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Introduction 
 

 Windsor Dean Calkins was born December 18, 1944, in Eugene, Oregon.  He 

attended primary and secondary school in Eugene, Oregon, and graduated from South 

Eugene High School in 1963.  After attending the University of Oregon, where he 

majored in Sociology, he attended the Willamette University Law School and completed 

his law degree in 1970.  While attending law school, he clerked for the law firms of 

Rhoten, Rhoten and Speerstra and McCulloch, Dezendorf, Spears & Lubersky.  Mr. 

Calkins was in the Oregon Army National Guard from 1969 to 1970 and on reserve status 

from 1970 to 1976 as a Second Lieutenant.  

 

 After passing the Oregon State Bar exam in 1971, Windsor Dean Calkins joined his 

father’s  law firm in Eugene and practiced law with his father, Windsor Calkins, until his 

passing in 1989.  Mr. Calkins continues the family tradition of the Calkins Law Firm, 

practicing with his wife, Judy Calkins, who joined the firm in 1973 as a legal secretary.  

They were married in 1975, and after raising two children together, Judy Calkins returned 

to school and obtained her law degree in 1991. Mr. Calkins specializes in general 
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litigation, insurance defense, medical malpractice defense, contracts, construction law, 

construction defense, hospital law, and utility law.  His wife focuses her practice on  trusts 

and estates and estate planning.   

 

 Mr. Calkins became active in the community as a member of the board of directors 

of Goodwill Industries, serving in that capacity for 10 years, and becoming president in 

1975.  He was also on the Advisory Council of the College of Arts and Sciences and 

Clarks Honors College at the University of Oregon, on the board of directors of the 

Oregon Mozart Players, the Arts Foundation of Western Oregon, and the Silva 

Endowment Committee.  He served as Commissioner on Uniform State Laws in Oregon 

and as Division Chief for the National Conference of Commissioners on Uniform State 

Laws, was the chairman of the Oregon State Bar Litigation Section, a Fellow of the 

American College of Trial Lawyers and the American Bar Foundation, a member of the 

Oregon Association of Defense Counsel Board and the American Board of Trial 

Advocates, and in 2008 a recipient of the Best Lawyers in America and Oregon Super 

Lawyer Award.  

 

 Interviewer Monica LaRosa conducted three interviews between two and three 

hours each with Mr. Calkins on March 25, 2008, April 10, 2008, and May 8, 2008, at his 

office in Eugene, Oregon.  During the interviews, Mr. Calkins discussed the following 

topics: family history, relationships, and traditions; childhood experiences in Eugene and 

at his family’s summer cabin in Neskowin, Oregon, and other family travel; his early 

interests in music, academics, history, and law; overcoming early childhood health issues; 

musical talents and pursuits of his family; his work history, ethics, and career; his military 

history; people who were influential to him; college, law school, and clerking; cultural 

influences on his family; his interest in sports and staying in shape; community, 

professional, and social activities; friendships and colleagues; relationship with spouse, 

children, grandchild, and in-laws; the legal community in Lane County in the early 1970's; 

early 1970's Federal Court lock-down after riot smashed windows demonstrating the 
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Vietnam War; development of the family’s law practice, relationships within, and 

technology changes; professional achievements; his involvement with state and federal 

courts, judges, and changes in practice over the years; process of handling medical 

malpractice defense cases and using experts; and involvement in the following cases: 

The Federal Deposit Ins. Corp. v. Robert J. Beedon, et al, U.S. District Court Case No. 

856351E; Jefferis v. Marzano, 298 Or 782 (1985); Marilyn Durham v. Donald Slocum, 

M.D., 685 F2d 441 (9th Cir 1982); Norma Faye Kesey, Personal Representative of 

the Estate of Jed Melvin Kesey v. State of Oregon, et al., Lane County Case No. 

J168409724; Carl Yeager v. Sisters of St. Joseph of Peace, U.S. District Court Case 

No. 6:87-CV-06427-HO; and  James Stoda v. Christopher Hiatt, MD, et al, Lane 

County Case No. 16-02-17677.   
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DSS 1 
2008 March 25 

 
ML: This is Monica LaRosa on behalf of the U.S. District Court Oregon Historical 

Society and it’s March 25, 2008, at approximately 4:30 p.m. and I am in the office of 

Calkins & Calkins, here with Windsor Dean Calkins to take his oral history for the 

historical society project.  We are going to go ahead and get started now.  Mr. Calkins if 

you could please recite for the record your full name.  

 

WC: Windsor Dean Calkins. 

 

ML: And your date of birth and your place of birth?  

 

WC: December 18, 1944, Eugene, Oregon.  

 

ML: Okay.  I’d like to talk to you today, we are going to go over your background and 

your education, and we will have some further sessions that will touch on your profession 

and your career progression, and so forth.  And today we are just going to talk about 

your background and your education, and progress in a chronological order.  So if you 

could tell me about your family background.  

 

WC: Well I grew up in Eugene.  My parents were Windsor Calkins and Doris Helen 

Calkins.  Both of them grew up in Eugene and so they had families here and I went to 

South Eugene High School, public grade school and public middle school, and South 

Eugene High School before going to the University of Oregon.  I don’t know if you want 

any more detail on family members -  

 

ML: Yes, I do.  How did your family come to Oregon, and which members of your 

family came to Oregon first? 
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WC: Well, there were two local families that were the parents and grandparents of my 

mother, the Dillard’s and the Patterson’s, and both of those families came to Eugene in 

about the range of 1852 or something like that.  They migrated from the Midwest and 

ended up here in primarily farming.  And John Patterson, my grandfather, grew up in 

Eugene as did his wife, Daisy Patterson, and her maiden name was Dillard.  So they met 

and got married.  My grandmother went to college at Whitman in eastern Washington 

and became an accomplished concert pianist and my grandfather worked for AT&T, or 

the telephone company back in those days, and they had three children, Kenneth 

Patterson, my mother Doris Patterson, and my aunt Martha Patterson.  So they grew up 

here.  As far as my father’s family, his father came out from the Wisconsin/Minnesota area 

in about 1900, and settled in Eugene, well first settled in Ashland and then moved to 

Eugene, and I think he came out around the turn of the century and first came without his 

wife, Emily, she came out later.  But my grandfather’s two brothers, Frank Calkins and 

Windsor Calkins, my dad’s uncle, had come out to Oregon first and all three of those 

brothers became lawyers, and Frank Calkins ended up being a Circuit Judge in Jackson 

County in Jacksonville, southern Oregon.  The other two, my grandfather “S.M.” standing 

for Sylvenus Marquis Calkins, went into partnership with his brother, Windsor Calkins, 

and my dad joined them in law practice in 1932.  So that’s kind of the general genesis of 

the ancestors, and so forth here. 

 

ML:  So your father went into practice with his brothers? 

 

WC: No, his uncle and his dad. 

 

ML: Okay, his uncle and his dad.  Was that here in Eugene. 

 

WC: It was all in Eugene. 
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ML: But they formed a practice in Eugene first? 

 

WC: In Eugene first, yes. 

 

ML: But they settled in Ashland and then . . . when did they move to Eugene? 

 

WC: I’m not sure which ones ended up where.  Of course, Frank Calkins ended up in 

southern Oregon.  My grandfather worked, did some work in Ashland and then ended up 

in Eugene and I’m not sure of the exact sequence.  But he, my grandfather didn’t become 

a lawyer until he was in his 40’s and he only had an eighth grade education, but he 

studied law on his own and read literature and you know was pretty much self-educated. 

 

ML: Do you know what school he went to? 

 

WC: My grandfather?  Oh, he never went to law school . . . 

 

ML: He never did? 

  

WC: He took the bar when he was in his 40’s and he did back then what was called “he 

read law” and studied with other lawyers and then studied up on his own and took the 

bar exam.  So he never went to college, he only finished the eighth grade and the family 

didn’t have enough money to send him to college, for one thing, so he became the 

telegrapher on the railroad and then, as I said, ended up out on the west coast, here in 

Oregon. 

 

ML: This is Vene right? 

 

WC: Yeah, Vene. 
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ML: Sylvenus “Vene”? 

 

WC: Sylvenus Marquis and his nickname was Vene.   

 

ML: How do you spell Marquis? 

 

WC: M-A-R-Q-U-I-S I think, yeah.  But, so, that was a little different.  He was a really 

fascinating person, as a grandfather, a very active reader into his 90’s, and  he always 

had kind of a different perspective on things, which I think was a product of his unique 

development as a . . . you know, in his education and as a professional in legal work. 

 

ML: Can you describe that perspective, an example of that perspective that he 

exhibited? 

 

WC: I can’t give you an exact . . . but we would read an article or some information and 

he would think of the pro’s and con’s of what has been said and would actively challenge 

in his mind what had happened and of what was being reported and so he was a very 

thoughtful person in terms of getting information and analyzing it.  So obviously, that’s a 

very valuable asset in legal work.  Also, he had a pretty good understanding of human 

nature and a knowledge of people and their motives and what makes people be what 

they are, and he was just a fascinating person to listen to.  He had a great command of 

history, particularly English history, and could recite all kinds of historic events, and was 

just a fascinating person. 

 

ML: Did you get to spend much time with him as a youth, before he passed away? 

 

WC: Yeah, actually I was in law school, or I was actually in the military when he passed 

away, but I had already started law school, and so I had spent quite a bit of time with him 
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and he remained mentally active up through age 96, when he passed away.  So I feel I 

really benefitted from having known him. 

 

  

ML: Did he have a significant impact on your life? 

 

WC: Yeah, he really did in terms of continuity.  I think a grandparent is always a value 

to someone coming up as a youngster, and so I was lucky to have a lot of interaction with 

him.  His wife died in the late 40’s and so he was a widower during all that time up 

through the late 60’s when he passed away. 

 

ML: He never remarried? 

 

WC: No, he never remarried.  He had my father, of course, was in law practice with my 

father and then he had a daughter, Madge, who married Ray Coopey, and her name was 

Madge Coopey and they lived in Portland, and he moved in with them and lived with 

them for a lot of the years through his 80’s and early 90’s. 

 

ML: And how do you spell Coopey? 

 

WC: C-o-o-p-e-y.  That was another person that I think was a family member who had 

some influence on my life.  He was a scientist, Ray Coopey, and bought some property 

up the Columbia Gorge and worked on logging and maintaining the property, and there’s 

now been named a Coopey Falls named after him on the Columbia Gorge, up near the 

Multnomah Falls area.  He was a fascinating person, interested in science and he would 

do, when we were little kids, do experiments in his basement and so forth, to entertain 

the kids.  It was a lot of fun, like an amateur “Watch Mr. Wizard” or something like one of 

those programs. 
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ML: So what other ways did he [Ray Coopey] have an influence on your life? 

 

WC: Oh he had a great sense of humor, a very caring person, very supportive, just as 

was my aunt.  You know, you just really appreciate the support and kind of cheerleader 

type of family that I had, it was just wonderful, and has continued to be. 

 

ML: Is he still alive? 

 

WC: No, he passed away about fifteen years ago, I would say. 

 

ML: And your aunt Madge, is she still alive? 

 

WC: No, she predeceased him by oh, about four or five years I’d say, and so she’s 

gone, so that generation is pretty much no longer with us. 

 

ML: Yeah. 

 

  

WC: The age that my grandfather was, I mean he was approaching 40 when his wife 

had my dad, and so there was a long span.  I think S.M. was born in about 1872, 

something like that, so it went back quite a ways. 

 

ML: And when did he pass, your grandfather? 

 

WC: About 1969.  The other perspective he had was, you know he grew up in through 

the horse and carriage era, went over to the automobile era, and into airplanes, and then 

the dramatic changes he had seen over his lifetime were just amazing. And the 

perspective he had on having experienced all of that first hand. 
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ML: Okay.  Did you have a close relationship with your mother’s side of the family? 

 

WC: Yeah, pretty much, although my grandfather Patterson died, I think in the late 40’s 

and when I was maybe five or six years old.  I knew his wife, Daisy Patterson, pretty well.  

I took piano lessons from her, so I would go over there and she was a great piano 

teacher during her life.  As I mentioned, and a pretty good concert pianist.  By the time I 

knew her, she had had a stroke or two and wasn’t able to play as well, but she was a very 

good piano teacher, and so I had spent quite a bit of time with her, and she was just a 

wonderful person. 

 

ML: What was your grandfather’s first name? 

 

WC: John. 

 

ML: John Patterson? 

 

WC: Yeah.  And, his dad, I think, was Postmaster in Eugene back after the Civil War, 

and his name was Abraham Patterson.  I, of course, never knew him.  Anyway, good 

family. 

 

ML: Yeah.  And your grandmother, was she a homemaker, or did she have a 

profession? 

 

WC: Well, like I mentioned, teaching piano, and she had three kids at home.  She was a 

pretty good cook, and a very talented person in terms of making things and working with 

her hands and doing things like that. 

 

ML: Creative? 
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WC: Yes, as was my mother.  And so a lot of that tradition carried over with my mother, 

in terms of weaving and knitting and home garden.  She’d try different things, you know, 

like if there was a new recipe for something, she’d go out and study it and try it out, and 

that type of thing. 

  

ML: Did she do a lot of canning, she did gardening and canning? 

 

WC: Yea, absolutely.  So I think the whole progression, with particularly my mother’s 

side of the family, of living pretty close to the land and needing to survive, as well as my 

parents having gone through the Great Depression in the 1930’s, made them very 

conservation minded and very frugal in terms of both money, as well as doing home 

canning and keeping track of their food and canning for the next season and that type of 

thing.  Those habits carry over. 

 

ML: Did they pass that down to the family too? 

 

WC: Yeah, quite a bit.  Although, we’ve done vegetable gardens, and done canning, 

and all that sort of thing, not as much as we used to during our early married life, my wife 

and I, but those same interests have carried through.  There’s not the dramatic need to 

survive as much now, as there  was before, but we’ve obviously benefitted from that 

tradition. 

 

ML: Do you have fond memories of both sides of your grandparents?  When did the 

Patterson side of the family pass? 

 

WC: Well, as I may have mentioned, my grandfather, John Patterson, passed away in 

the late 40’s and then his wife, who was the pianist that I took lessons from, she passed 

away in the mid-50’s. 
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ML: Okay, so you were quite young? 

 

WC: Yeah, I was you know maybe 10 or 12 years old when she passed away.  And then 

her daughter, my mother’s sister, and son, Ken, who lived in Portland, my uncle, they 

lived you know quite a long time after that of course. 

 

ML: Were you close with them? 

 

WC: I think we were quite close with my Aunt Martha Patterson Veal.  She got to know 

a fellow in college by the name of Clarence Veal, grew up in Albany.  They had found a 

mutual interest in music, my aunt was a violinist, and I think my uncle played the cello.  

He ran a furniture factory in Albany and went into business with his dad there.  And so all 

the time that I knew them they were in Albany and real active in music and in their 

church.  When I was involved in the Oregon Army National Guard, for a period of time I 

was in Albany at the National Guard Armory and I would stay at their house when I had 

drill weekends and that type of thing.  They were just wonderful people, very supportive 

and very upbeat.  So I miss both of them, they were a great part of my past, and I really 

enjoyed them. 

 

  

ML: Did they have children that you were close with? 

 

WC: Yeah, they had one daughter, Doris Helen, who was named after my mom, Veal, 

and then she got married and her name was Doris Helen Nelson.  She had two daughters 

and pretty much lived in the Albany/Corvallis area.  She was an artist and was for a 

period of time the head of the art department for Linn-Benton Community College and 

had a wonderful career as an artist.  Our house has one of her paintings.  She was also 

an excellent artist in jewelry.  So she just passed away a couple of months ago. 
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ML: I’m sorry to hear that. 

 

WC: Yeah, I was pretty close to her, I would go by and see her every once in awhile.  

But her two daughters, one of them lives in Eugene, and one is in Portland, and we 

continue to be in pretty close communication with them, they’re both great girls, and 

they’re married and have kids, both of them.   

 

ML: Okay. 

 

WC: I hope I’m not rambling. 

 

ML: No, no, you should be rambling. 

 

WC: Okay, alright.  

 

ML: You give as much detail as possible - that’s great. 

 

WC: We’ve got some furniture in the office here, you know those captain’s chairs in the 

front waiting room?  Those are his chairs. 

 

ML: He made them? 

 

WC: Yes, he made them.  It was early American furniture and . . .  

 

ML: Do you know the name of the company? 

 

WC: It used to be called Flintridge Maple Furniture and their factory is now closed, but 

there’s more and more competition from cheaper varieties of furniture, but he was an 

excellent craftsman with making an early American chair that would hold up and not fall 
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apart.  You know, there’s a lot of science and art to the whole thing.  I spent some time in 

his factory.  I built my own stereo set when I was in high school and went up to his factory 

and he helped me put together speaker boxes and stuff like that.  So, I logged some time 

with him.  But he had a great ability to create things with his hands, and that’s kind of a 

fascinating thing too. 

  

ML: Sounds like you have a very creative family. 

 

WC: Yeah, they really are, they’re all very interesting people.  Both of my children are in 

the semi-arts type of work too, so the artistic has prevailed. 

 

ML: Art and law. 

 

WC: Yeah, that’s right.  Yeah, and music, too. 

 

ML: Yeah, definitely, down through the generations. 

 

WC: Yeah, it’s been wonderful. 

 

ML: That’s nice, that creates a nice long lineage of family. 

 

WC: Yeah, it’s a wonderful, wonderful thing. 

 

ML: Okay, anything else you want to add on your family background? 

 

WC: Well, I don’t know how far you want me to go describing my mother, or my dad. 

 

ML: Yea, let’s talk about your mother.  I understand that she was an accomplished 

harpist.  Can you tell me about her? 
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WC: Yeah. Well of course, she grew up with a mother who was a very accomplished 

pianist and her mother... I’m not sure how this developed, but each child picked an 

instrument and became pretty accomplished.  I forget what my uncle played, I think he 

maybe played the saxophone or one other wind instrument.  Didn’t have as much to do 

with him as I did, with my aunt that we discussed, Martha Veal, who lived in Albany, 

played with the Oregon Symphony in Portland and was very active in music until pretty 

late in her life.  When my mother grew up, she started on the piano, but then saw 

someone perform on the harp one time and decided that’s what she wanted to do, and 

so her mother, being very supportive on that, completely supported her on that and 

drove her up to Portland to take harp lessons. 

 

ML: How old was she when she took those? 

 

  

WC: Well, she was pretty young, because she was doing performances and so forth 

when she was in grade school or middle school, you know little kids performances and 

stuff.  But so that started pretty early and she took lessons from a teacher by the name of 

Ruth Lorraine Close, who was in Portland, who had a law degree from Stanford as well as 

being a very accomplished musician, and she thought very highly of her, she was  a good 

teacher.  After she was either in high school or college, she went to San Francisco and 

studied under the first harpist for the San Francisco Symphony.  And it was actually when 

my dad was asking her to marry him, she was offered a job as a harpist for the San 

Francisco Symphony, so she decided to marry my dad rather than go down there. 

 

ML: Interesting. 

 

WC: Yeah, lucky for me. 
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ML: Yeah, life would have taken a different turn. 

 

WC: Yeah, right.  So she really had a very successful career, and then taught at the 

University of Oregon Music School for many, many years as head of the harp 

department, and is still a strong legacy up there at the University of Oregon Music School 

as harp is one of their stronger departments.  

 

ML: Really? 

 

WC: Yeah, and her teacher, because she went to the University of Oregon harp 

department,  left a big endowment for the harp at the University of Oregon, and when 

she passed away, this Ruth Lorraine Close.  So, my mother’s life was split between family 

and music, obviously, and it worked to be a pretty good combination.  My mother was 

very warm and loving, and just in terms of introducing us as children to things, in terms of 

artistic things or things to do was just, you know, amazing.  It was just a wonderful 

experience.  She had an outlook on life that was very, you know, high on enjoyment and 

involvement in doing all types of different things, from crawfishing in Oregon coastal 

streams to clamming in coastal estuaries.  My folks got a beach house in Neskowin, 

Oregon, that’s why the pictures on the wall.  And they bought half a duplex, and it was 

just kind of a very Spartan type of cabin with hardly any heat and the walls were very thin.  

 

ML: How old were you when they bought that? 

 

WC: I think they got that in 1948 or 49, which I would be four or five years old.  So, they 

would spend a lot of time there in the summer, and as I said, my mother loved it down 

there because she loved going clamming and doing all of the gardening, both flowers 

and some vegetables, although they are harder to grow on the coast.  She developed a 

relationship with a garden/produce person up at Pacific City, and so we would go up 

there and get all the fresh produce which wasn’t available at Neskowin.  And in terms of 
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her devotion to the kids and taking them to various outings and hikes and so forth, she 

was just really great. 

 

  

ML: Did you do that as a family or mostly with your mother?  Did your father participate 

in the outings as well? 

 

WC: Oh yeah, yeah, my dad wasn’t as interested in the cooking and the gardening, but 

he would paint the outside of the house and so forth.  And so they had a good ... she 

didn’t want to do the painting, and he didn’t want to do the gardening, so I think they had 

a good [laughs] relationship.  

 

ML: So he did the upkeep . . .  

 

WC: Yeah, the upkeep.  And so she would spend a month or so down there with us as 

children and my dad would commute on weekends from his law practice. 

 

ML: During the summer time? 

 

WC: Yeah, right, and that was a pretty neat deal.  They had a great vision of having the 

family there and doing all of the fun things that are possible on the Oregon Coast during 

the summer.  It was great. 

 

ML: That is great.  Now, tell me about your siblings. 

 

WC: I had two sisters, one is ten years older than I am.  Her name is Sally Maxwell, and 

Sarah Elizabeth is her full name.  And the other sister’s name was Mary Calkins, and she 

died when she was about five years old.  She was a special needs child with what 
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seemed to be like a cerebral palsy, and so my parents were pretty occupied with taking 

care of her back in those days. 

 

ML: When was that? 

 

WC: Well, let’s see, she would have been born in around 1939 or 40, and then died 

pretty close to the time when I was born.  So, that was a real challenge.  They took her to 

centers in California and so forth, trying to figure out different ways to help her.  She was 

a very bright, personable girl, very smart, but physically she didn’t have adequate use of 

her arms and legs and needed constant care.  They had taken her down to a school in 

California to try to work some new therapies with her, and she died while she was down 

in California.  They were really kind of hit with that because they just felt so bad that they 

weren’t with her. 

 

ML: Yeah.  So they were not with her when she died? 

 

WC: Yeah, right.  But anyway, that was kind of a tough thing, and of course, you know 

you have to realize they don’t lose many children nowadays, but back in Lewis and 

Clark’s era, if you read their book, Undaunted Courage, people lost children all the time.  

But it was a big deal for my parents. 

  

ML: And they had your other sister, she was about five then? 

 

WC: Yes, right.  So I ended up growing up with one older sister, pretty much, because I 

never knew Mary. 

 

ML: How was the age difference with your sister?  Did you get along with her, or was 

the age difference a factor?   
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WC: Yeah, it’s kind of interesting.  Being ten years older, she was kind of a little bit like 

a second mother to me.  We weren’t close enough in age that we were, you know, 

constantly fighting or anything, but there’s always a tension among little kids growing up.  

So, I remember the years best when I was in school and she would take me around with 

her high school friends and so forth.  She was sort of given the responsibility of looking 

after me, I guess.   

 

ML: It must have been cool getting to hang out with high school kids. 

 

WC: Oh, yeah, it was.  And her friends were all neat people, and who I’ve retained 

friendships with, you know, even to this day.  She was a very fun person and loved the 

beach, you know, like I explained, and was a great person for me - always encouraged 

me.  Some of the significant decisions in my life were affected by consulting with her and 

thinking about where I wanted to go and what I wanted to do.  She also became a harpist 

and a pretty accomplished harpist and also taught at the University of Oregon Music 

School.  Also was President of the American Harp Society for all the harpists in the 

country. 

 

ML:   Wow! 

 

WC: Got into I guess harp politics [laughs].   

 

ML: Very accomplished.   

 

WC: Yeah, and so, but she’s retired now and living in Eugene. 

 

ML: How nice, so you can remain close with her. 
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WC: Yeah, yeah.  She’s had a few health problems, but for the most part has been 

doing very well and I’ve enjoyed the last few years, just getting to spend time with her.  

So, it’s been a lot of fun. 

 

ML: Does she still play the harp? 

 

  

WC: Yes, she’s asked to give master classes and so forth, like in California, and she just 

had to cancel a trip down there this last fall because of the fires and so forth.  But I think 

that she still has a few students that she teaches, but pretty much retired now. 

 

ML: Did you ever pick up any instruments? 

 

WC: Well, as I mentioned, the piano, and was taught piano by my grandmother and 

also I played the flute when I was in band in middle school.  I didn’t play in high school.   

 

ML: Did you keep up with your musical instruments?  

 

WC: Yeah, through college, but after that I didn’t play as much.  When my kids took up 

piano, my wife would play the accordion, and I would play the flute, and they’d play the 

piano, and we’d do Christmas carols and, you know, stuff like that.  So we’ve had a lot of 

fun with everyone over the years. 

 

ML: That’s nice.   

 

WC: Yeah, yeah.   

 

ML: So do you still play the piano, then, for pleasure? 
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WC: No, I’ve haven’t, I’ve kind of fallen away from it.  You’ve got to kind of keep at it, 

and so there have been enough things going on that I just haven’t spent the time I 

should.  I did go back to it about fifteen years ago or so, and was kind of actively studying 

the piano again, and it was a lot of fun.  I think music lends a certain discipline, and it’s 

kind of a world all it’s own.  It’s wonderful for your mind, and, as I say, it’s a pretty rigorous 

discipline.  If you can do music, you’re doing pretty well.  

 

ML: Okay.  Anything else you want to add on your family background or any other 

experiences you want to share for the record for what your memories are growing up 

with your family? 

 

WC: Yeah...... 

 

ML: Any other influences in your life that weren’t direct family members? 

 

WC: Yeah.  Well I think I’ve summarized it pretty well.  So, if I think of something else, I’ll 

chime in for you. 

 

ML: Okay.  What about discipline in your family?  Were your parents very strict or were 

they pretty easy going in discipline? 

 

  

WC: Well, I’d say pretty much middle of the road.  As most people back in their era 

believed in corporal punishment [laughs], and so I think my sister and I got spanked or 

occasionally if we got too far out of line, but there weren’t too many of those situations.  

For the most part, it was pretty supportive, I think.  Although I would say my mother, 

particularly, ran a pretty tight ship in terms of her household, so she was not afraid to 

speak out and say what she wanted.  And I think my dad gave her a pen one time, you 
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know with one of those little pen holders?  And, it had a little tiny plaque on it that said 

“The Warden.”  [Laughs]   

ML: [Laughs] Okay, I get a sense of who the disciplinarian was in your family. 

 

WC: Yeah, so she kind of took the lead in that sphere, and as far as the kids were 

concerned.  So she had pretty high expectations, but the flip side of that is that you learn 

how to have high expectations of yourself as well.  So I think I was lucky to have the 

guidance of my mother and my dad, in terms of growing up, and the discipline that they 

instilled.  I think the term “discipline” it kind of gets turned on its head, because we all 

need the self-discipline to get out of life what we want.  

 

ML: True. 

 

WC: And we have to learn how to put balance in our lives so that we can optimize both 

our working life, our family life, and just plain fun.   

 

ML: True.  

 

WC: So I think I got that from my parents.  They used to work hard, and they used to 

play hard, and they were good role models. 

 

ML: They taught you a good balance, then? 

 

WC: Yeah, I would say the only exception is my dad was a bit of a workaholic, and, 

which I have turned into a bit of a workaholic too. [Laughs]  But my wife reminds me that I 

did indeed spend a lot of time with the children and really did have much more balance 

than what I might perceive.  So, it’s been a great life. 
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ML: And times were different back then, too, maybe a little bit harder for your parents 

living in that era? 

 

  

WC: Yeah, uh huh, yeah, it was a bit more of a struggle.  And I think we have a lot 

fewer risks now in terms of careers and jobs and so forth than back then.  They’d gone 

through an era, you know the grandmother I mentioned that taught piano during the 

Depression, she would take in chopped wood or garden produce for kids taking music 

lessons.  And so, it got to be, you know, a barter-type of economy, at least on the west 

coast back in those days. 

 

ML: She was resourceful! 

 

WC: Yeah, and I think the west coast was not as badly hit, you know a place like 

Eugene, with the Depression as in the cities, because people could still grow things and 

can food and things like that.  We didn’t have the soup lines here and that type of thing 

that were in the larger cities in this country. 

 

ML: Did you feel any effect at all growing up, from the Depression? 

 

WC: Oh, I think so, yeah.  I mean my parents were very frugal, very conservative 

financially.  Although, I have to say, that in terms of if there was something to do with the 

family, or, you know, take a vacation to Hawaii or something like that, they didn’t hold 

back and say “oh no, we can’t go.”  If they had enough money to do it, they would do it.  

So, I don’t think the penny-pinching got to them too much.  They were still out there 

enjoying life. 

