
 

 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA 

 
(1) LESLIE BRIGGS, as next friend of T.W.  ) 
and B.S.;       ) 
(2) EVAN WATSON, as next friend of C.R.; ) 
and,       ) 
(3) HENRY A. MEYER, III, as next friend  ) 
of A.M., for themselves and for others   ) 
similarly situated,     ) 
       ) 

Plaintiffs,    ) 
v.        ) Case No: 23-cv-81-GKF-JFJ 
       ) 
(1) ALLIE FRIESEN in her official capacity  ) 
as Commissioner of the Oklahoma   ) 
Department of Mental Health and   ) 
Substance Abuse Services; and    ) 
(2) DEBBIE MORAN, in her official   ) 
capacity as Interim Executive Director of the ) 
Oklahoma Forensic Center,   ) 
       ) 

Defendants.   ) 
 

UNOPPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
APPROVAL OF ATTORNEY FEES IN SUPPORT OF 

JOINT MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY APPROVAL OF CONSENT DECREE 
 

 This Unopposed Supplemental Motion for Preliminary Approval of Attorney 

Fees (“Supplemental Fee Motion”) is submitted by the Plaintiffs seeking preliminary 

approval of the attorney fee provisions set forth in in their Joint Motion for 

Preliminary Approval of Consent Decree, Class Certification, and Plan of Notice to 

Class (Doc. 46, hereafter “Joint Motion”).   

This Supplemental Fee Motion is filed to enable the Court to preliminarily 

approve the provisions of the Consent Decree respecting attorney fees as 
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contemplated by Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(e)(1) and Fed. R. Civ. P. 54(d)(2).  Plaintiffs are 

entitled to attorney fees under 42 U.S.C. § 1988.   

The motion discusses the following matters: 

 The provisions of the Consent Decree which provide for 
payment of attorney fees to Plaintiffs’ attorneys. (Page 2) 
 

 The work of the Plaintiffs’ attorneys prior to filing the Joint 
Motion to develop and obtain the Consent Decree. (Page 3) 

 
 The Plaintiffs’ entitlement to attorney fees. (Page 5) 

 
 The reasonableness of the fees Plaintiffs’ attorneys will 

receive pursuant to the Consent Decree. (Page 6) 
 

Consent Decree Provisions for Attorney Fees 
 

 The Consent Decree addresses attorney fees in three separate time periods.  

The First Period is from the initial investigative work on Oklahoma’s competency 

restoration deficiencies until the filing of the Joint Motion.  The Second Period covers 

the work done between the filing of the Joint Motion until the entry of the Consent 

Decree by the Court. The Third Period covers the work to be done after the entry of 

the Consent Decree by the Court during the duration of the Decree. (See Doc. 46-1, 

¶¶ 101-103, p. 37). 

During the First Period (prior to filing the Joint Motion), the Consent Decree 

provides that the Oklahoma Department of Mental Health and Substance Abuse 

Services (“Department”) shall pay: (i) $275,000 in attorney fees to Frederic Dorwart, 

Lawyers PLLC (“FDLaw”), and (ii) $28,000 in attorney fees to the Oklahoma 

Disability Law Center (“ODLC”).  (Doc. 46-1, ¶ 101, p. 37).   
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During the Second Period (from filing the Joint Motion until entry of the 

Consent Decree), the Consent Decree provides that the Department shall pay 

Plaintiffs’ Counsel $350 per hour.  (Id. at ¶ 102). 

During the Third Period, the Consent Decree provides that the Department 

shall pay Class Counsel attorney fees in the amount of $325 per hour (capped at 

$75,000 per year).  (Id. at ¶ 103).  

 For the reasons hereafter set forth, it is likely this Court will, upon final 

consideration of the Consent Decree, find it reasonable to allow: (i) $275,000 for 

attorney fees for work done prior to the filing the Consent Decree, (ii) $350 per hour 

for attorney fees for work after the filing of the Joint Motion until entry of the Consent 

Decree obtaining preliminary approval of the Consent Decree, giving notice to Class 

members, establishing the Class, and (iii) $325 per hour for attorney fees for the work 

done after the entry of the Consent Decree (capped at $75,000 per year) representing 

the interests of the Class. 

Plaintiffs’ Attorneys’ Work to Investigate Plaintiffs’ Claims and Negotiate, 
Draft, and Obtain the Consent Decree 

 
 For the work done prior to the filing of the Joint Motion, the Consent Decree 

provides that the Department shall pay FDLaw $275,000 for all the work done by 

FDLaw lawyers and paralegals and ODLC $28,000.  The $275,000 payable to FDLaw 

and the $28,000 payable to ODLC: (i) were amounts negotiated with the Department, 

and (ii) are substantially less than the value of the work actually done. During the 

First Period, FDLaw lawyers worked 971.2 hours totaling $539,259.75 at FDLaw’s 

usual and customary billing rates (after pre-billing review and adjustment).  See 
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Exhibit 1, FDLaw Adjusted Time Records.  ODLC lawyers worked 127.75 hours 

totaling $43.837.50 at ODLC’s usual and customary billing rates.  See Exhibit 2, 

ODLC Time Records.  

