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PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE
Thad Behrens
Dallas Chapter President

For at least 22 years, the FBA Dallas Chapter lndse#d off the Spring with our signature
event, our Federal Civil Practice Seminar. Thegpam has evolved over the years to meet
the needs of our members, but its enduring sudtasdeen attributable to one thing: the
extraordinary quality of the presenters. We camgirthat tradition this year with a
distinguished slate of speakers, featuring Chieflgéu Fitzwater, Magistrate Judges
Sanderson, Stickney and Ramirez, U.S. District CQlerk Karen Mitchell, SMU Law
Professor William Bridge, and a number of notablal®» lawyers. Whether you just
received your law license, you are newly practicimgdallas, or you are an experienced
lawyer wanting to brush up on your skills, we thig&u will find this program very
worthwhile and rewarding. A registration form fthre Seminar is included in this edition of tR8A
Newsletter

This month we also will be participating in an etgaintly organized by the U.S. District Court,
Congressman Pete Sessions’ office and the FBAdc&llpen Doors of Justice: Criminal Cases in the
Federal Judiciary. The program, which is openlit6BA members, provides an opportunity fof &nd &
graders from a local elementary school to get guainside look at the federal criminal justicetegs It
will include a mock initial appearance with JudganiRrez presiding, as well as a real life story fram
former criminal defendant who has successfullynmeieed society. It promises to be a memorable day.

If programs like these sound good to you, | urgbd¢oome a more active member of our Chapter. We ar
always looking for motivated lawyers who want toveeon our board, on one of our specialized conemstt

or to take the lead on a special program. Thereakso great opportunities to participate in thivaies of

the FBA’s national organization. If you want topéore one of these leadership opportunities, pleaseot
hesitate to contact me directly.

Thad Behrens

Dallas Chapter President
thad.behrens@haynesboone.com
214.651.5668

The FBA has been very pleased with the participaitiothe new Brown Bag Lunch series sponsored by th
Young Lawyer Division. The series offers a chafmeyoung lawyers to discuss topics of interesthwit
federal judges from the Northern District of Texasan informal setting. The FBA thanks Judge Bawoef
Sanders and Judge Barbara M.G. Lynn for their gpdtiion in the Series. Judge Paul D. StickneY habt
the first Brown Bag lunch of 2008 on February 19.

All members of the Young Lawyer Division of the el FBA are welcome to sign-up to attend this lunch
Because seating to this event is limited, attend@éisbe selected through a lottery system. Forreno
information, contact Angela Colmeneroagblmenero@Iynnllp.com




| NOTES FROM THE COURT I

Judge O’Connor Investiture

On Friday, January 11, 2008, the federal judiciafythe Northern District of Texas formally
welcomed Reed O’Connor as its newest member. QGhigge Fitzwater administered the oath of officel a
guests were treated to remarks by Senator Johry@alndge Terry Means, Michel Phifer, and BettyiArv
Judge O’Connor was enrobed by his wife, Tammy Heend his two daughters, Caitlin and Maggie.

Frank J. Stevenson(left), President of the Dallas Bar Associatiomg atrick J. McLain (right) President-Elect of
the FBA, Dallas Chapter, witludge Reed O’Connorat a Belo Mansion reception following his invasté.

Chief Judge Fitzwater Solicits Suggestions on Judal Portrait Policy

In a January 30, 2008 open letter to the NortHeistrict of Texas bar, Chief Judge Fitzwater
indicated that the Court’s Non-Appropriated Fundhbattee recently adopted a Portrait Policy, a prima
purpose of which is to preserve the Court’s histamg honor the public service of the judges wheoeen
the Court. Chief Judge Fitzwater solicited suggestfrom members of the bar concerning ways inctvhi
the policy can be administered to accomplish thae-Nppropriated Fund’s goal of “joint[ly] benefit[g] . . .
the bench and bar in the administration of justiok.copy of Chief Judge Fitzwater’s letter and tfPertrait
Policy are available on the Court’s websitétg://www.txnd.uscourts.ggv Suggestions may be directed to
the Non-Appropriated Fund Committee in care of@herk of Court, Karen Mitchell.

