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JIPMorgan Chase Bank et al

UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEVADA

ERIC MESI AND BETTY MES]
Plaintiffs,
3:15cv-00555RCIWGC

ORDER

VS.

JPMORGAN CHASE BANK eal,
Defendans.
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This case arises out of a disputed property foreclosure. Plaintiffs Hitgeefendants
have violated numerous state and federal laws by engaging in fraudulent and anfmegr
On November 23, 2015, Plaintiffequested a temporary restring order to prevent the trustq
sale of Plaintiffs property sheduled for December 11, 2015. The Court denied the motion
December 11,@15because Plaintiffdid not have a reasonable probability of success on tl
merits of their claimsand they made no arguments that denying their motion would result
irreparable injiry (ECF No. 27).

Plainiffs have asked #hCourt to reconsideneir requesfor a temporary restraining
orderbased on newly discovered evidence (ECF No. 31). They have praviagatefrom
Defendant JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.AClfasé) datedFebruary 14, 2014 informing Fred M
that itwould transferthe servicing of his mortgage loan from Chase to Select Portfolio Ser
Inc. (“SPS) on March 1, 2014. Plaintiffs have provided no further arguments to support tf
motion.

While the notice to Fred Mesi may or may not increase Plaimiftdability of success

on the merits of their claim#iey havestill made no arguments that denying their motion wq
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result in immediate and irreparable injuNot only havePlaintiffs made naadditional
arguments to showng allegedinjury would be irreparable, but their motiatsoshows therés
no longeranyimmediate threat of injuryRlaintiffs inform the Court thaSPSstopped the trustg
salescheduled for December 11, 2015, atalri®iffs provide no indication that anothieustee
sale is currently schedule@ihe Court deniethe motion.
CONCLUSION

IT IS HEREBY ORDEREDhatthe Motion for Temporary Restraining Ord@&CF Na
31) is DENIED.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

DATED: This 18th day of December, 2015.

* ROBERT . JJONES
United States|0jistrict Judge
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