responsible and
controlling positions within its framework.
Senator Hamilton should not be re-elected
by his peers as President Pro Tempore and
we should direct our efforts in encouraging
a replacement more knowledgeable and tolerant toward our cause.
The net loss is to the people of our State;
they are suffering and will continue to suffer as long as we lose qualified, tempered
and competent Judges from our benches
and worse, fail to attract the more qualifies
lawyers for replacement. The Legislature
should be reminded that our system of
division of government, of checks and
balances, does not mean financial strangulation.
The Judges of the State should be afforded just compensation commensurate with
the dignity that their office commands and
they should individually have the benefit
of financial freedom, independence and
security and not be required to subsidize
the system by accepting a grossly inadequate salary.
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Bar Observer
OU Law Professor Owen Anderson
Receives Prestigious Kuntz Award

Uniform Law Commission and member of
the American Law Institute.

Professor of Law at The University of
Oklahoma, Owen L. Anderson, received
the Eugene Kuntz Award at the annual Eugene Kuntz Conference on Natural
Resources Law and Policy last week. The
award recognizes Anderson’s many contributions to the field of oil and gas law, as
well as his role in establishing the Kuntz
Conference. Anderson will assume emeritus status in December of this year.
The Eugene Kuntz Award is named for
former OU Law dean and renown oil and
gas professor, Eugene Kuntz. The honor is
awarded annually at the Kuntz Conference,
the largest conference focusing on oil and
gas law in the nation. The Conference is
hosted by OU Law and the Oklahoma Bar
Association Energy and Natural Resources
Law Section. This year, more than 550 oil
and gas industry personnel and attorneys
were in attendance.
In his acceptance speech, Anderson
looked back on his time at OU Law and
thanked a number of his colleagues for
their support in helping develop OU Law’s
oil, gas and natural resources program.
At the award ceremony, OU Law
Dean Joseph Harroz Jr. acknowledged
Anderson’s contributions to the College’s
energy program and to the Kuntz
Conference.
Speaking directly to Anderson, Harroz
thanked him for his years of service, dedication to OU
Anderson joined the OU Law faculty in
1992 where he serves as the Eugene Kuntz
Chair in Oil, Gas and Natural Resources
and the Academic Director of the John B.
Turner LL.M. Program in Energy, Natural
Resources and Indigenous Peoples Law.
Among his many achievements, in 2012
Anderson was named a George Lynn Cross
Research Professor, the highest honor OU
bestows on a professor for his or her
scholarship. He is author or co-author of
several books and more than 100 articles
and holds membership in many energy
associations and foundations. He serves
as a trustee for the Energy and Mineral
Law and Rocky Mountain Mineral Law
Foundations and is a frequent speaker
on oil, gas and natural resources law.
He is a lifetime Commissioner for the

McAfee & Taft adds intellectual
property paralegal Allyson Crow
McAfee & Taft has announced the addition of Allyson J. Crow as a paralegal
for the firm’s Intellectual Property Group.
Her responsibilities include preparing and
filing U.S. and foreign patent applications,
trademark applications, patent and trademark responses, renewals, and copyright
applications; handling maintenance fee
payments for U.S. patents and annuities for
foreign patents and applications; handling
research projects relating to all aspects of
intellectual property law; and providing
paralegal support for intellectual property
litigation filed in both federal court and the
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office.
Crow began her paralegal career in 2003
for a California-based law firm specializing in patents, trademarks, copyrights,
and intellectual property litigation. Prior
to moving back to Oklahoma and joining McAfee & Taft, she worked as a
senior trademarks paralegal for one of
the nation’s leading audio and electronics manufacturers, where she assisted the
company’s legal director for global IP
and marketing in the management of the
company’s worldwide trademark portfolio,
coordinated trademark opposition and cancellation proceedings in the United States
and internationally, drafted intellectual
property agreements, and assisted with the
integration of new trademark and design
patent portfolios resulting from company
mergers and acquisitions.
Crow earned a bachelor’s degree in
English from the University of Tulsa
and a paralegal certificate in litigation
and corporations through the University
of California, Los Angeles’ Attorney
Assistant Training Program.
OU Law Professor Jonathan Forman
Receives Recognition for Scholarship
Professor of Law at The University
of Oklahoma, Jonathan B. Forman,
received The Actuarial Foundation’s 2015
John Hanson Memorial Prize for his recent
research. The award recognizes Forman’s
work as co-author on the paper “Tontine
Pensions.” Forman received the award

last month at the Annual Meeting of the
Conference of Consulting Actuaries in
Bonita Springs, Florida.
The John Hanson Memorial Prize is
given annually to the author(s) of the
best paper on an employee benefits topic.
Submissions are considered and judged
based on appropriateness of subject material, timeliness of topic, originality and
practical application to employee benefits.
Forman’s article is co-authored by
Michael J. Sabin and is published in the
February 2015 issue of the University
of Pennsylvania Law Review. The article
shows how to create low-cost “tontine
pensions” through which large employers
could provide retirement income for their
employees. A copy of the article is available at law.ou.edu.
Forman is the Alfred P. Murrah Professor
of Law at OU Law where he teaches courses on tax and pension law. He joined the
OU Law faculty in 1985 after serving as
a tax attorney in all three branches of the
federal government. His research focuses
on tax and pension policy.
Dylan D. Erwin Joins Andrews Davis
Dylan Erwin joined Andrews Davis in
December 2015. Dylan practices criminal
defense and practices in the firm’s Civil
Litigation, Trial, and Appellate Practice
departments. Prior to entering private
practice, Dylan was an Assistant District
Attorney for Comanche and Cotton
Counties. During his time at the District
Attorney’s office, he was able to hone
his skills as a trial attorney while serving
the public of his hometown of Lawton,
Oklahoma.
Dylan has been admitted to practice law
in all Oklahoma District Courts, as well
as the United States District Court for the
Western District of Oklahoma. He is a
member of the Oklahoma Bar Association,
the American Bar Association, and the
Oklahoma City Chapter of the Federal
Bar Association. He serves on the
Board of Directors of the Oklahoma Bar
Association’s Young Lawyers Division,
and is a Fellow of the Oklahoma Bar
Foundation.
A fifth generation Oklahoman, Dylan
graduated magna cum laude from the
University of Oklahoma in 2011 with a
Bachelor of Arts degree in English and a

