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CHAD DROWN, Faegre Baker Daniels LLP, Minneap-
olis, MN, argued for defendants-appellees. Also repre-
sented by DAVID J.F. GROSS, CHARLES FEENEY KNAPP,
ELIZABETH COWAN WRIGHT, AARON D. VAN OORT; CALVIN
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Before MOORE, WALLACH, and TARANTO, Circuit
Judges.

PER CURIAM.

In light of our holding in Shukh v. Seagate Technolo-
gy, LLC, Case No. 14-1406, vacating and remanding in
part the district court’s judgment on the merits against
Alexander Shukh, we vacate and remand the district
court’s costs judgment.

VACATED AND REMANDED
CosTS

No costs.



