_'.'f".".' SR B ST UNITED STATES DISTRICT ©(URT
ALBUGLERCGYUE, #iFw FaE i

OCT 31 2003
- FOR THE DISTRIC T or Nrw ¥ MFXICO
WALTFR. ‘%TFPHFN IACI\.S()\] ctal. R ,W?ﬁfff/k
e Ty CLERK

- l\l THE llNllII)SlAllSDIQIRICI COllRl

Plaintiffs; . -
v T i 7 No. CIV 87-839IP/LCS

LOS LUNAS CENTER FOR PERSONS L
WITIT DEVELOPMENT DISABILITIES. etal.. " °

Defeﬁdaﬁts.

and | _
" THE. ARC OF Nw MEXICO,
Inter.;'enor:_. 2
and
MARY TER RA/A‘%el L.
.l ntcrvc'[;'(:)fs. prq.:st?-.‘ '
ORDER

On Oclober 27, 2003 Ddc,ndanls filed Defendantq MOUOH 10 Vacate Joint Stipulation

on Discngagement Pursuant to.Rule 60(b) (Doc.'No..'l404)_. Defendamls ‘Memorandum in
Support of Motion to Vacate Joint Stipulation on Dlsc.ng,a;:emer']l (Doc. No. 1405). and
Defendants’ Motlon to Sla) Proceedings Pf.ndmg lhe llmted .Stclt(.h ‘Suprume Court’s Decision in
| Frew v. Hawkins (Do_q_. No. 1406). At a status cop’rcr'cn_cé'bn October 29,2003 attended by
numerous cn_);ihsci rcpré:s}epling all of the parties and'j‘_arp'_sb: lnf(:_ljvénor Dr. Charles Woodhouse.
Defendants’ mc'mti.ohs.; uere dis-c.usscd with the (.;01.11{ '|T_h::t_‘-___-(;-()|;ll;;._. \\aq informed Li;al the United

States Supreme Court Heard oral arguments in Frevi-v. Henvkins and that a ruling in the case by

¢



the United States Suprg'm'c Court is anticipated within the néxf.'l'ew months. The ruling by the
United States Supreme Court in Frew v. Hawkins will be determinative of or will strongly
influcnce resolution of Defendants® two motions filed October 27,2005, The Court determines
that Defendants’ 'req.ues_ls: for relief made in the motions are premature at this point and shouid
not be c:nnsidcrcc! until al.'lt'r the United States Supreme Court issues its ruling in frew v
Hawkins. Consequehti):, this Court determines that the Detendants™ motions should be denied
without prejudice to Defendants renewing the motions. if appropriate, atter the United States
Supreme Court issucs its ruling in Frew v. Hawkins.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT Defendants™ Motion to Vacate Joint Stipulation
on Disengagement Pursuant to Rule 60(b) (Doc. No. 1404) and Defendants” Motion to Stay

Proceedings Pending the United States Supreme Court’s Decision in Frew v, Huwwking (Do, No.

1406) are denied as prematurely filed. without prejudice to Defendants refiling the motions. if
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