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MISSISSIPPI BAND OF CHOCTAW INDLANS APPELLEE
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This matter i3 presented 1o this Court on behalf of the Appellant asserting miseonduct by
the presiding Judge and/or the Bailiff. Apparently, this Court docs not have the availabiliyy of a
Tonscript. Appellaut contends no Tecord is needed as the alleged astions took place "off the
record.” Appellant argues thara recard showld ba 3 precedent to avuling by this Courr,

The Tribe has adopted jis Criminal Rules of Procedure, Rule 23, which ig gelf-
explanatory, is controlling, It sets forth 2 pase-tria) procedure thar would insure a record if timely
made. Appellant did not avaj] himselffhis avenue according to the documents presented to this
Court. Rather, Appellant sought relief direetly from this Cougt.

i This Court does presumo the Lower Court's actions angd rulings are impartially and
lawfully rendered withoue identifisble relevant evidenae to the contrary.

In this case, there is no relevant evideuce or o post trial record with irs correspanding
ruling for this Cougt o rcvie\\}. ﬁze Criminal Rules were established to eliminate the very debate
thar these parries are now baving o litigate. The unresorded recollections, lacks the verifiable

SO ORDERED on this_ €S qay of August 2012,




