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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

)
ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHBISHOP )
OF WASHINGTON, et al., )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
V. ) Civil Action No. 13-1441 (ABJ)

)
KATHLEEN SEBELIUS, Secretary, U.S. )
Department of Health and Human )
Services, et al., )
)
Defendants. )
)

ORDER

Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 58 and for the reasons stated in the
accompanying Memorandum Opinion, it is hereby ORDERED that defendants’ motion for
summary judgment [Dkt. # 26] is GRANTED with respect to plaintiff Catholic University’s
RFRA claim in Count I, and all of the plaintiffs’ Free Exercise claims in Count I, compelled
speech claims in Count Ill, denominational preference claims in Count V, internal church
governance claims in Count VI, and APA contrary to law claims in Count VII. Plaintiffs’ cross-
motion for summary judgment [DKkt. # 27] is denied with respect to those claims.

It is FURTHER ORDERED that defendants’ motion to dismiss [Dkt. # 26] the church
plan plaintiffss RFRA claims in Count I, and all of the plaintiffs’ Establishment Clause
challenges to the IRS factors in Count VV and APA erroneous interpretation claims in Count VIII
for lack of jurisdiction is GRANTED. Plaintiffs’ cross-motion for summary judgment on those

counts is moot.
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It 1s FURTHER ORDERED that plaintiff Thomas Aquinas College’s cross-motion for
summary judgment on its RFRA claim in Count I, and all of the plaintiffs’ cross-motions for
summary judgment on their Free Speech claims asserted in Count IV are GRANTED, and
defendants’ motion for summary judgment with respect to those claims is denied. Defendants
are permanently enjoined from enforcing the contraceptive mandate as it is currently revised by
29 C.F.R. § 2590.715-2713A(b) against plaintiff Thomas Aquinas College, and the prohibition
on influencing a third-party administrator in 29 C.F.R. § 2590.715-2713A(b)(1)(111) (“The
eligible organization . . . must not, directly or indirectly, seek to influence the third party
administrator’s decision to make any such arrangements.”) is hereby declared to be invalid and

unenforceable. This is an appealable order.

Ang Behos——
U

AMY BERMAN JACKSON
United States District Judge

DATE: December 20, 2013



