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ARGUMENT

Harm to the Appellants continues while this appeal is proceeding and,
without expediting the appeal, it is likely Catholic will be forced to shut
its doors before its appeal is complete. As detailed in the Amato
declarations, Catholic continues to do everything in its power to delay
staff layoffs, but doing so requires tradeoffs that further strain its
ministry. Catholic’s century-old foster care ministry is already in the
wind-down process, and the intake freeze continues, meaning that foster
homes that could be serving children sit empty today.

The question on appeal is whether Appellants are entitled to a
preliminary injunction. As the City acknowledges, it has briefed that
issue several times, including a brief in opposition to a motion for
injunction pending appeal in this Court. A response brief should not be a
significant strain on resources.

The City’s response identifies only two concrete time periods, Aug. 9-
20 and Sept. 14-27, as times when its attorneys will be on vacation.
Catholic’s schedule is more compatible with those dates than the City’s
proposed schedule, which the City acknowledges requires its own brief to
be filed during an attorney’s vacation. The Court could easily grant

Catholic’s motion while accommodating that schedule as follows:



o Appellants’ opening brief due Aug. 20
o Appellees’ brief due Sept. 10
e Appellants’ reply due Sept. 17.
This would accommodate the City’s conflicts while also ensuring that
the appeal can be decided in an expedited fashion.
For all the reasons described in its motion, this case presents

extraordinary circumstances in which expedited appeal is warranted.
CONCLUSION

Appellants respectfully request that this Court grant their motion for

expedited briefing and consideration of this appeal.
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