
...RSVP volunteers serving toward a coordinated com-
munity response to family safety in our community with  
goals of safety for victims and children, and ac-
countability for abusers. 

What happens at the courthouse is serious business. And as Court Watch monitors., what is observed 
is sometimes not pleasant; however, this volunteer reminds us that we can look for the “lite-side” in 
Court, and also in our daily lives to help us keep a healthy perspective.  You will find more serious 

content on the inside, but we want to start this issue with a smile.  

An Occasional  Wrap-Up of Un-important Sightings  
Around & In the Tulsa County Courthouse  
from “Broadway” Bryan Pollard, RSVP Court Watch Volunteer 

STYLIN’ AWARDS: 

 A very cute young lady with equal amounts of bleached blond and pink 
neon hair. 

A gentleman, reading a scholarly journal while hanging out at the library, 
with a long mullet topped off with a black baseball type cap, labeled 
―Coroner‖ in white letters. 

A ―with it‖ thirty something gentleman on the courthouse mall, with two 
eyebrow piercings (ouch), lightly spiked hair, wearing a black t-shirt 
with large white letters which proclaimed him to be a ―Crystal Method-

ist‖.  I saw the same guy the next day wearing an OU shirt - go figure. 

THE PUBLIC EVANGELISM AWARD: 

 This award should be awarded to the frustrated TV preacher who de-
livered a sermon of at least 45 minutes to himself last week, again on the 
Courthouse Plaza.  His delivery was smooth and well-rehearsed, with a casual 
yet attractive ―meandering‖ style, made possible by the lack of podium, stage, 
or listeners.  He had an effective mix of seriousness and humor, as evidenced 

by his occasional halting to giggle with his target ―audience.‖ 

THE “NAIVETÉ” AWARD: 

 This award should be awarded to the person I overheard say ―Well, 
the numbers don’t lie.‖  Apparently he has never heard the old adage that 

―Figures lie and liars figure.‖ 

THE “UNUSUAL COME-ON AWARD”: 

 Should go to the driver of the car with the windshield sticker stating 

―Show me your piercings, and I’ll show you mine.‖ 

Court Watch “Observation-Lite”  
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should. Community health and 
safety suffers and the voiceless 
become victims of their inac-
tion. 
When asked by a school 
teacher what advise he would 
give teachers for interesting 
their students in the judicial 
system, Steve said he would tell  
them to teach law, civics, and 

government classes. 

For more information and links 
to data and newsletter from the 
Tulsa County District At-
torney’s Office, see: 

www.da.tulsacounty.org/  

court monitor reported that Judge 
David Youll had devised a new 
procedure that was working very 
well to track perpetrators while 
also serving to better manage 
what had been a cluttered and 
cumbersome docket.  The ―3-
strikes; you’re out‖ rule was also 
established.  On the 3rd violation 
the district attorney may seek to 
accelerate or revoke any proba- 

tion entered by the court. 

 
A section of the OK domestic 
violence statute (21 O.S. Section 
644) was expanded to include 
the monitoring process for per-
petrators court-ordered to do-
mestic violence batterers coun-
seling.  The expansion was writ-
ten following input from Court 
Watch volunteers to a represen-
tative of the Oklahoma Coalition 
for  Domestic Violence and Sex-
ual Assault (OCADVSA).  A 

Crime Commission Quarterly 

Volunteer Meeting  

Statute Expansion Based on Judge’s Remedy 
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JJAILAIL  CCOUTUREOUTURE 
 
Color of suit de-
termines inmate 
status at Tulsa 
County Jail: 

black & white stripeτ
violent 
whiteτtrusty/kitchen 
orangeτgeneral population 
orange & white stripeτhigh 
bond 
blueτjuvenile 

 

Crime 
Commis-
sion volun-
teers and 
interested 
RSVP  
Court 

Watch volunteers attended 
the quarterly August 21, 
2008 Crime Commission 
volunteer meeting held at  

RSVP. 

