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consiuerable airfficulty in re-leasing the property for tihe sane
renct sie is now realizing. Plaintifr, upon information ana belletf,
nas not iost any tenants due to the unavailability of ofil street
pALKRing space allegyealy calseu oy lr. Sili's truck beiny parked on
tne Lisputeu hirea. In fact, HMI. $ill has gone to the efiort of
clearing out & substantial amount ol brush at the end ot the
Lis.utea Area to enable tue tyuck to be parked further back fromn
tue Praintirf's aajoining parking lot and To wermit Plaintiffi's

s iree ana unopvstructeu access f[rom the garking lot to the
cuwlic ailey. Auuiltionally. Plaintiff's parking lot 1s sutficilent
in anu of itselif to accomoaate four (4) vehilcles and there is
accorulliyly o neeu Lor hef tenants to have to searcn "...elsewhere
FolL parkinyg »pacCes at a possible adauitional expense." (Plaintilii's
MenwianuUi, »ye 5)e Under these clrCulsiances, the balance ot
conLvenience ciearly favors tue Defencant who, 11 an injuctiﬁn 18
,rantec, wiil ve cenied the use Of his property to park his truck,
WOlClL use woes not eaversely aifect the aviiity of Piaintiri's
tenaints toe wark in Fiaintiri's existing OIL street parking lot.
Tie Harusihlps which Piaintiii alieges wilil result 11 an injuction
15 welied, l.e. extrene cissatisfaction ana possivie defection or
Jer Lenanis ance a corresponding wiminution in the vaiue of ner

LLCperty, are purely speculative and unsupported by the current

siivation. 1In sun, Plaintift has tftalleu to emonstrate the guanturl

anG cuality of likely hLatn which woula justiiy thls Court issuling

afl LnjuCtion.
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