The Plaintiffs’ legal work during the First Period—from initial investigation, 

analysis, development of the claims, drafting and filing the Complaint, and drafting 

and negotiating the Consent Decree with the Department—was principally done by 

Messrs. DeMuro, Dorwart, and Leimbach.  It is contemplated that Plaintiffs’ legal 

work in the Second Period—from the filing of the Joint Motion to approval of the 

Consent Decree by the Court—will also be done by Messrs. DeMuro, Dorwart, and 

Leimbach.  The resumes of Messrs. Dorwart, DeMuro, and Leimbach are attached to 

this Motion as Exhibits 3, 4, and 5 respectively.  The work during the First Period by 

ODLC was done by Nicholas Southerland and Brian S. Wilkerson.  The resumes of 

Messrs. Southerland and Wilkerson are attached to this Motion as Exhibits 6 and 7 

respectively.  

Mr. Dorwart regularly charges and is paid $625 per hour for his work.  Mr. 

DeMuro regularly charges and is paid $560 per hour for his work.  Mr. Leimbach 

regularly charges and is paid $440 for his work.  A summary of FDLaw’s 

contemporaneous time records (after pre-billing review and adjustments) during the 

Case 4:23-cv-00081-GKF-JFJ   Document 49 Filed in USDC ND/OK on 07/26/24   Page 4 of 13



 

5 

period commencing October 2022 and ending July 15, 2024, attached as Exhibit 1, is 

set forth in the following table.[1]: 

Subject to entry of the Consent Decree by the Court, Lead Class Counsel will 

be Paul DeMuro, Frederic Dorwart, and David Leimbach; Messrs. Southerland and 

Wilkerson will be Co-Class counsel.  Both Mr. Dorwart and Mr. DeMuro have 

substantial experience prosecuting and defending class actions.  Messrs. Dorwart and 

DeMuro were pro-bono co-lead counsel in DG v. Yarbrough, WL 1343151 (N.D. Okla. 

2013), which resulted in a settlement mandating fundamental reform of the 

Oklahoma foster care system—now nationally recognized as a model for foster care 

reform.  Mr. Dorwart is Chairman of A Better Childhood, Inc., a national not-for-

profit company conducting advocacy class action litigation to compel foster care 

reform nationally.  Additionally, Messrs. Dorwart, DeMuro, and Leimbach, 

collectively, have represented parties (plaintiffs and defendants) in at least a dozen 

                                            
[1] The dollars billed are calculated using the FDLaw lawyers’ hourly billing rates in 
effect from 2020 to the current date.  The billing rates shown are the billing rates in 
effect since January 1, 2024. Time worked by all FDLaw lawyers other than Messrs. 
Dorwart, DeMuro, Leimbach, and Cipolla was charged off in the pre-billing review 
and adjustment.  In total, $22,494.50 of FDLaw work was charged off in the pre-
billing review and, thus, excluded in the analysis set forth in this Supplemental Fee 
Motion. 

Attorney Billing Rate Hours Billed Dollars Billed 

Frederic Dorwart $625 177.15 $107,146.75 

Paul DeMuro $585 671.05 $381,913.00 

David Leimbach $440 105.70 $42,968.00 

Richard Cipolla $425 17.30 $7,232.00 

TOTAL 
 

971.2 $539,259.75 
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class action cases in commercial matters, including oil and gas, securities, banking, 

insurance, and real estate matters. 

Plaintiffs, If Prevailing, Will Be Entitled to Attorney Fees 

Attorneys are entitled to fee awards under 42 U.S.C. § 1988 for prevailing 

claims which arise from civil rights acts such as those under 42 U.S.C. § 1983.  Courts 

must, however, determine whether the requested fees are reasonable.  Courts make 

this determination by calculating a “lodestar figure—the number of hours reasonably 

spent on the litigation, multiplied by a reasonable hourly rate.”  Hayes v. Chaparral 

Energy, LLC., No. 14-CV-495-GKF-PJC, 2018 WL 10780611, at *4 (N.D. Okla. 2018) 

(citing Malloy v. Monahan, 73 F.3d 1012, 1017 (10th Cir. 1996)). The purpose of the 

lodestar determination is to produce an award “that roughly approximates the fee 

that the prevailing attorney would have received if he or she had been representing 

a paying client who was billed by the hour in a comparable case.” Bishop v. Smith, 

112 F. Supp. 3d 1231, 1238–39 (N.D. Okla. 2015)(quoting Perdue v. Kenny A., 559 

U.S. 542, 551 (2010)).  

Our research discloses that the two most recent cases in which this Court 

determined the reasonableness of hourly rates are Bishop v. Smith, 112 F. Supp. 3d 

1231, 1238–39 (N.D. Okla. 2015), and Busby v. City of Tulsa, 2018 WL 7286180 (N.D. 

Okla. 2018). This Court approved $400 per hour in 2015 (Bishop v. Smith), and in 

2018 (Busby v. City of Tulsa).  In 2020, visiting Judge Jim Browning, in SFF-TIR, 

LLC v. Stephenson, 452 F. Supp. 3d 1058 (N.D. Okla. 2020), a complex securities law 

matter, approved $475 per hour for Mr. Dorwart and $410 per hour for Mr. DeMuro. 
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Reasonableness of Plaintiffs’ Attorney Fees1 

 The 2015 $400 rate approved by this Court (in Bishop v. Smith), when 

adjusted for inflation pursuant to the All Items CPI Index published by the United 

States Bureau of Labor,2 equates to $530 per hour today.  The $475 approved by 

Judge Browning for Mr. Dorwart (SFF-TIR, LLC v. Stephenson), when so adjusted 

for inflation, equates to $605 per hour today.  The $410 per hour rate approved by 

