
www.usdchs.org    Spring/Summer 2015  1   

Judge Peter McKittrick
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A New Bankruptcy Judge for Oregon
By Adair Law

Along with a courtroom full of friends, family, 
and colleagues, on April 2, 2015, at least 16 

judges comprising over 200 years of judicial expe-
rience attended the formal investiture of the Hon-
orable Peter C. McKittrick as the newest member 
of the U.S. Bankruptcy Court for the District of 
Oregon. Looking around the ceremonial court-
room on the 16th floor of the Mark O. Hatfield 
Federal Courthouse as she opened the proceed-
ings, Chief Judge Ann 
Aiken noted approvingly, 
“It’s like homecoming.” 

J u d g e  M c K i t t r i c k 
assumed his new posi-
tion Monday, January 
12, 2015. In his remarks, 
Ninth Circuit Judge N. 
Randy Smith noted that 
in taking the seat previ-
ously held by Judge Eliza-
beth Perris (who is now on senior status) Judge 
McKittrick was taking over the seat of a star. 
He reminded those assembled that bankruptcy 
judges are the face of the U.S. judicial system for 
most people.

Sitting at an unfamiliar bench, District of Ore-
gon Chief Bankruptcy Judge Frank Alley noted 
that on the desk in front of him there were two 
engraved rocks with words of wisdom. One said 
“no whining,” the other, “respect.” Oregon State 
Bar President Richard Spier noted that “Judge 
McKittrick is sitting there today because of me.” 
Spier hired McKittrick to work as a law clerk 
at Sussman Shank. McKittrick later went on to 
work for Fairleigh Wada Witt in 1986, where he 
remained as an associate, shareholder, and then 

of counsel. He was a partner with the Portland 
law firm of McKittrick Leonard LLP starting in 
2012 and has worked as a bankruptcy trustee in 
his own firm, McKittrick, Inc., since 2005.

Joseph Hunt has known Judge McKittrick since 
childhood and he described what a “wonderful 
and confusing honor” it was to be speaking on 
behalf of his friend. Judge McKittrick was born in 
St. Louis, Missouri, received his B.S. from Lewis 
& Clark College in 1981 and his J.D. from Willa-
mette University College of Law, graduating cum 
laude in 1985. As a multi-decade friend, Hunt 
noted that while he had seen his friend’s tempera-
ment tested in a variety of circumstances, “Peter 
can always find the levity in any situation.” He 
thanked him for his work in keeping their group 
of friends together through the years.

Justin Leonard, Judge McKittrick’s former law 
partner, spoke of McKittrick’s closeness to his 

Judge McKittrick
(Photo courtesy of Leonard 
Law Group, LLC)

Chief Bankruptcy Judge Frank Alley (left) with 
newly robed Judge Peter McKittrick. 
(Photo by Joseph Hunt) 

Continue on page 2
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President’s Message

Judge McKittrick 
continued from page 1

What could be more historic than the 800-year anniversary 
of the Great Charter— Magna Carta? It was June 15, 1215 
when King John signed the first contract to recognize that law 
coming up from the people was preeminent over dictates from 
the government. Eight hundred years is a long time in the con-
text of our individual lives—long enough for many to take our 
freedoms for granted. But these 800 years of freedom under 
law is the exception rather than the rule in human history. 
And so the U.S. District Court of Oregon Historical Society 
makes our humble contribution to marking this important 

anniversary of the birth of freedom in this issue of Oregon Benchmarks.
History from a more modern era comes to us this year with the publica-

tion of a new book A Life in Judging: Ted Goodwin of Oregon by Profes-
sor Stephen Wasby of University of Albany. Copies are available through 
Powell’s Books on a print-on-demand basis.

This issue also welcomes two new judges to the District of Oregon: 
Magistrate Judge Stacie Beckerman and Bankruptcy Judge Peter McKittrick 
were both sworn in this year.

We are pleased to announce that Judge Robert Jones will be the deserv-
ing recipient of our Lifetime Service Award at our Annual Dinner on 
November 12, 2015 at the Sentinel Hotel. Please mark your calendars. 

While marking your calendars for November, add August 9, 2015, the 
date for our Annual Picnic at Judge Leavy’s Hop Farm where we will be 
honoring Oregon State Court Judges. I look forward to seeing you there.

Stephen Joncus

parents and siblings, of his 23-year 
marriage to his wife, Jennifer, and 
their two children, Megan and Brian. 
He spoke of McKittrick’s inherent 
kindness and respectful demeanor, 
pointing out that as a trustee he was 
neither a bully nor a pushover. Leon-
ard cautioned Judge McKittrick’s law 
clerks that it would take them at least 
three months before they could read 
his handwriting.

 Judge McKittrick took the oath of 
office from Judge Frank Alley with 
Jennifer assisting him in putting on 
his judicial robes. In his remarks, 
he said that he was honored to take 
Judge Perris’s spot but knew he could 
never fill her shoes. He expressed his 
thanks for the mentorship he received 
from various lawyers throughout the 
years and thanked his immediate and 
extended family for their support. His 
wife Jennifer worked at his side in 
his trustee business. He spoke of his 
respect for her intellectual curiosity 
and humor (at least after 8:00 a.m.) 
and of how he would miss working 
with her. He spoke ruefully of how 
he has lost his first name with many 
of his colleagues. He is still getting 
used to the hush that descends when 
he approaches a group of lawyers.

The U.S. District Court of Oregon 
Historical Society extends a hearty 
welcome to Judge McKittrick. 

 
 

Save the date
Annual Meeting &  Dinner

November 12, 2015
at the Sentinel Hotel 
614 SW 11th Ave., Portland 
Presenting 
Judge Robert E. Jones 
with a Lifetime Service Award

Chief Bankruptcy Judge Frank Alley 
swears in Judge Peter McKittrick as his 
wife Jennifer McKittrick looks on. (Photo by 
Joseph Horn)
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On June 5, 2015, friends, fami-
lies, and colleagues attended 

the investiture of U. S. District Court 
Magistrate Stacie F. Beckerman. The 
newest member of the District of 
Oregon’s bench (she is taking the seat 
formerly held by Judge Dennis Hubel) 
led a nontraditional celebration filled 
with patriotic and inspiring song, trib-
utes, and concluded with the audience 
dancing and singing together with a 
gospel choir. 

Chief Judge Ann 
Aiken opened the 
ceremony by read-
ing portions of the 
personal statement 
Stacie Beckerman 
submitted in apply-
ing for the position 
of magistrate. In 
it, Judge Beckerman wrote that her 
inspiration to become a judge came 
from watching her father, Jerry Fatka, 
a sole practitioner in Cedar Rapids, 
Iowa. He took pro bono cases in his 
small town practice and argued before 
the Iowa Supreme Court. Jerry Fatka 
died at age 58 of a heart attack, three 
weeks after Stacie graduated from 
Harvard Law School. She began her 
career at a prestigious firm in Wash-
ington, D.C. where she represented 
clients on Capitol Hill. She was later 
an associate at Skaaden Arps in their 
offices in both Boston and Palo Alto. 
She moved to Oregon in 2006, worked 
for the Oregon Department of Justice, 
Appellate Division and was hired by 
the U.S. Attorney’s Office in 2008 
where she prosecuted white collar, 
environmental, and violent crimes.