Steve Kunzweiler, Lead Tulsa 
County Criminal Prosecutor 
presented data and informa-
tion about crime in Tulsa .  
Kunzweiler advised that, 
―Public safety depends on 
performance of the District 
Attorney. ―  He went on to 
say that the Tulsa County 
office is underfunded, that it 
doesn’t receive state funding 
in accordance with the rate 
of violent cases to be tried.  
In Tulsa County, each Assis-
tant District Attorney is as-
signed approximately 300 
cases per year. That’s 25 a 
month and many are open at 
the same time.  
He advised also that if citi-
zens don’t become involved, 
then the judicial process and 

laws don’t work as they  

 The general public would probably 

not immediately recognize this 

homicide as domestic violence; 

however, the facts of the case as 

reported during the trial make it 

clear that it was.  This story is a 

classic example of how domestic 

violence leaks into and impacts the 

general publics’ health and safety.  

Keishia Williamson, 19,  lost her life 

while out delivering church pam-

phlets as a  result of a domestic 

violence incident between Jermaine 

Jeffrey and his girlfriend.      

The case defendant caused the 

death of nineteen- year-old Keishia 

Williamson while eluding police 

officers.  TPD officers responded to 

a domestic violence call after the 

defendant fired two shots at his 

girlfriend. She was un-injured. The 

defendant escaped from officers in 

an 87 mph chase, lost control of the 

car and crashed into Miss William-

son’s car, wrapping it around a util-

ity pole so tightly that the jaws-of-

life were not able to extract the 

victim. The car was pried from the 

pole by several police officers and 

firefighters. The defendant was 

caught six weeks later as a result of 

a Crime Stoppers tip.  

The jury found the defendant, 30, 

guilty of all charges and was sen-

tenced to 44 years and 2-$2,000 

fines; he must serve 38 years before 

he is considered for parole.  During 

sentencing stage, prosecutors intro-

duced evidence that he had a 2007 fel-

ony conviction for possessing a con-

trolled drug. 

Nothing is known about Miss Wil-

liamson’s family and how they are 

faring following the tragic loss of 

their young family member. 

—from Theresa Hansen, RSVP 

Court Watch Volunteer 

Case Review  
CF 2007 -45861  

mailto:http://www.positscience.com/
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The 2008 Oklahoma Domes-
tic Violence Fatality Review 
Board Annual Report includes 

the following data in the brief: 

- 57% of domestic violence vic-
tims and perpetrators were co-

habitating 

- 51% of victims were killed by a 
current or former intimate part-

ner 

- 32% of the reviewed cases had 

a child witness 

- 49% of perpetrators had made 
death threats against their victim 

before the homicide 

It is the mission of the Review 
Board to increase professional 
and public awareness of the dan-
gers and warning signs of vola-
tile domestic violence situations 
so future deaths can be pre-
vented.  The Board operates 
under the auspices of the Okla-
homa Office of the Attorney 
General.  
During 2009, 74 men, women, 
and children died as a result of 
domestic violence homicide in 
Oklahoma, to the best knowl-
edge and awareness of the 

Board.  

Main activities of the Fatality 
Review Board in 2008 were col-
laborations with US Attorneys’ 
Offices, and with the Child 
Death Review Board.  An Okla-

homa Lethality Assessment Inter-
vention is planned and imple-
mented with a goal to evaluate 
the effectiveness of a brief Lethal-
ity Assessment and intervention 
protocol implemented by police 
officers, and supported by social 
service providers, conducted at 
the scene of a domestic violence 
incident in Oklahoma. Broken 
Arrow and Tulsa Police Depart-
ments are participating study sites 

with DVIS/Call Rape. 

Of the 305 homicide cases re-

viewed from 1998 through 2008: 

 - Firearms were used in 57% of 

 the reviewed cases. 

- 76% of victims and 48% of per-
petrators had never previously 

been arrested. 

- In 80% of all of the cases where 
a protective order was active at 
the time of the homicide, the de-
fendant had violated the PO prior 

to the homicide. 

- Law enforcement had re-
sponded to previous domestic 
disturbances in 28% of all the 

cases. 