Judge Browning for Mr. DeMuro in 2018, when adjusted, equates to $522 per hour 

today.  Thus, accepting the adjustment of fee rates solely for inflation, the current 

FDLaw rates have, for all practical purposes, been previously approved in the 

Northern District of Oklahoma for similarly complex matters:   

2015 Judge Frizzell 
Approved Rate 

$400 per hour  2018 Judge 
Browning 

Approved Rates 

$475 (Dorwart) 
$410 (DeMuro) 

 

2015 Judge Frizzell 
Inflation Adjusted 

Approved Rate 

$540 per hour  2018 Judge 
Browning Inflation 
Adjusted Approved 

Rates 

$605 (Dorwart) 
$522 (DeMuro) 
 

 
In summary, following a trial of this matter, the Court will likely find that the 

Lodestar rates are the rates usually and customarily billed and collected by FDLaw 

and ODLC.  

                                            
1 Though the participation of ODLC attorneys was invaluable, we do not here discuss 
the reasonableness of ODLC’s usual and customary hourly rates because: (i) ODLC’s 
usual and customary rates are $350 per hour for Mr. Wilkerson and $200 per hour 
for Mr. Southerland, (ii) the ODLC lawyers worked 127.7 and are being paid only 
$28,000, or only $219.60 per hour under the provisions of the Consent Decree, and 
(iii) the reasonableness of ODLC’s fees seems apparent on their face.  See, Exhibit 8. 
 
2 See https://www.bls.gov/data/inflation_calculator.htm. 
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The First Period.  For the First Period (from inception to the filing of the 

Consent Decree), the Consent Decree provides that the Department shall pay FDLaw 

lawyers $275,000 and the ODLC lawyers $28,000.  These fees were negotiated with 

the Department and are substantially lower than the Lodestar rates.  

 During the First Period, FDLaw worked 971.2 hours (after pre-billing review 

and adjustments) at an average usual and customary billing rate of $555.25.  The 

effective hourly rate implied by the stipulated $275,000 fee is $283.15 ($275,000 ÷ 

971.2). This work included initial on-the-ground investigation; extensive 

consultations with experts; study of competency restoration policies and procedures 

in academia and the Federal and State Courts; the development, drafting and filing 

of the Complaint; collaborative field interviews with mental health providers, social 

service providers, prosecutors, defense lawyers, judges, and sheriffs; and extensive 

negotiations with the Department finalizing the Consent Decree.  This work resulted 

in a state-of-the-art Consent Decree. Exhibit 1, FDLaw Time Records; Exhibit 8, 

Affidavit of Frederic Dorwart. 

 For this effort, resulting in the state-of-the-art Consent Decree, the $275,000 

fee to FDLaw which the Consent Decree provides yields an average hourly rate of 

$283.15.  This $283.15 hourly rate is: (i) 51% of the usual and customary billing rates 

of FDLaw, (ii) 42% of the rates approved by this Court in 2015 and 2018, and (iii) 45% 

of the FDLaw rates approved by Judge Browning for Messrs. Dorwart and DeMuro 

in 2018.  Clearly, the $283.15 hourly rate stipulated in the Consent Decree is more 

than reasonable and fair.  
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Plaintiffs note that the Prison Litigation Reform Act (“PLRA”), when it applies, 

can constrain fee awards.  See 42 U.S.C. § 1997e(d).  Plaintiffs do not believe the 

PLRA applies to the proposed Consent Decree in this matter because this action does 

not concern “prison conditions,” but rather seeks to enforce putative class members’ 

constitutional right to receive timely competency restoration services from the 

Department.3  We have been unable to identify any case  in which a court has held 

the PLRA applies in a competency-restoration class action such as the one before this 

Court.  Additionally, the PLRA does not apply here because this action was not 

“brought by a prisoner who is confined to any jail, prison or other correctional facility,” 

                                            
3 Cf. Trueblood v. Washington State Dep’t of Soc. & Health Servs., 2016 WL 10703626, 
at *2 (W.D. Wash. Oct. 13, 2016) (holding that the “PLRA does not apply” because the 
lawsuit, which pertained to unconstitutional delays in competency evaluations and 
restorative services, was “not concerned with the ‘conditions’ of Plaintiffs' 
confinement”); Alabama Disabilities Advoc. Program v. Wood, 584 F. Supp. 2d 1314, 
1316 (M.D. Ala. 2008) (“The prospective-relief provisions of the PLRA do not apply 
because this action does not concern ‘prison conditions.’”); Thomas v. Stitt, 653 F. 
Supp. 3d 1084, 1088 (W.D. Okla. 2023) (finding PLRA inapplicable where the claims 
asserted “concern[ed] the constitutionality of Oklahoma's parole procedures, not 
prison conditions or prison life.”); but see Hunter v. Beshear, 2018 WL 564856, at *16 
n.5 (M.D. Ala. Jan. 25, 2018) (identifying, but finding it unnecessary to resolve, issue 
of whether PLRA applied to lawsuit regarding failures to provide timely competency 
restoration treatments). 
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but rather was brought by court-appointed legal guardians as next friends on behalf 

of four individuals who had been found incompetent.4   

The Court need not, however, consider whether the PLRA applies and the 

Plaintiffs do not ask it to do so because the fee provisions in the Consent Decree are 

reasonable even assuming, arguendo, the PLRA does apply. 5 

 Under the PLRA, the baseline hourly attorney rate  is  currently $258 per hour; 

calculated by multiplying the current CJA counsel rate of $172 under 42 U.S.C. § 

1997e(d)(3)), by 150%.  Under the PLRA, the Lodestar amount may be enhanced by 

the Court.6  The $283.15 per hour rate provided during the First Period would be an 

enhancement of only 9% over the PLRA Lodestar amount. This de minimis 

enhancement of Plaintiffs’ attorney fees during the First Period is reasonable for this 