Judicial Anniversaries

Two milestones will be celebrated on the samerdagt month. March 11, 2008 will mark the 25th
anniversary of Judge A. Joe Fish’s service on dgeral bench. The same day will be the 10th ansave
of the United States Senate’s confirmation of JuBlgm A. Lindsay to the Northern District of Texaghe
Dallas Chapter of the Federal Bar Association catudates Judge Fish and Judge Lindsay and thaeks th
for their distinguished public service.




NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS UPDATE

Ryan C. Hudson
Haynes and Boone, LL

Mr. Hudson is an associate with sufficiency of the evidence was challenged on Mr.
Haynes and Boone, LLP and Williams” direct appeal to the Fifth Circuit, the

practices business and intellectual . .
property litigation. He is a graduate sufficiency of the evidence challenge was barred.

of the University of Kansas and the . _
University of Kansas School of Law. Mr. Williams next alleged that his sentence was

improperly enhanced based on a misdemeanor
drug conviction in state court. Again, the Court
quickly rejected this allegation. First, the Court
observed that a defendant may not challenge
sentencing, which “does not fall within the narroyw
category of claims subject to review under 28
U.S.C. § 2255.” Id. (citing United States v.
Williamson 183 F.3d 458, 462 (5th Cir. 1999)).
Also, under precedent, the Court rejected the
possible argument that the  sentencing
enhancement violated the prohibition against
double jeopardy.ld. (citing McGruder v. Puckeft
954 F.2d 313, 316 (5th Cir. 1992)).

In a habeas case, the Court denied a federal
prisoner’s section 2255 habeas petition because it
failed to identify any cognizable basis for relief.
In a separate action, in denying a motion to
dismiss, or in the alternative, to stay or transfer
the Northern District declined to apply the
permissive “first-to-file rule.”

United States v. WillliamsNo. 3-07-CV-0905-M,
2007 WL 3025688 (N.D. Tex. Oct. 12, 2007)
(Lynn, J.).

The Court then disposed of Mr. Williams’ Fifth
Amendment challenge based on improper self-
incrimination because that challenge was not
raised on direct appeal. The Court explained that
the challenge was procedurally barred and that Mr.
Williams failed to demonstrate “cause” for failure
to raise the claim on direct appeal, and in addljtio
there was no “actual prejudice” because he did not
contend that his confession was involuntalg. at
*2.

In United States v. WilliamsRayah Williams, a
federal prisoner, sought to correct, vacate, or set
aside his sentence under 28 U.S.C. § 2255. After
examining and rejecting each of the reasons he
proffered that his conviction was invalid, the
Court upheld his conviction.

Initially, Mr. Williams was sentenced after being
charged and indicted for bank robbery and using a
weapon during and in relation to a crime of
violence. Following indictment, he pled guilty to
the bank robbery charge but went to trial on the
gun charge. The jury convicted him, and he was
sentenced to 228 months in prison. The Fifth
Circuit — hearing the direct appeal of his gun
charge only — affirmed Mr. Williams’ conviction.
He then sought federal habeas relief under section
2255.

Lastly, the Court denied the contention that Mr.
Williams received ineffective assistance of
counsel based on his counsel’s failure to object| to
the government’s failure in the indictment tp
specify the type of firearm used in the commission
of the offense. The Court found that the language
of the indictment “track[ed] the elements of the
statute,” and plainly stated that “the type of
firearm used in the bank robbery was |a
‘handgun.” Id. at *2. Thus, any objection would
have been futile, so this challenge failéd.

At the habeas stage, Mr. Williams first argued that
the evidence was insufficient to support his
conviction. The Court, however, quickly pointed

out that this argument failed because “[c]laims
raised and resolved in a prior appeal may not be
visited on collateral review.” 2007 WL 3025688,

at *1 (collecting cases). And because the

As a result, and after rejecting all of the chalies
raised, the Court denied Mr. Williams’ motion tp
correct, vacate, or set aside his sentence under 28
U.S.C. § 2255.




Fire King International, LLC v. Corporate Safe
Specialists, Inc.No. 3-07-CV-0655-G, 2007 WL
4098067 (N.D. Tex. Nov. 16, 2007) (Kaplan, J.).

