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Incoming President Michael Brewer with Outgoing President Sheila Stinson . See center pages for more highlights of Raising the Bar 2019

2019 OCBA Golf Tournament Ushers in Fall
It was a beautiful day on the River Oaks Golf 

Club course as over 50 golfers took off on a shot-
gun start to begin the 2019 OCBA Golf Tournament 
and usher in fall.  Tournament Chair Gary Chilton 
signed up a record number of hole sponsors as well 
as the Tournament Sponsor instaScript.  Holladay 
& Chilton hosted the Hole-in-One contest on Hole 
#4.  Proceeds from the tournament benefitted 
Oklahoma Lawyers for Children.  Staff members 
from OLFC assisted with the tournament contests 

and presented all first place teams with special 
plates decorated by their clients.

Winners of the tournament were:

Championship Flight :
1st Place Team – McAfee & Taft – Tim Bomhoff, 

Michael Avery, Curtis Thomas & Russ Lissuzo
2nd Place Team – Miller & Johnson – Weston 

White, Logan Johnson, Lyman Lenker & Andy Gunn

First Flight:
1st Place Team – GableGotwals – Nick Merkley, 

Leo Portman, Jeff Curran & Lincoln McElroy
2nd Place Team – John Martino, Judge Tim 

Henderson, Judge Mark McCormick & Justin 
Lowe

Second Flight
1st Place Team – Cesar Armenta, Ed Blau, 

See GOLF, PAGE 10
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by Michael W. Brewer

As the new President of your OCBA, I 
attended several OCBA Committee meetings 
along with my first Executive Committee and 
Board of Directors meeting this past month. 
This is where the work is done and decisions 
are made. But first I want to commend your 
OCBA on a fabulous turnout for the Raising 

The Bar Dinner Dance. This was the second year of our transi-
tion to a more energetic dinner dance environment. There was 
some dancing, a lot of music, a bar, inter-lawyer fellowship and 
lots of really good food.

We kept speeches to a minimum and provided awards and 
thank you(s) to outgoing Young Lawyers Division Chair, Ben 
Grubb and outgoing OCBA President Judge Sheila Stinson. 
These two OCBA leaders were upfront for your OCBA this past 
year and are also fabulous people and professionals. Both have 
led their respective groups into award’s season, in the Winner’s 
Circle, in November at the OBA Annual Meeting, which is in 
Oklahoma City this year. You should make plans to attend.

Several local firms took advantage of the table sponsorship for 
Raising The Bar, which included a discount for ticket prices, and 
purchased tables to send their lawyers to Raising The Bar. At 
Raising The Bar, I met several young attorneys from these firms, 
at the time law school graduates, who have now been sworn into 
the Oklahoma Bar. Their path to OCBA membership and active 
participation, hopefully started at Raising The Bar. Many thanks 
to their law firm leaders with the vision to support the local vol-
untary Bar for doing this. The Oklahoma County Judiciary was 
well represented, as were retired judges, Past Presidents and a 
spattering of us old members. All and all, the 2019 version of 
Raising The Bar was a success and hopefully will smooth the 
way for the continued transition into new ways of thinking and 
doing at your OCBA.

Young lawyers need to get connected to the OCBA YLD. 
I attended the YLD Board meeting and left with a high level 
of excitement about the future of our profession. These young 
lawyers are energetic, active and creating relationships that will 
last their career. It’s no secret that the committees are a working 
part of your OCBA. We need members to sign up and actively 
participate in the committee assignments and committee events. 
This is where attorneys roll up their sleeves and decisions are 
made. You need to be an OCBA member, sign up for a commit-
tee and actively participate in that committee to be inside the 
room. Why not? 

An important benefit to our profession from OCBA member-
ship cannot be overlooked. Many non-lawyers who are able to 
avoid litigation, avoid the courthouse and lawsuits, get their 
view of lawyers from knowing about lawyers who are involved 
in charitable, social justice and even social outings. It’s the face 
of lawyers they see in public and typically much better than 

what is portrayed in the news and TV shows. It adds so much 
more to impacting a positive image of the profession when 
active members show up for volunteer opportunities, reading to 
children, providing access to civil justice for those underserved 
or otherwise attending social gatherings. Just as in any other 
decade before, we as lawyers need good quality PR. You can 
affect the communities’ view of lawyers by becoming involved 
and attending scheduled events. We need you. If you have not 
signed up, sign up. If you have signed up and not attended, 
attend. 

Active membership in your OCBA is being part of something 
that makes a difference outside of your professional work. You 
also get to know lawyers who practice in different areas than 
you. OCBA members come from varied backgrounds and work, 
such as solo, small, mid and large firms, or practices that never 
go to the courthouse, that always go to the courthouse or that 
work in state or federal government attorney positions. Also, 
you get to know the local and state judiciary. Many of them 
began in YLD of the OCBA. 

It may have started off as simply getting to know each other 
at the YLD Chili Cook Off, but it certainly helps with civility 
when you know the attorney on the other side of your case and 
also the judge of your case. Not that it gives you a “leg up” in 
any outcome, but it helps make our profession more civil. No 
one questions that we need more civility today. I look forward to 
working alongside you at your OCBA this year. Please call me if 
you have any questions or want to get involved. 

Michael W. Brewer is an attorney, founder, and partner of 
Hiltgen & Brewer, PC in Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. To contact 
Mike, email mbrewer@hbokc.law, call (405) 605-9000 or tweet 
him at @attymikeb. For more information, please visit www.
hbokc.law. 
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MISSION STATEMENT
Volunteer lawyers and judges dedicated 

to serving the judicial system, their profes-
sion, and their community in order to foster 
the highest ideals of the legal profession, to 
better the quality of life in Oklahoma County, 
and to promote justice for all. Quote of the MONTH

“As Democracy is perfected, the office of President represents, 
more and more closely, the inner souls of the people.  On some 
great and glorious day, the plain folks of the land will reach 
their heart’s desire at last and the White House will be adorned 
by a downright moron…”  

H.L. Mencken – Writer (1880-1956)

It adds so much more to impacting 
a positive image of the profession 
when active members show up for 
volunteer opportunities, reading 
to children, providing access to 
civil justice for those underserved 
or otherwise attending social 
gatherings. 
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STUMP ROSCOE
By

Roscoe X. Pound

Dear Roscoe: Against the better judgment 
of many, I am representing my uncle in a 
criminal appeal.  Let me state that at one 
time, he had been a practicing Oklahoma 
attorney, and a very good one.  In fact, he 
inspired me to enter the legal profession.  
After almost fifteen years in retirement, he 
took up “advising” people on various issues 
of law.  Unfortunately, somewhere along the 
line he became obsessed with the Sovereign 
Citizen movement, and subscribed to a num-
ber of conspiracy theories.  He advised sev-
eral people in regard to an imaginary fund 
that the evil Federal Reserve maintained, 
which people could access in order to obtain 
money or retire debt.  The District Court in 
Denver convicted him, along with several of 
his “clients” for attempting to defraud the 
government.  My question is two-fold.  One, 
was it reversible error to allow him to repre-
sent himself when he relied on an obviously 
insane legal theory?  Two, in sentencing the 
court used the “special skills” aggravator.  
How could he have used “special skills” 
of an attorney when every pleading and 
argument he made consisted of obvious non-
sense?  D.K., Colorado Springs, CO.

Dear D.K.: If it were up to me, I’d join 
the chorus warning you about representing 
your uncle in this case too.  At least I’d 
warn you to have a co-counsel for those 
times when familial love and affection might 
affect professional distance and judgment.

