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A Gifted, Humble, and Kind Jurist
By Scott Bradford

Continue on page 2

For me, there has always been something dif-
ferent about Judge Danielle Hunsaker. In 
sports, we call it the “it” factor—there is 

just something different, something special, about 
the most talented athletes. They are, of course, 
gifted, but they are also humble or teachable, have 
an incredible work ethic, respect the history and 
rules of their profession, and are able rise to any 
challenge. Judge Hunsaker has that same type of 
“it” factor.

On September 19, 2019, Judge Hunsaker’s nomi-
nation to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth 
Circuit was sent to the U.S. Senate to fill the seat 
vacated by Judge Diarmuid O’Scannlain when he 
took senior status. Judge Hunsaker had previously 
clerked for him. On November 6, 2019, the Sen-
ate confirmed her nomination. Judge Hunsaker’s 
nomination and confirmation to the Ninth Circuit 
are the culmination not only of her talents, skills, 
and hard work as a jurist but also of her personal 
sacrifice and commitment to people, community, 
and the greater good. Equally important, she has 
a wicked sense of humor.

Judge Hunsaker and I were young law clerks 
when we both worked for U.S. District Court (not 
yet Chief ) Judge Michael Mosman. Even then, her 
gifts and dedication were evident in both her abil-
ity to identify and dissect legal issues of various 
complexity and to thoughtfully and respectfully 
discuss and write about them. She was comfortable 
discussing the complex nuances of the law with 
any of the judges in the most technical terms. At 
the same time, she could explain and write about 
those same complex issues in a plain and simple 
way that anyone could understand. Best of all, 
she was a great colleague and friend—always 
ready to laugh, yet kind, supportive, and warm 

The Hon. Danielle Hunsaker

as we navigated our clerkships and searched for 
our first “real” legal jobs. Since then, her career 
and contributions to the community have been 
nothing but stellar.

Before clerking for Judge Mosman, Judge Hun-
saker clerked for U.S. Circuit Court Judge Paul J. 
Kelly of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Tenth 
Circuit. After leaving Judge Mosman’s chambers, 
she joined Stoel Rives LLP in Portland as a liti-
gation attorney. She left for a short time to clerk 
for Judge O’Scannlain, then she returned to the 
firm. Judge Hunsaker later joined Portland firm 
Larkins Vacura Kayser LLP where she became 
a partner.  During this time, she was also an 
adjunct professor at Lewis & Clark Law School, 
teaching Oregon pleading and practice, and serv-
ing several organizations, including many bar 
committees, Oregon Women Lawyers, and the 
Classroom Law Project. She was a U.S. District 
Court pro bono law volunteer, a Ninth Circuit 
attorney representative, and the former secretary 
and vice president of the Federal Bar Associa-

Judge Danielle Hunsaker (left) with Judge 
Anna Brown at this year’s Annual Dinner.
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President’s Message Hon. Hunsaker
Continued from page 1

Hello Members,
I am still walking on air (aren’t we all?) following the U.S. 
District Court of Oregon Historical Society’s Annual Meet-
ing and Fall Dinner in early November. The Society hosted 
300 people at this year’s dinner, representing record atten-
dance, as Oregon’s legal community gathered to honor Judge 
Anna J. Brown with the Society’s Lifetime Service Award. 

The celebration including musical entertainment, including an original 
song written in Judge Brown’s honor and performed at the dinner by 
Jim Coon (https://usdchs.org/2019/11/26/song-for-judge-anna-j-brown-
doing-the-right-thing-the-right-way-for-the-right-reasons/). The crowd 
was also treated to a biographical video on Judge Brown’s life (https://
usdchs.org/2019-annual-dinner-and-lsa-presentation/) and words (in 
absentia) from both Oregon U.S. senators. Judge Brown’s sister Mary 
Jaeger also regaled the crowd with stories of mistaken identities. The 
highlight of the night was certainly the panel discussion, moderated 
by Judge Marsha Pechman of the U.S. District Court for the Western 
District of Washington, recalling the path traveled by female lawyers 
in pursuit of their careers over the past 30 years. You can read more 
about Judge Brown on p. 6.

The annual dinner is, as our members know, more than a night of 
gaiety. We also welcome new board members for a two-year term (Elisa-
beth Rennick and John Clarke) and say farewell to two others, Mary 
Anne Anderson and Carra Sahler. Mary Anne Anderson served on the 
board for four years, serving as board secretary, excellent proofreader, 
and author of articles for Oregon Benchmarks. Carra Sahler served on 
the board for 12 years. She has been the unsung, beating heart of the 
Society. Her institutional knowledge of the Court and the Society’s 
work over the years has been invaluable. This is on top of her most 
visible role–that of single-handedly running the Events Committee, 
taking point on organizing both the picnic and the dinner (she will tell 
you “with the assistance of many others”) for eight years. The picnic, 
especially, has remained under the direct purview of Carra for over ten 
years. How we will forge ahead without her is beyond me. But, forge 
we shall. With great respect and gratitude, we say goodbye to Mary 
Anne and Carra.

Finally, December has treated us to not one, but two investitures. 
On December 5, 2019, The Morse Courthouse in Eugene hosted the 
investiture of Magistrate Judge Mustafa Kasubhai. You can learn 
more about that event on p. 4. On December 17, 2019, the Hatfield 
Court-house hosted the investiture of Judge Karin Immergut. You will 
be able to read about the ceremony on our website (https://
usdchs.org/) in the first weeks of January. 

Looking ahead to 2020, we hope to bring you coverage of the inves-
titure of Judge Danielle Hunsaker, the newest addition from Oregon 
to the Ninth Circuit Court. For now, you can read more about Judge 
Hunsaker on p.1. – Julie Engbloom

tion Oregon Chapter. On November 
9, 2017, Governor Brown appointed 
Judge Hunsaker to the Washington 
County Circuit Court, where she 
served as the chief civil judge and 
eventually the presiding judge.

