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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 11', JRT 

UlmED STATES DISTRICT COl" 
..AL'Rll(Y !r-;:,···l ~i-. "':F-"':"v t·.~r:X.I(;() 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEW 'IEXlco'" ' 

EQUAL ~:MPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION, 

Pla,intiff, 

CHRISTINE ROMERO, 

Plain tiff in In terven tion 

v. 

BI~LL GAS INCORPORATED. et aI., 

, 
Defendants. 

ORDER 

OEC 2 "\-2003 

;{7r,;/ jm-771.£A cl 
rK? jJ-U ~LEnK 

CIV. NO. 02-1090 \V.//ACT 

TillS MATTER comes before the Court upon Plaillli ff-In-Inter\'ention's Motion to Compel 

i 

Answers to Interrogatories to Def~ndant Hidalgo lilcd Novel11b~r 17, ~003. Docket 1\0. I Iii. 

Defendant Hidalgo did not file a response. The Court is aware that Defendant Ilidalgo is pro st'. 

However. pro se litigants must tallow the same procedural rules as other Iitigallls. Greell v, Dorrell. 

969 F.2d 915, 917 (10th Cir. 1992). Pursuant to D.N.M.LR-Civ. 7.1 failure to file a timely 

response in opposition to a motion "constitutes consent to grant the Illotion." Thus, Plainti fI~ln-

Intervention's Motion will be granted. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that Plaintiff-In-Intervcntion's Motion to Compel 

Answcrs to IntclTOgatories to Defendant Hidalgo is granted. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Dcfendant Raymond Hidalgo will respond to Plaintifl~ 



· r" 
a:. 

In-Intervention's First Set oflnterrogatorics Nos. 1-9, 10, 11-16,22-25 within 10 (ten) days 0[" entry 

of this Order. 
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?1Z~c.~~ 
ALAN C. TORCERSON U· 
lINITF:D STATES M.-\GISTR-\TE,llIDGE 
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