 

ML:   That’s good.  Did they take you on many trips?  Did you go on any important trips?  
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WC: Yeah, yeah, they loved travel, is one thing.  You know, one of the things - this is 

kind of the American dream - is having your own car and being able to head out in any 

direction and hit the open road, well, they just loved doing that and that’s one reason 

their beach place in South Tillamook County was three hours from here.  But they had a 

common interest in car travel and enjoyed it immensely, in frequent family vacation car 

trips to California, often to San Francisco.  And they both loved San Francisco because 

they’d become familiar with it with my mother having studied down there, and actually 

knew some friends in the Bay area.  So we would take trips and go to the zoo, and the 

museums, and plays, and so forth.  And drove to the 1957 Rose Bowl with University of 

Oregon playing Ohio State and drove all the way down there, and you know other trips 

through the west and going up to Victoria, B.C.  Then they took a 1952 trip to England 

and France. 

 

ML: Did you go with them?   

 

WC: Yes.  

 

ML: And your sister? 

 

  

WC: Yeah, all four of us went.  We started out at Portland airport, and went to Spokane, 

and then to St. Paul, and to Detroit, and then New York City, and spent a few days in New 

York City, and then got on a steam ship to Le Havre,  France, and then spent some time 

in France.  Part of that trip involved visiting a then supposedly the world’s greatest 

harpist, Mademoiselle Renié, and spending some time with her, of course an interest of 

my mother and my sister at that time.  She was living at that time on the coast of 

Normandy in an old house, and of course that wasn’t that long after World War II, and so 

there was a lot of battered up houses and bunkers and all kinds of evidence of military 

presence from past years.  So that was a real adventure.  And then went to London, 
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spent some time there.  And Paris was an incredible city.  Let’s see, I would have been 

ten or eleven, I guess, at that point, but I remember a lot of it pretty vividly. 

 

ML: Was the trip very impressionable on you, did it make you want to travel more? 

 

WC: Yeah, I got the travel bug.  I enjoy the travel, and it was great.  And then in 19....., I 

think a year or two after that, they took another trip to New York and this time just sent 

my sister over to study in France.   

 

ML: Wow.   

 

WC: And so my sister spent a year or two studying in Paris, music and foreign 

language.  She studied with Mademoiselle Renié.  

 

ML: How old would she have been then? 

 

WC: Well, she was a college student, so she would have been 20, something like that. 

 

ML: Nice experience. 

 

WC: Yeah, that was an amazing experience.  So, it was kind of, Sally is good in French 

and loves the music and - let’s go all the way.  It was just really neat.  I spent some time 

living in Germany when I was in college.  I studied, I was asked to major in German, I 

never really majored in German, but I got pretty good at German as a foreign language, 

so I took a trip over there for a summer and lived in southern Germany for several 

months.  

 

ML: How old were you? 
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WC: Again, college age, you know, 20-21, and that was a great experience for me.  So, 

I’ve done a little traveling myself.  We traveled mostly in the West, you know, in current 

times, although a year and a half ago I went to New York.  It was the first time I’d been 

there since the 1950’s, and it was a great place to visit, New York.  Well the other aspect 

that I mentioned was that my parents went through World War II together.  And they 

actually lived in New York for awhile.   

 

ML: Oh really? 

  

WC: While my dad was in training in the Navy, and so they had pretty fond memories in 

New York as well.  Particularly my mother, just soaking up anything sort of music or 

cultural, plays, or stuff like that. 

 

ML: About what year would that have been? 

 

WC: That would have been 1943, something like that. 

 

ML: Just a couple years before you were born then? 

 

WC: Yeah, right.  And, my sister remembers that, because she was living on Riverside 

Drive, which is I think on the west side.  I didn’t go and visit there when I was there 

recently.  And my dad would commute to training, and then come back at night.  So they 

fell in love with New York and tried to visit whenever they could. 

 

ML: So tell me about your parents, your recollections of your parents’ love story of 

meeting and settling down in Eugene, as far as when they met. 
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WC: Well they were boyfriend and girlfriend since they were fourteen years old and 

were very close in terms of being good friends.  So they both went to school in Eugene 

and . . .  

 

ML: Same school? 

 

WC: Yeah, right, and I think they were in the same grade school.  They were both kind 

of advanced in grade school and were sort of pushed ahead.  I don’t know how the 

school system worked at that time, so by the time they got to college they were a couple 

of years ahead of their chronological age.  My dad became interested in basketball, he 

played baseball, I think, but of course back in those days, he was born 1910, so we’re 

talking about early 1920’s, basketball had not been invented that long [laughs].  So he 

became very good at basketball and in fact, his high school team, Eugene High School, 

went back to Chicago to play in the National Championships of the country’s high school 

basketball teams.  He then continued seeing my mother and, of course, she took the 

direction of music and that type of thing, but they had a magic combination, I guess, 

[laughs] that endured for between 50 and 60 years of marriage. 

 

ML: Wow, that’s amazing. 

 

WC: It was really great.  So he had quite a basketball career.  He then went to the 

University of Oregon and was on the University of Oregon Basketball Team and he 

actually went to law school while he was playing basketball. 

 

ML: Did he get a scholarship? 

  

WC: Oh, I don’t think they had scholarships back then [laughs] for their athletics.  

Anyway that’s kind of interesting how that developed.  And then he became good friends 

with Howard Hobson, who was the basketball coach for the University of Oregon 
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National NCAA title in 1939.  He was active in basketball after college.  So, that was kind 

of an interesting time for basketball. 

 

ML: So could he have gone professional, do you think? 

 

WC: You know back then I’m not sure they had professional teams, maybe they did, 

but he played on local amateur teams, but never went professional.  I just don’t know, 

back in 1932 what the professional options were back then. 

 

ML: Yeah, I just wondered if maybe he had a different choice of a career path that he 

could have gone on other than pursuing the law, or if that was specifically his track and it 

always was his track and basketball was just . . .  

 

WC: Yeah, well, when he went into the Navy he was practicing law in Eugene by that 

time, and . . . 

 

ML: What year did he go in the Navy? 

 

WC: In 1942, something I’m sure, right around there.  My mother liked the Navy.  The 

military provided a lot of support and benefits, and was pretty supportive of families.  To 

this day, I think the American military is pretty supportive of families, in terms of benefits 

and accommodating families, and so my mother really kind of liked the Navy and my dad 

did too.  And so there were some discussions that he might just continue on in the Navy.  

I don’t know how serious it was, but they reported later that because he was very 

successful, he was Lieutenant Commander, and then Executive Officer on a transport 

ship.  He was very successful in the military and had a bright future, and I think some of 

his superiors were encouraging him to stay in.  So I think that was one of the points that 

he had a potential career choice there. 
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ML: Do you know what shifted for him, to not decide to pursue a military career and 

shifted back over to the law? 

 

WC: Yeah, I don’t know, he was already in law, practicing law in Eugene.  But I think 

coming back to Eugene, where both of their families were, the support of the 

grandparents and the family was probably the most influential thing in deciding to come 

back to Eugene. 

 

ML: Okay.  Let’s see, so your father, was he the most significant role model for you, for 

you wanting to become a lawyer? 

 

  

WC: Oh, absolutely, yeah.   

 

ML: And your grandfather as well? 

 

WC: Yeah, I never saw my grandfather in practice of law, but heard a lot of stories 

about him, he was just an amazing person.  So I’d say that my dad was my strongest role 

model for that. 

 

ML: When did you decide as a child that you wanted to be a lawyer?   

 

WC: You know, I didn’t actually decide until towards the end of my college.   

 

ML: Really?  

 

WC: I knew that that was a potential, and something that I might want to do.  I had 

some jobs, like digging ditches with a water crew and so forth. . . [laughs].  You know, you 

do a few of those things, and think well, maybe a college degree and a career in 
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something other than manual labor might be of interest.  So, I finally decided to go into 

law, and I feel like I had an advantage because seeing life, through the home life of a 

professional that enjoys their career and everything, gives you kind of a long range 

perspective when you’re going through all of the boot camp type of mentality in law 

school.  A lot of kids that go into law school get real discouraged because they feel like 

“if I have to do this the rest of my life, I’m not sure I want to be a lawyer!” [Laughs]  And 

so, what you have to realize is that law school is not exactly the same as going out and 

practicing law.  That it’s actually different and more fun than being in law school.   So, I 

felt that was an advantage.  Because a lot of kids, they do, even though their grades are 

doing okay, they just discontinue law school because they decide they don’t want to do 

that anymore. 

 

ML: Before they’ve even started to practice?  They quit while they’re in school before 

they even practice?  

 

  

WC: Yeah, right, right.  So I became interested in law as an option, looked at it.  I had a 

couple of friends that went to Willamette Law School, and they invited me up to go to 

attend classes at the law school.  Myself and a friend of mine, the two of us went up there 

together to sit through classes, and we had some wonderful lectures and some good 

times.  At that time Willamette University had a very supportive philosophy that if you 

could get in to Willamette, we’ll do everything we can to support you to make sure you 

get through.  The professors had an open door policy, so you could feel free to talk to 

them, and very supportive attitude of the professors.  I just really fell in love with the 

place and decided I was going to law school there.  I applied at both out of state and in 

state law schools, but I decided I wanted to stay in Oregon, probably end up practicing in 

Oregon, and so I selected Willamette Law School. 

 

ML: What other states did you apply for? 
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WC: I applied to Wisconsin, and was accepted there and, I can’t remember, there were 

a couple of others, University of Oregon, I was accepted there.  And a couple of others 

on the west coast, but I decided that, you know, if I end up practicing in Oregon, I’ll have 

gone through a whole law school career with a lot of lawyers throughout the state and 

it’s just. . .  I still enjoy networking with other lawyers that I know across the state, and it’s 

kind of a collegial experience.  It’s a lot of fun to know other lawyers and be able to 

exchange ideas and information with them. 

 

ML: So your friends that introduced you to Willamette Law School, who were they, and 

are you still friends with them? 

 

WC: Well, yeah.  The main ones I know are Bob Smith, who’s in practice in Portland, 

and the other guy that was at Willamette.  Bob Smith was a fraternity brother of mine at 

the University of Oregon, and so he was the main one.  Fred Long, also, who’s now 

practicing  in Eugene.  

 

ML: The trustee? 

 

WC: Yeah, right, yeah.  He went to the University of Oregon about the same time I did, 

so he was a friend, although not as close as Bob Smith.  So they were both, I think in their 

first year when we went up there and visited with them.  It was great. 

 

ML: Okay.  I should be jotting notes down, because I keep having these thoughts, and 

get caught up in the moment.  Let’s see, so which grammar school did you go to? 

 

WC: Well, I went to Frances Willard Grammar School, but I was in the third or fourth 

grade when the school burned down.  And, so I then went to Lincoln Elementary to finish 

out that year.  And then at fourth grade I went to Edison and finished out my grade 
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school at Edison Elementary.  And then went to Roosevelt in junior high, and followed by 

South Eugene. 

 

ML: And then straight into U of O from there or did you take a break with school at all? 

 

  

WC: No, back in those days you didn’t take breaks, you just went [laughs].  I so admire 

my kids, both my kids have gone to school, and then thought about what they were 

doing, and switched gears and went a different direction.  Back in my era, you just didn’t 

ask questions, if you’re going to grad school, you just go [laughs].  You don’t stop and try 

to sort things out. 

 

ML: I just wondered, you know during that period of time, there was some cultural 

movement going on, especially in the ‘60’s, which you would have been in college then. 

 

WC: I entered in ‘63, which the Beatles hit and it was the earlier part of that era, the 

protest era.  I got together with a couple of fraternity brothers and we studied all about 

Vietnam, and met with Senator Morse, who was the only senator against the Gulf of 

Tonkin resolution.  One of my fraternity brothers had worked down in Paraguay, you 

know, worked with cultures that are much less advanced than ours, and so I didn’t get 

involved in “protests” and so forth, but we studied a lot of what was going on then, out of 

interest in college.  And then the real protest period kicked in you know the late ‘60’s, 

early ‘70’s, so it wasn’t so much present in 1963.  The Beatles had just come in, and the 

long hair, oh my gosh, people were just going nuts. 

 

ML: I just wondered, as far as Eugene, it’s just such a cultural icon, that I just wondered 

how it was for you in the ‘60’s, going to school in that era and being that age, and how 

that effected your schooling and your political beliefs? 
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WC: Yeah, well, you have to realize that in 1963 there were no hippies yet, or they were 

just coming in, and so Lane County and Eugene was not the same type of . . ..  Lane 

County and Eugene now is, in some senses, has never left the ‘60’s [laughs].   

 

ML: [Laughs]  I agree. 

 

  

WC: So, it’s interesting how that era has perpetuated.  There were some good things 

about it and some bad things about it.  The good things were challenging people’s 

thinking and what’s the best overall answer, and a willingness to think about things and 

at least have the dialogue.  I think the bad parts included the violence and those type of 

things.  You know it was an interesting time, since the 1954 Brown v. Board of Education 

and then the protection of the racial issues into the Eisenhower administration with the 

Little Rock.  My major was in the social sciences, and so I was studying a lot of political 

and social literature, and it was a fascinating time and sort of fit with that era.  So I think 

there were some good aspects of challenging ourselves about what is important in life 

and what are the most important things to individuals, because there were some aspects 

of our post-World War II era for you know prosperity, and getting more possessions, and 

you know, where does this lead us in terms of our life’s goals and the balance in our life 

and that type of thing.  So, that made it a fascinating era.  A lot of people were pretty 

negative on a lot of the developments, but a lot of what happened there set the stage for 

the country’s development after that.  I tend to look at the brighter side and figure that 

some of those things that happened did turn out to be productive and helpful to our 

course as a nation.  Yeah, it was a challenging time.  By the time I practiced law in the 

1970’s, I think I mentioned this to you, we were in Judge Hogan’s court and some 

protesters knocked out all of the windows in the first floor of the Federal Building and so, 

when I started practicing law some of this turmoil was still going on in 1971-72. 

 

ML: Back when you first started practicing law? 
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WC: Yeah, yeah.   

 

ML: Did you have any major influences in law school as far as professors that you 

really looked up to and respected, that helped you in your profession?  Was there 

anyone that stood out? 

 

WC: Yeah, I think that Professor John Paulus from the Willamette Law School was a 

professor in real property, and he also gave a bar refresher course, you know, to try to 

study up for the bar exam.  He is just a terrifically revered professor at Willamette 

University.  One of the things about the professors at Willamette, they’re attitude was 

“we’ll get you ready for the practice of law, and we’ll get you past the Oregon Bar exam,” 

and part of that was the influence of John Paulus.  He was just an extremely kind person 

and very intellectually challenging in terms of the material that he covered with us.  But 

he had a very fine ability to understand the law and also communicate it.  Sometimes 

communicating these things can be very complex and difficult, but he made it easy and 

was a great professor.  Another one was Professor Henry Bailey.  He had been out in law 

practice and had been counsel for the Federal Reserve Bank in New York, and was an 

expert on the Uniform Commercial Code, bank checks and deposits.  So when he talked 

about a forged check, he could draw upon examples of things that he’d done in the 

federal system.  He was a dynamic lecturer, and had a great deal of enthusiasm and a 

world of information, and so I really felt like I really benefitted from him.  Really all the 

faculty there were wonderful and very supportive. 

 

ML: What kind of student were you? 

 

[Judy Calkins (JC) enters the room.] 

 

WC: Hi. 
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JC: Hi.  Mr. Mambo is already here. 

 

WC: Oh, okay, great, thank you.  

  

ML: Are we running over? 

 

JC: Here’s his leash. 

 

WC: Alright.  

 

ML: Oh... Mr. Mambo..... he’s not your next appointment, he’s your dog! [Laughs] 

 

WC: [Laughs]  Yeah, he’s my dog.  

 

JC: [Laughs] 

 

WC: Mambo Louie! 

 

ML: Let me go ahead and turn this off here for a second.  

 

[Recording turned off briefly for dog exchange.] 

 

ML: Okay, we’re back on the record here and I was asking Mr. Calkins what type of 

student he was in college.  

 

WC: Actually, I was a pretty good student [laughs]. 

 

ML: For the record! [Laughs] 
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WC: But I had to work hard at it.  I don’t know if I was dyslexic or what, but through 

school I had a bit of a struggle with reading.  I couldn’t read rapidly.  As it turns out, I 

found it was an advantage when you’re in law [laughs], because if you’re reading a 

statute, you can’t exactly speed read it, anyway.  So this was the turning point, it was by  

encouragement of my sister.  You know, I did okay grade-wise in high school and did 

okay on the tests.  She encouraged me to apply to the Clark Honors College at the 

University of Oregon and I just had no concept of doing that myself, but she really 

encouraged me to do it.  So I applied to it and I was admitted, and it was just a terrific 

undergraduate experience, mostly in the college of arts and sciences.  I just owe a debt 

of gratitude to the University of Oregon for that education, it provided me a foundation 

for a lifetime of learning.  In law school I just studied like the devil [laughs]. Particularly the 

first year or two.  My grades were okay, but they weren’t, you know, I wasn’t number one 

in the class or anything.  But the funny thing is that I started studying less about halfway 

through my second year of law school and my grades shot up, and I started doing better 

studying less, and almost wrote a high paper in two different classes.  But my theory of 

what happened there is that I really covered the ground work my first year and even 

though I overdid it, I built myself a pretty solid foundation on the beginning classes in law 

school, which paid off later on. 

  

ML: So what degree did you get from the U of O before you went on to law school? 

 

WC: A Bachelor of Arts in Sociology. 

 

ML: Okay.  Sociology.  So what types of jobs did you hold, what was your first memory 

of obtaining a position and making your own money? 

 

WC: Well through law school I did law clerking at several firms, one of them was in 

Salem, a firm called Rhoten, Rhoten and Speerstra.  
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ML: Is Rhoten R-H-O-T-E-N? 

 

WC: Yeah, right, they have been a firm in Salem for a long time.  And so I did work 

there, as I recall both in the summer and during the school year.  And then after my 

second year in law school, I got a job at McCulloch, Dezendorf, Spears & Lubersky in 

Portland, and I spent a summer job working there, and I worked under several of the 

attorneys in the office there.  My best memory is of Jim Clarke, who was a great appellate 

attorney back then.  I admired him a lot because I’d take my work to him and he’d make 

suggestions on how to go back and do research and stuff, and so my researching skills, I 

think, really took a jump at that point, and I still consider myself a pretty good researcher, 

and that’s all due to Jim Clarke. And then when I graduated from law school, at that point 

I went to work for my dad. 

 

ML: Did you know what type of law you wanted to practice, or was it just a logical 

progression to go into the law firm with your father and practice the type of law that he 

practiced?  Did you have an interest in practicing a different type of law? 

 

WC: Well, you know, I give this speech to law students who are in law school, and 

some of them come forward and say “well, all I want to do is environmental law.”  And, 

you know, it’s possible to go out and do that, but a lot of times you come out of law 

school, and in law school you get a broad base of subject matter and all different kinds of 

phases of law, and when you’re coming out of law school there are at that point law firms 

that are looking for people to hire, but law firms typically, most of them don’t hire people 

on much of a logical basis.  They wake up one day and find out “we need somebody to 

try these workers’ comp cases, and we needs somebody fast” [laughs]. 

 

ML: [Laughs]  You fall in to it. 
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WC: So, if you’re going in for an interview and they say “Do you do workers’ comp?” 

you say “Absolutely!  I have lots of training in law school on evidence and stuff and I can 

do that!”  So the strategy at getting a job out of law school, I think, is influenced by the 

fact that you may be getting a job opportunity in an area that is not your number one 

goal, but until you actually get in to law practice, a lot of times you don’t know what it’s 

like to do work in that field, and so it’s better to get your foot in practicing law and gain 

some experience and then gravitating where you want to from there, because you’re 

going to miss a lot of job opportunities.  I didn’t have a preconceived notion of what type 

of law I wanted to practice in.  I knew my dad did a lot of trial work and while I was a law 

student I had actually sat through some cases with him already.  So I knew a little bit 

about that, and found that very interesting.  He also did work for Eugene Water and 

Electric Board, utility work, and so I was aware of that.  So he had a varied enough 

practice that I thought, you know, I can hopefully do something that will help out.  When 

you’re coming out of law school, you don’t have most of the skills you need to be a 

lawyer, your education starts all over again. 

 

ML: Yeah.  Did you know when you were going through law school and clerking for 

other firms that you would wind up at your father’s law practice, and practicing with your 

father?  Was that the goal all a long, or were you kind of getting a taste of some other 

places?  

 

WC: I wanted a taste, you know I worked with the Salem law firm, which was a small 

law firm, and I got a perspective on that.  And then I went to work for one of Portland’s 

largest law firms at that time, and got a feel for that.  And so I felt like I had some 

comparison to work on.  The other thing that you have to remember is that my dad was a 

very unique person, and an exceptional human being, and these other situations just 

didn’t compare.  I wanted to work with him.  I know he was just really elated that I chose 

to go into law, and, you know, go into practice with him, but I mean the feeling was 
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mutual.  He was just.... you know, a lot of people can never get along with their dad,  or 

particularly men I think, you know they just run into a conflict or something, but it was just 

the opposite with me and my dad.  He was just an exceptional, not only lawyer, but 

human being, so it was a terrific opportunity for me to be here. 

 

ML: What was your relationship like with him before you entered the practice and did 

that change after at all?  Did it get better?  Did it shift into a different area?  He’s your 

mentor and he’s your father when you’re growing up, and then all of the sudden you’re 

working together in a partnership.  How did that affect you and your relationship with 

him? 

 

  

WC: Well, I feel that my relationship with him just continued to deepen in a professional 

arena.  He was very good at welcoming me as like a colleague and very conscious of 

making me feel like I too am a professional and have my independent thoughts.  Law 

practice is fascinating in that the collegiality and the interchange between lawyers is so 

important in the law practice.  Just telling another person a story or a problem, just going 

through that exercise, you end up coming to conclusions that you wouldn’t otherwise be 

able to do.  Because you can sit in a cubicle and think through things and jot things 

down, but there’s a whole other dynamic in law practice, and that is talking to another 

person, and, you know, that is terrifically valuable, professionally, as well as personally.  

So, he was, I would say, in terms of the relationship, it just continued, at that point I was in 

the same office with him day to day.   

 

ML: Were you the only two lawyers practicing in the office or did he have another 

partner at the time? 

 

WC: At the time, it was just the two of us.  Later on we took on lawyers out of law 

school on a one year basis, kind of like a clerkship or internship, and got help as we went 
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along.  My dad was a great advocate of remaining small and not expanding.  He’d just 

seen so many law firms expand and then there would be a falling out, it becomes kind of 

like a divorce.  We just didn’t want to have to go through that.  So he believed in staying 

small.  The  history of this is that you take on more lawyers, and then the first set of 

lawyers feels the second set of lawyers are not appreciative of what the first lawyers 

have done, and the second set of lawyers feels like they’re doing all the work and not 

getting any of the money, and oh my gosh, you know.  [Laughs].  So, he just didn’t want 

to get into those types of situations, and I think that was a very wise thing, particularly for 

me in my career as well.  The firm evolved after that, and of course, we ended up with 

another full time lawyer on board, Josephine Mooney, and she was with us eighteen 

years.   

 

ML: When did she start? 

 

WC: It was about 1988, and my dad was having some health problems at that time and 

he eventually died in ‘89.  And then my wife, Judy, came on to the law firm in the early 

‘90’s.  Then Jody Mooney came on, and my dad died, and then Jody Mooney recently 

went to work full time in administration at Sacred Heart. 

 

ML: When did she do that? 

 

WC: In about 2006.  It’s been about two years now. 

 

ML: Can I back up just a little bit, just to rewind back to your work that you did when 

you were growing up, and the types of jobs you held before you went to law school?  

What types of jobs did you do?  What was your earliest recollection of work and getting 

paid? 
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WC: A number of years I went to summer school and probably my earliest job was 

cleaning out the office.  I was a janitor. 

 

ML: At this office - at your father’s office?   

  

WC: Yeah, right, it was a different location, so I was full time, just the one office though, 

as a janitor.   

 

ML: How old were you? 

 

WC: Oh golly, I was 12 or 14 years old, something like that.  So I was the official janitor 

for, I don’t know, six or eight years. 

 

ML: And how many people were in the firm at that time?  Was it your father and your 

grandfather? 

 

WC: Uh, yeah, part of that time, and then he had one partner, Dick Bryson, so it was 

Calkins and Bryson for awhile.  And then my grandfather had started the concept of kind 

of a paralegal because he would sit and read statutes with secretaries, so that they 

explained interpreting procedures and that type of thing. 

 

ML: He sounds like a patient man!  [Laughs] 

 

WC: [Laughs]  Yeah, really!   But so the people they recruited for help for legal 

secretary work were really borderline legal assistants because they would draft 

pleadings and understood, or were encouraged to understand, the details of the 

process.  Some of them were there a long time, you know 50 years, 40 years being a 

legal secretary. 
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ML: Wow, that’s amazing!  With the firm of Calkins? 

 

WC: Yeah, yeah.  

 

ML: That’s amazing.   

 

WC: We had one of them retire and she started in 1949, and retired after about 50 

years. 

 

ML: That’s fantastic. 

 

WC: Yeah, yeah.  

 

ML: So you started out as the janitor for about six years. 

 

WC: Yeah.  And then I just remember working, like I said, digging ditches with the 

water crew. 

 

ML: Over at EWEB? 

 

  

WC: Yeah, and I did that for a year.  After I got to the University of Oregon, I passed 

one of the comprehensive exams with a distinction in math, and so I had a job grading 

math papers [laughs] during the summer and the rest of the year.  Then as I mentioned in 

law school, I law clerked in the summers, and so forth. 

 

ML: Tell me about your father, Windsor Calkins.  I actually haven’t recited his name on 

the record yet.  But as far as when he got to an advanced age and you had already been 
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practicing with him for fifteen years or so, how his passing came about and how that 

affected you? 

 

WC: Well he had an episode in about 1980.  I started practicing with him in 1971, and 

that late summer he and my mother had gone to Spain, and he had developed an 

arrhythmia in his heart, and got kind of sick during that period of time.  That kind of 

smoothed out until about 1980, when he got Endocarditis, and was kind of out of 

commission for awhile.  He eventually recovered from that, but he almost died from that.  

And then his heart started catching up with him in the late ‘80’s and in about ‘87 and ‘88 

he was kind of struggling again and he passed away in August of ‘89.  So, that was kind 

of tough.  I mean it was sort of tough watching him kind of slide downhill.  I mean we all 

go through this with relatives and people that are close to us, and outside of my wife, he 

was my best friend, and so it was quite a loss.  We had tried a lot of cases together and 

just had a lot of fun.  But, we had 18 years together, so that was neat, and a great part of 

my life. 

 

ML: It must have been an amazing experience being able to be so close to your father, 

even in your profession and your day-to-day life, because not everybody gets to have 

that experience. 

 

WC: Yeah, yeah. 

 

ML: To have your mentor and best friend . . . 

 

WC: Right, right.  Well, it’s important to . . . you know, he had a great feeling for ethics 

and professionalism.  I mean he wasn’t a stickler on ethics, or I should say fair play and 

professionalism, and I just think it’s an opportunity and important.  I think about this in my 

professional life to try and set a tone of professionalism and fair play among other 

lawyers that I meet and deal with.  So when some of the younger ones seem to be not 
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going down the right track, sometimes I go ahead and speak up and say “You know, you 

might want to think about doing this differently.”  [Laughs]  I just think it’s so important to 

try to set that tone in our day-to-day practice, otherwise it can become very unpleasant, 

and particularly in litigation when people, you know, being contentious, that some people 

can lose perspective and just make it very unpleasant for everybody.  And so that’s not 

where we want to be. 

 

  

ML: True!  So what do you think was the most important advice that your father ever 

gave you in practicing law and experiencing the profession to the fullest?  What would 

you think would be your most distinct memory of?  

 

WC: Well, the first thing that comes to mind is that he used to say was “never lose your 

sense of humor.”  [Laughs]   

 

ML: That’s good advice! 

 

WC: He loved humor, had many humorous stories, and was wonderful at storytelling.  

He saw that humor is one of the human aspects that can make life very wonderful.  So I 

think the humor aspect of life is something that we overlook too often, and that we need 

to think about.  So that’s probably the top quote that I think of in terms of advice or things 

of that nature.  

 

ML: Was that his style of practicing law then, is to humor the jury to get them to loosen 

up or relax, or with the witnesses? 

 

WC: Well, I don’t know about humor in a jury setting.  A lot of times you don’t know the 

jurors personally, so you’re a little hesitant to throw a joke out there in the middle of the 

courtroom [laughs] because they may all of the sudden look at you like, “boy, is this guy 
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crazy?”  Or they may interpret it as being insincere or callous toward the other side, or 

something like that. 

 

ML: So that was more his philosophy than in practicing law?   

 

WC: Yeah, in day to day... 

 

ML: Keeping a good attitude.  

 

WC: Yeah, right, right.  There are so many situations where a humorous aspect to a 

situation will bring people out and make them feel at ease, particularly in stressful 

situations can be very helpful, in terms of communication and survival.  [Laughs] 

 

ML: So he employed it when necessary and appropriate. 

 

WC: Oh, absolutely. Yeah, right.  And quite frequently!   But I can’t say that he was kind 

of joking in the courtroom all that much, but he would certainly joke with judges or 

lawyers at recess, or, you know, that type of thing, and in daily office practice. 

 

  

ML: So, in life growing up in the Calkins family, who did the family associate with as far 

as community leaders, you know, what was the typical say weekend with the Calkins 

family?   Would it be, mostly family gathering together or would there be family friends? 