 Despite her personal and profes-
sional successes, Judge Hunsaker has 
never lost her most important quali-
ties—she loves and respects the law 
and remains humble, kind, thought-
ful, and hard working. Her former 
law partner, Julie Vacura, put it this 
way, “Judge Hunsaker is a formida-
ble intellect but also about as down 
to earth as you will find. She has 
a keen sense of humor and loves a 
well-played practical joke. Appearing 
before Judge Hunsaker, as a federal 
appellate court judge, I suspect will 
be both terrifying and gratifying at 
the same time. She has a true love of 
the law and thrives on the intellec-
tual challenge of resolving a thorny 
issue. So, you better be prepared to 
get in the weeds with her—she will 
likely know the cases you cite as well 
as you do. She is not afraid to decide 
a hard issue, but she also is capable 
of seeing it from all angles and fairly 
considering each one. Your client will 
be heard and will felt heard.”

Socrates once described the essen-
tial qualities of a good judge: “Four 
things belong to a judge: To hear cour-
teously; to answer wisely; to consider 
soberly; and to decide impartially.” 
In my experience, Judge Hunsaker 
possesses all of these. Please join me 
in welcoming such a gifted, humble, 
and kind jurist.

NOTE: Expanded versions of 

these articles can be found on 

our website,  www.usdchs.org
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Remembering  Judge Dennis Hubel  
By Dan Thenell

The U.S. District Court of Oregon His-
torical Society notes with great sadness 
the sudden passing of U.S. Magistrate 
Judge Dennis Hubel on September 16, 
2019. We look forward to posting an 
extended article in the future based 
on his oral history. 

Denny, to his friends and Judge 
to me and my co-workers, was 
a trial lawyer’s judge. He fol-

lowed the law, he treated participants 
in the judicial system with intense 
fairness and was never unprepared. 
Judge Hubel was appointed as a part-
time U.S. Magistrate Judge in 1995, 
while a partner at Karnopp Petersen in 
Bend, Oregon. He moved to Portland’s 
Mark O. Hatfield Courthouse when 
he assumed full-time status in 1998. 
I was honored to work as Judge’s first 
full-time law clerk, a job that shaped 
and influenced my entire legal career.

Judge Dennis J. Hubel was my first 
boss, my earliest mentor, and an amaz-
ing example of what the legal profession 
and judiciary should be. I met Judge 
Hubel in the summer of 1996, as a 
recent U of O law graduate who wanted 
to move home to Central Oregon. For-
mer Assistant U.S. Attorney Jim Suther-
land recommended that I network with 
Judge Hubel to survey the legal market 
in the area. Since I was not a top ten-
percenter, the thought of a federal law 
clerkship was not on my mind. Yet one 
day Judge Hubel called me and asked if 
I was interested. A fraction of a second 
later, I learned that I was starting work 
while I was still studying for the bar. It 
was the opportunity of a lifetime and 
I am forever thankful. 

From a social security disability 
appeal to a complex patent litigation, 
Judge worked hard to do the right 
thing in each of his cases. He could 
not fathom getting something wrong, 
once keeping the two of us in cham-
bers well past midnight the night before 

trial, working 
to perfect pre-
liminary jury 
instructions 
and other trial 
documents . 
H i s  w o r k 
ethic was sec-
ond to none. 
Judge Hubel 

reminded me frequently how important 
it was to treat staff and co-workers well. 
I have a memory of him once saying, 
with a slight grin, that the non-attorney 
staff was far more important than the 
lawyers and law clerks.  

As a part-time U.S. Magistrate Judge 
in Bend, Judge Hubel participated in 
the early years of the national Tribal 
Courts Project. He covered the fed-
eral first appearances from the Warm 
Springs Indian Reservation, hearing 
misdemeanor cases that the tribal 
court could not hear because they fell 
into jurisdictional “gaps.” Chief Judge 
Michael Mosman shared a story about 
his first appearance before Judge Hubel. 
Then-Assistant U.S. Attorney Mosman 
was vacationing in Central Oregon and 
got word that an initial appearance was 
needed in Warm Springs. From the col-
lective wardrobe of his fellow vacation-
ers, he cobbled together long pants that 
were not jeans, shoes, a sports coat, but 
no socks. While Judge Hubel noted the 
AUSA’s wardrobe, he did not let Mos-
man know he was aware of his sockless 
state until after court.  

I spoke to Judge’s longtime friend 
and former law partner, Ron Roome, 
who describes him as a mentor, dear 
friend, and devoted father. He remem-
bers Judge Hubel’s active and dry sense 
of humor, most apparent when telling 
war stories about cases and other law-
yers. Ron recalls the judge as a superb 
tactician, always thinking several moves 
ahead of other lawyers. Ron’s favorite 
Judge Hubel story follows. During 

one of Judge Hubel’s Civil Violations 
Bureau dockets, two Central Oregon 
tree cutters were cited in court for cut-
ting down a tree that did not meet mini-
mum size requirements. Judge allowed 
the two accused to bring a wheelbar-
row into the courtroom that contained 
one of the rounds from the allegedly 
undersized tree. They were acquitted. 

Longtime Clerk’s Office employee, 
Christy Weller, began working for 
Judge Hubel as his courtroom deputy in 
1995. When driving to Prineville for a 
winter trial, her car slid of the road and 
got stuck in a snowbank. While she was 
surveying the situation,  “Judge Hubel 
pulled up behind me, jumped out of his 
truck in a suit with a shovel in hand, 
and had sandbags at the ready in the 
back of his truck. He dug my car out 
of the snow and then pushed me back 
on to the road, all the time wearing 
his suit. Judge Hubel was a wonderful 
judge to work for and a true friend”

Kathleen Bartholomew, another 
former courtroom deputy, shared this 
story. “It was in March of 1998. That 
first year was undeniably difficult—lots 
of six-day weeks and a steep learning 
curve. It would come as no surprise to 
anyone who knew the judge that by the 
end of that first year, I had learned not 
just the ins and outs of case manage-
ment, but also what true preparedness 
and attention to detail looks like. 

He approached every one of his cases 
with the utmost integrity and care. His 
judicial demeanor was impeccable. All 
parties in our proceedings were treated 
with equal care and respect. In short—
I was very proud to act as his deputy 
in court.”