                                            
4 Cf. Trueblood, 2016 WL 10703626, at *2 (holding that fee award was “not governed 
by the PLRA” where one of the plaintiffs was a disability rights non-profit that 
litigated “on behalf of its constituents”); Tretter v. Pa. Dep't of Corr., 558 Fed. App’x. 
155, 157–58 (3d Cir. 2014) (refusing to apply PLRA limitations to administrator of 
prisoner's estate); Rivera-Rodriguez v. Pereira-Castillo, 2005 WL 290160, at *5 
(D.P.R. Jan. 31, 2005) (“[T]he language of the statute under §§ 1997e(a) [sic] or 
1997e(h) does not encompass the family members or legal guardians of a prisoner.”); 
see generally Deborah Frisch, Not Behind Bars, Not A Prisoner: An Analysis of 
Guardians, Conservators, and Protection & Advocacy Organizations Under the Prison 
Litigation Reform Act, 36 Cardozo L. Rev. 731, 761 (2014) (“In analyzing the history 
and reasons for enactment of the PLRA, it is apparent that these groups that stand 
in for prisoners were never intended to be seen as ‘prisoners’ within the meaning of 
the statute and should not be subject to the statute when bringing a case on behalf of 
an inmate.”).   
 
5 Plaintiffs expressly reserve the PLRA issue for later determination in the event the 
Consent Order is not entered. 
 
6 Enhancement of the PLRA Lodestar may be awarded by the Court.  Kelly v. Wengler, 
822 F. 3d 1085 (9th Cir. 2016). 
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complex class action in which Plaintiffs have achieved a state-of-the-art Consent 

Decree that reforms a constitutionally required state-wide program. 

 Second Period.  For the Second Period, the Consent Decree provides that Class 

Counsel will be paid $350 per hour – which is substantially less than both: (i) the 

lodestar rate determined by the rates usually billed and collected by FDLaw ($625) 

for Mr. Dorwart and $585 for Mr. DeMuro), and (ii) the lodestar rate determined by 

either the 2015 CPI adjusted rate ($540) or the 2018 CPI adjusted ($605 for Mr. 

Dorwart and $522 for Mr. DeMuro).   

The $350 per hour rate during the Second Period is an enhancement of only 

36% of the $258 PLRA lodestar rate.  The efforts of FDLaw and the result obtained 

by FDLaw, discussed supra, p. 3, justify this enhancement. 

Third Period. For the Third Period, the Consent Decree provides that Class 

Counsel will be paid $325 per hour capped at $75,000 a year. Again, the $325 per 

hour rate is substantially less than both: (i) the rates usually charged and collected 

by FDLaw ($625 for Mr. Dorwart and $585 for Mr. DeMuro), and (ii) the rates  

determined by either the 2015 CPI adjusted rate ($540) or the 2018 CPS adjusted 

rate ($605 for Mr. Dorwart and $522 for Mr. DeMuro). The $325 per hour rate 

provided by the Consent Decree in the Third Period (capped at $75,000 per year) is 

an enhancement of only 30% of the PLRA Lodestar fee of $258.  The efforts of FDLaw 

and result obtained by FDLaw discussed above at p. 3 above, justifies this 

enhancement.  In actuality, the hourly rate to be paid FDLaw in the Third Period will 
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likely be significantly less than the PLRA lodestar rate of $258 due to the $75,000 

cap.   

The fee provisions of the Consent Decree in the Third Period are reasonable. 

Conclusion 

The fee provisions of the Consent Decree are reasonable for each of the Three 

Periods.  It is apparent that the fees embodied in the Consent Decree were negotiated 

fees unrelated to the value of the lawyer services provided and at rates a fraction of 

those the Plaintiffs will likely recover if they prevail at trial.   

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED, 
 
 
/s/ Frederic Dorwart    
Paul DeMuro, OBA No. 17605 
Frederic Dorwart, OBA No. 2436 
David Leimbach, OBA No. 33310 
Frederic Dorwart, Lawyers PLLC 
Old City Hall 
124 East 4th Street 
Tulsa, OK 74103 
(918) 583-9922 – telephone 
(918) 583-8251 – facsimile 
pdemuro@fdlaw.com 
fdorwart@fdlaw.com 
dleimbach@fdlaw.com  
 
Nick Southerland, OBA No. 31234 
Brian S. Wilkerson, OBA No. 17165 
Oklahoma Disability Law Center, Inc. 
2816 E. 51st Street, Suite 300 
Tulsa, OK 74105 
(918) 743-6220 – telephone  
(918) 743-7157 – facsimile  
nick@okdlc.org 
brian@okdlc.org 
 
Counsel for Plaintiffs 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 The undersigned does hereby certify that on the 26th day of July, 2024, I 
electronically transmitted the attached document to the Clerk of Court using the ECF 
System for filing. Based on the records currently on file, the Clerk of Court will 
transmit a Notice of Electronic Filing to the applicable ECF registrants. 
 