- In 61% of all reviewed cases, 
other people were aware that the 
violence was occurring. This rises 
to 77% in the intimate partner 
cases.  Persons who knew prior 
to the homicide that domestic 
violence was occurring included 

family members (68%), friends (56%), 

and law enforcement (40%). 

- Charges were filed in 89% of the 
cases where the perpetrator did not 
commit suicide and convictions were 
attained in 87% of those cases. 81% of 
those convicted were sent to prison; 
11% received a split prison and pro-
bation sentence; 2% received proba-
tion only; 5% were ordered into DOJ 
custody; 1% was sentenced to county 
jail and 1% received only a fine.  
Recommended actions to improve 
the system response to domestic vio-
lence and prevent homicide are  

ATLAS: 

A—Awareness 
T—Training 
L—Legislation 
A—Assessment 

S—Safety  

Thanks to the Oklahoma Domestic Vio-

lence Fatality Review Board members for 

this report that assists advocates 

throughout Oklahoma in planning where  

our efforts are needed. 

 

teer, reports that while 
teaching a specialized class to 
medical school interns, he 
ventured a question regarding 
domestic violence training.  
Interns verified that they 
were being taught and that 
the connection between vio-

lence and health is apparent. 

In Oklahoma, 
OU Medical 
School in-
cludes teach-
ing for Pre-
Med students 
that includes 

the basics of domestic vio-
lence.   Dr. Norman 
Simon, Court Watch volun-

Tulsa People Magazine, Sept 09, featured 
the article, òA Domestic Disturbance.ó that 
provided contact info for Tulsaõs domestic 
violence service agencies, and also noted the 
work of the Family Safety Court Watch pro-
gram.  Read the informative community 
awareness and educational article at  
www.tulsapeople.com.   

2008 DV Fatality Review Annual Report 2008 DV Fatality Review Annual Report  

It’s Not Just A Women’s Issue  www.endabuse.org. 

Page 3 

During 2008, Court Watch volunteers pre-

sented to the OK Fatality Review Board the 

results of a Court Watch Tulsa County 

Fatality Review study of domestic violence 

homicide cases from 1998-2005. From 

Brandi Littlejohn of the Oklahoma Attorney 

General’s Office: Thank you for coming. The 

board was very interested in your data and 

information.  Board members always like to 

see communities coming together to address 

the local issue.  

http://www.endabuse.org


safe@work coalition's goal is to 
reach as many employers, from the 
smallest mom and pop shops to the 
largest corporations and agencies, 
and to build a national model to 
create a safe and efficient work-
place for the employer while at the 
same time creating a secure work 
environment for victims of domes-

tic abuse. 

 The website is provided as 
an informational resource only and 

is not intended to be legal or 
professional advice. If you have 
questions about the application 
of issues raised to your particu-
lar situation, seek the advice of a 
competent attorney or profes-
sional.  
 The project is sponsored 
by Liz Claiborne, Inc. and Al-
tria. For additional resources, 
see Corporate Alliance to 
End Domestic Violence at 

www.caedv.org.    

The safe@work website is de-
signed to assist employers in 
addressing the issue of domestic 
violence. It has been organized 
to make available information 
about training curricula and 
model domestic violence work-
place policies, address legal is-
sues, provide domestic violence 
statistics and resources for em-
ployers and employees as well as 
offer referrals to necessary ser-
vice providers.   The 

RSVP Court Watch volunteer, 
Theresa Hansen (aka Mother 
Theresa), was the May 1, 2009 
Law Day Liberty Bell Award   
recipient from the Tulsa  

County Bar Association.   

Theresa has served with the 
RSVP Court Watch program 
since July, 2001.  Her work at the 
courthouse has included observ-
ing domestic violence cases in the 
misdemeanor arraignment and 
family division court rooms.  She 
also continues to serve as recep-
tionist and litigant info support 
for family division dockets on 
Monday and Tuesday of each 

week.   

Theresa provides mentoring sup-
port to new Court Watch volun-
teers, and she regularly attends 

domestic violence advocacy train-
ings sponsored by the Attorney 
General and the Oklahoma Coali-
tion Against 
Domestic Vio-
lence and Sex-

ual Assault. 