Judge Hubel will be dearly missed 
by the many people he impacted and 
worked with along the way. I am forever 
grateful for getting to spend three years 
working for him and learning so much. 

Rest in peace, Judge.



4   U.S. District Court of Oregon Historical Society 

On December 5, 2019, the 
Wayne L. Morse U.S. Court-
house in Eugene filled with 

friends, family members, and col-
leagues to welcome U.S. Magistrate 
Judge Mustafa Taher Kasubhai to the 
District of Oregon federal bench at his 
formal investiture ceremony. Jackie 
Klein, Judge Kasubhai’s courtroom 
deputy, opened court and U.S. District 
Judge Michael J. McShane welcomed 
the crowd. The jury box overflowed 
with judges from the federal bench, 
as well as the Oregon Supreme Court, 
Oregon Court of Appeals, Lane 
County Circuit Court, and Mult-
nomah County Circuit Court.

Several distinguished speakers, with 
whom Judge Kasubhai has crossed 
paths throughout his legal career, 
paid tribute to Judge Kasubhai. Dean 
of the University of Oregon School 
of Law, Marcilynn Burke, began, 
followed by Elisa Dozono (Partner, 
Miller Nash Graham & Dunn LLP), 
Jonathan Patterson (National Direc-
tor of Diversity, Equity, and Inclusion, 
Compassion & Choices), Gabriela 
Sanchez (Partner, Lane Powell PC), 
and Gerry Gaydos (Partner, Gaydos 
Churnside & Balthrop PC). 

Judge McShane administered the 
oath of office, after which Judge Kasu-
bhai kneeled down low so that his 
young son and daughter could assist 
his wife, Kristin Lee, with the robing 
ceremony. Judge Kasubhai then shared 
moving remarks in his booming poetic 

baritone. Throughout the ceremony, 
Judge Kasubhai’s father, Taher Kasu-
bhai, sat by quietly beaming with 
pride. Following the courtroom cer-
emony, guests celebrated Judge Kasu-
bhai at a courthouse reception.

Judge Kasubhai was appointed to 
the federal bench on September 21, 
2018, following 11 years of service as 
a Lane County Circuit Court Judge. 
Prior to joining the state bench, Judge 
Kasubhai practiced law in Eugene 
and Klamath Falls, and served as a 
board member of the Oregon Work-
ers’ Compensation Board. Judge Kasu-
bhai received his law degree from the 
University of Oregon School of Law 
in 1996 and attended college at the 
University of California Berkeley.

Judge Kasubhai fills the seat of the 
Honorable Jolie Russo, who served as 
U.S. Magistrate Judge in Eugene from 
2016 until she was appointed to serve 

The Investiture of U.S. Magistrate Judge Mustafa Taher Kasubhai  
By U.S. Magistrate Judge Stacie F. Beckerman

in Portland in 2018. Prior to Judge 
Russo, U.S. Magistrate Judge Thomas 
Coffin held the seat from 1992 until 
he changed to recall status in 2016. 
The Honorable Michael Hogan served 
as the U.S. Magistrate Judge in Eugene 
from 1973 until 1991, when he was 
appointed to serve as a U.S. District 
Judge. Judge Kasubhai is the only non-
recall U.S. Magistrate Judge serving 
in the Eugene courthouse, but serves 
alongside U.S. District Judges Ann 
Aiken and Michael McShane.

Judge Kasubhai is the first Muslim 
American to serve as a federal judge in 
the United States. As a first-generation 
Muslim American of South Asian/
Indian descent, Judge Kasubhai has 
been dedicated to promoting diver-
sity and equality throughout his legal 
career, and has served as a mentor and 
role model to many young attorneys 
and students over the years.

Clockwise from top left: U.S. District Judge McShane swears in U.S. Magis-
trate Judge Kasubhai; Judge Kasubhai’s wife and children help him to put on 
his judicial robes; Family, colleagues, and friends applaud Judge Kasubhai; 
Judge Kasubhai addresses the audience. Photos by Houston Bolles.

Check out our official 
Twitter feed @

USDCHS for “new” historical 
content. You can also find 
expanded articles with 
additional photos at www.
USDCHS.org



For the 17th year—yes, you read 
that right—Judge Ed Leavy and 
his family hosted our Annual 

Picnic at their beautiful, unique, and 
quintessentially Oregon hop farm. In 
a moving and emotionally-wrought 
welcome to his family’s Century 
Farm, Judge Leavy commented that 
his parents would be proud to see the 
state’s leaders and thinkers enjoying 
their property—a place graced by 
large oak trees and a wide, green 
lawn. Judge Leavy told the gather-
ing that he was born a mile down the 
road, the youngest of ten children, and 
the first in his family to go to college. 
He thought his mother, in particular, 
who attended school only through the 
sixth grade, would feel a deep plea-
sure in greeting so many esteemed 
individuals to her home.

Thanks to Judge Leavy’s vision and 
desire to share his infectious love for 
the legal community and its history, 
the Society recognized yet another 
group of important individuals this 
year. Hosting the men and women 
who have served on Oregon’s high-
est court, the Society celebrated this 
historic time in our state—a time 
when more women than men form 
the majority of the Oregon Supreme 
Court. In a particularly touching 

moment, to ensure a group pho-
tograph that included 95-year-old 
Oregon Supreme Court Justice Hans 
Linde, the gathering of former and 
current Oregon Supreme Court jus-
tices spanning the decades moved 
from the front of the farm to cluster 
around the seat of the smiling Justice 
Linde. Chief Justice Martha Wal-
ters enjoyed the event so much that 
she asked to have the banner, which 
announced the theme to arriving 
guests above the barn door, to display 
at the Court.

Our ability to celebrate our state’s 
important legal history is due in large 
part to Judge Leavy’s son and daugh-
ter-in-law, Pat Leavy and Jean Ann 
Quinn. The Society thanks them for 
their incredible generosity in shar-
ing their home with all of the many 
judges, lawyers, law students, and 
families who have visited their prop-
erty over these many years. 

