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SUMMARY

The North Dakota Supreme Court affirmed a disorderly conduct restraining order against Terica
Holmes. The court summarily affirmed under N.D.R.App.P. 35.1(a)(8) because Holmes's self-
represented appellate brief failed to satisfy minimum requirements, including providing a statement of
facts, a standard of review, and record citations.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the appeal should be summarily affirmed because Holmes's brief failed to comply with the
minimum requirements for an appellate brief.

2. Whether Holmes's constitutional and hearsay challenges to the disorderly conduct restraining order
warranted relief.

HOLDINGS

1. An appeal may be summarily affirmed under N.D.R.App.P. 35.1(a)(8) when the appellant's brief does
not meet the minimum requirements established by N.D.R.App.P. 28(b), including requirements
concerning the statement of facts, standard of review, and record citations showing issue preservation.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We summarily affirm under N.D.R.App.P. 35.1(a)(8) because Holmes’s brief does not meet the minimum
requirements.” (¶1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The case concerns a disorderly conduct restraining order against Terica Holmes. Holmes challenged the order as
retaliatory and malicious and argued that it rested on untrue hearsay, but she did not provide a statement of facts,
identify a standard of review, or cite the record to show preservation of the issues.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The district court entered a disorderly conduct restraining order. Terica Holmes appealed, asserting constitutional
violations and reliance on untrue hearsay; the North Dakota Supreme Court summarily affirmed because her
appellate brief failed to satisfy minimum briefing requirements.
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