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UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
EASTERN DI STRICT OF M SSQURI
EASTERN DI VI SI ON
Cl TI MORTGAGE, | NC.,
Pl aintiff,
V. No. 4:09 CV 1909 DDN
JUST MORTGAGE, | NC.,

Def endant .
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MEMORANDUM AND ORDER
This action is before the court upon the notions of defendant Just
Mortgage, Inc. (Docs. 156, 176, 200) for judicial notice. In its
notions, Just Mrtgage seeks to have the court take judicial notice of

the following two itens:

(a) testinony given on April 7, 2010, by Richard Bowen, Forner Senior
Vi ce Presi dent and Busi ness Chi ef Underwiter of Citi Mrtgage, Inc.,
before the Congressional Financial Crisis Inquiry Conmm ssion.
Bowen’ s testinony concerned t he frequency of forecl osures across the
nation and Citi Mortgage’s know edge of defective | oans.

(b) information containedinthe Stipulationand Order of Settlenment and
Dismissal in United States ex rel. Sherry A Hunt v. Gtigroup,

Inc., et al.,*concerning Citi Mortgage's national | oan practices and

related matters.

Federal Rule of Evidence 201, which governs judicial notice of
adjudi cative facts, states that the court may judicially notice a fact
that is not subject to reasonable dispute because it can be accurately
and readily determ ned from sources whose accuracy cannot reasonably be
guestioned. Fed. R Evid. 201(b)(2). But, “[c]ourts are not required
to take judicial notice of irrelevant materials.” Hargis v. Access
Capital Funding, LLC 674 F.3d 783, 793 (8th Cr. 2012).

As di scussed in the court’s March 29, 2012 Menorandumand Order, the
informati on of which Just Mdrtgage requests judicial notice is not
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relevant to the clains or defenses presently before the court in this
action. See Doc. 187 at 25 (“Gti Mortgage’s know edge concerni ng mar ket
conditions and the efficacy of its guidelines does not inplicate whether
it exercised its discretion to demand cure or repurchase of the Goup 1
Loans in good faith.”); see also id. at 5 n.3 (“To the extent Mers

opi nes regarding the national econony and national nortgage practices,
his opinionis not relevant to this breach of contract action and is thus
excl uded. ”).

Ther ef or e,
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the notions of defendant Just Mortgage,
Inc. for judicial notice (Docs. 156, 176, 200) are deni ed.

[ S/ David D. Noce
UNI TED STATES MAG STRATE JUDGE

Signed on May 11, 2012.