As often happens in this column, the 
accuracy of my answer may suffer for the 
paucity of facts.  That said, I see three hard 
questions you need to address.  First, as 
to the sentencing guidelines, U.S.S.G. § 
3B1.3 does indeed include enhancement for 
using “special skills” to facilitate a crime.  
A legal education or training is includ-
ed among the exemplar “special skills” 
included in this category.  Really, as I read 
the law, all that is required is the intent 
to use “legal skills” as a means of either 
commission or concealment of the crime.  
It doesn’t seem to matter whether the effort 
was successful or had any chance of being 
successful.   See: United States v. Atkin, 107 
F.3d 1213, 1220 (6th Cir. 1997); United 
States v. Turner, 272 F.3d 380, 390 (6th Cir. 
2001); United States v. Nelson-Rodriguez, 
319 F.3d 12, 58 (1st Cir. 2003); United 
States v. Downing, 297 F.3d 52, 65 (2d Cir. 
2002).  Also, while the Sixth Amendment 
guarantees a minimum level of competence 
that all criminal defense lawyers must meet 
during a criminal case, see Strickland v. 
Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 686 (1984), that 
guarantee does not apply to self-represen-
tation, see Faretta v. California, 422 U.S. 
806, 34 (1975). The right to waive counsel 
includes the right to waive effective counsel. 
The self-lawyer thus is free to behave as 
the eccentric his client selected, and that 
is no concern of the Sixth Amendment. See 
McKaskle v. Wiggins, 465 U.S. 168, 176-78 
(1984).  For these reasons, it would take an 
examination of the record to determine how, 
exactly, the trial judge handled the vetting 
process.

Lack of orthodoxy does not equate 
with incompetence.  Just as the First 

Amendment does not require the indi-
vidual to accept the most defensible and 
battle-tested political views, see W. Va. 
State Bd. of Educ. v. Barnette, 319 U.S. 
624, 642 (1943), so the Sixth Amendment 
does not require adherence to orthodox 
criminal defense strategies.  Eccentric 
ideas and behaviors do not equate to 
incompetence to the degree that a defen-
dant might lack the competence to waive 
counsel, elect to proceed pro se; or con-
duct an adequate defense.  Here again, 
the key would be in the Record.

Finally, mental incompetence is a “high” 
bar to clear. To qualify, defendants must 
lack the wherewithal “to understand the 
nature and consequences” of the proceed-
ings against them or to “assist proper-
ly” in defending themselves. 18 U.S.C. § 
4241(a). Because this requires proof of a 
“deep[] breakdown” in cognition,), even 
patients with chronic severe mental illness 
often fall short of the threshold, see United 
States v. Davis, 93 F.3d 1286, 1290 (6th 
Cir. 1996). Trial courts must hold a com-
petency hearing in the context of a Faretta 
claim only where they find “reasonable 
cause” for concern. 18 U.S.C. § 4241(a). 
This demands a “difficult,” fact-intensive 
judgment call by the trial court, Drope v. 
Missouri, 420 U.S. 162, 180 (1975), one 
that generates a heap of deference. 2015). 
Just how much deference is up for debate. 
This leads us back to the Record once more.

I don’t mean to rain down doom and 
gloom upon you, D.K., but there are 
probably no “per se” grounds for rever-
sal leaping out from your question.  
Nonetheless, I do wish you luck.  

Dear Roscoe:  Can a non-sequestered 
juror in a capital case ask her spiritual 
adviser if she could go to hell for voting 
for the death penalty?  M.H., OKC.

Dear M.H.: Interesting question.  The 
Fourth Circuit recently addressed a sim-
ilar issue.  The defense attorney for a 
co-defendant made a religiously charged 
closing statement following the sentenc-
ing phase.  The jury returned a verdict of 
death.  One juror disclosed that she had, 
in fact, consulted her pastor. “Aware that 
other jurors had been troubled by the 
attorney’s remarks, she then spent up to 
30 minutes discussing her pastor’s coun-
sel with the entire jury and reading sever-
al Bible verses that he had suggested out 
loud. Other members of the jury testified 
that Juror Jordan shared the biblical 
passages to rebut the attorney’s religious 
statements and “convince someone . . . 
it was ok” to impose the death penalty.”

The North Carolina courts upheld the 
conviction and sentence.  On review of 
the federal district court’s denial of habe-
as relief, Fourth Circuit found: “. Juror 
Jordan shared Pastor Lomax’s counsel 
with the other jurors in an apparent effort 
to “convince someone . . . it was ok” to 
vote for the death penalty.  And taking 
Juror Jordan at her word that she had 
already made up her mind, her testimony 
necessarily indicates that the only rea-
son to bring Pastor Lomax’s views into 
the jury room was to convince the other 
jurors to impose the death penalty.”

The majority concluded: “An improper 
external influence may include “an outside 

influence upon the partiality of the jury, 
such as ‘private communication, contact, 
or tampering . . . with a juror.’”  Pastor 
Lomax’s thoughts on whether the Bible 
condones the death penalty—when, in urg-
ing jurors to vote against that punishment, 
an attorney had just insisted that it does 
not—constitutes an outside influence on 
the jury’s partiality.”  The court remanded 
back to the district court for further pro-
ceedings.  The case is Barnes v. Thomas.

The prosecution wound up its case today. 
The last witness called was the Hon. Mario 
Galdi, a judge of the family division here 
in Hudson County.  The judge did not seem 
pleased by the situation.  He testified that 
the Kearny divorce was, perhaps, the most 
vitriolic he’d presided over in 17 years on 
the Bench.  He also testified that members 
of the Kearny family called him incessantly, 
and authenticated his then-clerk’s message 
pad, which contained carbons of 26 calls 
made by various members of the Kearny 
family and their allies immediately before, 
during, and after the divorce trial. Some of 
the notations regarding these calls skirted 
the borderline of threats. He had issued 
an Order warning that further attempts at 
contact would be treated as contempt.   He 
also noted that he felt compelled to have a 
deputy escort Sandy from the courthouse to 
her car.  On cross, Judge Galdi admitted that 
he declined to take the calls and never per-
sonally spoke with any of the callers. The 
defense renewed their hearsay objection 
to Galdi’s testimony and the memo book.  
The court overruled on the basis of “infor-
mation acted upon.”  They next asked the 
court to enter a judgment of acquittal based 
on the speculative nature of the evidence.  
This requires the trial court to  determine 
is whether, viewing the State’s evidence in 
its entirety, be that evidence direct or cir-
cumstantial, and giving the State the benefit 
of all its favorable testimony as well as 
all  favorable inferences which reasonably 
could be drawn therefrom, a reasonable 
jury could find guilt of the charge beyond 
a reasonable doubt.  The defense claimed 
that, at best, the State proved a crime “in 
the air.”  Judge Ohara disagreed, holding 
that, while, the State’s proofs concerning 
the brothers’ accomplice liability and con-
spiratorial culpability were circumstantial, 
Nonetheless, “the interconnected web of 
legal” inferences were reasonable on the 
evidence as a whole, so that a reasonable 

juror might find guilt beyond a reasonable 
doubt.” Finally, the defense argued that 
Billy Hurl’s testimony remained “essential-
ly uncorroborated.”  Her Honor once again 
disagreed. Independent evidence establish-
ing the existence of a conspiracy is not 
necessary where co-conspirator statements 
are admitted through direct trial testimony 
subject to cross-examination, because the 
direct testimony of the co-conspirator is not 
hearsay.

A few more motions, including one 
for mistrial, were presented and disposed 
of, mostly for the benefit of the record.  
The Court then admonished the jury and 
adjourned to reconvene in 5 days to begin 
the defendants case.

Stump Roscoe

Oklahoma’s Top-Rated
Lawyers Since 1995
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w w w. o k l a l e g a l . c o m
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Gunfight on Broadway: 1895
By: Jeff Massey

While Oklahoma City “enjoyed” a wild 
and wooly reputation in its early years, it 
was not without its dangers; these dangers 
posed a special threat to law enforcement. 

After the 1889 land run, the Oklahoma 
Station on the Atchison, Topeka and Santa 
Fe railroad brought thousands to settle 
upon the prairie. Following the passage 
of the Organic Act for the Oklahoma 
Territory (1890), the new territory began 
its long road toward statehood. The new 
Territorial Governor, Major George W. 
Steele of Indiana, appointed commission-
ers in each of the 7 counties created under 
the Organic Act.  “Oklahoma County” 
was divided near the city railyards into 
“Oklahoma” and “South Oklahoma,” with 
South Oklahoma extending from Grand 
Boulevard south toward the Cleveland 
County line.  On July 15, 1890 the two 
competing sub-cities merged officially 
into “Oklahoma City, ”with a population 
of 5,086 persons—second only to Guthrie 
at 5,884 within the state.  A month later, 
elections propelled Democrats into office. 
H.B. Mitchell was appointed City Attorney 
and Charles Colcord was appointed as 
Chief of Police.  Colcord was a deputy 
U.S. Marshal and would later be elect-
ed Oklahoma County Sherriff in 1891.  
In 1893, Colcord—dubbed the “Law”—
oversaw the opening of the Cherokee 
Strip. 

