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ȱ INȱTHEȱUNITEDȱSTATESȱDISTRICTȱCOURTȱFORȱTHEȱ
ȱ MIDDLEȱDISTRICTȱOFȱGEORGIAȱ
ȱ MACONȱDIVISIONȱ
ȱ
JANEȱMCGINNIS,ȱ :ȱ

:ȱ
Plaintiff,ȱ ȱ ȱ ȱ :ȱ

:ȱ
v.ȱ ȱ ȱ ȱ ȱ ȱ :ȱ CivilȱActionȱ

:ȱ No.ȱ5:11ȬCVȬ284ȱ(CAR)ȱ
AMERICANȱHOMEȱMORTGAGEȱ :ȱ
SERVICINGȱINC.,ȱ :ȱ ȱ

:ȱ
Defendant.ȱ :ȱ

___________________________________ȱȱ:ȱ
ȱ

ȱ
ORDERȱ

ȱ
ȱ Beforeȱ theȱ Courtȱ isȱ Defendantȱ Homewardȱ Residential,ȱ Inc.’sȱ (f/k/aȱ Americanȱ

HomeȱMortgageȱServicing,ȱInc.)ȱMotionsȱinȱLimineȱ[Docs.ȱ64,ȱ65,ȱ66,ȱ67,ȱ68,ȱ&ȱ69].ȱ

BACKGROUND1ȱ

ȱ Plaintiffȱ Janeȱ McGinnisȱ enteredȱ intoȱ aȱ loanȱ withȱ Taylor,ȱ Bean,ȱ &ȱ Whitakerȱ

(“TB&W”)ȱforȱeachȱofȱherȱsevenȱinvestmentȱpropertiesȱinȱ2006.ȱȱPlaintiffȱwasȱcurrentȱonȱ

allȱofȱherȱloanȱpaymentsȱtoȱTB&W,ȱand,ȱinȱOctoberȱofȱ2009,ȱDefendantȱwasȱassignedȱallȱ

sevenȱofȱPlaintiff’sȱ loans.ȱ ȱAfterȱDefendant’sȱassignment,ȱPlaintiffȱmadeȱ lessȱ thanȱ fullȱ

paymentsȱandȱbeganȱreceivingȱnoticesȱfromȱDefendantȱthatȱsheȱwasȱinȱdefault,ȱdespiteȱ

havingȱneverȱreceivedȱanyȱmonthlyȱstatementsȱfromȱDefendantȱnorȱanyȱnoticeȱthatȱherȱ

ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ
1ȱForȱanȱinȬdepthȱdiscussionȱofȱtheȱbackgroundȱofȱthisȱcase,ȱseeȱthisȱCourt’sȱOrderȱonȱDefendant’sȱmotionȱ
forȱsummaryȱjudgmentȱ[Doc.ȱ62].ȱ
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paymentȱ hadȱ increased.ȱ ȱ Inȱ Juneȱ ofȱ 2011,ȱDefendantȱ foreclosedȱ onȱ oneȱ ofȱ Plaintiff’sȱ

properties,ȱpromptingȱPlaintiffȱ toȱ fileȱ theȱ instantȱ actionȱ inȱ Julyȱofȱ 2011.ȱ ȱ InȱMarchȱofȱ

2013,ȱPlaintiff’sȱ sixȱ remainingȱ loans,ȱ currentlyȱ inȱdefault,ȱwereȱ transferredȱ toȱOcwenȱ

LoanȱServicing,ȱLLC,ȱasȱaȱresultȱofȱtheȱDecemberȱ27,ȱ2012ȱacquisitionȱofȱDefendantȱbyȱ

