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i
QUESTION PRESENTED

Whether this Court should revisit its rulings in
Williams v. Lee, 358 U.S. 217 (1959), and Montana v.
United States, 450 U.S. 544 (1981}, that American
Indian tribal courts may adjudicate claims arising
out of on-reservation commercial dealings between
tribal members and nonmembers?



i
CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT

Respondent Long Family Land and Catile
Company, Inc., states that it is not a publicly held
company and does not have any parent corporations.
Respondent further states that no publiely held
company owns ten percent (10%) or more of ifs stock.
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