 

WC: Well, I would say that family was number one.  Neither my mother or my dad 

gravitated towards politics or particularly political or organizational friends.  I think, 

particularly  through the influence of my mother, she was kind of insistent that the family 

spend time together.  If we’ve got extra time, then we’ll do something with the family, and 

the kids were rarely left behind, I mean the kids always went with mom and dad.  So, they 
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had a lot of friends through the legal system.  My dad was good golf friends with Justice 

McCallister who was on the Oregon Supreme Court, and knew a number of the judges 

there.  He was very good friends with John  Jaqua  who was about 10 years younger than 

him, and Ralph Cobb, and a number of other fellow lawyers in Eugene.  But he didn’t 

socialize a lot with them, but was good friends.  The Jaqua family, and my parents and 

our family, sometimes spent Christmas holiday events together, and the Jacquas loved 

the music, and of course, my mother playing the harp.   John Jacqua loved to listen to my 

mother play the harp and was trying to get her to play the harp all the time.  And my 

mother had a lot of musical colleagues. Some of them would come to Eugene and visit, 

and they would stay at our house.  My mother also had a number of friends she grew up 

with in Eugene, like Doris Hardy Walker, and the Walkers and my parents were pretty 

good friends.  Doris Hardy Walker was the daughter of an old time lawyer, Charles  

Hardy, in Eugene.  They were the same age and had grown up together.  Another good 

friend of my mother’s was Jan Russell.  Her husband, Bill Russell, used to run Russell’s 

Department Store in Eugene, which became the Bon Marche, and so they had socialized, 

the two families, in the past.  Also, their daughter, Sarah Russell, was a harpist who 

studied with my mom.  And so those are some examples of friends.  But as I say, the main 

focus was on the immediate family.  My dad tended to be more the politician, I mean he 

probably would have gone into the Board of Bar Governors or the Oregon State Bar, or 

even politics, but my mother was pretty much against that type of thing, and so she felt 

more focused on the family, and he felt that was valuable too, and basically they both 

agreed on that. 

 

ML: So he did have political aspirations at one time? 

 

  

WC: Not so much.  It was just that he was such a popular guy and so beloved in not 

only the legal community, but the community at large.  That he was viewed by others as 

being a pretty strong candidate for just about anything.  He was pretty smart and knew 
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people well and was a good communicator, and so there were a lot of overtures for him 

to do various things, from political positions and that type of thing.  But he just kind of 

stayed out of that.  I think he was elected as vice president of the student body in high 

school, and he just never stopped stuff like that.  It was mostly people drafting him, 

[laughs] “here, why don’t you do this?”  And, so he wasn’t, you know,  particularly seeking 

it, but people were seeking him out because he seemed to be a person that was very 

capable and a natural type of leader.  He was captain of the basketball team, and  his 

success in the military, I’m sure was the same thing, that people looked at him as being 

the go-to guy to get stuff done. 

 

ML: A natural leader.   

 

WC: Yeah.  And his crew on the ship that he was executive officer on, made up a 

wooden inlaid footlocker box, it’s sitting in my living room now, it’s just gorgeous.  I mean, 

they, just out of gratitude for having him as their executive officer, they made that for him.   

 

ML: Wow.   

 

WC: So, had he wanted to go into politics, I’m sure it would have worked.  [Laughs] 

 

ML: So, did he not tend to serve on boards and all that, or he did a lot of that even 

though he was held back to a certain level - don’t go too far because family has got to be 

first? 

 

WC: Yeah, yeah.  Family comes first.  It’s kind of like Colin Powell, you know, his wife 

says “I’m not going to do this.”  But he served on the school board, 20-30 Active Club, a 

number of different bar organization committees, and service.  During the latter part of 

his career when I was with him, he kind of stayed away from all of that pretty much, 
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except for professional meetings and that type of thing.  American College of Trial 

Lawyers, which he just loved and felt so honored to be included. 

 

ML: He was involved significantly with Sacred Heart or PeaceHealth as well?   

 

WC: Yes. 

 

ML: Was he on a board? 

 

WC: He served on the advisory board for Sacred Heart Medical Center and was active 

there.  So, you know, smaller community organizations and stuff he did participate pretty 

heavily in. 

 

ML: Other than the law, what was he most passionate about? 

 

  

WC: His family.  He really loved his family.  And basketball.  I think basketball 

continued, because I’d go to basketball games with him to MacArthur Court, and my 

parents had faculty tickets because my mother was on the school faculty, so they had 

faculty tickets both for football and basketball for years and years.  But he didn’t like to 

go to the non-conference games, but he just loved going and watching the conference 

games for Oregon basketball, for a spectator I would say.  And then, oh, I guess his real 

passion was golf.  I mean, oh my gosh he loved golf!  That was kind of a disappointment 

when his health got so he couldn’t play golf.  He just kind of - he was just a golf nut, I 

mean he really loved golf, particularly in his latter years.  We’d go out in all kinds of 

weather and just really loved it. Of course, his passion was the law, but outside of the 

law, it was family and golf. 
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ML: Did his health finally force him to retire, is that what made the decision for him to 

retire, or did he ever retire? 

 

WC: He never retired.   

 

ML: He never retired, he just kept practicing.  

 

WC: Yeah.  In the old building where we were located, we fixed up a bed so that he 

could take a nap in the early afternoon.  And then be there in the morning, and take his 

nap at noon, and then be there in the afternoons, because he wanted to kind of continue 

practicing and so forth, and that worked out great. 

 

ML: Okay.  We’re still in your background [laughs].  

 

WC: Okay [laughs]. 

 

ML: Did you have any favorite books or subjects in school that you enjoyed other than 

law, but in your earlier ages? 

 

WC: Well I loved it all.  I particularly liked 20th century literature and the professor I had 

back at that time in literature, I just felt like that was great.  I liked a lot of the Hemingway 

novels. 

 

ML: This is in high school? 

 

  

WC: No, this is in college.  I sort of hated reading through some of those long [laughs] 

English novels, that oh my gosh, that were kind of depressing and stuff, you know?  

[Laughs]  So, I really liked some of the playwrights like Heinrich Ibsen, who was Swedish 
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and, I think he was Swedish, and Eugene O’Neill, Tennessee Williams, those type of 

plays, I really enjoyed those in college, very interesting.  I liked a lot of historical novels.  I 

read a book on George Washington one time, and American history, there was a book 

called First New Nation, and I can’t remember the author, but a lot of history books I 

really loved.  I had such a fascination for the early beginnings of the country and our 

judicial system, you know John Adams with his defense of the British soldiers during the 

revolutionary time.  You know, and the belief of the advocacy system, of advocating one 

side and the other, and so I’ve always loved those books and articles about the early 

beginnings of the country and the judicial system. 

 

ML: Even at an early age you were interested in those? 

 

WC: Yeah, I was, in college particularly, because I for some reason got a dose of those 

books.  And I liked American history in high school.  That’s part of what I think, to a 

certain extent, attracted me to the law as well, because we have such a wonderful 

system here, and people come from all over the world because of the freedom and the 

judicial system that we have.  It’s quite remarkable.  So those would be some of my 

favorite things. 

 

ML: Okay.  I think that this might be a good time to stop, I think we’ve been going for a 

couple hours now and we can pick up where we’ve left off.   

 

WC: Okay.  

 

ML: This is the end of the first interview, it’s 6:30 p.m.   

 

WC: Yeah, right on the dot! 
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ML: [Laughs]  So, I’m going to go ahead and sign off for now, and we will be meeting 

up next week.  Thank you for your time today, I appreciate it. 

[End of DSS 1] 
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DSS 2 
2008 April 10 

 
ML: This is Monica LaRosa with the U.S. District Court Oral Historical Society.  It’s April 

10, 2008, and I’m in the office of Windsor Calkins, and we’re conducting the interview for 

his oral history.  I believe we left off talking about your interests in school when we met a 

couple of weeks ago, particularly the books that you were influenced by in college.  We 

kind of skipped around a little bit, but before we get back to your college years, I’d like to 

go back a little bit further in time when you were a child, say from grade through high 

school.  Is that okay? 

 

WC: Yes. 

 

ML: I’d like you to describe for me the types of extra-curricular or social activities that 

you enjoyed throughout your childhood years. 

 

WC: Well, I started my early childhood with a bit of a medical problem, and that is 

aseptic necrosis on my left hip, and so that required me to, when I was about three years 

old, to be in bed and kept from moving around.  And then later I was on crutches and 

braces through about the third grade. 

 

ML: How long were you bedridden for? 

 

WC: Well my mother said it was about a year [laughs].   I was kind of a handful, having a 

kid that age. 

 

ML: What age were you bedridden? 

 

WC: About three years old. 
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ML: So from three to four? 

 

  

WC: Yeah, right.  And so my activities were a little bit constrained, although I scrambled 

around while dealing with braces and crutches and that type of thing.  Later on, I 

developed an interest in swimming.  I never competed in high school or anything, but in 

college I competed in intramurals and participated in a lot of swimming at the University 

of Oregon.  After I got over the hip problem, I did  a lot more activities after that, including 

hiking and fishing, and eventually gravitated into playing golf, and I won a golf trophy, oh, 

when I was a young teenager - 14 years old or 15 years old.  So I kept playing golf the rest 

of my adult life, and it’s been a great love, I’ve loved golf.  I also picked up tennis, some 

in high school, but again in college I got very interested in tennis and had played tennis 

up through the last 10 years, when I switched more to golf.  So those were kid of sports 

activities as a child.  So I think, having been kind of disabled during my early childhood, it 

made me more interested in physical fitness and keeping fit and doing sports.  So I feel 

I’ve actually done probably more sports and things of that nature since those early days 

than I would have done otherwise. 

 

ML: What was the treatment at the time, other than... what did they do for you for your 

condition, other than being bedridden and the inactivity?  Did they have you on 

medication or did you have you go through any physical therapy? 

 

WC: No, the only type of treatment known at that time was to stay off of the hip.  The 

aseptic necrosis is a deterioration of the ball part of the hip socket, and so in a child it 

eventually heals up, but you have to stay off of it and keep from grinding or irritating the 

hip socket.  So it gradually heals up, if nature takes its course, but you have to stay off of 

it.  So the braces and crutches are designed to keep from walking on it or placing 

pressure on that hip joint.  Aseptic necrosis in adults is permanent and, you’ve probably 

heard of athletes that got aseptic necrosis and it ended their athletic careers, because in 
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a kid that surface will grow back and in an adult it doesn’t.  The type that I was stricken 

with is now believed to be related to a virus.  So they may have treatments now that they 

didn’t know back then. 

 

ML: How did your mother keep you from moving around as a three year old?  [Laughs] 

 

WC: Well, it was a challenge.  I mean I have to admit that each family and group has 

their own challenges, so I presented an interesting challenge for them, to say the least.  

You know I had such a supportive family working with me to do everything they could to 

make life fun and enjoyable.  So I have to say “thank you” to them for the support they 

gave me through those days and through the rest of my childhood really, very 

supportive. 

 

  

ML: That’s important. 

 

WC: Yeah, it is. 

 

ML: A three year old is a handful in itself, but to have a three year old that wants to 

move around that can’t move around, that’s a real challenge. 

 

WC:  Yeah, yeah.  But in the scope of things, it wasn’t that big a deal, really. 

 

ML: And then once you started getting active, did you just go for it, or did you have to 

take it easy first? 

 

WC: No, I grew up in the south part of Eugene, pretty close to the YMCA and so when I 

got off of crutches and the braces and stuff, my mother took me to the YMCA and 

enrolled me in tumbling class, and all those types of things that had never done before, 
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and so it was pretty neat.  Then, you know, back then the school districts had pretty 

active physical education programs too, so I really benefitted from that, and just kind of 

grew up normally.  One of my legs is an inch shorter than the other one, so occasionally 

on a school exam they’d pick that out and suggest I needed a riser on my shoe or 

something like that, but the physician that I was seeing then said “you’d probably do just 

fine without it”, and I have.  So it’s really not been a problem in later life either. 

 

ML: Oh good.  Did you have any other activities, extra-curricular or social during your 

childhood? 

 

WC: Well I don’t know if we talked about this, but my parents bought half of a duplex in 

Neskowin, Oregon, in south Tillamook County.  

 

ML: Right.  

 

  

WC: And as we discussed before, they loved to have car trips, and part of the theory of 

that too, is it kind of kept me quiet [laughs] for three hours and gave them some relief.  

So as we discussed before, my mother would stay all summer down there, and so I had a 

great love for the beach.  For a young kid, growing up with the sand and the ocean and 

everything involved in the beach, I would say that would be a great interest, and fun.  So 

family trips, that type of thing, were a lot of fun, as far as activities for me back in those 

days.  As I mentioned I ended up playing golf and when I won the golf trophy, I was at 

Neskowin Golf Course, where they had kids competitions and stuff.  That was just a lot of 

fun. 

 

ML: Good.  Who were your childhood best friends? 

 



Calkins  SR 11168 

56 
 

WC: Well, probably one of my best friends growing up was a kid by the name of Bill 

Blake, and his parents also went to Neskowin in the summer and he’s a golfer , I’ve 

played a lot of golf with him, and he’s been a lifelong friend.  We play golf occasionally, 

and then he also went to the University of Oregon like I did, and so we’ve kept in contact 

over the years.  He was a car dealer in Portland and now has retired from that and does 

car appraisals, accident cases, and that type of thing.  So I would say he was one of my 

best friends, or my best friend, during those early years when I was starting to play golf 

and do things like that. 

 

ML: That’s nice, you’ve been able to keep in contact with him.  Keep the connection. 

 

WC: Yeah, it’s amazing how those long-term friendships and relationships are 

important to you, all the way through. 

 

ML: Yeah they are.  Did your family do things socially with your best friends?  Would 

you like to share any memories of any of some of the activities that you did together? 

 

  

WC: Well, I don’t know if I mentioned this, but there were other families in this general 

area in Neskowin in the summer, and families would go back to Neskowin on weekends 

during the winter too, you know.  So, there was a lot of interaction of families and a group 

of friends, and there’s not only the golf course down there, but my mother particularly 

took a great interest in going clamming, for mud clams, up in the bay near Pacific City.  

She, as I probably told you, was a great cook and fascinated by different types of foods.  

In Portland there’s a place called Jake’s, that they cook crawfish, and so she got that 

recipe and she’d take all these kids, myself included, and Bill Blake, and his brother, and 

all these kids at the beach -  in the coastal streams, particularly in September, the 

crawfish get pretty big and you can actually catch them - she would go on a crawfish 

outing with all of these kids.  You lure the crawfish with raw liver, and any kid can do it, 
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and it’s such a confidence builder because the kids actually can do something and they 

actually catch the crawfish.  We’d come back with barrels of crawfish and she’d cook 

them up, and then eat them. [Laughs] 

 

ML: Nice!  So you had a big family crawfish feed. 

 

WC: Yeah, crawfish feeds, and clam feeds, and that type of thing.  So those were great 

fun times with families and kids.  So is that the type of thing that you were talking about?  

 

ML: Yeah, yeah, that’s a great memory.  That sounds like a lot of fun. 

 

WC: Yeah, my parents were into having fun, as you can tell.  We tried to carry that on. 

 

ML: That’s good.  It’s vitally important to living a full life. 

 

WC: [Laughs]  Yeah, it is, it is. And taking a piece of life and remembering to take some 

time off.  We get into this legal profession and it can be all consuming, and if you don’t 

take any break -.you have to work to maintain a balance. 

 

ML: Yes, as with most with everything, but especially the legal profession is very 

stressful, and intense, and all-consuming. 

 

WC: Yeah.  So this is a suggestion for you, if you’re ever interested to go crawfishing, 

because it’s lots of fun. 

 

ML: I have never done it.  It just seems like a lot of work for a little bit of meat [laughs]. 
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WC: [Laughs]  Yeah, it is, but you know as I say, they’re real plentiful in September in 

the coastal streams, and you’ll catch lots of them, just big pots-full of them.  So you end 

up getting a lot of meat, actually. 

 

ML: I might have to check that out. 

 

WC: Yeah [laughs]. 

 

ML: Describe for me your fondest childhood memory with your family, if you would, 

one of your favorite childhood memories. 

  

WC: Well, I don’t know.  One would be when we were together at Neskowin at the 

retreat.  Another would be when they took a trip to Europe, I think we may have touched 

on that before, to France.  The group of us four traveled to Paris, France, and London, 

and so we were together that whole time, and that was a really fun experience.  In my 

parents’ later years, they started going to Hawaii, in Kauai, and renting a house, and we 

spent a lot of fun times over there.  Golf again played a big factor.  My dad was an avid 

golfer and so we would go out and play golf either with my nephew, or my brother-in-law, 

and my dad. 

 

ML: So this was when you were an adult? 

 

WC: Yeah, right, but they started going when I was still a teenager, and so there were a 

lot of fun times there too.  So those would be three snapshots of, you know,  just pure 

joy, a lot of fun. 

 

ML: Okay.  Describe for me your relationship with your father as a child?  Any father-

son rituals or how your relationship was? 
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WC: Well, it was real special.  I made a tie clip in shop one time for him and gave it to 

him on his birthday and he always wore that when he was going to trial, so that was kind 

of a neat thing.  He was a great walker, believed in exercise and walking, and so when I 

was going to Francis Willard School, we would walk together, I would go to school and 

he would go to the office.  And then he spent a lot of time playing golf, and we would 

play golf together.  He enjoyed doing hiking and walking, you know at various places on 

the Oregon coast, or otherwise going for hikes and walks together. 

 

ML: Just the two of you did that? 

 

  

WC: Yeah, right.  My mother was not into exercise and not into walking, so they were 

kind of a dynamic pair in that respect.  She kind of stayed away from any physical 

activities, that would be characterized as exercise.  And he would walk fast sometimes, 

which would kind of perturb her so [laughs], the walking did not work well with her.  We 

just had an excellent relationship, again a very supportive parent to things that I did, and 

encouraging me to go on in school and to go to college, and that type of thing.  So we 

had an excellent relationship, I think, very supportive.  He was a very hard-working 

person, but I felt had a certain amount of balance in his life, you know taking time off on 

the weekends.  He would work on the weekends sometimes, but had time for the family, 

and we spent a lot of time together. 

 

ML: So he’d regularly work an 8:00 to 5:00 type of day and come home for dinner 

every night? 

 

WC: Oh yeah.  He came home for dinner every night, but after dinner he might go back 

and work, you know.  I’ve done that.  On weekends he usually had a regular golf game, 

but would go out in the morning, but be home all afternoon, you know devoted to family 
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time.  So I felt he did a pretty good job of fathering for his era, and for any era really.  He 

was great. 

 

ML: Good communication lines open with you two? 

 

WC: Yeah, yeah, just excellent, very sensible.  And he loved to barbecue, so he would 

barbecue chicken or steaks, or things on the barbeque, and help with the cooking, help 

with the dishes, and that type of thing.  So he was before his time, I guess, in terms of 

being supportive in the home.  He never took an interest in gardening, though, my 

mother was interested in gardening.  So you wouldn’t see him with a shovel in his hand 

very often. 

 

ML: So he wouldn’t till up the garden, then? 

 

WC: Well, occasionally, but he just, that wasn’t his cup of tea, so he usually was not 

seen out there digging in the yard, whereas my mother was digging all the time and 

putting in new plants and doing gardening all the time.  So, I just felt I was blessed with a 

great set of parents, including my dad. 

 

ML: That’s fantastic.   

 

WC: Yeah.  

 

ML: So do you have any other childhood memories that stick out in your mind that you 

want to share with me? 

 

WC: Oh gosh.  I can’t think of anything that would really stick out in my mind, but it was 

all good. 
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ML: How about your relationship with your mother?  What was your relationship with 

your mother like?  

 

WC: Oh, it was very good.  She was very devoted to me, and very kind.  As I probably 

mentioned, she ran a pretty tight ship at home, in terms of the home being clean and well 

organized.  So I would help out with household chores, like cleaning the leaves off of the 

back patio and doing household chores.  I had great interactions with her on the garden.  

The garden was on a large city lot, and she devoted the last south half of it to raising 

regular sized corn, beans, zucchini, carrots, radishes, all kinds of things.  So the two of us 

worked together on that, and had some beautiful vegetable gardens, so I sort of followed 

her interest in that.  I’ve continued sporadically doing gardening as an adult, but we had 

that to share.  She really loved the gardening, and had a lot of knowledge on plants, 

cultivation, and fertilizers.  She had plants all over the place, so it was great. 

 

[Telephone rings.] 

 

WC: Oh excuse me, I’d better . . .  

 

ML: Should I shut this off? 

 

WC: No, I can just . . . okay, good, sorry about that. 

 

ML: That’s okay.  No problem. 

 

ML: How was your relationship with your mother when she began to advance in age, 

as far as when your father passed away, did you help her out, and did she need 

assistance? 
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WC: Uh yes.  My wife and I and the two kids would go to her home at least once a 

week and cook a meal and have dinner together, as well as visit during the week, and so 

forth.  My sister ... my mother, after my dad’s death, had some physical problems and 

some illness issues, and developed problems with her heart, and so we ended up sort of 

trading off going down to be with her.  

 

ML: When you say down, where is down? 

 

  

WC: They bought a home in 1932 at 19th & Patterson and stayed in that home their 

entire lives.  Judy and I and the kids would go down and help take care of her and visit 

her and that type of thing.  She lived about three years longer than my dad did.  So we 

kept in contact with her, but she was not particularly active at that time.  During her life 

she’d also been a musician, and harpist, and teacher so she’d been very active at that.  

As a kid I had gone to a lot of musical performances, both with my mother and my sister 

being performers, but by the time she was surviving my dad, she wasn’t doing music at 

that point.  I guess I could share with you, I don’t know if I mentioned this, but we had 

several Japanese foreign students living with the family. 

 

ML: Really?  No, didn’t mention that. 

 

WC: Yeah.  One of them was there for about three or four years in our household as an 

exchange student from Yokohama, and his name was Toshiro Kitami, and he’s been kind 

of a lifelong friend as well.  I’ve kept in contact with him, and when he was visiting the 

U.S. recently, I spent time with him. 

 

ML: When did he live with your family? 

 

WC: When I was about, oh maybe 14 years old - 13 or 14 years old. 
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ML: And for how long? 

 

  

WC: About three years.  He was studying economics here in the U.S. and he then 

became an economics professor at the University of Yokohama.  I think he’s partly retired 

now.  He was . . . I learned a lot from him.  He taught me some Japanese, which I can’t 

remember now [laughs], and became a great friend.  It’s interesting, one of the 

fascinating things about my mother was she’d become interested in a culture like that 

and would immerse herself in reading, and knowledge, and language of various cultures, 

which she did with Japanese culture when he was with us.  She actually bought a Koto, I 

don’t know if you know what that is, but it’s a string instrument.  And, you know, being a 

harpist she became interested in the Japanese music and learned how to play the Koto, 

and got interested in the Japanese clothing, Kimonos, Japanese food, all of that type of 

thing.  So, she was amazing in that respect.  There was a period when she went to 

Mexico with her sister and my sister and was studying Spanish, which she’d studied 

French in college, but she just became fascinated with Spanish and Mexican culture, and 

became an expert on that.  She just was, you know, a very interesting person from that 

perspective.  But anyway, we had this period with Toshiro and that was kind of a 

Japanese era for us.  [Laughs]  Anyway, I’ve always wanted to go to Japan.  I don’t know 

if I’ll ever make it, but I’d like to go over and visit him and kind of see the country.  It 

would be a lot of fun. 

 

ML: That would be a fabulous trip. 

 

WC: Yeah, yeah.  One of my sister’s best friends is Japanese, Yoko McClain, who is a 

retired Japanese professor at University of Oregon, so she’s been a lifelong friend, too, 

and has shared a lot of Japanese culture and art.  Her husband was an artist in block 
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printing, which is just beautiful block prints.  So, that’s another memory, [laughs] which I 

benefitted from an experience of that kind. 

 

ML: What did your mother ultimately pass away from? 

 

WC: It was primarily, I think, congestive heart failure. 

 

ML: And when was that? 

 

WC: 1993.  And my dad had died in ‘89.  I think she missed him because they had been 

sweethearts in grade school or middle school and spent a life together.  There have 

been a lot of studies on spouses, and sometimes the second spouse doesn’t last more 

than two or three years after the first one goes, so I think that played into it.  She followed 

the trend a little bit there.  But she was 83 years old, so she didn’t die young, so that was 

good. 

 

ML: How did your mother’s passing affect you? 

 

WC: Well, it’s a terrific loss.  You grow up with your parents and they’re your best 

friends through your childhood and into adulthood and, living in the same town and 

taking vacations together with grandchildren and that type of thing, I feel I was much 

closer to my parents probably than a lot of people, so loss of either one of them was a 

big loss, I think.  But I benefitted so much from having them as friends, family, and 

supporters of me that it’s important to carry on the traditions with your own children and 

use that great positive force in your life and spread it to others. 

  

ML: Yeah.  So if you had one fondest memory of your mother, what would it be, your 

time with your mother? 
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WC: Hmm... well, I think listening to her playing the harp.  She was a really wonderful, 

wonderful musician, and had a very warm touch to the music.  So I heard a lot of harp 

music growing up as a kid, and I frequently think back to those days when she used to ... 

you know, having that talented of a person in your presence is really kind of magic, so I 

think that’s my warmest memory, is her playing the harp. 

 

ML: Do you have recordings of your mother? 

 

WC: You know, we do, we have a few of those.  She enjoyed encouraging others to do 

music, and so my parents were good friends with Bruce and Josephine Spalding, he was 

a lawyer in Portland, and his wife Josephine was a singer.  So they would do duets 

together and also have a family musicale, where all of their children would play musical 

instruments during the Christmas holidays, and so she would support kids in doing stuff 

like that.  I think she made the music a lot of fun. 

 

ML: Tell me about the house that you grew up in, the house that I believe your father 

bought right after he proposed to your mother, right after he graduated, I believe, from 

college? 

 

WC: Yeah, right.   

 

ML: Tell me about that house - your experiences living in that house? 

 

WC: Yeah.  That house was sort of abandoned in 1929 when the stock market crashed, 

and it was not completely finished. 

 

ML: When was it built? 
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WC: It was built in about 1929, and was kind of abandoned, so that when they bought 

it, they had to fix it up with a heater and various things.  The upstairs bedrooms had a 

kind of a fiber board on them that you could push on [laughs] and it was not real secure, 

so it wasn’t the best built house there ever was, but it was a fun house, and a great place 

for us to live.  We had two bathrooms, everybody slept in bedrooms upstairs, so there 

were four of us with demanding on one bathroom basically, upstairs, so there was a lot 

of, you know, who’s in line to get to the bathroom in the morning. 

 

ML: How many bedrooms? 

 

WC: Four, or no three bedrooms, one for my folks, one for me, and one for my sister.  

So, it was real togetherness, I guess [laughs].   

 

ML: So this was a house then that was under construction and had never been 

inhabited prior to your parents buying it? 

 

WC: Yeah, I’m not sure.  There was some deal where my uncle lived there for awhile, 

taking care of before they moved into it, or something, but I think it was basically 

unoccupied prior to that point. 

 

ML: Did your father help complete the construction on the house? 

 

WC: No, I think he got help from a carpenter or something.  He was not a great fix-it 

guy with a hammer and saw.  I mean he would do a certain amount of that, but he was 

not a do-it-yourself  type of construction person.  So as the family progressed on and got 

older, they remodeled that house and put on, in 1955, a music room for my mother with a 

kind of a stage for harp performances, so she would hold a lot of musical events in that 

room.  So they extended the patio, changed the front door, remodeled the kitchen and 

the bathroom, and had about half a dozen remodelings of that house over the years.  
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[Laughs]  So, they probably would’ve come out better just bulldozing it and building a 

new house, but you know, you get into this “I want to make it the way I would like,” and 

so they just did a great job of remodeling, and it was a great home.   

 

ML: And I understand that this was a historical house in Eugene, is that correct? 

 

WC: Uh, no, I think you’re thinking of the Calkins house on 11th & Patterson. 

 

ML: And your parent’s house was where? 

 

WC: 19th & Patterson. 

 

ML: Okay.  And the house at 11th & Patterson, how did that relate to your family? 

  

WC: That house was owned by my great-uncle, Windsor Whipple Calkins, the guy who 

my dad was basically named after.  He’s the uncle that started out with my grandfather in 

law practice and formed Calkins & Calkins, the original law firm.   

 

ML: Okay.  

 

WC: He also had a career in banking and in the Oregon legislature, so he was kind of a 

banker and amateur politician.  When he got out of that, he went just into law practice, 

where he started out in law practice, and then went back to it.  So that’s the 11th & 

Patterson house. It’s one of the few Victorian type of houses left in Eugene.  I mean there 

used to be a lot fancier ones, but it’s one of few survivors, and so that’s why I guess it’s 

designated a historic house now. 

 

ML: How long did he live there? 
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WC: Oh, all the time he was in Eugene, so you know, it must have been, he must have 

built that around the turn of the century in 1900 or so. 

 

ML: So he had that built then? 

 

WC: Yeah, right, I think he did.  Uh huh.  I think he was there the rest of his life until the 

early ‘50’s.  I’m not sure exactly when he passed away. 

 

ML: And your parents house, did that stay in the family? 

 

WC: Yeah, my niece and her husband live there now. 

 

ML: Is that your sister’s daughter? 