When E.D. Nix became U.S. Marshal 
for the Territory, he re-deputized Colcord 
and a young marshal named John M. 
Jones. 

John Milton Jones was an 
experienced lawman.  By 
June of 1895 he had become 
Oklahoma City’s youngest 
Chief of Police at a mere 30 
years of age.  Jones was newly 
married and lived in Oklahoma 
City with his bride and his own 
aging mother.  

The Oklahoma County jail was at 
the intersection of Maiden Lane and 
Wall Street.  These ‘streets’ were near 
Broadway and Grand (renamed Sheridan 
in 1963). A jail break in 1894 had sullied 
the reputation of the previous Oklahoma 
County Sheriff and jail reform became a 
political issue.

In late June 1895, the Oklahoma County 
jail held 4 accused murderers.  James B. 
“Jim” Casey was only 19 years old but 
stood accused of gunning down a Deputy 
Sheriff in El Reno in 1893. Casey had 
escaped from the jail in August 1893 and 
was recaptured in October 1894.  Jim’s 16 
year old brother, Vic, died in November 
from an infected wound caused by the 
shootout with the El Reno Deputy.  Young 
Casey lamented the loss of his brother, 
but also recognized the possibilities if he 
were to be convicted. In mid-March 1895, 

young Casey had watched his cellmate 
John Milligan become the first man legal-
ly hanged by Oklahoma County Sherriff 
Columbus Harvey DeFord.  Milligan had 
slaughtered his family with an axe and 
barbers razor. Casey would have observed 
the construction and use of the gallows 
that were built immediately outside his 
jail cell window. The public execution 
drew hundreds of spectators; Casey was 
determined not to have a similar fate.

Casey was joined two months later 
by accused murderers William “Black 

Jack” Christian, Robert “Tom 
Anderson” Christian, and John 

W. “Buttermilk” Mackey on 
May 30, 1895. The Christian 
brothers and Mackey had been 
approached by Pottawatomie 
County Deputy Sheriff William 

Turner near Violet Springs, 
Oklahoma, just Northwest of 

Konawa.  Turner announced that 
he possessed an arrest warrant for bur-

glary against the trio. Bill Christian 
answered loudly, “Damn you, you better 
keep it!” Robert Christian went for his 
gun, but Deputy Turner drew first and 
shot Christian in the chest. However, it 
appears that Christian may have been 
wearing a plate from a cast iron stove 
(think Back to the Future Part II).  The 
trio trained their sights on the hapless 
deputy and gunned him down mercilessly.  
Ultimately the gang was caught, tried, and 
convicted (but the convictions were for 
manslaughter not murder).  The Christians 
appealed their ten-year convictions to 
the Oklahoma Territorial Supreme Court.  
They were eventually transferred to the 
Oklahoma County Jail, where Casey and 
the Christians soon conspired to escape.

The prisoners chose Sunday night, June 
30, 1895 for their escape.  The day had 

been hot.  Around 6:30 PM, Jailer John H. 
Garver arrived with his wife to feed and 
fasten down the prisoners. After eating, 
the prisoners jumped Garver and forced 
his wife to open the outside door of the 
jail.  The threesome ran south down Wall 
Street toward Grand (Sheridan).  {Author 
Note: these streets no longer exist but 
were around the blocks occupied today by 
the Cox/Myriad Convention Center and 
the Sheraton Century Hotel} 

As they turned east on Grand (Sheridan), 
William Christian noticed a police horse 
hitched in front of the Oklahoma City 
Building. Bill grabbed the horse and rode 
break-neck to Broadway and then south 
to the river. Black Jack and young Casey 
then rushed out and saw single horse-
drawn buggy was being driven by carpen-
ter Gus White headed west.  White was 
accompanied by Mrs. Ella Hurt, his par-
amour. Christian jumped into the buggy 
front where a scuffle ensued. During this 
scuffle the young horse suddenly staid and 
would not move.  Hurst was thrown from 
the buggy, landing hard on the street.  

Almost simultaneously with the attempt-
ed “buggyjacking,” Oklahoma City Police 
Chief Milton Jones walked toward the 
commotion from the northwestcorner of 
Broadway and Grand (Sheridan). He may 
have observed William Christian take off 
upon his stolen horse and then observed 
the accosting of White and Hurst by the 
two outlaws.

Jones drew his revolver and began 
running toward the buggy from across 
the street.  Casey, now armed, stood in 
the buggy and fired at Chief Jones. The 
bullet entered the side of the Chief’s neck 
traveled down into his chest. With a fatal 
arterial neck wound, Milton staggered 
and yelled to a bystander to take his 
weapon. W.S. Burnes and Charles Parker 

assisted the Chief onto the wooden board-
walk, where he died within minutes.  By 
now the gunfire had brought two other 
Oklahoma City officers, Stafford and 
Jackson to the scene.  Stafford, grabbing 
the reins of the horse, fired at Casey as 
Chief Jones was shot, striking the outlaw 
below his left jaw, near his windpipe, with 
the bullet exiting above his ear. As Casey 
fell back into the buggy compartment, 
Black Jack Christian, also with a neck 
wound, escaped east along Grand toward 
Santa Fe. Christian accosted blacksmith 
Frank Berg, who was driving his wagon 
northbound. Christian commandeered the 
wagon from Berg and drove the wagon 
northbound along Santa Fe, eventual-
ly abandoning it near the Moore fami-
ly claim. After that he worked his way 
toward the North Canadian River.

James Casey’s body was left in the 
buggy for over an hour, where onlookers 
gazed upon his face, covered in congeal-
ing blood (although he was relieved of the 
revolver he used to gun down Chief Jones, 
by Deputy Frank E. Moore). Ironically, 
James Casey’s father had arranged a bond 
for his son earlier in the day of his escape. 
Casey was to be released the following 
morning.

Chief Jones and his wife had just lost 
their infant child a few months earlier. 
Mrs. Jones had asked the young Chief to 
step down from policing. He never got 
that chance. Chief Jones was buried with 
honors on July 2, 1895 in the beautiful 
Fairlawn Cemetery. His funeral was the 
largest in City history at the time with 
over one thousand present.

Black Jack Christian was presumed 
drowned when posse members found 
large amounts of blood along the North 
Canadian River. He survived, however, by 
floating on a log and made his way back 
to friends and family in Pottawatomie 
County. He soon met up with his broth-
er, who had also eluded officials. The 
Christians headed west and organized 
a group of outlaws named the “High 
Fives Gang.” The gang was later respon-
sible for additional bank robberies, thiev-
ery, and murders, including the death 
of Special Deputy Frank Robson near 
Skeleton Canyon in Arizona. Eventually, 
fate caught up to the gang when they were 
cornered along Cole Creek near Clifton, 
Arizona and were killed to the last man 
in April, 1897.  Or almost.  Black Jack 
Christian apparently broke from the fam-
ily gang just prior to the ambush.  He 
escaped to Mexico, where allegedly he 
was arrested by authorities in Chihuahua. 
He then made his final escape into lore 
and legend, and was never heard from 
again—unless you believe Tom Horn (an 
alleged assassin), who reportedly killed 
Black Jack in Mexico in 1897.  But that’s 
another story.

