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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of California denied a motion by individuals
claiming membership in the historic Table Mountain Band of Indians to enforce or modify a 1983
stipulated judgment. The court held that the movants were not parties or members of the certified
classes, that the motion was untimely under 28 U.S.C. § 2401(a), and that the court lacked jurisdiction,
including ancillary jurisdiction, to grant the requested relief. The motion was denied without leave to
amend.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Individual movants who were not parties to, and were not members of
the certified classes in, a 1983 stipulated judgment moved under
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 60(b)(6) for an order to show cause
and to enforce that judgment against federal officials concerning tribal
recognition and governance.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court evaluated timeliness under 28 U.S.C. § 2401(a), the
reasonable-time and extraordinary-circumstances requirements of Rule
60(b)(6), and the existence of ancillary or other federal jurisdiction to
enforce the stipulated judgment.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the movants' Rule 60(b)(6) motion to enforce the 1983 stipulated judgment was barred by the
six-year limitations period in 28 U.S.C. § 2401(a).

2. Whether the movants' invocation of 5 U.S.C. § 706(1) avoided the limitations problem despite the
absence of an underlying Administrative Procedure Act claim.

3. Whether the court retained ancillary jurisdiction to enforce the 1983 stipulated judgment more than forty
years after entry, despite the judgment's one-year retention-of-jurisdiction provision and the movants'
nonparty status.

4. Whether Rule 60(b)(6) supplied jurisdiction or otherwise authorized the requested enforcement relief.

5. Whether the motion was brought within a reasonable time and whether extraordinary circumstances
justified relief under Rule 60(b)(6).

HOLDINGS

1. The motion was untimely because the movants filed it more than six years after they knew or reasonably
should have known of the alleged injury, and they offered no credible basis for extending the limitations
period.

2. The movants could not use the potential treatment of some APA § 706(1) failure-to-act claims to avoid
the limitations bar because they had not asserted an underlying APA claim.

3. The court lacked ancillary jurisdiction to enforce the 1983 stipulated judgment because the judgment's
one-year retention-of-jurisdiction period had expired, and the movants were not parties to or members of
the certified classes.

4. Rule 60(b)(6) did not authorize the requested enforcement relief, and in any event the motion was not
brought within a reasonable time or supported by extraordinary circumstances.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The court lacks jurisdiction and the request is untimely. The motion is DENIED without leave to amend.” (at
1)

“The fact that Watt was a federal lawsuit does not establish jurisdiction over an action to enforce the terms of
its settlement.” (at 11)

“The Motion is untimely. If it were not, this court would not have jurisdiction to grant the relief that the
Movants seek.” (at 15)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



The Table Mountain Rancheria was established on land purchased by the United States in 1916 and held in trust
for the Table Mountain Band of Indians. Following the California Rancheria Act of 1958 and a 1959 distribution
of rancheria assets, the federal government terminated the rancheria's trust status and the Indian status of
residents who received assets. In 1983, a stipulated judgment restored Indian status for specified distributees and
their successors, required federal recognition of the Table Mountain Band of Indians, and addressed restoration
of land to federal trust status. The movants, who claimed descent from Gloria Walker but were not parties or
members of the judgment's certified classes, alleged that the BIA improperly limited recognition and tribal
governance to distributees and their dependents.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

In 1983, the court entered a stipulated judgment in Table Mountain Rancheria Association, et al. v. James Watt,
Secretary of the Interior, et al., requiring restoration of Indian status for specified distributees and related relief
concerning recognition of the Table Mountain Band of Indians. More than forty-one years later, the movants
filed the present motion, asserting that the Bureau of Indian Affairs had failed to comply with the judgment by
recognizing and conducting relations with a broader historic tribal entity. The court denied the motion without
leave to amend, holding that it was untimely and that the court lacked jurisdiction to grant the requested relief.
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