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This case involves an appeal from the denial of a preliminary injunction 

against the unconstitutional aims of the HHS Mandate.  Absent relief from the 

Court, the HHS Mandate applies to the Plaintiffs-Appellants.  See 26 U.S.C. § 

4980D.  While subject to the HHS Mandate, the Plaintiff-Appellants’ rights under 

the Religious Freedom Restoration Act and First Amendment are being trampled 

upon as detailed in the Plaintiff’s Motion for Injunction Pending Appeal. 

This constitutes good cause to expedite the appeal pursuant to 6 Cir. R. 

27(f).  Moreover, this is an appeal from an order denying a preliminary or 

temporary injunction, which this Court routinely decides on an expedited basis.  6 

Cir. I.O.P. 28(c).  To that end, Plaintiffs-Appellants request that the Court decide 

this case on an expedited basis and set an appropriate briefing schedule. 

CONCLUSION 

 For these reasons, Plaintiff-Appellants respectfully request that the court 

expedite the appeal. 
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 Counsel for Defendants 

 

 

THOMAS MORE LAW CENTER 

 

       /s/ Erin Mersino  

       Erin Mersino (P70886) 

 

      Case: 13-1677     Document: 006111700462     Filed: 05/23/2013     Page: 3