Theresa has 
donated an 
average of 61 
hours per 
month to the 
courts since 
July 2001, with 
a result of in-
creased ser-
vices and sup-
port to people 
who use the 
Family Division and Criminal Mis-

demeanor Courts. 

On occasion, a litigant has 
needed special services and infor-
mation and court personnel 

weren’t able to leave 
the courtroom to pro-
vide assistance.  One 
man was told by a Pub-
lic Defender, ―Go find 
the little white-haired 
lady on the 2nd floor; 
she’ll help you.‖  And 
she did.  At other 
times, Theresa pre-
sented  crime victim 
survivors with volun-
teer-crafted Hope Blos-
soms to hold while wit-
nessing during difficult 
domestic trials.  

Theresa serves from her heart 
and we’re proud to call her our 
friend and co-worker in the 

Courts.  Thank you , Mother T! 

During 2008, Court Watch volun-
teer, Chris Wright , tracked and 
documented 141domestic vio-
lence, sexual assault, elder and 
child abuse-related articles ap-
pearing in the Tulsa World.  

 
The exercise objective is an at-
tempt to identify reporting trends 
in regard to those issues.                                  

2003 -    $447,207.89 (3 months)  
2004 - $5,529,924.63 
2005 - $5,603,821.99 
2006 - $4,178,849.74 
2007 - $4,205,998.58  
2008   $3,110,784.33 
2009   $   734,949.99 (2 months) 

Total  $23,811,532.15 
Total indicates the combined delinquent 
dollars to date court-ordered paid by 
non-custodial guardian to custodial 
caregivers for child care. This data was 

generated by Carolyn Parmeter. 

The project was expanded in 2009 
to include television news track-
ing.  

If you enjoy doing research on 
your computer and have an inter-
est in the subject of safe families, 
please contact Sherry Clark at 
RSVP to express interest in learn-
ing about this volunteer opportu-
nity. 

Domestic Violence In the Workplace  
According to the National Institute for Occupational Safety & Health, homicide is the leading cause of death of women in the workplace. 

TCBA Liberty Bell Award to Court Watch Volunteer  

Delinquent Child Sup -

port Contempt Cases  

 

Media Tracking Report 2008  



During 2008, 8  Court Watch 
volunteers observed and docu-
mented data for 730 protective 
order (PO) hearings  in Tulsa 

County Protective Order Court. 

Of those cases, 8% (56) were 
granted permanent protective 

orders. 

42% (216) emergency protective 
orders (EPO) were continued for 
a time specified by the judge and 
required the plaintiff to return  

for another hearing.  

15% (109) PO’s were granted by 
default because the defendant 
failed to appear in court in re-

sponse to a summons. 

5% (36) cases were consolidated 
with divorce or other civil pro-
ceedings.  These cases are be-
coming difficult to track as they 
sometimes negotiated away with 

terms of divorce and custody. 

19% (140) of the cases were dis-
missed because the plaintiff failed 
to appear at the hearing,  10% 
(74)were dismissed because the 
plaintiff requested the EPO be 
dropped, 10% (75) cases were 
dismissed because both defendant 
and plaintiff failed to appear,  2% 
(14) were dismissed because of 
insufficient evidence,  filed in the 
wrong county, or the statute re-
quirements weren’t met.  In 9% 
(64) of the dismissed cases the 
court order wasn’t served to the 

defendant.  

On 32% of the cases (232), chil-
dren were involved. 160 were 

included on the protective orders, 
while 72 were in the home but not 

included on the protective order.  

Of the 193 cases in which the ob-
server was able to determine the 
relationship of the parties, 11% 
were spouses, 2% were parent/
child, 53% were daters or former 

daters. 

85% of plaintiffs were pro se and 
12% hired attorneys; 78% of defen-
dants were pro se and 18% hired 
attorneys to represent them in 

proceedings.  

In order 
to im-
prove 
safety out-
comes for 
victims 
and chil-
dren, 
Court Watch recommended the 

following:  

¶ National data suggests that 
permanent orders of protec-
tion increases safety for vic-

tims. 

