
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF INDIANA 

INDIANAPOLIS DIVISION 
 

ACLU of Indiana – Indiana University ) 
School of Law – Indianapolis Chapter, ) 
et al.,      ) 
      ) 
 Plaintiffs,    ) 
      ) 
  v.    ) No. 1:09-cv-842 TWP-MJD 
      ) 
THE INDIVIDUAL MEMBERS OF THE ) 
INDIANA STATE BOARD OF LAW ) 
EXAMINERS, in their official capacities, ) 
      ) 
 Defendants.    ) 
 

JUDGMENT 
 

 Comes now the Court, following its Entry on Cross Motions for Summary Judgm ent 

(Doc. No. 188), and enters the following Findings and Judgment.  

 It is found and declared that, consistent with this Court’s Entr y on Cross Motions for 

Summary Judgment, plaintiffs’ motion for summary judgm ent is GRANTED wit h respect to 

Question 23 of the Bar application, but DENIED with respect to Questions 22, 24 and 25 and the 

Board of Law Exam iners’ motion for summar y judgment is GRANTED with respect to 

Questions 22, 24 and 25, but DENIED with respect to Question 23 of the Bar application. 

 IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that defenda nts are perm anently enjoined and  shall 

immediately cease utilizing Question 23 on the Indiana Bar applicati on.  Given that applications 

for the February, 2012, Bar application are alrea dy being completed by applicants and received 

by the Board, the Court ORDERS further that: 

 1.  The current Question 23 shall be removed from the application for the July, 2012, 

 Bar examination. 
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 2.  The Board of Law Examiners shall immediately take steps to remove question 23 

 from the application for the February, 2012, bar examination and to the extent that 

 applications have been, or will be rece ived, with Question  23 com pleted, the Board is 

 enjoined to not consider the answers to the question in any respect. 

 IT IS FUR THER ORDERED that the tim e within which plaintiffs are to submit any 

claims for attorneys’ fees or costs is extended, pursuant to Rule 54(d)(2)(A) of the Federal Rules 

of Civil Procedure, until sixty (60) days from the date of this Judgment. 

___________     _________________________________________ 
Date      Judge, United States District Court 

 cc: 

Kenneth J. Falk 
ACLU of Indiana 
kfalk@aclu-in.org 

Anthony W. Overholt 
FROST BROWN TODD LLC 
aoverholt@fbtlaw.com 

Darren A. Craig 
FROST BROWN TODD LLC 
dcraig@fbtlaw.com 
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10/06/2011
 
 
 
   ________________________ 
    Hon. Tanya Walton Pratt, Judge  
    United States District Court 
    Southern District of Indiana  
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