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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

Nicholas Alozie,
Plaintiff,
V.
Arizona Board of Regents, et al.,

Defendants.

The parties submitted aptilation limiting Plaintiff’'s chims and dismissing certain
defendants from some claims. (Doc. 11B)the amended complaint, Counts | and Il are
brought against Defendants Arizona BoardR&gents and Arizona State University|.
(Doc. 22 at 14-15). Counts IV and V arebght against Defendants Roen, Tromp, Crow,
Page, and Searle. (Doc. 22 at 17-18). Thiggzastipulation limitsthe scope of Counts |
and Il and dismisses most of the defendants f2ommts IV and V. Ganting the stipulation

No. CV-16-03944-PHX-ROS
ORDER

Doc. 117

will result in the dismissal of all claims aigst Roen, Crow, Page, and Searle and the

complete dismissal of Count V.0Bd cause appearing,
IT ISORDERED the Stipulation (Doc. 116) GRANTED.
ITISFURTHER ORDERED as follows:

1. Count One of the Amend @Gmlaint (Doc. 22) is limid to Defendant Arizona
Board of Regents and Arizona State Unsitg's nonselection of Plaintiff for the

position of Dean of the Colleg# Letters and Sciencesdithe decision not to granf

! The Court granted judgment on theaudings regardingdtint Ill. (Doc. 42)
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Plaintiff a second imrview in connection wittthat application.

. Count Two of the Amended Complaintlisiited to Defendant Arizona Board of

Regents and Arizona State iMersity’s decision not tgrant Plaintiff a second
interview in connection witlhis application for the Deanf the College of Letters

and Sciences.

. Defendants Crow, Page, Roen, and Searldiansissed from Coua Four and Five

of the Amended Complaintith prejudice, all parties to bear their wwttorneys’

fees and costs.

. Defendant Tromp is dismissed from Cotrive of the Amaded Complaint with

prejudice, all parties to bear their own attorneys’ fees and.c@sfendant Tromp
shall remain a Defendant witespect to Count Four tiie Amended Complaint.
Dated this 8th day of February, 2019.

Senior Unlted States District Jyel