This year, the U.S. District Court 
of Oregon’s Attorney Admissions 
Fund sponsored the picnic, and we 
are grateful for its commitment to 
the Society’s mission.

This was my tenth year organizing 
the picnic. The easiest way for me to 
measure my involvement is by my chil-
dren’s ages. My first year, I had my 

five-month-old baby girl strapped to 
my chest in a Snugli baby carrier and 
my toddler son by the hand. Now both 
kids insist on rearranging our vacation 
schedules to ensure they get to help 
set up the picnic (arranging the prize 
box is the most sought-after task) and 
participate in the balloon toss.

The extent of the Leavy family 
involvement in the Society’s annual 
picnic was one of only many things 
that surprised me when I first started 
organizing the picnic ten years ago. 
The commitment of our board mem-
bers to setting up and taking down 
the event—making for a very long 
day—was also impressive, as were 
our loyal and talented musicians (who 
work at the court by day). 

I learned the ropes from then-Presi-
dent Kari Furnanz, and her predeces-
sor (and Lifetime Member) Jenifer 
Johnston. Given the special nature of 
this event perhaps it should not sur-
prise me that even after rolling off the 
board, Jenifer continues to organize 
the old-fashioned kids’ games that 
take place every year and that former 
board members ask to volunteer to 
help. I expect that although this was 
my final “official” year of organizing 
the picnic, I will remain involved. I 
think my kids may insist on it!

USDCHS Annual Picnic: History, Hospitality, and Hops
By Carra Sahler

Oregon Supreme Court Justices past and present, 2019. Justice Hans Linde 
is seated. Photos by Owen Schmidt.

Our three expert event wranglers at 
the 2012 Annual Dinner (from left): 
Carra Sahler, Kari Furnanz, and 
Jenifer Johnston.

www.usdchs.org   Fall 2019/Winter 2020   5   



6   U.S. District Court of Oregon Historical Society 

Judge Anna J. Brown, Lifetime Service Award 2019 
“Fundamentally inclined toward solving problems” By Adair Law

The U.S. District Court of Oregon 
Historical Society is pleased to honor 
Judge Anna J. Brown with its 2019 
Lifetime Service Award. This article 
is based on research, interviews, and 
conversations with Judge Brown, her 
colleagues, and friends.

Like millions of people displaced 
by World War II, Judge Anna 
J. Brown’s parents, Adalbert 

and Margarete Jaeger, sought a new 
life in America. On February 7, 1952, 
Adalbert’s 43rd birthday, he and Mar-
garete, with their daughters Irmgard 
(7) and Rita (3) and Adalbert’s older 
brother, Franz Jaeger, boarded the SS 
Homeland in Hamburg, Germany en 
route to Portland, Oregon, via Ellis 
Island and a cross-country train trip.

From a Family of Immigrants
Born in 1909 and 1914 respectively, 

Adalbert and Margarete (Kriegs) Jae-
ger came from generations of farming 
families in East Prussia. They first lost 
the family farm when Russian soldiers 
occupied it and then lost it for good 
when boundaries were redrawn at the 
end of the war effectively “giving” 
their land to Poland. While Adalbert 
worked as a farm hand in northwestern 
Germany, the family applied for admis-
sion to the United States sponsored by 
Adalbert’s brother and sister-in-law, 
Hugo and Lydia Jaeger, of Portland, 
Oregon. Hugo emigrated to the U.S. 
and became a citizen before the war. 
He and Lydia owned and operated 
the Broadway Dyers and Cleaners on 
Portland’s NE Broadway and Union 
Avenue. They had made a home for 
themselves and Lydia’s two adult sib-
lings in a two-bedroom house in the 
Sellwood neighborhood. They mar-
shaled their resources and assured 
the U.S. government that the adults 
and children they were sponsoring 

for immigration would not become 
“charges on society.” After a seven-
year wait, permission for the Jaegers 
to enter the U.S. finally came, and 
somehow enough room was found for 
three more adults and two children to 
live in the small house in Sellwood.

Anna Jaeger arrived on July 26, 
1952, the first American-born member 
of her family. By then, Adalbert and 
Franz were working full time at the 
dry cleaners while Margarete cared for 
the children and managed the cramped 
household the families shared. With 
Hugo and Lydia providing their room 
and board, the Jaeger family saved all 
of Adalbert’s earnings and, in 1956, 
they bought a house just a block away. 
In a place of prominence in the living 
room, they later hung their recently 
acquired citizenship papers and a 
painting of a red barn. “The barn 
was built just before the war began,” 
Anna recalls, “and it was our Dad’s 
last contribution to the family farm. 
The painting was all they had of what 
was and what could have been.”

Anna’s first language was the Ger-
man she spoke with her family and 
later the English her sisters were pick-
ing up at school. In the meantime, 
Adalbert and Margarete attended 

night school to study English and the 
civics components they would need to 
learn to become U. S. citizens. After 
passing their citizenship tests in 1957, 
they each took the Oath of Allegiance 
in front of U.S. District Judge William 
East, never imagining that 42 years in 
the future their five-year-old would fill 
Judge East’s judicial seat. Two more 
children, Mary and Joseph, joined the 
family in 1958 and 1960. Around this 
time, Hugo and Lydia sold the dry-
cleaners and, after a short stint with 
the new owners, Adalbert went to 
work as a janitor for Emanuel Hospi-
tal until he retired in 1974.

All the Jaeger children attended St. 
Agatha Catholic school in Sellwood 
and they all began working different 
jobs at a young age to help pay for 
tuition, uniforms, and to supplement 
the household income. Anna noted 
dryly that “child labor laws not-
withstanding” she, her siblings, and 
neighborhood friends would board a 
school bus each summer weekday at 
four in the morning to travel to berry 
fields in the Woodburn area south of 
Portland. They picked berries until 
early afternoon, returned home, went 
swimming at Sellwood Park, and then 
repeated the routine the next day. By 
eighth grade, Anna spent her summers 
working as a live-in mother’s helper, a 
job she kept on weekends during the 
school year.