Dressed in dark blue suits and 
holding American flags, Judge Beck-
erman’s sons (Jack, 10, and Henry, 
8) led the attendees in the Pledge of 
Allegiance. This was followed by the 
Northwest Freedom Singers, a multi-

racial gospel choir, singing “America, 
the Beautiful.” Judge Beckerman’s 
nephew, John Robinson, a recent 
Yale Law School graduate and cur-
rent clerk for the Hon. Rosemary 
Pooler on the Second Circuit Court 
of Appeals, introduced Judge Beck-
erman’s extended family. He spoke 
of their annual summer vacations to 
remote Lake Okoboji in Iowa, describ-
ing how Judge Beckerman’s extended 
family gathered at the lake and how 
the gatherings were an important 
and formative experience for family 
members.

Assistant U. S. Attorney Michelle 
Holman Kerin led a tribute to the 
first women lawyers and judges who 
were the “heroic trailblazers,” paving 
the way for women to be appointed 
to the bench. The remarks included 
an overview of the accomplishments 
of the women judges in the District 
of Oregon and were recounted by 
six young women who are currently 
enrolled or recent graduates of Oregon 
law schools, or who want to attend 
law school. They were: Charis Wolfe, 
(a third-year law student at Lewis & 
Clark Law School); Samantha Hell-
wig and Jayme Mori (recent gradu-
ates of Willamette University School 
of Law); Jennifer Martin and Andrea 

Thompson (Judge Beckerman’s first-
year summer externs from Lewis & 
Clark Law School); and Jazmyn Ortiz 
(a Portland State University student 
who wants to attend law school).

Dr. James Beckerman, Judge Beck-
erman’s husband, (a cardiologist and 
author), sat in the courtroom witness 
box with a harmonica around his neck 
and a guitar at the ready. He gave a 
touching tribute to his wife, explain-
ing that she was a compassionate 
and extraordinary woman, wife, and 
mother who would bring her insight 
and immense talents to the bench. He 
also noted that Judge Beckerman had 
requested him to sing a song at her 
investiture and to make sure that he 
sound “just like Bruce Springsteen.” 
Dr. Beckerman expressed thanks that 
he met Stacie before she met Bruce 
Springsteen, otherwise the audience 
would have been attending the inves-
titure of Judge Stacie Springsteen. He 
then sang Bruce Springsteen’s version 
of “This Land is Your Land.” Both the 
gospel choir and the audience joined 
in to sing along.

Judge Beckerman took the oath of 
office from Judge Aiken. Her mom 
(Carol Stolba), sons, and husband 
assisted her in putting on her judicial 

 
By Michelle Holman Kerin

Judge Stacie F. Beckerman

A New Magistrate Judge for Oregon

Chief Judge Ann Aiken swears in Judge Stacie Beckerman as her sons, husband, and 
mother watch. (Photo by Michelle Kerin)

Judge Beckerman
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Judge Elizabeth L. Perris was origi-
nally appointed as a bankruptcy 

judge in 1984, and was reappointed 
in 1987 (after the overhaul of the 
bankruptcy court system following 
the Supreme Court ruling in Northern 
Pipeline Construction v. Marathon 
Pipeline) and again in 2001. Judge 
Perris retired on January 11, 2015, 
and the Debtor-Creditor Section of 
the Oregon State Bar held a retire-
ment party on February 20. The eve-
ning featured a variety of speakers, a 
portrait unveiling, and reflections by 
Judge Perris. All net proceeds from the 
event were donated to the low-income 
bankruptcy clinic co-sponsored by the 
Debtor-Creditor Section and Legal Aid 
Services of Oregon.

The sold-out reception and din-
ner at the Multnomah Athletic Club 
was attended by a variety of judges, 
bankruptcy attorneys (both con-
sumer and commercial), court staff, 
and colleagues from Judge Perris’s 
decades of work as an attorney and 
judge. Ward Greene—Judge Perris’s 
former law partner—served as mas-
ter of ceremonies. Mr. Greene shared 
a number of recollections about Judge 
Perris’s accomplishments during her 
time in private practice. As attorney 
Caroline Cantrell noted during her 
remarks, anyone in the audience could 
have taken the podium and shared a 
story about why he or she admired 
Judge Perris.

Judge Anna Brown, appearing on 
behalf of the U.S. District Court His-
torical Society, spoke about Judge 
Perris’s long and successful career, 
noting that she was the fourteenth 
woman to take a judicial oath of 
office in Oregon. Bankruptcy judges 
Eugene Wedoff (Northern District of 
Illinois) and Randall Dunn (District of 
Oregon) paid tribute on behalf of the 

National Conference of Bankruptcy 
Judges. And Judge Frank Alley, the 
chief judge of the Oregon bankruptcy 
court, presented Judge Perris with a 
collection of letters and cards from 
judges throughout the country.

Attorneys Teresa Pearson and Al 
Kennedy spoke on behalf of the com-
mercial bankruptcy bar, sharing the 
perspective of lawyers who brought 
complex and high-dollar business 
disputes before the bankruptcy court. 
Mr. Kennedy related that when he 
brought out-of-town clients or attor-
neys to court in Portland, they would 
frequently remark that “they had never 
seen a judge as well prepared as Judge 
Perris, nor had they seen a courtroom 
or docket as well managed as hers.” 

Caroline Cantrell and Todd Trier-
weiler spoke on behalf of the consumer 
bankruptcy bar, explaining that Judge 
Perris devoted just as much attention to 
the problems of individual debtors as 
she did to complex commercial cases. 
Mr. Trierweiler told the audience about 
a woman who had been a client at the 
Bankruptcy Clinic. Judge Perris had 
given that evening’s opening talk to the 
clinic participants, which ended with 
a Q&A session. This particular client 
had asked a question about how resi-
dential leases were handled in bank-
ruptcy. According to Mr. Trierweiler, 
the client had been through several 
family law and criminal matters, and 
was familiar with judicial proceedings. 
Afterward, she emotionally explained 
to Mr. Trierweiler that no judge had 
ever taken the time to respond to her 
questions and treat her with respect 
in the way that Judge Perris had. As 
he explained, it made a profound dif-
ference in her life. The story brought 
many audience members to tears. 

Judge Perris was the final speaker 
of the evening, reflecting on some of 
the changes she has seen as a lawyer 
and a judge. Drawing on her experi-
ence teaching judges in former Soviet 
states, Judge Perris emphasized the 
important role that bankruptcy plays 

Judge Elizabeth Perris

Commemorating over 30 Years on the Bankruptcy Bench
By Stephen Raher

Judge Elizabeth Perris (right) with her 
wife, Beverly Schnabel.

Surrounded by family members on the occastion of her retirement dinner, Judge Elizabeth 
Perris with her arm around her father. 
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robes. In her remarks, Judge Becker-
man described her journey from the 
cornfields of Iowa to the District of 
Oregon’s bench. She told the audience 
that her heart was full of gratitude for 
the people who stood by her side and 
supported her. She especially thanked 
her three big sisters who made her 
memorize all the words to the “Free 
to Be You and Me” album of their 
youth and her older sister for taking 
her to see the U.S. Supreme Court 
when she was 12 so that she could get 
a glimpse of the “rock star,” Sandra 
Day O’Connor, the first woman to sit 
on the highest court in the country. 
She noted that although her father did 
not see how her law career progressed, 
he continues as her inspiration. She 
explained that her sons recently par-

ticipated in the Heart Walk and wore 
signs stating, “I am walking for Jerry 
Fatka.” Judge Beckerman said, “like 
them, I am walking, I am lawyering, 
I am judging, I am being, in tribute 
to my hero, my Dad.” 

