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CENTRAL DlSTRlCTo:lc%r' 3 V
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT V/ '
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
qq- 10518 L
WEN-WAN CHANG, et al. ) CV 99-1051f GRERkATIETED oar |
) 3
Plaintiffs, ) PUTELED
)  JUDGMENT MY -7 2001
vs. )
) CENTRAL D1 T OF CALIFORNIA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) BY DEPUTY
)
Defendant. )

Docketed '
—<JS-54 o
—dJd5-2/JS-3
By separate minute order datedCHSP 2, 2001, Defendant’s

motion for judgment on the pleadings was granted in part and denied in
part.

It is hereby ADJUDGED, DECREED and ORDERED that as to all parties
except Plaintiff Chiang {(the other six named Plaintiffs and the
Partnership Plaintiffs), Defendant’s motion for judgment on the
pleadings is granted without prejudice as to Counts One through Four,
Six and Seven becauge these claims are not ripe for adjudication as to
the six named individual Plaintiffs and because the Partnership
Plaintiffs lack standing to assert such claims. As to Plaintiff

Chiang, Defendant’s motion for judgment on the pleadings is grangef
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with regard to Counts One, Three, Six and those parts of

Counts Two and Four which do not involve the retroactivity claim, with
prejudice. Defendant’s motion for judgment on the pleadings is
granted without prejudice as to Count Five. As to Plaintiff Chiang,
Defendant’s motion for judgment on the pleadings is denied without
prejudice as to Counts Two, Four (insofar as they implicate the
improper retroactive application claim) and Seven, and Plaintiff
Chiang’s improper retroactive application claim is remanded to the INS
for due consideration and compilation of an administrative record

consistent with the May 2, 2001 order.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

DATED: May 3, 2001

George H. King
United States Digtrigt Judge