Sources: 
Oklahoma History Center, photograph of Grand and Broadway
Oklahoma Justice: The Oklahoma City Police, a Century of Gunfighters, Gangsters and Terrorists by Owens, Ron. Paducah, KY: Turner Pub., 1995. Print.
And Satan Came Also (1955) by Albert McRill, revised/annotated by Larry Johnson (2013) Print
Born Grown: An Oklahoma City History (1974) by Roy P. Stewart  Print
“Broke Jail” Part 1 and Part 2 by Bradley Wynn; as published online at Oklahoma Red Dirt (March 2017) https://www.reddirtreport.com/prairie-opinions/part-i-broke-jail
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Obituaries

Walter R. Gaidaroff,  
October 18, 1950 – August 21, 2019

By Carolyn M. Hail

Walter Ray Gaidaroff, age 69, of 
Nichols Hills, Oklahoma, passed away 
August 21, 2019.  He was born October 
18, 1950, in Chickasha, Oklahoma, to 
Paul and Nadine (Logan) Gaidaroff.  
Walter grew up in Tuttle, Oklahoma, 
and attended the University of 
Arkansas in Fayetteville as well as 
Central State University in Edmond 
before earning his law degree from 
Oklahoma City University School of 
Law.  Throughout his legal career, 
Walter was a deeply compassionate, 
strong advocate for all of those he 
represented, especially the less fortu-
nate of his fellow man, always seeking 
justice for all.  His humble beginnings, 
commitment to and love of family 
instilled in him integrity and honor 
beyond measure.

Even greater than his dedication 
and passion to helping his fellow 
man was Walter’s love and commit-

ment to his beloved wife, Shelley 
Ann Gaidaroff, which was exem-
plified by their mutual admiration, 
love and partnership throughout 
their forty-year marriage.  We have 
lost a husband, father, grandfather, 
brother, beloved family member and 
loyal friend in Walter who shall be 
forever carried in our hearts and 
sorely missed by all who knew and 
love him.  A man of deep faith and 
trust in God, Walter was a devout 
Catholic and member of Christ the 
King Catholic Church.  He was 
preceded in death by his parents; 
brother, Eugene; and sister, Barbara 
Harwick.  Walter is survived by his 
loving wife, Shelley; daughter, Stacy 
Long and her husband Perry, their 
children, Gabrielle and Martin, all 
of Louisville, KY; sister, Elain Furr, 
Pat Rice and Darlene Willis and 
husband Chris, as well as numerous 
nieces, nephews, extended family, 
colleagues and friends.
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OCBA Luncheon To Kick Off Criminal 
Law Workshop

by George Davis

 For most attorneys the thrill of being 
appointed to represent indigent defen-
dants in federal criminal proceedings 
ranks right up there with such pleasurable 
activities as being subjected to a tax audit 
or finding out that your biggest client has 
a lame brain son who just graduated from 
law school. But, such an appointment, 
like death and taxes, is almost a cer-
tainty for any attorney who practices in 
Oklahoma County. On October 18, 1973 
the OCBA’s Committee on Continuing 
Legal Education will conduct a “How to 
do it” course for the general practitioner 
in an effort to ease the workload and 
provide some welcome guidance and if 
not enthusiasm. The program will actu-
ally begin during the OCBA noon lun-
cheon to be held in the Ballroom of the 
Skirvin Hotel. Charles R. Jones, federal 
magistrate for the Western District of 
Oklahoma, will deliver an address on this 
topic at that time. As a practical matter 
Mr. Jones selects about 2 out of every 3 
attorneys who are chosen for such ser-
vice. He knows the problems you will 
face and he has some sensible advise (sic) 
to offer. The son of Special Judge Dick 
Jones, Charles Jones conducted a general 
practice with his father for many years 
before being appointed to the federal post 

in January of 1971. He is a 1952 honor 
graduate of OU Law School being award-
ed membership in the Order of the Coif 
for his academic achievements. 

 Cost of the luncheon is $3.00. 
 Following the luncheon a free one 

hour workshop (materials included) will 
commence. The first thirty minute seg-
ment will be directed by Leon E. Tabor 
and will include the handling of a fed-
eral criminal case from the time of the 
appointment to the time of trial. Mr. Tabor 
is a 1966 OCU Law graduate with an 
undergraduate degree in engineering from 
the University of Tulsa. He is a general 
practitioner with heavy emphasis in crim-
inal work.

 The final thirty minute segment will 
be directed by James W. “Bill” Berry 
and will cover the trial of a federal 
case through the appellate process. Mr. 
Berry is one of the most experienced and 
respected criminal lawyers in the state. 
He has served as guest lecturer on crimi-
nal law for the OU Law School and was 
himself the district attorney for Oklahoma 
County from 1957-1960.

 Considering the subject matter and 
quality of instruction this workshop is a 
must for all but the most experienced trial 
lawyers. 

The OCBA has many opportunities to 
volunteer with their Community Service 

Committee, Law Related Education 
Committee, Lawyers For Learning 
Committee and Voices for Children 

Committee.  However, this new monthly 
column will list other opportunities for 
our members to help the community.  If 
you know of something that should be 

listed here, please contact the Bar Office 
at 236-8421 and we will add it to this 

new monthly Briefcase column.

OKLAHOMA 
LAWYERS FOR 
CHILDREN TO 

ANNUAL GALA 

OCTOBER 26TH 
“Lace & Mask Gala” to Benefit 
Abused & Neglected Children 

Get your Masquerade masks ready: 
Oklahoma Lawyers for Children will 
host a Lace & Mask themed gala on 

October 26 at Kalidy Kia off Broadway 
Extension. 

The chic, contemporary event will be 
emceed by former Attorney General, 

Drew Edmondson and includes: 
cocktails, dinner, mobile bidding auction, 

live music featuring Adam Aguilar 
and the Weekend Allstars, games and 
an escape room. OLFC is Oklahoma 

County’s only nonprofit that provides pro 
bono legal representation for abused and 

neglected children in foster care. 

“Our organization provides volunteer 
attorneys that represent children from the 
very beginning of their case, all the way 
through their case until they are reunited 
with their families, they are adopted, or 

they are place in guardianship.” 

“There are a lot of moving parts to the 
juvenile justice system. We love to work 
with partners in our community, because 

when we can do that, we’re not just 
representing the child, but we’re able to 
represent the whole approach: a family, 
and that’s what this is all about, children 

and families.” Tsinena Thompson 

Sponsorships and tickets are available 
at www.OLFC.org/events or by calling 

405-232-4453 ext. 110.

Volunteer Opportunities

September 25, 2019 – President Brewer Presents Annual Donations at the September Board 
Meeting to Oklahoma County Bar Auxiliary President Janet Rayburn and Legal Aid Services 
of Oklahoma’s Aubrie Comp by President Michael Brewer .

President Brewer Presents Annual Donations
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No More Secrets Between Spouses
by Miles Pringle

In August, the Supreme Court of New 
Mexico abolished the spousal communication 
privilege.1 The decision has drawn a lot of 
headlines, some of them quite clever, such 
as Elie Mystal’s “New Mexico Abolishes 
Spousal Privilege And I Have No Idea Who 
To Talk To About That” in Above the Law. 
The decision has also received a lot of crit-
icism. For example, Mystal contends in her 
article that the Spousal Communication 
Privilege is the “most grounded in real, equi-
table concerns” of all the privileges.

The spousal communication privilege is 
an ancient one in common law. The United 
States Supreme Court has cited Lord Coke in 
1628 for the proposition that English Courts 
had then determined “that a wife cannot 
be produced either against or for her hus-
band.”2 When recognizing the rule in 1839, 
the Supreme Court stated that the privilege “is 
founded upon the deepest and soundest prin-
ciples of our nature. Principles which have 
grown out of those domestic relations, that 
constitute the basis of civil society; and which 
are essential to the enjoyment of that confi-

dence which should subsist between those 
who are connected by the nearest and dearest 
relations of life. To break down or impair the 
great principles which protect the sanctities 
of husband and wife, would be to destroy the 
best solace of human existence.”3

The Supreme Court has since noted that 
the original rational for the privilege has 
long since become outdated, such as “the 
concept that husband and wife were one”. 
Nevertheless, despite its “medieval” origins, 
there continues to be strong rational for the 
privilege for the “perceived role in fostering 
the harmony and sanctity of the marriage 
relationship.”

