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STATE OF OKLAHOMA and
STATE OF TEXAS,

Plaintiffs,

v

STATE OF NEW MEXICO,
Defendant.

NEW MEXICO’S RESPONSE TO
MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE
SUPPLEMENTAL COMPLAINT

New Mexico does not oppose plaintiffs’ November 18, 1988
Motion for Leave to File Supplemental Complaint. New
Mexico requests, if the motion is granted, leave to file a supple-
mental answer under Rule 15(d), Fed.R.Civ.P., and Rule 9.2,
Rules of the Supreme Court of the United States.

Dated November 30, 1988.
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