In Fire King International, LLC v. Corporate Safe
Specialists, Ing.a patent infringement case, one of
the defendants, Tidel Engineering, L.P. (“Tidel”),
moved to dismiss the case by arguing that the
patent infringement claim was a compulsory
counterclaim in a separate action pending in the
Eastern District of Texas at the time the case was
filed in the Northern District. In the alternatjve
Tidel moved to transfer the case to the Eastern
District of Texas, or, to stay the proceedings
pending a ruling in the Eastern District — where
the plaintiff had a pending motion to transfer to
the Northern District.

Facing a list of alternative procedural choiceg, th
Court ruled that the motion to dismiss was
improper based on the plain language of Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 13 (“Rule 13”), and also
held that the “first-to- file” rule was trumped by
the convenience of trying the case in the Northern
District. The Court ultimately denied Tidel's
motion and ordered the litigation to proceed in the
Northern District.

Tidel first argued that the patent claim was a
compulsory counterclaim in the action pending in
the Eastern District. After examining the language
and history of Rule 13, the Court held that
although the patent infringement claim did “arise
out of the same transaction or occurrence” at issue
in the other case, “under the plain language of
Rule 13(a), dismissal of a claim raised in a

based on the plain language of Rule 13. As the
Court explained, “While it may be preferable fqg
the parties to litigate their claims in one forttime
court is unwilling to rewrite Rule 13(a) to achiev
that result.”Id. at *1 n.1.

-

[¢)

Tidel next argued to transfer the case to the
Eastern District based on the “first-to-file rule.]

The Court advised that the “first-to-file rule” is
discretionary and “allows for dismissal or transfer
of a second case related to a first-filed case
pending before a different federal court if the two
cases ‘substantially overlap.ld. (quoting Cadle
Co. v. Whataburger of Alice, Incl74 F.3d 599,
603 (5th Cir. 1999)). Despite being a “favored’
rule, the Court noted that “exceptions ‘are noérar
and are made when justice or expediency
requires.” Id. (quoting Genetech v. Eli Lilly &
Co., 998 F.2d 931, 937 (Fed. Cir. 1993)).

The Court pointed out that “[o]ne such exception
is where the convenience of the parties and
witnesses favor venue in the second forunhd:
That exception was determinative because the
Northern District was where Tidel had “it$
principal place of business, where its key
witnesses and documents [were] located, and
where the accused product [were] designed,
developed, and marketedId. Thus, because of
“the overwhelming evidence favoring venue in the
Northern District of Texas,” the Court declined to
apply the permissive “first-to-file rule.1d. at *2.

Finally, the Court declined to stay the Northern
District action until there was a ruling in thg
plaintiff's motion to transfer in the case pending
the Eastern District. The plaintiff's motion ineth

D

subsequent action that should have been raised as Eastern District had been on file for seven months,

a counterclaim in a prior action is appropriateyonl

and the Court declared that “[a]t some point |n

if the prior action has been concluded at the time time, the parties must stop their procedur

the subsequent action is filed.” 2007 WL 4098067 posturing and litigate their claims on the merits.

at *1. Thus, because the other case in the Eastern That time is now. While this court does ng

al

District was not final, but merely pending, when
this case was filed in the Northern District,
“plaintiff is not barred from bringing its
infringement claim in this action.Td.

The Court further noted that the mere multiplicity
of actions in different forums was a non-issue

presume to instruct the Marshall court how to rule
on plaintiff's motion to transfer venue, it is
unwilling to stay this litigation pending tha
ruling.” Id. at *2. The Court ordered the litigation
to proceed in the Northern District.
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ARTICLE

Kathleen Donovan
1L, University of Notre Dame Law Schogl
and Legal Extern to the Honorable Harlin DeWayndeH

DALLAS BANKRUPTCY COURT ADDRESSES

NATIONAL FRAUDULENT SCHEME:
In re White No. 06-32324-SGJ-13, 2007 WL 4333279
(Bankr. N.D. Tex. Dec. 7, 2007)

