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O R D E R

Upon consideration of the joint motion to vacate the district court decisions under
review and to dismiss the appeal, it is

ORDERED that the motion to dismiss the appeal be granted.  It is 

FURTHER ORDERED that the motion to vacate the district court decisions under
review be denied.  The parties have settled the case and the settlement is not
contingent on vacatur.  Moreover, mootness by reason of settlement does not normally
justify vacatur of a judgment under review, and the parties have not shown “exceptional
circumstances” warranting that “extraordinary remedy.”  U.S. Bancorp Mortgage Co. v.
Bonner Mall Partnership, 513 U.S. 18, 26, 29 (1994).    

Pursuant to D.C. Circuit Rule 36, this disposition will not be published.  The Clerk
is directed to withhold issuance of the mandate herein until seven days after resolution
of any timely petition for rehearing or petition for rehearing en banc.  See Fed. R. App.
P. 41(b); D.C. Cir. Rule 41.

Per Curiam
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