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The Honorable James K. Singleton, Senior United States District    ***

Judge for the District of Alaska, sitting by designation.

Before: O’SCANNLAIN and SILVERMAN, Circuit Judges, and SINGLETON  ,***   

Senior District Judge.

Joyce R. Hellgren appeals the district court’s dismissal of her class action

complaint, filed on June 30, 2006 and on behalf of Delight F. Robles and others

similarly situated.  The district court granted Providential’s motion for judgment

on the pleadings and held that all of Hellgren’s causes of action are barred by the

applicable statutes of limitations.  We have jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §

1291 and we affirm.

Hellgren’s claims are subject to California’s three- and four-year statutes of

limitations.  See Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code § 17208; Cal. Code Civ. Proc. §§ 337(1),

338(a) & (d).  

Hellgren’s claims accrued when Robles entered into the reverse mortgage

agreement with Providential in October 1992, but the lawsuit was not filed until

June 2006.  The discovery rule does not postpone the accrual of Hellgren’s causes

of action because the claims arise out of the terms of the reverse mortgage

agreement and Providential’s full disclosure of those terms at the formation of the

agreement made discovery of any injury possible with the exercise of reasonable

diligence.  See April Enters., Inc. v. KTTV, 195 Cal. Rptr. 421, 432-33 (Ct. App.
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1983).  Nor was Hellgren’s harm “continual;” any alleged wrongdoing occurred

when Robles agreed to the terms of the reverse mortgage in 1992.  

AFFIRMED.