In a recent opinion, Bankruptcy
Judge Stacey Jernigan addressed a new and
increasingly common problem affecting the
bankruptcy system throughout the United
States. With recurring frequency, third party
“foreclosure specialists” are soliciting their
allegedly legal services to desperate debtors,
advertising that the foreclosure of the
debtor's home can be delayed for a high fee.
Under this scheme, a small interest in the
debtor's home, often as small as one percent,
is fraudulently conveyed to another bankrupt
debtor in an attempt to gain the protection of
a new automatic stay and to prolong the
foreclosure process. Im re White Judge
Jernigan was presented this problem and has
conducted a set of hearings regarding the
proper remedy.

Debtors Michael White and Brenda
Joyce White (“Debtors”) filed for Chapter 13
bankruptcy on June 6, 2006 to prevent the
foreclosure of their home by the lender,
HomEq Servicing Corporation (“HomEQ”).
During the case, the Court entered an Agreed
Order Modifying Automatic Stay, which
mandated that the automatic stay would be in
effect so long as the Debtors resumed their
mortgage payments and cured past payments.
The Debtors defaulted. The automatic stay
was lifted by operation of the order.
HomeEq posted the property for sale.

On the foreclosure day, HomEq
received a facsimile of a Warranty Deed
dated January 2, 2007 that purportedly

transferred a 1% interest in the home to a
Ms. Chaka Casey in California. Ms. Casey
had filed bankruptcy on January 4, but she
did not list the interest in the house in her
Bankruptcy Schedules, and in a sworn
affidavit, she denied all knowledge of the
conveyance and of the Whites. According to
the transmittal sheet and cover page sent to
HomEq, the facsimile was sent by someone
named “Jason.” The evidence presented at a
hearing indicated that the Deed was prepared
in February, but backdated to Januaty 2

HomEq presented this issue to the
Court in a Motion Requesting Show Cause
Order. The Court issued the Show Cause
Order and scheduled a mandatory Show
Cause Hearing for the Whites to explain the
interest conveyance. At that hearing, the
Whites testified that around forty companies
had contacted them via mail, advertising
services that would prevent or delay the
foreclosure of the home. The companies
charged high fees, some as high as $2,000
per month, and the Whites assumed these
services were legal. When the Debtors hired
North American Foreclosure, someone
named “Jeremy” or “Jason”
(“Jeremy/Jason”)  indicated that the
procedure was completely legal. The
Whites’ North American Foreclosure contact
in Dallas, David Curtis, also assured the
Whites of the legality of the operation.
David Curtis presented Mr. White with a
business card that identified Mr. Curtis as the
president of Jireh Capital Services, LLC.




Jeremy/Jason explained that by conveying
the 1% interest to the company, the Whites
would be able to postpone foreclosure
because the 1% interest would be protected
by a new automatic stay. The Whites would
then pay North American Foreclosure at a
rate of $650 per month for its services. The
Whites were instructed to refrain from
contacting HomEg, but Jeremy/Jason assured
them that HomEq would be paid a portion of
the $650 per month. HomEq received no

payments.

The Debtors testified that they
believed Ms. Chaka Casey to be a
representative of North American

Foreclosure. After the Whites sold the 1%
interest to the company, they made the first
two payments of $650 to Mr. Curtis. Before

the third payment could be made, the
Whites’ bankruptcy attorney informed them

of the Show Cause Order. The Whites have
since tried to contact Jason/Jeremy and Mr.
Curtis, but all known contact numbers have
been disconnected.

The Debtors’ testimony that they
were unaware of the illegality of the
conveyance was supported by additional
evidence. The Debtors explained that they
did not address the legality of the services
with their bankruptcy counsel because they
believed there were no more legal remedies
available through the bankruptcy court. The
Whites further testified that they simply
wanted to delay the foreclosure of their home
because Mr. White was expecting a
substantial monetary settlement from a car
accident. The Whites planned to use the
money from this settlement to catch up on
their mortgage payments.