 

WC: Sister’s daughter, yeah.  She’s the one who is a physician’s assistant and also a 

harpist and musician. 

 

ML: And what’s her name? 

 

WC: Martha Griffith.  Her husband, Glen Griffith, is a trombonist and musician.  They 

met on shipboard, because they were both professional musicians on cruise ships.  It’s 

kind of a “Love Boat” story [laughs].   

 

  

ML: [Laughs] 

 

WC: And then they ended up coming back to Eugene to settle down. 

 

ML: Well, that’s nice, so the house has stayed in the family?  That’s fantastic.  
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WC: Yeah, it is, it’s kind of special. 

 

ML: Did they buy it then? 

 

WC: Uh yeah, from my sister.  Yeah, and so that’s been kind of neat. 

 

ML: Yeah.  Now, you told me off the record that you’re wife, Judy, has been doing 

some genealogy research into your family.   

 

WC: Yes.  

 

ML: Can you share with me what she has found out about the ancestors in your family? 

 

WC: Well, it was partly on, I don’t know why she’s concentrated on the Calkins, 

because there’s lots of different family lines, but she’s gone back tracing Calkins, and she 

traced this back to a Hugh Calkins, who came to the U.S. in the 1600’s.  I guess it wasn’t 

the U.S. then, it was just the Colonies or whatever.  So most Calkins in the country are 

apparently originated with this one fellow coming over. 

 

ML: And where did he come from? 

 

WC: It’s either England or Wales.  There’s a couple of different versions.  And then she 

has talked to, there’s a Calkins’ organization apparently that traces the genealogy, and 

she’s talked to some of those people and exchanged old photographs and that type of 

thing.  This branch of the family is known as the Russell Calkins’ branch of the family, and 

my great-grandfather was Russell Calkins.  And his son was Sylvenus Marquis, as well as 

Frank and Windsor.  And then there was a daughter, Edith, who married a guy by the 
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name of Peterson in the Seattle area, so that became a Peterson bunch.  So that’s kind of 

a thumbnail sketch of that.  It’s kind of fun tracing things back, I guess. 

 

  

ML: And your mother’s side of the family, she came from where?   

 

WC: Both of my parents were born and raised in Eugene. 

 

ML: But her family originated from where? 

 

WC: They were in Eugene.  Her parents, I think, were born and raised in Eugene.  And 

then my great-grandparents, both sets of them, the Dillards and the Pattersons, which I 

think we discussed before, came to Oregon about 1852.  I think they came from the 

Midwest, like Indiana or Missouri, and came across in the big migration in the 1850’s. 

 

ML: Okay.  And they were originally from, I think you said, was it Switzerland or 

France?  

 

WC: Um, well no, my dad’s mother was from Switzerland, or her family was, a big family 

in Minnesota and Wisconsin.  And, of course, the other Calkins were supposedly English 

and that type of thing.  There was some talk that Calkins was originally a French name, 

but Judy’s genealogy research hasn’t turned that up particularly. 

 

ML: Okay.  Then your mother’s side of the family originated from where? 

 

WC: Well, the Patterson’s were Scottish.  

 

ML: Scottish.  Okay.  

 



Calkins  SR 11168 

71 
 

WC: Yeah, and supposedly related to what’s called the McClaren Clan in northern 

Scotland. 

 

ML: McClaren is spelled? 

 

  

WC: M-c-C-l-a-r-e-n.  We’ve never traced that out as to who was exactly . . . Um, 

Abraham Patterson, my great-grandfather, was postmaster in Eugene, appointed by 

McKinley, and he lost an arm in the Civil War.  So I don’t know . . . of course, it used to be 

political appointments to be postmaster, so I don’t know the full story behind his life.  My 

mother was a great fan of his wife who had a great interest in gardening and working 

with her hands, weaving and knitting, and that kind of thing, and my mother got 

interested in those things a lot from that grandmother.  She really thought a lot of her, 

was another person who was a great cook. She had a lot of knowledge of Indian 

practices on planting corn and fertilizing with fish, and a lot of interesting, you know kind 

of Indian traditions and so forth.  I don’t know what her connection was, how she knew all 

that.  Of course, she was here, having emigrated here, and probably had some 

interaction with Indian tribes.  So that’s what’s kind of woven into the history as well.  It’s 

kind of interesting. 

 

ML: That is interesting. 

 

WC: Yeah. 

 

ML: Okay, let’s see.  We’re going to move on forward, back up towards your college 

years.  We talked a little bit about you going into law school, but we didn’t talk about your 

college that much.  How was your college education funded, did your family help you 

out? 
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WC: Yeah, primarily my family supported me through college.  And again, thank you. 

[Laughs] 

 

ML: [Laughs] 

 

WC: Really.  I’ve learned to appreciate what a commitment that can be, because we 

just put our two kids through college, and now one of them has announced he’s going to 

grad school or going to more schooling, so we’re, you know . . . 

 

ML: So the money train doesn’t stop yet? 

 

WC: No, that’s right.  [Laughs] 

 

ML: Did your parents pay for your law school education as well? 

 

WC: Yes, they did.  I worked part time during law school, as I mentioned, law clerking 

during the year, but that didn’t make a very big dent in the overall, you know.   

 

ML: Right. 

 

WC: It takes much more than just part time jobs to get you through college.   

  

ML: Yeah.   

 

WC: And so I really appreciated that. 

 

ML: Did they help you with your acceptance paperwork as well, or did you do that on 

your own? 
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WC: Oh I think I pretty much did that on my own.  I think that we had essays back then, 

and I probably had my sister take a look at it for flow and content, and so forth, but I 

would pretty much do stuff like that on my own. 

 

ML: So what were your favorite courses in college and in law school? 

 

WC: Um, as you know I majored in sociology in college, and as is frequently the case, 

you go to college and you’re taking a well-rounded liberal arts education, and you 

stumble on a professor that’s just absolutely fantastic.  That happened to me in sociology 

and motivated me to major in sociology. 

 

ML: Who was that professor? 

 

  

WC: Walter E. Schafer.  And after majoring in sociology, there was a professor, Steve 

Deutsch, at the University of Oregon, and he was an expert in worker sociology, you 

know, the workplace and the setting of happiness and dissatisfaction with work.  And he 

gave a seminar on alienation and the worker and Marxism, and this was the greatest 

seminar, almost the greatest seminar I’ve ever taken, and it was really fascinating.  We 

had to read a stack a books every week, I mean it was so intense.  [Laughs]  It was almost 

a graduate level course, and we had several graduate students in it, so it was challenging 

and invigorating, and with his knowledge and energy, it just made it a terrific experience.  

It’s one of those, you know, unusually terrific experiences.  I enjoyed history a great deal 

in college, and I particularly liked the history of the ancient civilizations, Greece, and 

Rome.  The history courses fascinated me.  As I mentioned, I also developed a great 

interest in early American history, which I still have and have read Adams’ biography not 

too long ago, and have a stack to read.  [Laughs]  There have been a couple recent 

books on Lincoln come out, and so American history is probably pretty high up there in 

my interest.   The thing I liked about sociology was that it attempted, it’s never going to 
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be a perfect science or anything, but it attempted to analyze human behavior and the 

underpinnings of why people are motivated to do things the way they do.  The 

experience in lawmaking and legislation is a lot of times legislators pass laws and then 

we find out that it has the opposite effect of what they intended [laughs], and this 

happens over and over again.  So one of my interests in sociology was the process of 

analyzing, particularly social programs, passed by legislators, and a discipline that it tries 

to apply some rational analysis to why people do the things the way they do.  It’s resulted 

in a lot of reforms in the welfare laws, and that type of thing, which they found out split 

apart families and had consequences that were completely different than what was 

intended.  So, that’s kind of a fascination I’ve got.  I haven’t done a lot in the legislature, 

although I have done lobbying in the legislature, and drafted laws and that type of thing.  

So I have kind of an armchair interest in that and have done a little bit in terms of 

legislation.   

 

ML: In what area? 

 

WC: As I put on my resume, that I was a commissioner on uniform state laws, and this is 

a national organization where each state sends delegates, and then the organization 

attempts to analyze areas where a uniform state law would be beneficial to have it similar 

from state to state.  So in that respect, I got into a lot of presenting of bills in the 

legislature, and testimony, and providing analysis of statutes.  I’ve always found it an 

interesting process to try to draft things in a analytical and wise way to carry out the 

intent that you intend.  It’s kind of like a puzzle, putting pieces together, and trying to 

figure out how it will best work.  So while I didn’t use a lot of sociology in that, the 

analytical pieces, both in law and in sociology, the “ology” part is logic and use of logic, 

and reasoning, and problem solving, and that arena has always fascinated me. 

 

ML: Did you have any bills that were successful that you were a major contributor on? 
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WC: Yeah, I think one that I got involved in... well I got involved in several, that were 

proposed, and part of the ones that I became interested in were modifications to the 

Uniform Probate Code, which Oregon has an early version of, and there were some 

changes in that.  I’d always been interested in the Uniform Commercial Code and 

garnered through a lot of changes in that over the years.  I’m just trying to think, it’s been 

so long since I have done that, its been like 10 or 15 years ago that I was involved in that.  

The Uniform Trustees Powers Act was another one that I worked a lot on.  I was on a 

drafting committee for the Uniform Franchise Act and also on the Uniform Comparative 

Fault Act which wasn’t adopted in Oregon.  You get kind of immersed in the drafting 

system and meet some of the best legal minds in the country.  It was a heck of a lot of 

work, but it was a lot of fun, we had a lot of fun.  So those are just a few examples of the 

ones that I would have been involved in. 

 

ML: Okay.  I’m going to take you back to college again. 

 

WC: Okay. 

 

ML: You told me about a couple of professors that were inspirational to you.  Can you 

give me some other examples of some other professors who were influential and why 

they were to you in law school? 

 

WC: Yeah.  Undergraduate school or law school? 

 

ML: Law school. 

 

WC: Oh, law school.  Well, I really felt I had a wonderful number of professors at 

Willamette Law School, and ones that stick out in my mind are Professor Paulus, who 

used to run the bar exam preparatory course, which was the “must-take” to get ready for 
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the bar exam. But his primary interest was real property, trusts and estate, and that type 

of thing, and he was just a super teacher, and I learned a lot from him.  The one 

published law review article I had was on the probate laws in Oregon and the Uniform 

Probate Code, and so I just learned a lot about probate, and of course our office has 

always done a certain amount of probate work and trust work, which Judy in our office 

does now.  So I’ve always had an interest in that and he was just an excellent professor.  

Professor Ed Butler was a professor who was educated at Louisiana State University and 

had been at Willamette Law School for many years when I went there, and he taught 

torts, and he was just a wonderful professor, very involved.  Law school was a lot of fun 

because you read cases, and you take them apart, and put them back together, and the 

analysis aspect of it is just fascinating and wonderful.  So, I think those two would have 

been pretty close to the top of my list, and also Professor Henry Bailey.  Did I mention 

him before?   

 

ML: I don’t think so.  

 

  

WC: Well, he was an expert in the Uniform Commercial Code, bank checks and 

deposits, particularly, as well as Article 2 on Sales and Article 9 on Security Interests, and 

he wrote Bailey on Bank Checks, and wrote several volumes of the American 

Jurisprudence on Sales.  He was a graduate of the University of Pennsylvania, and had 

served as counsel to the Federal Reserve Bank in New York, and so he had a lot of 

practical, real life experience. So when he talked about bank checks, he had anecdotes 

from experiences at the Federal Reserve Bank when somebody forged a check and, you 

know, what happened with it.  So an area of course work that could be terrifically dull 

[laughs], he made come alive, and he had energetic lectures and examples.  I mean, he 

would prepare for lectures like a showman, like it was a performance, calling on students, 

you know, the give and take.  He was just an amazing professor, and I found myself 

getting really interested in all aspects of the Uniform Commercial Code.  While I never 
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really practiced in that area, I’ve always had an interest in the Uniform Commercial Code 

and it’s all from him.  I wrote some of my highest exam papers in his courses, and was 

quite proud of it because he was a tough professor and a tough grader.  So those would 

be some of my favorites.  Well, I shouldn’t leave off the list either, I should put on the list 

Ross Runkle, who had expertise in constitutional law.  In my senior year I took a seminar 

from him on constitutional rights, a Bill of Rights type of analysis.  That’s up there with 

Professor Deutsch in my undergraduate, it was one of the best seminars I ever had.  

When you get in to one of these seminars with a really talented professor, and you’ve 

only got a few people there, I mean, it is really dynamic.  Whatever the tuition is, you’re 

getting a bargain because you’re just getting so much out of it.  And it’s invigorating to be 

in the presence of somebody, you know those accomplished professors, like  Professor 

Runkle.  I talked to a Willamette student recently and apparently Ross Runkle is still 

teaching.  I’ve got to go up and see him. 

 

ML: Fantastic. 

 

WC: I miss seeing him.  I figured he’d be retired by now [laughs]. 

 

ML: Yeah, you should do that. 

 

WC: Yeah, yeah.   

 

  

ML: It’s always nice when people come back and say “you were an inspiration to me 

and this is why.”  

 

WC: Oh absolutely! 
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ML: It helps make their life more fulfilling to know that they actually reached someone. 

[Laughs] 

 

WC: Yeah, right!  Well, and I’ve used what I learned there, and in later life I’ve tried a lot 

of 1983 cases, defended a number of violation of civil rights type of cases, and it’s been 

another interest of mine.  One aspect of being in a kind of a practice that I have lived in 

trial work, you end up with cases in a wide variety of spheres, and it really makes it 

interesting. 

 

ML: Yeah.  What was a typical day in law school like for you?  Describe it for me. 

 

WC: Well, one of the things that I did in law school was I probably worked too hard my 

first year or two . .  

 

ML: At studies? 

 

WC: Yeah, I didn’t pace myself and take as much time off as I should.  But the last year 

and a half I balanced things out a little better and actually I got my best grades my last 

year and a half.  I think it was partly because I worked so hard at the beginning, I really 

set my habits well, you know in the legal study. 

 

ML: Where did you live? 

 

WC: I lived in various apartments within the Salem area. 

 

ML: With roommates? 

 

WC: Yes. 
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ML: Who were your roommates? 

 

  

WC: Randy Thwing was my roommate.  We’d grown up in Eugene together, and for 

some reason ended up going to Willamette at the same time.  So this was during the 

military stuff, and so there were periods of time that I had other roommates, but I was 

rooming with Randy more than the other people.  So, one thing I did in law school, you 

were talking about an average day, is that I took advantage of the fact that Willamette 

University has a physical education program.   So they have tennis, and badminton, and 

all these different types of things, and so I would take tennis or some other physical 

education course and just head out and have a good time with that.  That provided a 

good break from the law school grind. 

 

ML: That was my next question, is if you had time for any social activities. 

 

WC: Yeah, I did.  When we started our first year, it was lucky.... we’d take a break at 

9:00 p.m. Saturday night and go have one beer, and call it a night, and then start working 

the next day [laughs], so it was kind of crazy.  But any graduate school is going to be 

terrifically intense and that’s no exception for law school.  I wasn’t married, and so I dated 

through law school.  Some of the people I dated were in Willamette undergraduate 

school and some were people that worked in Salem.  So I kept kind of a social life going 

with different kinds of events and activities and stuff, and so it was a good life, I think. 

 

ML: Did you get serious with anyone, or was it just casually dating? 

 

WC: Well, gosh....  I went steady with at least two different people during that time that 

never blossomed into a marriage or anything like that. 

 

ML: No marriage proposals? 
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WC: [Laughs] No, no proposals.  Yeah, right, so I guess I wasn’t ready to settle down 

until later.   

 

ML: Or you didn’t find the right person? 

 

WC: Yes [laughs], that’s correct.   

 

ML: We’ll put that on the record.  [Laughs]  

 

  

WC: And I did, but that’s in one of the later chapters, right?  [Laughs]  So, it’s great. And 

I felt I did develop a good balance.  You know, one of the things I started doing in law 

school, right in the middle of law school, was I started running, and  I’ve had a lifetime of 

running. 

 

ML: Really? 

 

WC: Yeah.  You know, that’s one of these physical fitness things, like I said, I was kind 

of motivated to stay in shape.  I found myself huffing and puffing walking up the library 

stairs one day and I said, “you know, this is just not right.”  That was the period of time 

when Bill Bowerman was coach of the University of Oregon track team, and he went to 

New Zealand and came back with this concept of jogging.  

 

ML: Around what year was that? 

 

WC: Well, this was the late ‘60’s, early ‘70’s, late ‘60’s mainly.  So I decided I’m just 

going to go out there and start running, and I did.  So, I’ve continued that throughout the 

rest of my life. 
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ML: That’s a fantastic release of stress, too. 

 

WC: Oh, it is, yeah.  You know you get those endorphins or whatever.  It’s not only 

physical, it’s mental too, to you know save your life.  I mean, it’s that important of a thing. 

 

ML: Did they have a track back then, or did you just run on the streets? 

 

WC: Oh, I just ran through neighborhoods.  I remember when we were living in an 

apartment in east Salem, and I was jogging through the neighborhoods and somebody 

said “well this is where Brutus used to live [laughs].”   

 

ML: Is that a dog? 

 

WC: No, he was a serial killer [laughs]. 

 

ML: Oh, great!  Sorry.  Brutus huh? 

 

  

WC: Yeah, the guy that used to stalk young women, and stuff like that.  So I changed 

my route [laughs] after that.  But anyway, I would run through neighborhoods in Salem, 

did not so much track.  Willamette University had a track and I went out and ran that 

sometimes.  But I like the scenery and kind of the variety and that type of thing. 

 

ML: So describe for me what it was like taking the bar and your experience in passing 

the bar? 

 

WC: Well, you know that’s kind of a love/hate relationship [laughs].  It’s something you 

have to do.  In taking exams, generally I was good at taking exams, and was very 
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successful in law school.  I think part of it was I was able to handle the stress, I was pretty 

able to deal with stressful situations and . . . so, I forgot what your question was? 

 

ML: Studying and passing the bar.  Studying for the bar exam can be pretty grueling 

from what I understand.  

 

WC: Oh, passing the bar exam.  Yeah.  So one of the things I would recommend for 

anybody studying for the bar exam is to pace yourself.  Again, go out and play tennis, 

and take your mind off of it, and then plunge in and hit it hard.  Going through the bar 

refresher course is very demanding, you’re going through all of these topics, and you’re 

speed reading and memorizing huge volumes of material.  But you have to have the 

confidence, or develop your confidence, that this is a long range thing, and I’m not going 

to win the world championship in one day here, I’m going to need to just take this on 

faith and carry it out to its end.  The bar refresher people say that if you do this, it will 

work, and you have to have the faith to keep going and not just absolutely....  And one of 

the neat things about the bar review courses, is it’s one time when you master a huge 

volume of material, and you’re never going to be at that point again, of course.  [Laughs]  

There’s a lot of satisfaction in being able to, you know, master a huge amount of material, 

and you’ve spent three years of your life doing.  So, the bar exam was just a big long, you 

know, timed test.  Back then it was all essay, there was no multiple choice.  So, it 

depended upon you being in a frame of mind where you could analyze things.  The law 

school situation experience prepares you for that because you’re going through the 

same type of exams that you went through in law school.  So you’re well prepared.  It’s 

stressful, it’s grueling, but there’s a great deal of satisfaction in having accomplished that, 

and as I say, in having mastered that huge volume of information and material.   So it’s a 

love/hate relationship, but overall a good one. 
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ML: So you were clerking I think for two law firms just right before you took the bar 

exam? 

 

WC: Yeah, leading up and in a couple of years before I took it.   

 

ML: Okay.  And so right before you took the bar exams, you were employed with one 

of those law firms as a clerk then, and then quit to take the bar? 

 

WC: Yeah, right. 

 

ML: You mentioned when you were clerking that Jim Clarke really helped to build your 

research skills. 

 

WC: Yeah.  

 

ML:  Were there any other lawyers that you worked with at any of the firms that you 

clerked at that were really influential and helpful to you in your practice? 

 

WC: Well, I think Jim Dezendorf, along with Jim Clarke, at McCulloch, Dezendorf, 

Spears & Lubersky, had a great influence on life because of their demands on the 

rigorousness of the research that you would do, and the accuracy with which you would 

report.  So, you know, Jim Clarke was just a great appellate lawyer, had a great analytical 

mind, and had a vast knowledge of different sectors of law, and how to approach and get 

into the issues.  So I just learned a huge amount from him.  Well, just all the members of 

that firm, George Kirkland, and Peter Barnhisel was there, who is now in Corvallis, and he 

was one of the younger associates back then.  So I just had a great experience with all of 

them and a smaller town practice was Rhoten, Rhoten & Speerstra.   
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ML: That was in Salem? 

 

  

WC: In Salem, yeah.  George Rhoten and Ray Rhoten were long-time practitioners in 

Salem, and just kind of a different perspective, a smaller town approach.  George Rhoten 

was a trial lawyer, and I went over and saw him try some cases in circuit court in Marion 

County.  Speerstra was a very interesting guy, and someone interesting to work for.  

David Rhoten was with them at the time, and I think his dad was George.  He had more 

interest in the business type of work, and so they were an interesting firm, kind of a 

contrast to the larger city-type of practice, and got some good insight into law practice 

from both of those experiences. 

 

ML: What would you say your biggest challenge as a law clerk was, that you were 

given? 

 

WC: [Pauses]  Well, I think it was when I did a big research project for Jim Clarke and 

[laughs] he gave it all back to me and said “you found the wrong law, you need to go 

back and find the right law” [laughs].  Which means that I had focused in on all the 

reasons why our position was challenging, and he was looking for me to find things and 

rationales that could support us.  And so again, with this kind of discipline, is that even 

though you think your position is weak, you need to be aggressive in figuring out, in the 

best interests of your client, of presenting the strongest position.  So, it’s that type of 

discipline that, you know, here I’d done all this work and I came to the conclusion, “well I 

don’t think we have a very strong thing.”  Well, that may be, but you need to aggressively 

think, what are the arguments, what are the reasons, and what is the rationale that best 

supports your client’s position?  And so that was probably the most challenging aspect 

as, you know, starting out work in that firm, and kind of taken aback for a minute, but 

once you understand that, it makes you a better advocate.  Even though you’ve got a 

weak position, you need to present the best position that you can.  Giving your associate 
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or law firm member a memo that...  it’s fine to say we acknowledge that this is a 

challenging situation, but you also want to give them as strong a shot at support of the 

client as you can. 

 

ML: So that was a good learning experience for you? 

 

WC: Yeah, it was.  Yeah, a great discipline learning experience. 

 

ML: Okay.  So then after you passed the bar, you went straight into practice with your 

father? 

 

WC: Yes. 

 

ML: So tell me about your very first day as a lawyer in your father’s law firm?  Was 

Josephine Mooney there at that time, or did she join the firm later? 

 

WC: Oh no. 

  

ML: Right she joined in ‘88 or so? 

 

WC: Yeah. 

 

ML: So who was working there with him at the time, did he have any other partners? 

 

WC: He had in his office Bill McCracken for a number of years, and Bill, I think, was still 

in the office for a period of time when I came on board.   

 

ML: Was he a partner? 
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WC: Yeah, with my dad.  I think he was either a partner or associate.  He split off and 

went and formed his own firm, and then so it was just my dad and myself.  I can’t say as I 

recall the first day [laughs].  The other thing is that I had, prior to passing the bar, a couple 

of occasions where I sat in the courtroom on a couple of cases that my dad had done 

and so it wasn’t exactly foreign, coming into the office.  I remember some of my first 

cases, probably better than I do an actual first day.  There’s a terrific shock when you’re 

coming out of law school, though, even though you’ve done clerking for law firms and 

everything, you’ve got this expensive education, and you pass the bar, and you think 

you’re just on top of the world.  When you walk into a law office and you’re starting all 

over again because they don’t tell you where the courthouse is [laughs], or what a 

summons and complaint looks like, or how to serve it, or anything.  So there’s a whole 

new learning experience that starts when you’re a lawyer.  My dad used to quote my 

grandfather, who told my dad when he first started practicing law, he says, “In about ten 

years you’ll be a pretty good lawyer.” [Laughs]   

ML: That’s great. 

 

WC: So, it’s a terrifically deflating experience to find out.  A lot of times you’re relying 

on legal secretaries and legal assistants to train you at that point. I benefitted because 

my dad’s office had long-time legal secretary and legal assistant type people who had 

the patience with me to, you know, explain a lot of the details and practicality of law 

practice.  Things that you don’t do, things that you do.  But you have to be prepared for 

that learning curve, it’s a big let down, but it’s a fact of life.   

 

  

ML: You had mentioned that there was a legal secretary that worked here that retired 

after 50 years, so I assume that she was probably one of those people.  What was her 

name? 
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WC: Yeah.  Roberta Robertson.  There was another one that started out with my 

grandfather many, many years before that, and her name was Lenore Howard.  She used 

to walk into the office every day from Goshen.  

 

ML: She walked from Goshen? 

 

WC: Yeah, uh huh. 

 

ML: How long did it take her? 

 

WC: I don’t know, a couple hours, I guess. [Laughs] 

 

ML: Oh my gosh.  [Laughs]  Was this back before they had cars? 

 

WC: Well, no, they had cars, but you know, it was a different standard of living back  

then. 

 

ML: Yeah, wow.  Talk about a commute! 

 

WC: Yeah, isn’t that amazing? So, yeah, I think her folks had a little piece of property 

out there farming, or something, and she was a big time legal secretary and walked in to 

work. 

 

ML: That’s great. 

 

WC: So, there were several that were real long-termers.  Lenore and Roberta were 

there when I started and they were fantastic people. 
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ML: So it was Lenore, Roberta, you, and your father, and then Bill McCracken was also 

there as well when you first joined? 

 

WC: Yeah, for a year or so when I first started out.   

 

ML: So what was a typical day like for you as a young lawyer, practicing in your father’s 

firm?  Can you describe for me a typical day? 

 

  

WC: Oh boy.  I’m not sure . . . well, one of the things that happened back in those days 

is that all the secretaries took dictation. 

 

ML: Okay.  Shorthand? 

 

WC: Yeah, shorthand dictation.  So generally we would start the day with dictation and 

get into the office early before the phone started. 

 

ML: What time would that be? 

 

WC: Usually 8:00 a.m. or so.  Sometimes earlier, depending upon the load.  So at that 

point we would have all of the correspondence, letters, pleadings, and so forth  that 

you’ve got from the prior day, or day or two, and just start out dictating answers and 

responses and letters. 

 

ML: Wow, so it was all taken by shorthand then by the staff, you didn’t hand write out 

notes or anything?  

 

WC: Sometimes I would write things out, but it was more expedient and more efficient 

to just dictate.  So I still do dictation, although we obviously have dictation equipment, but 
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that was the main thing.  And then of course, back then we had typewriters with carbon 

paper. 

 

ML: Right, right.  And mimeograph machines too, probably. 

 

WC: Yeah, right.  Well the copy machines were these funny, you know, photographic 

paper and really kind of a crazy set up.  So all of these secretaries were all extraordinarily 

proficient in shorthand and also they had a mind, they would think through and as they 

were listening to you dictate, they would say, “well, I’m sure what you meant to say was . 

. .”.   [Laughs] 

 

ML: Right, which we still have to do.  [Laughs] 

 

  

WC: Yeah, right, still have to do.  So there’s kind of a synergy and exchange between 

the legal assistant/legal secretary and the lawyer, which makes for a much better 

product, and you know a second look at things.  Then, when it’s being transcribed, 

sometimes the person transcribing it would think, you know, this doesn’t make sense, 

and go back to the lawyer.  So, it’s kind of that group effort that was kind of the 

environment of the office that I went into.  Keep in mind that we also did a certain number 

of real estate contracts and lengthier documents, and every time you made a change in 

one of those, you had to type the whole thing over. 

 

ML: Right, or had one page to change, different sections, if you could keep it all on 

one page. 

 

WC: If you could squeeze it back on to that page, yeah, right.  When you think of the 

technology back then, it was a challenge.  So that’s kind of the way the day would start.  
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Then there would either be depositions scheduled, or people coming in for 

appointments, a lot of times people would just drop by.   

 

ML: Did you practice general law, just all different sorts of law at that time? 

 

WC: Yeah, pretty much.  We represented Eugene Water & Electric Board, were general 

counsel for them.  And then were local counsel for Sacred Heart.  We also had a lot of 

probate, estate, and trust work.  Lenore Howard, that I mentioned, was kind of a legal 

assistant in probate work, so we’ve always had somebody who was kind of a legal 

assistant in that area. And then beyond that, kind of a general practice.  We would do 

wills, deeds, and a certain number of contracts, and that type of thing.  

 

ML: So EWEB and Sacred Heart were your main clients?  Did you have insurance 

clients at that time too?  Insurance company clients?  

 

WC: Oh sure, yeah.  My dad had a very successful trial career defending civil cases, 

auto accidents, all kinds of fall cases, and premises liability, and just the run of the mill 

litigation, and also medical type of cases. 

 

ML: Was he doing medical malpractice at that time too? 

 

WC: Yes, right.  Although, back then there were much fewer medical malpractice cases 

brought, so it was a very small component back then. 

 

ML: Who were the insurance companies that you mainly worked for at that time? 

 

  

WC: Oh gosh, there were just a slough of them.  Oregon Automobile Insurance 

Company, North Pacific Insurance Company, Safeco, one time we did work for Uniguard, 
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Automobile Club of Southern California.  St. Paul and Oregon Auto were probably the 

longest and biggest clients in terms of defending cases.   

