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Only the Westlaw citation is currently available. 
United States Court of Appeals, Ninth Circuit. 

Roy FISHER; et al., Plaintiffs-Appellees, 
United States of America, 

Intervenor-Plaintiff-Appellee, 
v. 

TUCSON UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT, 
Defendant-Appellant. 

Roy Fisher; et al., Plaintiffs, 
United States of America, Intervenor-Plaintiff, 

and 
Maria Mendoza, Individually and on behalf of 

Stephen Mendoza, Plaintiff-Appellant, 
v. 

Tucson Unified School District, 
Defendant-Appellee. 

Roy Fisher; et al., Plaintiffs-Appellants, 
and 

Maria Mendoza, Individually and on behalf of 
Stephen Mendoza; Edward A. Contreras, 

Plaintiffs, 
United States of America, Intervenor-Plaintiff, 

v. 
Tucson Unified School District, 

Defendant-Appellee. 

No. 18-16926, No. 18-16982, No. 18-16983 
| 

07/29/2019 

Attorneys and Law Firms 

Rubin Salter, Jr., Esquire, Law Office of Rubin Salter, Jr., 
Tucson, AZ, Juan Rodriguez, Thomas Andrew Saenz, 
Esquire, Mexican American Legal Defense and 
Educational Fund, Los Angeles, CA, Lois Devore 
Thompson, Proskauer Rose LLP, Los Angeles, CA, for 
Plaintiffs-Appellees 

Rubin Salter, Jr., Esquire, Law Office of Rubin Salter, Jr., 
Tucson, AZ, Juan Rodriguez, Thomas Andrew Saenz, 

Esquire, Mexican American Legal Defense and 
Educational Fund, Los Angeles, CA, Lois Devore 
Thompson, Proskauer Rose LLP, Los Angeles, CA, for 
Defendant-Appellant. 

District of Arizona, Tucson, D.C. Nos. 
4:74-cv-00090-DCB, 4:74-cv-00204-DCB 

Before: SCHROEDER, CANBY, and CHRISTEN, 
Circuit Judges. 
 
 
 
 

ORDER 

*1 Appellees’ motion to dismiss appeal No. 18-16926 for 
lack of jurisdiction is granted. See 28 U.S.C. § 1292(a)(1) 
(providing for jurisdiction over appeals from interlocutory 
orders “granting, continuing, modifying, refusing or 
dissolving injunctions, or refusing to dissolve or modify 
injunctions”); Carson v. American Brands, Inc., 450 U.S. 
79, 84-86 (1981) (setting forth test to determine whether 
court has jurisdiction under § 1292(a)(1) over appeal 
challenging interlocutory order involving consent decree). 
  
The opening briefs in appeals Nos. 18-16982 and 
18-16983 are due September 6, 2019; the answering 
briefs are due October 4, 2019; and the optional reply 
briefs are due within 21 days after service of the 
answering briefs. 
  
Appeal No. 18-16926 is DISMISSED. 
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