The Court was sufficiently convinced
that the Whites did not engage in intentional
misconduct and that they were unaware of
the fraudulent nature of the scheme
perpetrated by North American Foreclosure
and those associated with it (The “Third
Parties”). Therefore the Court dismissed the
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Show Cause Order against the Debtors. The
Court concluded that the conveyance of the
1% interest to Ms. Casey was fraudulent, the
automatic stay had been terminated, the
foreclosure was valid, and that HomEq did

not violate the automatic stay through the

foreclosure sale of the Whites’ Homestead.

However, the Court determined that the

Third Parties should answer to the Court for

their misconduct.

11 U.S.C. § 110 governs the behavior
of bankruptcy petition preparers who are not
attorneys, but prepare documents for filing
with the court. A bankruptcy petition
preparer must notify the debtor that he is not
an attorney and sign all prepared documents
for filing. Additionally, bankruptcy petition
preparers who are not attorneys are
prohibited from giving legal advice. 11
U.S.C.A. 8§ 110 (West 1998 & Supp. 2007).

The Court determined that Section
110 and the sanctions it provides do not
sufficiently address this new situation of
fraudulent interest conveyances and warranty
deeds. Thus, the Court issued a Show Cause
Order for North American Foreclosure,
David Curtis, and Jireh Capital Services to
explain their behavior and possible violations
of Section 362. 11 U.S.C.A. § 362 (West
1998 & Supp. 2007). The Court also
forwarded a copy of the opinion in this case
to the Chief Judge of the United States
Bankruptcy Court for the Central District of
California, the district in which Ms. Casey’s
bankruptcy case was filed, to apprise that
court of this situation.

The Court also addressed the
possibility that criminal action could be
taken against North American Foreclosure,
David Curtis, and Jireh Capital Services
under 18 USC § 152 and 8§ 157. These
provisions impose fines or imprisonment of
up to 5 years on persons who intend to
fraudulently “defeat the provisions of title
11" in various ways. 18 U.S.C.A. 88 152,
157 (West 1998 & 2007). In order to address




the criminal implications of these events, the
Court transmitted a copy of its opinion in this
case to the U.S. Attorney for the Northern
District of Texas. The opinion was also
forwarded to the Texas Attorney General in
the event that further investigations were
appropriate.

Finally, the Court expressed its
wishes that attorneys warn their consumer
debtor clients of “non-attorney Bankruptcy
Servicers that are offering the illusion of
relief from foreclosure for a steep fee.”
Because this was not an isolated event, the
Court believed it is important that consumer
debtors are aware of the high probability of
solicitation by these “foreclosure specialists,”

At the Show Cause Hearing on
January 9, 2008, David Curtis presented
himself before the Court. He explained to
the Court that he was in the process of
obtaining an attorney for representation in
this matter. Mr. Curtis invoked his Fifth
Amendment privileges when asked if he was
the president of Jireh Capital Services and if
he knew the current contact information for
North American Foreclosure. Judge Jernigan
issued an order continuing the Show Cause
Hearing to a later date to allow time for Mr.
Curtis to obtain counsel. In the interim until
the next hearing, Judge Jernigan authorized
the other interested parties to begin their
formal discovery process.

and the illegality of such schemes.

Dallas / Fort Worth  Area Lawyers Needed for ABA Competition

The American Bar Association Law Student Division needs approximately 180 lawyers and judges to serve as oral
argument judges for the 2007-08 Dallas Regional National Appellate Advocacy Competition (NAAC). This moot
court competition will be held Feb. 28 - Mar. 1 at the U.S. District Court for the Northern District of Texas (1100
Commerce Street, Dallas, TX 75242-1310).

Volunteers are asked to enter their information on the form located at
http://www.abanet.org/Isd/competitions/judges/naac/regional/dallas.html. Please indicate your willingness to serve
multiple rounds in the comment section.

This year, the case involves two issues: (1) whether an unmarried man is eligible for asylum based on an
oppressive population control policy directed toward his ex-wife, and (2) whether a federal court of appeals has
jurisdiction to review the Board of Immigration Appeals' use of agency streamlining procedures, or whether the
agency's use of those procedures is a decision that is committed to agency discretion by law.

Texas grants self study CLE credit for this activity.

Please direct any questions to Peggy Pissarreck at 312-988-5621 or at naac@abanet.org.

