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0.8, DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

FILED

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT| COURT|
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS WR 142013 |
FORT WORTH DIVISION 2

Deputy

DONALD WILLIS,

Plaintiff,
VS. NO. 4:13-CV-167-A

CHASE HOME FINANCE,

1 1 W W ww ;;

Defendant.

MEMORANDUM OPINION
and
ORDER

Came on for consideration the motion to dismiss pursuant to
Rule 12 (b) (6) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,® filed in
the above-captioned action by defendant, Chase Home Finance.?
Plaintiff, Donald Willis, filed a response, and defendant filed a
reply. Having considered all of the parties' filings,
plaintiff's complaint, and applicable legal authorities, the

court concludes |that the motion to dismiss should be granted.?®

'Plaintiff initiated this action by filing his complaint in the United States District Court for the
District of Columbia. In response to the complaint, defendant filed the motion to dismiss or transfer
venue. The District of Columbia court granted the motion to transfer venue and denied, without
prejudice, the motion to dismiss. The court can see no reason to have the parties reurge the motion and
response, and instead is ruling on the motion to dismiss that is currently on file.

“The motion is brought by JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A., identified as the successor-by-merger to
Chase Home Finance, LLC. In this memorandum opinion and order the court will identify defendant as
named in plaintiff's complaint.

*The court questions whether plaintiff has adequately established the basis of the court's subject
matter jurisdiction. Nevertheless, the court concludes that dismissal of the action is warranted.
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IV.
Order.
Therefore,
The court OQRDERS that defendant's motion to dismiss be, and
is hereby, granted.
The court further ORDERS that all claims and causes of
action brought by plaintiff, Donald Willis, against defendant,

Chase Home Finance, be, and are hereby, dismigsed with prejudice.

/7

fin"McBRYDE”
nited States District/Judge

SIGNED March 14, 2013.