minor in classical cultures. He received his
Juris Doctorate degree from the University
of Oklahoma College of Law in 2014.
While in law school, he served as the
President of the Student Bar Association
and the Vice Justice of the Harlan Chapter
of Phi Alpha Delta law fraternity. He
received the Student Bar Association Prize
for his service to the student body, the
Public Service Award for his pro bono
work in both civil and criminal legal
clinics, a Top Ten Speaker Award in moot
court, and was included on the Dean’s List
for his academic achievements.
Oklahoma Law Review Symposium
Shines Light on Human Rights Abuses
NORMAN — The University of
Oklahoma College of Law hosted the
annual Oklahoma Law Review Symposium
Friday, Nov. 13. This year’s theme was
“Accountability for Human Rights Abuses
Abroad by Private Security Contractors.”
The event consisted of three panels
featuring expert speakers with specialized
interests involving human rights. The topics and panelists included:
Civil Accountability in U.S. Courts:
Laura Dickinson, Oswald Symister
Colclough Research Professor of Law at
The Geroge Washington University; and
Edward T. Swaine, professor of law at The
George Washington University.
Multistakeholder Initiatives: Arvind
Ganesan, director of business and human
rights at Human Rights Watch; Reg
Manhas, senior vice president of external affairs at Kosmos Energy; and Lynn
Sicade, senior advisor for multilateral and
global affairs and deputy director of the
office of multilateral affairs in the U.S.
State Department’s Bureau of Democracy
Human Rights and Labor.
Criminal Accountability in U.S.
Courts: James G. Stewart, associate professor of law at University of British
Columbia; Steve Vladeck, professor of
law at American University; and Alex
Whiting, professor of practice at Harvard
Law School.
“This year’s international business and
human rights topic springs from the consultations OU Law hosted last year on
the White House national action plan on
See Bar Observer, page 16
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Stump Roscoe
By Roscoe X. Pound
‘Twas the Sunday before Christmas. I’d
pretty much emptied out the house. We
had a full table at dinner for what we call,
for lack of a better phrase, our Christmas
lunch. The problem with that phrase is that
the fact that I send them out and packed
every Sunday before Christmas has never
stopped any of them from showing up on
Christmas Day with warm hearts and hollow legs. Ah well. I’d rather have the table
full than empty and when I consider the
goose, rum cakes, roasted chestnuts and
all other concoctions of Yuletide quaintessence flowing from the kitchen, I really
can’t blame them.
Only Junior, Sylvia, and my son
remained from the lunch crowd. My son
technically lives here, but I rarely see
him. If I was sentimental, I’d get a little
misty-eyed at the way the Sylvia-Junior
connection continued to grow. In fact, on
Christmas Eve, Mr. Crenshaw himself will
come over to recite Scrooge. If you haven’t heard him do it, you haven’t heard it
done. Sylvia looked enchanting in a green
and gold number it. Her hair, mostly a
muted silver with touches of gold and red
made her look like an image of Galadriel
as Peter Max might render her. At some
point, Rae and Chips doubled back, Rae
wearing a blood-red hooded cloak lined
with what may or may not be wolf fur. I
think she tried for the look of the Victorian
ladies on the covers of Gothic romances.
She achieved her goal, if the gothic lady in
question was Mina Harker.
Chips strayed into my study and started browsing the stacks. I hid behind the
Sunday paper. I heard the doorbell. Penny
ushered Tony Segar and Ernie Trani
in. “”Hate to bother you on a Sunday,
Roscoe,” Tony said, “but I don’t think
this’ll keep.” They seated themselves.
Junior floated in and flowed into a chair.
Ernie waved at him without looking back.
Junior nodded.
I folded my paper and leaned forward. Just as Tony started to talk, Penny
appeared with Vlaho Stipanek and some
goon in an expensively tailored suit which
concealed the bulge of his gun as well as
the bolts in his neck. Stipanek thanked
Penny with a subtle bow. He turned to me
and smiled.
“It’s been too long, Roscoe.”
“How’s your brother?” I asked.
“Unfortunately, I am not scary enough
to protect him overseas. I am working on
fixing that.” He seemed to notice Chips for
the first time. “You are strange Poindexter
boy knowing aikido.” He said. Chips nodded and stood back to the wall. I didn’t
blame him.
“Is good to see my friend Tony here
too,” Stipanek said. He held out his hand
which Tony shook, although his smile did
not reach his eyes. “Enemy of my enemy
is friend, yes?”
“You been here long enough to learn
good English,” Tony said. “Like we got
these things called pronouns and articles.”
Stipanek’s smile had all the warmth of
the time and temperature voice. This conversation could be to wit what O.J. and the
Bronco were to car chases. Like Scrooge’s

