


found, this court concludes that forced homelessness and the likely loss of housing

benefits under Section 8 would meet the legal test for irreparable harm.”)(citing cases).

However, none of the individuals facing imminent homelessness are named as
plaintiffs in this case. The organizations who are named as plaintiffs have not put forth
evidence that they will suffer irreparable harm by being forced to divert their resources
to the crisis management of trying to assist their clients in the next few days. The court

is not persuaded by the one New York case that Plaintiffs cite—Step By Step, Inc. v. City

of Ogdensburg, 176 F. Supp. 3d 112, 134 (N.D.N.Y. 2016)—suggesting that harm to the

organization’s clients here can be the basis for a finding of irreparable harm to the

organizations.

Courts have held that a forced significant change in an organization’s programs

can constitute irreparable harm. See, e.g., E. Bay Sanctuary Covenant v. Biden, 993 F.3d

640, 678 (9th Cir. 2021) (“We agree with the district court that the Organizations have
established that they will suffer a significant change in their programs and a
concomitant loss of funding absent a preliminary injunction enjoining enforcement of

the Rule. Both constitute irreparable injuries[.]”); Downtown Soup Kitchen v.

Municipality of Anchorage, 406 F. Supp. 3d 776, 797 (D. Alaska 2019)(“Hope Center has

established a sufficient likelihood of irreparable harm resulting from restrictions on

Hope Center’s ability to provide overnight living space to homeless persons.”).

However, the harm alleged here is not so severe. Plaintiffs merely allege that they
have “had to divert resources away from our core activities to try to help as many people

as possible through this process. . .” See, e.g., Affidavit of Ken Russell, 4 8. A temporary
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diversion of resources, as opposed to a forced change in an organization’s core mission,

is not sufficient to establish irreparable harm.
Order

The motion for a temporary restraining order is denied. The clerk shall schedule

a prompt hearing on the motion for a preliminary injunction.

Electronically signed on March 15, 2024 pursuant to V.R.E.F. 9(d)

Fob u Lo

Helen M. Toor
Superior Court Judge
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