
March 3, 2011

Honorable Carlos J. Chappelle
Tulsa County District Judge
500 South Denver Avenue
Tulsa, OK 74103
Fax: (918) 596-5042

Re:  Patterson et ux v. Springer et al  CJ-08-2961

Dear Judge Chappelle:

I am writing you about the referenced litigation.  This was a lawsuit by Eddy and Judy Patterson 
against  Lindsey  Springer  and  others,  alleging  amongst  other  things  that  I  had  supplied 
substandard  legal  services  to  the  Pattersons.   On  10-27-2009,  your  predecessor  Deborah 
Shallcross dismissed those claims for failure to prosecute, but failed to give notice of her order to 
the litigants.  Of course I had no objection to the dismissal of the Pattersons' complaint. 

When I was served with the complaint, I filed a counterclaim.  Judge Shallcross dismissed my 
counterclaim against the Pattersons for my legal fees earned, also on 10-27-2009, which was in 
fact highly objectionable to me.  I sent a motion to reopen the case to the clerk.  The clerk's 
office informed me that it would not be filed until I paid the customary fee of $59.50, which I  
paid on 1-22-2010.  

Because the Pattersons never answered the counterclaim complaint, I filed a motion for default 
judgment together with the motion to re-open, which was also docketed the same day, 1-22-
2010.  The Pattersons didn't object to the motion for default until after I sent a cover letter and a 
proposed order granting default judgment, to the court, copy to counsel for the Pattersons.  On 2-
9-2010 the Pattersons objected to the entry of default judgment on my counterclaim.  They did 
not tender a proposed answer, set forth a bona fide defense, or allege any excusable neglect for 
the failure to answer the counterclaim complaint.  

I called several times about this matter to inquire concerning why my default judgment hadn't 
been entered, between 2-22-2009 and April 20, 2010.  Shallcross' personnel told me that the 
matter was ripe for decision, but that they could not say when Judge Shallcross might rule upon 
it.  At no time did any of Judge Shallcross' personnel suggest that I was lacking any technical 
requirement, or that I needed to file a "notice of motion."  

The docket reflects that Judge Shallcross entered an order clearly dismissing all the Pattersons' 
claims on 4-22-2010.  This dismissal came on the second day of a three day sentencing hearing 
in my criminal case, USDC NDOK 09-43.  Shallcross' original dismissal of my counterclaim 
was entered 10-27-2009, which was the second day of my criminal trial.  
 
I have no quarrel with you whatsoever.  You just assumed this post earlier this year, and I have 
no experience with you good or bad.  However, I think it is fair for me to note the improbability 
that Shallcross acted on the second day of the two most critical proceedings in my criminal case 



by mere blind chance.  This is especially true given the fact that I had been politely requesting 
that the matter be disposed of in the two months prior to my sentencing, when I would have had 
a decent chance to attend to my legal affairs. 

I was sentenced and incarcerated on 4-23-2010, on a federal judgment of conviction, after a 3 
day sentencing hearing.  I have been continuously incarcerated since that time.  

I tried to call Shallcross' office from prison twice, last year.  Her personnel hung up on me both  
times.  They always took my calls before I was locked up.  I assume that behavior was because 
of a policy against taking calls from prisoners, a regrettable state of affairs.  Other courts have 
taken my phone calls and treated me with respect.  I hope that your office policy will be to at 
least take prisoners' calls, absent good cause to do otherwise. 

I just recently had a friend call your office about this case.  He was told that my counterclaim 
was "vacated" for failure to give a notice of motion.  However, the docket says nothing about my 
counterclaim being vacated, or about any failure to provide a "notice of motion."  If Shallcross'  
personnel  had informed me of  any technical  deficiency,  directly  or indirectly,  I  would have 
promptly corrected it.  Not only did they fail to inform me of a technical deficiency, they said it  
was before the court awaiting decision, and I relied upon those representations. 

At the present time the Department of Justice (DOJ) by and through its subsidiary the Federal 
Bureau of Prisons, (DOJ-BOP) is actively interfering with my use of my own resources to gain 
reasonable access to the courts.  Therefore, I have been barred from using my own computers, 
wireless  (or  wired,  should  the  prison  prefer  such)  internet  access,  and  my  Lexis-Nexis 
subscription,  to  research the cases  in  Oklahoma,  on the matters  relevant  to  this  case.   I  am 
fighting the DOJ-BOP administratively, trying to regain my 1st Amendment rights to peacefully 
petition for the redress of grievances.  