¶ Include children on protective 
orders—supporting data  
about children living in homes 
where domestic violence is 
present increases safety risk 

for children and for pets. 

¶ Don’t consolidate protective 
orders with family court ac-
tion, i.e.; divorce, child custody 
and support .  Let the Protec-
tive Order stand separately, 
alongside the family court peti-

tions. 

¶ Increase victim advocacy in 
the protective order court 
with a goal of increased safety 
for victims and their children 
when they follow through 
and return to court for their 
pre-scheduled full hearing, to 
show community support for 
victims,  and to continue to 
assist victims with safety plan-

ning. 

¶ Place signage on seating to 
indicate plaintiffs in front 

benches, and 
defendants in 

back. 

¶ Assign a 
deputy to the 
1st floor, west 
end hallway be-
fore 9:00 docket 

call to assure peace between 
waiting litigants.  Or—open 
#158 courtroom doors for 
plaintiffs only prior to 9:00 

docket call. 

¶ Make daily announcement to 
gallery prior to docket call to 
include: introductions, proc-
ess explanation, and court 

etiquette. 

¶ Allow petitioners to always 
bring a family member/friend 
into the courtroom for sup-
port. Crowded courtrooms 
are a problem, but petition-
ers having support and family/
friends  understanding the 
process are tied to victim 

safety.  

months and $1,000 fine, he was 
allowed to plea bargain down to a 
misdemeanor offense.  
 
Thumbs Up: PO Court staff are 
attentive and alert, and also kind 

Thumbs Down: CF-2008-3175 
A defendant charged with Assault 
and Battery—Domestic by Stran-
gulation bonded for $20,000.  
Though the charge calls for an 

automatic sentence of 6 

and patient when issuing 

orders and explanations.  

Judge is informed regard-
ing law, and thoughtful 

regarding decisions. 

2008 Court Watch Protective Order Report  

PO Court Subjective Report Commentary  

The cost of one domestic violence homicide 

case tried in Tulsa County in August, 2006 

was estimated at $860,000.ñCourtesy of 

Ann Patterson Dooley Family Safety Center, Tulsa 
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By William C. Kellough, State Dis-

trict Court Judge, Tulsa, OK 

I just passed my two and one 

half year anniversary as a State 

District Court trial judge as-

signed to the criminal division. It 

is far too early to reminisce; and 

I generally dislike legal ―war sto-

ries‖ told either to me or com-

ing from me. They generally 

t e n d  t o w a r d  s e l f -

aggrandizement and often have a 

punch line without much punch. 

I do, however, tend to reflect; 

and milestone an-

niversaries are 

good occasions for 

reflection – to 

sum up where we 

have been and 

what the road 

ahead looks like.  

    My first obser-

vation is that sit-

ting on the bench, 

hearing and joining in legal argu-

ment, selecting and instructing 

juries, watching, often with ad-

miration (and sometimes pain-

fully enduring) voir dire, exami-

nation and cross examination of 

witnesses, takes me back to my 

roots as a law student and 

young lawyer who spent most 

of every day at the courthouse. 

These experiences remind me 

how stimulating and satisfying is 

the practice of law in its purest 

form. 

    The elemental forces at work 

in the courtroom reflect the 

most basic, even primitive im-

pulses we possess as humans. 

We have an innate sense that 

reality exists which can be de-

fined as truth, that there is right 

and wrong conduct, that people 

respond to events and make 

events happen based on love 

and fear and courage and de-

spair. These are the concerns of 

lawyers and judges; and they so 

obviously distinguish our envi-

ronment from the business of-

fice, the boardroom, the class-

room, even the surgical operat-

ing theater where other tal-

ented professionals ply their 

trades. We ―few, we happy few‖ 

in the practice of law can, if we 

approach our profession openly 

and without cynicism, live life on 

a larger scale than even the 

most accomplished 

members of other disci-

plines. 

    In short, a year on 

the bench has been an 

exhilarating ride. 

