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Defendant-Appellant Elizabeth School District respectfully moves to dis-

miss its appeal under Rule 42(b)(2). We have conferred with counsel for the 

plaintiffs-appellees and they have agreed not to oppose dismissal of the appeal 

on the following terms: The Elizabeth School District will pay all of the plain-

tiffs-appellees court costs on appeal. The plaintiffs-appellees also reserve all 

rights. The plaintiffs-appellees agree not to oppose dismissal of the appeal in 

accordance with these terms. See Fed. R. App. P. 42(b)(2). 

CONCLUSION 

The unopposed motion to dismiss the appeal should be granted.  
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CERTIFICATE OF CONFERENCE 

I certify that I have conferred with Kendra Kumor, counsel for the plain-

tiffs-appellees, who informed me that plaintiffs-appellees are unopposed to 

this motion. 

 /s/ Jonathan F. Mitchell  
Jonathan F. Mitchell 

      Counsel for Defendant-Appellant 
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CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE 

with type-volume limitation, typeface requirements, 
and type-style requirements 

 
1. This motion complies with the type-volume limitation of Fed. R. App. 

P. 27(d)(2) because it contains 88 words, excluding the parts of the brief 
exempted by Fed. R. App. P. 32(f ). 

 
2. This motion complies with the typeface and type-style requirements of 

Fed. R. App. P. 27(d)(1)(E), 32(a)(5), and Fed. R. App. P. 32(a)(6) be-
cause it uses Equity Text B 14-point type face throughout, and Equity 
Text B is a proportionally spaced typeface that includes serifs. 

  
 
 
 
 
Dated: January 20, 2026 

 /s/ Jonathan F. Mitchell  
Jonathan F. Mitchell 
Counsel for Defendant-Appellant 
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CERTIFICATE OF ELECTRONIC COMPLIANCE 

Counsel also certifies that on January 20, 2026, this motion was transmit-
ted to the Clerk of the United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit, 
through the court’s CM/ECF document filing system.  

Counsel further certifies that: (1) required privacy redactions have been 
made, 10th Cir. R. 25.5; (2) the electronic submission is an exact copy of the 
paper document; and (3) the document has been scanned with the most recent 
version of VirusTotal and is free of viruses. 
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