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1 plaintiff was seeking "only damages" and had "alleged no continuing harm and sought 

2 no injunctive or declaratory relief'). Moreover, the Bureau convincingly argues that 

3 delay "inherently increases the risk that witnesses' memories will fade and evidence 

4 will become stale." Blue Cross & Blue Shield of Ala. v. Unity Outpatient Surgery Ctr. , 

5 490 F.3d 718, 724 (9th Cir. 2007) (internal quotations omitted). Accordingly, a stay 

6 would make it harder for the Bureau to secure any relief for consumers. 

7 Thus, the Court finds that all three factor weighs against staying the case. 

8 Accordingly, the Court finds that the case should proceed and DENIES the Motion. 

9 V. CONCLUSION 

10 For the reasons discussed above, the Court DENIES Defendants' Motion to Stay. 

11 (ECF No. 27 .) 
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IT IS SO ORDERED. 

February 21 , 2020 

OTIS D. HT, II 
UNITED STATES !STRICT JUDGE 
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