    But on a less per-

sonal and motivational 

level, sobering thoughts 

and a sense of tragedy 

at times seize the mind of the 

neophyte jurist. Social and psy-

chological trauma are daily oc-

currences and the tools of the 

criminal judge are few.  Most of 

us, whether we know it or not, 

are now of the legal realist 

school. The judicial philosophies 

of Holmes and Cardozo have 

taken the field formerly held by 

legal practitioners and scholars 

who believed that the common 

law has an independent exis-

tence and can, through dili-

gence, research or divine revela-

tion, be found. Most of us now 

look for pragmatic solutions to 

problems using the tools of law 

rather than subscribing to the 

belief that the law is a construct, 

an omnipotent oracle to be in-

terpreted by high priests wear-

ing black robes. Thus, we ask 

the law to do things which it is 

sometimes incapable of doing. 

Much has to be left to the wis-

dom of democratic governance 

and applied social science. 

Judges must learn to know 

where these boundaries lines 

are. 

    I do not want to suggest that 

the dialogue and mood at the 

criminal bar is always lofty, seri-

ous or somber. It isn’t. There is 

a species of black humor that 

infuses the daily docket and 

from time to time erupts even 

in open court, and even among 

the prisoners in the dock, who, 

after all, are emphatically human 

and often capable of seeing the 

irony in their own predicament. 

My job is to make sure that hu-

mor is never turned against any 

defendant or the lawyers, for 

that matter. That leaves me as 

the target of most of my own 

gentle jabs. Having raised three 

daughters, I am used to being 

the target of a well placed barb! 

    This brings me to another 

neophyte observation: lawyers 

in the criminal bar are not only 

generally congenial and skilled 

professionals they are also ethi-

cal to a high, and perhaps unex-

pected, degree. When I debrief 

juries after trial they invariably 

tell me how surprised they are 

at the quality of the advocacy in 

my court. This is the public side 

of the process. What the jurors 

do not see, and I often do, is the 

highly ethical way these lawyers 

deal with each other and the 

court. Invariably, counsel will 

point out clear precedent 

against their arguments. Rarely 

does anyone object to exten-

sions of time for good cause. 

Reflections of a Judicial Neophyte  
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(con t inued  f rom page 6)  

Courtesy is shown to the op-

posing side and to the judge 

who at times (heaven forbid) 

makes a boneheaded ruling! 

These are episodes which are 

not, sadly, repeated uniformly 

throughout the courthouse. 

Perhaps part of the reason is 

that, for obvious reasons, crimi-

nal lawyers are not in the emo-

tional grip of their clients. Pro-

fessional dispassion is a funda-

mental trait of the lawyer who 

excels at his or her craft. As a 

judge, I consider it my duty to 

encourage this kind of behavior. 

Most of the time, I just watch 

and stay out of the way. 

    Experience teaches that jus-

tice – the product of good judg-

ing – requires an even handed 

application of pragmatism, to 

solve the problem at hand, and 

broader judicial reasoning, to 

inform the public and to support 

the structure of the law so it 

may survive and prosper beyond 

the immediate case. I am hope-

ful that given more time on the 

bench, I can continue to refine 

this balance between competing 

forces. The effort is and will be 

rewarding and, with any luck, 

successful.   

propriating the senior’s money by 

taking over their finances and 

misusing powers of attorney or at 

other times by convincing the 

elderly to give them large 

amounts of money under various 

guises such as needing a new car 

to come visit them etc. Strangers 

on the other hand employ differ-

ent methods including phone 

promises that the senior has won 

a lottery and needs to send some 

good faith money, calling and pos-

ing as their bank’s or credit card 

company’s employee and obtain-

ing account numbers, credit card 

numbers, etc. As seniors have 

become more computer literate, 

the scams now include so called 

phishing sites, and placement of 

viruses on computers not pro-

tected by security programs 

which can send back to the crimi-

nal duplication of every key 

pressed on the keyboard by the 

victim. 

