STATE OF MICHIGAN
MACOMB COUNTY CIRCUIT COURT

JOHN E. BUTERBAUGH and
CARRIE BUTERBAUGH,

Plaintiffs,
VS. Case No. 2012-4691-CH
SELENE FINANCIAL, LP, JPMORGAN
MORTGAGE ACQUISITION CORP.,
AS TRUSTEE FOR THE UNKNOWN
TRUST, and UNKNOWN TRUST,

Defendants.

/

OPINION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs have filed a motion for reconsideratioithe Court’s February 5, 2014 Opinion
and Ordemgranting Defendants summary disposition and denilaintiffs’ request for leave to
amend their complaint.

In the interests of judicial economy the factuadl gmocedural statements set forth in the

Court’s February 5, 2014 Opinion and Ordee herein incorporated.

Motions for reconsideration must be filed within 8ays of the challenged decision.
MCR 2.119(F)(1). The moving party must demonsteafslpable error by which the Court and
the parties have been misled and show that a eiffefisposition of the motion must result from
correction of the error. MCR 2.119(F)(3). A matifor reconsideration which merely presents
the same issue ruled upon by the Court, eitheresspyr or by reasonable implication, will not be
granted. Id. The purpose of MCR 2.119(F)(3) is to allow altgourt to immediately correct

any obvious mistakes it may have made in ruling@onotion, which would otherwise be subject



to correction on appeal but at a much greater esgpemthe partiesBersv Bers, 161 Mich App
457, 462; 411 NW2d 732 (1987). The grant or demiid motion for reconsideration is a matter
within the discretion of the trial courCole v Ladbroke Racing Michigan, Inc, 241 Mich App 1,
6-7; 614 NW2d 169 (2000).

The Court has reviewed Plaintiffs’ present motienveell as their original response to
Defendants’ motion. Having done so, the Courtasaonvinced Plaintiffs are entitled to relief.
Plaintiffs have failed to demonstrate a palpablereby which the Court and the parties have
been misled such that a different disposition ef dhniginal petition must result from correction
of the error. Accordingly, Plaintiffs’ motion mulsé denied.

Conclusion
For the reasons discussed above, Plaintiffs’ motanreconsideration of the Court’s

February 5, 2014 Opinion and OrderDENIED. Pursuant to MCR 2.602(A)(3), this Gpim

and Ordethis matter REMAINS CLOSED.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

/sl John C. Foster
JOHN C. FOSTER, Circuit Judge

Dated: March 4, 2014
JCF/sr
Cc: viaemail only

John and Carrie Buterbaugbbuterbaugh@gmail.com
David M. Dell, Attorney at Lawddell@orlans.com