The privilege has had its critics over the 
years. In 1938, the American Bar Association 
called for its abolition with some arguing 
that the privilege prevented discovery of the 
truth.4 After reviewing arguments from the 
critics, the Supreme Court determined that the 
arguments against the privilege were “anti-
thetical to the widespread belief, evidenced 
in the rules then in effect in a majority of the 
States and in England, ‘that the law should 

not force or encourage testimony which might 
alienate husband and wife, or further inflame 
existing domestic differences.’”5

In Oklahoma, the spousal privilege is cod-
ified at 12 O.S. § 2504. Under the statute, a 
communication is confidential if it is made 
“privately” and is not intended for disclosure 
to any other person. In order to assert the 
privilege the accused must prove by clear 
and convincing evidence the existence of a 
valid marriage.6 In an interesting wrinkle, the 
Oklahoma spousal privilege appears to only 
apply in criminal proceedings.7

In its August decision, the Supreme Court 
of New Mexico noted that privileges “are 
not lightly created nor expansively construed 
because they are in derogation of the search 
for truth.” It outlined a long debate of the 
privilege and weighed “whether the spou-
sal communication privilege promotes suf-
ficiently important interests to outweigh the 
need for probative evidence.” After reviewing 
the arguments, the Supreme Court of New 
Mexico determined:

The traditional justification for the spou-

sal communication privilege is premised on 
assumptions that do not withstand scrutiny. 
The privacy and humanistic justifications, 
when closely examined, seem little more 
than soaring rhetoric and legally irrelevant 
sentimentality. The misogynistic history of 
the privilege is obvious and odious. And it 
appears that the existence of the privilege 
perpetuates gender imbalances and, most crit-
ically, may even be partly responsible for 
sheltering and occluding marital violence that 
disproportionately affects women in entirely 
unacceptable ways.

Interestingly, the Supreme Court of 
New Mexico indirectly acknowledged that 
there may be grounds for its decision to 
be overturned. The Court cited Griswold v. 
Connecticut, for the proposition that the “right 
to privacy” in the marital relationship is “older 
than the Bill of Rights”. 381 U.S. 479 (1965). 
The Supreme Court of New Mexico further 
acknowledged that its opinion may “offend 
the spirit of the constitutional guarantees.” 
Thus, as in many marriages, it will be intrigu-
ing to see who gets the last word. 

1  State v. Gutierrez, No. S-1-SC-36394, 2019 WL 4167270, at *2 (N.M. Aug. 30, 2019)
2  Trammel v. United States, 445 U.S. 40, 100 S. Ct. 906, 63 L. Ed. 2d 186 (1980); citing 1 E. Coke, A Commentarie upon Littleton 6b (1628).
3  Stein v. Bowman, 38 U.S. 209, 13 Pet. 209, 223, 10 L.Ed. 129 (1839).
4  Trammel. 
5  Id. 
6  Davis v. State, 2004 OK CR 36, ¶ 41, 103 P.3d 70, 82.
7  Taylor v. State, 1982 OK CR 8, 640 P.2d 554, 556 (Most significantly it limits the marital communication privilege from preventing a spouse in a criminal proceeding from testifying as to any 

confidential communications between the accused and the spouse. The intent of the Legislature to change prior Oklahoma law is evident.); see also West, Comment 1 to Okla. Stat. Ann. tit. 12, § 2504 
(“Contrary to proposed Federal rule 505, § 504 recognizes only a privilege for confidential communications between spouses in criminal cases”). 

1233 Sovereign Row • Oklahoma City, OK 73108
www.warrenproducts.com • (405) 947-5676
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By Bill Gorden

Our Man
George Packer Knopf, 2019, Hardback, 592 pages, $30.00

It is very hard to nail down what sort of book this is. It masquerades as a biogra-
phy, but it is written with a three-way split. In one path, the author sees the subject as 
flawed but seeking to change the world in a very positive way. A second thread sees 
the subject almost as a quirky personal friend. A third allows the subject to speak for 
himself by way of diary entries, said entries excusing faults with a touch of paranoia. 
Head spinning.

The subject is Richard Holbrooke, a foreign policy guru whose career ran from 
small time advisor in Vietnam in the 60’s all the way to working in the intricacies of 
Afghanistan in the 2000’s. He was not quite blue-blood, but he felt he deserved to 
be. He was very ego driven, always, always, feeling that he deserved at least the next 
rung in the foreign policy establishment, at least. He was clearly flawed. In some fifty 
years of service, his only notable success was cementing the peace in Bosnia; cement-
ing instead of causing, as the bombing of the Serbs caused their submission. 

Holbrooke’s major flaw has to do with something called the “effectiveness trap”, 
where a person feels that justice or progress is not being served by one’s superiors, 
but if one fights for what is right, that person’s career ends. Holbrooke spent most 
of his life in this vein, blustering all the while. With his huge ego, he saw himself as 
knowing more than about anyone, particularly superiors. Added to that, he saw almost 
any foreign problem through the lens of the Vietnam failure.

The subtitle of the book attempts to link Holbrooke with something sounding noble: 
“Richard Holbrooke and the end of the American Century”. The problem is, it is hard 
to mark the American Century as starting much before December 7, 1941, a day of 
defeat, but from that date America was basically in charge of the free world, at least. 
That would mean 2045 would delineate a century. Holbrooke has been dead for a 
while. This attempt to link Holbrooke with a bigger destiny than what was his is not 
explained in the book. It only echoes his desire to have a vaunted place in history.

So, with a very flawed subject, who didn’t really get much done despite all the dith-
ering, and a crazy quilt method of writing, should the reader shell out Thirty Dollars? 
Seldom has it been suggested in this corner that the answer is no. This is one of those 
times. Some of it is interesting stuff, but it doesn’t warrant almost 600 pages. If you 
wish to endure it, get it at the library. 

Book Notes

Gary Wood, Peter Scimeca, Tracey Mullins, Lorenzo Banks, Dan Webber, Travis Weedn & 
President Michael Brewer

President Sheila Stinson, David Dobson, Bob Jackson, Justin Meek, Kristie Scivally & 
Chanda Graham

Outgoing Directors at August Board Meeting

Incoming Directors at August Board Meeting
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Raising the Bar 2019 Highlights

President Brewer’s family – Nick & Jessica 

Holsomback, Kelly & Mike Brewer, Allison Hernandez

Hailey Hopper, Ashley Rahill & Jessica Dark

 Ben Grubb, Leah & Bob Jackson

Shanda McKenney & Judge Sheila Stinson

Michelle Edstrom, Faye Rodgers & Christina Gelona 

Hendrickson

Barbara & Judge Ken Stoner

Luke Abel & Matthew Wade
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Judge Heather Coyle, Judge Bryan & Margaret Dixon, Michelle Edstrom

David Cheek & Judge Sheila Stinson

Rex & Margaret Travis

 Incoming YLD Chair Amber 

Martin with Outgoing YLD Chair 

Benjamin Grubb

Reid Robison, Mike Brewer & Jean Ann RobisonJohn Heatly, Gary Chilton, Steve Barghols & Cody Cooper
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Lance Phillips & Marna Franklin
2nd Place Team – Keith Givens, Mark Engel, Tyler 

Gentry, Roger Reneau & John Barbush
Hole Contest Winners:
Longest Drive – Leo Portman
Straightest Drive – Roger Reneau
Longest Putt – Andrew Harroz
Closest to the Pin on Hole #7 – Tim Bomhoff
Closest to the Pin on Hole #12 – Ben Butts

A special thanks to all of our sponsors and participants 
for making this tournament such a success!

GOLF, CONTINUED FROM PAGE 1

1st Place Champtionship Team – Russ Lissuzo, Tim Bomhoff, Michael Avery & Curtis Thomas

 2nd Place Championship Flight – Weston White, Logan Johnson, Lyman 
Lenker & Andy Gunn

2nd Place First Flight – Justin Lowe, Judge Mark 
McCormick, John Martino & Judge Tim Henderson

1st Place First Flight – Lincoln McElroy, Nick Merkley, Leo 
Portman & Jeff Curran

2nd Place Second Flight – Mark Engel, Tyler Gentry, Roger 
Reneau, John Barbush & Keith Givens

A special thanks to all of our sponsors!