NOTABLE EVENT

Federal Law at the French Quarter

Sponsored by the Texas Criminal Defense Lawyers Agsation

March 6 & 7, 2008 Hotel Monteleone, New Orleans

For more information or to register online, goatww.tcdla.com
Questions? Emarhschank@tcdla.com




U.S. DSTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

- News Release

DALLAS, TX — On Thursday, February 21, 2008, the U.S. Disttiourt for the Northern
District of Texas and the Federal Bar Associatiaikis Chapter will co-host “Open Doors of Justice
with the Federal Judiciary” at the Earle Cabell éradl Building and Courthouse, 1100 Commerce
Street, in Dallas. Participants will be fifth asckth grade students from the St. Philip’'s Schadle

program will begin in courtroom 1546 at 10:00 a.m.

The Open Doors of Justice program gives studentspaortunity to learn firsthand about the
Third Branch of government and stimulates crititéhking about important issues facing our society.
This year, following a greeting from Chief Judger@y A. Fitzwater and Congressman Pete Sessions
students will learn how criminal cases move throtigh federal courts from United States Attorney
Richard Roper. Students will then participate imack initial appearance with Magistrate Judge Irma
C. Ramirez. During a luncheon presentation, stisderil hear from Probation Officer Mike Laughlin

and a reformed ex-offender who benefitted fromdbwrt’s reentry initiatives.

If you are interested in attending this event, pdeaontact Yvonne Kelly. Press credentials
must be presented to court security on the ior. Cameras will only be allowed if cleared in
advance.

Contact: Yvonne Kelly
214-753-2150
yvonne kelly@txnd.uscourts.gov




22ND ANNUAL FEDERAL CIVIL PRACTICE SEMINAR

Sponsored by the Federal Bar Association, Dallas Gipter
February 29, 2008
The Pavilion at the Belo Mansion, 2101 Ross Avellds, Texas

MCLE Credit 7.50 hours (incl. 1.75 hours of ethics)
Plus an opportunity to be admitted to the NorthBistrict of Texas Bar

ABOUT THE SEMINAR

DESCRIPTION:
This seminar is designed to acquaint the practtionth the nuts and bolts of federal civil praetiwith an emphasis on practice in
the Northern District of Texas and to provide apanunity for admission to the Northern Districtéxas.

ACCREDITATION:

It is anticipated that the seminar will be appro¥ed7.50 total participatory hours of Minimum Conting Legal Education by the
State Bar of Texas, of which 1.75 hours will appdythe Ethics/Professional Responsibility requiratme The seminar is not
sponsored by the Dallas Bar Association.

ADMISSION TO THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS:

Those intending to be admitted to practice in th&.WDistrict Court for the Northern District of Tax should make separate
application to the Clerk of Court no later than ketry 20, 2008. Application forms are available tre internet at
www.txnd.uscourts.gower in the Clerk’s Office, 214-753-2201. Each apgiion must be thoroughly completed and notarizédur
check for the $175 admission fee should be madelpeyo the “Clerk, U.S. District Court,” (marke8€éminar” in the memo area)
and should be mailed or brought to the Clerk’s €ffat the U.S. District Court, 1100 Commerce Stieebm 14A20, Dallas, Texas
75242, attention: Ms. Charlotte Braswell (FBA Seanjn The Clerk's Office will accept applicatiobg mail for this seminar.
Candidates for admission will be sworn in on Fridagbruary 29, 2008 at 11:00 a.m. You must beipalg present to be sworn in.
A copy of the Local Rules for the Northern Distiigetavailable on the internet at www.txnd.uscogds..

SEMINAR MATERIALS:

A notebook of written material and outlines of geminar topics will be distributed to each persoatiendance. Those individuals
unable to attend may purchase seminar notebooksagely for $125 as indicated by the registratiommf or by contacting an FBA
officer.

REGISTRATION:

Please PREREGISTER IMMEDIATELY in order to reseavseat. If application is being made both for FB&mbership and the
seminar, both application forms should be completed returned. Seminar fees and membership dugdbenmade by credit card.
There will be a $25 late fee for registration for gplications and fees postmarked after February 202008.

