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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California grants the Kletsel Dehe Wintun
Nation of the Cortina Rancheria’s unopposed motion to intervene as of right under Federal Rule of
Civil Procedure 24(a)(2). The court finds that the Tribe has a timely and legally protectable interest in
the lease at issue and that existing parties may not adequately represent that interest, and orders the
Tribe to file its proposed answer within 14 days.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE The Kletsel Dehe Wintun Nation of the Cortina Rancheria moved to
intervene as of right in the plaintiff's action challenging the federal
government's termination of a lease. The motion was unopposed.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court applied the requirements for intervention as of right under
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 24(a)(2), requiring a timely motion,
an interest relating to the property or transaction, potential impairment
of that interest, and inadequate representation by existing parties.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Tribe satisfied the requirements for intervention as of right under Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 24(a)(2).

2. Whether the Tribe's motion to intervene was timely.

3. Whether the Tribe had a sufficient interest in the lease, whether disposition of the action could impair
that interest, and whether existing parties adequately represented it.

HOLDINGS

1. The Tribe's motion to intervene was timely because it was filed before the court had heard any
dispositive motions.

2. The Tribe had the type of interest contemplated by Rule 24(a)(2) because evidence showed that it was
the plaintiff's counterparty in the lease at issue.

3. If the Tribe did not intervene, disposition of the action could impair its interest in the lease.

4. The existing parties did not adequately represent the Tribe's interest because the federal government did
not share the Tribe's reasons for defending the lease.

5. The requirements for intervention under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 24(a)(2) were satisfied, and the
Tribe's motion to intervene was granted.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 24(a)(2), the court must grant a timely motion to intervene as a
matter of right where the movant “claims an interest relating to the property or transaction that is the subject
of the action and is so situated that disposing of the action may as a practical matter impair or impede the
movant’s ability to protect its interest, unless existing parties adequately represent that interest.”” (at 1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Cortina Integrated Waste Management, Inc. alleged that federal government defendants unlawfully terminated its
lease. The Kletsel Dehe Wintun Nation of the Cortina Rancheria was the counterparty to the lease and asserted
that its interests could be impaired by the disposition of the action and might not be adequately protected by the
federal defendants.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Cortina Integrated Waste Management, Inc. filed an action for declaratory and equitable relief against federal
government defendants, alleging that they unlawfully terminated its lease. The Tribe moved to intervene before
the court heard any dispositive motions, and the court granted intervention under Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 24(a)(2), directing the Tribe to file its proposed answer within 14 days.

DISPOSITION

other



REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The Tribe was ordered to file its proposed answer on the court's docket within 14 days.
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