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Raymond T. DeMeritt appeals pro se from the district court’s order denying

his motion for a preliminary injunction in his action challenging the garnishment of

his Social Security benefit. We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1292(a)(1). We
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review for an abuse of discretion. Am. Trucking Ass ns, Inc. v. City of Los Angeles,
559 F.3d 1046, 1052 (9th Cir. 2009). We affirm.

The district court did not abuse its discretion by denying DeMeritt’s motion
for a preliminary injunction because DeMeritt failed to establish that he is likely to
succeed on the merits of his claims. See Garcia v. Google, Inc., 786 F.3d 733, 740
(9th Cir. 2015) (en banc) (setting out preliminary injunction requirements and
noting that “when a plaintiff has failed to show the likelihood of success on the
merits, we need not consider the remaining three [ Winter elements]” (citation and
internal quotation marks omitted)); see also United States v. Morton, 467 U.S. 822,
829 (1984) (concluding that executing a garnishment order does not require
examination beyond the face of the legal process).

The request (Docket Entry No. 19) for judicial notice is granted.

AFFIRMED.
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