In acknowledging the numerous 
federal judges in attendance (which 
included Ninth Circuit, District 
Court, and Bankruptcy judges), Judge 
Beckerman expressed gratitude for 
being “the newest member of the fam-
ily sitting over there in the jury box.” 
She playfully acknowledged that she 
was even “a little bit grateful for the 
practical jokes played on me by my fel-
low judges, who shall go unnamed.” 
She promised litigants and attorneys 
that she would use this immense 
gratitude and “pay it forward” by 

Judge Beckerman continued from page 3

in a market-driven economy, helping 
people and business recover from their 
mistakes. When Congress enacted the 
Bankruptcy Code in 1979, it reflected 
a thoughtful legislative policy decision, 
according to Judge Perris, but “I’ve 
watched as subsequent legislation has 
whittled away at peoples’ rights. It’s 
gotten tougher to be poor, and the 
Bankruptcy Code has become less 
useful to people trying to climb their 
way out.” Judge Perris also noted the 
meteoric rise of technology over the 

course of her career: “Technology can 
be a great adjunct to humans, but the 
humans seem to be going away. The 
lack of human help is the hardest on 
the poorest people because the system 
can be rigid and inflexible.”

Judge Perris is still working as a 
bankruptcy judge on recall status 
through the end of 2015. At the din-
ner, she announced that after she 
leaves the bench for good she intends 
to provide pro bono representation to 
student loan debtors.

assisting par-
ties to resolve 
cases through 
med iat ion , 
aid in reen-
try efforts of 
t h o s e  w h o 
have served 
t h e i r  s e n -
tence for their 
crime, assist 
in pre-tr ia l 

supervision of those accused of fed-
eral crimes, and recruit lawyers for 
the pro-bono panel. She ended her 
remarks with a special message to the 
children in the audience. She told them 
that she invited kids to her ceremony 
to show them that dreams can come 
true, because her dream to become 
a judge came true. She told them to 
always work hard and “stick to it” 
so they can make their dreams come 
true as well. 

Before Judge Aiken’s closing 
remarks, the Northwest Freedom 
Singers gave a stirring rendition of 
“This Little Light on Mine” that 
brought the audience to their feet 
clapping and singing along with them. 
A reception followed in the lobby of 
the courthouse. 

The U.S. District Court of Oregon 
Historical Society extends a hearty 
welcome to Judge Beckerman. 

 

Judge Beckerman’s 
proud younger son



Northwest Freedom Singers serenade the audience with “America the Beautiful” and “This 
Little Light of Mine.”  (Photos by friends of Judge Beckerman)

Warde Greene (left) with Judge Frank 
Alley (All photos by Keene Studio)
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This article is based on an oral his-
tory conducted by Brent Turvey in 
February 1993 and conversations 
with Kernan Bagley in June 2015. 
The oral history is on file with the 
Oregon Historical Society on behalf 
of the U.S. District Court of Oregon 
Historical Society.

The first 13 United States marshals, 
appointed by President George 

Washington two days after passage of 
the Judiciary Act of 1789 (a little over 
225 years ago), took the very same 
oath as did the first African Ameri-
can U.S. Marshal for the U.S. District 
of Oregon—Kernan Bagley. They 
all promised to perform their duties 
under the Constitution and laws of 
the United States. Bagley took that 
oath seriously, improving the office 
he supervised by hiring educated, 
qualified people, whose backgrounds 
and race reflected the community in 
which they worked.

Bagley can trace the start of his 
career in enforcement back to when 
he was in his second year of a crimi-
nal justice program at Portland State 
College and working as a custodian at 
the Multnomah County Courthouse. 
He worked on the fourth floor, which 
was where Judge Donald E. Long had 
his office. Judge Long observed the 
positive change and asked his secre-
tary who was cleaning his office. She 
told him that it was a young African 
American man who was married 
and studying criminal justice. Judge 
Long told his secretary that he would 
like to meet the young man, if he’d 
be willing to come in a little earlier 
than his usual shift. “That’s where I 
met Judge Donald E. Long and he’s 
the one that told me I should not be 
doing custodial work, that I could do 
something better.” After their meet-
ing, Judge Long encouraged Bagley 
to seek a civil position in the sheriff’s 

office. “And he got me some informa-
tion on how to take the test. I took 
the test and passed it.” 

It was after he passed the test in 
about 1960 that he came in contact 
with blatant discrimination from the 
head of the civil department. The con-
versations Bagley had prior to taking 
the test were with Judge Long and 
the head of the sheriff’s civil division. 
“When I went down for the interview 
with the sheriff and he actually saw 
me for the first time, he was really 
surprised and he tried to dissuade me 
from taking the job. He said, ‘Well, 
I don’t think you’ll like it. It’s only a 
part-time job. You’ve got a full-time.’ 
I had a full time job as a laborer and, 
you know, to get a badge and drive a 
sheriff’s car and all that, for a 23-year- 
old kid was, you know, you could tell 
I would have quit that labor job a hun-
dred times over.” Bagley also had the 
strong encouragement of Multnomah 
County Sheriff Don Clark to take the 
job. After some negotiation, Bagley 
did fill-in work six weeks then helped 
while others were on vacation. He was 
shifted from district to district in a 
temporary position for three years 
before he got a permanent position. 

He remembers his application for 

employment as a deputy with the 
U.S. Marshals Service in 1965 to be 
political. He submitted his applica-
tion and waited for approval from 
all of Oregon’s congressional mem-
bers. Representative Edith Green 
responded favorably; the rest were 
neutral, including Rep. Robert Dun-
can who essentially responded that 
Bagley would be the U.S. Marshal’s 
responsibility—suggesting the politi-
cian wished to avoid accountability 
should Bagley prove to be an unsuc-
cessful employee.

In his role as a deputy U.S. Mar-
shal, Bagley traveled 50,000 miles a 
year by plane or car. Often working 
two weeks at a time, Bagley valued 
vacations with his family. He and his 
wife gave their children a voice in the 
decision-making and the family chose 
their destination by majority vote. To 
help pay for the vacations the whole 
family picked some of Oregon’s abun-
dant crops. The money for picking 
strawberries was good—his family 
could earn $60 to $70 a day—but 
Bagley’s real motivation was to ensure 
his four children learned the value of 
earning money and felt more cohesive 
as a family. They traveled all over the 
country by motor home, and also vis-
ited Canada, the rainforest, and, of 
course, Disneyland. He relied on his 
“strong-willed” wife Shirlene Peacher 
whom he met at an NAACP meeting 
and married just out of high school in 
September 1954, to create a loving, 
respectful, and fun home environ-
ment. Bagley and his family valued 
their time at church, too; although 
he would sometimes arrive home at 4 
A.M., his daughter would wake him 
for church later that Sunday morning.

