
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND 

 

 

 

CASA de Maryland, Inc., et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

 

DONALD J. TRUMP, in his official 

capacity as President of the United States, 

et al., 

Defendants. 

 

 

Civil Action No. 8:19-cv-2715-PWG 

 

 

 

 

 

NOTICE OF ORDER OF THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES  

ON APPLICATION FOR STAY OF PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS 

 

 Attached as Exhibit A is an Order from the Supreme Court of the United States adopted 

by a 5-4 vote, which stays nationwide preliminary injunctions issued by the U.S. District Court 

for the Southern District of New York against the Department of Homeland Security’s Public 

Charge Rule.  As noted by Justice Gorsuch in his opinion concurring with the Court’s Order, the 

result of the stay is that the Public Charge Rule is now in effect “everywhere save Illinois,” 

Ex. A, at 2, where the Rule remains subject to an injunction issued by the U.S. District Court for 

the Northern District of Illinois, Cook Cty v. McAleenan, --- F. Supp. 3d ---, No. 19 C 6334, 2019 

WL 5110267, at *14 (N.D. Ill. Oct. 14, 2019). 

 As this Court is aware, Defendants’ Motion for Stay Pending Appeal, ECF No. 84, 

remains pending.  In their Reply in Support of Motion for Stay Pending Appeal, ECF No. 92, 

Defendants stated that they “would not oppose revisiting the stay” of proceedings, should this 

Court grant one, “at such time as the Rule again stands to be enforced in Maryland,”  when 

Plaintiffs would, in Defendants’ view, “have a more credible claim to prejudice from a stay,” id. 
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at 7.  As the Public Charge Rule is now in effect in Maryland and the other states where Plaintiff 

CASA de Maryland, Inc., operates, there is now, as Defendants recognize, even greater reason 

for the Court to proceed toward final resolution of this case.  Plaintiffs therefore respectfully 

request that the Court deny Defendants’ Motion to Stay Proceedings in light of the Supreme 

Court’s Order.  

 

January 28, 2020     Respectfully submitted, 

       /s/ Jonathan L. Backer   

       Jonathan L. Backer (D. Md. 20000) 

       Amy L. Marshak* 

       Joshua A. Geltzer* 

       Mary B. McCord* 

       INSTITUTE FOR CONSTITUTIONAL ADVOCACY  

         AND PROTECTION 

       Georgetown University Law Center 

       600 New Jersey Ave., N.W. 

       Washington, D.C. 20001 

       (202) 662-9835 

       jb2845@georgetown.edu 

        

       Attorneys for Plaintiffs  

 

       *Admitted pro hac vice 

 

/s/ Andre M. Davis   

Andre M Davis #00362 

Baltimore City Solicitor 

Suzanne Sangree #26130 

Senior Public Safety Counsel and 

Director of Affirmative Litigation 

Jane Lewis #20981 

Assistant Solicitor 

BALTIMORE CITY DEPARTMENT OF LAW 

City Hall, Room 109 

100 N. Holliday Street  

Baltimore, MD 21202 

(443) 388-2190 

andre.davis@batimorecity.gov 

suzanne.sangree2@ batimorecity.gov 
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jane.lewis@ batimorecity.gov 

  

Attorneys for Mayor and City Council of 

Baltimore 
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