 

ML: Do you still work for them to this day? 

 

WC: Yes, I occasionally get cases from St. Paul, although St. Paul, we were doing a lot 

of medical cases for them, but St. Paul is withdrawing from medical malpractice 

insurance.  Oh, also, we did Farmers’ malpractice defense and they are out of, they don’t 

do that type of coverage anymore, but a lot of different insurance companies.  

 

ML: Describe for me your day-to-day workings with your father, how were decisions 

made, did you make decisions together, or he take the lead?  Describe a typical scenario 

with a case with you and your father. 

 

WC: Well one of the wonderful things about law practice with another practitioner, or 

other practitioners in the office, is the concept of collegial interaction on cases or 

problems that you have in the office.  I think that there are many people that will tell you 

this, but you can be thinking about a problem and reasoning about it, and even writing 

about it, and struggling with it, but there is a whole other dynamic to explaining it to 

another person.  So that a lot of times, just by going through the process of explaining it 

to another person, the answer becomes available. 

 

ML: It becomes clearer. 

 

  

WC: It becomes clearer through that process.  And so we had that similar collegial 

relationship where we would bounce ideas off of each other and talk about particular 

problems that we were having, and the funny thing that happens is you are talking to the 

person and explaining what happened in this case, and all of the sudden it comes to you 



Calkins  SR 11168 

92 
 

what the obvious answer is.  [Laughs]  So you don’t even need to get the feedback from 

the person you’re talking to, but going through that process is so important in a law 

practice.  If you’re a sole practitioner and you don’t have that, and I’m sure a lot of sole 

practitioners have a friend across town that they can call up and bounce things off of.  I 

do that still.  One of the nice things about going to an Oregon law school is that you have 

colleagues all over this state who you went to school with and you can do that type of 

interaction.  Some of them are in the type of practice we are with, you know, public utility 

law and medical things, so I’m calling colleagues all across the state all the time on 

various things, like looking for experts or looking for an idea on how to handle a thing.  

So that relationship was very important to our practice, as it is I’m sure in your practice.  

So as far as decision making is concerned, I don’t know that we had a lot of big 

decisions.  We would sort of just decide by consensus, and sometimes if it involved office 

procedures.....  You know, one thing about Roberta Robertson, was that she was very 

analytical and very good, but she . . . we didn’t need intercoms in the office with her, 

because she would just yell down the hall “Win, could you pick up that second line?” or 

something like that.  So if you changed office procedure, you’d have to clear it with 

Roberta, because she was a very strong force in terms of the way she wanted things and 

so forth.  So, she was a factor.  We took into consideration the office staff as well, in 

terms of making decisions on how we would handle things, particularly mechanical 

things, just in the day-to-day practice in the office.  We would discuss whether we 

would... most of the time we were too busy, so we would discuss, you know, do we want 

to take on this additional person that wants us to do work, or things like that.  We would 

just kind of reach a consensus on what we wanted to do.  So I’m not sure we had any 

great magic for that, it was just kind of common sense. 

 

ML: Did you have any workplace rituals, like every Friday night after work everybody 

went out and had dinner or drink?  Did you have any rituals at all in the workplace? 
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WC: Yeah, I think the Friday night thing back in those days was sometimes you would 

have a drink at the end of the day, an alcoholic beverage, at the end of the day, with the 

staff and kind of unwind on a Friday night.  And that’s kind of fallen into decline now 

[laughs] with the . . . 

 

ML: Liability? 

 

WC: [Laughs] Yeah, and so many people drink less than they did.  I mean, it used to be 

like members of the Bar, as part of the social interaction in the Oregon State Bar 

convention or local activities, there was lots of consumption of alcoholic beverages. 

 

 

ML: A different interpretation of “the Bar,” huh? [Laughs] 

 

  

WC: [Laughs]  Yeah, that’s right.  So, our office was no different, we would have a drink 

at the end of the day. 

 

ML: Here at the office? 

 

WC: Yeah, at the office.  I can’t say as we.... I think everybody was pretty prudent in 

terms of not getting too loaded up with alcohol before driving home or anything, but it 

was more acceptable back then. 

 

ML: Or in Lenore’s case, walking home. [Laughs] 

 

WC: [Laughs] Yeah.  Walk it off!  So, we would recognize birthdays and things like that, 

and we still do.  We party at the drop of a hat to this day. It’s just fun to have that kind of 

fun, supportive, fun atmosphere to an office for everybody involved.  I think we took 
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advantage of that and we would celebrate birthdays and events as they came along, 

pretty readily. 

 

ML: That sounds nice.  So, tell me about your first trial. 

 

WC:  Well, my first jury trial was in District Court and I think Frank Alderson was the trial 

judge. 

 

ML: So Lane County? 

 

WC: Yeah, Lane County.  It was an auto accident, and I can’t remember, it got filed in 

Lane County, but the incident actually occurred over in Deschutes County on the Ochoco 

Highway, between Paulina and Prineville.  So, it was a passing case, where one car was 

passing the other, and there was an accident with another car coming around a corner.  

So I was defending one of the drivers, and so it was a personal injury case, I can’t 

remember the extent of the injury now. 

 

ML: Were you insurance defense counsel? 

 

WC: Yes, right, insurance defense.  So we tried that case in a day or day and a half.  I 

kept the poster and stuff, my visual aids that I used back then for many years, and then I 

pitched them out finally [laughs]. 

 

ML: So what was the outcome of the trial? 

 

  

WC: We won.   

 

ML: You won! 
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WC: Yeah, so I was pleased to say that we won. 

 

ML: And which insurance company, do you remember? 

 

WC: You know, I think it was Oregon Auto Insurance Company. 

 

ML: Okay.  How did you feel that you did as far as your preparation, and what did you 

to do prepare?  Did you work that with your father, was he trial counsel as well? 

 

WC: Yeah, you know, we worked on a number of trials together and tried a number of 

cases together.  This one I pretty much did on my own.  So I took depositions in advance 

and got the medical reports and then  just generally prepared for trial, the police report 

and all that sort of thing.  Keep in mind, back then, you know, a lot of files were about a 

half an inch thick. 

 

ML: The entire file? 

 

WC: The entire file, including the pleadings, the correspondence, depositions, police 

reports, and medical reports.  So we used to have a file drawer and it would contain 

dozens of cases.  Now we’re lucky if we can get all one case into one file drawer, it 

seems like.  So, it wasn’t a terrifically earth-shaking case, but you always remember your 

first case. 

 

ML: And you won, too. 

 

WC: Yeah, right, yeah.   
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ML: So what were the professional relationships like between attorneys at that time, 

locally?  Describe your relationships with other local attorneys. Did you keep some of the 

relationships from your law school friends and they came to practice here, and so you 

maintained some of the relationships, like Randy Thwing? 

 

  

WC: Yeah, I’ve kept a friendship with Randy Thwing all over the years.  A lot of my 

classmates went to other parts of the state and to Washington because I went to 

Willamette and a lot of the lawyers from Willamette either settle in Salem or other parts of 

the state.  Eugene is pretty much saturated with University of Oregon grads.  I’ve always 

felt the collegiality I experienced in the 1970’s with lawyers, both locally and statewide.  It 

was terrific.  It was a lot of fun. 

 

ML: Can you give me an example? 

 

WC: Well, one example is the Bar Convention, the State Bar Convention.  I mean, it 

used to be just absolutely almost mandatory that you would go to the State Bar 

Convention and see all your friends from all across the state.  That’s kind of fallen away 

now.  So we’ve evolved into a different type of practice and collegiality among lawyers.  

But back then, it was just a lot of fun, I’ve always enjoyed associating with my colleagues 

across the state.  I sort of regret that we don’t have those days anymore, but I mean it’s 

just part of progress. 

 

ML: Do you think it has anything to do with the technology, the communication 

technology has changed so drastically?  You know people were more in direct contact 

with people when they wanted to get a hold of them, versus now, it’s fax and e-mail and 

texting.  I don’t know if that has anything to do with it. 
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WC: Yeah, yeah.  You know people pointed that out in other professions, that instead 

of human face-to-face communications, we’re now doing all of this communication, not 

even by voice, by telephone, but by e-mails and so forth.  So that’s had an effect on it.  

But also I think there’s been a lot of pressure to kind of specialize, so instead of 

gravitating towards your other generalists across the state, you’re now associating more 

with a smaller group of specialists, so when you go to a Bar meeting, you’re going to a 

meeting that sort of specializes in the little niche that you do.  The second feature that 

has occurred, I feel like there’s a lot more competition now.  The old days of collegiality 

and waiting for a client to come in have been replaced by a certain significant amount of 

advertising, promotion, and competition to get clients.  So I think that has interfered with 

the more historic collegiality that we experienced.  So it’s just been a change. 

 

  

ML: What was it like back then to work with the judges and the court professionals, the 

clerks and so forth, the collegiality with the lawyers back in the early ‘70’s? 

 

WC: Well . . .  

 

ML: Is it any different than it is now? 

 

WC: Yeah, to a certain extent.  When I started practice, some of the main judges on the 

Lane County bench were Judge Edward Leavy, Roland Rodman, Gordon Cottrell, Judge 

Doug Spencer, and Judge Allen. 

 

ML: Is that Wayne Allen?  No, not Wayne Allen . . . Ed Allen. 

 

WC: Right, Ed Allen.  So a number of them are gone although Judge Leavy is still in the 

federal system.  I felt we had an extremely high quality of judiciary history, at least in Lane 

County, and a pretty cordial relationship with the Bar.  Naturally, if you’re a judge, you’re 
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not particularly socializing a lot with the lawyers.  There was a great feeling of 

professionalism with the judges and among lawyers, for a members of the Bar then, so I 

think that relationships were good.  I think the justice system and the consumers 

benefitted from it.  It was a good experience. 

 

ML: So, we talked about the social relationships in the legal community.  Who did you 

socialize with as far legal professionals in the community at that time?  

 

WC: Well, gosh.  You know the part I was talking about was, you know the Oregon 

State Bar convention, and socializing with your friends across the state.  I mean I’m not 

sure I socialized heavily with local members of the Bar, other than when we would have 

transactions together and, you know, see each other.  So I can’t say that I had a lot of 

social friends in the Bar that I would just...  Randy and Liz Thwing, of course, have been 

long-time friends, and there were several like that, but generally probably not a lot of 

heavy socializing with other lawyers. 

 

ML: What about civic involvements in your early practice? 

 

  

WC: Um, well, I don’t know if you’d call it civic involvement, but I volunteered to do 

juvenile work, representing children in the juvenile court.  That was a great experience 

for me.   

 

ML: Is that court appointed or pro-bono? 

 

WC: Yeah, kind of pro-bono type of thing.  They had a constant need for people to 

represent children before the juvenile court, so I kind of took that on.  They would 

reimburse us a small amount per hour, or something like that, but it wasn’t, you know, 

profitable to do the juvenile work so much. And I served on a lot of professional 
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committee’s, but that’s not so much civic.  In the 1970’s I went on the Board of Goodwill 

Industries of Lane County and, I don’t know if you’re familiar with Goodwill, but they serve 

physically and mentally handicapped clients and have a retraining program, and 

combined with that a recycling of clothing and other products, with the goal of eventually 

getting those people mainstreamed into regular jobs.  Many of them were drawn out at 

that time from the state hospital and had never been worked before, so just getting them 

up in the morning, and on the bus, and to work was a major accomplishment. 

 

ML: What was your role in assisting that organization? 

 

WC: I was on the Board, which is a local non-profit corporation, but affiliated with 

Goodwill Industries International.  It was just a lot of fun, I met a lot of people from 

Eugene that I’ve kept track of and known since that time. 

 

ML: Can you give me an example of some of those people? 

 

WC: Yeah, Dr. Hoover, who’s now retired, he was a physician in internal medicine and 

was very active on the board.  Sid Voorhees, who used to run Eugene Planing Mill, and I 

think he’s retired now, but he’s remained a good friend over the years.  Those are a 

couple of them that I particularly remember, and just a variety.... Oh, Wayne Musgrove of  

Musgrove Mortuary.  You know I’ll think of some others as we go along, but just kind of 

community business and professional people.  So I worked on that board for a number of 

years and then became president of it.  

 

ML: In what year did you become president? 

 

  

WC: Well, I think I put this down in the materials that you got, the mid-‘70’s, you know, 

‘74-‘75, something like that.  So, I’ve continued on, I’m still on the Goodwill Industries 
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Board Foundation, and so that’s been a long time interest of mine.  You know, with my 

experience with my hip, and getting rehabilitated, and stuff, it’s kind of been an interest 

of mine, of helping people get back on track.  The Americans With Disabilities Act has 

come on since, been enacted since then, and is I think an important contribution to our 

culture because I grew up in an era when mental and physical handicaps were kind of 

shunned, actually.  Growing up in school, there was a kid that had a palsy disability, and 

kids would make fun of him and stuff like that.  You know I had a certain amount of that 

too, with being on crutches and braces and stuff, but I think the progress of our culture 

has been really great in that area.  There’s a much higher level of consciousness in 

people, and it’s all for the good.   

 

ML: Yeah.  

 

WC: So, Goodwill Industries was a lot of fun, and meeting community members and 

working on something, a common goal, it’s just great, and a lot of fun.   

ML: Did you have any other interests or activities at that time in your early law practice 

here? 

 

WC:  I was pretty active in the Oregon State Bar and the local Bar Association serving 

on various committee’s and doing work.  I can’t remember the exact dates, but I was 

active with the litigation section and was chair of that section, and then served on a 

whole array of committees.  And again, it was kind of a fun experience, you know, 

meeting lawyers from other parts of the state and working on things to improve the 

profession, either in terms of educational activities or things that promoted 

professionalism within the profession.  So I’ve continued that as an interest all the way 

through, and really enjoyed doing that.  I can’t give you a list off the top of my head of all 

the committee’s I’ve done. 
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ML: It’s okay, we’ve actually got some of that on paper, so we don’t have to go into 

that.   

 

WC: Yeah, right.  

 

  

ML: So, other than your father, which other lawyers around the state did you consider 

were your mentors - at that time when you were first starting out in practice, who were 

influential to you? 

 

WC: Yeah, one thing as far as activities, also I’ve been quite active, just going back 

before I answer that question, you mentioned activities, and that is writing educational 

materials for Oregon State Bar. 

 

ML: Excellent.  

 

WC: I was editor of the Oregon Pleading and Practice Manual in the 1970’s.  And then 

I’ve authored part of the Oregon Health Law Manual, and for 20 years was editor of the 

Oregon State Bar Torts Manual.  There have been articles in publications along that line, 

which I have really enjoyed. 

 

ML: Great.  And you’ve continued to do that? 

 

WC: Yeah, you bet.  I just did an article not too long ago in the Oregon Health Law 

Manual, and so the beat goes on.  So, you were saying about mentors? 

 

ML Yeah, any other mentors?  I know you’re father was probably one of your biggest 

mentors.   
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WC: Well, yeah, I think it begins and ends with my dad, basically.  He was my biggest 

mentor and is the type of lawyer that I would aspire to.  He gave me a lot of support and 

suggestions in my early law practice, particularly on approaches to different problems 

and questions that come up during trials, and what’s the best approach and that type of 

thing.  So, he’s probably my biggest mentor.  Another person that I followed and was 

interested in was Bruce Spalding, who was a great criminal and civil trial lawyer in 

Portland.  At one time I read a number of transcripts of his work in court and really 

learned a lot from him.  I tried a number of cases locally with Darst Atherly and learned a 

lot from him.  So I learned a lot from a variety of different lawyers and would consider 

them, you know, partially mentors to me, but the main mentor, I would say, was my dad. 

 

ML: Okay.  Were there any other special recognitions that you received by the 

community in your early years of practice?   

 

WC: Well.... 

  

ML: We talked about the contributions you made with Goodwill and some of the other 

Bar activities.  Are there any special recognitions in your early years? 

 

WC: Well, I got a big plaque from Goodwill Industries [laughs] and a lot of awards and 

plaques from the Oregon State Bar.  Otherwise it was just kind of having fun while you’re 

contributing to the overall, that’s reward enough in itself.  You don’t need somebody to 

give you a crown to say “you’ve really done it,” it’s just the satisfaction of doing it, more 

than anything else. 

 

ML: What were the Bar awards that you got? 

 

WC: Well, you know, acknowledgments for the writing and the positions I served in the  

Oregon State Bar.  At one point they stopped sending out a plaque for each one and 
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finally give you a plaque and you just put on [laughs] another little addition to it, and so I 

ran over one plaque and started on the second one.  I think that recognitions or awards 

included being appointed as a Commissioner on Uniform State Laws in the 1970’s and 

‘80’s and the time I served there.  Then in the 1980’s, which isn’t early in my practice, I 

was inducted into the American College of Trial Lawyers, which is a real select few in the 

country.  There are today maybe 70 or so in Oregon out of, I don’t know, 10,000 lawyers 

that we’ve got, so it’s real special.   

 

ML: That’s fantastic. 

 

WC: Yeah, and so I was really quite honored. So that would be about it, I think. 

 

ML: What are you most proud of during that time? 

 

WC: Just my ability to . . . when you say “that time,” you mean the ‘70’s and ‘80’s? 

 

ML: Right, your first decade of practice. 

 

  

WC: Yeah, well, I think I started trying medical defense cases, defending doctors and 

nurses in medical malpractice situations, and those are perhaps some of the most 

stressful types of cases that you can have.  I know if you’re a criminal defense lawyer and 

you’re defending your client’s life [laughs], that can be quite challenging and stressful.  

When someone is accused of wrongdoing in their professional work, which they have 

probably spent 16 years of schooling or more getting ready for, and which they have 

made a lot of sacrifices and efforts, and you’re defending them for wrongdoing, it can be 

kind of a challenge and pretty stressful as opposed to other types of litigation such as 

auto accidents, where somebody’s professional career is not in question.  So, those are 

probably some of the most challenging, but I found some of the most rewarding in terms 
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of being able to help people through those times.  For a lot of professionals, there’s a lot 

of hand-holding and it’s been shown that after a medical malpractice case is filed, that a 

certain percentage commit suicide, become depressed.  And so the litigation on medical 

practitioners can take a heavy toll.  Sometimes you find yourself counseling the 

defendant as well as helping them on the legal and evidence basis.  But again, to have 

the privilege....  You know the medical profession attracts a lot of very bright, talented, 

and good people and to have the privilege to defend some of those people is just 

amazing.  I mean it’s the best thing I’ve ever done, I think.  So it’s very, very gratifying to 

have had the privilege to defend the wonderful people that I have. 

 

ML: Did you have any instances where any of your clients refused a verdict or.... 

 

WC: An adverse verdict? 

 

ML: Yeah, or took the outcome in way to where they did take their life? 

 

  

WC: Well, the dynamics of it is actually somewhat different.  For a lot of physicians the 

outcome doesn’t make as much difference.  They are not affected by whether they win 

or lose.  I’ve had clients that received a favorable verdict and they still never got over it.  

It just is something that some people have really a tough time getting over it.  So I’ve 

done a lot of cases where the physicians are still, to this day, upset after many, many 

years have gone by.  And, you know, I think the outcome has been good for many 

numbers of them, but it’s not a guarantee that it’s going to make the trauma of the whole 

situation go away.  A number of medical professionals have left the profession after an 

experience like that.  So I don’t know if there’s a better way that would be better or not, 

but the current system tends to kind of take a toll on them.  As I say, we spend a lot of 

time talking to them, and the medical society has from time to time had programs, and 

the insurance carriers have programs to try to support the doctors and medical help 
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professionals, to give them avenues to seek support and discussion on how they’re 

feeling.  A lot of times they feel like they can’t tell their spouse, and they can’t talk to 

anybody, so we try to provide, be open to discussing anything with them at anytime, and 

also suggest resources for help, even psychiatric help, to offer that type of support.  

There are physicians in the state that specialize in treating medical professionals and 

counseling.  So it’s got it’s challenges, and some of the insurance carriers are quite 

aware of that and give seminars and encourage the physicians to attend them to work 

through some of these issues. 

 

ML: Has the medical malpractice field changed a lot since you first started working in 

it?  I mean, I don’t know if there have been significant law changes that have affected the 

way medical malpractice cases are handled.  Can you explain that? 

 

WC: I don’t think there have been dramatic changes in the law over the years.  The 

number of lawyers that take medical malpractice cases and prosecute them from the 

plaintiff’s side has narrowed dramatically over the past 10 years, I would say, so that you 

usually see medical malpractice cases filed by a pretty limited number of lawyers that 

tend to specialize in those now. 

 

ML: And what would be the reason why that changed over the years? 

 

WC: Well, from a plaintiff’s standpoint, a medical malpractice case is very expensive 

because you’ve got to hire an expert, and you’re got to review the records, and if you go 

to court you’re going to have to pay multiple experts large fees to carry the case through.  

So the average lawyer with a small office doesn’t have a bank of resource, or in many 

cases, the experience to really put their foot forward in that type of litigation.  It’s true that 

there have been some big price tags for medical malpractice litigation, but that doesn’t 

take into consideration all of the cases that the firm handles that don’t produce a big 

recovery and all of the expenses that they have to go through.  So I think that it’s caused 
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a narrowing down of those people who specialize in it, and know how to finance it, and 

know how to prosecute it, and it’s just become a much more challenging thing from both 

sides I think over the years. 

 

ML: So do you employ a lot of experts on the defense side? 

 

  

WC: Yeah, and some of these baby cases we will have upwards of 25 to 30 experts, 

because you’ve got the experts in the delivery of the baby, and then experts on the 

extent of the damage, and life care planners, and economists, and pediatricians that 

assess the status of the baby, and so forth, so it’s gotten to be a big.... A lot of times you 

have many more depositions and much more lengthy depositions, and it can be a pretty 

big operation. 

 

ML: Yeah.  A lot of out of state experts as well? 

 

WC: Yes.  Yeah.  So a lot of times we look nationally for experts to help in analyzing 

cases and appearing in trial.  It’s gotten to be a big undertaking for both sides, as I say. 

 

ML: And this is still a large practice of your firm? 

 

WC: Yeah, yeah.  We do medical defense cases and have continued to do so. 

 

ML: Okay.  Alright, how are you feeling?  We’ve been going about two hours and 

fifteen minutes now.  Do you want to take a break? 

 

WC: Yeah, why don’t we take a break.  How are we doing? 
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ML: We’re doing good.  And we’re going to go off the record.  It’s about 6:45 p.m. and 

we started at 4:30 p.m., and we’re going to go off the record. 

 

[End of DSS 2] 
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DSS 3 
2008 May 8 

 
ML: This is Monica LaRosa on behalf of the U.S. District Court Historical Society, and 

I’m in the office of Windsor Dean Calkins in Eugene, and it is Thursday, May 8, 2008, and 

it’s about 4:25 p.m.  We’re continuing on our interview for his oral history, and I believe 

we left off talking about your early years of practice, and I think we pretty much 

concluded that.  I’d like to move into when you first met your wife.  That’s an exciting 

topic, as part of your life and your family now.  I’d like you to tell me about how you met 

your wife the first time and how you began your romantic relationship with her. 

 

WC: I first met my wife in a courtroom in Lane County Circuit Court.  She worked for a 

lawyer by the name of Reese Wingard, who was a lawyer practicing out in Veneta at that 

time, and he got into a dispute with a brokerage firm, which developed into a lawsuit, and 

he asked my father to represent him in the lawsuit.  So, Judy, at that time, was a legal 

assistant in his office and was a material witness in the case.   

 

ML: And what year was this? 

 

WC: Oh, this would be in the early ‘70’s, I can’t remember exactly what year.  I was 

sitting through the case with my dad, and I think may have still been a law student back 

at that time.  And then later, Reese Wingard died and he had asked that our office handle 

his estate, and appointed as Personal Representative was Judy.  So she hired us to be 

the attorneys for the estate, so we worked for her, and got to know her.  Then about that 

time a legal assistant in our office developed multiple sclerosis and she moved to 

Arizona, so we had a position open and we asked Judy to join us. 

 

ML: And what year was that? 
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WC: I’m thinking it was about 1973 or so - 1973 or 1974.  So in addition to working on 

estates which was, and still is, one of Judy’s areas of particular interest, she became my 

secretary.   In the next year or two, we started dating and I met her family.  She had 

grown up in Springfield and gone to Thurston High School, and Lane Community 

College, and the University of Oregon, and was in the process of working her way 

through school.  Working full time and going to school full time turned out to be too 

much, and so she didn’t complete her degree at the University of Oregon. 

 

ML: What was her degree going to be in? 

 

WC: It was eventually in journalism.  So she was interested in journalism and political 

science, and settled on journalism.  So she became my legal assistant, and again worked 

in our office.  We started dating and then got married in July of 1975.  Our married life 

together obviously continuing, we had two children, and when the children got into 

grade school, she pursued her dream and went back and completed her degree at the 

University of Oregon, and then applied to law school and was accepted and went to 

University of Oregon Law School.   And then came back to our firm as a full-time lawyer. 

 

ML: Wow.  And so how long did it take her to complete her education while she was 

raising family?  Is that accurate, she was raising family at the time and working full-time? 

 

WC: Yeah, the kids were in grade school, so she tried to arrange her time so that she 

would be home when they were home.  The children and Judy would study together, 

[laughs] which was kind of interesting with all of them being in school.  So, it was a good 

time.  She I think took two years to get her degree in journalism and then obviously three 

years of law school. 
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ML: Did she continue to work full-time when she went to law school or she didn’t, she 

took a break? 

 

WC: Let’s see . . . she worked part-time when she started back to undergraduate 

school, but I don’t believe she was . . . I think she was still working part-time during law 

school, but not obviously on a full-time basis.  Law school is a full-time job.  [Laughs] 

 

ML: Yeah.   So did she continue to work for you while she was going to school or was 

she working for anyone else in the firm?  Was she solely your assistant at that time? 

 

  

WC: Well, she wasn’t doing the secretarial work for me during that period of time, so 

obviously we rearranged her situation, and it worked out really pretty well.  So I lost a 

secretary, but gained a partner [laughs]. 

 

ML: Don’t have to think about which one is better [laughs]. 

 

WC: [Laughs]  Yeah, well, absolutely, having a law partner and a life partner is really 

just fantastic. 

 

ML: Yeah.  So you dated about two years before getting married? 

 

WC: Yeah, I think maybe a year and a half or so.  I had become interested in skiing.  I’d 

always wanted to learn how to ski, and so when I got out of law school I took some 

lessons and started going up skiing.  Judy also got an interest in that and we would go 

take ski lessons together and that type of thing.  After we were married, we did a lot of 

skiing and both of our children were on ski team in high school, and so skiing was a big 

part of our life. 
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ML: And did your father approve of the union? 

 

WC: Uh, yes, and actually he took delight is stating that he had actually arranged the 

whole deal [laughs]. 

 

ML: [Laughs]  He planned the whole thing, right?  He picked her out, and positioned 

her in the office... 

 

WC: [Laughs]  Yeah, that’s right, he would tell people he orchestrated this whole thing. 

 

ML: Is there any truth in that do you think? 

 

WC: Well, he really liked Judy.  Both my parents more than approved of Judy as not 

only an office worker or friend, but also a wife and life’s companion.  So they were both 

great advocates for her.  So, I don’t know, he probably did a few things, but he tended to 

elaborate on their importance [laughs] as time went on. 

 

ML: So how was that, building relationship with her and working in the same office?  

Did it complicate things at all, or was it very smooth? 

  

WC: No, I think that, you know, I’ve heard people say that if they’re practicing law with 

their spouse that they argue at the office, then they go home and argue too [laughs].  But 

this has always been kind of a family office, basically, and the tone set by, I’m sure my 

grandfather and then my father was to, you know, make it a good place to work, whether 

you’re a family member or non-family member.   

 

ML: And if you’re not, by golly, we’ll make you a family member [laughs]. 
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WC: [Laughs]  Yeah, that’s right, yeah, exactly!  Our responsibilities have always been 

in somewhat different areas because I’ve done a significant amount of trial work during 

my practice, and Judy has concentrated more on the gift/estate and probate work, and 

business transactions, and that type of thing.  So it’s been kind of a balance and we 

obviously share information and work on things together, but we’re not constantly 

working on the same project type of thing, which I think provides a lawyer diversity and 

well-rounded experience for our office. 

 

ML: So tell me about your children, you say had two children, what are their names 

and when were they born? 

 

WC: Sarah Elizabeth Calkins was born May 11, 1976, and she is now Sarah Elizabeth 

Kelly, and is grown and married and has a daughter of her own, and a husband.  The 

second child was born within two years of the first one, and the second one is Russell 

Vene Calkins, and he was born January 2, 1979.  So they’re both grown now and doing 

well, pursuing their passion. 

 

ML: Okay.  What does your daughter do? 

 

  

WC: She went to Gonzaga University in Spokane, and majored in marketing and 

business, and minored in art.  She’s always been an artist, and in our office, in various 

places, you’ll see prints and paintings done by her.  So she graduated from Gonzaga 

University and worked in Seattle at the Seattle Art Museum.  A museum patron told her 

about industrial design and that just really captured her imagination, so she enrolled in 

Western Washington University in Bellingham, that has an industrial design program, and 

so she got a second degree in design.  Then she got a job at Teague, which is a design 

firm in Seattle.  One of their clients is Boeing, and so Sarah and her firm designed the 

interior of jet liners for Boeing, both military and commercial jet liners.  She’s just... that 
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was her passion, it combines the art and business aspects, and she really loves it.  My 

son, Russ, went to Harvey Mudd College in Southern California, which is an engineering 

school.  He’s always been strong in mathematics and science, but he ultimately decided 

that he didn’t want to use the math and science in engineering.  One of his passions has 

been film and film making, so he followed his work at Harvey Mudd College with 

enrollment at the Northwest Film Institute in Portland, and he recently completed his 

certification there, and has just been admitted to the Columbia University Film School in 

New York.  So he’s going to be starting next fall, back there, for a degree program there.  

So he’s off and running. 

 

ML: So he never married or had children? 

 

WC: Uh no.  He’s got a girlfriend who is also in film, so we’ll see what happens there.  

As my wife and I say, we’re not on the committee, so we don’t get to vote on these things 

[laughs].   

 

ML: [Laughs]  So he lives in Portland? 

 

WC: Yes. 

 

ML: Do you get to see him that often since he’s so close? 

 

WC: Yeah, sporadically.  He’s coming down this weekend for Mother’s Day.  I don’t 

think his girlfriend, Debbie, is going to be able to come, but he’s going to be here as is 

our daughter, and hopefully our son-in-law, and our granddaughter. 

 

ML: What is your granddaughter’s name, and your son-in-law? 
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WC: Helana Margaret Kelly.  And Sarah’s husband’s name is Ryan Matthew Kelly.  He 

grew up in Snohomish, Washington, and he also attended Gonzaga University and they 

had kept contact since that time and eventually got married. 

 

ML: And how old is your granddaughter, did you say? 

 

WC: She’s four. 

 

  

ML: Four, okay.  Is she a source of delight for you and your wife? 

 

WC: Oh, absolutely.  It’s just fantastic.  It’s interesting seeing it from a grandparent’s 

point of view.  You don’t realize what a big impact a new life just unfolding before your 

eyes has on everybody involved.  It’s just a miracle, it’s really great. 

 

ML: With them living in Seattle, do you get to see them that often? 

 

WC: We kind of burn up the freeway, [laughs] going back and forth.  So, they were here 

for Easter.  We have to be mindful of trading off with the other set of grandparents, so we 

try to be diplomatic there.  So, you know, every month and a half or so we for sure get 

together and meet up with them and do things together, and in between, of course, keep 

contact by telephone. 

 

ML: That’s good because children grow up fast, and you can see them one month and 

then the next month or two, or if you let six months go by sometimes they look 

completely different. [Laughs] 

 

WC: Yeah, yeah. 
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ML: So that’s nice.  So what kind of things do you do with your family when you get 

together? 

 

WC: Well, it’s varied over the years.  We used to go on family vacations, and still do, but 

often we would be involved in either skiing, or golf, or tennis.  Both our children, I did 

some limited instruction of them, but also I enrolled the whole family in golf school one 

time.  So they are both pretty good golf and tennis players, as well as skiers.  One of our 

vacations had been focused on that.  My parents used to like to go to Hawaii in the 

winter, so we had a number of Hawaiian vacations as well, which was nice.  Now we’re 

pretty much focused on the granddaughter, Helena, and activities, and we visit her great-

grandmother, Judy’s parents, Norm and Margaret VanCleave in Springfield, up the 

Mohawk Valley.  They’ve got acreage up there, and it’s just a wonderful place for 

grandchildren, and great-grandchildren.  So whenever they’re here, we spend a lot of 

time up there.  I don’t know, we have a variety of things that we do. 

 

ML: Okay, and where did you get married?  Probably in Eugene, correct? 

 

  

WC: Yeah, yeah. 

 

ML: In a church? 

 

WC: At Judy’s mother and dad’s, at their place up the Mohawk Valley.  And then we 

had the reception at the Town Club in Eugene.  Reverend Sisler presided and did a 

pretty good job.  We’re going to celebrate our 33rd wedding anniversary here this the 

summer. 

 

ML: Excellent, congratulations. 
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WC: Yeah, yeah.  So we just figure day by day, go ahead.  We didn’t plan to keep going 

for 33 years, but it just turned out that way. 

 

ML: Oh, I’m sure that you anticipated that you would [laughs]. 

 

WC: [Laughs] 

 

ML: There has to be some anticipation when you tie the knot. 

 

WC: It’s just that nowadays there’s such, you know most marriages don’t last that long. 

 

ML: No.  I’m at 20. 

 

WC: Well, congratulations. 

 

ML: Well, 20 together, and 18 married.  Yeah.  It is, and that’s hard too, especially when 

you see your friends kind of falling apart at different ages. 

 

WC: Yeah, yeah. 

 

ML: So that’s good. 

 

WC: Things change, and there are stresses and difficulties, and it doesn’t always work 

out. 

 

ML: Yeah.  Well, and family helps bring people together too. 

 

WC: Yeah, I think so. 
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ML: It sounds like you have a good close relationship with Judy’s parents? 

 

WC: Oh, absolutely, they’re just absolutely wonderful.  I fell in love with them the first 

time I met them.  They are just really neat people.  Her dad worked for Allstate Insurance 

Company for many years and her mother was a cook at Thurston High School.  And then 

her dad was a competitive rodeo amateur star and they would go to rodeos around the 

state, and he was very successful at calf-roping and some of the other events. 

 

ML: And what’s his name? 

 

WC: Norman VanCleave.  So that’s maybe another picture I’ll get because Judy had a 

painting done of him on their family horse in the rodeo. 

 

ML: Yeah, that would be great.  

 

WC:  Yeah. 

 

ML:  So did you go to rodeo events at all, or was he still doing rodeo when you met 

Judy? 

 

WC: No, he wasn’t actively in Rodeo, but we went to some rodeos together with them, 

the Lane County Rodeo, before we were married even. And so we did a little bit of that. 

 

ML: So what kind of things does Judy like to do?  Was she into horses as well, 

because her father was? 

 

  

WC: Uh yeah. When we got married, we decided to live in town and not have horses. 

Judy found that having horses was very time consuming and tended to exclude other 
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activities and hobbies. Because to take proper care of horses and their environment, 

their feeding, and all of the things you need to do, you really have to devote a lot of time 

to doing that. And so we decided the two of us would probably be a town mouse instead 

of a country mouse [laughs] and live in town.  Judy has a great fascination for gardening 

and all kinds of plants. She joined the  Hardy Plant Society here in Eugene and is pretty 

well-versed in not only the common names, but the botanical names of all kinds of plants. 

So she has just been planting the home where we are living now, and our house that we 

just sold,  she had planned out the whole garden.  Together we... I’m the worker-guy 

[laughs], I help out by working.  But we usually have a vegetable garden too, at least 

tomatoes, and beans, and that type of thing. So, we both enjoy gardening.  Judy also 

became interested in Daisy Ducks, which is a University of Oregon  athletic sponsorship 

group. They raise funds for women’s and men’s athletics and scholarships. So she 

became president of Daisy Ducks and has quite a network of Daisy Duck friends. So 

we’ve had a lot of fun going to some of the bowl games for University of Oregon. We’d 

get tickets to the basketball and football events and have been pretty avid Duck fans, so 

it turns into a sort of hobby of its own. 

 

ML:  And that was just recently that she became involved with them? 

 

WC: Um, I think she’s been involved with them for more like 8 years, something like 

that, quite awhile.  So we’ve also had kind of  a hobby of everywhere we’ve lived, we’ve 

seemed to revamp and make the place over to our home. So we’ve become kind of 

amateur architects and contractors. 

 

ML:  Do you do all of the home remodeling stuff, the different projects, or do you hire 

them out? 

 

WC:  No, when we had our house on Olive Street, I did some of the wiring, and some of 

the gutting of the inside, and so we would have another carpenter/contractor helping us. 
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ML:  Is that the first house you lived in together? 

 

WC:  Yeah, on Olive Street between 18th and 19th.  It was about a 1915 bungalow type 

house. So I refinished the woodwork all on the inside, which was a dark, dark finish, 

lovely clear fir type of woodwork.  And we refinished the floors and added on a balcony 

room, and redid the kitchen, and the room in the back out towards the backyard with 

decks, and so forth.  So we did a lot of changes to that. Then our house on 21st Street, 

we did the same thing, we did a whole covered deck in the back, and took out a wall and 

[laughs], redid the kitchen. So we’ve had a lot of fun remodeling. 

 

ML:  How long did you live on Olive Street? 

 

WC:  I’m thinking about 18 years, 15-18 years. 

 

ML:  And why did you decide to move? 

  

WC:  Well, my dad passed away in 1989, and my mother was at home by herself, and 

she eventually started having some health problems. We decided that we’d like to get a 

place with an apartment attached to it.  So the place on 21st Street had that type of  

accommodation. So we got a hold of that place in ‘93, I think it was, and pretty soon after 

we got it, my mother passed away.  So she never really lived there. 

 

ML:  That’s a shame. I’m sorry to hear that. 

 

WC:  Anyway, that’s over just south of University, and it’s a neat neighborhood, and we 

really enjoyed living there. The only reason we left there was that we wanted to 

downsize our living space because the children had moved away and it was a  pretty 

good-sized house.  
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ML:  And so you lived there for how long? 

 

WC:  Let’s see, we were there until last year, so that would be 14 years. 

 

ML:  And where do you live now? 

 

WC:  We’re just living in temporary quarters now.  We were going to try to build a 

condominium right here next to our office and we in fact gutted the building right next to 

us to get ready to put it together.  We ran into a lot of city code problems and [laughs] it 

was getting to be much more expensive than what we anticipated.  So we kind of put 

that on hold and we’re just considering whether we’ll get smaller house now or look at 

other options.  So we are kind of in a period of transition right now. 

 

ML:  So are you renting then? 

 

WC:  We actually bought a manufactured home with the idea that we would live there 

temporarily while we bought a new house and sold the old one. I’ve got so many friends 

that put their old house for sale and buy the new one and they end up paying two 

mortgagees. We decided we’ll just get some place that we can live temporarily, and it’s 

really worked out well because we ran into so many kind of bumps in the road that we’ve 

got a place to just stay right now. 

 

ML:  And where did you put your manufactured home? Do you have a plot of land that 

you bought? 

  

WC:  No, no, it’s in a neighborhood off of Harlow Road in Springfield. 

 

ML: Okay. 
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WC:  It’s got regular city streets and everything, but it’s mostly manufactured homes on 

it. I kind of like it, actually, but everybody ribs us about living in a trailer and stuff. 

 

ML:  They’re not trailers anymore, they’ve come a long way [laughs]. 

 

WC:  [Laughs] Yeah, they’re a lot of fun, and I don’t mind it.  It’s very comfortable living 

and we love the people around here too. 

 

ML: Do you have a yard? Are you still able to garden? 

 

WC:  Yeah, and we’ve been doing gardening and stuff, even though we realize we may 

not see the trees grow up because we’ll move on to something else. 

 

ML:  Yeah.  So you don’t own the land that you’re on?  It’s just rented land? 

 

WC:  Yes, it’s rented land, so we just bought the manufactured home. 

 

ML:  That’s hard especially if you love to garden, and you invest your time and your life 

into your yard, and you have a significant investment and you want to see it through.  Are 

you still going to follow through with your condominium plans? 

 

WC:  We are still up in the air and just surveying the market.  As you know the real  

estate market has kind of fallen a little bit now, and so it’s kind of a buyer’s market. If we 

find something that we just really like the floor plan and the set-up, we may end up 

buying a home rather than trying to build one.  

 

ML:  So you own the property next door to your office then? 
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WC:  Yes.  This office building and the one right next door.  

 

ML:  So potentially then, if you’re not able to convert it to a condominium, you could 

always re-rent it or sell as a commercial property. 

 

  

WC:  Yea, right.  It’s all cleaned out and ready to set-up. It was a 1950’s type of building 

and all the fixtures and everything were just ancient, and so the first step to refurbishing 

it has been done. So, we may develop it into an office building again. 

 

ML:  How long have you been in that process? 

 

WC:  Well we came upon this plan about a year and a half ago, and then we sold our 

former house about a year ago.  So since that time, over the past year we’ve been 

making plans for this next door property and getting it stripped down on the inside and 

ready to be remodeled.  So, that’s about the time frame. 

 

ML: So it still could be a possibility then? 

 

WC:  Oh yeah. It still could, it’s just so ironic that there’s this effort to get people to 

move towards downtown, but the codes they put in are just [laughs] overwhelming. 

 

ML:  Yeah, that’s what I understand. 

 

WC:  It’s one of the contradictions of daily life in Eugene. 

 

ML:  Yeah, yeah.  So were you instrumental at all in Judy’s decision to go to law  

school? 
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WC:  Well, I think we talked about it and that was her dream, and I wanted to support it.  

She’s just a super lawyer, really fine, and a great thinker. So I did everything I could to 

support that.  I think it’s just great.  To go back and identify your dream, and then pursue 

it, and bring it to accomplishment I think is just wonderful. Our son-in-law is doing that 

same thing. He went back to school in engineering and spent two and a half years, and 

now is getting a degree in engineering. To have the courage and the vision to do that is 

just really neat, and something I really support. 

 

ML:  Excellent.  Are there any funny or interesting stories that you’d like to share about 

raising your children? 

 

WC:  [Laughs] Oh, gee . . . I can’t . . . Hmm...  

 

  

ML:  Was it challenging having two people working, and going to school, and balancing 

all of that? 

 

WC:  Oh yeah, I think it was really challenging. You know there’s the thing about being 

a stay-at-home mom verses having a career, and I think the ability is there today to do 

that. You have to work hard to make it work, but I think it really does work. As I say, with 

Judy in school, and our children in school, I think it was a real boost. One experience that 

they had, and I don’t know if we went into this, but Judy, when she went back for her 

undergraduate school, took a course in Italian foreign language. One day a person came 

through and said, “We would like to offer the students a chance to spend a summer 

abroad in Perugia, Italy, under the offices of the University of Oregon to study at the 

International University of Perugia in Italian.” So Judy told them, “Well, I can’t do that, I’ve 

got two children at home.” And they said, “Well, why don’t you just bring them along?” 

And so she decided to do that. 
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ML:  Wow! 

 

WC:  And took both our children, who were 10 and 12 years old at the time, and studied 

in Perugia, Italy.  Our niece, who was also going to the University of Oregon at that time 

also went along with them. So the four of them had an apartment in this ancient city of 

Perugia, which has narrow streets and is a kind of walled, ancient, Medieval walled city. It 

was a fascinating place to live. The children picked up Italian language. I went over and 

visited them for two weeks and we traveled around together, but they actually lived there 

for the whole summer. 

 

ML:  So it was just the summer then?  

 

WC:  Yes, right. So that was kind of a centerpiece for our family for forever and still is, I 

mean the Italian cooking and Italian culture.  Inside, the children got into a whole different 

way of living and a different culture. I think it was of great benefit to both of them in their 

development, and their view of life. 

 

ML:  What kind of changes did you see in them after their trip? 

 

WC:  Well, I can’t say that I saw dramatic changes in their behavior or habits. 

 

  

ML:  Were they more curious about things? 

 

WC: Yeah, I think so. You are always trying to introduce your children to new 

experiences or different experiences so that they feel comfortable taking in the  world 

and taking control of their lives and making decisions as to where I want to go, and 

where I want to hit. You grow up in a small community, or even in Eugene, and you never 

have gone outside of town [laughs], or seen how other people live. You get to the point 
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in your development where you say you just almost have to find out what the rest of the 

world is doing, so that you get some sort of reflection of your own experience and the 

value, you know reassess your own values. I think it’s just an extremely worthwhile 

experience. My parents sent my sister to study in Paris for a couple of years and that was 

just such a transforming experience for her. 

 

ML:  How old was she? 

 

WC:  Well, she was in college so 19, 20, or so. But any experience that you can give 

kids of that age, or of any age, it’s going to be a transforming experience for them 

because they are going to reassess their own values and see the value in the other 

culture and the value in their own culture.  It’s just extremely valuable, I think, for kids 

growing up. So I think both of our children have drawn on that, not just at the time they 

did it, but during their whole life. My daughter at Gonzaga went for a year and studied in 

Florence and that was a terrific experience for her, particularly with the art.  She studied 

Fresco painting and design, and just had an amazing experience.  

 

ML:  Did your family continue the practice of going over to the coast to the cabin over 

in  Neskowin?  

 

WC:  Yes. 

 

ML:  Does your family still own that cabin? 

 

  

WC:  Yeah, my sister does. So we continued that, probably used it less as the kids got 

into KidSports.  My son was getting into baseball and some of the other KidSports, and 

our daughter got into quite a bit of soccer, so by the time she was in high school she was 

playing soccer matches.  So you end up following the kids around to their activities and 
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going to a beach cabin ends up overlapping with the KidSports and the other activities.  

So I think our time there declined, although we kept going over for family vacations in the 

summer for a better part of a week at a time.  It’s just a magical place, it’s really great. 

 

ML:  Have you been back to Italy since your trip to visit your wife and kids? 

 

WC:  No, we haven’t. You know there are a lot of places we’d love to go, certainly 

Umbria and Tuscany, which are on the Northern area of Italy, are very magical  type of 

places, and I’d love to go back if we get a chance. I don’t know where my son-in-law...  

My son-in-law is graduating from engineering, and he’s actually  looking at some jobs in 

England. So I don’t know, if we end up over there, maybe we’ll all go to Italy together 

sometime. 

 

ML:  Any other major family trips that you want to talk about? 

 

WC:  Oh gosh, I told you about the one to Europe in 1952. 

 

ML:  What about as a family with your children? 

 

WC:  Oh with my parents, actually. 

 

ML:  Right, no but I mean are there any other trips with your family and with your 

children after you got married? 

 

WC:  Oh, well every spring vacation we went to a ski area in the west, many of them to 

Mt. Bachelor in Bend, Oregon. One year we went to Big Mountain in Montana and took 

the train out of Portland. Whistler in Canada.  We went to Heavenly Valley in California.  

So we’ve driven all over the west for spring break and skiing. Since the kids have gone 
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on, we haven’t obviously done that, but we were doing that for many years. A lot ski 

vacations.  Sun Valley, Idaho. 

 

ML: No ski vacations since the kids have left? 

 

WC:  Huh? 

 

ML:  No ski vacations since the kids have left? 

 

  

WC:  Well we went to Sunriver for Christmas break and had the kids over there and we 

went skiing for several days. But coordinating with kids that get careers, and schools, and 

lives different.... Times change, and so they are kind of living in their surroundings and 

lives, and so we haven’t had as many ski vacations.  In addition, Judy’s has gotten a knee 

problem and doesn’t really do the skiing so much anymore.  So times change, and they 

are developing their own families and things, so the dynamics change a little bit. 

 

ML:  I believe you told me off the record that you have a father-daughter get-together, 

would you like to tell me about that? 

 

WC:  Oh [laughs] yeah.  There are a group of four or five others, we’re all about the 

same age, we all went to the University of Oregon at the same time. 

 

ML:  And who are they? 

 

WC: Randy Thwing, Collin Alspach, John Van Scholten and myself, and we all live in 

Eugene.  When our daughters.... We got to talking one time that we do a lot of things with 

our sons like Boy Scouts, and so forth, and that we haven’t done all that much with our 

daughters.  So we decided to have a father-daughter outing and the girls were about six 
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years old at that time.  I think one of the first times we went up hiking along the McKenzie 

River and up in the mountains around the McKenzie River, and just had a great time. So 

this would be like a weekend outing.  So we did that every year, we would have a 

different outing and go to a different place.  Several times we went down the Deschutes 

River. We rented houseboats at Lake Shasta.  We did white water down the Klamath 

River into northern California. We had a tennis outing. We had a beach outing, went to 

my family’s beach place. So year after year we would do that. This went through when 

they were adults.  When all of the girls turned 21, we went to Lake Tahoe and stayed 

down in South Shore. We went out in the evening and we all dressed up in black tie and 

formals. 

 

ML: How fun.  

 

  

WC: [Laughs] For a big outing at one of the casino restaurants. Then we went into the 

casino, and did the crap tables, and black jack tables, and we had a big enough group 

we would almost take over a whole table.  So we spent three days at Lake Tahoe, and 

obviously we just had a great time. But since then, each of the girls has developed their 

own families and have got children now, so the father-daughter thing... we get together 

every once in awhile. The last daughter is engaged to be married now and we’re going 

to try to recreate some of the lore of the father-daughter outings at an engagement party 

for her. 

 

ML:  Oh, fun.  

 

WC:  Yeah. 

 

ML:  So the tradition has continued, but sporadically, not as consistent?   
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WC: Yeah.   

 

ML: And are the girls close?  The girls, the daughters? 

 

WC:  Um, no, they are when they get together, but they’re not constantly in 

communication, they’re spread out all over.  You know my daughter is in Seattle and 

Katie Thwing has been, I think in California, and she’s moved back to Seattle. Jamie 

Alspach is in Beaverton teaching school, and the two Van Scholten girls are in Eugene, 

so they’re local.  So people have gotten spread out, but we try to pull it together. We had 

a couple of outings with the fathers and the mothers of the daughters [laughs] and we 

went to Lake Shasta, and rented a houseboat with the fathers and the mothers. 

 

ML:  Oh good.  Now how do all the sons feel about this? [Laughs]  Do they feel left out 

at all?  

 

WC: No, we do other things with the sons, so it isn’t all focused on the daughters.  And 

so all of the daughters have had great lives and really enjoyed those outings. 

 

ML:  That’s nice.  Any other traditions, family traditions you want to talk about? 

 

  

WC: Oh boy. Well, we’ve always had a dog. We used to have an Irish Terrier by the  

name of Katie O’Brien.  When we went to the beach, she would throw a huge stick out 

into the breakers and the waves and she would go through the breakers and go get the 

stick and bring it back. Pretty courageous type of dog. Both of our children grew up with 

Katie O’Brien. So we’ve had a number of dogs since then, but always enjoyed dogs. I 

guess that’s more of a family tradition or something. 

 

ML: Well they’re part of the family too. 
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WC: Yeah, they become part of the family. 

 

ML:  And now you have Mambo.  

 

WC: Huh?  

 

ML:  I said and now you have Mambo.  

 

WC: Mambo Louie! 

 

ML:  Mambo Louie, the poodle.  

 

WC: Yeah.  So I’m still doing running and so I often take the dog running with me.  It’s 

just exercise for him too. 

 

ML: How often do you run? 

 

WC: Every other day, and I usually use Pre’s Trail and Alton Baker Park type of terrain.  

I don’t go for marathons and that type of thing, so I only run two or three miles and call it 

a day. It’s just therapeutic, as well as a lot of fun. 

 

ML:  And Mambo always goes with you when you run, for the most part? 

 

WC: Yeah.  I usually keep him on a leash so he doesn’t stray too far. 

 

ML: Is there anything else you want to add about your family and your married life? 
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WC: Oh, boy.  Well, you know I’ve just been blessed with an incredible run of good luck 

in terms of the family I grew up with, and my family since I left home. We’ve just all been 

blessed by a lot of great things. 

 

  

ML: Good. Okay, I think we should probably move back into your law practice and  

your career. Let’s talk about some of the changes in the legal community that  happened 

during various time throughout your career in Eugene. Are there any  significant 

experiences or changes that you’d like to share?  

 

WC: Well, the practice of law has changed significantly. You know, when I started out, it 

was much more possible to be a general practitioner.  I enjoyed that aspect of law 

practice because just the variety and the fascination with the law.  I really loved the law 

and all different aspects of it, the study of it, and trying to put like a puzzle together on 

how things worked together. The number of statutes and regulations, both federal and  

state, have just mushroomed hugely.  So we’ve got now people that are  specialized in 

areas where there never was a specialty before.  So it’s impossible,  or extremely difficult, 

to do everything for everyone anymore. Business  transactions are much more complex 

than they were many years ago. So that’s  been kind of a change.  I think it’s just a 

product of the progress of a nation or culture and refining the relationships between 

people. So part of it is a natural consequence of good things happening in our culture to 

preserve the lives and  rights of individuals in a fair manner.  The counter-balance 

between that is that if  things get so regulated, we’ll become so top-heavy and 

unproductive that we’ll start driving itself down a little bit, and so we sure hope not. As far 

as the day-to-day practice, my practice is centered a lot on litigation.  I’ve tried between 

200 and 300 cases in court, mostly jury cases, and handled probably 1,000 to 2,000. 

 

ML: So mostly state court cases? 
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WC: Yeah. Civil cases and mostly from the defense side. A lot of them are medical  

practitioners and hospitals, defending medical malpractice cases.  So the nature of 

litigation has changed greatly over the years. As we discussed before, when I joined my 

dad in 1971, back in the old files that he had handled in the 50’s and 60’s, many of the 

personal injury cases had files that were less than half an inch thick. There might be a 

short  deposition in there, there would be the pleadings, maybe a deposition or two, and 

a couple of medical reports, and that’s it. So you would go to trial without the voluminous 

discovery that we have now [laughs], and just go and present your case, and be as ready 

as you can for the other side calling witnesses. Cases were set like, for instance, for my 

dad back in the 1950’s and early 60’s, sometimes he would have five cases set every 

week, and he would just go through and try them one right after another. So that type of 

thing doesn’t happen anymore.  Even in a motor vehicle accident case you for sure have 

depositions, much more discovery of medical records, data, employment records, tax 

returns, and all kinds of things.  So litigation has gotten much more expensive, and 

concerns are raised that is our culture willing to continue to pay for jury trials when it’s 

become so expensive.  So those are the things that we are wrestling with today to try to 

preserve the system  as we know it, because most of us see some value in the system 

that we have. So those are some things that have changed.  Another aspect that has 

changed is the bar association, the Oregon State Bar, and the relationship between 

attorneys. As we discussed earlier, we used to go to the Annual Bar Convention and 

meet friends from all over the state, and it was the focus of continuing legal education as 

well as government and bar issues. The participation of the whole bar membership in a 

bar convention has kind of dwindled by the wayside.  We’ve kind of lost a bit of 

collegiality in that process.  Although the whole process has been kind of broken into... 

there are now bar sections on various topics, and so forth. So you still have that 

collegiality with practitioners in similar sub-specialties, and so forth. But that’s changed a 

lot.  Of course there are just  plain more lawyers in the state.  You can’t go to a bar 

convention anymore and think that you are going to know most of the people you meet 
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[laughs], because there are just so many lawyers now compared to what there used to 

be, so it’s changed.  And it all hasn’t been bad. You’d hear, years ago, the practitioners 

say “Well, everything’s just gone gunny bags [laughs], and it’s no good.”  I don’t believe 

that.  I think there have been good changes and, you know, some bad things, but mostly 

it’s understandable change over time. 

 

ML:  Has the specialization helped your practice, because you’ve always practiced in 

the areas of medical malpractice and litigation?  Has that been better for your business? 

 

WC: Well, we’ve always had a small practice with interest in health law, hospital, and 

medical practice law, and also in public utility law, because we are general counsel for 

Eugene Water and Electric Board. And then estate planning and probate work also.  So 

we’ve had kind of a bit of a boutique all the way along, of certain areas that we 

concentrate on, and kind of a general practice beyond that.  So I felt we have already 

staked out areas that we concentrate on, and so we’ve endured pretty well over the 

years, I think.  I’m not unhappy with the way the law practice has gone for us. 

 

  

ML: Okay.  So tell me about some of the interesting or significant cases that you’ve 

worked on. 

 

WC: [Laughs]  Well, this is kind of... I’m a little hesitant to do this.  You know, people talk 

about what a fantastic job they did on a case, or something like that.  We had discussed 

identifying interesting cases that we’d done, and one that we had discussed or noted 

earlier is Marilyn Durham v. Donald Slocum, M.D.  This case was tried in about 1982, and 

Don Slocum was one of the originators of the Orthopedic and Fracture Clinic in Eugene, 

which is now The Slocum Center.  He had written books and articles, and actually 

invented knee operations, and was pretty well-known and famous nationally.  His wife 

was originally from Oregon and wanted to live in Oregon, so he ended up in Eugene.  He 
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was a very bright person and a very talented and gifted surgeon.  He was sued by 

Marilyn Durham because he had taken care of Ms. Durham who had a tumor near her 

knee.  Dr. Slocum had diagnosed it as a Baker’s cyst, and it appeared to be a Baker’s 

cyst, but as time went on, it was biopsied and found to be a cancer.  So Ms. Durham’s leg 

had to be amputated.  We had the opportunity of defending Dr. Slocum. Dr. Slocum, as I 

mentioned, was an extremely bright and capable surgeon, but he had a bit of a grumpy 

side to him at times, and so we talked to him about presenting himself at trial, and he 

eventually did a very good job.  The case was tried to hung jury the first time it was tried, 

and . . .  

 

ML: What year was that? 

 

WC: Huh? 

 

ML: What year was it tried? 

 

WC: About 1982.  So, the first time it was tried, Judge Otto Skopil was assigned to the 

case.   

 

ML: Is that here in Lane County? 

 

  

WC: Yeah, here in Lane County, United States District Court for the District of Oregon.  

We tried that to completion and ended up with a hung jury, as I said, and so it had to be 

retried again.  The second time the case was assigned to Judge Belloni, U.S. District 

Judge.  Judge Belloni was kind of a no-nonsense Federal District Judge, and he ran a 

tight ship in the courtroom.  We had some experts from southern California on the cancer 

aspects of this case.  One of them was not as responsive as he could be to questions.  In 

other words, didn’t directly answer the question and kind of elaborated on things and 
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Judge Belloni warned him about this once, and then when this witness didn’t answer 

more directly, Judge Belloni hit the bench with his hand and told the doctor from 

southern California that if he didn’t answer the question directly that he was going to call 

upon the marshal to come forward and arrest him and take him to jail [laughs]. 

 

ML: Did he wise up? 

 

WC: Yeah, he did, but that was in the then somewhat new Federal Courthouse, which 

was a huge room. 

 

ML: Compared to the state court, right? [Laughs] 

 

WC: Yeah, right.  And when Judge Belloni hit the bench, it echoed in the whole place, 

so if you were dozing or anything, I’m sure you woke up at that point [laughs].  Judge 

Belloni was also a very interesting, sort of take-charge type of individual. We had a 

practice back in those days in State and Federal Court where the judge would invite you 

back to the judge’s chambers to discuss what instructions would be given, and listen to 

the attorneys if diverse instructions should be given or other instructions should be 

given. So, in Judge Belloni’s instruction session, he invited us back to chambers and we 

sat there and Judge Belloni said, “Well, I’m going to give this instruction, I’m not going to 

give that one, I’m going to give this one, I’m not going to give that one, and this one I’m 

not going to give, I’m going to give this one,” and went down the list and then he said, 

“Are there any questions?” [Laughs]   

 

ML: [Laughs]  No baloney from Belloni, huh? 

 

WC: [Laughs]  Yeah!  So, that was interesting, and I was a pretty young, still a fairly 

young lawyer at that time.  I gave the final argument in the case for the defense and 

Judge Belloni called me aside and said, “Well, your argument was too long, it was 
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repetitive, and you covered the same points several times, but you also did a pretty good 

job.” [Laughs]  He wasn’t one to hand out just full compliments, he always kind of, you 

know, set you straight on what you were doing.  He was an interesting and colorful 

character. 

  

ML: So what was the outcome of the case? 

 

WC: We won the case on behalf of Dr. Slocum.  And this was fairly late in his career. I 

can’t remember when he retired, but it was... As with any physician that is sued, it takes a 

heavy toll personally on them, and it did on him, and he was very gratified to get a 

favorable outcome. 

 

ML: And was the case appealed? 

 

WC: Um, you know, I can’t remember that.  It was never overturned, though. 

 

ML: What created the Federal jurisdiction on this case? 

 

WC: Marilyn Durham, at that point I think, lived in California, so they established it by 

diversity of citizenship, and it exceeded the jurisdictional amount.  So that was 

interesting. 

 

ML: And your father and you both tried the case? 

 

WC: Yes, we tried it together.  So, that was a lot of fun.  We tried a number of cases 

together, particularly in the first 10 years of my practice.  We would split up duties as far 

as different witnesses, and split up during voir dire, and opening statements, or closing 

statements. 
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ML: So you worked as a team, then? 

 

WC: Yeah.  Pretty good.  Worked great. 

 

ML: Do you have any other cases you want to tell me about? 

 

  

WC: Well, I don’t know, I’m not urging to talk about cases, but you asked about what 

would be the interesting ones.  I defended a case called Norma Faye Kesey, Personal 

Representative of the Estate of Jed Melvin Kesey v. State of Oregon, et al.  This was a 

Lane County Circuit Court case, and was tried in about 1985.  This deceased young man 

was the son of Ken Kesey, the famous author and local resident.  Jed Kesey had gone to 

Pleasant Hill High School and been a top wrestler, and then went to the University of 

Oregon.  The University of Oregon Wrestling Team was traveling in eastern Washington 

on a winter day, in a van, and the van hit black ice and went out of control and went over 

an embankment. Jed Kesey and Lorenzo West were killed, and two other of the wrestlers 

were permanently injured, one of them was a paraplegic, so it was a real tragedy.  I was 

in the position of defending the State of Oregon and the driver of the van.  It was really 

pretty interesting because we got to know Ken Kesey, and I took Ken Kesey’s deposition, 

and then cross examined Ken Kesey during the trial.  I got to know the University 

president, Paul Olum, at that time, and some of the University people like U of O and 

Olympic wrestling coach Ron Finley.  It was really a fascinating case and, you know, a 

very tragic result. 

 

ML Who was the judge? 

 

WC: Lane County Circuit Judge William Beckett.  So it went for several weeks and I 

almost missed Christmas vacation [laughs] because it went over into my vacation time.  

We presented fascinating evidence on the weather and how this situation had 
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developed, and it was actually snowing right after the accident happened, but there 

wasn’t much snow on the pavement at the time, but it was just unexpected black ice type 

of thing.  So, anyway, it was a fascinating case. 

 

ML: You and your father worked on that one together as well? 

 

WC: No, my dad wasn’t involved in that one.  There was another defendant that was a 

Chicken farm that had given this van to the State of Oregon for use for the wrestling 

program, and they were sued because they had taken out the seatbelts.  So they were 

claiming that that was negligence in furnishing the van without any seatbelts.  I think the 

co-defendant was like, Foster Farms, you know the chicken farm?   

 

ML: Uh huh.  What was the outcome of that case? 

 

WC: Well, we won that.  [Laughs]  But the other side appealed, and we settled on 

appeal, but we won it with the jury. 

 

ML: So no fault for the driver? 

 

WC: Huh? 

 

ML: No fault for the driver? 

 

  

WC: Right.  The jury indeed felt that this was something that the driver could not have 

anticipated.  We also had evidence that the guardrail that he ran into was defective in 

that over the years they had put more layers of asphalt next to the guardrail.  So a 

guardrail  is designed to, and I found out all kinds of information about guardrails, but a 

normal guardrail will deflect a Greyhound bus going at 60 to 70 miles per hour, will 
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deflect it back onto the pavement, if it’s set up property.  If you get levels of pavement 

between the placement of the guardrail and the accident, the guardrail ends up being 

too low, and so the vehicle will tip and go over the guardrail.  So that’s the situation that 

we had in this case.  While the State of Washington Highway Department was not named 

as a defendant, we were contending that their guardrail was negligently installed and 

that was the real cause of the accident, as well as the unexpected black ice.  

 

ML: Interesting. 

 

WC: So we had a highway engineer from Washington, D.C. that had worked for the 

Department of Transportation, and he had analyzed all this and explained it.  So we had a 

lot of fascinating scientific evidence as well.  It was great.  So, that’s one.  And then in the 

early ‘90’s I had a case involving Dr. Carl Yeager, who sued Sacred Heart Hospital for 

violation of anti-trust laws.  I represented Sacred Heart, and there were a number of 

doctors that were sued as well, claiming a conspiracy to restrain trade.  Dr. Yeager had... 

It had been proposed to terminate Dr. Yeager’s privileges at Sacred Heart, and he 

resigned and claimed that it was a conspiracy against him.  So we tried, I can’t remember 

if it was, something like four or five weeks of trial. 

 

ML: And where was that? 

 

  

WC: Here in Eugene in the United States Federal District Court and Judge Hogan was 

the judge.  That case went to a jury and we prevailed on, all of the defendants prevailed 

on that one.  But it took a huge effort to get that case ready for trial and it was major case 

for the community.  It had a lot of interesting aspects.  Dr. Yeager was a neonatal 

intensive care unit physician, taking care of tiny, premature babies.  He had sued Dr. 

Cheldelin and Dr. Elliot, as well as the hospital, claiming that the hospital had colluded 

with them to just exclude him based upon the other doctors allegedly getting more 
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patients and money away from Dr. Yeager.  But there was evidence presented that Dr. 

Yeager had been in sort of a battle with the other physicians over getting more revenue 

and that type of thing, and had been involved in some disruptive behavior with the 

nursing staff who became concerned about patient care.  There were legitimate reasons 

for concern regarding his continued exercise of privileges, so that’s kind of what the case 

was about.  So it was a big case for the community. 

 

ML: In what way? 

 

WC: Well, it just had to do with the millions of dollars that were claimed, and then it was 

an important case for healthcare.  It was an attack on what we call peer review, a process 

by which hospitals credential their physicians and grant or deny privileges.  So the 

hospitals are given responsibility for making sure that practitioners that are at that 

hospital have the proper training, education, and ongoing standard of care that is 

acceptable in this community at the hospital.  So, the hospital credentials committee, 

executive committee of the medical staff, and the hospital board had all determined that, 

they felt that given the problems Dr. Yeager demonstrated, that it wasn’t safe for him to 

continue exercising his privileges in terms of the number of incidents that had occurred 

and that type of thing.  So anytime there is an attack on that type of process, where you 

have doctors volunteering to come forward and serve on committees, it takes a long time 

sometimes for them to come to the conclusion that this is not working, and the person is 

so disruptive in the unit that it’s compromising patient care.  Volunteer board members 

were coming forward and making a stand, so it’s important for the medical community to 

be able to do that process and make it stick because all of us are relying on that for the 

safety of our medical care.  You know the truth is that Sacred Heart Hospital does an 

excellent job of peer review and credentialing of practitioners, and has for many, many 

years.  That’s partly been responsible for the high level of medical care that we 

experience in the community, so it’s an important case for the community. 
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ML: So the case had an impact on how things were handled and the procedures and 

so  forth thereafter? 

 

WC: Yeah, absolutely, yeah.  So.... shall we discuss another one?  

 

ML: If you’d like. 

 

  

WC: Okay.  In 1981 we tried a case called Jefferis v. Marzano, and this was a medical 

malpractice case against Dr. Marzano and the pathologist.  Mrs. Wood had developed 

cancer of the cervix, and there was a mix-up on her report of the PAP smear from her 

visit.  It got filed under another patient’s name, Joanne Woods, that had a hysterectomy, 

instead of Joanne Wood, who was the plaintiff in this case.  So she went on and 

developed cancer of the cervix and passed away, so her estate was suing the 

pathologist and Dr. Marzano. 

 

ML: You represented the doctor? 

 

WC:  Yeah, I represented Dr. Marzano. 

 

ML: And this was in Lane County Circuit Court? 

 

WC: Yeah, Lane County Circuit Court.  Judge Spencer tried that one. We had the clerk 

that worked in Dr. Marzano’s office appear, who had done the misfiling, and she testified 

that the care she uses in the filing system and that type of thing, and was a very credible 

witness, as was Dr. Marzano.  So this was a highly publicized case in Lane County that I 

tried, and it was a very interesting case.  Another medical practice in... 

 

ML: What was the outcome of that case, in Marzano? 
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WC: We won and the jury found that...  In order to find malpractice, they have to find 

that there’s negligence, and the other question was Mrs. Wood had a very aggressive 

type of tumor, adenocarcinoma, and she was at a young age, and she died very quickly. 

 

ML: How old was she? 

 

WC: Gosh, you know, she was like 30 years old, or something like that.  So we had 

experts testifying that the cancer had spread almost immediately and that she did not 

really have a chance to get a cure, even if it had been discovered earlier than it was.  So 

that was.. In order to establish a case of medical malpractice, you have to establish not 

only negligence, but you have to establish that the negligence caused the result, in other 

words the death of the individual.  The evidence was just that she had such an erratic 

and aggressive type of cancer, that it would not have been cured had it been discovered 

months earlier, like they claimed that it should have been.  

  

ML: So tell me about your philosophy and your practice in handling that type of a case 

- I mean, how you would approach that type of a case and carry it through to the end?  

 

WC: Well, I think one of the difficulties of defending physicians and medical 

practitioners is that our culture tends to put them on a pedestal.  Also the expectations of 

the average person serving on a jury that medical science is going to be able to save 

them, or that they have a right to be saved by medical science.  So what we try to do is 

go through a process of demystifying all of this and try to take the person down from the 

pedestal, because they’re just human beings doing a job, like the rest of us are.  So that’s 

quite an important process, because I think virtually every day they’re announcing a new 

breakthrough, or another miracle, or something like that, so sometimes the jurors I think 

start expecting miracles because of the case that’s been brought in court.  So it’s kind of 

a process of trying to bring things down to reality and what we’re capable of as human 
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beings.  So the judge’s instructions on the care that has to be used by a physician or an 

office practitioner is the average care of the ordinary practitioner in that line of work.  So 

even if things go wrong, the person isn’t automatically liable for everything that goes 

wrong, so long as they have used reasonable care in their day-to-day aspects of what 

they are doing.  So it’s the combination of demystifying this, and then trying to educate 

the jury through the process as to what the standard of care is, that’s it’s not a standard 

of care of perfection or absolutes, it’s a standard of care of the human being doing a job 

in at least an average or reasonable fashion.  The whole thing is kind of an educational 

process and the dynamics of medical malpractice cases are pretty fascinating because it 

involves a combination of the science and then just the human beings working in those 

roles in our culture that we ask them to do.  So that’s kind of the approach we use.   

 

ML: Okay.  And so you line up experts to help prove that? 

 

  

WC: Yeah, right.  We call in experts saying was it reasonable care to do this type of 

surgery, or was it reasonable care to make this kind of decision or this type of practice, 

and can things go wrong even though you do this type of practice?  And then secondly, 

we have causation experts that address the issue of if you’d gone this route, would it 

have made any difference likely, or can you tell whether it would have made a difference, 

and if so, what difference would it have made?  So we have those two types of 

categories of witnesses and we draw from all different disciplines. For instance in a death 

case you may need a pathologist to look at the microscopic tissue samples and make 

judgments as to what happened or what was the cause of death.  And then on the 

standard of care side, we usually get a practitioner in the same line of work as your 

defendant.  If it’s a nurse, you get a nursing expert, if it’s a physician’s assistant, you get a 

physician’s assistant expert. Since it’s the standard of ordinary care out in an office 

practice, for instance, in some cases you’ll just, rather than getting the world’s fanciest 

expert in that, you get someone that’s kind of in the average, run-of-the-mill type of work 
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of that nature from your competing group or another group from another community that 

can address the issue of what, you know, reasonable practice is in that circumstance. 

 

ML: Do you try and pull from experts locally or do you pull from wherever you can find 

the best expert that will fit your needs? 

 

WC: Uh both.  You know, I think a local expert does a very good job in looking at a jury 

and saying, you know, this is what goes in our community and give an assessment from 

the standpoint of practice in this community.  Sometimes we use regional experts from 

medical centers like Oregon Health Sciences University or even national experts from 

other parts of the country, depending upon what the issue is and how complex medically 

it is.  So, it’s a very interesting process and fascinating to learn different aspects of 

medical science.  We end up learning just a tiny slice, but it’s fun to learn a lot of the 

scientific information. 

 

ML: Is that still a large part of your practice now, the medical malpractice? 

 

WC: Yes, we still do quite a bit of that.  And then recently, in the past few years, we had 

Stoda v. Hyatt, Dr. Hyatt.  This was where you’re doing sinus type of surgery and you can 

get close to the vision area, and a complication arose and compromised the plaintiff’s 

vision.  So that’s just kind of another example of that type of case. 

 

ML: And what year was that? 

 

WC: I think we tried that in 2004.  It was a long, kind of drawn out case.  Obviously, a 

lot of these cases don’t get settled, and don’t end up getting tried. 

 

ML: And this was in Lane County? 
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WC: Huh? 

 

ML: Was this a Lane County case? 

 

WC: Lane County Circuit Court, correct. 

 

ML: Before which Judge? 

 

WC: Let’s see, I think that was Judge Velure. 

 

ML: Okay.  And that settled out before it went to trial? 

 

WC: No, it went all the way through trial and we won that case, too, so that was great 

for the doctor.   

 

ML: Okay.  

 

WC: So those are just examples of a few cases. 

 

ML: Okay.   

 

WC: Oh, Judge Beckett was the judge in the Kesey case. 

 

ML: Oh, good. 

 

WC: Because I remember him on the motion to postpone.   

 

ML: Okay.  
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WC: Because we were trying to postpone it because of the Christmas holidays and he 

just decided that we’re going to - the case had been put off too long, we were just going 

to try it even though it goes up to Christmas. 

 

ML: Was that William Beckett? 

 

WC: William Becket, yeah.  He’s now retired, but he took a stand, and I think we got a 

verdict like on Christmas Eve, or pretty close.  So we got it done by Christmas, that’s for 

sure. 

 

  

ML: Do you see much change from trying cases back in the early ‘70’s before the 

Judges then, versus now?  Is there much of a change in the way they approach things, in 

the way the cases are actually handled in court? 

 

WC: Um, boy I think we’ve had a pretty good continuity of judges and judging.  Voir 

dire has changed, you know, which is interviewing jurors before they are selected. A lot 

of judges have now gone to the so-called “Jerry Spence” type of method of jury 

questioning.  Rather than the traditional method, which is to start with  juror #1 and ask 

that juror all the questions, then go to juror #2, juror #3, juror #4, juror #5.  The judges, 

many of them, have gone to the “Jerry Spence” type of thing where the attorneys each 

give a few sentence statement about what the case is about, and then ask general 

questions of the whole panel.  I think the judges like it because it takes less time.  Some 

of the lawyers don’t like it as well, because on a one-on-one questioning sometimes you 

can get a little better hint as to where the juror is coming from on potentially important 

issues.  So that change has been pretty prevalent. 

 

ML: When did that change come about? 
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WC: Well, I’d say it was in the past six or eight years that has been a trend. 

 

ML: Do you think that’s a result of the heavy docket that the judges are experiencing? 

 

WC: Yeah, I think so.  Yeah, when they have voir dire going on for a day and a half 

[laughs], they start wondering isn’t there something a little more...  And I can’t blame 

them, I think that’s a legitimate concern.  It’s up to us as advocates to figure out how to 

put forward the questions and so forth, to make it work. 

 

ML: Where did that terminology come from, “Jerry Spence?” 

 

WC: Oh, Jerry Spence was, I think he still is, a well-known plaintiffs’ lawyer from 

Montana, I think where he works out of.  So he promoted this as a method of asking 

qualification questions of jurors, and so the word has spread and other people have 

adopted it.  So, that’s about it. 

 

ML: Do you ever use jury experts? 

 

  

WC: Um, I have in the past, and there’s always a question in a lawyer’s mind.  You 

know I have a degree in the social sciences, and so we try to analyze and scientific all 

this stuff [laughs].  You know none of us are sure, I don’t think, as to how effective it is.  

But when you’re starting a trial and you’re trying to confer with a jury expert and, you 

know, all these things, and the jury expert takes a different view on a juror than you do, 

sometimes you wonder about how effective all that stuff is [laughs].  I mean, I’ve had 

clients and experiences where we’ve used them, and I was never exactly sure how much 

it helped.  Also, there are trial preparation consultants now, in terms of, you can talk to 

them about developing themes and different ideas on how to present the case.  Part of 

the value of those organizations is it kind of forces you to think your case and put some 
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of the pieces together before you walk into trial, or look at different scenarios, and 

brainstorm.  And some of that is valuable, but some of it is not as valuable.  And then 

also, more work is done nowadays, when you’re talking to an important witness in your 

case, to brainstorm with them about what type of questions they might expect, so that 

they feel a little more comfortable going into the courtroom, feeling that they’ve been 

kind of tested by a trial run through as to what might happen.  And, you know, we all do 

that.  There are actually consultants that you can get that will meet with you and your 

client or your witness, and do video replays, or things of that nature, to try and assist the 

witness in coping with the question and answer process.  Sometimes that’s valuable to 

people to bring down their emotional level and convince them that its not all that 

daunting to go to court and answer questions, and it’s much simpler than what you might 

expect.  So there’s some value to some of those preparation things and then others, 

there’s just a big question mark as to how valuable they are. 

 

ML: Yeah.  Do you tend to lean towards using all those types of services, or only when 

really necessary, it’s not like a common practice? 

 

WC: Yeah.  Well sometimes you get clients that say “I’d really like you to do this,” and 

so you go ahead and try it anyway.  It’s a case by case situation. 

 

ML: Is it getting harder for the insurance companies that are footing the bills to fund 

that type of thing? 

 

  

WC: Yeah, I think so.  Some of these consultants charge significant amounts, so I think 

an insurance company would only request it if they felt that their exposure in the case 

was such that it warranted the additional expense.  So I sometimes seek out a consultant 

for various reasons, but usually with a kind of a defined purpose that I want in that 
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particular case, so I think that the verdict is still out on the effectiveness of using those 

types of people.  I don’t know how you could prove that it’s worth it or not. 

 

ML: Statistics, I guess.  I don’t know. [Laughs] 

 

WC: [Laughs]  Yeah, right. 

 

ML: So tell me about your relationship with the U.S. District Court, which I’ll refer to as 

the Federal Court.  Have you belonged to any committees, or have been involved other 

than trying cases in front of the Federal Court? 

 

WC: Mostly just trial of cases in Federal District Court.  I’ve given you a couple of 

examples, the Durham v. Dr. Slocum case, and the Dr. Yeager case, for a couple 

significant local Federal Court civil cases that were really big cases for the community.  

But the interest of an historic figure, Don Slocum.  We have an organization called the 

Inns of Court, here in Eugene, we have a Roland Rodman Inns of Court, and that’s been 

kind of headed up by Judge Hogan.  So it’s, in part, an effort to maintain that collegiality 

in the community amongst lawyers and judges, and it also has some educational 

components.  It’s kind of modeled after the Inns of Court in England.  It’s a very 

interesting and kind of a fun sideline organization too.  It’s not limited to Federal Court, 

but it usually meets at Federal Court.  It has been a valuable part of the bar members and 

practicing lawyers that try cases in court. 

 

ML: And you’re a member? 

 

WC: Yes. 

 

ML: You have been since how long? 

 



Calkins  SR 11168 

150 
 

WC: Well, I think virtually since it started.  Judge Roland Rodman was a very highly 

respected Circuit judge, and he passed away.  So I can’t remember how long it’s been 

going, a decade and a half, maybe.  So it’s a neat organization.   

 

ML: Any other organizations or affiliations with the U.S. District Court other than the 

Inns of Court? 

  

WC: No, I think that’s pretty much it.  I was a lawyer delegate to the Ninth Circuit 

Judicial Conference in, I think, the late ‘80’s, early ‘90’s, and that was a fun experience.  

The Ninth Circuit is the largest circuit in the country, and they meet usually in places in 

the west, and you get to meet judges and lawyers from other places in the Ninth Circuit.  

You work on various proposals, and Federal rules, and that type of thing, and so that was 

a lot of fun, serving in that capacity. 

 

ML: How long did you do that for? 

 

WC: Well, I think it was like a stint for three years, or something like that.  They rotate it 

around to different lawyers that practice before the Federal bench.  So you go to one of 

these conferences and usually a Supreme Court Justice or the Attorney General, or both, 

would show up to some of these.  I remember that Justice Sandra Day O’Connor was at 

one. 

 

ML: Where was that at?   

 

WC: Huh? 

 

ML: Where did you see her? 
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WC: Well, this is that same time period, late ‘80’s, early 90’s.  I’ve been a great fan of 

hers.  She spoke at the law school when it was dedicated here in Eugene.  She gave a 

speech on professionalism that was just super.  I think Justice Scalia I’ve seen at these 

things, Sandra Day O’Connor...  And I can’t remember, but off the top of my head, I’m 

confusing some of these because I was inducted into the American College of Trial 

Lawyers, and sometimes these same type of people come to meetings of the American 

College. 

 

ML: When were you inducted? 

 

WC: Huh? 

 

ML: When were you inducted? 

 

WC: 1988, into the American College of Trial Lawyers, and I don’t know if you know 

what that is . . . 

 

  

ML: I’ve heard of it, but tell me what that means. 

 

WC: Well, it was an organization founded back in the mid-fifties, and it’s by invitation 

only, and they try to select the best trial lawyers in the country who both meet ethical 

standards, as well as trial skill, and capability.  So it’s quite an honor.  There are, I don’t 

know what, over 10,000 lawyers in Oregon I guess now, and there are only about 70 

American College of Trial Lawyers in the state. 

 

ML: Wow, that’s quite an honor! 
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WC: Its one of the most prestigious things you can be selected for in trial work in the 

country.  So they have both national and regional meetings, and sponsor local court 

competitions, and contribute to professionalism in the practice of trial work.  It’s just an 

amazing organization.  I’m just really kind of overwhelmed that I was selected. 

 

ML: Do you go to conferences every year for that? 

 

WC: You know, I don’t.  I usually go to a regional meeting, which is in, I think, a year 

before last it was in Salishan.  So I try to get a regional meeting in every two or three 

years, that’s about the way I go.  You know, you belong to these organizations and then 

you try to work at the same time. 

 

ML: And you have a family.  

 

WC: And you have a family, yeah, so it’s kind of a balancing act.   

 

ML: Yeah.  

 

WC: But I sure go when I possibly can.   

 

ML: Well, congratulations.  That is an honor. 

 

WC: Oh, thank you.  Yeah, it’s been a real honor, and very humbling.  So, we were 

talking about relationship to the Federal bench and the Federal Court.   

ML: Right.  

 

  

WC: So I just want to mention something about Judge Leavy, who used to be a Circuit 

Court Judge in Lane County, and I tried some of my first cases before him and he’s now 
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on the Circuit Court of Appeals.  I see him from time to time and he’s just a phenomenal 

judge. 

 

ML: When you say the Circuit Court of Appeals do you mean the Ninth Circuit? 

 

WC: Yeah, Ninth Circuit. 

 

ML: Okay. 

 

WC: I’ll always treasure having had the opportunity to try cases before him, you know, 

in my early career.  Just a lot of amazing things.  You know, just one example of which, 

we would be in trying a case, and say on the second day there would be an objection to 

a piece of evidence, and Judge Leavy usually didn’t give any explanation for his rulings, 

he’d just say “sustained” or “overruled.”  The other lawyer asked him about his ruling, 

and he said, “Well, yesterday afternoon Witness X testified to this, and therefore this is 

wrong.”  I mean, he had virtually a photographic memory of testimony to the case, and 

would amaze everybody in the court, you know, the command of the information that he 

had.  And then just the way he operated his courtroom, when you had an objection and 

he said “overruled,” he would say it in a way that just kind of put the whole thing to rest.  

 

ML: [Laughs] 

 

WC: You would be convinced that he knew what the answer was, and there wasn’t any 

reason to argue with it, and you’d just go on.  So he had that kind of demeanor in a 

courtroom that was just really phenomenal.  It was just really something. 

 

ML: Okay.  So tell me about the first case you tried in Federal Court? 
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WC: Oh, boy.  You know, I can’t remember.   You know this Dr. Slocum case may be 

the first one that I tried in Federal Court, because it was back in the early ‘80’s.  I just am 

not sure if I had one before that. 

 

  

ML: Okay.  Do you handle or process a Federal Court case any differently than you 

would a State Court case?  How would you approach a Federal Court case? 

 

WC: Oh definitely, there are different discovery mechanisms in Federal Court, which 

include interrogatories, which are questions to the other side.  You have to prepare 

what’s called a Pretrial Order, which lays out the issues in the case.  So there tends to be 

quite a bit more intensive work.  Also there’s disclosure of experts, and so you have to 

summarize what each witness will say, that’s giving expert testimony.  Depending upon 

the case and how much evidence is going to be presented, you may have to do 

summaries and excerpts of depositions before you go to trial.  So there’s a lot more 

elaborate and extensive procedure with Federal Court cases, and getting ready for trial.  

In this district now, as I understand it, there are just not a lot of Federal Court cases, civil 

cases, going to trial.  There are a lot of criminal cases.  But a lot of them end up being 

settled, through the process, and so we don’t see as many of them actually getting to 

trial. 

 

ML: What percentage of cases do you take that are Federal? 

 

WC: Well, I think we usually have like one Federal case going most of the time, one or 

two.  And so out of a caseload, that’s a small percentage, maybe 10% or something like 

that. 

 

ML: So maybe a couple a year? 
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WC: Yeah, one or two a year.  We don’t get into a lot of Federal law, so we don’t 

automatically... If you’re involved with enforcement of a Federal statute or constitutional 

law, you’re much more likely to get into Federal Court.  Or a Federal agency proceeding, 

something like that.  So our practice doesn’t cover a lot of those things.  So we usually 

are involved in Federal Court if it’s a diversity of citizenship jurisdiction, which have been 

the bulk of our cases in Federal Court. 

 

ML: So tell me about some of the judges that you’ve tried cases in front of in Federal 

Court, their style or personality, anything that sticks out?  

 

  

WC: I think we’ve kind of covered that.  I felt Judge Belloni was a very colorful and 

excellent judge.  Judge Skopil was a wonderful judge to try a case in front of.  He had a 

kind of a very even temperament, and kind of acknowledged the humanity of everyone 

above and beyond the court action.  When he tried the Slocum case, he walked off the 

bench, and walked out, and introduced himself to Dr. Slocum and indicated that he knew 

of his prominence and reputation, and that he wanted to let him know that he admired 

everything about him.  And that’s not to say that his rulings would be in any way affected 

be that, or anything like that, but he just had a personality in the courtroom, and a respect 

and dignity for everyone involved.  I mean, he would do the same thing with the plaintiff, 

and introduce himself to her, and just the compassion, and humanity, and sense of humor 

- he had a great sense of humor.  So I think very good experiences as far as trial judges.  