High School and Higher Education
The Jaeger daughters went to high 

school at St. Mary’s Academy (SMA), 
an all-girls Catholic school a public-
bus ride away in downtown Portland. 
The Sisters of the Holy Names who ran 
SMA made it clear that each student 
there was expected to meet high aca-
demic standards and to engage regu-
larly in community service, beginning 
immediately with assistance in feeding 

The Adalbert and Margarete 
Jaeger family in 1957. Anna stands 
between her fathers knees. 



Anna demurred, insisting she sought 
a degree in any discipline that would 
provide enough income to support the 
family while adding, “Oh, and I can’t 
pay for college.” When the counselor 
learned that Anna was working full 
time as a 911 operator for the City 
of Portland, she described a federal 
college funding program through the 
Law Enforcement Assistance Admin-
istration that provided full tuition 
funding to police officers and other 
law enforcement personnel (like 911 
operators) to attend college while still 
working full time (with a two-year 
work obligation to follow graduation). 
PSU’s Administration of Justice Pro-
gram qualified for that funding, and 
Anna enrolled immediately.

Most of the faculty were local 
lawyers teaching criminal law sub-
jects Anna already found interesting 
through her work. One instructor, W. 
Michael Gillette, then working for the 
Oregon Department of Justice (before 
joining the Oregon Court of Appeals 
and then the Oregon Supreme Court), 
repeatedly encouraged Anna to think 
about law school. After graduating 
from PSU in 1975, however, Anna 
still owed two years of service to 
her employer. With ongoing family 
responsibilities, law school didn’t seem 
realistic. Nevertheless, she continued 
to receive encouragement from her 
good friend, Paul T. Brown, a lieu-
tenant with the Lake Oswego Police 
Department, to go to law school, and, 
after a 911 co-worker bet her that he 
could earn a higher score than she 
on the LSATs, Anna paid the fee and 
took the test. Although she lost the bet 
(her co-worker neglected to mention 
he was a member of MENSA), she 
did pass the first hurdle for going to 
law school. Feeling she had nothing to 
lose, she took the next step—applying 
for admission to the Evening Division 
of Northwestern School of Law (now 
Lewis & Clark Law School).
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the hungry at SW Fourth and Burnside. 
After the assassination of Rev. Mar-

tin Luther King, Jr. in April 1968, 
Anna and some of her friends volun-
teered for Senator Robert F. Kennedy’s 
presidential campaign. His Oregon 
offices were just a few blocks from 
St. Mary’s. They answered phones, 
stuffed envelopes, and helped in any 
way they could, so they were excited 
just to be in the same room as Sena-
tor Kennedy on election night. Even 
though he lost the Oregon Democratic 
primary to Minnesota Senator Eugene 
McCarthy, they anticipated a better 
outcome in the California primary 
and were thrilled when he declared 
victory in Los Angeles. They were 
completely devastated a few hours 
later when they learned Senator Ken-
nedy was shot and killed in the early 
hours of June 5, 1968.

Anna turned 16 that summer of 1968 
and, despite the year’s national trag-
edies, she looked forward to her junior 
year at St. Mary’s. Tragedy struck 
again, this time at home just before 
Christmas when her mother, Mar-
garete, suffered a debilitating stroke. 
Anna’s younger sister and brother 
were just 10 and 8. When Margarete 
regained consciousness after several 
weeks in a coma, she was unable to 
speak and partially paralyzed.

Anna was the oldest child at home 
by the beginning of her senior year 
at St. Mary’s and now facing a new 
range of responsibilities to help care for 
her mother and younger siblings. She 
recalls, “When I really didn’t engage at 
school for college planning and didn’t 
sign for the SATs, the Sisters noticed 
and were not going to have any part 
of that. ‘No, no, you’re going to col-
lege.’” The Sisters ensured Anna was 
signed up to take college entrance tests 
and that necessary fees were paid. “I 
was told ‘Be here on this day, and you 
take the test. Let’s see where it goes 
from there.’”

After Anna did well on the tests, the 
Sisters researched local college options 

and secured financial aid packages. 
They made the case to Anna—and 
ultimately to her father—that she could 
attend college and still be at home to 
help as needed. “They showed up at 
our house one day in their holy hab-
its and all. ‘Here are the papers, she’s 
got a scholarship and other financial 
aid; she can go to college and still 
be home by 5:00.’” When Adalbert 
couldn’t muster much opposition to 
that showing, Anna Jaeger started 
down the surprising road to becom-
ing Judge Anna J. Brown.

Starting at Lewis & Clark College 
in the fall of 1970, Anna expected 
to become a high school chemistry 
teacher, mostly because her favorite 
teacher at St. Mary’s taught chem-
istry. During her early pursuit of an 
education degree, Anna spent time in 
a high school classroom and quickly 
concluded that teaching at that level 
would not be a good match for her. 
In fact, she found her part-time work-
study job as a records clerk at the 
Lake Oswego Police Department to be 
much more interesting. She looked for 
opportunities at work to fill in where 
needed, and soon she was working 
full time, first as a graveyard-shift 
dispatcher and later as Lake Oswe-
go’s first woman community service 
officer (which included duties as an 
animal control and parking enforce-
ment officer).

Anna soon concluded her ongoing 
college studies weren’t worth the time 
away from family and work, and she 
quit college in the middle of her soph-
omore year. Realizing she ultimately 
would need a college degree to help 
support her family, Anna met with a 
Portland State University counselor 
a year later to explore options. Anna 
emphasized she would have to keep 
working full time while continuing in 
college, and, other than having ruled 
out an education major, she didn’t have 
any particular profession in mind. 
Trying to draw her out, the counselor 
asked what subjects held her interest. Continue on page 8
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Becoming a Lawyer
Anna started night law school in 

1976 with “a lot of other students 
who, like me, had full time jobs and 
families to support, so we pushed 
each other through.” She acknowl-
edges, nonetheless, that “I didn’t do 
very well during my first year. After 
my first mid-term exam, a professor 
asked whether I was taking the class 
for a grade or for ‘pass/no pass.’ When 
I responded, ‘for a grade,’ he said, ‘You 
might want to change to pass/no pass. 
And while you’re at it, you might think 
about whether this is what you really 
want to do because you’re taking the 
seat of an otherwise qualified man.’” 

While his comment upset her, Anna 
realized there was a lot that she did not 
understand about law school and what 
a practicing lawyer needed to know. 
She decided to quit her well-paying job 
with benefits to work as a law clerk in 
a small law firm. That exposure helped 
her to find practical applications for 
what she was learning in her classes, 
and her grades improved accordingly.

On December 22, 1977, during the 
winter break of her second year of 
night law school, Anna Jaeger married 
Paul Brown, became Anna J. Brown, 
and expanded her family to include 
her husband and four stepchildren.

In 1978, Multnomah County Circuit 
Judge John C. Beatty Jr. was looking 
for a night law student to work as his 
full-time courtroom law clerk. To her 
everlasting shock (“I wouldn’t have hired 
me”), Brown got the job and was imme-
diately hooked on trial practice. Judge 
Beatty made special efforts to point 
out attorneys who did the right thing, 
the right way, for the right reasons, 
and those examples stayed with her. 
She recalls, “It didn’t take long before 
I was thinking ‘I could do that, I could 
make that argument, and by the way, 
why aren’t you arguing this point?’”

At the time, Brown was also observ-
ing the first wave of women lawyers 
joining the bench at various levels. 
Justice Betty Roberts was appointed to 

the Oregon Court of Appeals in 1977 
and then to the Oregon Supreme Court 
in 1982. Judge Kimberly C. Frankel 
joined the Multnomah County Dis-
trict Court in 1978. With President 
Carter’s appointment in 1980, Judge 
Helen Frye became the first woman 
to serve as a U.S. District Judge in 
Oregon, and Judge Polly Higdon was 
appointed to Oregon’s Bankruptcy 
Court as a half-then full-time bank-
ruptcy judge in 1983.

Brown was in the last months of 
completing her law degree when her 
mother, Margarete, died the morn-
ing of March 25, 1980, the same day 
she was to interview at the law school 
placement office for an associate posi-
tion with a “medium-sized Portland 
law firm.” She told her father Adalbert 
she would be canceling the interview. 
Adalbert, who often criticized her law 
school venture as “too much,” was 
adamant that she proceed, reminding 
her she still needed a law job for after 
graduation. Holding back tears and 
terrified she would break down when 
asked to speak, Brown went to the 
appointment. She was interviewed by 
a firm partner who had just spent the 
previous week trying a case in Judge 
Beatty’s courtroom. Fortunately for 
Brown, the interviewer seemed more 
interested in talking about that than 
in asking her to speak. A few weeks 

later, Brown was invited to the firm 
for additional interviews. She then 
received a telephone call offering her 
the position on the condition that she 
pass the bar. She was so excited to 
accept the offer, she forgot to ask what 
the position paid.

Brown continued to work for Judge 
Beatty after her June graduation to 
hedge her bets until the bar results 
were known. In the meantime, her 
father’s health diminished, and he was 
hospitalized in September 1980. Each 
day when they spoke, he expressed 
pessimism about the bar results, but 
when she finally called to report she 
had passed, he said simply, “I knew 
you would.” He passed away a few 
days later.

Brown joined the firm now known 
as Bullivant Houser Bailey and pur-
sued a path to becoming a trial law-
yer. Although not the first woman 
attorney the firm had hired, she was 
the sole woman attorney there when 
she started. Adjustments were needed 
along the way. For example, when try-
ing to get to the courthouse quickly 
one morning, Brown took a short cut 
through a conference room and unex-
pectedly walked into a roomful of the 
firm’s senior partners and one of their 
most important clients, all of them 
men. The client locked eyes with Brown 
and barked, “Where’s that coffee?” She 
could see the partners looking at her 
with the distinct nonverbal direction, 
“Don’t mess this up.” Brown replied, 
“I am so sorry you don’t have your 
coffee, sir, but I’m due in court in six 
minutes for another client. If you don’t 
have your coffee when I return, I’ll be 
happy to get some for you then.” The 
client looked at the partners, shook 
his head and said, “I’ve got to stop 
doing that.”

Within blocks of City Hall and the 
federal and county courthouses, the 
all-male University Club was used by 
many law firms and other businesses 
for lunches or meetings. In the 1980s, 
women were allowed in for only “occa-

Paul Brown and Anna Jaeger 
Brown on their wedding day.
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sional events” and even then, had to 
enter through the back door. That hap-
pened a few times too many for Brown 
and her friend and colleague, Chrys 
Martin. They worked together to move 
firm gatherings to places where those 
invited could enter through the front 
door. In 1985, Brown and another 
woman lawyer, Christine P. Brown, 
were the first women to join the Bul-
livant partnership. 

Judge Anna J. Brown
A March/April 2019 article in Fed-

eral Lawyer notes that with her firm’s 
support, Brown developed a practice 
defending tort claims, particularly 
representing public bodies, police offi-
cers, lawyers, and other professionals. 
Brown thrived on resolving compli-
cated disputes and noted in a recent 
interview, “I think fundamentally, I’ve 
always been inclined toward solving 
problems, and to me, this practice 
area was an opportunity for me to be 
helpful, to figure out how to get things 
done, to move people out of conflict 
and into resolution.” After 10 years in 
private practice, Brown began dream-
ing of becoming a judge. She applied 
for various openings, placed first in 
several bar polls, and after being told 
“not yet” several times, she received 
“the best news of my career!” when 
Governor Barbara Roberts appointed 
Anna J. Brown to the Multnomah 
County District Court in 1992. Judge 
Brown ran unopposed for that posi-
tion in May 1992, and Governor Rob-
erts appointed her to a Circuit Court 

vacancy in 1994 for which she again 
ran unopposed later that year. Judge 
Kimberly Frankel praised her colleague 
and friend’s organizational skills and 
her ability to keep things moving. 

