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SUMMARY

The Oklahoma Supreme Court considered consolidated appeals concerning whether the Oklahoma

County Public Defender had standing to challenge attorney-fee and expense awards in adoption

proceedings. The court held that the Public Defender was not an aggrieved party because the orders

imposed no burden or obligation on it and did not affect its substantial rights. The court dismissed the

appeals and denied the request for superintending control.
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The Oklahoma County Public Defender appealed orders approving
compensation and expenses for counsel for adoptive parents in
adoption proceedings. The Public Defender argued that the awards
improperly included compensation based on flat-fee contracts and
nonlegal administrative expenses and alternatively sought

superintending review.

The court reviewed whether the Public Defender was an aggrieved
person with statutory standing to appeal and whether the

circumstances warranted the exercise of superintending control.
Published opinion; precedential

Oklahoma County Public Defender v. Adoptive Parents, Birth Mother

adoption  standing  appellate procedure  statutory interpretation  family law procedure



PRACTICE AREAS

Family law  Adoption  Appellate procedure Standing  Statutory interpretation

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Oklahoma County Public Defender had standing as an aggrieved person to appeal orders

approving adoption-related costs and expenses.

2. Whether the Supreme Court of Oklahoma should exercise superintending control to review the adoption-

cost orders despite the Public Defender's lack of appellate standing.

HOLDINGS

1. The Public Defender lacked standing because the challenged orders did not impose a burden or

obligation on it and had no binding effect on any of its rights, interests, person, or property.

2. The court declined to exercise superintending control because the Public Defender sought review of
issues that were not presented by an actual controversy and the record did not show harm to the children
or the public interest.

3. The Public Defender's conclusion, reached while acting as a special master, was not binding on the

appointing courts.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“One cannot appeal from a decision, however erroneous, which does not affect one's substantial rights.” (9 6)

“We do not sit to decide hypothetical issues or to give advisory opinions about issues not yet in controversy.”

7)
FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The district courts appointed the Oklahoma County Public Defender to assist in reviewing applications for
adoption costs and expenses. The Public Defender objected to awards that included amounts based on flat-fee
attorney contracts and nonlegal administrative expenses, asserting that the awards exceeded the costs authorized
by Oklahoma adoption statutes. The challenged orders did not impose any burden or obligation on the Public

Defender or affect the Public Defender's rights, interests, person, or property.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The district court appointed the Public Defender to assist in reviewing applications for adoption costs and
expenses pursuant to an administrative order. After the trial courts approved the challenged compensation
awards, the Public Defender appealed. The Supreme Court of Oklahoma consolidated the companion appeals,

dismissed them for lack of standing, and denied the alternative request for superintending control.
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