
No. 21-8050 
 
 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE TENTH CIRCUIT 

 
 
 

CROW TRIBE OF INDIANS, et al. 
 

Appellants, 
 

v. 
 

Chuck REPSIS, et al., 
 

Appellees. 
 
 

Appeal from the U.S. District Court for the District of Wyoming,  
Case No. 1:92-cv-01002-ABJ (Hon. Alan B. Johnson) 

 
 

PLAINTIFF’S/APPELLANT’S OPENING BRIEF 
 

ORAL ARGUMENT REQUESTED 
 
 

Daniel D. Lewerenz 
NATIVE AMERICAN RIGHTS FUND 
1514 P St NW, Suite D 
Washington, DC 20005 
Phone: (202) 785-4166 
Fax: (202) 822-0068 
lewerenz@narf.org 
 
Wesley J. Furlong  
NATIVE AMERICAN RIGHTS FUND 
745 W. 4th Ave., Suite 502 
Anchorage, AK 99501 
Ph. (907) 276-0680 
Fax (907) 276-2466 
wfurlong@narf.org 
 
Counsel for Appellants 

Appellate Case: 21-8050     Document: 010110582594     Date Filed: 09/27/2021     Page: 1 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


i 
 

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT 
 

 Appellant, the Crow Tribe of Indians, is a Federally recognized 

Indian Tribe.  Indian Entities Recognized by and Eligible to Receive 

Services From the United States Bureau of Indian Affairs, 86 Fed. Reg. 

7554, 7555 (Jan. 29, 2021).  Because Appellant is neither a 

“nongovernmental corporation,” Fed. R. App. P. 26.1, nor “formed as a 

limited liability company (LLC) partnership,” 10th Cir. R. 26.1(A), no 

corporate disclosure statement is required.  
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