ghosts, Penny favored us with a third visit.
This time, Kenny Camponelli followed
her in. His pet shooter Charlie Giancarlo
brought up the rear.
“It’s a Mobster Magi,” I said.
“What does that make us, the freakin’
shepherds?” asked Charlie.
“Sure as shit ain’t angels,” Ernie replied.
The minion gallery seemed to like that
one. Just as I thought things couldn’t get
more surreal, Penny appeared, delivering
Teddy Sauerkraut to the threshold. He
hesitated.
“C’mon in Teddy. Every manger scene
needs its ass,” Ernie said.
“Who invited him?”
“Should I bring coffee?” asked Penny,
“or is this where you swing the door shut
and tell me not to ask you about business?”
“Coffee would be wonderful,” Stipanek
said.
Tony looked over at me. “I called this
meeting because your partner’s activities
have put all our tits in a ringer. Maybe
you, especially because of your close relationship to Teddy there.”
“Wait. What?”
“Didn’t you know? You own 33% of
Masada Security?”
“Well, Merry Christmas to me.”
“Not so fast, my friend,” Stipanek said.
“Price for your interest is place on Enver
Koleka’a hit list. You know the name?”
“Yeah,” I said. “Guy’s almost an underworld legend. Makes Keyser Soze look
like Ghandi if a fraction of the things they
say are true. But I thought he was arrested
and deported.”
“He was,” Tony said. “Not surprisingly,
he promptly escaped custody when he
returned home to Albania.”
“Since then,” Ernie said, “he’s come
back to the U.S. on the down low to gear
up for business again. Our boy Teddy
and his goon squad beat up one Enver’s
brothers during a warehouse heist put on
by Kenny here.”
“How was his brother involved?” I
asked.
“He was the inside man. By the way,
ever hear the word “Gjakmarrja”?
“It means “blood taking” in Albanian”
Chips suddenly chimed in. “It’s a blood
feud especially common in northern
Albania to redress injuries or insults to a
family’s honor.”
“Our buddy Teddy here managed to do
both, and do it on Kenny’s watch, “Tony
said.
“Dis guy’s in the country illegally,”
Teddy declared with palpable indignation.
“Right, Teddy. That’s the important
thing to take away from all this.”
“Hate to rain on your Christmas,
Roscoe,” Tony said. “But ‘tis the season
to be wary.”
Dear Roscoe: I’m a second year law
student. I don’t want to sound like a Grinch,
but every year my family gets together
for The Holidays and watch all the old
Christmas movies including, of course,
Miracle on 34th Street. Thing is, by this
stage of my professional training, I realize
how ridiculous and implausible the whole
thing is. How do I get the “wonder” back?
S.G., Oklahoma City.

Dear S.G.: The “S” wouldn’t be for Stevie
would it? Probably not. But I’m also guessing it’s not for Scrooge either. While I’ve
never been to law school, I know enough
lawyers and judges who not only have left
law school and passed the Bar, but have
gone from there to long and distinguished
careers in a very tough and jading profession, with their “wonderment” still intact.
I’m no stranger to the seamier side of legal
conflicts, and in fact have actually sat in the
gallery watching trials in the very courtroom
Mr. Kringle’s hearing supposedly occurred.
I gotta admit, if I were a lawyer and the old
boy came to my office, I would not rule out
my taking the case.
It might interest you to know that in 1936,
Pennsylvania Judge Michael Musmanno,
of the Allegheny County Court, penned an
opinion in a case entitled “In re Legality
and Authenticity of Santa Claus”. The issue:
“During the last month several requests
have been made of this Court for a judicial
pronouncement on the legal status of Santa
Claus. There have been some suggestions to
the effect the white-bearded gentlemen, with
beaming smiles and bulging sacks on their
backs, are deceiving the public, in that they
purport to represent a personage that does
not exist.” In answer, Judge Musmanno held,
inter alia: “Santa Claus is a reality recognizable by the law and he will be protected in
this court against all aspersions and insinuations to the contrary. If the law recognizes
John Doe, it will certainly respect Santa
Claus. This Court can state with judicial

correctness that it has seen Santa Claus, but
has never had any ocular observation of John
Doe.” The opinion goes on to find:
“....Santa Claus is a reality. He stands
not only in front of the department stores
but he is in every home, sitting with the
children on his knee before the crackling
fireplace, chuckling with self-satisfied felicity as he surveys the plenty of today and
contemplates the hope and the promise of
even better days yet to come. …... If there
were no Santa Claus in the courts, there
would be no justice, because Santa Claus
represents the spirit of mercy, goodness
and sympathy; and without those qualities
there would be no intelligent appraisement
of the human factors involved in every trial
and every sentencing…. The best judge
is he who walks with Santa Claus. Even
in sentencing the worst offender one must
remember that the defendant still belongs to
the human race, and in the final reckoning
we are all brothers. Even judges will some
day be judged, and we will be much relieved
if we can be assured that on that final day
the spirit of Christmas will prevail in the
Judgment Hall.”
We here at Roscoe’s Bail Bonds, Bait
Shop and Auto Parts wish all our pals in
the Oklahoma County Bar Association a
Wonderful and Merry Christmas. Not a
Christmas person? No prob. We hope peace
and blessings are yours both during this festive time and the year to come. And may we
all “walk with Santa,” as Judge Musmanno
describes it, the whole year long.
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TELEGRAM from PAGE 1
across the two continents. Earl’s gaze
centered on the seas surrounding England.
Finally, after studying it for a few minutes,
he had gotten his fill of the map and joined
the others at the stove.
“Still no word?” ventured Leroy Black.
He was the owner of the hardware store.
Henry had been his grandfather. Leroy’s
wife had left him for a druggist years ago
and lived in Emporia. They had produced
no children before the abandonment, so
Leroy felt himself to be an interloper in
this crowd of worried and grieving men.
“No,” Earl answered flatly. “He’s still on
the secret mission.”
“September thirteenth,” Earl muttered to
himself. Lyons had gone from sweltering
to freezing since they had last heard from
their son, Dennis. Lieutenant Dennis L.
Hewitt, United States Navy. But here, at
home, he was still just Dennis. Everybody
knew him; everybody had seen him grow
up, often with their own children; everybody knew he hadn’t been heard from in
many, many weeks.
Earl could still see the letter. It was
more than memorized; it was burned into
his brain, full of hope and foreboding. “So
don’t worry if you don’t hear from me for
a while. The Old Man has me doing something hush hush and I will be gone to parts
unknown.” And then, nothing. Not a word.
The group talked about the war. After
all, in the winter, there was nothing else to
talk about. In the summer they could divert
themselves by talking about crops and
harvest and drilling and salt mines and the
heat. In the winter, it was the about weather and the war. Sometimes, it was the naval
air station in Hutchinson, or the Cessna
factory, or the bomber factory in Wichita,
or the crowded trains. But mostly it was
about generals and admirals whose names,
unknown last year, were now household
words and mentioned in nightly prayers,
and about far off places — many of which
they had never heard of a few weeks
ago: Salerno, Palermo, Alamein, Kasserine
Pass, Tobruk, Tripoli, Alexandria, Tunis.
Now they were points on a map where
somebody’s boy had survived or fallen.
Now they meant ‘Hitler was here.’
After a while, Earl drifted away from
the stove, buttoned up his coat and headed
back across the street to his office out of
force of habit. After all, no one went to
the dentist on the day before Christmas.
Ellen, a bouncy young thing with an eager
smile and a husband in the Pacific, busied
herself with some patient charts. Lately, as
the weeks without a letter made the ultimate outcome more certain, she had been
nervous and unsure of herself around Earl.
He had noticed, and they had tacitly agreed
not to acknowledge the situation.
At noon Earl pulled on his overcoat and
stepped out into the cold. The air hung
heavy with pent up moisture, and with the
thermometer hovering at thirty degrees,
it would probably be snow. He trudged
along, oblivious of the Christmas decorations, turning here and there, until he
reached the block where he and Mildred
had lived and raised their son and daughter
for a quarter of a century. At the corner he
glanced across the street to Mrs. Green’s
house out of habit. She was Lyons’ war
celebrity, with all four of her sons having

