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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

JOHN P. ANDERSON, in his official capacity asthe
Sheriff of Madera County, and individually,

Plaintiff,

)

)

)

)

|

v )
JACK DURAN, JR., in his purported official capacity )
as Judge of the Picayune Rancheria of the Chukchansi )
Indians Tribal Court; )
DONNA HOWARD, in her purported official capacity)
as Clerk of the Picayune Rancheria of the Chukchansi )
Indians Tribal Court; )
THE PICAYUNE RANCHERIA OF THE )
CHUKCHANSI INDIANS, afederally recognized )
Indian Tribe; )
CHUKCHANSI ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ;
AUTHORITY, awholly owned unincorporated entity )
of the Picayune Rancheria of the Chukchansi Indians; )
CHUKCHANSI INDIAN HOUSING AUTHORITY, )
awholly owned unincorporated entity of the Picayune )
Rancheria of the Chukchansi Indians; )
)

)

)

)

PROPOSED ORDER
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REGGIE LEWIS, in his purported official capacities )
as chairman of the Picayune Rancheria of the )
Chukchansi Indians; arepresentative of the )
Chukchansi Economic Development Authority; and a )
representative of the Chukchansi Indian Housing )
Authority; ;
CHANCE ALBERTA, in his purported official )
capacities as vice chairman of the Picayune Rancheria )
of the Chukchansi Indians; a representative of the
Chukchansi Economic Development Authority; and a )
representative of the Chukchansi Indian Housing )
Authority; )
CARL BUSHMAN, in his purported official capacities)
as a council member of the Picayune Rancheria of the )
Chukchansi Indians; arepresentative of the
Chukchansi Economic Development Authority; and a )
representative of the Chukchansi Indian Housing g
Authority; )
IRENE WALTZ, in her purported official capacities as)
acouncil member of the Picayune Rancheriaof the )
Chukchans Indians; arepresentative of the )
Chukchansi Economic Development Authority; and a )
representative of the Chukchansi Indian Housing )
Aduthority; )
LYNN CHENOT, in her purported official capacities )
as a council member of the Picayune Rancheria of the )
Chukchansi Indians; a representative of the )
Chukchansi Economic Development Authority; and a ;
representative of the Chukchans Indian Housing )
Authority; )
DAVID CASTILLO, in his purported official )
capacities as a council member of the Picayune )
Rancheria of the Chukchans Indians; arepresentative )
of the Chukchansi Economic Development Authority; )
and a representative of the Chukchansi Indian Housing)
Aduthority; and )
MELVIN ESPE, in his purported official capacities as )
acouncil member of the Picayune Rancheria of the
Chukchans Indians, a representative of the
Chukchansi Economic Development Authority; and a
representative of the Chukchans Indian Housing
Authority.

Defendants.
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This Court having received and considered the Stipulation of the Parties, and good cause
appearing therefore, hereby orders that the briefing schedule for Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary

Judgment and Defendants” Motion for Judgment on the Pleadingsis:

May 19, 2014 Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary Judgment;

May 19, 2014 Plaintiff’s Opposition to Defendants’ Motion for Judgment on the
Pleadings,

June 4, 2014 Plaintiff’s Reply to Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion for

Summary Judgment; and
June 4, 2014 Defendants’ Reply to Plaintiff’s Opposition to Defendants’ Motion for
Judgment on the Pleadings

IT ISSO ORDERED.

Dated this_22nd day of April, 2014.

United States District Court Judge
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