 
       /s/ Frederic Dorwart   
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10/7/22 NS Meeting w/ Appleseed Competency working group - 1.0 
 
11/4/22 NS Meeting w/ Appleseed Competency working group - 1.0 
 
12/2/22 NS Meeting w/ Appleseed Competency working group - 1.0 
12/9/22 NS Drafting Appleseed report - 3.0 
 
2/26/23 NS Review of narratives for potential named plaintiffs - 1.0 
 
4/12/23 NS Legal research re: response to defendants’ motion to dismiss - 3.0 
4/13/23 NS Drafting of response to defendants’ motion to dismiss - 2.0 
 
5/19/23 - NS Review of 1st tranche of discovery - 1.0 
5/24/23 -  NS and BSW Weekly conference call w/ PD, BSW and AAG team  - .5 
  NS Review of  2nd tranche of discovery documents - 1.0 
5/25/23 -  NS Review of 2nd tranche discovery documents - 2.0 
  NS Drafting memo concerning Mateen as not a person in need of treatment - 1.0 
5/31/23 NS and BSW Weekly conference call w/ AG and DMH - .5 
 
6/2/23  NS and BSW Conference call w/ PD re: IJR statute and Mateen - .5 
6/5/23  NS and BSW Conference call w/ PD and NG re: Competency Statute - .75 
6/12/23 NS and BSW Call w/ PD re: Veto of SB255 - .25 
6/14/23 NS and BSW Conference call w/ PD .5 
6/21/23 NS Phone call w/ PD and BSW to prep for FCS meeting -.5 
6/22/32 NS and BSW Meeting w/ FCS + AG - 2.0 
  NS and BSW Meeting w/ PD and Groundswell - 1.0 
 
7/7/23  NS Prep for meeting w/ GCMH -1.0 
7/10/23 NS and BSW Meeting w/ GCMH - 3.5 
7/19/23 NS Review of second tranche of DMH emails produced in discovery - 1.5 
7/21/23 NS Meeting w/ PD and Groundswell - .5 
7/25/23 NS Attended show cause hearing in Tulsa County - 1.5 
7/31/23 NS Prep for meeting w/ Red Rock - .75 
 
8/1/23  NS Meeting w/ Red Rock - 2.5 
8/9/23  NS Review of third tranche of DMH emails produced in discovery - 1.5 
8/10/23 NS and BSW Travel to OKC for meeting w/ Turn Key - 3.0 
  NS and BSW Meeting w/ Turn Key & AGs - 2.0 
8/15/23 NS and BSW Tour of jail w/ experts and meeting with Vic Regalado - 3.0 
8/16/23 NS and BSW Tour of OFC w/ experts - 1.5 
  NS and BSW Meeting w/ Groundswell after OFC tour - 1.0 
  NS and BSW Travel time to Vinita - 2.0 
8/17/23 NS consent decree research - 2.5 
8/18/23 NS consent decree research - 1.0  
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8/21/23 NS consent decree research - 3.0 
8/24/24 NS consent decree drafting - 4.0 
8/29/24 NS consent decree drafting - 2.0 
 
9/1/24  NS consent decree drafting - 1.5 
9/4/23  NS consent decree drafting - 3.5 
9/12/23 NS Prep for meeting w/ Grand - .5 
9/13/23 NS and BSW - Meeting w/ Grand Mental Health - 1.75 
  NS and BSW - Followup meeting w/ PDM and LK - .5 
9/14/23 NS prep for meeting w/ Dr. Ardoin - 1.0 
9/15/23 NS meeting w/ Dr. from OCDC - 1.5 
9/27/23 NS Prep for meeting w/ CH - 1.0 
9/28/23 NS and BSW - Meeting w/ CH @ AG’s office - 3.5 
  NS and BSW Debrief of meeting w/ CH w/ experts and PD - .5 
 
10/4/24 NS - consent decree drafting - 1.25 
10/11/23 NS - Review of proposed new forced medication legislation - .75 
10/12/23 NS - Meeting w/ CH, LK, PD - 1.5 
10/13/23 NS - Consent decree drafting - 3.0 
10/13/23 NS - Phone call w/ CH re: additions to consent decree - .5 
10/15/23 NS - Consent decree drafting - 1.0 
10/20/23 NS - Meeting w/ CH, LK, PD - 1.5 
10/23/23 NS and BSW - Review of defendant’s proposed plan - 1.0 

NS and BSW - Meeting w/ PD re: defendants’ proposed plan -.5 
10/26/23 NS - consent decree drafting - 2.25 
10/25/23 NS and BSW - Meeting w/ PD, and AGs - 3.0 
10/31/23 NS - Final edits to consent decree first draft for submission to PD - 1.5 
  BSW - Review of consent decree - 1.0 
 
11/2/23 NS and BSW - Pre-settlement conference meeting w/ experts - 1.0 
  NS and BSW - Pre-settlement conference meeting w/ next friends - 1.0 
11/3/23 NS and BSW - Pre-settlement conference meeting w/ PD and AGs - .5 
11/6/23 NS and BSW - Settlement conference w/ AG - 3.0 
11/8/23 NS - Additional drafting of consent decree (Alameda Co.) - 1.0 
11/9/23 NS - Meeting w/ experts re: qualifications for forensic examiners - 1.0 
11/9/23 NS - Drafting consent decree 1.5 
11/10/23 NS - Incorporating experts’ edits to consent decree - 2.0 
11/14/23 NS - Final edits to consent decree second draft for submission to PD - .5 
  BSW - Review of consent decree - 1.0 
 