enlisted in the service: two in the army,
one in the marines, and one in the Navy.
All four had been sent to the Pacific, and
one had been killed on some island Earl
couldn’t pronounce. Now, as he passed her
house, he glanced over to see the preacher’s car parked at the curb, which was a
sight almost as unwelcome nowadays as
was the Western Union car or bicycle.
Earl’s heart raced and the hair on the back
of his neck stood on end, for where there
had been three blue stars and one gold star
in her window this morning, now there
were two gold stars and two blue ones.
Earl muttered two prayers: one for Mrs.
Green in this time of grief and another
that his own wife had not seen the second
gold star announcing another boy gone to
heaven.
Down the block, opening the gate to
his own white fence, Earl looked for the
morning mail and paused briefly to stare
at the front window, adorned with two
red, white and blue pennants and the blue
star for Dennis. His heart was full of grief,
and deep in his soul he knew that the star
would soon be gold.
He found Mildred—he had called her
‘Mother’ ever since the kids had started
talking— viciously snatching feathers off
the carcass of a large tom turkey in the
kitchen, feathers flying around the room
and covering the floor. Her tears fell on
the bird, and she was sobbing so loudly
that she did not even hear him come into
the kitchen. His heart sank even lower and
he retreated to the dining room where he
looked for the dreaded telegram on the
dining table. But there was none there. He
returned to the kitchen.
“Mother,” he said gently, “why are you
crying?” He feared the answer, but he
expected it, too. He had expected it for
weeks now.
She did not stop assaulting the bird. She
did not look up at her husband. She just
sniffled loudly and continued staring at the
turkey. Finally she gathered the strength to
say, “I saw the telegram arrive. I saw the
preacher.”
His heart stopped until he realized with
guilty relief that she was talking about
Mrs. Green. “Yes, dear. He’s still with her.
I saw his car.” He held his breath, waiting
to hear what else she knew.
She lifted her head, her gold-rimmed
glasses splattered with her own tears. “It
will be us next. We both know it, Earl. So,
we shouldn’t deny it any longer. I don’t
know when — today or tomorrow or the
next day or next week — but one day soon
it will be our door that the navy officers
come to. It will be us that gets the telegram. It will be us that get a visit from the
preacher.” And she burst into tears again,
wailing and sobbing uncontrollably. She
fell into his arms, her brown and grey hair
buried in his shoulder.
“There, there, Mother. It’s all right. He’s
all right. I know it. Dennis is just fine,” he
said, patting her back with love. But in his
heart he knew it wasn’t true. He knew that
she was right, and that it was just a matter
of time. He almost wanted to just get it
over with. Then he reproached himself for
the thought. No, he must find hope to hold
onto. But as he stood there, rocking his
bride gently in his arms, turkey feathers
covering the kitchen floor where there had
never been feathers before, he knew she

was right.
After an eternity, she pushed herself
away, blew her nose into his handkerchief and wiped her eyes on her apron.
She smiled bravely. “Of course he’s all
right. He’s just on that secret mission.”
She looked at the turkey and the floor.
“Honestly, honey, I don’t know why I
didn’t let Mr. Alberts pluck the bird, and I
can’t imagine why I didn’t pluck him out
back in the yard. I just wasn’t thinking.”
After a lunch of potato and onion soup,
Earl watched the trash go up in smoke
and flames in the drum at the back of the
yard, next to the alley. He lost himself in
the hypnotic flickering of the fire for just a
moment, but when he came back to reality, he was again eaten up by the loss of
Dennis. As he started back to the office for
no reason whatsoever, the clouds began to
sift snow down onto the streets and naked
trees of Lyons.
It was about three o’clock when the
phone rang at Ellen’s desk. Earl involuntarily stopped breathing until he heard
that it was her mother on the other end of
the line. The afternoon mail had brought a
letter from Ellen’s husband in the Pacific.
Earl insisted that she go home to read it.
After all, he said, it was Christmas Eve,
and since there were no patients, she
should spend it with her family. She gave
him that peck on the cheek that daughters
give their fathers and flew out the door into
a curtain of snow.
Earl sat down at her desk and stared
out the window at nothing in particular. He could have used a peck from his
own daughter, but she was in San Jose,
California, working in a defense plant,
a lifetime away. As he looked out at the
street, he saw Doris Holliday come into
view. She looked in the window and gave
him a soft wave of the hand. There were no
smiles from Doris these days, and she was
beyond embarrassment now.
He thought back to — What was it, a
year? Maybe a little less — when she and
Dennis were engaged, and she was going
to wait for him until he came back home.
As Earl remembered it, she had waited
until the bus had disappeared down Grand
en route to Hutchinson before she had
changed Dennis’ name to ‘John’ and started writing him the last letter he would get
from her. Earl couldn’t blame her, really.
Some girls just had to have a man, and
Dennis was going to be gone for years.
She had latched onto Ben Trent before
Dennis reached Europe. Ben was a safe
catch. His father was school superintendent and the head of the Rice County
Selective Service Board. That, coupled
with Ben’s ever so slightly flat feet assured
Ben and Doris that he would be there in
Lyons when the war was over, greeting
the returning soldiers. They got married in
what seemed to be a few days after they
started seeing each other.
But neither one of the happy couple had
counted on Ben’s dad being a man of scruples. When Ben’s time came for his physical and consideration by the draft board,
his father found it unavoidably necessary
to be over at Hutchinson, conferring with
the head of the Reno County board. And,
to make matters worse, dad had taken the
family doctor with him, leaving a stranger
to do the physical. Ben was accepted for
service that very afternoon. A couple of