Judge Hogan is a superb trial judge.  I’ve tried cases before him, and he’s very even-

handed and fair as far as being a trial judge.  He’s also done a lot of settlement 

conference type of work.  So he’s known to be quite persuasive in settlement 

conferences [laughs].  I’ve been in large settlement conferences with him.  We had a, I’ll 

never forget the Emerald Bank case (Federal Deposit Ins. Corp. v. Beedon, et al). It was 

back in the 1980’s when a lot of the savings and loans failed.  So I represented an 

insurance agent, and there were about 20 or 30 attorneys in the Federal Courthouse, 
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and their claims representatives, and one time we almost went all night [laughs] at a 

settlement conference. 

 

ML: Wow.  He wasn’t going to let you leave, was he? 

 

WC: No.  [Laughs]  So we had kind of a joke then, and I think someone even proposed, 

asked if we could call out to get pizza or something. 

 

ML: So if you had a settlement case in front of Judge Hogan, it’s like, “Okay bring your 

toothbrush and a sleeping bag.” [Laughs] 

 

WC: [Laughs]  Yeah, exactly, that was it, yeah.  But, you know, it was also because he 

really put a passion in for the settlement and resolving difficult cases for the benefit of 

the community.  Just a real dedicated settlement judge.  So it’s all part of the game, so 

pack toothbrushes, and candy bars, and Powerbars.  [Laughs] 

 

ML: [Laughs]  Does he still do a lot of that work? 

 

  

WC: Yes, I think so.  Yeah, he and Judge Velure are two local stars in big settlement 

conferences, and doing an excellent job.  So Judge Hogan has been the main, you  

know, resident Federal District Judge, so most of our matters have come before him.  I’ve 

also had experience with Judge Coffin, and went through a trial with him, and he did an 

excellent job with that. Interesting judge with a large family, and he also did a lot of 

coaching and so forth.  Both he and Judge Hogan are involved in the community and 

really engaged with the community, and it’s neat to see that.  So that’s pretty much my 

observations on that. 
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ML: Okay.  So what important changes do you feel were made in the Federal Court 

practice over the years, and how did those changes affect you? 

 

WC: Um.  Well, I think the Federal rules and the more elaborate discovery and pretrial 

orders, and that type of thing, have been more work intensive than state court cases, and 

over the years that has stayed the same or increased some.  I think that has resulted in 

the Federal Court getting somewhat of a reputation for being an expensive place to try a 

case or to handle civil cases.  I don’t know that that’s really increased significantly over 

the past five or ten years.  But I can’t really say that I see real earthshaking changes in 

the way that cases are tried in Federal Court.  There’s a lot of similarity now to what it’s 

been five, ten, or fifteen years ago.  So, aside from the more elaborate discovery, I don’t 

think there’s been a big change. 

 

ML: Okay.  Any controversies that have come up over the years in the Federal Court? 

 

WC: Well, no, I don’t think of any major controversies, and that’s a good thing. 

 

ML: Yeah.   

 

WC: You want a court that is not controversial.  

 

ML: Yes, true.  

 

  

WC: Because you want a court that’s acceptable to both sides going in and is 

perceived as being fair and even-handed, and I think that really applies in this case.  

Twenty or 30 years ago, I think that the Federal Court in Oregon was perceived as a very 

unfriendly place for trial lawyers, and perception was based on...  Judge Solomon, was a 

very kind of stern Federal Judge, and could make practice in the Federal Court very 
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uncomfortable for lawyers.  So I think that the Federal Court through that period of time 

developed somewhat of a reputation of being unfriendly to trial lawyers.  [Laughs]  You 

know when you have a judge who is placing a lot of pressure on you personally in a 

lawsuit, you always get worried that this is going to affect the jury, which is going to affect 

your client.  But Judge Solomon has been gone a long time and that reputation has 

disappeared. 

 

ML: When did he leave the court? 

 

WC: Oh, gosh.  He was still on the bench when I started in 1971, but he retired not too 

long after that, I think. 

 

ML: Did you try any cases in front of him? 

 

WC: Um.  No, I don’t think I actually ended up with a full trial with him.  I remember 

handling some motions in front of him.   

 

ML: What was that experience like? 

 

WC: Pretty intimidating!  [Laughs]  Yeah, yeah.  You know, by the same token, he 

expected you to be ready, and if you cited a case, you had better know the facts of the 

case and the holding in the case, and you should never cite legal treatises like Corpus 

Juris Secundum or American Jurisprudence, because he felt that our system was built on 

case law and not on summaries written in encyclopedias on law.  So if you knew the 

rules, and knew you had to be prepared, usually everything went just fine, but... [Laughs] 

 

ML: [Laughs]  So what was the outcome of your motions in front of him? 
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WC: Oh, gosh, I think it was mixed, you know some sustained and some denied.  So I 

don’t remember ever trying a full case with him, but we had cases pending before him, 

and they were probably resolved or something. 

 

ML: They didn’t send the greenhorn in then, huh?  [Laughs] 

 

WC:  [Laughs]  Yeah, that’s right, yeah, you’re getting it.   

 

ML: And who succeeded him? 

 

  

WC: Oh, golly.  I’m embarrassed because this is the Federal Historical Society, and I 

should have a better grasp on...  I think at one point he was one of three Federal District 

Judges for Oregon, and then they added additional judges, and it would be probably 

Judge Belloni or Judge Burns.  I can’t remember now who came along when. 

 

ML: So he was the only Federal Judge at the time? 

 

WC: He was one of three.  

 

ML: Wow, that’s quite a load. 

 

WC: That was in the 1970’s, I think.  And then we had three, and I don’t know how 

many total we’ve got now. 

 

ML: That’s a significant change. 

 

WC: Yeah, it is, yea. 
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ML: Because I can think of maybe 10 or more, I mean including Portland. 

 

WC: Yeah, right, right.   

 

ML: Okay.  Some of the questions I have, I think we’ve covered already, in some ways.  

I don’t know if we touched on this, but what do you believe were the Federal Courts 

greatest achievements during your time? 

 

WC: Well, I think just providing an excellent forum for resolution of some of the most 

important disputes in our culture, and keeping a reputation of being fair, open, and firm in 

the conduct of the courtroom in trial cases.  I think it’s just been a wonderful 

accomplishment.  I think the Federal Court has done a great job in the State of Oregon. 

 

ML: Any failures that you can think of? 

 

WC: No, I can’t say that I can think of any failures on the part of the Federal Court. 

 

ML: Okay.  Are there any funny or interesting incidents that you can recall in Federal 

Court? 

 

  

WC: [Laughs]  Well, just, you know, Judge Belloni’s reaction to our expert from 

California, and handling of jury instructions, and just his personality was colorful and 

interesting. 

 

ML: I think there was an incident too, and I’m not sure if you mentioned it off the 

record, but it had to do with some sort of a bomb or fire outside of the court.  There were 

some protestors?   
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WC: Yeah, right. 

 

ML: I don’t remember if we talked about that on the record or not? 

 

WC: When we were in court with Judge Hogan, I remember this, I can’t remember what 

the protest was, but they broke all the... this is in the Federal Court that precedes the 

new building now.   

 

ML: And what year was this? 

 

WC: This was in the 1970’s, and I can’t remember if it was the Vietnam War or some 

other protest, but the protestors broke all the windows downstairs. 

 

ML: Wow!  All of the windows in the whole building? 

 

WC: On the ground floor. 

 

ML: Yeah. 

 

WC: And so we were asked to remain in the courtroom.  This was like at 5:00 p.m. 

when we were finishing trial, and it seems to me it was kind of dark, and it may have 

been winter, but I just can’t remember a precise time.  But that was kind of a scary 

incident - a protest that just kind of got out of control a little bit. 

 

ML: How long were you sequestered in the building? 

 

WC: Well, we were there for maybe a couple of hours, and then the police had come, 

and the Federal Marshals had cleared the area, so it turned out to be nothing very 

threatening, but it sort of gave us a little pause. 



Calkins  SR 11168 

162 
 

 

  

ML: Yeah.  Well, I imagine too, they must have had the courthouse shut down for a 

period of time to fix all the windows as well 

 

WC: Oh yeah.    

 

ML: So it disrupted the course of business. 

 

WC: Yeah, yeah.  So, that was an unusual incident.  Yeah, I can’t think of anything else. 

 

ML: Do you have any connections or any recollections of the U.S. District Court 

Historical Society at all? 

 

WC: I remember going to one session at a Historical Society in Portland.  I think they 

were honoring my dad in some fashion.  He talked, gave a speech, and this was like in 

the 1980’s.  So I went to one meeting, I guess [laughs], if that counts.    

 

ML: One honor? 

 

WC: [Laughs]  Yeah, right, one honor. 

 

ML: Okay.  Can you give me any examples of some major events in the legal 

community that  happened during your career? 

 

WC: Oh gosh.  Well, we had a number of lawyers in the community, and many of them 

retired or passed away, and new ones have come on board, and [laughs].  Um, gosh, I 

can’t think of anything . . .  
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ML: Any major events that stand out? 

 

WC: Major events?  Well, there’s the Bar picnic [laughs] every year.  And the local Bar 

Association has remained quite active and is a good bar organization, I think.  As to any 

specific event, I can’t say that there’s one that stands out in my mind.  Judicial candidates 

come and present themselves to the local bar and they conduct continuing legal 

education programs.  Those are very good.  I’ve served on the local board of the Lane 

County Bar Association, on various committees, the library committee, the judicial 

committee, the insurance committee, and so I’ve done a lot of that, but I can’t say as I 

recall if there’s one event that stands out as to any other. 

  

ML: Okay.  That’s fair.  

 

WC: Is that okay? 

 

ML: That’s fair enough.  If you can’t think of anything, you can’t think of anything.  So, 

tell me about what kind of impact the technology changes have made on your career and 

the way you run your office? 

 

WC: Well, we’ve had a lot of changes, most significant being in word processing.  

When I started out, if we had a multi-page contract it was done with carbon paper, and if 

you changed anything you had to often type the whole document all over again.  And 

that started to be changed by a typewriter’s memory, what they called memory 

typewriters that would have memory of a certain capacity.  Sometimes you couldn’t get a 

whole document [laughs] on it, it would just be part of it.  So that has evolved into 

computers and word processing by WordPerfect or Microsoft Word, and has kind of 

revolutionized and streamlined the law practice business.  There are a number of law 

offices where the lawyers end up typing their own documents, or at least the rough draft.  

So I don’t know how much experience that you have with that in your office, but we’ve 
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had a number of people, at least occasionally put together a letter or a rough draft, and 

then have the secretary finalize it.  So that’s really streamlined and increased the 

productivity of staff, you know word processing.  So I’d say that’s the biggest.  Federal 

Court now has electronic filing and so you can file documents electronically.  

Technology-wise, it’s now possible to, in a courtroom, have testimony being taken down 

by a court reporter and appearing on a screen in real-time while you’re in a trial. 

 

ML: This is in Federal Court, or State Court, or both? 

 

WC: Federal Court has kind of pioneered this.  In State Court we’re getting away from 

court reporters and starting... I think Lane County is one of the few of the last holdouts in 

court reporters.  So, in Federal Court the real-time court reporting has been promoted by 

Judge Hogan, I know, and can be a valuable adjunct to work actually in the courtroom.  

Also, with the development of PowerPoint and that type of thing, it’s possible now to, in 

court, present records, and even testimony, and opening statements, and for cross 

examining witnesses to use electronic and PowerPoint type of technology. 

 

  

ML: Do you utilize that technology? 

 

WC: Yeah, I have, and there are systems where you can have a video deposition of the 

witness, and the testimony appearing in writing at the bottom of the screen, so you  play 

it back in courtroom.  So more and more people are using that.  I’ve given electronic 

opening statements and electronic cross examinations, [laughs] and so forth.  Usually I’ve 

had a technical person there to help run all the technical machinery, it can just be too 

much, you get so distracted with all the technical gobbledygook that you have trouble 

staying on track on your trial.  So, it’s been kind of a challenge.  Studies show that jurors 

absorb things much more readily when they’re presented visually, and so there’s been a 
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lot more emphasis on the visual presentation of evidence on PowerPoint or even foam-

board type of presentations.  So I’ve done both of those.  

 

ML: So much more utilized now with the technology, with the bigger copy machines, 

and the ability to blow things up, and so forth? 

 

WC: Yeah, right.   

 

ML: Does your office tend to keep up with the technology changes, with the word 

processing, business machines, and so forth? 

 

WC: [Laughs]  Yeah, we’re just putting in a new file server. 

 

ML: Are you? 

 

WC: Which is going to be next week or the week after, so everybody’s breathing a 

sigh, saying “Oh my gosh, we’re going to have to...”.  We have a program called 

GroupWise, which is kind of falling off, it’s no longer state-of-the-art, and so our 

consultant thinks we need to use something else.  

 

ML: And GroupWise, what does that do? 

 

WC: Uh, it’s an interoffice communication and calendaring program.  

 

ML: Okay.  

 

  

WC: And it’s been great.  So we’ll have to send ourselves all to classes and stuff.  You 

know, you kind of wonder whether all this technology... I think the word processing has 



Calkins  SR 11168 

166 
 

definitely made us more productive, but some of the technology, by the time you pay for 

the upgrades and spend all the time educating yourself, you wonder, you know, “is this 

making us more productive?”  [Laughs] 

 

ML: Well, and then another upgrade comes along, so you have to learn it all over 

again.  [Laughs] 

 

WC: [Laughs]  Yeah, so it’s part of our destiny now, but it’s pretty neat the things that 

can be done.  So we have, quite frankly, been kind of on the forefront of keeping on top 

of it.  We don’t have the digital recording yet, but ... 

 

ML: We just moved into that recently.  And it is, it’s hard to keep up with the 

technology and justify, especially when something new comes out, you don’t necessarily 

want to run out and spend all the money on it until it’s been tested, and know that it’s 

tried and true. 

 

WC: Yeah, right.  Technology has had a big change in practice.  You know, when you 

think about my dad’s practice, and my practice when I first started, as we discussed 

earlier, we would start early in the morning and have our secretary come in and we 

would do dictation because we didn’t have dictating machines at that point.  So we did it 

in shorthand, and so that’s been changed by dictation, so we don’t have to be there all at 

the same time. 

 

ML: Yeah, yeah. So how do you feel about the electronic filing system that the Federal 

Court has instituted, do you like it?  Is it something that you think is a good process? 

 

WC: Sure, yeah, it’s worked out very well and not overly complicated.  I personally 

haven’t studied all the nuances of it, but our staff is all educated on how to interact with 

it, and how to work it. 
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ML: And the process of obtaining documents too, online, through Pacer, I’m sure that’s 

helpful as well. 

 

WC: Yeah . . . 

 

  

ML: To be able to, you know, want to have a document and to be able to just click on it 

on the computer and have it come up.  Do you see that coming in to play in the state 

court system anytime soon and would you embrace that if it did? 

 

WC: I don’t, you know, I’d encourage it.  The state court system budget is really tight, 

so you know, you question how rapidly they’re going to be able to do that, although 

there must be some cost savings for doing electronic filing.  You don’t need a clerk there, 

examining the document, stamping it, then putting it in a pile, and then getting it to a file, 

and all that sort of thing. 

 

ML: They are going to need some clerks because of the pro se people. 

 

WC: Yeah, well that’s for sure, yeah.  Well, in the technology I forgot to mention 

electronic legal research, which I think has really revolutionized research. 

 

ML: Right, well and fax too, and e-mail.  These things that are so common now. I quite 

often will get an instruction to fax, e-mail, and regular mail something, so the poor person 

is getting it three times [laughs]. 

 

WC: [Laughs]  Yeah, right.  I’m not sure we have to do that, but I do have clients that 

insist that everything is sent by e-mail.   
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ML: So people are going paperless? 

 

WC: Yeah, right.  I will often dictate a report, but they’ll send it out on e-mail.  But a lot 

of times I just type it myself and send out an e-mail requesting a response. 

 

ML: Do you find that you’re communicating more by e-mail now more than with 

traditional letters? 

 

WC: Yeah, actually, I do.  Yeah, I think we’re doing more e-mails than we are letters.  

Basically.  So it’s really changed.  When the e-mail goes down, you really panic. [Laughs]  

   

ML: Well, and too, also with the electronic calendars as well. 

 

WC: Oh, yeah, right. 

  

ML: If the electronic calendar goes down, you need to have a back up on a hard copy. 

 

WC: Yeah.  Yeah, see I don’t do a hard copy backup, I just do the electronic e-mail. 

[Laughs] 

 

ML: [Laughs]  I take the electronic version of the calendar and I put it on a hard copy.  

 

WC: Oh, you do? 

 

ML: I do it as a backup system because I’ve had the computer system fail before, and 

my attorney is floundering, wondering what he’s supposed to be doing that day.  I don’t 

rely on it for my tickling system, my calendaring system, I have a written version of that.  

It’s hard, you know, you want to be able to utilize the technology, but then you don’t want 

to become so dependant on it if it fails you.  
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WC: Yeah, boy, it can really sink you. 

 

ML: Yeah. 

 

WC: Yeah.  Well, we’ve got backup tapes on everything, but we don’t print out the 

calendar, routinely. 

 

ML: Okay.  So, we’re wrapping up and I just want to know, I wanted to talk to you a 

little bit about your relationship with your father when he began to advance in his age 

and how that affected your practice. 

 

WC: Well, I think I was a help to him in that he was able to practice probably much 

longer than he would have been able to otherwise, on his own.  He became less active in 

the trial work and that type of thing.  I think he had a really good experience in the latter 

part of his practice, so I think it worked out very well.  I mean, we continued a collegial 

relationship with the work and bouncing things off one another.  While he didn’t go to 

trial as much, he would follow my trials and give me input and talk about them.  With his 

years and years of experience, I mean, what a valuable person to have in your office.  So 

I thought it went extremely well.  At our prior office, when his health declined, we set up a 

room with a cot in it so he could take a nap in the middle of the day, so that worked out 

really well.   

  

ML: This was where he wanted to be and you made accommodations for him to still be 

here. 

 

WC: Yeah, absolutely.  It really worked well.  So I have no regrets about that, and I think 

we supported him well in his later years.  It worked just super-duper for both of us, 

basically.  So it was sad to see him leave the earth here, but that’s all of our fate, so. 
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ML: Did he get to retire at all, or did he just continue to practice? 

 

WC: Well, you know, my grandfather and my dad, they never retired.  It felt like my 

grandfather retired when he was 85 [laughs].  My dad, you know, kind of slowed down a 

little bit, I would say, quite a bit.  So he never completely retired.  This stuff kind of gets in 

your blood.  I think for a professional who has worked all their lives, to just stop doing 

everything.  I mean some people stop what they’re doing now and then they go on to a 

new experience or a new challenging or a different experience.  But it’s kind of hard to 

stop your mental and physical activity and just completely retire sometimes. 

 

ML: So he just shifted more and more responsibility on to you as the time grew? 

 

WC: Yeah, yeah, exactly.  I was trying cases and doing law practice and stuff, so there 

wasn’t all that much shifting. I mean, I had kind of come along over 18 years together, and 

by the time I was in practice about 10 years, I was doing full time, tough case lawyer 

business.  So as his health declined, there wasn’t really a shifting because I was already 

doing the mainstream work as well. 

 

ML: Okay.  So do you have any plans for retirement? 

 

WC: Uh, you know, that’s a good question.  I don’t have any specific plans.  I think my 

attitude is this - as long as it’s fun, and you’re having a good time, and it’s not weighing 

too heavily on you, it’s worth probably continuing.  But it’s occurred to me, and so the 

next few years will tell.  I’m 63 now, and so I’d like to continue, you know, maybe a 

couple more years and see how I feel at that point.  And see how Judy and my health is, 

how we feel, and look at the landscape and see where the grandchildren are.  I’ve got a 

son who’s going back to school, so that’s kind of putting a kink in that right now.  

[Laughs] 
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ML: Yeah, just a little bit [laughs]. 

 

WC: Yeah, right.  So, we’ll see what happens. 

 

ML: Do you have anything that you are looking forward to doing when you retire?  Any 

specific plans?  

 

WC: Well, I love golf, of course.  Rather than putting that off until retirement, I play now, 

and I do.  But I don’t have a specific, you know, avocation that I’m anxious to jump into.  

But, you know, I could find something. 

 

ML: Maybe a little more travel? 

 

WC: Yeah, yeah.  Why not?  But whether it’s volunteer work, or finding another line of 

business, or something just to do for fun, would be the way that I would go.  I just can’t 

picture myself just playing golf day after day.  I would need a little bit more mental 

challenge, I think. 

 

ML: Yeah.  I can imagine. 

 

WC: Yeah, so . . .  

 

ML: Okay.  What is the greatest personal achievement in your career? 

 

  

WC: Personally: marrying Judy and having our two children; professionally:  you know, 

we were talking about the Yeager case, and I think that was a wonderful achievement.  It 

wasn’t all me, it was the people I was working with, and the witnesses that we put 
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together, and the heart and soul of Sacred Heart Hospital, which is just such an 

outstanding organization.  Sister Barbara sat with me through that trial.  Just having had 

the opportunity to know the Sisters of St. Joseph of Peace and many of them individually, 

and their commitment to healthcare and the good has been...  You know, that’s not me, 

it’s just that I had the opportunity to be a part of that, I guess, is the neat thing for me.  I 

think being inducted into the American College of Trial Lawyers is just a wonderful 

acknowledgment of what I’ve been able to accomplish.  And again, it’s not just me, it’s all 

the people who had the confidence in me to allow me to try those incredibly challenging 

cases and to do the things that I’ve done.  It’s not just one person, it’s all the people that 

have been around you, your family sacrificing all those long hours and efforts to try cases 

and stuff.  Which is not the most calming [laughs] type of thing to do.  So I guess the trial 

work has been a great accomplishment of mine, and I’m very thankful for. 

 

ML: Okay.  What would you say would be your biggest failure that you’ve felt in your 

career stands out? 

 

WC: [Laughs]  Boy . . . um.   

 

ML: We don’t like to talk about those things. [Laughs] 

 

WC: Yeah, um.  Well, I just . . . every case that you lose is kind of a failure, but there’s 

no one that I’ve lost that really stands out more than another.  I’ve had many failures 

[laughs].  I mean, any trial lawyer who tries difficult and challenging cases, you’re going to 

be going to court on cases that are close and could go either way.  So you have to kind 

of prepare yourself for the shock that you can’t win every case.  So I don’t know that I can 

identify anything as a great failure.  They say when you get to heaven, you’re not going 

to be saying “Gosh, I wish I’d spent one more hour at the office.” [Laughs] 

 

ML: [Laughs] 
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WC: You know, if anything, I kind of grew up in a workaholic type of environment 

because my dad worked nights, and weekends, and holiday, and I ended up doing the 

same thing.  So I suppose one of my weaknesses is, you know, not being more attentive 

to time off and quality time with family and friends.  So that’s a challenge.  Although with 

all of our activities and taking time off, we’ve been pretty good on that score. 

 

ML: It seems from talking to you, you have struck a wonderful balance.   

 

WC: Oh!   [Laughs] 

 

ML: It really does.  It’s very admirable.   

 

WC: Yeah, yeah.  

 

ML: So that’s something that I can learn from you. 

 

WC: Oh, well, thank you. 

  

ML: I wish you could teach that.  Can you teach the balance?  [Laughs] 

 

WC: [Laughs]  Yeah, well, you have to work at it. 

 

ML: Yeah. 

 

WC: You know I had a secretary, Roberta Robertson, who was one of . . . 

 

ML: Was she the one that walked to work? 
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WC: No, she was the one hired after that.  She was hired during WWII, when my dad 

was gone.  Then she was with us, I don’t know, 50 years or something, and she was a bit 

of a tough person.  She would insist that I take an afternoon off, and would insist that I 

not be scheduled for time during this afternoon off unless I was in court, of course, 

something like that.  She just made it a very rigorous thing, and she kind of trained me on 

how to, you know, you put this on and you stick by it.  If you take time off, you’re not 

going to then change your mind later and say, “Well, I have to do these depositions and 

get them squeezed in before a certain date.”  Well, she taught me to keep that time 

sacred, you don’t impinge on it, it’s just tough luck.  [Laughs]  You have to figure out a 

different game plan, get another lawyer to cover for you.  And I’ve done that before, to 

cover situations, even gotten lawyers from other offices to cover for me when I’m in a 

jam.  So that is a valuable thing, but I didn’t come up with it myself.  I think my dad was 

conscious of that and I learned it over the years from others. 

 

ML: But being willing to embrace it is another thing, though.   

 

WC: Yeah, yeah.  

 

ML: Because it is hard, if you come from that workaholic background, you tend to just 

stay focused on that, and it’s real hard to . . .  

 

  

WC: Yeah.  And there’s a bit of twist there, you know, why are you doing this?  

Because, am I doing this for others?  Or am I doing this because I’m in my comfort zone 

and I don’t have to face other problems and work on the dynamics of my relationships?  If 

I’m so focused on my work, I can blot everything else out.  I can kind of stay kind of 

clustered or take refuge from... Because it sounds like fun to go on a vacation, but a 

vacation in itself can be very challenging and stressful. 
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ML: Uh hum.  Well because you’re always worried about what’s going on back at the 

office.  [Laughs] 

 

WC: Well, yeah! 

 

ML: If things are being handled. 

 

WC: Yeah, and you need to try to reach a balance between the cell phone, the fax 

machine, and the e-mails, and try to figure out... And in being in a small office practice, 

sometimes you just finally have to drop everything, get on the cell phone, and say “We 

have to get this done.”  Sometimes a five minute cell phone call can save a disaster.  So 

it’s kind of a balance, because you don’t want to go on vacation weighted down with all 

this stuff, but on the other hand if it reaches a certain threshold, sometimes you have to 

jump in.  So, I’ve done it both ways, kind of debated it back and forth.  One of the 

advantages of having a long-time office staff that’s very knowledgeable is that they can 

do a lot of the running of the interference for you while you’re gone. 

 

ML: Well and they can kind of foresee some of the problems that are going to arise 

and try to head stuff off at the pass or maybe develop some solutions for what to expect. 

 

WC: Yeah, yeah. 

 

ML: I can imagine I think it would be harder to be a new lawyer now, with all of the 

extra pressure, I think there’s probably a lot more pressure for billable hours, and putting 

in your time.  I think it’s probably more rigid, I imagine, than it was? 

 

WC: Uh huh.  Yeah, I think you’re right.  Yeah, that’s one thing that’s changed.  Going 

back, sorry [laughs], when I first started we would accept a case, and charge a certain 
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amount for initial work, and then if it went through depositions we would charge them 

another fee.  

 

ML: Certain levels? 

 

  

WC: Yeah.  And so then the insurance carriers starting saying “No, we want everything 

billed by the hour.”  Well, we started adding up all the hours, and we made lots [laughs] 

more charges than what we had before that came in. 

 

ML: So you made more money then?  [Laughs]   

 

WC: [Laughs]  Yeah, right! 

 

ML: And it was their idea!  [Laughs] 

 

WC: Yeah, right! 

 

ML: [Laughs]  Go figure, huh? 

 

WC: Yeah, but, no we ended up making more money. 

 

ML: Right, I know, that’s what I mean, but it was their idea. 

 

WC: Yeah, it was their idea!  But that’s all changed so.  Anyway, so I appreciate your 

comments on balance because even though you think you’ve got a handle on that, it 

takes constant work, and constant vigilance and thought to make that work. 
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ML: Yeah.  It’s actually one of the things that really has stuck out in my mind on 

interviewing you, is that you have been able to strike that balance, and that not only was 

it a product of learning, but also I think it had to do with your father teaching you that, too. 

 

WC: Yes, absolutely. 

 

ML: And that’s really impressionable, to be able to pass that on and be able to 

embrace that, because I see so many of the lawyers nowadays, and even people that I 

work with, I won’t name names, but it’s something that I’m constantly saying “You have to 

balance that out.  All work and no play is not good.” 

 

  

WC: Right, right.  Well, I kind of worry about my children.  You know, for one my son 

with his film stuff, most people stay up all night and they get on a shoot, and there’s so 

much expense in the balance, they have to go, go, go.  Holy smokes, it runs through 

weekends and it’s a different kind of existence. 

 

ML: And then eventually you crash. 

 

WC: Yeah, exactly!  So I’ve been meaning to kind of talk to him about that.  Of course 

my daughter, raising a daughter, working full-time, and supporting a husband who’s in 

school, I mean he’s graduating now, but she’s [laughs], you know, burning the candle at 

both ends. 

 

ML: Yeah.  And sometimes you have to do that for awhile.  

 

WC: Yeah, right.  
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ML: You I think have to realize that there is a balance and there is a time to balance it 

too.  It’s not always appropriate to do that.  Sometimes you have to put in those long 

hours, but it’s prioritizing and making yourself a priority as part of that. 

 

WC: Yeah, right.  To work at it, work at having fun. 

 

ML: Yeah.  So is there anything you’d like to add? 

 

WC: No, I think that’s great.  I’ve really enjoyed it, and I really appreciate you’re doing 

this.  It’s been valuable for me too because you bring things out, and you get a chance to 

look at them, and put it in perspective of where you are today, and it makes you think 

about what’s happened to you, and count your blessings. 

 

ML: Yeah.  Well, it’s been very enjoyable for me, too, and I appreciate you taking the 

time and being patient with the process.   

 

WC: Oh sure, yeah, you bet.  

 

ML: So, okay.  Well it’s 7:15 p.m. and we’re going to go ahead and go off the record.  

Thank you very much. 

 

[End of DSS 3] 

 [End of Interview] 
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