  The second and final talk was 

given by William Whited an Okla-

homa State Long Term Care 

Ombudsman. He also addressed 

the rapidly growing nature of this 

type of crime and indicated the 

need to take a multifaceted ap-

proach to the problem. This in-

cluded trying to get law enforce-

ment to be more aware and re-

On Tuesday, August 19, 2008, a 

conference was hosted by the 

Oklahoma Bankers Associa-

tion and the Tulsa Area 

Agency on Aging entitled 

―Financial Exploitation of the Eld-

erly‖. Two talks on the subject 

were presented. In the first, 

Elaine Dodd, from the Bankers 

Association, discussed the magni-

tude of the problem, in particular 

pointing out that in the past ten 

years abuse of elderly persons has 

increased by more than 150%. 

More than 2/3rds of the abusers 

are family members of the victims 

and are typically serving in the 

care-giving role. Seniors are tar-

geted for a number of reasons. 

These include the disproportion-

ately high percentage of the coun-

try’s wealth they hold; many live 

alone; they may be cognitively or 

physically impaired; they may lack 

knowledge on financial and legal 

issues; are often overly trusting; 

and there is typically a low risk to 

the perpetrators with minimal 

penalties usually given. In Tulsa, 

for example, in the past six years 

there has only been one prosecu-

tion of an individual for financial 

abuse of an elderly individual. The 

methods used by trusted friends, 

family and care-givers to exploit 

the elderly typically involve misap-

sponsive to the problem as well 

as involving the district attor-

ney’s office in more aggressive 

prosecution of the criminals. He 

also encouraged the need to 

involve seniors in the process by 

reaching out at senior fairs, day 

centers, and workshops and 

utilizing seniors as volunteers to 

try and identify abuses, educate 

others, etc. Mr. Whited also 

spoke for continued legislative 

action to improve the existing 

laws on these problems and the 

need to widely publicize the 

problem and alert the public 

through the use of TV, radio, 

newspaper articles, training of 

the clergy, and educating banks 

and credit unions and their em-

ployees to recognize illegal or 

questionable financial transac-

tions by caregivers. In addition, 

consideration needs to be given 

to better funding of organiza-

tions and programs involved 

with protecting the elderly in 

the same way that recent years 

have seen significant growth in 

money allotted for the issues of 

child and domestic abuse. It was 

also pointed out by members of 

the audience that what may ini-

tially begin as financial abuse not 

uncommonly will progress on to 

verbal and physical 

abuse as well. 

Financial Exploitation of the Elderly is Abuse by Norman M. Simon, M.D. 
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On these dates I observed the first 
degree murder trial of Mr. Patrick 
Amos Pflueger (CF-2007-3014).  He 
was charged with the murder, along 
with two other men, of a homeless 
man in an abandoned apartment 
building on the night of May 30 into 
May 31, 2007.  Allegedly, on May 30, 
the McGee brothers were stealing 
copper pipe from the abandoned 
apartment building across the street 
from their mother’s house where 
they were living.  While doing this, 
they were yelled at by Mr. John Lee 
Seely, a 62-year-old white male living 
in the building.  Mr. Seely said he 
would call the police.  They contin-
ued to steal the pipe, but returned 
that night with their friend and fellow 
―Blood‖ gang member, Mr. Pflueger.  
Apparently, they were going to settle 

the score with Mr. Seely. 

According to testimony, after enter-
ing the apartment house at about 
midnight, the three men found Mr. 
Seely ―asleep‖ (with a .34% blood 
alcohol content).  After Patrick uri-
nated on him, Patrick and one of the 
brothers began to kick him in the 
head and body, beat him with fists, 
and attack him with a cabinet door.  
The third man, Leslie McGee, one of 
the brothers, also admitted some 
lesser participation.  The homeless 
man never defended himself.  When 
the men left him, Leslie said Mr. Seely 
was ―snoring,‖ but the medical exam-
iner stated what they heard was 
―death rattle‖, a sign that Mr. Seely’s 
brain was not monitoring his breath-
ing.  In other words, he was in a 

coma. 