months later he walked into the number
4 prop of a B-24 at Pensacola, and Doris
became a widow. So, nowadays she was all
out of smiles.
The snow and clouds soaked up the
anemic light, plunging Lyons into darkness
by the time Earl locked up the office and
started home. He shuffled along the empty
streets, not noticing the families gathering
for tomorrow’s celebration, oblivious to
the snow that was collecting on the brim
of his hat and on the shoulders of his
overcoat. When he got to his street, he
couldn’t stop himself from looking over at
the Green house. The curtains were drawn.
In the dark he could not see the gold and
blue stars.
As he started up his own walk, he could
see that the curtains were open in the
living room, but there was no light on in
the house whatsoever. He did not need to
go in to know that something was wrong.
Mildred always had the lights on. Always.
He opened the front door and was immediately filled with dread at the silence that
permeated the rooms. He did not call out
her name, for he knew that she could only
be one place if there were no lights on.
Earl stood at the bedroom door and
could see his bride of over a third of a century lying on the bed, without her glasses,
her eyes open and dry staring at the dark
ceiling. “Millie,” he said softly.
“I went over to Mrs. Green’s this afternoon. To pay my condolences,” she started.
“How is she doing?” he asked.
She ignored him. “When I got home,
there was a phone call.”
He dared say nothing. He was not
breathing.
“It was Norma Ingles,” she went on.
Norma Ingles was a widow that lived two
doors down. She was the neighborhood
gossip and busybody.
“And?” he asked.
“Norma told me that Western Union
was here while I was gone.” She was done
talking. Her voice had been flat, resigned,
defeated. Now she closed her eyes to shut
out the world.
So there it was, thought Earl as he
closed the bedroom door. That was how it
happened. That was how a life was ruined,
changed forever. The neighborhood gossip
called to say that you had missed a telegram, and suddenly your life was empty.
Suddenly the worst possible future was
the present.
He sat down in his chair in the living
room, turning on the Stieffel lamp and
staring out the window at the empty and
street. He was a shell — a void. He was
nothing. It might have been minutes later,
or it might have been a hour — he did
not know — when he saw Jimmy ride his
bike up to the gate and get off. Earl tried
to remember Jimmy’s last name, but for
the life of him, he couldn’t. He had been
Jimmy’s dentist all of the boy’s life, and
now Earl couldn’t remember anything
about him except that Jimmy delivered
telegrams for George Sneed at Western
Union.
Earl got to the door before Jimmy could
ring the doorbell. No need for Mother to
hear the doorbell. He looked at the young
boy. Well, he wasn’t so young anymore.
Maybe fourteen. Not young enough to
See telegram, page 16
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The governing statute is, 21 O.S. 1961 §
565 , which reads in part as follows:
“* * * Direct contempts shall consist of
disorderly or insolent behavior committed during the session of the court and
in its immediate view, and presence,
and of the unlawful and wilful refusal
of any person to be sworn as a witness,
and the refusal to answer any legal or
proper question; and any breach of the
peace, noise or disturbance, so near to
it as to interrupt its proceedings, shall
be deemed direct contempt of court, and
may be summarily punished as hereinafter provided for. * * *”
***
The vital question here is, “Was
the conduct of the defendant unruly,
tumultuous, insulting or disrespectful
or was his behavior disorderly or
disrespectful”?
The defendant as counsel for one of
the parties was engaged in the crossexamination of the opposing party in a
contested jury trial. Defendant asked the
opposing party if he considered himself
a good driver. Objection to this question
was sustained. Defendant inquired of
the opposing party if he had ever been
convicted of a crime for the violation
of a State or Federal Statute. Objections
were first interposed and then withdrawn.
The witness asked that the question be
repeated. This was done and the witness
replied, “What does that mean?” The
attorney inquired, “Well, have you
ever violated any laws?” The Court
immediately advised the party, “Now,
don’t answer that question” The opposing
attorney interposed objections. The Court
took over the questioning and asked the
witness, “The question is, have you ever
been convicted of a crime?” The witness
replied, “No sir”. This was followed by a
question, “You have never been convicted
of a crime?” to which there was no answer.
The attorney then propounded the question
which precipitated the contempt order. It is
as follows:
“Were you brought into the - did you go
through a trial in the City Court of Norman,
when the State was the Plaintiff?”
The opposing attorney moved for
mistrial. The Court sustained the motion
for mistrial and found the defendant guilty
of contempt “for knowingly violating the
rules of this court”. The Court stated,
“Your conduct has been so gross, so out
of line that this Court has no choice but
to find you in direct contempt of Court.”
The Court assessed a fine in the amount
of $487.50 calculated on the per diem
cost of the jurors for one day’s service and
committed the defendant to the custody of
the Sheriff until the fine was paid.
The record does not sustain the order
of the trial court adjudging the defendant
attorney guilty of contempt. While the
Court found the defendant guilty of
“knowingly violating the rules of this
Court” there is no evidence establishing
the rule he is supposed to have violated or
his violation of any rule of the Court. It is
true the defendant vigorously represented
the interests of his client, possibly a little
too much so, but “[A] common law trial
is and always should be an adversary
proceeding”. . . .
***
The propriety of the question propounded
by the defendant attorney is debatable.