1st Place Second Flight – Lance Phillips, Cesar Armenta, 
Marna Franklin & Ed Blau

Tournament Chair Gary Chilton receives an Appreciation Plate from 
Oklahoma Lawyers for Children President Tsinena Thompson 
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Impeachment—How Does That Work?
Part I: The House Process

By: J. Renley Dennis

As provided in the U.S. Constitution, remov-
al of federal officials is a two-step process 
bifurcated with the House of Representatives 
having the singular authority to formally 
charge—or impeach—a federal official and 
the Senate having the exclusive power to con-
vict the accused at a trial of impeachment.1 
This article is the first part of a series on 
impeachment in the House of Representatives.  

Those subject to impeachment in the United 
States are the president, vice president and all 
civil officers, including Cabinet members and 
judges, of the U.S.2 This would include those 
elected and appointed officials of the U.S. 
However, members of the Congress, as exem-
plified by decision by the Senate in 1799, and 
officers of the Army and Navy are generally 
not considered impeachable.3 

The House may impeach federal officials 
by a vote of the simple majority.4 A simple 

1 U.S. Const. art. I, §§ 2, 3.
2 U.S. Const. art. II, § 4.
3 Charles W. Johnson, John V. Sullivan, and Thomas 
J. Wickman, Jr., House Practice: A Guide to the 
Rules, Precedents, and Practices of the House, 
593(Washington: GPO, 2017).
4 U.S. Const. art. I, § 3.

majority can be defined as more than half. 
Some believe that impeachment by a simple 
majority is far too easy to obtain; however, 
if the House impeaches the president, that 
does not remove him or her from office. 
Impeachment is only the first part of the 
removal proceedings Congress presides over. 

Although some argue that there are no 
fixed principles of impeachable offenses, the 
Constitution provides impeachment as a rem-
edy for “Treason, Bribery, or other high 
Crimes and Misdemeanors.”5 Also, some 
argue the “during good Behaviour” clause of 
the Constitution qualifies or adds an additional 
impeachable ground for judges.6 Also, the 
majority view is that impeachments are not 
limited to criminal conduct but also abuses 
of power.7 Impeachment articles have com-
monly involved charges that fit into three 
extensive categories: (1) abusing or exceeding 
the constitutional authority of the office; (2) 
behaving officially or personally in a manner 
grossly incompatible with the proper function 
or purpose of the office; and (3) exploiting the 

5 U.S. Const. art. II, § 4.
6 U.S. Const. art III, § 1
7 House Practice at 600. 

authority of the office for an improper purpose 
or personal gain.8 

There are three phases of the House 
impeachment process: (1) initiation of the 
impeachment proceedings; (2) Committee 
investigation, hearings, and drafting of arti-
cles; and (3) full House consideration.9 
Typically, although not always, the initiation 
process begins with the introducing of a reso-
lution to the full House calling for a commit-
tee investigation of charges, either through the 
hopper or as a matter of privilege.10 However, 
there have been other methods of initiation, 
such as petition by citizens, request of the 
president, grand jury investigation, request 
of a state legislature, and as a result of an 
independent counsel investigation.11 Once 
the investigating committee is engaged—most 
commonly the Committee on the Judiciary—
the committee investigates, conducts hearings, 
and then, if appropriate, begins drafting the 

8 House Practice at 596; Staff of H. Comm. On the 
Judiciary, 93d Cong., Constitutional Grounds for 
Presidential Impeachment 20 (Comm. Print 1974).
9 House Practice at 602.
10 Id. 
11 Id. 

articles of impeachment—a process called 
“markup.”12 Once the House adopts a resolu-
tion with articles of impeachment, the House 
then appoints managers to argue the articles 
at the impeachment trial before the Senate.13 
Of course, the House could vote against the 
resolution to impeach or the committee could 
recommend not to impeach. 

To date, impeachment proceedings have 
been formally initiated more than sixty times 
by the House and nineteen of those proceed-
ings resulted in the adoption of impeachment 
articles by the House.14 The history of the 
Impeachment proceedings in the House is 
telling on the future uses and standards of 
impeachment.

Other Research References. Cass R. 
Sunstein, Impeachment: A Citizen’s Guide 
(Cambridge: Harvard 2017); Laurence Tribe 
and Joshua Matz, To End a Presidency: The 
Power of Impeachment (New York: Hachette 
2018). 

12 Id. at 602-04.
13 Id. at 602.
14 Id. at 591-92. 

Bar Observer
OU Law Tops 

Oklahoma Bar Exam 
Passage Rate 

Graduates of the University of Oklahoma 
College of Law achieved a 95% pass rate on 
the Oklahoma Bar Exam for first-time test 
takers – the highest in the state. 

The complete results of the July 2019 
bar exam were released Sept. 10 by the 
Oklahoma Board of Bar Examiners.

A total of 120 OU alumni took the exam. 
The overall passage rate for OU graduates 
was 92%, exceeding the statewide overall 
pass rate by 15%. For over 15 years, OU Law 
has consistently achieved the top overall pas-
sage rate on the July Oklahoma Bar Exam.

OU Law Interim Dean Katheleen Guzman 
said the result speaks to the college’s high 
caliber of students and its exceptional educa-
tional experience.

Bowling returns to 
Crowe & Dunlevy 

Michael W. Bowling has rejoined Crowe 
& Dunlevy as a director in the firm’s Labor 
& Employment Practice Group after a num-
ber of years serving as in-house counsel and 
as a human resources leader with INTEGRIS 
Health, most recently as its Vice President of 
Human Resources.

As an attorney in the firm’s Oklahoma City 
office, Bowling’s practice focuses on advis-
ing employers in all areas of human resource 
compliance. He also represents employers 
in employment-related litigation, including 
matters of discrimination, retaliation, harass-
ment, interference and reasonable accommo-
dation. Bowling has extensive experience in 
the healthcare industry and with contingency 

staffing companies. 
Bowling graduated magna cum laude from 

the University of Michigan Law School 
where he was elected to the Order of the 
Coif and served as editor of the Michigan 
Law Review. He received his undergradu-
ate degree from Duke University. Bowling 
holds a certification as a Senior Professional 
of Human Resources from the Human 
Resources Certification Institute.

Bowling has volunteered with numerous 
community organizations, including the 
Trinity Legal Clinic. He has also served as a 
student mentor for nearly a decade.

Hartzog Conger Cason 
Welcomes New Attorneys

Hartzog Conger Cason is proud to wel-
come Benjamin K. Davis, Katie Colclazier 
and Wil Norton to our Firm.

Benjamin K. Davis graduated from the 
University of Oklahoma College of Law in 
2013.

While in law school, Davis was a member 
of the American Indian Law Review. Davis 
has significant experience in real estate trans-
actions, commercial lending and financial 
transactions, and general corporate and busi-
ness matters.

Katie Colclazier graduated with honors 
from the Oklahoma City University School 
of Law in May 2019. While in law school, 
Colclazier was a member of the Oklahoma 
City Law Review, President of OCU’s 
Federal Bar Association, and a judicial 
extern for Oklahoma Supreme Court Justice 
Noma Gurich. Colclazier will join the Firm’s 
litigation practice area.

Wil Norton graduated with honors from the 
University of Oklahoma College of Law in 
May 2019. While pursuing his law degree, 

Norton served as the assistant managing edi-
tor of the Oklahoma Law Review and was a 
judicial extern for Magistrate Judge Suzanne 
Mitchell. Norton will join the Firm’s corpo-
rate law practice area.

OU Law Brings Student 
Mental Health and Well-

Being to the Forefront
Preparing law students to become law-

yers involves more than just the knowledge 
obtained in the classroom. Addressing stu-
dent well-being by promoting candid dia-
logue and providing access to health resourc-
es is a key focus area at the University of 
Oklahoma College of Law.