However, the docket itself indicates that the failure to file a "notice of motion" is not grounds for 
summarily denying default and dismissing the counterclaim complaint.  The docket reflects that 
on  8-1-2008,  Judge  Shallcross  denied  motions  to  dismiss  by  Lindsey  Springer  and  Jerrold 
Barringer.  There is no evidence that anyone filed a "notice of motion" or that the court actually 
held a hearing before ruling on the motions to dismiss.  The docket correctly reflects that I was 
served with the complaint on 4-28-2009.   I am simply making my observation from docket 
entries relating to matters that occurred before I was served. 

Judge Shallcross did in fact vacate her order of 11-3-09.   You will see immediately below that 
line an "Order of Dismissal that Memorializes Minute of 10-27-09 Court Hearing..."   Judge 
Shallcross did re-enter an order dismissing the complaint of Eddy and Judy Patterson, on 4-22-
10.  However, the Pattersons never complained about lack of notice, or about the dismissal of 
their complaint.  They could not do so reasonably, since they had filed their original complaint in 
2005, refiled in 2008, and done virtually nothing other than to serve the complaint before the trial 
of my criminal case.  

I paid $59.30 to re-open my own case.  I filed a "Verified Motion by Oscar Stilley to Reopen for 
the Sole Purpose of Entering Default Judgment on Counterclaim Complaint of Oscar Stilley."  I 



didn't ask any resurrection of the Pattersons' complaint, and they didn't either.  The Pattersons' 
lawyer,  Richard  Marrs,  entered  a  "special  and  limited"  appearance,  apparently  to  limit  his 
responsibility to expressing the Pattersons' position on the claim for default judgment. 

Despite the limited nature of pleadings on both sides, the order dismisses the Patterson complaint 
and says nothing about my complaint.  In other words, Shallcross attended to legal business that 
didn't exist, and ignored a live motion that I was diligently pursuing.  

I would respectfully contend that Shallcross could not dismiss my motion without either 1) a 
motion from the Pattersons requesting that relief, or 2) an order to show cause why one or more 
of my pleadings should not be stricken, dismissed, or vacated.  The fundamental essence of due 
process is the right to be heard at a reasonable time and a reasonable manner.  Waiting until I am 
at  thoroughly  occupied  at  my  own  criminal  sentencing  hearing,  and  one  day  away  from 
incarceration, and then "vacating" some or all of my pleadings without notice that such an action 
was contemplated by the court, is about as far from due process as one can get.  

I don't think that any such "vacation" of my pleadings took place.  I think my motion is live and 
awaiting ruling.  I think that there is a suitable proposed order of default in the file waiting for 
the signature of the court.  Therefore, I am asking that you promptly review this file and enter the 
default judgment on my behalf. 

If  you  conclude  that  my  counterclaim  has  been  dismissed,  or  that  my  motion  for  default 
judgment has been decided, I would respectfully request a copy of the order, with the language 
deemed to effectuate such result underlined or highlighted.  If my claim was dismissed, I need to 
know. 

I am faxing this to you, copy to Richard Marrs.  The formatting on this prison "TRULINCS" 
program is  wretched.   I  am barred  by  the  prison  from accessing  sensible  word  processing 
software, or accessing other necessaries such as the rules of this court and other state courts.  I  
hope that your review of the file will render the lack of access (which I would have absent the 
invidious interference of the Department of Justice) a moot point with respect to this case.  By 
getting help on the outside I am able to create a document that at least has normal fonts and 
margins. 

My prison address is Oscar Stilley,  Inmate ID 10579-062, FCC Forrest City Low, PO 9000, 
Forrest City, AR 72336.  Mail is forwarded to me from my previous legal address, 7103 Race 
Track Loop, Fort Smith, AR 72916, but my prison address is preferable.   I do take email at 
oscar@oscarstilley.com, but if this is used you should request confirmation that the document 
was forwarded to me. 

Thanks very much for your consideration of this request. 

Kindest personal regards,

/s/ Oscar Stilley



Oscar Stilley
os
c:   Richard Marrs; rmarrs1025@aol.com

mailto:rmarrs1025@aol.com