Ocwen.ȱȱ

ȱ Inȱ theȱorderȱonȱ summaryȱ judgment,ȱ theȱCourtȱdismissedȱ theȱ followingȱ claims:ȱ

violationsȱ ofȱ theȱ Realȱ Estateȱ Settlementȱ andȱ Procedureȱ Actȱ (“RESPA”);ȱ wrongfulȱ

foreclosureȱ premisedȱ onȱ Homeward’sȱ failureȱ toȱ respondȱ toȱ herȱ communications;ȱ

intentionalȱinterferenceȱwithȱcontractualȱrelationsȱclaim;ȱandȱGeorgiaȱRICO.ȱȱTheȱCourtȱ

did,ȱhowever,ȱfindȱthatȱaȱgenuineȱissueȱofȱmaterialȱfactȱexistedȱasȱtoȱPlaintiff’sȱwrongfulȱ

foreclosureȱ claimȱ premisedȱ onȱ Defendant’sȱ increaseȱ ofȱ Plaintiff’sȱmonthlyȱ paymentȱ

withoutȱ notice,ȱ Defendant’sȱ retroactiveȱ increaseȱ ofȱ herȱ monthlyȱ paymentȱ withoutȱ

notice,ȱandȱDefendantȱ ignoringȱPlaintiff’sȱ requestsȱ toȱ correctȱherȱaccount.ȱ ȱTheȱCourtȱ

alsoȱ permittedȱ Plaintiff’sȱ conversion,ȱ intentionalȱ interferenceȱ withȱ propertyȱ rights,ȱ

intentionalȱinflictionȱofȱemotionalȱdistress,ȱpunitiveȱdamages,ȱandȱattorney’sȱfeesȱclaimsȱ

toȱproceedȱtoȱtrial.ȱȱȱ

MOTIONSȱINȱLIMINEȱ

ȱ PresentlyȱbeforeȱtheȱCourtȱareȱDefendant’sȱMotionsȱ inȱLimine,ȱseeking,ȱ inȱ largeȱ

part,ȱtoȱexcludeȱgeneralȱpiecesȱofȱevidence.ȱȱAtȱtheȱpretrialȱconferenceȱonȱJulyȱ25,ȱ2013,ȱ

theȱ Courtȱ grantedȱ Defendant’sȱMotionȱ toȱ excludeȱ allȱ evidenceȱ relatedȱ toȱ Plaintiff’sȱ
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dismissedȱ claimsȱ [Doc.ȱ 66],ȱ butȱ limitedȱ itsȱ rulingȱ toȱ onlyȱ theȱ evidenceȱ thatȱdoesȱ notȱ

supportȱ oneȱ orȱ moreȱ ofȱ Plaintiff’sȱ remainingȱ claims.ȱ ȱ Theȱ Courtȱ alsoȱ grantedȱ

Defendant’sȱMotionȱtoȱexcludeȱallȱevidenceȱofȱotherȱlawsuitsȱandȱclaimsȱnotȱbroughtȱbyȱ

PlaintiffȱagainstȱDefendantȱ[Doc.ȱ68].2ȱȱTheȱCourtȱdeniedȱDefendant’sȱMotionȱtoȱexcludeȱ

ChristopherȱDelbene’sȱescrowȱanalysesȱtestimonyȱ[Doc.ȱ65],ȱbutȱreservedȱrulingȱonȱhowȱ

Delbene’sȱ testimonyȱ mayȱ beȱ usedȱ atȱ trial.ȱ ȱ Theȱ Courtȱ alsoȱ reservedȱ rulingȱ onȱ

Defendant’sȱMotionȱ toȱ excludeȱ evidenceȱ ofȱ Plaintiff’sȱ voluntarilyȱ dismissedȱ RESPAȱ

claimȱ[Doc.ȱ64];ȱitsȱMotionȱtoȱexcludeȱevidenceȱofȱanyȱcommunicationsȱbetweenȱPlaintiffȱ

andȱOcwenȱServicing;ȱandȱitsȱMotionȱtoȱbifurcateȱtheȱtrialȱasȱtoȱpunitiveȱdamagesȱandȱ

attorney’sȱfeesȱ[Doc.ȱ69].ȱȱ

I. RESPAȱClaimȱ

Inȱ itsȱMotion,ȱ Defendantȱ seeksȱ toȱ excludeȱ allȱ evidenceȱ relatingȱ toȱ Plaintiff’sȱ

voluntarilyȱdismissedȱRESPAȱclaimȱ inȱwhichȱsheȱallegedȱ thatȱDefendantȱdidȱnotȱ takeȱ