In comparison to other professions, law-
yers and legal professionals experience higher 
levels of mental health distress, substance use 
and addiction – issues that can begin in law 
school. To promote awareness, to help stu-
dents manage their own health and to reduce 
the stigma associated with seeking assistance, 
OU Law offers a number of wellness initia-
tives and resources throughout the year.

As part of the college’s wellness program, 
three lunchtime seminars featuring lawyer 
well-being experts will be held at OU Law this 
semester. Students are required to attend one 
session, but are encouraged to attend all three. 

The first seminar will be held this Monday 
at noon at the College of Law. District Judge 
Ken Stoner (OU Law ’01), who presides 
over the Oklahoma County Drug Court, will 
speak on the intersection of addiction and 
the law, and on using artificial intelligence to 
battle addiction. The second wellness semi-
nar will be held Oct. 7 and will feature Law.
com editor-in-chief Leigh Jones (OU Law 
’96), who will discuss Law.com’s year-long 
series on attorney and law student well-being. 

Speaking at the third wellness seminar on 
Nov. 11 will be Reggie Whitten (OU Law 
’80), co-founder of the Whitten Burrage law 
firm and founder of FATE (Fighting Addiction 
Through Education), a nonprofit organization 
dedicated to educating the public and state 
leaders on substance abuse and addiction.

In addition, professional mental health 
counseling services are now being offered 
within Andrew M. Coats Hall. Appointments 
are offered weekly, and students are encour-
aged to schedule an appointment if desired. 
While law students previously had access to 
mental health and wellness services through 
the University Counseling Center, they now 
have direct access, by appointment, to a 
licensed professional at the OU Law Center.

In the college’s peer mentoring program, 
OU Law has appointed 19 upper-year stu-
dent mentors to assist and advise students in 
their first year of law school. As part of their 
duties, mentors are trained on the mental 
health counseling treatment options available 
to all students, including where to find these 
resources and how to refer a fellow student 
for help.  

This year, OU Law’s Student Bar 
Association has appointed two student well-
ness officers, and the association is looking 
into making this a permanent position in 
future years. The wellness officers will plan 
two SBA Wellness Weeks – one in the fall 
and one in the spring – featuring activities 
and speakers focused on topics such as 
attorney/student wellness, mindfulness, diet, 
exercise, and drug and alcohol abuse.

Additionally, the OU Law Library is 
increasing its collection of wellness-related 
books and materials, and is bringing them 
together in a central yet quiet location.

See OBSERVER, PAGE 14
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“The Journal Record is the state’s go-to business 
publication for not only our for-profit business leaders, 
but nonprofit leaders as well. There is enormous value in 
this publication, and I couldn’t imagine not having such an 
excellent resource for business and economic news.” 

To subscribe visit journalrecord.com or call 800-451-9998

Marnie Taylor
President & CEO
Oklahoma Center for Nonprofits
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Phillips Murrah 
welcomes three new 

attorneys to legal team
Phillips Murrah is proud to welcome 

Justin G. Bates, Kara K. Laster, and 
Phoebe B. Mitchell to our Firm.

Phillips Murrah welcomed Justin and 
Phoebe to the Firm’s Litigation Practice 
Group as associate attorneys. Each rep-
resents individuals and both privately-held 
and public companies in a wide range of civil 
litigation matters.

Justin attended the University of Oklahoma 
College of Law where he earned American 
Jurisprudence Awards for Civil Procedure 
II and Torts. He served as a member of the 
American Indian Law Review and was a 
member of the Phi Delta Phi Legal Honor 
Society. Justin also had the privilege of argu-
ing in the final rounds of both the 2017 1L 
moot court competition and the 2018 Calvert 
Competition before an esteemed panel of 
Oklahoma justices. 

Justin was born and raised in the metro 
area, where he currently lives. In his free 
time, he enjoys traveling, watching college 
football, discussing what could have been for 
the Oklahoma City Thunder, and spending 
time with friends and family. 

Phoebe attended the University of 
Oklahoma College of Law where she earned 
the American Jurisprudence award for Civil 
Procedure II and was on the Dean’s Honor 
Roll. She served as the Research Editor 
and Candidate Mentor on the Oklahoma 
Law Review and was a member of the Phi 
Delta Phi Legal Honor Society. Phoebe also 
served as a mentor on the Dean’s Leadership 
Council, was selected as a Dean’s Leadership 
Fellow, and was selected to serve on the 
Academic Appeals Board.

While in law school, Phoebe had the 
opportunity to clerk as a judicial intern for 
the Honorable Judge Rob Hudson of the 
Oklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals.

Phoebe was born and raised in Oklahoma 
City and received a Bachelor’s Degree 
from Vanderbilt University in Nashville, 
Tennessee. She enjoys Thunder basketball, 
OU football and cheering on her Vanderbilt 
Commodores in her spare time.

Kara has joined Phillips Murrah’s 
Transactional Practice Group as an associate 
attorney where she represents individuals 
and businesses in a broad range of transac-
tional matters.

Kara was part of the dual degree program 
at the University of Oklahoma College of 
Law and Price College of Business, achiev-
ing both her J.D. and M.B.A. During her third 
and fourth years of school, Kara worked as a 
Graduate Assistant for the Editor-in-Chief 
of the Southern Law Journal and business 
law professor at both the undergraduate and 
graduate levels. She was a member of the 
Phi Delta Phi Legal Honor Society, received 
the Elkouri Scholarship, and graduated with 
honors. 

Kara was born and raised in Shawnee, 
Oklahoma, and now lives in Oklahoma City. 
In her free time, she enjoys traveling, snow 
skiing, spending time at the lake with friends 
and family, and attending OSU sporting 
events.

Recent law school 
graduates join McAfee 

& Taft 
McAfee & Taft, the state’s largest law 

firm, has announced the addition of J. Cooper 
Davis, Allison Meinders Harvey, Katelyn M. 
King, Alyssa N. Lankford, Micah G. Mahdi, 
Hayley Blair Myers, and Collen L. Steffen as 
new associates.

J. Cooper Davis is corporate and tax 
lawyer who represents clients of all sizes in 
a broad range of business matters, including 
entity formation and structuring, mergers and 
acquisitions, divestitures, transaction financ-
ing, and business and transaction taxation. He 
also advises tax-exempt organizations on legal 
and business matters specifically applicable to 
nonprofits. Davis graduated with highest hon-
ors from the University of Oklahoma College 
of Law in 2019, where he was awarded the 
Nathan Scarritt Prize for the highest academic 
record in his graduating class.

Allison Meinders Harvey is a transactional 
lawyer whose practice encompasses the areas 
of business transactions and financing, real 
estate, and tax law.  The Woodward, OK, 
native graduated summa cum laude with 
her bachelor’s degree in accounting from 
Oklahoma State University in 2016 and 
devotes a portion of her practice to represent-
ing individuals and families in family wealth 
and estate planning matters. Harvey graduat-
ed with highest honors from the University 
of Oklahoma College of Law in 2019.

Katelyn M. King is a trial lawyer whose 
state and federal litigation practice involves 
the resolution of a broad range of disputes, 
including products liability defense, energy 
and oil & gas litigation, and other com-
plex business and commercial litigation.  
She graduated summa cum laude from the 
Oklahoma City University School of Law 
in 2019, where she was a Hatton Sumners 
Scholar, a member of Oklahoma City 
University Law Review, and the recipient of 
13 CALI Awards for academic excellence.  

Alyssa N. Lankford represents manage-
ment in all phases of labor and employment 
law and litigation and devotes a portion of her 
practice to the resolution of complex business 
and commercial disputes.  Lankford gradu-
ated with distinction from the University of 
Oklahoma College of Law in 2019.  While 
pursuing her Juris Doctor, she served as 
editor-in-chief of the American Indian Law 
Review, held leadership positions in the Board 
of Advocates and the Organization for Women 
in the Law, was named to the National Order 
of Scribes, and worked as a Court Appointed 
Special Advocate (CASA).

