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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEW MEXICO

TANYA & VINCENT SANCHEZ, on behalf of
themselves and their minor daughter, M.S.;
and DANIELLE BRIZENO,
Plaintiffs,
V. No. 2:13%v-00444GIFKRS

SHIRLEY SEAGO; and
JASON DAUGHERTY,

Defendants.

ORDER GRANTING UNOPPOSED MOTION TO APPOINT GUARDIAN AD
LITEM AND APPOINTING GUARDIANAD LITEM

THISMATTER comesbefore the Court on Plaintiffs’ unopposed motion to appoint
attorney Gabrielle Valdez as guardian ad litem for M.S. (Doc. 109). The Csushhewed the
motion the record of tis case and applicable law, and findat the motiorshould be
GRANTED. Gabrielle Valdezs qualified and shouldeappointed as guardian atemfor M.S.
in this case.

IT 1S, THEREFORE, ORDERED thatPlaintiffs’ unopposed motion to appoint a
guardian ad litem (Doc. 109) BRANTED andGabrielle Valdeas hereby appointed to serve as
guardian adilem forM.S., a minor child, in this action.

IT ISFURTHER ORDERED that the guardian adtém shall exercisber independent
and professional judgment in the performance of the following duties:

a. to investigate on behalf of the Court and to revilegvsettlement of this

case proposed by thaies to see whether the proposed settlemeiit
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relates to the dispositioof the settlement proceeds is fair, reasonable, and
in thebest interests d¥1.S.; and

b. to report to the Court, in writing and orally at a hearing to be set at a later
date, on (i) the outcome bérinvestigation and review, (ii) the fairness and
reasonableness of the proposed settlemeiitrelate$o the disposition of
the settlement poeedsand (iii) whether the proposed settlamhis in the
best interests of M.S

IT ISFURTHER ORDERED that the guardian adeém shall consider, iher
investigation of the proposed settlement and report to the Court, the manner in which the
settlemenproceeds will be held and/or applied for the benefit of M.S.

IT ISFURTHER ORDERED that the appointment of a guardian ad litem does not
conemplate the guardiantepresentation of M.S. as an advocate but, instea@ppointment is
as an “arm bthe Court.” In other words, the guardian adm’s responsibilities under this
appointment are to the Court and not to the minor child.

IT ISFURTHER ORDERED thatGabrielle Valdeas guardian ad litem ah have all
theimmunitiesand privileges available toguardian adilem as articulated by the New Mexico
Supreme Court iollinsv. Tabet, 806 P.2d 40 (N.M. 1991).

IT ISFURTHER ORDERED that the guardian addm sall have access to all recerd
regarding M.S. the guardian deems necessary, including without limitdtaouaseling and

medical records



IT ISFURTHER ORDERED that the guardian adém shall be entitled to participate in,
and receive notice of, all proceedings in this action, and to receive copiedarfuahents filed in
this action anall correspondence between thegtges to this action.

IT ISFURTHER ORDERED that ypon the entry of an order approving the proposed
settlement, the guardian attim’s appointment will autontigally cease and she shall have no

further obligation to the Court or parties.

KEVIN R. SWEAZEA
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE




