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MEMORANDUM [FN*

EN* This disposition is not appropriate for publication and may not be cited to
or by the courts of this circuit except as provided by 9th Cir.R. 36-3.

*x1 Defendants-Appellants, residents of the Havasu Landing Resort mobile home park, appeal



the district court's order of ejectment. We affirm.

Defendants do not dispute that the land in question is owned by the federal government. It is
also undisputed that the plaintiffs have no current lease. The record is void of any indication that
defendants have any possessory interest in the land.

Defendants contend that the tribe was forever divested of beneficial ownership of the land in
1941. A tenant in possession, however, is estopped from contesting the landlord's title in an
ejectment action. See Restatement (Second) of Property (Landlord and Tenant) § 4.3 cmt.b
(1976). Moreover, it is undisputed that the United States has title, whether or not it is held in
trust for the tribe.

The district court's ejectment order was proper.

AFFIRMED.
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