timelyȱactionȱtoȱrespondȱtoȱPlaintiff’sȱrequestsȱtoȱcorrectȱerrorsȱrelatingȱtoȱallocationȱofȱ

payments.ȱ ȱAtȱ theȱ pretrialȱ conference,ȱDefendantȱ pointedȱ toȱ Exhibitȱ 26ȱ ofȱ Plaintiff’sȱ

proposedȱ exhibitsȱ thatȱ supportȱ herȱ voluntarilyȱ dismissedȱ RESPAȱ claim,ȱ namelyȱ herȱ

communicationsȱ withȱ Defendantȱ aboutȱ herȱ priorȱ “Qualifiedȱ Writtenȱ Requests”ȱ

(“QWR”)ȱ asȱ toȱDefendant’sȱ accountingȱ errors.ȱ ȱCertainlyȱ thisȱ evidenceȱ isȱ relevantȱ toȱ

ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ
2ȱThisȱMotionȱwasȱunopposedȱbyȱPlaintiff.ȱ
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Plaintiff’sȱdismissedȱRESPAȱclaims,ȱandȱtoȱtheȱextentȱthatȱsuchȱevidenceȱisȱprofferedȱinȱ

supportȱofȱherȱdismissedȱclaims,ȱDefendant’sȱMotionȱisȱGRANTED.ȱȱȱ

However,ȱExhibitȱ26ȱalsoȱcouldȱestablishȱDefendant’sȱawarenessȱofȱitsȱaccountingȱ

errors.ȱ ȱ Suchȱ evidenceȱ isȱ relevantȱ toȱ herȱ wrongfulȱ foreclosureȱ claimȱ premisedȱ onȱ

Homeward’sȱfailureȱtoȱcorrectȱPlaintiff’sȱaccountȱandȱherȱclaimsȱforȱattorney’sȱfeesȱandȱ

punitiveȱdamages.ȱ ȱTheȱprobativeȱvalueȱ ofȱ thisȱ evidenceȱ substantiallyȱ outweighsȱ theȱ

minimalȱprejudicialȱeffect,ȱandȱthus,ȱDefendant’sȱMotionȱisȱDENIED.ȱȱ

II. Ruleȱ30(b)(6)ȱWitnessȱTestimonyȱonȱEscrowȱAnalysesȱ

Asȱnoted,ȱtheȱCourtȱpreviouslyȱdeniedȱDefendant’sȱMotionȱtoȱexcludeȱDelbene’sȱ

testimony.3ȱȱPresentlyȱatȱissueȱisȱtheȱextentȱtoȱwhichȱDelbene’sȱtestimonyȱmayȱbeȱofferedȱ

atȱ trial,ȱ especiallyȱ inȱ lightȱ ofȱ Defendant’sȱ revelationȱ thatȱ Delbeneȱ isȱ noȱ longerȱ itsȱ

corporateȱrepresentative.ȱȱȱ

Afterȱ consideringȱ theȱparties’ȱ filingsȱ andȱ argumentsȱ atȱ theȱpretrialȱ conference,ȱ

and,ȱafterȱthoroughlyȱreviewingȱDelbene’sȱtestimony,ȱtheȱCourtȱconcludesȱthatȱPlaintiffȱ

isȱpermittedȱtoȱuseȱDelbene’sȱdepositionȱ inȱ itsȱentirety.ȱ ȱDefendantȱnotȱonlyȱproducedȱ

Delbeneȱasȱ itsȱRuleȱ30(b)(6)ȱwitness,ȱbutȱDelbene,ȱunderȱoath,ȱalsoȱacknowledgedȱthatȱ

ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ
3ȱSeeȱKingȱv.ȱPrattȱ&ȱWhitney,ȱ191ȱF.R.D.ȱ475ȱ(S.D.ȱFla.ȱ1995)ȱ(Ruleȱ30(b)(6)ȱdoesȱnotȱlimitȱwhatȱisȱaskedȱofȱaȱ
designatedȱwitnessȱatȱaȱdeposition,ȱbutȱratherȱitȱ“simplyȱdefinesȱaȱcorporation’sȱobligations”);ȱaccordȱAm.ȱ
Gen.ȱLifeȱ Ins.ȱCo.ȱv.ȱBillard,ȱNo.ȱC10Ȭ1012,ȱ2010ȱWLȱ4367052,ȱatȱ *4ȱ (N.D.ȱ IowaȱOct.ȱ28,ȱ2010);ȱPhilbrickȱv.ȱ
Enom,ȱInc.,ȱ593ȱF.ȱSupp.ȱ2dȱ352,ȱ363ȱ(D.ȱN.ȱH.ȱ2009);ȱDetoyȱv.ȱCityȱ&ȱCnty.ȱofȱSanȱFrancisco,ȱ196ȱF.R.D.ȱ362,ȱ
366ȱ (N.D.ȱCal.ȱ 2000);ȱCabotȱCorp.ȱ v.ȱYamullaȱ Enterprises,ȱ Inc.,ȱ 194ȱ F.R.D.ȱ 499ȱ (M.D.ȱ Pa.ȱ 2000);ȱOverseasȱ
PrivateȱInv.ȱCorp.ȱv.ȱMandelbaum,ȱ185ȱF.R.D.ȱ67ȱ(D.ȱD.C.ȱ1999);ȱEdisonȱCorp.ȱv.ȱTownȱofȱSecaucus,ȱ17ȱN.J.ȱTaxȱ
178,ȱ182ȱ(1998).ȱ
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heȱwasȱ theȱpersonȱmostȱ familiarȱwithȱPlaintiff’sȱcase.4ȱ ȱAnyȱprejudiceȱ toȱDefendantȱ isȱ

substantiallyȱoutweighedȱbyȱtheȱhighȱprobativeȱvalueȱofȱDelbene’sȱtestimony.ȱȱBasedȱonȱ

thisȱrecord,ȱtheȱCourtȱconcludesȱthatȱDefendant’sȱMotionȱ[Doc.ȱ65]ȱisȱDENIED.ȱ

III. CommunicationsȱbetweenȱPlaintiffȱandȱOcwenȱ

Next,ȱ Defendantȱ seeksȱ toȱ excludeȱ allȱ testimonyȱ andȱ evidenceȱ ofȱ Plaintiff’sȱ

communicationsȱwithȱOcwen.ȱ ȱDefendantȱ representsȱ thatȱOcwen,ȱ aȱ legallyȱ separateȱ

corporation,ȱisȱDefendant’sȱparentȱcorporationȱbyȱvirtueȱofȱanȱacquisitionȱonȱDecemberȱ

27,ȱ2012.ȱ ȱAccordingȱ toȱDefendant,ȱOcwenȱandȱDefendantȱareȱ twoȱ separateȱcorporateȱ

entitiesȱandȱthusȱanyȱcommunicationȱbetweenȱOcwenȱandȱPlaintiffȱshouldȱbeȱexcludedȱ

underȱ Rulesȱ 402ȱ andȱ 403ȱ ofȱ theȱ Federalȱ Rulesȱ ofȱ Evidence.ȱ ȱ Plaintiffȱ contendsȱ thatȱ

Defendant’sȱtortiousȱconduct,ȱinitiatedȱinȱ2009,ȱcontinuesȱtoȱthisȱdayȱbyȱ“itsȱsuccessor,ȱ

Ocwen.”5ȱȱSpecifically,ȱPlaintiffȱseeksȱtoȱofferȱtranscriptsȱofȱrecordedȱconversationsȱwithȱ

OcwenȱtoȱestablishȱDefendant’sȱliabilityȱandȱtoȱestablishȱPlaintiff’sȱdamages.ȱȱInȱsupportȱ

ofȱherȱposition,ȱPlaintiffȱcontendsȱthatȱOcwenȱisȱDefendant’sȱsuccessorȱinȱliabilityȱor,ȱinȱ

theȱalternative,ȱthatȱDefendantȱisȱOcwen’sȱagent.ȱȱ

AsȱoutlinedȱbyȱtheȱCourtȱatȱtheȱpretrialȱconference,ȱtheȱevidenceȱatȱissueȱhasȱtwoȱ

components.ȱȱFirst,ȱOcwen’sȱrepresentationsȱtoȱPlaintiffȱaboutȱDefendant’sȱconductȱandȱ

accountingȱ recordsȱ couldȱ beȱ consideredȱ byȱ theȱ juryȱ asȱ admissionsȱ ofȱ Defendant.ȱȱ

ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ
4ȱDelbeneȱDep.ȱ27Ȭ28.ȱ
5ȱPl.’sȱResp.ȱBr.ȱatȱ2ȱ[Doc.ȱ71].ȱ
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Second,ȱ theȱ communicationsȱ couldȱ beȱ usedȱ toȱ supportȱ Plaintiff’sȱ allegationsȱ ofȱ

continuingȱsufferingȱasȱaȱresultȱofȱDefendant’sȱconduct.ȱȱȱ

Withȱ respectȱ toȱwhetherȱ theȱ communicationsȱ areȱDefendant’sȱ admissionsȱ andȱ

thusȱareȱnotȱhearsay,ȱȱRuleȱ801(d)ȱofȱtheȱFederalȱRulesȱofȱEvidenceȱstates:ȱ

(d)ȱ Statementsȱ Thatȱ Areȱ Notȱ Hearsay.ȱ Aȱ statementȱ thatȱ meetsȱ theȱ
followingȱconditionsȱisȱnotȱhearsay:ȱȱ
ȱ
...ȱȱ
ȱ
(2)ȱAnȱOpposingȱPartyȇsȱ Statement.ȱTheȱ statementȱ isȱ offeredȱ againstȱ anȱ
opposingȱpartyȱand:ȱȱ
ȱ
...ȱȱ
ȱ
(D)ȱwasȱmadeȱbyȱ theȱpartyȇsȱ agentȱorȱ employeeȱonȱ aȱmatterȱwithinȱ theȱ
scopeȱofȱthatȱȱrelationshipȱandȱwhileȱitȱexisted.6ȱ
ȱ

Importantly,ȱRuleȱ801ȱalsoȱstatesȱthatȱtheȱstatementȱ“doesȱnotȱbyȱitselfȱestablishȱtheȱ…ȱ

existenceȱorȱscopeȱofȱtheȱrelationshipȱunderȱ(D).”ȱȱConsequently,ȱinȱorderȱforȱPlaintiffȱtoȱ

offerȱ herȱ communicationsȱ withȱ Ocwenȱ asȱ nonȬhearsay,ȱ Plaintiffȱ mustȱ firstȱ layȱ aȱ

foundationȱ thatȱ establishesȱ theȱ existenceȱ ofȱ anȱ agencyȱ orȱ successorȱ inȱ liabilityȱ

relationshipȱbetweenȱDefendantȱandȱOcwen.ȱ ȱIf,ȱandȱtoȱtheȱextentȱPlaintiffȱattemptsȱtoȱ

establishȱsomeȱcorporateȱrelationship,ȱtheȱCourtȱreservesȱrulingȱofȱthisȱ issueȱuntilȱthatȱ

time.ȱ

ȱ Likewise,ȱ withoutȱ thisȱ foundation,ȱ Plaintiff’sȱ communicationsȱ withȱ Ocwenȱ

offeredȱtoȱestablishȱherȱcontinuingȱdamagesȱareȱinadmissible.ȱ ȱImportantly,ȱDefendantȱ
ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ
6ȱFed.ȱR.ȱEvid.ȱ801(d).ȱ
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isȱnotȱtheȱtortfeasorȱcausingȱPlaintiff’sȱinjury,ȱandȱtoȱpermitȱPlaintiffȱtoȱprofferȱevidenceȱ

ofȱ Ocwen’sȱ tortiousȱ conductȱ withoutȱ anyȱ evidenceȱ ofȱ aȱ corporateȱ relationshipȱ toȱ