12/8/23 NS - Review of PD’s edits to consent decree for submission to AG - 1.0 
 
1/9/24  NS and BSW - Attended zoom meeting with AG to discuss consent decree - 1.0 
1/12/24 NS - Attended show cause hearing in Oklahoma County - 2.0 
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2/2/24  NS and BSW - Tour of proposed pilot in-jail competency restoration facility - 2.0 
NS and BSW - Meeting w/ experts after tour of proposed pilot in-jail competency 
restoration facility - 1.5 

 
3/1/24  NS and BSW - Meeting w/ experts to discuss proposed IMO legislation - 1.0 
3/4/24  NS and BSW - Meeting w/ AG to discuss proposed ODMHSAS legislation - 2.5 
 
4/4/24  NS and BSW - Meeting w/ experts to pre-consent decree meeting w/ AG - 1.0 
4/8/24  NS and BSW - Travel time to OKC for AG meeting - 3.0 

NS and BSW - Meeting w/ Attorney General to discuss consent decree - 2.0 
4/15/24 NS - Review of new draft of consent decree w/ AG’s changes - 1.0 
4/23/24 NS and BSW - Meeting w/ experts to discuss new draft of consent decree - 1.0 
  NS and BSW - Meeting w/ PD and AG to review consent decree pt. 1 - 2.0 
4/25/24 NS - Meeting w/ PD and AG to review consent decree - 2.0 
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FREDERIC DORWART 
Old City Hall 

124 East Fourth Street 
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103-5010 

(918) 583-9945 - Direct 
(918) 688-9961 - Cell 

OBA No. 2436 
fdorwart@fdlaw.com 

EDUCATION: 

Legal: L.L.B., cum laude, Harvard Law School, 1966.  Best Brief Award, moot court 
competition; Best Oralist Award, moot court competition.  

 
Pre-Legal: B.S. in Engineering with Distinction, U.S. Naval Academy, 1959.  

Commander, Fourth Company Midshipmen; District VII intercollegiate debate 
champion, 1958; outstanding debater award, Northwestern University 
National Debate Tournament, 1958 (and various others 1956-59). 

 
Muskogee Central High School, magna cum laude: Oklahoma state and U.S. 
national high school extemporaneous speaking champion, 1954; University of 
Oklahoma Beaird Memorial Award for outstanding Oklahoma high school 
speech student, 1954; Oklahoma high school debate champion, 1954. 

 
EMPLOYMENT: 

Present: Frederic Dorwart, Lawyers PLLC: Founder (1994), Managing Member 
(1994-2020), Member (2020-Present); General Counsel, BOK Financial 
Corporation (1991-2021),Tulsa Community Foundation and George Kaiser 
Family Foundation (1999-2021), Kaiser-Francis Oil Company (1967- 2020); 
Oil and Gas Investments. 

 
1989-1994: Holliman, Langholz, Runnels & Dorwart: Of Counsel, law. 

 
1967-1989: Holliman, Langholz, Runnels & Dorwart: President, law. 

 
1967-1989: Stockholder, Director and Officer of various manufacturing concerns with 

sales offices and manufacturing plants in Oklahoma, Texas, Louisiana, 
Colorado, Canada, Hong Kong, Scotland, Singapore and Belgium. 

MILITARY SERVICE 
 

1959-1965: Lieutenant, United States Navy:  Heavy Cruisers, U.S.S. Newport News 
CA-148 (1959-61):  Main Engines Officer; Officer of the Deck Underway, 
CIC Watch Officer, and Engineering Watch and Duty Officer.  Destroyers, 
U.S.S. Turner DDR-834 (1961-63):  Operations Officer; Officer of the Deck 
Underway, Command Duty Officer and Anti-submarine Air Control Officer;  
Officer Candidate School, Newport, Rhode Island (Summers 1964 and 
1965): Instructor in Naval Tactics. 

 
COMMUNITY:

The University of Tulsa, Chairman, Board of Trustees (2019-2021), Trustee (2010-2022), 
Trustee Emeritus (2022-current); Chairman and Advisory Director (2004-2012), University of 
Tulsa Undergraduate Research Challenge 
 
The University of Tulsa, Outstanding Business Leader, Collins College of Business Hall of 
Fame, (2017); College of Law Hall of Fame (2015) 
 
Frederic Dorwart Chair in Energy Law, University of Tulsa College of Law  
 
Tulsa Historical Society Hall of Fame (2015) 
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Organizer of Tulsa Stadium Trust Improvement District and General Counsel to Tulsa 
Stadium Trust (2008-Present) 
 
Developed Structure and Organization for Construction and Operation of A Gathering Place 
for Tulsa, GKFF and River Parks Authority (2010-Present) 
 
Organizing Trustee (1999), Tulsa Community Foundation 
 
Organizing Trustee and President (2000-Present), George Kaiser Family Foundation 
 
Vice-President, Treasurer and Director (2004-Present), Tulsa Educare, Inc. 
 
Tulsa Regional Chamber, Volunteer of the Year (2009), Director (2012-2020) 
 
Oklahoma Bar Association, Alma Wilson Award for Service to Children (Co-Lead Counsel, D. 
G. v Oklahoma Department of Human Services, USDC OKND, 2007-2012) 

 
Principal Drafter, 1995 Oklahoma Tort Reform Act (12 O.S. 1101.1; 23 O.S. 9.1) 
 
Drafter, Tourism Improvement District Act (11 O.S. 39-103.1); Organizer, Tulsa Tourism 
Business Improvement District No.1, 2010. 

