
July 14, 2011

Council on Judicial Complaints
1901 N. Lincoln Boulevard
Oklahoma City, OK 73105

Re:  Patterson et ux v. Springer et al  CJ-2008-2961 (Tulsa County District Court, Tulsa County,  
Oklahoma)

Dear Council Representative:

I had a friend get information on your organization.  I tried to call your office to discuss the best 
way to approach this matter, but my call wasn't taken, presumably because I'm in prison.  

Please pardon the small print, tiny margins, etc.  I'm drafting this on Trulincs, which doesn't  
allow me to set fonts or margins, italicize, bold or underline, etc.  I have no access to a word 
processor that makes sense.

Here's the situation in a nutshell.  The referenced case was brought by Eddy and Judy Patterson, 
against me and others, in 2008.  It was a refiling of a previous case in the same court, numbered 
CJ-2005-7343, which was never served on me.  After much delay I was served with the refiled  
complaint.   I  filed an answer,  and also filed a counterclaim complaint.   The Plaintiffs  didn't  
respond to the counterclaim complaint.   

A dismissal  was entered without notice to me,  on October 27,  2009, the second day of my 
criminal trial in federal court.  On 1-22-2010 I paid $59.30 to refile the case, and filed a verified 
motion for default judgment.  The Pattersons didn't respond until I sent a letter to then Judge 
Deborah Shallcross, asking for an order to be entered, due to the lack of response to the motion 
for default.  The Patterson’s' lawyer, Richard Marrs, thereupon objected, but proffered no answer 
to the complaint, nor any allegedly meritorious defense. 

I called Judge Shallcross repeatedly, before being incarcerated on federal charges on 4-23-2010. 
Her personnel told me that the matter was before the Court for a ruling, and that I would just 
have to be patient.  On 4-22-2011, (the second day of my sentencing proceedings) she re-entered 
the dismissal of the complaint against me and my co-defendants, (which technically was not 
resurrected by my refiling of the counterclaim) but said nothing about my pending motion for 
default judgment.  

I've been trying for well over a year to get a ruling on my motion for default judgment.  Herewith 
please find a copy of my most recent letter to Judge Carlos Chappelle, who replaced Shallcross 
at the beginning of 2011. No ruling has been forthcoming, either from former Judge Shallcross, 
or from sitting Judge Carlos Chappelle. 

I'm asking the Council to both 1) help me get a ruling, and 2) investigate the conduct of Judges 
Shallcross and Chappelle.   Both these judges have refused to rule on my motion for default 
judgment, despite the complete lack of any identifiable defense, meritorious or otherwise.  This 



refusal appears to be the result of interference by Department of Justice (DOJ) operatives who 
managed to put me in prison last summer, in a case entitled US v. Lindsey Springer and Oscar 
Stilley, US District Court, NDOK, Case No. CR-09-043.  Those convictions are under appeal, in 
Tenth Circuit cases numbered 10-5055 and 10-5057.  

In support of these claims, please consider the following testimony of Eddy and Judy Patterson, 
in NDOK Case No. 09-43, on October 29, 2009:

(Cross examination of Eddy Patterson, by Lindsey Springer) Page 767 lines 13- 25:

13 Q.  And at the same time in 2005, isn't it true you 
14 hired the Richardson Law Firm to sue me, Oscar Stilley 
15 and Jerold Barringer for RICO? 
16 A.  No.     
17 Q.  Okay.    
18 A. They approached my wife and said they would handle 
19 it on a contingency basis.  There was no charges for them 
20         handling it.     
21 Q.  Could you tell us who they are?    
22 A.  Richardson Law Firm.
23 Q.  The just walked up to you and said, hey,
24 Mr. Patterson, we want to sue Lindsey Springer? 
25 A.   To my wife, yes. 

Page  772,  (Springer  cross  continued)  in  reference  to  a  question  about  what  pleadings  Eddy 
Patterson had seen, he said at lines 24-25 "... I had never seen anything that they filed." 

Page  773,  in  response  to  a  question  by Springer  about  representations  in  the  lawsuit,  Eddy 
Patterson at lines 22-24 said: "I never talked to them about this.  They were talking strictly with  
my wife when I was incarcerated.  I didn't hire them to do anything." 

Page 777, when asked if he was supposed to have shown up for a duly noticed deposition the 
previous week, denied it and said, at lines 14-15, that "I haven't heard anything on this case in 
over two years." 

(Cross examination by Oscar Stilley begins at page 783) 
Page 789, lines 12-15, Eddy Patterson denies having read the civil complaint, saying "I didn't 
even know it included me until I got home." [from prison] 

Page 790, Eddy Patterson denies having a written contract, denied knowledge of the amount of 
the contingency fee, and denied knowledge of the refiling of the complaint. 

Page 791, Eddy Patterson heard from his wife Judy Patterson that "they were going to refile it 
back some time ago." 



Page 793, Eddy Patterson says that "I didn't even look at the lawsuit as being mine, as far as that  
goes.  It was my wife that they approached and agreed to represent her basically." 

Page 796, Eddy Patterson recalls US Attorney Doug Horn telling him that unless he fired Oscar 
Stilley and got another lawyer, he faced the prospect of life in prison. 

(Cross examination of Judy Patterson, by Lindsey Springer)
Pages 820-821, Judy Patterson flatly admits that she gave no substantial assistance to the federal 
government prior to getting her reduction from 18 months in prison to 4 months.  She admits that 
she didn't meet with anybody prior to the day the William Widell drove down to get her out of 
prison.

