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Steve Castro appeals from the district court’s grant of summary judgment in

favor of the United States.  The parties are familiar with the facts underlying the

appeal and thus we do not include them here.

The district court’s failure to accord a hearing on a motion for summary

judgment was not legal error in light of Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 78 and the

District of Arizona Local Rules of Civil Procedure which state that no response to

the motion for summary judgment is equivalent to consenting to the motion, see

Local Rule 7.2(i), and that no hearing is required where no request is made for

such a hearing, see Local Rule 7.2(f).

AFFIRMED.


