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Comes now Louis E. DePauli, Sr. a named defendant in the above entitled cause for his

answer to Plaintiff's complaint states that:

I
Defendant is without sufficient information to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations contained in paragraphs I(1),I1(2),I1I(3),
IV(4,5,6,)V(7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32
33 and 34), and therefore denies each and every allegations set forth in Plaintiff’s

complaint.

II

Further answering Plaintiff’s complaint Defendant Louis E. DePauli, Sr. requests that this
answer to Plaintiff’s original complaint be deemed to be the answer to each and every
amended complaint which the Plaintiff may file in this matter.

Wherefore Defendant prays that the Complaint of the Plaintiff be

dismissed and,



For such other and further relief as the court may deem just and proper.

Respectfully submitted this 26™ day
of March, 2001,

g‘&f*/jg,__%éwm
—oiis E. DePauli, Sr.

Attorney Pro Se

1610 Redrock Drive

Gallup, N.M. 87301

Telephone 505-863-3483

I hereby certify that I have mailed a copy of this answer to Charles E. O’Connell, Jr. at
601 Pennsylvania Ave. N.W. Washington D.C. 20004 on the 26™ day of March, 2001.
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L"Louis‘ E. DePauli, Sr.




	C:\BatchScan\ImagesForACE\DCNM1CV722920010327.TIF
	image 1 of 2
	image 2 of 2