Greene v. Humphrey, Okl., 274 P.2d 535.
The mere asking of the question did not
constitute contempt.
Although the defendant was persistent
in presenting his client’s case no lack of
respect for the Court was exhibited. In
the tense colloquy with the trial court
the defendant attorney was at all times
respectful and courteous. In seeking
permission to address the Court he politely
inquired, “May I approach the bench?” To
one of these requests the Court replied,
“Get your arms off the Bench.” and “You
may say whatever you’ve got to say from
right there.”
The conduct of the defendant attorney
was not “unruly, tumultuous, insulting
or disrespectful” nor was his behavior
“disorderly and contumelious”. Although
possibly ill-advised, his conduct was not
contemptuous.
The judgment of the trial Court
is therefore reversed and this cause is
remanded to the trial Court with directions
to dismiss the contempt proceedings and
refund to the defendant the fine assessed.
December 18, 1990
Twenty-Five Years Ago
[Excerpted from Evans v. State Election
Bd. of State of Okl.1990 OK 132, 804 P.2d
1125.]
Josh J. Evans, petitioner and candidate
for District Judge of the First Judicial
District, brings an original action in the
nature of quo warranto and mandamus
seeking to be declared the elected district
judge at the November 6th, 1990, general
election. He also seeks a certificate
of election from the respondent, State
Election Board.
The incumbent District Judge, Frank
M. Ogden, III (The father of Special
Judge Richard Ogden, District Court of
Oklahoma County), filed for re-election
to that office. There being only two
candidates, the election was to be held at
the general election, with the names of
the two candidates appearing on the nonpartisan judicial ballot.
On July 13, 1990, Evans contested the
candidacy of Judge Ogden before the
State Election Board on the grounds that
Ogden was “physically and mentally”
incapacitated to such a degree that he had
been prevented from serving as judge in
the past and would be prevented from
serving in that capacity if elected. Judge
Ogden had served as district judge for the
previous thirteen years. Through the last
several years he had suffered from cancer.
Respondent Board, on July 17, 1990,
conducted a hearing and found that Judge
Ogden possessed all the qualifications of
a district judge as provided by Art. 7, §
8, and Title 20 O.S. 1981 § 92i ,3 and
that the allegations of incapacity were
insufficient to challenge his candidacy.
The Board denied the protest and ordered
that Ogden’s name remain on the ballot.
No review of that order was sought by
petitioner prior to the general election.
On August 11, 1990, Judge Ogden
died, leaving petitioner as the only living
candidate on the ballot for the office in
question. Petitioner, however, did not resort
to any legal forum to have Ogden’s name
removed from the ballot before the general
election. The name of Frank M. Ogden
therefore appeared on the general election
ballot of November 6, 1990, and Ogden
received 10,426 votes, approximately 91%

of the vote total. Petitioner received only
1,049 votes, approximately 9%.
Petitioner contends that although he
did not receive the highest number of
votes cast, he is entitled to be declared
the successful candidate because Judge
Ogden was disqualified from being a legal
candidate and his name should not have
been on the ballot. Petitioner submits that
because of Ogden’s disqualification by
death, he was elected by default, needing
but one vote to receive the certificate of
election.
***
[P]etitioner argues that by reason of his
death, Ogden was removed from the ballot
as a matter of law. Petitioner concedes
that we have no statutory or case law
authority to directly support this theory but
he submits that certain constitutional and
statutory guidelines should direct the court
to hold in his favor.
Art. 7, § 8 pertaining to the qualifications
and selection of district judges provides
that each “shall be a qualified elector of the
respective district”, and petitioner argues
that we should construe this to read that
a judge “shall be a qualified elector of the
respective district prior to election.”
Evans contends that this section requires
that a successful candidate for judge must
be a qualified elector at the time of the
election and he argues that Ogden, being
deceased, was not a qualified elector of the
district either prior to or at the time of the
election and therefore was disqualified as a
candidate. Evans also submits that certain
election statutes, 26 O.S. 1981, §§ 4-120.3
, 120.8 , 4-111 and 4-112 , require that the
registration of a deceased voter be canceled
by the election board and he therefore,
could not be a qualified voter in an election.
Additionally, Evans argues that to be a
qualified elector under 26 O.S. 1981 §§
4-111 and 112 , one must be a “person”, and
that one who is deceased is not a “person”
within the intent of the election laws.
We are not persuaded by Evan’s
arguments. As we view Art. 7, § 8, the
qualifications apply to candidacy and
must be met before a successful candidate
assumes office. No argument is made that
Judge Ogden did not meet the required
qualifications at the time he filed and until
the time of his death.
***
Having held that the petitioner’s attack
on the right of deceased, Ogden, to be on
the ballot is barred by laches, we next turn
to the central issue in the case: What effect
is to be given the votes of 91% of the voters
who cast their ballots for the deceased
incumbent with apparent knowledge that
he was dead. Again, our statutes are silent.
We have a statutory provision, 26 O.S.
1981 § 1-105 , which provides for the
substitution of a political party’s nominee
for office following the death of a nominee
before the general election. However this
statute has no application in the case
before us because judges are elected on
a non-partisan ballot. We have no statute
which addresses a situation where a judge
who filed properly for an office dies before
the general election. We are, therefore,
addressing a case of first impression in
this state.
Evans contends that the votes cast for
Ogden were void and cannot be counted
for any purpose. This is particularly true,
Evans argues, because the voters were
aware that Ogden was dead and they
intentionally voted for Ogden to create