Over the years, Bagley applied for 
23 supervisory positions all over the 
country in the U.S. Marshals Service 
and did not get any of them. He came 
up second for many opportunities, 

Kernan Bagley: Fifty Years of Service
By Carra Sahler and Adair Law

Kernan Bagley in 1986
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but “it was a good ol’ boy system and 
you really had to know somebody.” 
Finally, a supervisory position opened 
in 1976 in the District of Oregon and 
Bagley applied for it, over his boss’s 
assertion that Bagley was unqualified 
for the job. Because the same supervi-
sor had written complimentary letters 
in support of Bagley’s other prospects, 
Bagley was promoted.

Just a few short years later, with the 
Portland office growing fast and con-
flicts arising between the Department 
of Justice and the District of Oregon’s 
U.S. Marshal, the time seemed ripe 
for Bagley to probe the potential of 
the top office. U.S. District Court of 
Oregon Judge Gus J. Solomon urged 
Bagley to consider the job, telling him, 
“You and your brother have a good 
reputation and we think you can run 
the office.” (Kernan’s brother, Don 
Bagley, worked in the Multnomah 
County Sheriff’s office and occa-
sionally worked as a special deputy 
marshal.) The only concern Judge 
Solomon raised was the possibility 
that Bagley would have trouble get-
ting along with white women. Bagley 
responded: “Well, my ideal is that I’m 
not white and they’re not black, we’re 
employees of the Justice Department 
and we all have position descriptions 
and I said if they do [their job], I’ll 
do mine.”

While Judge Solomon encouraged 
Bagley to apply for the position, he 
also told Bagley that he (the judge) 
was too old to negotiate the politics. 
He introduced Bagley to Ninth Cir-
cuit Judge Otto Skopil, who in turn 
introduced him to Senator Mark Hat-
field. Bagley found the Senator to be 
very congenial. Senator Hatfield also 
helped to secure the support of the 
Democrat, Rep. Robert Duncan. Over 
the course of a year, Bagley met vari-
ous Oregon Republican party leaders 
as he waged a quiet campaign for the 
job, which paid $36,000 a year in 
1981. There were others in his office 
competing for the job as well as mem-

bers of the business community. He 
knew every single panel member by 
the time of his interview and felt well 
prepared by the guidance of Judge 
Solomon. President Ronald Reagan 
appointed Bagley as the United States 
Marshal for the U.S. District Court 
for the District of Oregon in 1981, 16 
years after Bagley began his employ-
ment with the U.S. Marshals Service. 
Bagley reported that of the 94 U.S. 
Marshals in the country, there were 
nine African American U.S. Marshals 
by the time of his oral history inter-
view in 1993.

When the White House changed 
from Republican to Democratic, 
Bagley was able to make the transi-
tion. Years earlier his father, Donald, 
was involved with the Oregon chap-
ter of the Gray Panthers, an elders’ 
rights organization founded by Ron 
Wyden. Donald Bagley introduced 
his son Kernan to the future U.S. 
representative and senator. That 
introduction proved to be helpful and 
Bagley retained his job as Oregon’s 
U.S. Marshal

Bagley would never have guessed 
where his career path would take him. 
As a child of the forties and fifties in 
Oregon, he could not eat in restau-
rants or go to dancehalls. He knew of 
just one black doctor, the man who 
delivered him in his family home, 
Dr. DeNorval Unthank. He knew of 
one black lawyer and he knew of no 

black judges. Nevertheless, despite an 
absence of professional role models, 
Bagley remembers growing up in an 
accepting town, with parents who 
loved him and a mother who inspired 
him and made him “feel like I could 
do anything” that anybody else could. 
Born in a house on SE Stark and 
102nd in Portland, Oregon (on August 
24, 1936), Bagley spent most of his 
childhood in Oregon City on 40 acres 
of property that his parents bought 
for $3,600. He describes his mother 
Bessie (1906-77), who attended Port-
land’s Monroe High School, as a 
visionary—she had the idea to move 
to the farm—and an entrepreneur. 
His father, Donald (1909-82), was 
a hard worker who was “on the job 
all the time,” first as a custodian and 
later as an electrician and stage hand. 
Each of them moved to Oregon from 
Mississippi and Florida, respectively, 
before they were 10.

Pete’s Mountain Grade School, 1943.  Kernan (in suspenders) is flanked by his classmates, 
including his two brothers and four sisters. (Photo courtesy of the Bagley family)

Continue on page 14

Six Bagley siblings (front row, l to r): 
LaVerne, DonaClair, and Darlene; (back 
row): Clyde, Donald Jr., and Kernan.
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On June 26, 2015, the U.S. 
Supreme Court issued its 

decision in Obergefell v. Hodges. 
The court held that the Fourteenth 
Amendment to the U.S. Constitution 
requires states to license marriages 
between same-sex couples. Same-sex 
marriage was already legal in Ore-
gon, however. United States District 
Court Judge Michael McShane had 
issued a decision reaching the same 
conclusion more than a year before 
the Supreme Court. One week before 
the Supreme Court’s decision, the 
U.S. District Court Historical Soci-
ety held a panel discussion explor-
ing the litigation that led to Judge 
McShane’s decision.

Oregon’s story began more than 
a decade ago. On March 3, 2004, 
Multnomah County announced 
that it would issue marriage licenses 
to same-sex couples. It issued 400 
licenses that day. The county’s 
policy placed it—and Oregon—on 
the vanguard of a hotly contested 
social issue. With its announcement, 
the county became one of the first 
local governments to issue marriage 
licenses to same-sex couples, fol-
lowing only San Francisco, Sando-
val County, New Mexico, and New 

Paltz, New York. Over the course 
of the following month, the county 
issued more than 3,000 marriage 
licenses to same-sex couples. 

Like the policies in San Francisco, 
Sandoval County, and New Paltz, 
Multnomah County’s policy was 
short-lived. In April, a state circuit 
court ordered the county to stop 
issuing marriage licenses. In 2005, 
the Oregon Supreme Court held that 
Oregon statutes limited marriage to 
opposite-sex couples and concluded 
that the licenses issued to same-sex 
couples by Multnomah County were 
void at the time they were issued. The 
marriages those licenses permitted 
were never legal.

In the interim between the coun-
ty’s announcement and the Oregon 
Supreme Court’s decision, Oregon 
voters passed Measure 36 (a voter-
initiated amendment to Oregon’s 
Constitution) by 57 percent to 43 
percent in November 2004. Measure 
36 provided that “only a marriage 
between one man and one woman 
shall be valid or legally recognized 
as a marriage.” Or. Const. Art. XV, 
§ 5a.

Oregon’s Measure 36 did not stand 
alone. Thirty-one states enacted 

constitutional amendments banning 
same-sex marriage. Yet despite the 
flurry of state constitutional prohi-
bitions, public opinion was moving 
quickly the opposite direction. An 
August 2005 Gallup poll showed 
that only 37 percent of the American 
public supported legal recognition of 
same-sex marriage. Fifty-nine percent 
opposed. Ten years later, the per-
centages reversed themselves. Sixty 
percent of the public favored legal 
recognition of same-sex marriage and 
just 37 percent opposed (http://www.
gallup.com/poll/117328/marriage.aspx).