SAVE ON REGISTRATION COSTS BY JOINING
THE FEDERAL BAR ASSOCIATION NOW!

FBA OFFICERS

PRESIDENT— THAD BEHRENS Haynes and Boone, L.L.P. (214)-6568
PRESIDENTELECT — PATRICK MCLAIN Law Office, (214) 740-9955
VICE-PRESIDENT— TRAVIS PERRY Perry & Murphy, PLLC (214) 3463
TREASURER—- JOHN TEAKELL Milner & Finn, (214) 651-1121
SECRETARY — BRIAN MCKAY Haynes and Boone, L.L.P. (214) 65199
MEMBERSHIP CHAIR — ELIOT BURRIS DLA Piper US LLR14) 743-4514
IMMEDIATE PAST PRESIDENT— JOHN HORANY John K. Horany, P.C. (214) 742-4579

Please call Travis Perry with any questions regardégistration.
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SEMINAR PROGRAM AND FACULTY

Friday, February 29, 2008

The Pavilion at the Belo Mansion

8:30

REGISTRATION

8:50-9:00 WELCOMING REMARKS
Thad Behrens, President

Morning Program

Afternoon Program

9:00-9:45 NEW RULES AND PRACTICES / 1:00 - 1:45
ELECTRONIC FILINGS
Karen Mitchell, Clerk 1:45 - 2:30
U. S. District Court, Northern District of Texas
9:45-10:45 THE NORTHERN DISTRICT LOCAL RULES
AND THE “LOCAL” LOCAL RULES 2:30 - 3:15
William Frank Carroll, Cox Smith Matthews
Incorporated
10:45-11:00 MORNING BREAK 3:15 - 3:30
11:00-11:45 SWEARING IN/OVERVIEW OF FEDERAL 3:30 - 4:15
COURT PRACTICE - The Honorable Sidney
Fitzwater, Chief Judge, United States District
Court, Northern District of Texas. 4:15 - 5:00
11:45-1:00 LUNCHEON (included with registoat fee)
PANEL DISCUSSION: ROLE OF 5:00

MAGISTRATE JUDGE, includes Magistrate
Judges Irma C. Ramirez, Paul Stickney and
William F. Sanderson Jr.

FEDERAL APPELLATE PROCEDURE — Nina

Cortell, Haynes and Boone, LLP

CLOSING ARGUMENTS: TEN TOOLS OF
PERSUASION

Robert Manley, McKool Smith P.C.

FEDERAL COURT MOTION PRACTICE od B.
Edel, Carrington, Coleman, Sloman & Blumenthal,
L.L.P.

AFTERNOON BREAK

THE ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGE: A MAP
TO THE MINEFIELD
Kimberly O'D. Thompson, McKool Smith P.C.

PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY - Prof. Win.
Bridge, SMU Dedman School of Law
Adjourn

fees to: !
FEDERAL BAR ASSOCIATION, DALLAS CHAPTER '

P.O. BOX 50572 '
DALLAS, TEXAS 75250 !

$150 Federal Bar Association Current Merobéull Time Government Attorney !

$290 Non-member Federal Bar Association !

$150 Seminar Registration with new FedgaalAssociation Membership !

(Return seminar registration form and completesntmership application) !

$ Applicable FBA membership fee (inappropriate amount from attached membership egjin !

for membership level sought) !

$125 Federal Civil Practice Seminar Not&l®©nly !

$25 Late Feé postmarked after 2/20/08) !

Total !

YOUR NAME: :
FIRM/AGENCY: !
ADDRESS: !
TELEPHONE:
1

Method of Payment:___ Check Payable to the “Fed&gmalAssociation — Dallas Chapter” __ Visa __ M&Sard __ Diners Club E
CARD NO.: EXP. DATE |
SIGNATURE: DATE '




FBA MEMBERSHIP

Return This Application and Save on Your Registraui

Membership Eligibility: FBA membership is opendny person admitted to the practice of law befdiedaral court or a court of record in any of theesal states,
commonwealths, territories, or possessions of thigeld States or in the District of Columbia, praidyou are or have been an officer or employee®thited States of
the District of Columbia, or you have a substaritigdrest to participate in the area of federal.|&@reign Associate Status open to any person admitted to practice
before a court or administrative tribunal of a cyusther than the United States of Amerid¢aw Student Associate Staispen to any law student not admitted to the
practice of law before a federal court or a cotirecord in any of the several states, commonwsatérritories, or possession or the United States) the District of
Columbia.

