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Wes Williams Jr.

Nevada Bar #6864

Law Offices of Wes Williams Jr.

A Professional Corporation

3119 Lake Pasture Rd.

P.O. Box 100

Schurz, Nevada 89427

(775)773-2838
wwilliams@stanfordalumni.org

Attorney for the Walker River Paiute Tribe

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEVADA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
3:73-CV-00127-RCJ-WGC

Plaintiff, IN EQUITY NO. C-125-ECR
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE’S
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO
MOTIONS TO DISMISS FILED BY

)
)
)
)
WALKER RIVER PAIUTE TRIBE, )
)
)
% WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Plaintiff-Intervenor,

DISTRICT, NEVADA DEPARTMENT

S.
' OF WILDLIFE AND CIRCLE BAR N
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION RANCH
DISTRICT,

a corporation, et al.,

Defendants.

Pursuant to the Court’s order issued at a hearing held on November 4, 2013, Minutes of
Proceedings at 3 (Nov. 4, 2013) (Doc. 1958), the Walker River Paiute Tribe (“Tribe”), a
sovereign, federally recognized Indian tribe and Plaintiff-Intervenor in this matter, herein
responds to the following motions to dismiss and supporting memoranda: Walker River
Irrigation District’s Motion to Dismiss Claims of United States Based Upon State Law Pursuant
to Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(1) (Mar. 31, 2014) (Doc. 1981); Walker River Irrigation District’s

Points and Authorities in Support of Motion to Dismiss Claims of United States Based Upon
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State Law Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(1) (Mar. 31, 2014 (Doc. 1981-1) (“WRID Brief”);
Points and Authorities of Circle Bar N Ranch, LLC, et al. in Support of Its Joinder to Walker
River Irrigation District’s Motion to Dismiss Claims of United States Based Upon State Law
Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(1), and Supplemental Argument (Mar. 31, 2014) (Doc. 1983-1)
(“Circle Bar N Ranch Brief”); and Motion to Dismiss Concerning Threshold Jurisdictional
Issues (Mar. 31, 2014) (Doc. 1980) (“NDOW Brief”). The arguments presented in the motions to
dismiss provide no justification for any limitation on the Court’s exercise of the jurisdiction it
retained under the Decree (Apr. 14, 1936), as amended by Order for Entry of Amended Final
Decree to Conform to Writ of Mandate Etc. (Apr. 22, 1940) (“1936 Decree”). Well-settled
jurisprudence supports the conclusion that the Court has jurisdiction to consider and determine
the rights claimed by the Tribe and the United States on the Tribe’s behalf. This response is
supported by the Tribe’s points and authorities filed as an exhibit hereto.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 30" day of May 2014.

LAW OFFICES OF WES WILLIAMS JR., P.C.

By /s/ Wes Williams Jr.
Wes Williams Jr.
3119 Pasture Road
P.O. Box 100
Schurz, Nevada 89427
Attorney for Walker River Paiute Tribe