 
Commissioner (1990-2007), Tulsa Housing Authority 

 
Director and Chairman of the Board (1982-1986), Operation Aware of Oklahoma 

 
President (1976-1977), Director (1971-1977) and Advisory Director (1978-Present) Tulsa 
Family and Children's Service, Inc. 

 
Member (1977 - 1981), Budget Executive Committee of Tulsa Area United Way 

 
President (1978 - 1980), Holy Family Cathedral Parish Council 

 
Director, (1980 - 1981), Community Service Council 

 
Co-Founder and Member (1974 - Present), International Society of the Energy Advocates 

 
President (1969-1971), Harvard Law School Association of Oklahoma; Member, Harvard 
Law School Annual Gift Committees 

 
Master (1987-Present), Council Oak Tulsa Chapter, Inns of Court 

 
Trustee (1985-2003) and President (1987-1992); Man of the Year (1991), American Morgan 
Horse Association 
 
Inaugural Honoree (2024), Indian Nations Troop, Scouting America, Annual Frederic Dorwart 
Community Impact Award  
 

PERSONAL: 

Date of Birth: January 31, 1937; Married, Reine-Anne (Nanu) Dorwart, July 21, 1962 (deceased, 
November 26, 2019). 
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PAUL DEMURO 
FREDERIC DORWART, LAWYERS PLLC 

Oklahoma Bar No. 17605 
New Mexico Bar No. 7512 
Colorado Bar No. 56830 

 
 
EDUCATION: 
 
 Legal:  UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO SCHOOL OF LAW, J.D. 

magna cum laude, May, 1993; Class Rank: 2 of 110. 
 

   Academic Awards and Activities: Order of Coif; Notes and 
Comment Editor, UNM Law Review; Seven Top Grade Awards; 
Julia Raymond McCullouch Constitutional Law Award; Clinical 
Law Award; West Outstanding Scholarship Award; National 
Health Law Moot Court Team, 1990-91. 

 
 Pre-Legal:  PRINCETON UNIVERSITY, B.A., United States History, 1987 
 

Activities: Intercollegiate Varsity Football, 1983-1987; Officer, 
Tiger Inn Eating Club, 1986-87. 

 
EMPLOYMENT:  
  
 1997-Present: Frederic Dorwart, Lawyers, Tulsa, Oklahoma; Senior Trial 

Attorney in mid-size firm responsible for defending and 
prosecuting complex commercial matters and tort cases.  
Significant jury experience.  Obtained multi-million dollar verdicts 
and settlements in a variety of commercial settings.  Responsible 
for defense of state-wide oil and gas class action litigation. 

 
 1995-1996:  Campbell, DeMuro & Snyder, L.L.P., Albuquerque, New Mexico; 

general partner in firm concentrating in commercial and personal 
injury litigation and criminal defense. 

 
 1993-1995:  Randi McGinn & Associates, P.A., Albuquerque, New Mexico; 

associate in small litigation firm concentrating in personal injury, 
civil rights and criminal defense. 

 
 1988-1990:  National Center on Institutions & Alternatives, San Francisco, 

California; directed pretrial release program for San Francisco 
County Jails; private sentencing consultant.  
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GENERAL PROFESSIONAL BACKGROUND 
 

Admitted to New Mexico Bar October 1993. Admitted to Oklahoma Bar 
September 1997.  Admitted to Colorado Bar November 2021. Admitted to 
practice in United States District Court for the Districts of New Mexico, Arizona, 
Northern Oklahoma, Eastern Oklahoma, Western Oklahoma, Northern Illinois, 
Northern Texas, and Southern Texas.  Admitted to Ninth Circuit Court of 
Appeals, Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals, and Supreme Court of the United States 
of America. 

 
PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATIONS AND ACTIVITIES: 
 

Fellow, American College of Trial Lawyers 
 
Criminal Justice Act Panel Attorney for U.S. District Court for Northern District 
of Oklahoma 
 
Adjunct Settlement Judge for the U.S. District Court for Northern District of 
Oklahoma 

 
 Member: Litigation Counsel of America; National Association of 

Criminal Defense Lawyers; American Trial Lawyers 
Association; Oklahoma Trial Lawyers Association; Tulsa 
County Bar Association; Inns of Court (Council Oak/Johnson-
Sontag Chapter). 

 
 Editorial Board: New Mexico Trial Lawyer, Book Review Editor, 1995 - 

February, 1996. 
 
PUBLICATIONS: 
 

"The New Mexico Worker's Compensation Act 1991", 21 N.M.L. Rev. 620 
(1993); "The 1994 Amendments for the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, New 
Mexico Trial Lawyer, May, 1995; "The 911 of Trial Handbooks, New Mexico 
Trial Lawyer, Aug., 1995; "Dull Doctors Make Dull Videos, New Mexico Trial 
Lawyer, May, 1996. 
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DAVID W. LEIMBACH 
124 East Fourth Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103 

(918) 583-9922 ● DLEIMBACH@FDLAW.COM 

EDUCATION 

COLUMBIA LAW SCHOOL, New York, NY — Juris Doctor, June 2013 
Honors:  Harlan Fiske Stone Scholar 
Activities:  Columbia Science and Technology Law Review  

DARTMOUTH COLLEGE, Hanover, NH — Bachelor of Arts, cum laude, May 2010 
Majors:  Mathematics and Philosophy 
Honors:  Francis W. Gramlich Prize in Philosophy 

BAR ADMISSIONS 

State:    Oklahoma, New York 
Federal:  Northern, Eastern, and Western Districts of Oklahoma; Southern and 

Eastern Districts of New York; Southern and Eastern Districts of Texas; 
District of New Mexico; Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals 

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE 

FREDERIC DORWART, LAWYERS PLLC, Tulsa, OK 
Member (November 2021 – Present); Associate (December 2019 – November 2021) 
Represent clients in wide range of litigation matters in federal and state courts. 