Legal opinion kept pace. In 2003, 
the Massachusetts Supreme Judicial 
Court held that denying the protec-
tions, benefits, and obligations of 
marriage to individuals of the same 
sex violated the Massachusetts 
Constitution. A few years later, the 
supreme courts of California, Con-
necticut, and Iowa joined in. State 
legislatures also acted. Vermont, New 
Hampshire, and New York, among 
other states, passed legislation legal-
izing same-sex marriage.

Federal courts lagged behind until 
2010, when two cases changed the 
pace. The first was Perry v. Schwar-
zenegger. In that case, a U.S. dis-
trict court in California ruled that 
California’s Proposition 8 (which 
banned same-sex marriage following 
the California Supreme Court deci-
sion) was unconstitutional under the 
14th Amendment’s equal protection 
clause. The second was Windsor v. 
United States. There, a federal court 
in the Southern District of New York 
held that a section of the Defense of 
Marriage Act failed rational basis 
review.

 The U.S. Supreme Court took up 
both cases and issued decisions in 
2013. While stopping short of rec-
ognizing a constitutional right to 
same-sex marriage in Perry, it noted 

Oregon’s Stepping Stone in the Path to Same-Sex Marriage
By Harry Wilson

Mary Williams, Sheila Potter, Judge Michael McShane, Lea Ann Easton and Misha Isaak 
take part in the Famous Cases Presentation, “Married in Oregon.” (Photos by Owen Schmidt)
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in Windsor that a federal restriction 
on the recognition of same-sex mar-
riages “demeans the couple, whose 
moral and sexual choices the Con-
stitution protects.” The far-reaching 
language in Windsor and the district 
court’s thoughtful and exhaustive 
opinion in Perry provided the basis 
for a sea change in federal jurispru-
dence on marriage equality.

Federal district courts across the 
country built on Perry and Windsor 
to invalidate state prohibitions on 
same-sex marriage. In late 2013 and 
early 2014, U.S. district courts in 
Utah, Texas, and Michigan, among 
others, ruled that bans on marriages 
between individuals of the same sex 
violated the 14th Amendment’s equal 
protection clause.

Oregon also recognized that Perry 
and Windsor created a new approach 
to evaluating state marriage laws. 
In October 2013, state officials cir-
culated a letter written by the then-
Deputy Attorney General of the 
Oregon Department of Justice, Mary 
Williams, stating that Oregon state 
agencies should recognize same-sex 
marriages validly performed in other 
jurisdictions. Although the Depart-
ment of Justice’s opinion did not 
conclude that Oregon’s prohibition 
on same-sex marriage was unconsti-
tutional, it strongly hinted that the 
department’s lawyers saw little jus-
tification for the ban. Ms. Williams 
wrote that the department “cannot 
identify any legitimate (much less 
compelling) state interest in requir-
ing that each marriage recognized in 

Oregon contain one partner of each 
sex; no benefit to Oregon results 
from that limitation, and no injury 
would result from recognizing the 
marriages.”

Against this backdrop, same-sex 
couples filed two cases in Oregon. 
Couples Deanna Geiger and Janine 
Nelson and Robert Duehmig and 
William Griesar filed the first suit 
in the U.S. District Court for the 
District of Oregon on October 15, 
2013. They sought a declaration pro-
viding that Oregon’s constitutional 
and statutory prohibitions on same-
sex marriage are unconstitutional 
and an injunction prohibiting their 
enforcement. The case, Geiger et al. 
v. Kitzhaber et al., was assigned to 
U.S. District Court Judge Michael 
McShane.

Two months later, two more cou-
ples, Paul Rummell and Benjamin 
West and Lisa Chickadonz and Chris-

tine Tanner, along with a non-profit 
organization, filed a separate suit, 
also in federal court, seeking simi-
lar relief. Like Geiger, Rummell et 
al. v. Kitzhaber et al. named state of 
Oregon officials as defendants. Judge 
McShane consolidated the cases and 
the parties agreed to an expedited 
summary judgment briefing schedule.

The litigation in Geiger and Rum-
mell on was the focus of the USDCHS 
presentation on June 18, 2015. Judge 
McShane, Lea Ann Easton, an attor-
ney for the Geiger plaintiffs, Misha 
Isaak, an attorney for the Rummell 
plaintiffs, and Sheila Potter and Mary 
Williams, attorneys for the state of 
Oregon served as panelists. Judges, 
court staff, attorneys, law students, 
press, and members of the public 
packed the courtroom on the 16th 
floor of the Hatfield Courthouse to 
attend the presentation.

Continue on page 10

Hand gestures, listening skills, and the ability to retain a sense of humor were all important aspects of explaining Geiger v. Kitzhaber and 
Rummel v. Kitzhaber.

A focused audience listens to the June 2015 Famous Cases presentation in the ceremonial 
courtroom of the Mark O. Hatfield Court House.
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Judge Michael McShane listens to a ques-
tion from moderator Harry Wilson.

Same Sex Marriage continued from page 9 

The Geiger and Rummell suits 
were marked by an unusual feature: 
the defendants declined to defend 
Oregon’s marriage laws. In its answer 
to the Rummell complaint, the state 
wrote that it “will not defend the 
Oregon ban on same-sex marriage 
in this litigation. Rather, they will 
take the position in their summary 
judgment briefing that the ban can-
not withstand a federal constitu-
tional challenge under any standard 
of review.”

Potter and Williams explained that, 
as Williams had strongly hinted in 
her October 2013 letter, the Depart-
ment of Justice had concluded that 
Oregon’s marriage laws violated the 
U.S. Constitution. Nonetheless, the 
attorneys noted that the state was 
obligated to enforce Oregon’s consti-
tutional ban on same-sex marriage 
until a court ordered otherwise.

Given the state’s refusal to defend 
the laws plaintiffs had challenged, 
Judge McShane wrote in his opinion 
that the case “presents itself to this 
court as something akin to a friendly 
tennis match.”

Easton, Isaak, Potter, and Williams 
agreed that, for the most part, the 
parties conducted the litigation col-
legially, as is common and expected 
in Oregon. But both sides noted that 
despite their agreement on the broad 
outlines of the legal issues, there 
were differences in the details. Isaak 

remarked that the parties took dif-
ferent approaches to the analyzing 
the 14th Amendment. Easton and 
Isaak agreed that the plaintiffs did 
not always see eye-to-eye on litiga-
tion strategy. And, Potter noted that 
the parties differed on some ancil-
lary issues.

The parties filed summary judg-
ment briefs and Judge McShane 
heard oral argument in April 2014. 
He issued a 26-page opinion resolv-
ing the cases one month later, on 
May 19, 2014.

Judge McShane analyzed whether 
Oregon’s marriage laws violated the 
equal protection clause of the 14th 
Amendment, which provides that no 
state shall “deny to any person within 
its jurisdiction the equal protection 
of the laws.” He applied the rational 
basis review standard to make his 
determination. Under this standard, 
a court will uphold a state law if it 
is rationally related to any legitimate 
government purpose.

