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Mathisen v. Becker-Johner
No. 20230263

Per Curiam.

[11] Marvin Becker-Johner appeals from a district court order granting a
motion for summary judgment in favor of the Mathisens after he failed to
respond to the motion. Becker-Johner contends the court erred because he had
previously responded to similar motions and the judgment fails to adequately
define the easement’s boundaries. Becker-Johner’s appellate brief does not
include a legal argument, does not include any supporting authorities for his
assertions, fails to provide any reference to the evidentiary record, and does
not contain the minimum requirements provided in N.D.R.App.P. 28. See State
v. Noack, 2007 ND 82, 9 9, 732 N.W.2d 389 (“[A] brief must contain a statement
of the 1ssues presented for review; a statement of the facts and, where those
facts are disputed, references to the evidentiary record supporting the
appellant’s statement of the facts; and the appellant’s legal argument,

including the authorities on which the appellant relies.”). We summarily affirm
under N.D.R.App.P. 35.1(a)(8).

[12] dJon J. Jensen, C.dJ.
Daniel J. Crothers
Lisa Fair McEvers
Jerod E. Tufte
Douglas A. Bahr


https://1.next.westlaw.com/Link/Document/FullText?findType=L&pubNum=1007975&cite=NDRRAPR35.1&originatingDoc=I1f9ac2f0771811ed999fc90c74748420&refType=LQ&originationContext=document&transitionType=DocumentItem&ppcid=68a6b692afa24e42be88155738f85752&contextData=(sc.Keycite)
https://www.ndcourts.gov/legal-resources/rules/ndrappp/28
https://www.ndcourts.gov/legal-resources/rules/ndrappp/35-1
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