Defendant,ȱ wouldȱ potentiallyȱ holdȱ Defendantȱ liableȱ forȱ anȱ unrelatedȱ tortfeasor’sȱ

actions.ȱȱCertainly,ȱtheȱCourtȱacknowledgesȱtheȱpotentiallyȱviableȱclaimȱagainstȱOcwenȱ

forȱitsȱownȱtortiousȱconduct;ȱhowever,ȱwithoutȱtheȱproperȱfoundation,ȱsuchȱevidenceȱisȱ

notȱadmissibleȱhereȱagainstȱDefendant.ȱȱȱ

IV. BifurcateȱTrialȱ

Inȱ itsȱ finalȱMotionȱatȱ issue,ȱDefendantȱseeksȱ toȱbifurcateȱ theȱ trialȱsoȱasȱ toȱhaveȱ

punitiveȱ damagesȱ andȱ attorney’sȱ feesȱ inȱ theȱ secondȱ phase.7ȱ ȱHavingȱ consideredȱ theȱ

Motionȱandȱ theȱ statementsȱofȱ counselȱatȱ theȱpretrialȱ conference,ȱ theȱCourtȱ concludesȱ

thatȱtheȱtrialȱofȱthisȱmatterȱisȱtoȱoccurȱinȱtwoȱphases.ȱȱInȱtheȱfirstȱphase,ȱtheȱpartiesȱwillȱ

presentȱ evidenceȱ onȱ theȱ liabilityȱ forȱ compensatoryȱ damagesȱ andȱ theȱ proprietyȱ ofȱ

punitiveȱ damagesȱ andȱ attorney’sȱ fees.ȱ ȱ Inȱ theȱ secondȱ phase,ȱ ifȱ theȱ juryȱ findsȱ thatȱ

punitiveȱ damagesȱ andȱ attorney’sȱ feesȱ shouldȱ beȱ awarded,ȱ theȱ partiesȱ willȱ presentȱ

evidenceȱ asȱ toȱ theȱ amountȱ ofȱ punitiveȱ damagesȱ andȱ attorney’sȱ fees.ȱ ȱConsequently,ȱ

Defendant’sȱMotionȱtoȱBifurcateȱTrialȱ[Doc.ȱ69]ȱisȱGRANTED.ȱ

CONCLUSIONȱ

ȱ Basedȱonȱtheȱforegoing,ȱDefendant’sȱMotionsȱtoȱbifurcateȱtheȱtrialȱwithȱrespectȱtoȱ

punitiveȱdamagesȱandȱattorney’sȱfeesȱ[Doc.ȱ69]ȱandȱtoȱexcludeȱotherȱ loanȱclaimsȱ[Doc.ȱ

ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ
7ȱAtȱtheȱpretrialȱconference,ȱDefendantȱwithdrewȱitsȱrequestȱtoȱbifurcateȱtheȱissueȱofȱpunitiveȱdamages.ȱȱ



8ȱ
ȱ

68]ȱareȱGRANTED.ȱȱDefendant’sȱMotionȱtoȱexcludeȱallȱevidenceȱofȱPlaintiff’sȱdismissedȱ

claimsȱ[Docs.ȱ66ȱ&ȱ64]ȱisȱGRANTEDȱwithȱtheȱlimitationsȱoutlinedȱabove.ȱȱDefendant’sȱ

Motionȱ toȱ excludeȱ Delbene’sȱ escrowȱ analysesȱ testimonyȱ [Doc.ȱ 65]ȱ isȱ DENIED.ȱȱ

Defendant’sȱMotionȱtoȱexcludeȱevidenceȱofȱanyȱcommunicationsȱbetweenȱPlaintiffȱandȱ

OcwenȱServicingȱ [Doc.ȱ67]ȱ isȱGRANTEDȱ inȱpart;ȱhowever,ȱwithȱrespectȱ toȱherȱclaimsȱ

involvingȱ emotionalȱ damages,ȱ theȱ Courtȱ reservesȱ rulingȱ onȱ thisȱ issueȱ forȱ trial,ȱ ifȱ

necessary.ȱ

SOȱORDERED,ȱthisȱ31stȱdayȱofȱJuly,ȱ2013.ȱ

S/ȱȱC.ȱAshleyȱRoyalȱ
C.ȱASHLEYȱROYALȱ
UNITEDȱSTATESȱDISTRICTȱJUDGEȱ

LMHȱ
ȱ