Judge McShane concluded that 
Oregon’s marriage laws failed to 
meet even this permissive standard. 
“At the core of the Equal Protection 
Clause,” he wrote, “there exists a 
foundational belief that certain rights 
should be shielded from the bark-
ing crowds; that certain rights are 
subject to ownership by all and not 

the stake hold of popular trend or 
shifting majorities.” Ultimately, no 
“legitimate state purpose justifies the 
preclusion of gay and lesbian couples 
from civil marriage.” Oregon’s mar-
riage laws banning same-sex mar-
riage violated the Equal Protection 
Clause and were unconstitutional. 

During the panel discussion, Judge 
McShane explained his goals for his 
landmark opinion. He wanted it to 
be short and accessible. Other fed-
eral courts had issued long opinions 
that included lengthy discussions of 
the history of marriage, Supreme 
Court precedent, and social science 
research. Judge McShane opted 
against that approach. “We wanted 
an opinion that could be read by lay 
people.” 

He also wanted to write an uplift-
ing opinion. His stirring language 
reflected this goal. In his conclusion, 
Judge McShane saw in the plaintiffs 
“nothing more or less than our own 
families...families committed to the 
common purpose of love, devotion, 
and service to the greater commu-
nity.” He rejected fears of a “slip-
pery slope that will have no moral 
boundaries” and called on his read-
ers to “look to each other...and rise.”

The U.S. Supreme Court backed 
Judge McShane’s legal conclusions. 
Eight days after the U.S. District 
Court Historical Society’s panel, the 
court held that the 14th Amendment 
requires a state to license a marriage 
between two people of the same sex. 

Judge McShane issued his opinion 
and order on May 19, 2014, just over 
ten years after Multnomah County 
first issued marriage licenses to 
same-sex couples. Within moments 
of Judge McShane’s order, Mult-
nomah County again issued marriage 
licenses to same-sex couples. Deanna 
Geiger and Janine Nelson were first 
in line for a license. Only an hour 
after Judge McShane entered his 
order, they became the first same-sex 
couple to legally marry in Oregon.

VISIT
www.usdchs.org

to see more photos
and updates
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Crash Course in Federal Court

On June 18, the Historical Society and the Federal Bar Association invited 
young attorneys and law students to participate in the annual event, 

Introduction to Federal Courts: Federal Practice & Procedure for Summer 
Associates and Law Clerks. 

The day began with presentations about the operation of the civil and 
criminal aspects of federal court from the U.S. Marshal’s Service, U.S. Proba-
tion and Pretrial Services, as well as the Office of the Clerk. A practitioner’s 
panel followed, where Federal Public Defender Lisa Hay and Assistant U.S. 
Attorney Ethan Knight joined civil practitioners in providing attendees with 
a glimpse into practicing law in federal courts.

After a tour of the courthouse, judges representing the Federal District 
Court, the Bankruptcy Court and the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals pro-
vided insight into the work of adjudicating federal cases and gave tips on 
starting a legal career.  

Later, the Famous Cases Committee hosted a discussion by Judge McShane 
and the other key players in the 2014 Geiger and Rummell same-sex mar-
riage cases (See page 8). The day concluded on the 16th floor terrace where 
students, attorneys, and judges gathered for drinks and hors d’oeuvres in 
perfect weather. 

Thank you so much to everyone involved for your work putting on a fas-
cinating and informative event!

Chief Judge Ann Aiken  
District Court Judge Anna Brown  
Magistrate Judge John Jelderks  
Bankruptcy Judge Peter McKittrick  
Ninth Circuit Judge Edward Leavy  
Laura Brennan  
Karl Knobbs  
Matt Brennan  
 

For more on the Historical Society’s famous cases presentation “Married, 
in Oregon,” including an Oregonian article about the program, visit the His-
torical Society’s website at usdchs.org.

Adam Jacobson  
Ethan Knight  
Lisa Hay  
Mike McFarland  
Susan Dunaway  
Gosia Fonberg  
Chad Tucker  
Nadia Dahab

Participating Summer Associates and Law Clerks

Among those at the reception after the 
Famous Cases discussion, (top to bottom): 
Judge Michael McShane answers ques-
tions; Famous Cases panel participant 
Misha Isaak shares words with Judge John 
Jelderks;  Panel moderator Harry Wilson 
talks with Mary Williams; and Peter Fisk 
and Matthew Kirkpatrick.

By Ryan DesJardins
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800 Candles for Magna Carta
By Carra Sahler 

On June 15, 1215, on the marshy 
ground of Runnymede—chosen 

due to its poor battle conditions—
King John and his insurgent barons 
entered into a treaty now deemed an 
historic event, but was at the time 
a miserable failure. Magna Carta. 
(We learned “the” Magna Carta is 
not technically correct, since such an 
article does not exist in Latin). 

To celebrate its 800th year, the 
U.S. District Court of Oregon His-
torical Society co-sponsored a lively 
and engaging CLE program about 
the Great Charter, with our own 
lifetime-member Judge Michael H. 
Simon presiding over the birthday 
celebration. 

Before others plunged into the 
meaning of Magna Carta, Oregon 
Supreme Court Justice Jack L. Lan-
dau explained what motivated the 
barons to spell out their demands 
on the approximately 18” by 15” 
sheepskin parchment—the despo-
tism of King John. One historian 
described King John as “polluted by 
every sin.” Another historian more 
colorfully offered, “Black as is hell, 
John’s presence there makes it blacker 
still.” Among other transgressions, 
the barons rebelled against King 
John’s excessive taxation, which he 
initiated in an attempt to recover 
lost territory in what is now France. 
Consequently, many of the provisions 
of Magna Carta are pragmatic and 
detailed limitations on King John’s 
power, demanded by the barons in 
exchange for a return of their fealty 
to the crown. 

University of Minnesota Professor 
Ruth Mazo Karras later explained 
that among these mundane condi-
tions were provisions restricting 
King John from compelling widows 
to remarry (or be forced to pay a 
fine to the crown) thereby allowing 
widows to keep their lifetime right 

to their deceased husband’s prop-
erty. The treaty bought the barons’ 
loyalty for only 66 days, after which 
Pope Innocent III annulled it at King 
John’s request and the barons rose up 
against King John again. King John 
himself was dead of dysentery just 
over a year later. 

After the history lesson, Judge 
Simon dug into the meaning—and 
myth—of a revered provision of 
Magna Carta: “No free man shall 
be taken or imprisoned or disseised 
[deprived of land] or outlawed or 
exiled or in any way ruined, nor will 
we go or send against him, except by 
the lawful judgment of his peers or by 
the law of the land.” Debunking the 
notion that Magna Carta gave rise to 
the right to a jury trial—the language 
refers to barons sitting in judgment of 
other barons, and allows punishment 
in any event if required by “the law 
of the land”—Judge Simon exhaus-
tively explored other sources of the 
jury trial right. 

To wrap it up, PSU professor 
Michael Clark and practicing attor-
ney Kristian S. Roggendorf brought 
Magna Carta into the modern age. 
From movies such as the Adven-
tures of Robin Hood, Spartacus, 
and Twelve Angry Men, to the 350 
reported cases citing Magna Carta 
since the year 2000, it is apparent the 
themes of due process, open courts, 
freedom to travel, limited government, 
rule of law, and civil disobedience 
residing in Magna Carta still resonate 
with the American populace today.