The Richardson Law Firm may be merely guilty of solicitation, with respect to Judy Patterson. 
With respect to Eddy Patterson, the ethical breaches are far worse.  The lawsuit appears to have 
been a usurpation of the role of attorney for Eddy Patterson, without his consent or knowledge.   

Clearly, any responsible lawyer would at minimum 1) ask Eddy Patterson for his express consent 
to file a civil complaint, and 2) inquire as to the relevant facts.  One of the questions which must 
be asked before suing a former lawyer is "Do you owe the said lawyer, and if so how much?"  

This question wasn't asked.  Since Eddy Patterson was never consulted at all, prior to filing the 
complaint, it would have been rather embarrassing to later ask him about the allegations in the 
counterclaim complaint.  So the lawyers involved in the case simply didn't do anything.  They 
cannot very well come up with a defense without discussing the matter with Eddy Patterson.  If 
they talk to Eddy Patterson, they will have to admit that they exposed him to a counterclaim for a 
sum which, with interest, exceeds $20,000, without his permission.  

Absent political machinations, this would seem to be a slam dunk motion for default judgment. 
Eddy Patterson, the named plaintiff/counterclaim defendant, has no legal defense, and offered 
none when challenged to do so at the criminal trial.  Transcript at 798-799.   The lawyers who 
sued for Eddy Patterson without a contract, without discussions, and without authorization or 
agreement with Eddy Patterson, are plainly liable for the damage they have occasioned by their 
unauthorized litigation on behalf of Eddy Patterson.  

But in this case, not one but two trial judges have evaded their legal duty to enter a judgment on 
the case.  The motion for default has been ripe for decision for nearly a year and a half.  The fact 
that  two  separate  judges  have  disregarded  multiple  polite  requests  for  a  ruling  indicates  a 
conspiracy that goes beyond a single judicial officer.  

I  no longer have good contact  information for Richard Marrs.  Would you be so kind as to 
provide me with a phone number, business address, and email address for him?  If I had access to 
the internet  I  could look him up, but I  have no direct  access  to  the internet,  although I  am 
obviously able to get my correspondence, including this letter, posted to my blog.  I respectfully 
request that you find Mr. Marrs and send him a copy of this letter,  as well as a copy of the 
enclosed letter to Judge Chappelle.



Mr.  Marrs  almost  certainly  has  information  with  respect  to  the  connection  between  the 
Oklahoma state court  judges involved, and the US Attorney's  office personnel involved.  He 
should share it with the Council.  

A fair understanding of this case requires just a bit more information.  Part (but by no means all)  
of  this  obligation  was  created  because  Eddy  Patterson  requested  that  I  continue  to  provide 
services under the supervision of Mr. Barringer, for the benefit of Judy Patterson with respect to 
hear appeal, even though he had retained new counsel for himself.  I drafted a brief for Judy 
Patterson, which Mr. Barringer, subject to his review and revision, signed and submitted to the 
10th Circuit, in Judy Patterson's appeal.

The government's appellate lawyers obtained 2 extensions of time to file their response brief. 
There was no honest intent to file a response brief.  The government's lawyers needed the extra 
time to work out a deal, whereby Judy Patterson would dismiss her meritorious appeal, as part of 
the consideration given in exchange for her immediate liberty.  

The government's  deal was illegal  in many ways.   One, Judy Patterson gave no "substantial 
assistance" allowing her sentenced to be reduced pursuant to Federal Criminal Rule 35.  The 
government traded her valid criminal appeal, which entitled her to reversal and dismissal, for 
immediate release under Rule 35, without any basis for a reduction of sentence under Rule 35.  

That's a gross violation of ethics, for numerous reasons.  It was dishonest to ask the 10th Circuit 
panel  for extensions that  had nothing to do with a desire to file  a responsive brief.   It  was 
dishonest to tell NDOK District Judge Claire V. Eagan that Judy Patterson had given "substantial 
assistance"  when  she  plainly  hadn't.   It  was  dishonest  to  cheat  Judy  Patterson  out  of  an 
immediate stay, and reversal of her conviction, by deceiving Judy Patterson into dropping her 
meritorious appeal, in exchange for her immediate liberty.

The DOJ's fraud was then apparently used to get Judy Patterson to file a civil lawsuit against 
Oscar Stilley and others, for unethical purposes.  Now both the Pattersons and the lawyers who 
served as DOJ puppets seem to be coated with Teflon, shielded from either direct or indirect civil 
liability, despite the fact that such liability is clear and richly deserved.  This too, is dishonesty, 
which exposes the judicial  branch of government  to shame and public reproach.  Surely the 
prevention and punishment of such conduct is one of the principal reasons for the very existence 
of the Oklahoma Council on Judicial Complaints. 

The transcript of the criminal trial in NDOK USDC Case No. CR-09-043 may be accessed at 
http://www.4shared.com/folder/UkJp-8ao/Transcripts.html.   The  transcript  for  10-29-2009  is 
2009-10-29_JuryTrial.   Other trial days are posted there using the same naming format.  The 
dockets to the state court litigation referenced herein can be found at Oklahoma Casenet, which 
may be easily found by Google search. 

Thanks very much for your kind consideration of this request.   I look forward to your prompt 
response. 

Kindest personal regards,



/s/ Oscar Stilley

Oscar Stilley
os 


