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BIBEAU V. s : =3 ﬁ MlNG V. U.S. — NOPE
COMMISSIONER — B = A = 7 - = = = =
NOPE S * S| APACHE STRONGHOLD V U S + "’c
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RELATED CASES — NOPE

SOUTH POINT ENERGY V. ARIZONA
DEPT. OF REVENUE — NOPE

SAULT TRIBE V. U.S. & STROBLE V.
— PETITION FILED OKLAHOMA TAX

COMMISSION —
PETITION FILED

TURTLE MOUNTAIN V. HOWE
— PETITION FILED

* TRIBAL COURT CASES DENIED — SEE NEXT PAGE
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] [RIBAL COURTS IN THE FEDERAL COURTS

LEXINGTON INS. CO. V. SUQUAMISH & LEXINGTON IS. CO.
(CA9) V. MUELLER (CABAZON) (CA9) — MONTANA 1 COVID

INSURANCE CLAIMS — CERT. DENIED
i — " “‘ W .

PARKER V.
HALFTOWN
(N.D.N.Y.) — ICRA
HABEAS, ‘“TOTAL
BANISHMENT”

8 GUARDIANSHIP OF
K.D.B. (OKLA.S.CT.)
—ICWA TRIBAL |
COURT TRANSFER

KUMAR V.
SCHILDT

METROPOLITAN LIFE
INSURANCE CO. V.
(D.MONT.) — MUNDAHL (D.S.D.) — NO
MONTANA 1, ERISA JURISDICTION

BUSINESS T : = . o
TIX V. TIX (CAS8,
WPX ENERGY V. JONES

PENDING) —
(CA8, PENDING) — .
MONTANA 1, RIGHT OF WAY
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47 THh

ACT, "FOREVER BARRED : ﬁ
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i, |LD.F. V. HOWARD BROS* —
L Wt . WMONTANA 2, LAND USE _
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EASTERN SHOSHONE & NORTHERN
JARAPAHO V. MERIT ENERGYx —
ARBITRATlON FORUM SELECTION CLAUSE
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HAZELTON V. LEECH LAKE OJIBWE — RIGHT | A{STONE V. LITTLE RIVER
: o|= WAY OVER NONMEMBER ND & = TRIBAL COUNCIL — TRIBAL
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1[RIBAL LAW SCHOLARSHIP

STARK, TRIBAL
SOVEREIGN
IMMUNITY:
ABSOLUTE
AUTHORITY OR

STARK, THE UTMOST » / ACCOUNTABILITY
RIGHTS AND INTEREST ' (SSRN 2025)

OF THE INDIANS: TRIBAL

LAW INTERPRETATIONS
OF THE INDIAN FAY, COURTS OF INDIAN

CIVIL RIGHTS ACT, 30 OFFENSES, COURTS OF
TEX. J. CIV. LIB. & CIV. INDIAN RESISTANCE, 124

RTS. 270 (2025). MICH. L. REV. (2026)

A ™\

BEATY, TRIBAL RECENT CASES —

EMINENT DOMAIN: LEXINGTON V.
SOVEREIGNTY SUQUAMISH, 138 HARVY.

GAPS AND L. REV. 1689 (2025) -
POLICY WRITTEN BY KIERAN

SOLUTIONS, 55 MURPHY
N.M. L. REV. 37 A /A \i’
(2025) KIRGIS, ARBITRATING WITH INDIAN
TRIBES: SEPARABILITY, TRIBAL
SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY, AND
EXHAUSTION OF TRIBAL REMEDIES
CHRISTENSEN, ’
55 N.M. L. REV. 295 (2025)
TRIBAL JUDICIAL W -/
FOWER, S0. CAL L. FLETCHER, AGAINST
REV. (2026) =K,
GENERALIST JUDGES, 77 STAN.

P |L REV. ONLINE 101 (2025)
STEPHEN, NAVIGATING TRIBAL ”

LAW RESEARCH, WASH. ST. B.J., [ FLETCHER, A.l. AND TRIBAL COURT |
“|JUNE 12, 2025 - |PRACTICE, 48 AM. J. TRIAL

PRACTICE 363 (2025)
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TRIBAL LAW.




	TT Live 2025 - 1
	TT Live 2025 - 2
	TT Live 2025 - 3
	TT Live 2025 - 4
	TT Live 2025 - 5
	TT Live 2025 - 6