Micah G. Mahdi is a corporate lawyer 
whose practice encompasses a broad range 
of commercial and business transactions, 
including real estate sales, acquisition, devel-
opment, and leasing matters. While attending 
the University of Oklahoma College of Law, 
the honors graduate was a member of the 
Oklahoma Law Review, served on the Dean’s 
Leadership Council and Dean’s Committee 
on Diversity & Inclusion, served as presi-
dent of the Black Law Student Association 
and was named the 2018-2019 Southwest 
Region of the BLSA Chapter President of 
the Year, and was honored with the 2019 Joel 
Jankowsky Award.

Hayley Blair Myers’s business and litiga-

tion practice is focused primarily on issues 
affecting the healthcare industry, including 
regulatory compliance matters, day-to-day 
business operations, HIPAA compliance and 
health privacy, healthcare transactions, and 
related litigation. While pursuing her Juris 
Doctor, the 2019 graduate of the Vanderbilt 
University School of Law was a member 
of the law school’s Health Law Society, 
worked as a legal intern for a Texas-based 
health system, and was the recipient of the 
Dean’s Leadership Award, Chancellor’s Law 
Scholarship, and Weldon Wilson Scholarship.

Collen L. Steffen is a transactional lawyer 
whose practice encompasses a broad range 
of corporate and business matters, including 
mergers and acquisitions, oil and gas transac-
tions and real estate law.  The Kansas native 
graduated summa cum laude with his bache-
lor’s degree in finance from Oklahoma State 
University in 2016 and with highest honors 
from the University of Oklahoma College of 
Law in 2019.  While in law school, he served 
as editor-in-chief of the Oklahoma Law 
Review, was honored with the Oklahoma 
Bar Association’s Outstanding Senior Law 
School Student Award., and was named to 
the Order of the Coif, Order of the Barristers, 
and National Order of Scribes. 

Oklahoma City 
Attorney Chelsea Celsor 
Smith Joins Hall Estill 
Hall Estill has announced that Chelsea 

Celsor Smith will join Of Counsel for the 
firm’s Oklahoma City office. 

Smith has experience in civil litigation in 
both state and federal court with an emphasis 
in governmental ethics, constitutional law, 
administrative law and employment law. She 
also serves as acting General Counsel to the 
Oklahoma House of Representatives and 
was previously in-house General Counsel 
to the Oklahoma House of Representatives. 
Smith regularly provides advice and training 
regarding compliance with employment and 
ethics laws. 

Smith received her J.D. from Oklahoma 
City University School of Law, cum laude 
and Phi Delta Phi. She received her bache-
lor’s degree in Sociology/Criminology and 
History, with honors, from University of 
Oklahoma. 

OU Law Celebrates 
Ada Lois Sipuel Fisher; 

Announces Fund
In commemoration of the 70th anniversary 

of Ada Lois Sipuel Fisher’s admission to 
the OU College of Law, the college and the 
university’s main campus devoted the week 
of Sept. 23 to Fisher and other civil rights 
leaders, with acknowledgment of the ongo-
ing pursuit of equality.  

Fisher was a leading activist, attorney 
and educator who fought to become the first 
African American student admitted to OU 
Law in 1949. Her landmark case opened 
higher education to African American stu-
dents in the state of Oklahoma and paved the 
way for national desegregation.

At a Sept. 25 discussion at OU Law, 
Interim Dean Katheleen Guzman and sec-
ond-year law student Chanel Glasper mod-
erated a question-and-answer session with 

Fisher’s children, Charlene Factory and 
Bruce Fisher, who shared memories of their 
mother, including when they first learned 
about her legal case. They said since their 
mother taught for many years at Langston 
University, she was able to inspire the next 
generation of “social engineers,” allowing 
her legacy to live on. 

The event also featured a performance 
of “I Know Where I’ve Been” by OU Law 
alumna (’98) and vocalist Chanda Graham. 
At the close of the event, the OU Law 
community acknowledged the support of 
Assistant Dean Stan Evans and his wife, 
Saundra Evans, whose gift enabled the col-
lege to display a portrait of Fisher in Coats 
Hall. Portrait artist Mitsuno Ishii Reedy, who 
donated the giclée print to the College of 
Law, also was recognized at the event.

A celebration of Fisher also was held 
Sept. 26 at Monnet Hall, the location of 
the OU College of Law while Fisher was a 
student. A display depicting her law school 
admission journey was unveiled at a dedi-
cation ceremony, and a reception followed 
in the Conoco Leadership Courtyard at the 
Oklahoma Memorial Union. During the 
reception, members of OU Law’s Black Law 
Students Association (Modupe Adamolekun, 
Kadijah Almarales, Cameron Burleson, 
Wyatt McGuire and Eric Strocen) performed 
a reading of the play, “Ada Lois Sipuel 
Fisher Reflections,” inspired by her expe-
riences. The reading was adapted from a 
full-length play written by former OU Law 
Professor Cheryl Wattley.

As part of the celebration of Ada Lois 
Sipuel Fisher’s life and enduring impact 
on OU Law and civil rights, the college 
announced an award named in her honor, 
furthering the legal study of civil rights, race 
and justice. The announcement of the Ada 
Lois Sipuel Fisher Fund endowment was 
made during the Sept. 25 discussion in the 
Dick Bell Courtroom with Fisher’s children.

The Ada Lois Sipuel Fisher Fund endow-
ment would be one of the highest academic 
awards at OU Law. Endowed chairs and 
professorships are prestigious and enduring 
awards provided to faculty through private 
gifts from private donors. Because only earn-
ings of the endowment are used to support 
this honor, an endowed chair or professor-
ship becomes a perpetual source of funding 
with criteria and specialties often designated 
by the private donor. Currently, OU Law has 
approximately 20 such honors in various 
concentrations funded by private donors. For 
more information about awards of endowed 
chairs and professorships at OU, click here.

It is anticipated that the award of an 
endowed chair or professorship named for 
Ada Lois Sipuel Fisher will used to ele-
vate an existing or prospective professor 
who demonstrates an established interest and 
deep knowledge of civil rights law. The pro-
fessor given this honor will teach and con-
duct research primarily in the areas of civil 
rights law, election law, race and the law, 
antidiscrimination law or critical race theory. 

With the Ada Lois Sipuel Fisher Fund, OU 
Law Associate Professor Melissa Mortazavi 
said gifts of any amount are encouraged.

Should the fund not meet the funding 
requirements, donations shall be transferred 
to the existing, endowed scholarship fund 
established in honor of Fisher for OU Law 
students.

OBSERVER, FROM PAGE 10
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USE, OWNERSHIP, AND CAPITAL GAINS

CONTACT US TO LEARN MORE

WE’RE HERE TO MAKE A FRESH START AS EASY AND EFFORTLESS AS POSSIBLE.

Dominic Dangora 
Senior Mortgage Advisor  |  NMLS 816033

Direct: 405.896.5217  |  Cell: 405.202.1788

DDangora@HouseLoan.com

www.DominicDangora.com

4801 Gaillardia Parkway, Suite 325  |  Oklahoma City, OK 73142

Troy & Denise Schroder, CDRE 
Keller Williams Realty Elite
Schroder Real Estate Group
Direct: 405.757.7207
Complimentary Attorney Portal: 
www.OklahomaDivorceDocs.com

5629 North Classen Boulevard  |  Oklahoma City, OK 73118

Not a commitment to lend. Borrower must meet qualification criteria. Equal Housing Opportunity. 

DIVORCING
THE HOME
Some divorcing couples may decide to keep the marital home and then sell it at a later 
date, for example when their kids finish school. If there’s a possibility of capital gains when 
the home is sold, your client should consult with you and their financial planner.

The current capital gains tax law allows a $500,000 marital couple exclusion or a $250,000 
single exclusion. To qualify for the higher exclusion amount, your client must meet 
both the ownership and use requirements.

• Ownership: Both divorcing spouses must stay on the title.

• Use: The marital home must have been used as the primary residence during the 
marriage. Even if one spouse moved out at any time, they can still comply with the use 
rule if they lived in the home as their marital residence during the marriage.
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LawPay changes all of that. Give your clients the
flexibility to pay you from anywhere, anytime.
Most importantly, we ensure you stay in 
compliance with ABA and IOLTA guidelines.

 866-276-9492 or visit lawpay.com/okcbar
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