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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

THE CALIFORNIA VALLEY MIWOK 
TRIBE, a federally recognized 
Indian Tribe, and SILVA 
BURLEY, in her official 
capacity as Chairwoman, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY SHERIFF’S 
OFFICE; SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY 
SHERIFF STEVE MOORE, in his 
official capacity; INDYMAC 
BANK, F.S.B., a federally 
chartered savings bank; 
DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST 
COMPANY, as trustee of the 
IndyMac INDA Mortgage Loan 
Trust 2007- AR3, Mortgage Pass 
Through Certificates, Series 
2007-AR3; ONEWEST BANK, a 
federally chartered savings 
bank; and MERIDIAN 
FORECLOSURE SERVICE, a 
California corporation, dba 
Meridian Trust Deed Service, 

Defendants. 

No. 2:13-cv-02179-GEB-EFB 

 

ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFFS’ EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

 

On Friday, October 18, 2013, at approximately 2:14 

p.m., Plaintiffs filed an “Ex Parte Emergency Application and 

Motion for Temporary Restraining Order,” (ECF No. 2), to enjoin 

the foreclosure sale of the property located at 10601 Escondido 

Place in Stockton, California, which is scheduled to occur in 

three days, on Monday, October 21, 2013. (See Decl. of Silvia 
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