Learning the ropes on the other side 
of the bench, Judge Brown recalled 
working with jurors as Judge Beat-
ty’s law clerk. She learned that most 
jurors came to the courtroom quite 
unaware and anxious about all that 
was expected of them, how they were 
to conduct themselves, or how long 
jury duty could keep them from their 
busy lives. She tried to follow Judge 
Beatty’s practices to put jurors at ease, 
to help them understand legal issues, 
and to empower them so that they 
knew that they could actually do the 
job. “I learned early on that it was 
fundamental to a fair jury trial that 
jurors were engaged in the process, 
knew that the court and parties valued 
their time, and knew we would not 
ask them to sit around waiting for us. 
In particular, I learned how much the 
answer to the simple question ‘How 
long is today going to take?’ meant 
to somebody who had kids in child-
care or to an employee who wasn’t 
going to get paid while on jury duty. 
I learned the answer to that ques-
tion should also be as important to a 
judge, court administrators and trial 
lawyers.” Judge Brown continued to 
learn about jury-management by serv-
ing on the Oregon State Bar uniform 
jury instruction committees for both 
criminal and civil jury trials. 

“The Best and the Brightest the 
Legal Profession has to offer”

In April 1998, U.S. District Judge 
Malcolm F. Marsh took senior status 
creating a vacancy on the U.S. District 
Court in Portland. Judge Brown’s col-
leagues and friends encouraged her to 
apply. While her last trial as a lawyer 
had been in federal court before Judge 
Marsh, most of her practice experience 
was in state court, and Judge Brown 
wondered whether she’d be a good fit. 
Again, a sense of “What’s to lose?” 
prevailed, and she put her name in for 
consideration.

At about the same time, Judge 
Brown was doing pre-trial work on 
Oregon’s first tobacco-products-lia-
bility case, Williams v. Philip Mor-
ris, arising from the death of Jessie 
D. Williams, a 67-year old Portland 
school janitor who died of lung can-
cer after smoking for more than four 
decades. His family sought millions in 
compensatory and punitive damages 
from cigarette-maker Philip Mor-
ris. The case generated a great deal 
of publicity at the same time Judge 
Brown was seeking the federal court 
appointment. She was thrilled to be 
involved with the case’s developing 
issues of law. It hadn’t occurred to 
Judge Brown her association with the 
case might affect her chances for the 
federal appointment until a colleague 
suggested she should withdraw from 
the case because her rulings of first 
impression could definitely impact the 
politics of the appointment process. 
Judge Brown responded to her col-

Left to right: Judge Anna Brown with U.S. District Judge James Burns; with Judge John C. Beatty; with 
Governor Barbara Roberts.
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league, “You know, that’s very kind 
of you to think of it that way, but if 
getting a federal appointment means 
I can’t do this kind of work, then I 
don’t want it.”

Judge Brown was excited to be one 
of three finalists recommended by 
the bipartisan Selection Committee. 
She interviewed separately with Sena-
tor Ron Wyden and Senator Gordon 
Smith, the first time she met a U.S. 
Senator as an adult. After the Sena-
tors’ mutual consultation, on Febru-
ary 5, 1999 Senator Wyden officially 
recommended Judge Anna J. Brown 
to President Bill Clinton. In his letter 
of recommendation, Senator Wyden 
wrote, “I strongly believe that you will 
find that Judge Brown is highly quali-
fied and will stand as a proud legacy 
to your commitment to enhancing our 
federal bench with the best and bright-
est the legal profession has to offer.”

Just over two weeks later, on Febru-
ary 22, 1999, the Williams v. Philip 
Morris trial began. The jury of six 
men and six women (three smokers 
and four former smokers) were asked 
to answer two questions: 1) Was Philip 
Morris negligent in manufacturing its 
cigarettes, and if so, did that negligence 
cause Williams’ death?, and 2) Did 
the company make false representa-
tions about the causal link between 
smoking and cancer, and if so, did 
those representations contribute to 
Williams’ death?

On March 23, 1999 the jury found 
in favor of the Williams estate award-
ing $81,000,000, including a signifi-
cant punitive damages component. 
There were numerous appeals to the 
Oregon Court of Appeals, the Oregon 
Supreme Court and the U.S. Supreme 
Court; eventually the original jury 
verdict prevailed.

In April 1999, President Clinton 
nominated Judge Anna J. Brown to 
the federal bench, and although it 
felt “like an eternity” to her, the Sen-
ate confirmed her nomination rela-
tively quickly in October 1999 by a 

bipartisan voice vote. On October 26, 
1999, Chief Judge Michael R. Hogan 
administered her judicial oath, and 
Judge Brown stepped up to serve as 
a U.S. District Judge in, as noted, the 
very seat occupied by Judge William 
East who gave her parents their citi-
zenship oath.

In her federal service, Judge Brown 
has presided over a wide range of 
civil and criminal matters and widely 
publicized jury trials, including the 
2002 trial of Jeffrey Grayson who 
was charged with fraud in managing 
pensions through his business Capi-
tal Consultants; the 2009 trial of Jim 
Nicholson, an imprisoned father and 
disgraced CIA spy who used his son, 
Nathaniel Nicholson, to sell protected 
information to the Russian govern-
ment; and most recently, the complex, 
multi-defendant criminal jury trials 
arising from the January 2016 armed 
occupation of the Malheur National 
Wildlife Refuge.

Committee Work/Skill 
Enhancement

Judge Brown built on her longstand-
ing interest in jury matters while serv-
ing as a member and then chair of the 
9th Circuit Jury Instructions Com-
mittee from 2006-10, a member and 
then chair of the Jury Trial Improve-
ment Committee from 2011-15 (help-
ing to organize the Circuit’s first Jury 

Summit in 2014), and a member of 
the Judicial Conference U.S. Court 
Administration and Case Management 
Committee from 2013-19. She noted 
in a September 2019 interview that it 
was through this service “I came to 
appreciate that… we really needed to 
do a whole lot better to ensure that 
when a juror crossed the threshold into 
the courthouse, their time and service 
was respected not just in words, but in 
practice.” She emphasized the impor-
tance of working with jurors “to help 
minimize all those different impacts 
that they feel beyond the substantive 
challenges they face in deciding a case. 
If we could take away those unneces-
sary worries, like whether the judge 
will really recess the case at the end of 
the day at a promised time, then jurors 
would be less distracted and able to do 
a better job with their primary duty.”