About 1:00 am on May 31, 2007, ac-
cording to testimony, Patrick called 
―Linda,‖ the mother of two of his 
children, and asked if he could come 
spend the night.  She said ―No, I’m 
staying with my boyfriend at my sis-
ter and her boyfriend’s 
house.‖  (None of my quotes are 
exact, just the best I recollect).  She 
agreed to meet him at a nearby loca-
tion.  They met and walked back to 
the abandoned apartments.  Patrick 
wanted to show her something.  
They entered the building with the 

two brothers, they returned to the 
scene of the beating, and Patrick and 
Dusty resumed their attack of Mr. 
Seely.  He was still ―snoring‖, accord-
ing to Leslie.  They kicked him, 
punched him, and dragged him down 
the hall to another apartment, where 
Patrick allegedly dropped a television 
on his head after Dusty kicked Mr. 
Seely in the genitals.  The TV was 
also tossed onto the comatose man’s 
legs.  ―Linda‖ was encouraged to par-
ticipate, but did not.  As far as Leslie’s 
testimony went, Leslie didn’t either.  
―Linda‖ was ―freaking out‖.  When 
the group left, Mr. Seely was still 
―snoring‖.  Approximately two hours 
later, ―Linda‖ called 911 and told the 
operator of the injured man’s loca-
tion, even though according to testi-
mony Patrick told her that ―snitches 
lie in ditches‖.  She tried to remain 
anonymous but the police just called 

her back from the caller I.D. number. 

The case hinged on the eye witness 
stories of two people, Leslie McGee 
(a co-defendant) and ―Linda.‖  Both 
witnesses have proven to be truth-
challenged in that their stories 
changed in the early days of the in-
vestigations. ―Linda‖ was the cor-
roborating witness.  There were pic-
tures, expert testimony of a medical 
examiner, testimony of detectives, 
etc., to corroborate the story and 
circumstances, but the testimony of 

these two people was key to the trial. 

I  researched the family names in 
open records and it appears that Pat-
rick’s guardian was accused in 1994 
of violating Oklahoma’s Compulsory 
Education Act.  Did Patrick go to 
school?  I don’t know.  There were 
records of Protective Orders on be-
half of the guardian, Patrick, his 
brother, and his sister.  Was there 
violence in his family?  I don’t know.  
There were records of his and his 
brother’s arrest on various charges, 
including open container, joy riding, 
drug possession, possession of a fire-
arm by a convicted felon, drug para-
phernalia possession, and speeding.  
There were many references to the 
family name in divorces, lawsuits, 
protective orders, etc.  Was this man 

the result of a longtime family culture 

of violence?  I don’t know. 

After closing arguments, which in-
cluded heated speeches and counter-
speeches of the opposing attorneys, 
the case went to the jury at 5:00 pm.  
At 7:00 pm they announced they were 
unable to agree.  A mis-trial was ruled. 
and re-trial was set for 2-17-09; how-
ever, on 10-27-2008, Patrick Pfleuger 
pled guilty.  He was convicted of  2nd 
degree murder (amended from 1st 
degree) and sentenced to 15 years in 
prison concurrently with two other 

felony cases. 

One final note.  Personally, I have to 
wonder if I, as an imagined member of 
this jury, could have made these im-
portant decisions in just two hours.  I  
spent more time than that just thinking 
about this case last night.  I can’t prop-
erly write my observations in this re-

port in just two hours.) 

This case reminds me that horrific 
crimes are committed for unfathom-
able reasons.  The most creative 
screen-writer in the world couldn’t 
make up a story such as this one.  And  
if one could, I would hope that no one 

would want to read or watch it. 

Note: 75% of dv injuries happen above 
the neck.  Dentists often see the ravages 
of violence in their patients’ mouths, on-
heads and necks —Leslie L. Halpern DDS 
MD PhD MPH, Harvard School of Dental 

Medicine.,   

Court Watch Observation: Murder Trial —9/22/08  
Dr. Bryan Pollard, DDS Court Watch Volunteer 
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From the Tulsa District Attor-
neyôs Office: August 2009 

Number of domestic-related  
criminal cases set for prosecution:  

¶ 26 felony 

¶ 117 misdemeanor 
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