a vacancy in the office to be filled later
by appointment, and there is no legal
Oklahoma procedure by which a voter
may vote for a yet unknown party who
will be named at a later date. In addition to
more general authority, Evans argues that
it is impossible to determine the voter’s
“choice of candidate” within the meaning
of 26 O.S. 1981 § 7-127 (7) and the votes
cast for Judge Ogden should be declared
void. That statute is not applicable to
this situation in any respect, however.
It concerns mismarked or improperly
marked ballots. Here the voters’ choice
of candidates is easily discerned: 91% of
them voted for Frank Ogden.
Petitioner contends that because he
received the highest number of votes cast
for a living person for the office of district
judge he should be declared the winner of
the election. He argues that because of the
absolute incapability of Judge Ogden to
come within the definition of a person who
is a qualified elector capable of meeting the
statutory and constitutional requirements
for district judge, that the expressions of
the voters in voting a dead man into office
must be treated as a nullity. There are cases
within the United States which have so
viewed this situation.
***
We believe that the better rule is the
majority view, called the American
rule. According to this view, the voter’s
knowledge of the death of disqualification
of the candidate is not material and that
vote is not to be treated as void or thrown
away but to be counted in determining the
result of the election as regards to the other
candidates. Under this view the election
is rendered nugatory since the candidate
receiving the highest number of votes is
deceased or disqualified and the resulting
vacancy must be filled according to law.
We are impressed, as was the court in
State, ex rel., Jackson v. County Court
of McDowell County, 152 W.Va. 795,
166 S.E.2d 554 (1969), by the sound
criticism the English rule has received
in this country based upon its lack of
reason, justice, and logic and also due to
the practical difficulties involved in the
rule’s application. Proving knowledge on
the part of the voters is of course difficult
and would be enhanced or diminished by
the geographical size of the area involved
in the voting. Also, in accord with the
majority rule, there is sound basis to hold
that persons who voted for a candidate
knowing that he was dead were voting
against the other candidate and voting for
the creation of a vacancy in the office so
that this vacancy might later be filled in the
manner set out by law.
We agree with the conclusion of the court
in Petition of Keogh-Dwyer, 106 N.J.Super.
567, 256 A.2d 314 (1969), that regardless
of any theory of negative voting, votes for
a dead candidate are an affirmative vote
for a vacancy in preference to a named and
living candidate. In this way the electorate
has a choice, even though it may be for a
candidate then unknown. The court noted
that to accept the minority view propounded
there, as in the instant case, that votes for
the deceased candidate were null would
deprive the electorate of any choice upon
the death of one candidate. This alone was
sufficient in the court’s estimation to rebut
any good reason for the English rule’s
treatment of votes for a deceased candidate
See olio, page 16
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as void where they are cast by voters with
knowledge of the death. The court observed,
correctly in our view, that “the greater the
knowledge, the more advised the vote,
and the more sound the expression of the
popular will.” 256 A.2d at p. 318.
The English rule applied to such a
situation would result in the election
of a candidate who received far fewer
votes and would thwart the popular will.
The most basic principle of our form of
democratic government is that the will of
the majority shall prevail in an election
and that no candidate or measure can
telegram from page 14
be safe from going to war, thought Earl.
Jimmy’s eyes were big as saucers and full
of tears as Earl opened the door. The boy
stood there, ready to burst out crying, holding out the telegram in his trembling hand.
“I’m sorry, Dr. Hewitt,” he blubbered.
“I’m sorry. Mr. Sneed couldn’t bring it. He
asked me to.” He was shaking with the terror of having brought death to this house.
With strength Earl did not know he had, he
patted Jimmy on the shoulder.
“I know, son. I know. It’s all right. You
go home now.” And he shut the door
behind him as Jimmy, in full tears now, got
on his bike and rode away.
Earl sat back down in his chair, holding
the telegram in his lap. He did not need to
open it; he knew what it would say. They
all said the same thing, just with different
bar observer from page 12
responsible business conduct abroad,”
said OU Law Dean Joseph Harroz Jr.
“Centering the Symposium on this issue
gives our students a unique opportunity to
develop intellectually and gain a greater
understanding of the world that they will
soon help lead.”
Evelyn Aswad, Herman G. Kaiser Chair
in International Law at The University
of Oklahoma, served as panel moderator. After presentations by the panelists,
attendees posed questions for further discussion.
OU Law Now Accepting Applications
For Legal Assistant Program
The University of Oklahoma Department
of Legal Assistant Education is now
accepting applications for its spring paralegal program.
To earn the American Bar Associationapproved certificate, students must complete 23 credit hours of legal classes, which
can be completed in two years. Students
must also complete 37 credit hours of
general education courses, which may be
completed at any accredited college or university, if he or she has not already earned
a degree.
OU Law’s program prepares individuals for careers as paralegals in private,
corporate and government law-related
activities. It also teaches skills necessary to perform a variety of law-related
tasks, including legal research and drafting
legal documents. Some spring courses are
offered either fully or partially online.
Classes begin in January and are offered
on Saturdays at the OU Law Center, locat-

be declared elected without receiving a
majority of the votes cast.
In a comprehensive annotation “ElectionsDead or Disqualified Candidate”, at 133
A.L.R. 319, 321, the following concise
statement of the American rule appears:
“The general rule - that votes cast for a
deceased, disqualified, or ineligible person are not be treated as void or thrown
away, but are to be counted in determining the result of the election as regards
the other candidates - has been most
frequently applied in cases where the
highest number of votes were cast for
the deceased or disqualified person. The
result of its application in such cases is

to render the election nugatory, and to
prevent the election of the person receiving the next highest number of votes.
The rule has been applied, or recognized
as applicable, under such circumstances,
in the following cases: . . .”
***
It is beyond question that the will of the
electorate was to cast votes for Judge Ogden
and against candidate Evans. Those who
voted for Judge Ogden with knowledge
of his death were casting votes against a
living candidate and for the creation of a
vacancy in the office. It would not serve
any policy of the law to disenfranchise
those voters by disregarding their will and

holding their votes in favor of Judge Ogden
null and void and declaring Evans the
successful candidate simply because he is
the only living candidate. The majority of
the voters have cast their votes in favor of
Judge Ogden and they are entitled to have
those votes counted as they intended them
to be. Due to the death of Judge Ogden a
vacancy exists in the office which shall be
filled in the manner prescribed by law.
We view the American Rule applicable
here and in any situation where there
is an absence of statutory authority to
remove the candidate’s name from the
ballot before the election.