The Oregon Law Institute, the 
American Constitution Society (Ore-
gon Lawyer Chapter), Lewis & Clark 
Law School, the Oregon Chapter of 
the Federal Bar Association, and the 
Portland Lawyers Chapter of The 
Federalist Society also co-sponsored 
the event.

When Magna Carta 
came to Portland

By Adair Law

An original Magna Carta just 
missed celebrating its 771st 

birthday in Portland. In July 1986, 
the Lincoln Cathedral’s copy of the 
1215 Magna Carta came to Port-
land for the start of an extended visit 
in the United States. Displayed at the 
Oregon Historical Society (July–
November, 1986), it was the start 
of a national tour, “Magna Carta: 
Liberty Under the Law,” which 
extended into the celebration for 
the bicentennial of the Constitution. 

And how did Magna Carta fetch 
up in Portland? Lincoln-born, Port-
land-based Paul Parker was home 
visiting. His father was a former 
canon at Lincoln Cathedral, and 
Paul bumped into his father’s col-
league, the Dean of the Cathedral, 
the Very Rev. Oliver Twistleton-
Wyckham-Fiennes. Parker said: 
“Wouldn’t it be nice if Magna Carta 
could come to visit Portland?” Years 
later, with the assistance of private 
donors, contributions from the state, 
numerous foundations, and corpora-
tions, Reverend Fiennes escorted the 
document to Portland in a water-, 
fire-, bullet-, bomb-proof container. 
Light levels around the document 
were low, with an alarm sounding 
if the light was stronger than 10 
foot candles. 

That year, Fred Meyer, Inc. had 
a Magna Carta float in the Rose 
Festival Parade. At a July 4 Sauvie 
Island Medieval Faire, the newest 
member of the Oregon Supreme 
Court, Justice Michael Gillette, 
played the role of a drinking, 
coughing King John before a crowd 
of several hundred in the reenact-
ment of the signing. Magna Carta 
continued its journey through Ore-
gon with brief stops in Eugene and 
Jacksonville.
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Founding and Lifetime U.S. Dis-
trict Court of Oregon Historical 

Society member Helen Hogan Burns 
died peacefully at the age of 88 in 
Wilsonville, Oregon, after a long ill-
ness on May 18, 2015, surrounded 
by her family. Helen Hogan was born 
in Pocahontas, Iowa, the daughter 
of Mayme McCormick Hogan, a 
farm owner and homemaker, and 
Francis Patrick Hogan, a lawyer. A 
gifted singer, she trained as a nurse at 
Loyola University in Chicago. It was 
at Loyola that Helen met her future 
husband, Portland-born James Mil-
ton Burns, who was studying at the 
Loyola Law School. They married in 
1950 and returned to Oregon.

Helen Burns lived a notably active, 
courageous, and adventurous life for 
a woman of her generation. While 
nurturing a more than 50-year mar-
riage and raising five daughters, she 
overcame several cultural and pro-
fessional barriers, Starting in 1963, 
she co-hosted one of Portland’s first 
television talk shows, Hi Neighbor, 
on KOIN. She left the show in 1964 
to work on future Governor Tom 
McCall’s campaign for secretary of 
state. A registered nurse by profession, 
she cared for those in need in medical 
offices, hospitals, recovery rooms, and 
in refugee camps in Thailand in 1979 
and Ethiopia in 1985 with NW Medi-
cal Teams. She consistently asked, 
“How can I help?” and dedicated her 
energies to making a difference in the 
lives of others.

 Helen volunteered for numerous 
non-profit programs for at-risk chil-
dren, including the Assistance League 
of Portland, serving in various leader-
ship roles, including president, as she 
built support for dental and more ser-
vices for low income families. She also 
volunteered for the Albertina Kerr 
Nursery, served as a docent at the Art 
Museum of Portland, volunteered for 

St. Mary’s Home for Boys and for the 
Archdiocese of Portland, chairing the 
annual Seminary Tea. Helen volun-
teered for political campaigns for ethi-
cal, centrist candidates and directed 
several non-partisan campaigns for 
judges and superintendent of public 
instruction. Helen served on the City 
of Wilsonville’s Planning Commis-
sion for more than 25 years to instill 
responsible growth policies. At the 

Helen Hogan Burns: A Founding Spirit
October 5, 1926 – May 18, 2015

Oregon State Bar Association’s annual 
convention, she was a featured singer 
through the years. She recalled in a 
Summer 2009 Oregon Benchmarks 
article that it was out of a desire to 
extend the fun and camaraderie of 
the bar conventions that, in August 
1984, the first seeds of the USDCHS 
were planted during a picnic at the 
Burns’ Wilsonville home.

Helen was preceded in death by her 
husband, Judge James M. Burns and 
daughter Bobbie Burns. She is sur-
vived by four daughters, four-sons-in-
law, and four grandchildren. The U.S. 
District Court of Oregon Historical 
Society extends its thanks and con-
dolences to the family.

 

Judge James and Helen Burns in 1966

Patriotically attired during travels in Prague

Enjoying the annual picnic in 2005 with Joan and John Schwabe. Photo by Owen Schmidt
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Bagley attended friendly Pete’s 
Mountain Grade School, where 12 
students in eight different grades were 
educated in a one-room school. The 
youngest child among seven, when 
young Kernan started school, he was 
already well acquainted with six of 
the school’s students, his brothers and 
sisters. Although his parents warned 
him about racism, he did not expe-
rience it growing up—even when 
Pete’s Mountain closed and he was 
bussed in third or fourth grade to 
West Linn’s Stafford Grade School, 
a school of 250 white students. He 
remembers other kids called his broth-

ers and sisters names but never him. 
Teachers warned him that he may 
face discrimination and advised him 
to buckle down and work hard. His 
parents cautioned him to be honest at 
all times, to be wary of trusting white 
people, and to know that white people 
would be suspicious of him. But he felt 
“actually living and playing and just 
being a normal kid with kids in West 
Linn and Stafford, I didn’t experience 
those things.”

In July 1993, Bagley received a cer-
tificate of appreciation from Judge 
James Redden signed by the 12 
Oregon judges sitting at that time. 
Bagley received an appointment in 
late 1993 from Attorney General Janet 
Reno to serve as Interim U.S. Mar-

shal in the U.S. 
Virgin Islands at 
St. Thomas. He 
served there until 
he retired from 
the U. S .  Mar-
shals Service in 
December 1996. 
From 1997 to 
2012 Bagley took 
assignments with the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency. His 
FEMA assignments took him to 
Washington, D.C. and New York 
during the aftermath of September 
11, 2001 and to six different locations 
during Hurricane Katrina. He retired 
from FEMA in December 2012.

Bagley remains based in Portland, 
with many members of his family 
still in the city. He keeps himself 
busy with two church communities 
and drives cars three days a week for 
auto auctions.

Kernan Bagley
continued from page 7

Kernan Bagley 
today

Transition in 
Office of U.S. 
Attorney for Oregon

Amanda Marshall, the U.S. 
A t to r ney  fo r  O re gon , 

resigned from office May 15, 
2015, citing reasons of personal 
health. Marshall was appointed 
by President Barack Obama and 
her tenure as U.S. Attorney for 
Oregon began on October 7, 2011. 
She spent three-and-a-half years at 
the top of the 115-employee office. 
Highlights from her tenure include 
the return of Portland police to the 
FBI’s Joint Terrorism Task Force, 
the conviction of would-be ter-
rorist Mohamed Mohamud, and 
a major increase in prosecutions 
of child sexual exploitation cases.