THE HON. GREGORY K. FRIZZELL, U.S.D.J., Northern District of Oklahoma 
Judicial Law Clerk (September 2018 – September 2019) 
Researched and analyzed legal issues; prepared draft opinions, jury instructions, and 
other judicial documents; assisted with both civil and criminal cases. 

THE HON. JUDITH C. MCCARTHY, U.S.M.J., Southern District of New York 
Judicial Law Clerk (September 2017 – August 2018) 
Assisted four-week jury trial on complex financial claims; assisted jury trial in section 
1983 case; prepared draft orders and opinions.   

HERBERT SMITH FREEHILLS LLP, New York, NY 
Associate (October 2014 – March 2017) 
Represented clients in civil litigation in federal and state courts. 

PAUL, WEISS, RIFKIND, WHARTON & GARRISON LLP, New York, NY 
Associate (September 2013 – October 2014); Summer Associate (2012) 
Represented clients in various complex commercial litigation matters. 

MEMBERSHIPS 

Oklahoma Bar Association 
Hudson-Hall-Wheaton American Inn of Court 
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BRIAN S. WILKERSON 
10105 S. Hudson Ave. • Tulsa, Oklahoma 74137 

(C): 918-924-2567 • brian@okdlc.org 
 

PROFILE 
Accomplished trial litigator experienced in all aspects of case management including pre-trial preparation, 
mediations and alternate dispute resolution procedures.  Proven ability to negotiate complex transactions.  
Licensed to practice in Oklahoma, all three Federal District Courts in Oklahoma and Muscogee (Creek) Nation 
Tribal Court. 
 

LEGAL EXPERIENCE 
______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Oklahoma Disability Law Center 
Director of Litigation and Legal Services, July 2018 – Present 
 Lead counsel on class action lawsuit against the Department of Mental Health seeking to eliminate 

unconstitutional wait times for criminal defendants found incompetent to stand trial to receive competency 
restoration treatment. 

 Represent individuals with disabilities in federal, district and administrative courts. 
 Management and daily coordination of litigation and legal services for individuals with disabilities in the 

state of Oklahoma. 
 Supervision of legal advocates and staff attorneys on active case assignments. 
 Conducting monthly file reviews with legal advocates and staff attorneys to ensure the quality of legal 

services provided. 
 Hiring of legal advocates and staff attorneys. 
 Conduct annual performance evaluations of legal advocates and staff attorneys. 
 Identify, initiate, and coordinate systemic litigation projects. 
 
Wilkerson Law Firm, P.C. 
Owner, 2010 – July 2018 
 Management and operation skills include budgeting, scheduling, bidding and securing contracts and private 

accounts. 
 Handle complex deprived child and family drug court cases for Tulsa County District Court, Juvenile 

Division and Muscogee (Creek) Nation Tribal Court. 
 Represent criminal defendants in District Courts. 
 As Member of Oklahoma Juvenile Uniform Jury Instruction Rewrite Committee, worked collaboratively 

with State Judges, Prosecutors, Public Defenders, private attorneys and the Supreme Court of the State of 
Oklahoma, to amend and codify the uniform jury instructions to be used in all juvenile court proceedings. 

 

 Riggs, Abney, Neal, Turpen, Orbison & Lewis, Attorneys at Law 
Associate Attorney, 2006 -2010, 1997 - 2000 
 Member of legal team representing the State in protection of water quality in Oklahoma rivers. 
 Handle complex deprived child and family drug court cases for Tulsa County District Court, Juvenile 

Division and Muscogee (Creek) Nation Tribal Court. 
 Represented diverse clientele in both civil and criminal litigation. 
 Represented state employees in employment disputes before the State Merit Protection Commission. 
 Member of Oklahoma Juvenile Uniform Jury Instruction Rewrite Committee. 
 

Wilkerson, Wassall, Warman, Attorneys at Law 
Associate Attorney, 2000 - 2006 
 Handle complex deprived child and family drug court cases for Tulsa County District Court, Juvenile 

Division and Muscogee (Creek) Nation Tribal Court. 
 Represented diverse clientele in both civil and criminal litigation. 
 Represented state employees in employment disputes before the State Merit Protection Commission. 
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 Member of Oklahoma Juvenile Uniform Jury Instruction Rewrite Committee. 

 
EDUCATION 

______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

University of Oklahoma         Trinity University 
Juris Doctor, 1996                 Bachelor of Arts 1993 

COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT 
______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Autism Center of Tulsa, 2005 – 2018 
Jenks Public Schools, 2003 - 2019 

Metro Tulsa Soccer Club, Disabled Soccer Program Director & Coach, 2004 – 2009 
Nature Conservancy, Sutton Avian Research Center, Wild Brew Committee Member 1998 – 2009 
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