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SUMMARY

The Montana Supreme Court affirmed Joel Boniek’s convictions for obstructing a peace officer,
resisting arrest, and fleeing or eluding a peace officer. The court rejected his challenges concerning
evidentiary limits, jurisdiction, police authority, sufficiency of the evidence, probable cause,
sentencing, and due process. The opinion is a noncitable memorandum opinion issued under the
court’s internal operating rules.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Justice Court abused its discretion by granting the State's motion in limine and excluding
subjects Boniek sought to present to the jury.

2. Whether the Justice Court abused its discretion by denying Boniek's pretrial filings, including his
petition for a writ of quo warranto, for failure to cite relevant authority.

3. Whether Montana courts lacked personal or subject-matter jurisdiction over Boniek and the charged
offenses.

4. Whether Boniek's property rights justified his refusal to obey law-enforcement commands and whether
the statute empowering the fire chief was unconstitutional.

5. Whether the deputy county attorney lacked authority because of alleged credential or vacancy defects.

6. Whether sufficient evidence supported the convictions.

7. Whether officers had particularized suspicion to conduct the traffic stop and probable cause to arrest
Boniek.

8. Whether the Justice Court's subsequent sentencing and the District Court's corrective order were proper.

9. Whether Boniek was denied due process.

10. Whether the delayed entry of the written judgment rendered the sentence illegal.

HOLDINGS

1. The Justice Court did not abuse its discretion by granting the State's motion in limine to exclude
irrelevant or potentially confusing subjects from trial.

2. The court will not develop legal research or analysis for a party who fails to cite relevant authority
supporting the requested relief.

3. Montana state courts had personal and subject-matter jurisdiction over Boniek and the charged offenses.

4. Sufficient evidence supported the jury's convictions because a reasonable jury could find the elements of
Boniek's crimes beyond a reasonable doubt.

5. The officers had particularized suspicion to justify the traffic stop, and that suspicion ripened into
probable cause to arrest Boniek.

6. The District Court properly corrected the Justice Court's erroneous subsequent sentence because it
conflicted with the sentence orally pronounced at trial.

7. The delay in entering the written judgment did not render Boniek's sentence illegal or require reversal
because it did not affect his substantial rights or prevent a timely appeal.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“this case is decided by memorandum opinion and shall not be cited and does not serve as precedent.” (¶ 1)



“The Justice Court and District Court did not abuse their discretion, and the legal issues of this case are
controlled by settled Montana law, which the Justice Court and District Court correctly interpreted.” (¶ 20)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

During an emergency roadblock established because of an active wildfire, Boniek drove backward on Highway
89 and entered Caledonia Road from private property rather than stopping. After a trooper observed Boniek
fishtail and speed on the gravel road, Boniek continued driving despite activated lights and siren, evaded an
officer's blocking vehicle, and was eventually stopped by another deputy. Boniek failed to comply with
commands to show his hands and place them behind his back, resisted being handcuffed, and reached toward
what appeared to be a holster; officers then subdued him and removed a loaded .45 Colt Derringer from his hip.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A Park County Justice Court jury convicted Boniek of obstructing a peace officer, resisting arrest, and fleeing or
eluding a peace officer. The Justice Court imposed fines and a suspended jail sentence followed by probation.
Boniek raised numerous issues in the Sixth Judicial District Court, which affirmed the convictions. He then
appealed to the Montana Supreme Court, which affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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