Please indicate if this application is for (checiep NEW or REINSTATED MEMBERSHIP

NAME AND TITLE:

(Please provide both your work and home addresslesv; and indicate which is preferred.)

OFFICE ADDRESS:

Agency/Firm:

Street: Suite:

City: State:, Zip:

Daytime Phone: Fax:

HOME ADDRESS:

Street: Suite:

City: State: Zip:

Home Phone: Fax:
PREFERRED MAILING ADDRESS (check one): HOME _ OFFICE

Email Address:

First Bar Admission (state, court, date)-

List agency of which you are a current or formedefial employee or officer OR list name of federlnt, agency or state court of record and datelpfission to

practice:
If applying for Foreign Associate Status, pleasedbuntry in which you are licensed to practice eedname of the court or administrative tribundbbe which you
practice:
DATE OF BIRTH: GENDER:
MEMBER OF ABA: YES or NO TYPE OF PRACTICE Private Corporate litddy Government Retired
MEMBERSHIP DUES Private Sector Public Sector

Member - Admitted to practic@-5 years $75 $60

Member - Admitted to practicg-10 years $125 $100

Member - Admitted to practicél years or more $150 $115

Dallas Chapter local dues ($10)

DIVISION/SECTION DUES : If you wish to join one or more division(s) and&ection(s), please check the box next of the nshpeinted elsewhere on this form and

enter the total amount for Division/Section Duekhe

$ Amount of Division/Section Dues

Add amounts for Annual Dues and Division/SectioreBbelow:
$ TOTAL AMOUNT ENCLOSED

Method of Payment:

CARD NO.

Check payable to the “Fed®&aalAssociation” Visa Master Card DinelsbC

EXP. DATE

SIGNATURE:

DATE:

The applicant hereby applies for membership infibeeral Bar Association on the basis of eligibiigscribed previously, and agrees to conform t@dsstitution and Bylaws and to the rules and

regulations prescribed by its National CouncilNote Contributions and dues to the FBA may be dénledoy members under provisions of the IRS Cadeh as an ordinary and necessary business
expense, except 1.68% which is used for congreabiobbying and is not deductible. Your FBA dueslide $14 for a yearly subscription to the FBA'efpssional magazine.

For Admission Committee Use Only
Date:

FBA Division/Section Membership
Please check the area next to the name(s) ofvadialis and/or sections you wish to join. Enter tibtal of the corresponding dollar
amount for Division/Section Dues elsewhere on fibris.

Application Accepte

Signature:

Substantive Law Sections

Divisions: Administrative Law $15
Eederal Career Service N/C Alternative Dispute Resolution $15
— Antitrust and Trade Regulation $15
(Must be past or present employee Bankruptcy Law $10
of the Federal Government) Criminal Law $5
Judiciary $10 Environment, Energy, and Natural Resources s $15
- Federal Litigation 10
(MUSt be Pas_t Pr present member or Financial Institutions and the Economy N/C
staff of a judiciary) General Counsels N/C
Corporate and Assodizdansels $10 Government Contracts $10
(Past/present member of corporate/ Health Law $10
. R Immigration Law $10
association counsel’s staff) Indian Law $ 5
Senior Lawyers $10 Intellectual Property and Communications Law $10
(Must be age 55 or over) :_msmatiodng' '-aIW . $l?§10
apor an mp! oyment aw
—_ Younger Lawyers ) N/C Social Security $10
(Must be age 36 or younger or admitted State and Local Government Relations $5
to practice less than 3 years) Taxation $10
Transportation Law $15
Veterans Law $10

I |
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Federal Bar Association
Dallas Chapter

P.O. Box 50572

Dallas, TX 75250

ADDRESS CORRECTION REQUESTED

14