U.S. Magistrate Judge Candy Dale of 
the District of Idaho recalls that Judge 
Brown’s leadership on the Jury Trial 
Improvement Committee “enhanced 
the communication that gets out there 
to the jury administrators and to the 
judges, so that now the judges and the 
jury administrators have access to rec-
ommendations for how to make that 
experience as positive as we can, keep-
ing it in compliance with the law, of 
course.... We made it known to all of 
the courts that jurors, after their ser-
vice on a trial that may be very emo-
tional (or more emotional than others, 
like for example a case involving child 
pornography), that the jurors can be 
entitled to some sort of counseling 
before they end their term. That’s tak-
ing care of the jurors and appreciating 
the fact that what they go through in 
a trial can be as highly emotional as 
it is for witnesses and the parties, and 
for that matter, the judge.”

“The most difficult of my career”
As noted, Judge Brown started in 

October 2013 the first of two terms 
of service with the Court Administra-
tion and Case Management Committee 

Judge Anna J. Brown
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(CACM) of the U.S. Judicial Confer-
ence. Current chair of the CACM 
Committee, Judge Audrey Fleissig 
of the Eastern District of Missouri, 
describes the broad range of the com-
mittee’s work as follows: “The CACM 
committee covers almost every aspect 
of case management and court opera-
tions within the federal system, from 
records management to jury issues, to 
technology to recommendations on 
how we handle our cases.”

The 2016 and 2017 Malheur trials 
especially drew on a range of skills 
Judge Brown developed throughout 
her career and were, for her CACM 
Committee colleagues, a real-time 
workshop for many of the case man-
agement issues they were charged to 
address. Judge Fleissig noted: “I know 
that we all found it incredible, but not 
surprising, to hear of her commitment, 
her display of integrity, and her cre-
ativity in dealing with one of the most 
high profile criminal cases that we 
saw in the federal system these past 
few years ....She handled that with the 
whole world watching, which is not 
an easy thing to do.” Judge Kimberly 
Frankel agrees: “Whatever it is that 
[Judge Brown] is having to deal with 
is what her passion is. Getting this case 
through, getting it right. She will not 
scatter herself... she really bores in.”

The Malheur t r ia ls cer tain ly 
involved a range of unique features 
not seen before in the District of 
Oregon. Because the issues surround-
ing the armed occupation were hotly 
contested and received tremendous 
publicity, it was an unprecedented 
challenge for Judge Brown, the court’s 
jury administrator, and all trial coun-
sel to find enough potential jurors who 
hadn’t already formed opinions about 
the case. Judge Brown worked with 
counsel and the jury administrator to 
develop a series of multiple screening 
questionnaires for more than 1500 
potential jurors to complete and for 
court and counsel to consider before 
bringing any jurors to the courthouse 

for a voir dire process to seat 12 jurors 
and 8 alternates.

Moreover, 26 defendants all ini-
tially wanted a “speedy trial” and at 
the same time. With so many people 
to accommodate, a courtroom was 
remodeled to expand the well so that 
each party had enough space to sit 
with their trial team. In turn, there 
was much less space for the public 
to attend and observe in person. An 
“overflow” courtroom was created 
with a live video feed so that the public 
and press could observe in real time 
what was going on in the courtroom 
where proceedings were taking place.

Once a jury was impaneled, a par-
tial-sequestration plan was developed 
that kept jurors’ identities “anony-
mous” to insulate them from outside 
contacts and that included a transpor-
tation plan to drive jurors into and out 
of the courthouse in a manner that 
would protect them from unnecessary 
exposure to ongoing protests outside 
the front of the courthouse. Through 
it all, Judge Brown recalls, “There 
were countless issues around the law 
that applied to the underlying theories; 
there were almost-daily challenges to 
whether I had taken the proper oath 
when I first swore in as a federal judge 
and whether the court had any power 
over the defendants; there were issues 
of first impression being raised that 
never arose in other criminal cases; 

and providing a safe environment for 
all concerned posed many serious and 
unrelenting challenges. In sum, these 
trials were logistically and substan-
tively the most difficult of my career.”

The first Malheur conspiracy trial 
lasted from September 7 to October 
27, 2016. The seven defendants were 
acquitted. Four more defendants went 
to jury trial in 2017, but they were all 
convicted (and their appeals remain 
pending). Although the government 
dismissed charges against one defen-
dant, the remaining 14 defendants pled 
guilty to various charges.

Senior Status and Ongoing Service
Judge Brown assumed Senior Status 

as a U.S. District Judge on July 27, 
2017 and continues with substantial 
judicial service. In October 2017, in a 
ceremony at the U.S. Supreme Court, 
she was recognized as the 2017 recipi-
ent of the American Inns of Court 
Professionalism Award for the Ninth 
Circuit. On May 19, 2018, Lewis & 
Clark Law School awarded her an hon-
orary Doctor of Laws degree in “rec-
ognition of her distinguished service 
to the People of Oregon.” In March 
2019, the Oregon State Bar Litiga-
tion Section honored Judge Brown 
with its Owen M. Panner Profession-
alism Award. In May 2019, her judi-
cial portrait was unveiled along with 
an additional panel of photos that 
she requested. It shows her judicial 
lineage as the first woman to follow 
the six previous judges who served in 
Judicial Position No. 2. Judge Brown 
inspired the formation of Oregon 
Women Judges, a collaboration with 
other volunteers seeking to preserve the 
history of Oregon women who have 
served in the state or federal judiciary. 
She is the first judge in the District of 
Oregon (that we know of) who knits 
for other judges.

The U.S. District Court of Oregon 
Historical Society thanks Judge Anna 
J. Brown for all the ways she creates 
and preserves history.

Judge Marco Hernández and Judge 
Anna J. Brown enjoy a laugh at 
2019 LSA presentation. Photo by 
Owen Schmidt.
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