names. He just sat there, holding it. It was
real. The horror was real, and they did not
have a son anymore. He was too empty
to cry. His nerves were dead. His mind
collapsed. He would have to tell Mother,
but just now he could not move or think or
feel. So he sat there, staring out the window at a snow storm he did not see.
Some time later, the car pulled up. Earl
watched as the two Navy officers got
out. God, he had thought he and Mildred
would be spared this for a day or two–
anytime but Christmas Eve. He looked at
the young men in their heavy overcoats
with gold braid and silk scarves, wearing
the blue naval officers dress hats of the
Atlantic navy. They were strangers here
to express their grief at the loss of his
son. But maybe they weren’t strangers to
Dennis. Maybe they were his shipmates.
Friends here to do the last act of friend-

ship for a fallen comrade.
He tried to get up from the chair so that
Mildred would not hear them ring the
bell. But at first he couldn’t move. His
legs were sticks of wood and his feet were
lumps of lead. His throat was dry and his
eyes couldn’t seem to focus. He stumbled
over to the dining table to put down the
telegram, and there he saw that she already
had the gold star, ready for the window. He
dropped the telegram on top of it and went
to the door.
As he stood there, looking through the
lace curtain that went from bottom to top,
he couldn’t bring himself to look at the
approaching figures. Instead, he stared
down at the floor, then the door sill, then
the porch. Two pair of highly polished
shoes appeared in his field of vision, and
the two officers stood there patiently for
an eternity.

Finally, Earl forced himself to raise his
head and meet the gaze of the officer in
front of him. He was a nice looking young
man with steady eyes and a kind smile.
Earl thought he would remember that
kind smile the rest of his life. This Navy
lieutenant who had traveled four thousand
miles to be here this night and to be kind to
an old man in his time of desperate need.
Earl tried to say something to the young
Lieutenant, but he could not make words.
So he just stared into the stranger’s eyes.
Finally, the other officer spoke. With a
clear voice he said, “Dad, let us in. We’re
freezing! Say, weren’t you expecting us? I
sent you a telegram from Saint Louis this
afternoon as soon as I knew I’d be able to
get here. This is my buddy, Joey Birdsong.
He’s going to spend Christmas with us.
Say, where’s mom?”

ed at 300 Timberdell Road in Norman. The
deadline to enroll is December 18.
For an application and additional information, contact lae@law.ou.edu, (405)
325-1726 or visit www.law.ou.edu/lae.

with indigenous leaders and government
officials with the goal of preparing reports
about the principal concerns of indigenous peoples in those areas. The students’
report is then submitted to United Nations
Human Rights Council.
The Center for the Study of American
Indian Law and Policy was established in
1990. The Center exists to provide counsel
to tribal, state and national policymakers,
and to serve as a forum for the interdisciplinary discussion and resolution of challenges facing native communities.

Attorney’s Office as an assistant district
attorney.
Addison received her Juris Doctor
from the University of Oklahoma College
of Law in 2007 and holds a bachelor’s
degree in government from Oral Roberts
University in Tulsa. An active member
of the Oklahoma Bar Association and the
Tulsa County Bar Association, Addison
is heavily involved with the Diversity
Committee for both organizations. She is
also an adjunct professor of paralegal studies and criminal justice at Brown Mackie
College.
Locally, Addison serves as a member of the board of directors for Palmer
Continuum of Care, Inc. and is a member
of both the Junior League of Tulsa and
Tulsa Young Professionals.
ExcellStyle Magazine’s focus includes
fashion, beauty, health and promoting
excellence in successful living. The publication was established in 1998 and reaches
audiences in the U.S. and U.K.

OU Law’s Center For The Study Of
American Indian Law And Policy
Signs Agreement With Guatemalan
Presidential Commission
This month, University of Oklahoma
Professor of Law and Chickasaw Nation
Endowed Chair in Native American Law,
Dr. Lindsay Robertson signed an academic cooperation agreement between
The Center for the Study of American
Indian Law and Policy and the Presidential
Commission Against Discrimination and
Racism Against Indigenous Peoples in
Guatemala (CODISRA). Dr. Robertson
is faculty director for The Center for the
Study of American Indian Law and Policy.
The agreement acknowledges the need
for the groups to join forces to drive cultural change, increase worldwide respect
for difference and diversity, deepen public
awareness of racial discrimination and
strengthen national systems for the promotion and protection of human rights.
To accomplish this, the parties will work
together to develop mechanisms of academic cooperation such as training programs, internship opportunities and joint
research endeavors, all of which will focus
on the rights of indigenous peoples.
The agreement came out of a trip five
OU Law students took to Guatemala in
the fall of 2014 as part of the college’s
International Human Rights Clinic. Each
year, teams of OU Law students travel to
remote parts of countries where they work

Crowe & Dunlevy attorney honored by
ExcellStyle Magazine
“Top 20 Oklahoma Women Who Rock”
list salutes community trailblazers
ExcellStyle Magazine recently named
Crowe & Dunlevy attorney Ruth J.
Addison one of the “Top 20 Oklahoma
Women Who Rock.” The annual list celebrates a distinguished group of women
who have been trailblazers in their communities and their state.
Addison is an associate in the Litigation
& Trial, White Collar, Compliance &
Investigations, Labor & Employment and
Administrative & Regulatory practice
groups in Crowe & Dunlevy’s Tulsa office.
As a trial lawyer, she regularly represents
individuals and business entities in white
collar defense and compliance matters in
federal and state court on criminal charges
and during grand jury investigations.
She is listed as a 2013-2015 Oklahoma
Super Lawyers Rising Star in Criminal
Defense: White Collar, General Litigation,
Employment & Labor. Prior to joining Crowe & Dunlevy, Addison gained
experience at the Tulsa County District

Goralewicz Delivers Keynote Address
Rick Goralewicz of Legal Aid Services
of Oklahoma delivered the keynote address
at the 2015 Canadian Elder Law Institute in
Vancouver, Canada. The CELI is an international conference on elder law attended
by lawyers, judges, and law enforcement
officers from a number of countries including the United States, Canada, Israel, The
United Kingdom, and Australia. The topic
of Rick’s presentation was: Wounds of
Silence: An LFBTQ Perspective on Elder
Abuse.

