
 
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  

FOR THE DISTRICT OF UTAH 
 

 
LYNN D. BECKER,  
 
  Plaintiff,  
 
         v. 
 
UTE INDIAN TRIBE OF THE 
UINTAH AND OURAY 
RESERVATION, et al., 
 
                       Defendants. 
 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE  
  
  

Case Nos. 2:16-cv-579 
                  2:16-cv-958 

 
 

Judge Clark Waddoups 

 
The parties in this matter came before the court on August 31, 2020, for a hearing 

(the “Hearing”) on the Tribe’s Motion to Quash (ECF No. 206) (the “Motion”).  The Tribe 

asks the court to quash a third-party subpoena duces tecum (the “Subpoena”) that Mr. 

Becker served on Snow Christensen & Martineau.  The Subpoena seeks information and 

documents regarding Mr. Becker and documents related to or arising out of a pending 

arbitration between the Tribe and John Jurrius (the “Arbitration”).  The Tribe argues that 

the Subpoena should be quashed because it exceeds the scope of this court’s authority 

under the Tenth Circuit’s remand in this matter and because the information it seeks is 

confidential and unrelated to matters before this court on remand.  In response, Mr. Becker 

argues that the Arbitration was initiated in retaliation for Mr. Jurrius testifying at the 

January 7, 2020 evidentiary hearing in this matter, that it is intended to intimidate and 

influence Mr. Jurrius from testifying in future proceedings in this matter, and that the 

information requested in the Subpoena is necessary to establish that the Tribe is abusing 

the judicial process.  See e.g., Equal Employment Opportunity Comm'n v. Locals 14 & 15, 
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Int'l Union of Operating Engineers, 438 F. Supp. 876, 879 (S.D.N.Y. 1977).  Mr. Jurrius 

has echoed Mr. Becker’s allegation that the Arbitration is retaliatory and has requested that 

the court enter a protective order addressing the Tribe’s actions (ECF No. 214).  (See ECF 

No. 217 at 12:6–18).  

At the Hearing, after it heard from The Tribe, Mr. Becker, and counsel for Mr. 

Jurrius, the court concluded that it lacked sufficient information to be able to rule on the 

Tribe’s Motion, determining that it cannot resolve whether the Subpoena is relevant to the 

conduct in this case without knowing what the claims in the Arbitration are.  (ECF No. 217 

at 12:19–13:16).  The Tribe thus agreed to provide to the court, for its in camera review, 

documents that detailed the claims upon which the Arbitration is centered.  The court 

reserved ruling on the Tribe’s Motion, as well as a Motion for Protective Order filed by 

Mr. Jurrius (ECF No. 214), until it was able to conduct its in camera review and determine 

how this matter should proceed.  The Tribe subsequently sent to the court, via email, 

documents to allow it to perform that in camera review.1  The court has conducted its in 

camera review of the documents submitted by the Tribe and HEREBY ENTERS the 

following ORDERS TO SHOW CAUSE: 

1. After reviewing the documents that the Tribe sent to the court via email, the 

court finds that they do not meet the requirements of the court’s Local Rules to 

be filed under seal and therefore believes that they should be made available to 

the public.  See DUCivR 5-3.  The Tribe is HEREBY ORDERED TO, 

WITHIN FOURTEEN (14) DAYS OF THE ENTRY OF THIS ORDER, 

 
     1  Mr. Jurrius also sent to the court, via email, a document relevant to the Arbitration.  The Tribe has 
filed an objection to Mr. Jurrius’s submission.  (ECF No. 219).  Because the court did not rely on Mr. 
Jurrius’s submission in crafting this order, it need not resolve this objection at this time.  
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SHOW CAUSE why the three documents it sent to the court via email should 

not be filed on the docket in this case and made accessible to all parties and the 

public.  Mr. Becker and Mr. Jurrius shall thereafter have FOURTEEN (14) 

DAYS to respond to the Tribe’s filing.  Mr. Becker and Mr. Jurrius may submit 

any additional documentation and evidence they may believe would be relevant 

for the court to consider in addressing this Order to Show Cause.    

2. After reviewing the documents that the Tribe sent to the court via email, the 

court believes that they raise a serious question in support of Mr. Becker’s 

allegation that the tribe initiated the Arbitration against Mr. Jurrius in retaliation 

for him complying with a subpoena issued in this matter and/or testifying at the 

January 7, 2020 evidentiary hearing and in order to intimidate and deter him, 

and others, from offering future testimony that may be required to resolve this 

case.  It views such efforts “very dimly.”  (ECF No. 217 at 10:6–16).  As such, 

the Tribe is HEREBY ORDERED TO, WITHIN FOURTEEN (14) DAYS 

OF THE ENTRY OF THIS ORDER, SHOW CAUSE why sanctions should 

not be entered against it for abusing the judicial process and/or acting in bad-

faith.  Mr. Becker shall thereafter have FOURTEEN (14) DAYS to respond to 

the Tribe’s filing and is instructed to, in his response, present to the court what 

he believes an appropriate sanction against the Tribe should be.   
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After the court receives all briefing ordered herein, it shall review the same and 

notify the parties how it intends to proceed in this matter, including scheduling a hearing 

to address the issue of how the court should proceed on the Order to Show Cause and 

resolve the pending motions. 

 

DATED this 4th day of September, 2020.    

  

      BY THE COURT:  

           
      ____________________________ 
      Clark Waddoups  

       United States District Judge 
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