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VEMORANDUM AND ORDER

J.M KELLY, J. APRI L 4, 2000
Before the Court is a Mdtion filed by defendant,
Dom ni ¢ DeMuro on behal f of the defendants naned above in a civi
action, for a Prelimnary Injunction to refrain fromfurther
action in this case until the “final disposition” on the nerits
of the crimnal matter that are related to this civil case. The
def endants were accused of violating the civil rights and
constitutional rights of Samantha Starnes and her child by
wr ecki ng havoc in a house that was rented by Ms. Starnes. It was
averred that it was the intention of the defendants to keep
African-Anmericans fromnoving into the 2500 bl ock of South
Franklin Street. The naned defendants were all found guilty
following a trial. Six defendants who proceeded to trial
appeal ed their conviction to the Third Crcuit Court of Appeals

and in two separate Menorandum Opinions filed on Septenber 28 and



Sept enber 29, 1999, their convictions were affirnmed. No
petitions for certiorari have been filed.

Plaintiffs filed this civil action on June 4, 1998.
The defendants were personally served between July 2, 1998 and
March 11, 1999. There has been no response to Plaintiff’s
Conpl ai nt and on Novenber 23, 1999, default judgnent was entered
agai nst the defendants Felix DeMuro, Sr., Elena DeMuro, and
Teresa Martin. Default judgnents have been entered agai nst
def endants, Dom nic DeMuro, Joseph G eenwood and M chael DeMiro
on March 17, 1999 and agai nst Felix DeMuro, Jr., on March 31,
1999. An assessnent of damages hearing is scheduled for April
10, 2000. One of the elenments required before the granting of a
prelimnary injunction is whether the person seeking such relief
is likely to prevail on the nerits when the case cones to trial

S&R Corp. v. Jiffy Lube International, Inc., 968 F.2d 371 (3d

Cr. 1992). In view of the history of this case, the Court finds
that the defendants have not net this requirenent. It is ORDERED

t hat Defendants’ Mdtion for Prelimnary Injunction is DEN ED.

BY THE COURT:

JAMES MG RR KELLY, J.