Assistant U.S. Attorney Billy 
Williams is now serving as acting 
U.S. Attorney.U.S. Marshal Kernan Bagley receives a 

certificate of appreciation from Judge Jim 
Redden.

Senator Bob Packwood shares a conversa-
tion with Kernan Bagley.
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The U.S. District Court Historical 
and the Oregon Historical Soci-

ety jointly welcomed Ninth Circuit 
Judge Alfred T. Goodwin and political 
science professor Stephen L. Wasby 
to the Oregon Historical Society in 
celebration of Professor Wasby’s new 
book, A Life in Judging: Ted Good-
win of Oregon. 

OHS director and USDCHS board 
member Kerry Tymchuk began the 
event, noting that Judge Goodwin’s 
judicial career spanned four courts 
over sixty years. Judge Goodwin was 
first appointed to the Lane County 
Circuit Court in 1955 and the Oregon 
Supreme Court in 1960, the U.S. Dis-
trict Court for the District of Oregon 
in 1969, and finally the Ninth Circuit 
Court of Appeals in 1971. He was 
chief judge of the Ninth Circuit Court 
of Appeals from 1988-91, and con-
tinues to sit today as a senior judge. 
During this career, Judge Goodwin 
authored decisions addressing pro-
tection of Oregon’s beaches and the 
Endangered Species Act protections 
of the Northern Spotted Owl and 
consequent restructuring of Oregon’s 
timber economy and communities.

 Wasby’s book encompasses these 
six decades of judicial activity in 
Oregon. His entertaining lecture 
began with explaining that he first 
met Judge Goodwin in the course 
of his dissertation as a University of 
Oregon political science Ph.D. can-
didate in the early 1960’s. Wasby 
characterized his relationship with 
Judge Goodwin as one based upon 
“obscenity and scotch,” explaining 
that the two struck up a friendship 
in the course of Wasby’s research on 
obscenity law in Oregon, and spent 
many evenings drinking scotch on 
the judge’s porch in Salem. 

Wasby noted that, over these many 
years addressing Oregon judicial poli-
tics, he was struck by the pervasive 
collegiality of the U.S. District Court 
for the District of Oregon. This tradi-
tion in part, he believes, stems from 
the efforts of Judges Skopil, Goodwin, 
Belloni, and Solomon in the 1960s 
and ‘70s. 

Following Wasby’s remarks, Judge 
Goodwin briefly addressed the crowd, 
and wryly noted that no law firm or 
court would pay for the intellectual 
effort that Wasby made in preserving 
his materials and producing such sub-
stantive study of Oregon’s judiciary.

Also in attendance were Jan Skopil, 
widow of Judge Otto Skopil of USDC 
Oregon and the Ninth Circuit, Antoi-
nette Hatfield, widow of U.S. Sena-
tor Mark Hatfield, and Ninth Circuit 
Judge Diarmuid O’Scannlain. Copies 
of the book sold out immediately. It is 
now available at Powell’s and www.
ondemandbooks.com.

Obscenity and Scotch:

The Road to A Life In Judging: 
Ted Goodwin of Oregon

Judge Ted Goodwin enjoying himself at the 
annual picnic held at the Leavy family hop 
farm. (Photo by Owen Schmidt) 

Where can you find hops, clowns, 
members of the legal profession, 
and a rockin’ band?

Why, at the Annual USDCHS 
Annual picnic, of course!  This 
year we will be honoring Oregon 
State Court Judges.  There will be a 
splendid barbecue, the band China 
Watch will play and for the kids, 
Circus Cascadia!  

Enjoy a summer Sunday after-
noon in the country at the Leavy 
Hop Farm.

Sunday, August 9, 2015
starting at 1:00 p.m.

Leavy Hop Farm
22675 Butteville Road, NE

Aurora, Oregon 97002

RSVP to 503 473-0871 or Linda 
Schroeder@Klarquist.com by 
August 4 with the number of adults 
and children in your party. 

Annual Picnic
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The U. S. District Court 
of Oregon Historical Society
740 U. S. Courthouse 
1000 S.W. Third Avenue
Portland, OR 97204

OFFICERS: President , Stephen Joncus; Vice 
President, Kathryn Roberts; Treasurer, Anne Marie 
King; Secretary, Mary Anne Anderson; Immediate 
Past President, Kari Furnanz

2015 BOARD MEMBERS: Hon. Anna J. Brown; 
Nell Brown; Hon. Trish Brown; Ryan DesJardins; 
Tom Edmonds; Julie Engbloom; Alyssa Engelberg; 
Molly Honoré; Hon. Dennis Hubel; Jenifer Johnston; 
Ron Lansing; Gary Liao; Salumeh Loesch; Scott 
McCurdy; Stephen Raher; Carra Sahler; Jordan 
Schnitzer; Vicki L. Smith; Tanner Webber: Harry 
Wilson. Ex-Officio members: Hon. Ann Aiken; Hon. 
Thomas Balmer, Tom Kranovich, Kerry Tymchuk, 
Hon. Edward Leavy.

2015 HONORARY MEMBERS: The Belloni Family;
Ernest Bonyhadi; Hon. James Redden; Richard B. 
Solomon

The U.S. District Court of Oregon Historical Society 
thanks its lifetime members for their continued sup-
port of the mission of the Society and honors those 
lifetime members who are no longer with us.

2015 LIFETIME MEMBERS: Jeffery Batchelor, 
Frank Bauman, Owen Blank, Hon. Anna J. Brown, 
Donald Cinnamond, Sarah Crooks, Paul Fortino, 
Gersham Goldstein, Edwin Harnden, Cynthia 
Harrison, Douglas Houser, Hon. Robert Jones, 
Jenifer Johnston, James Knoll, Ron Lansing, Anthony 
Larson, Hon. Edward Leavy, James S. Leigh, Nancy 
Moriarty, Jeffrey Mutnick, Elizabeth Newcomb, 
Verne Newcomb, Daniel O’Leary, Hon. Owen M. 
Panner, Katherine O’Neil, Hon. Edwin Peterson, 
Peter Richter, Dian Rubanoff, Sarah Ryan, Thomas 
Sand, Arlene Schnitzer, Jordan Schnitzer, Norman 
Sepenuk, Arden Shenker, Hon. Michael Simon, 
Richard Solomon, Gayle Troutwine, Heather Van 
Meter, Norm Wiener, Timothy Williams, Kelly 
Zusman.

IN MEMORIAM: Helen Burns, George and Jan 
Dysart, George Fraser, Randall Kester, John Schwabe

LIAISONS: Jan Dilg, Oral History; Adair Law, 
Newsletter; Dana Vinchesi, USDC

 
USDCHS Annual Picnic!

Leavy Family Hop Farm
  

1:00 – 3:00
Finger-licking Good Barbecue 

Music from China Watch
with Houston Bolles and Rick Galarneau 

3:00
Let the Games Begin! 

Egg race, balloon toss, and more!

SUNDAY, AUGUST 9, 2015

See page 15  and www.USDCHS.org/events for more info and directions


