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- On January 28, 1999, the Honorable Joan Greendeer-Lee rendered a Judgment dismissing

the Appéflants’ action with prejudice. On February 25, 1999, the Appellants attempted to file a
Notice of Jippeal with the Ho-Chunk Nation Supreme Court’s Clerk of Court. On Februzy 26,
1999, the Clerk of Court, Willa RedCloud, sent a Noﬁce of Deficiency to the attomey for the
Appellants, Mr. Michasl T. Fitzpatrick. The notice informed Me. Fitzpatrick that he had failed to
enclose the $35.00 filing fee as required by the Ho-Chunk Nation Rules of Appellate Procedure.
In addition, Mt. Fitzpatrick had failed to register for membership in the Ho-Chunk Nation Bar
Associatidﬁ as had been previously requested of him.! |

On March 3, 1999, the Defendant/Appellee filed a Notice of Opposition 1o Notice of
Appeal and Defendant’s Memorandum in Opposition to the Appeal. On March 11, 1999, the
Appeliants attempted to cure the deficiency by submitting the filing fes. Mr, Fitzpatrick enclosed
a letter dated March 3, 1999 which stated that since he had been allowed to appear in the trial
court matier pro hac vice, that he was under the belief that he would he allowed to appear as such
on appeal. |

On March 17, 1999, this Court considered the matter by telephonic hearing. Based upon
the Notice of Appeal, the Notice of Opposition to Notice of Appeal, Defendant’s Memorandum
in Opposition to the Appeal, the Clerk of Court’s records and the file on this ﬁaﬂm. the full
Court DENYS the Notice of Appeal of Leigh Stephen, et al. for the foregoing reasons.

10n August 7, 1998, Ms. RedCloud had sent Mr. Fitzpatrick an HCN Bar Admissions packet

which inciuded the HCN Rules of Admission to Practice, the HCN Rule of Appellate Procedure
and other applicable rules and information.
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Constitution, Axtiele V11, Section 7, subsection (%), adopted in 1994, The Ho-Chunk Natiop
SupremaCourtrequires ﬂ:atattomeysanﬂlayadvocamwhoregmarlyappearinthe court sjsm

' thirurcalmdarda%saﬁsrthejudgmmtmoﬂcrwrendmd“mgethde; a filing fes of

thirty-five ($35. U.8.)” Clearly, the filing fee must be paid with the filing of the Notice of
Appeal. |
Increaﬁngthenﬂes.thisCourtmsawamﬂ:atinsomeinmnmitmaynotbcpossibleto
inchude the filing foe with the Notice of Appeal. However, in such instances, Ruls 8, Section b
allows for & Motion for a Fee Waiver to be fited with the Chief Justice of the Supreme Cougt,

that they “must accompany the Notice of Appeal.” In this instance, neither the filing fee or the

2The Justices of the HCN Supreme Court are one-quarter time positions. The HCN Supreme
Court’s Clerk of Court is a full-time employee who is available during the work hours for

_ broviding assistance 1o Darties,
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fee waiver request was filed with the Notice of Appeal. The Plaintiffs/Appellants have not
adhered to por followed the Ho-Chunk Netion Rules of Appellate Procedure in seeking this
appeal. This COI_.ll'l:,:deSpitB its infancy, TSt require those who come into our court system to
follow our rules and requirements. Therefore, the Nbﬁce of Appeal is DENIED, The Bling foe
enclosed with a letter dated March 3, 1959 shall be retumed to the attorney for the

 Plaitiffo/Appellants 3

EGI HESHKEKJENET. IT 1S S0 ORDERED,
Per Curiam. Dated this 23nd day of March 1999,

Hon, Mary % é Huntter, Chief Justice _

Ho-Chunk Nation Supreme Court

3Thacheokforthes3's.ooﬁungfeawasdmdmmh9. 1999 and was dats stamped as received

-on March 1, 1999, AuofthesedataqmmaﬁertheﬁnaldateforpmperﬁlhgwithintthCN

Rules of Appellate Procedure.



