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SUMMARY

A Ninth Circuit panel affirmed the district court's denial of the appellants' motion to vacate judgment.
The court held that the district court did not abuse its discretion under Rule 60(b) because the
appellants failed to establish any basis for relief. The court also declined to consider arguments raised
for the first time on appeal.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court abused its discretion in denying Appellants' motion to vacate the judgment
under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 60(b).

HOLDINGS

1. The district court did not abuse its discretion because Appellants failed to establish any basis for relief
under Rule 60(b).

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The district court did not did not abuse its discretion by denying appellants' motion to vacate because
appellants failed to establish any basis for relief.” (722)

“We do not consider arguments raised for the first time on appeal or matters not specifically and distinctly
raised and argued in the opening brief.” (722)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Appellants brought a diversity action against Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. and PNC Mortgage, Inc. concerning a
mortgage on their property. The district court dismissed the action. Appellants then moved to vacate the
dismissal, and the district court denied the motion.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Appellants filed a diversity action in district court alleging claims related to their mortgage. The district court
dismissed the action. Appellants moved to vacate the judgment under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 60(b). The
district court denied the motion, and Appellants appealed.
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