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Before HOLMES, Chief Judge, and PHILLIPS, Circuit Judge. 

_________________________________ 

Appellant has filed a motion to stay the district court’s permanent injunction 

pending appeal.  Appellees have responded, and appellant has replied.1 

  In deciding whether to grant a stay pending appeal, we consider the traditional 

factors: “(1) whether the stay applicant has made a strong showing that he is likely to 

succeed on the merits; (2) whether the applicant will be irreparably injured absent a stay; 

(3) whether issuance of the stay will substantially injure the other parties interested in the 

proceeding; and (4) where the public interest lies.”  Nken v. Holder, 556 U.S. 418, 434 

(2009) (internal quotation marks omitted). 

We conclude that appellant has satisfied his burden to establish that the Nken 

factors weigh in favor of granting a stay.  We therefore grant the motion and stay the 

district court’s permanent injunction dated November 20, 2023, until further order of this 

court. 

Entered for the Court 

 
CHRISTOPHER M. WOLPERT, Clerk 

 
1 We entered a temporary stay to facilitate our review of the filings.  Having 

completed our review, we now vacate the temporary stay. 
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