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BENJAMIN B. WAGNER      
United States Attorney 
SYLVIA QUAST 
Assistant United States Attorney 
501 I Street, Suite 10-100 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
Telephone:  (916) 554-2740 
Facsimile:    (916) 554-2900 
Sylvia.Quast@usdoj.gov 
 
Attorneys for the Federal Defendants 
 
 
 
 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 

ALTURAS INDIAN RANCHERIA, 
 
                   Plaintiff, 
 
   v. 
 
KENNETH SALAZAR, et al., 
 
                         Defendants. 
 
 

 
 

CASE NO.  2:10-cv-01997-LKK-EFB 
 
 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING 
ON PLAINTIFF’S MOTION 
TO ENFORCE JUDGMENT 
 
 
Date: November 18, 2013 
Time: 10:00 a.m. 
Ctrm: 4, 15th Floor 
Judge: Hon. Lawrence K. Karlton  

 
 

 It has recently come to the attention of counsel for the Federal Defendants that plaintiff 

Alturas Indian Rancheria appears to be a member of the class certified by the District Court in 

Ramah Navajo Chapter v. Jewell, Case No. 1:90-cv-957-LH-KBM (D.N.M.), which includes 

those Indian tribes and organizations who have contracted with the Secretary of the Interior 

under the Indian Self-Determination and Education Assistance Act (“ISDEAA”).  This case is 

the same case as Salazar v. Ramah Navajo Chapter, 132 S. Ct. 2181 (2012), cited in the parties’ 

briefs, which concerns payment of contract support costs pursuant to the ISDA and the Contract 

Disputes Act.  Counsel for the class in that case is Michael P. Gross of Santa Fe, NM.  
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Accordingly, unless the Tribe can show that it has opted out of the Ramah class, the Tribe should 

not be allowed to pursue its claim for contract support costs under its ISDEAA contracts here.  

 

Dated:  November 7, 2013    Respectfully submitted, 
 

BENJAMIN B. WAGNER 
United States Attorney 

 
By: /s/    Sylvia Quast   

SYLVIA QUAST 
Assistant U.S. Attorney 

 

Case 2:10-cv-01997-LKK-EFB   Document 140   Filed 11/07/13   Page 2 of 2


