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FORT PECK COURT OF APPEALS 
ASSINIBOINE AND SIOUX TRIBES 

FORT PECK INDIAN RESERVATION 
POPLAR, MONTANA 

*****************************

lone Headdress, 
          Plaintiff/Appellant 
 
vs. 

 
Annette Boxer, et. al.  
          Defendant/Appellee

Appeal No. 247

***************** 
OPINION 

*****************

    COMES NOW the Fort Peck Tribal Court of Appeals on its own and issues the following opinion. It is 
the finding of this Court that the underlying action arose as a result of the Tribal Court denying lone 
Headdress’s petition for a continued restraining order against Annette Boxer. The underlying facts 
supporting the initial temporary restraining order alleged that Annette Boxer assaulted or threatened 
assault on members of lone Headdress’s family said actions occurred outside of the exterior 
boundaries of the Fort Peck Indian Reservation.

    It is the finding of this court that no valid issue of law exists. The Tribal Court had subject matter and 
personal jurisdiction over the parties herein.

    This Court shall not overrule the Tribal Courts decisions based on substantial evidence. Here, the 
appellant fails to present evidence rejected or denied by the Tribal Court in making its decision; and for 
such reason this court cannot hold that the Tribal Court abused its discretion in denying lone 
Headdress petition for continued restraint.

    NOWTHEREFORE it is the opinion of this court that the lower court decision be AFFIRMED. 
 
    Dated this 5th day of September, 1997.

FORT PECK COURT OF APPEALS 
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BY ____________________________ 
Gary M. Beaudry, Chief Justice

 

http://www.fptc.org/Appellate%20Opinions/247.htm (2 of 2) [12/4/2008 1:57:07 PM]


	fptc.org
	Headdress-vs-Boxer et al


