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SUMMARY

The Maine Supreme Judicial Court affirmed judgments for Jake M. White in a fishing-license
prosecution and related forfeiture proceeding. The court held that the evidence did not compel findings
that White lacked a valid Passamaquoddy tribal commercial lobster-fishing license or that the Tribe
failed to provide required notice to the Maine Department of Marine Resources.

CASE DETAILS

COURT Supreme Judicial Court of Maine

WRITING FOR THE COURT Saufley, C.J.; Mead, J.; Gorman, J.; Jabar, J.; Hjelm, J.; Humphrey, J.

JURISDICTION Maine

DECIDED November 28, 2017

DOCKET Han-17-73
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE The State appealed judgments entered after a consolidated jury-waived
trial in two cases: one judgment finding in favor of White on a
complaint for fishing without a valid license, and another denying the
State's petition to forfeit lobsters seized from White's boat.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Because the State bore the burden of proof at trial, it had to
demonstrate on appeal that the evidence compelled the trial court to
enter judgments in its favor. Because neither party requested additional
findings of fact, the appellate court inferred that the trial court made
the findings necessary to support its judgments.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the evidence compelled a finding that White did not possess a commercial lobster fishing
license issued by the Passamaquoddy Tribe.

2. Whether the evidence compelled a finding that the Passamaquoddy Tribe failed to file a copy of White's
tribal license with the Commissioner of the Maine Department of Marine Resources.

3. Whether the lobsters seized from White's boat were subject to forfeiture.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence did not compel the trial court to find that White lacked a commercial lobster fishing
license issued by the Passamaquoddy Tribe.

2. The certification stating that the Department of Marine Resources had no record of a license was
evidence of the stated information but did not conclusively establish that the Tribe failed to provide
proper notice.

3. The lobsters were not subject to forfeiture because the State failed to prove that White's fishing activity
was unlawful.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Because the burden of proof at trial rested on the State, the State must demonstrate here that the evidence
compelled the court to enter judgments in its favor.” (¶ 2)

“the certification is merely “evidence” that the information in it is correct; the statute does not provide that
certification conclusively establishes what it states.” (¶ 5)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

White possessed or presented evidence of a commercial lobster fishing license issued by the Passamaquoddy
Tribe. The State introduced a sworn certification stating that the Maine Department of Marine Resources had no
record of a license issued to White, but other evidence showed that the Tribe intended to notify the Department
of White's tribal license and that a tribal official told White he was permitted to fish before the alleged offense
date. The trial court found for White on the fishing-license charge and denied forfeiture of the lobsters seized
from his boat.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Hancock County Unified Criminal Docket entered judgments for White after a consolidated jury-waived
trial. The State appealed, arguing that the evidence did not support the judgments. The Supreme Judicial Court of
Maine affirmed both judgments.
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