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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

JOHNNY RAY CHANDLER, SR,
Plaintiff,
V. Civil Action No. 06-0664 (PLF)

UNITED STATESPAROLE
COMMISSION,etal.,

~— N N N N

Defendant.

MEMORANDUM OPINION

OnMay 4, 2011, the Court dismissed plaintiff Johnny Ray Chandler's common
law tort claims, First Amendment claims, Fifth Amendmentsefimination claims, Eighth

Amendment claims, and Fourteenth Amendment claims, leaving only his Fifth Ameindme

procedual due process clainSeeChandler v. James, 783 F. Supp. 2d 33, 41-44 (D.D.C. 2011)
ORDER (May 4, 2011) [Dkt. 78]. With leave of the CowseeORDERat 1 [Dkt. 78], Chandler
amended his complaint on October 7, 26 Ihclude an Administrative Procedure Act claim
(“statutory claim”)in addition to his Fifth Amendmemprocedurabue process claim. See

Second Amended Complaifif 7#80 [Dkt. 87]. On August 8, 2014the Courtdenied

Chandler’'s motion fosummary judgient on his statutory claim but granted it onFifgh
Amendmenprocedural due process clgientering judgment for him on that claiemd ordered
defendant United States Parole Commisswoprovide Chandler with six procedural protections.

SeeChandeér v. United States Parole Comm®&60 F. Supp. 3d 205, 2113} 22425 (D.D.C.
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2014) OrDERat 1-2 (August 8, 2014) [Dkt. 162]Thatopinion left Chandler’statutory claim
as the only remaining live claim in the case

With defendants’ written consent pursuant to Rule 15(a)(2) of the Fedeesl Rul
of Civil ProcedureseeNoOTICE OFCONSENT TO THEFILING OF A THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT at
1 [Dkt. 175], Chandler on February 1, 2016 amended his compdaivithdraw the statuty
claim. SeeTHIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT [Dkt. 176]. The Third Amended Complaithierefore
includes only the Fifth Amendment procedural due process claifff] B876,a claim onwhich

the Courtalreadyhadgrantedudgment for ChandlerSeeChandler vUnited States Parole

Commn, 60 F. Supp. 3d at 224-25r0eR at 1-2 [Dkt. 162].
For these reasons and for the reasons stated in the Court’s Opinion and Order of

August 8, 2014seeChandér v. United States Parole Commm®60 F. Supp. 3d at 213-14, 224-

25; OrRDERat 1-2 [Dkt. 162] the Court will issuanOrder and Judgmetitis same day.

SO ORDERED.

s/

PAUL L. FRIEDMAN
United States District Judge

DATE: March 9, 2016



