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TIEMOKO COULIBALY, Dr.; FATOU GAYE-COULIBALY, Dr.,
Plaintiffs - Appellants,
V.

JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A.; FANNIE MAE; LONG & FOSTER REAL
ESTATE, INC.; NRT-MID-ATLANTIC TITLE SERVICE, LLC, now
known as Mid-Atlantic Settlement Services LLC; FIRST
AMERICAN TITLE; FAACS; GUARDIAN FUNDING; INTEGRATED ASSET
SERVICES; SIMCOX AND BARCLAY, LLP; JOHN AND JANE DOE,

Defendants - Appellees.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the District of
Maryland, at Greenbelt. Deborah K. Chasanow, Chief District
Judge. (8:10-cv-03517-DKC)
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Before MOTZ, DAVIS, and DIAZ, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.
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PER CURIAM:

Dr. Tiemoko Coulibaly and Dr. Fatou Gaye-Coulibaly
appeal the district court’s orders granting the motions to
dismiss their claims filed by Defendants other than JP Morgan
Chase Bank, N.A. (**Chase’), granting in part and denying iIn part
the motion to dismiss filed by Chase, denying their motions for
recusal and reconsideration, and granting Chase’s motion for
summary judgment in their civil action. We have reviewed the
record and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirm for

the reasons stated by the district court. Coulibaly v. JP

Morgan Chase Bank, N.A., No. 8:10-cv-03517-DKC (D. Md. Sept. 7,

2012; Dec. 28, 2011; Dec. 12, 2011; Sept. 16, 2011 & Aug. 8,
2011). We deny Chase’s motion to strike the informal brief and
dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal
contentions are adequately presented iIn the materials before

this court and argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED



