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: IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF GUAM

HAGATNA, GUAM
© U MARIA A GANGE, JESUS CRUZ Civil Case No. CV1461-10

)
7
CHARFAUROS, ANA A, CHARGUALAL. )
HIESUS G AGUIGUL for themselves and on )
12 [ behaltf of all others similarly situated )

) PLAINTIFFS MEMORANDUM OF
s 3 POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN

! REPLY TO THE GOVERNMENT'S

\ POSITION ON THE ISSUES THE
COURT ORDERED BRIEFED ON
} NOVEMBER 30, 2012 AND REAL-
ad b PARTY-IN-INTEREST'S POSITION
3 OF THE ISSUES THE COURT
‘ > reli )1 e ORDERED BRIEFED ON
and DOES One (1) through Three bundred ) NOVEMBER 20, 2012

18 | (300}, inclusive. )
;
Pefenaants, |
COMES NOW Curtis C. Van de veld BEsg. of THE VANDEVELD Law OrriCes, P.C.,
- counsel for the Plaintiffs, who hereby files this Memorandum of Points and Authorities i
- Reply to the Government's Position on the Issues the Court Ordered Briefed on Novembe
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Plaintiffs disagree with the Proposed Intervener's position that the Plaintiffs are not

entitled to injunctive relief because thev are not entitled to the stream of income from the

1

property specifically held in trust for The real property affected by

Public Law 30-158 has been tran wvernment of Guam to a trust specitically

for Plaintitfs’ benefit. If this corpus is taken from Plaintiffs' trust they will not have the
mcome generated by that property and there 1s no statutory procedure for them to obtain just
compensation for this taking of their personal property. This is the key point that the
Proposed Intervener's overiook - that the Plaintiffs have no statutory remedy 0 obtain
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specifically to be compensated from government funds. Funds collected by the State b
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specifically earmarked for compensation to private individuals must be paid to these private
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Finally. should the Court see fit to issue a permanent injunctive in Plaint{fs favor.

Plaintiffs respectfully requests that this Court certify the class and apply the mjunctive reli
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to all class members to ensure its just and durable application to all affected Dispossessed
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