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Attorneys for Defendant City of Richmond

WILLIAM A. FALIK (SBN 53499)
100 Tunnel Rd
Berkeley, CA 94705
Tel: (510) 540-5960
Fax: (510) 704-8803
E-mail: billfalik@gmail.com

Attorney for Defendant
Mortgage Resolution Partners LLC

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

WELLS FARGO BANK, NATIONAL
ASSOCIATION, as Trustee, et al.,

Plaintiffs,

v.

CITY OF RICHMOND, CALIFORNIA, a
municipality, and MORTGAGE
RESOLUTION PARTNERS LLC,

Defendants.

Case No. CV-13-3663-CRB

[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING
DEFENDANTS’ MOTION TO DISMISS
FOR LACK OF SUBJECT MATTER
JURISDICTION

Honorable Charles R. Breyer
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The Court has pending before it Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Subject

Matter Jurisdiction. The Court has considered the briefing and argument in support of and against

the Motion. Plaintiffs have been unable to show the Court that this case is ripe or that they have

standing to pursue their claims given that there is no claim that the City of Richmond has enacted a

resolution of necessity, which is a prerequisite to the eminent domain proceedings Plaintiffs seek to

prevent. Accordingly, the Court hereby GRANTS Defendants’ Motion and the case is

DISMISSED.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated: ________________________________
Honorable Charles R. Breyer
United States District Court Judge


