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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

-
FOR THE DISTRICT OFNEW MEXICO 

W ALTF.R ,STF.PHF.N .IAq::S()!-.I, et al.. 

" , 

Plaintiffs,· , ' 

F i LED 
UNITED STATeS U1ST:<:C;- !~(.iI)R"T 

AL8U(~lJEP()UF, f-lr=' .... / ! .... !:: .. I(~:=> 

OCT 3 1 2003 

~77l~~ 
CLERK 

\'S. 
." .: I::Jo. CIV 87-839JI'/LCS 

LOS LUNAS CET\TER FOR PERSONS 
'. -: 

WITH DF.VFLOi'MF.NTDISAI3ILITJES. et aI.. 

Defendants. 

and 
, , 

THE ARC OF NEW MEXICO • 
. " 

Intervenor. 

and 

MARY TERRAZAS. et aI.. 
;" . 

Intervenors pro se,' ' 

ORDER 
.. :-.' 

On October '27, '2003. Defendmlts liled Derendanis'M6tion to Vacate Joint Stipulation 

on Disen'gagement Purswmt to,Rule 60(b) (Doc.'No.:1404l, rief~ndunts' Memorandum in 
. .' .... . ... . -. . 

Support of Moiion to VacatcJoint Stipulation on Di;~'~gagemen~ (Doc. No. 1405). and 
"', 

Defendants' Motion to Stay Procet;dings Pel{ding the Lirijied:Statcs Supreme Court's Decision in 

Frew v, Hawkins (Doc". No. 1406), At a status confcri:nceon qctobcr 29.'2003 allended by 

numerous cotlnsel representing all of the parties andpro-sc Intervenor Dr. Charlcs Woodhouse. 
. ,. . . -' -, . 

" ,', 

Defendants' motioilS were discussed with the Court: Th~ COllri was informed that the .Cnited 
" .... , .. 

States Supreille Court lieard oral arguments in Freli'i:, Hmi'kill.l' and that a ruling in the case by 

.. :.: 

.'-'--



the United States Supre'mc Court is anticipated within the nexi"few months. The ruling by the 

United States Supreme Court in Frell' v. Hawkins will be determinative of or will strongly 

influence resolution of Defendants' two motions filed October 27,2003. The Court determines 

that Defendants' requests for relief made in the motions areyremature at this poilll and ShllUld 

not be considered until alier the United States Supreme Court issues its ruling in /-i'CII' I'. 

Hawkins, Consequently, this Court detcrmincs that the Defendants' motions should be denied 

without prejudice to Defendants renewing the motions. if appropriate. alier the United Stmes 

Supreme Court issues its ruling in Frell' 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 thc United States Supreme Court's Decision in Fi'ew l'. /i", .. kills (Dl1c, :-':ll, 

1406) are denied as prematurely liled. without prejudice to Defendants rctiling the motions. if 

appropriate. aller the United States Supreme Court issues its ruling' Prewv. /ia\\' 
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