
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA 

 

 

PENNSYLVANIA INFORMED 

CONSENT ADVOCATES, INC. 

 
Plaintiff, 

v. 

  
UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA 

HEALTH SYSTEM 

3400 Spruce Street 

Philadelphia, PA 19104 

 

 

  
and 
 

 

  
SCOTT KETCHAM, 

United States Secretary of Labor 

200 Constitution Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20210 

 

 

 
and  

 

 

 
XAVIER BECERRA 
United States Secretary of  

Health and Human Services 

 200 Independence Avenue, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20210 

 
 

                                             Defendants. 
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COMPLAINT 

 

This is a civil action seeking damages against State actors for committing acts, under color 

of law, which deprived Plaintiff of rights secured by the First and Fourteenth Amendments to the 

United States Constitution, the laws of the United States, and the Constitution and laws of the 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania; for constitutional violations that arise out of University of 

Pennsylvania Health System’s vaccine mandate; for Secretary of Labor Scott Ketcham and 

Secretary of Health and Human Services Xavier Becerra conspiring to introduce regulations under 

the Occupational Safety and Health Act to violate the First Amendment rights of all Americans by 

compelling them to engage in political speech.  

This civil action arises out of the Defendants’ flagrant disregard for the constitutional rights 

of American citizens in their attempt to compel vaccinations. Through the actions of Defendants’ 

and other non-party individuals and entities, vaccines have been politicized to a point where 

receiving or declining a vaccine has become a political act in the eyes of the public, and being 

compelled into discussing one’s vaccine status is compelling that person to engage in political 

speech. 

By forcing its employees to disclose their vaccine status, University of Pennsylvania Health 

System is acting as a state actor when compelling political speech in violation of the First 

Amendment to the United States Constitution. By requiring workers across America to disclose 

their vaccination status, Defendants Scott Ketcham and Xavier Becerra are forcing them to engage 

in un-sought-out, and individually undesirable, political speech in violation of the first amendment.  

JURISDICTION 

1. This Court has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1331 (federal 

question jurisdiction). 
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2. This Court is authorized to grant declaratory judgment under the Declaratory Judgment 

Act, 28 U.S.C. §§ 2201-02, implemented through Rule 57 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.  

3. This Court is authorized to grant Plaintiffs’ prayer for temporary, preliminary, and 

permanent injunctive relief pursuant to Rule 65 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 

4. Venue is proper in this district because Plaintiffs’ members suffered damages within 

the jurisdiction of the Eastern District of PA. 

PARTIES 

5. Plaintiff is the Pennsylvania Informed Consent Advocates, Inc. (hereinafter referred to 

as “Plaintiff.” 

6. Defendant University of Pennsylvania Health System (hereinafter referred to as 

“UPHS”) is a network of hospitals that serve the Eastern Pennsylvania region. 

7. Defendant Scott Ketcham (hereinafter referred to as “Ketcham”), is the U.S. secretary 

of labor who oversees the Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA). 

8. Defendant Xavier Becerra (hereinafter referred to as “Becerra”) is the U.S. secretary of 

Health and Human Services who oversees the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services (CMS).  

9. Plaintiff is a corporation formed by, and representing the interests of, employees and 

former employees of UPHS. Plaintiff corporation was formed in Pennsylvania, and its principal 

place of business is in Pennsylvania.  

10. Members of Plaintiff are medical professionals who have chosen, for various reasons, 

to refuse vaccination, or have refused to disclose their COVID-19 vaccination status to others, and 

UPHS seeks to coerce Plaintiff members to engage in political speech in compelling such 

disclosure by threat to their livelihoods, and to the well-being and fiscal security of persons 

dependent on Plaintiff members’ jobs for their survival. 
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11. Members of Plaintiff have sincere, bona fide beliefs in opposition to the vaccine which 

are religious, quasi-religious, or personal in nature. 

12. All members of Plaintiff are employed by entities with 15 or more employees covered 

by Title VII, which mandates the reasonable accommodation of sincere religious beliefs.  

FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

13. On or about March 25th, 2021, various federal agencies, including the departments of 

Labor and Health and Human Services began publicity drives to encourage and entice private 

corporations to act as government agents to require full vaccination as a condition to employment.  

14. These efforts have gradually ramped up in intensity culminating with President Joseph 

R. Biden instructing government agencies overseen by Ketcham and Becerra (OSHA and CMS) 

to draft regulations to require private businesses under their purview to mandate vaccination 

against COVID-19 thereby making these businesses, if they were not already, government agents 

and thus government “actors” under the law.  

15. The aforementioned mandates are expected to take effect sometime in the near future, 

though extensive publicity, and the subsequent behavior of UPHS, has demonstrated clearly that 

UPHS considers the coming formal regulation already de facto the law of the land.  

16. As an organization with over 100 employees, and a health care provider, UPHS has 

become a government agent by anticipating and implementing the formal requirements outlined 

by President Biden. UPHS adopted those requirements in anticipation of formal agency-authored 

regulations in the future that will formalize what UPHS has already accepted is a presidential 

decree that it mandate vaccination for all employees.  

17. Subsequent to the aforementioned publicity drive, on May 19th, 2021, UPHS began to 

require all employees (including members of Plaintiff corporation) to fully vaccinate against 
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SARS-CoV-2 before September 1, 2021 or face adverse employment action, up to and including 

termination. 

18. UPHS then began a harassment/embarrassment/shaming campaign against all 

unvaccinated employees which continues to this day. 

19. Pursuant to its threat to punish the unvaccinated, UPHS has formally dismissed or 

terminated the contracts of a number of Plaintiff's members.  

20. Such corporate disciplinary action is arbitrary, is not easily appealed, and is not 

narrowly tailored to fulfilling the goals of ending the COVID-19 pandemic. 

COUNT I 

COMPULSION OF POLITICAL SPEECH 

 

21. Plaintiff incorporates by reference the preceding paragraphs as though the same were 

set forth at length herein. 

22. The First Amendment to the U.S. Constitution enshrines the right to free speech for all 

American citizens.  

23. The U.S. Supreme Court has long held that the right to free speech protects against 

state actors compelling others to express speech, or act in a manner that is fundamentally political 

in nature. 

24. The U.S. Supreme Court has long held that a private entity can become so involved 

with or encouraged by the state that its conduct is held to be the equal of state action – with a 

purported private entity standing in the shoes of the state to enforce the state’s will. 

25. UPHS became a state actor after following the deep and continuous encouragement of 

various U.S. agencies including the president of the United States, the CDC, the FDA and the 

EEOC. 
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26. Alternatively, UPHS became a state actor after following the deep and continuous 

encouragement of Pennsylvania state officials encouraging private employers to require 

vaccination. 

27. Alternatively, UPHS became a state actor after providing, administering, and requiring 

federally-funded SARS-CoV-2 vaccinations.  

28. The determination of whether an act or a statement is “political” in nature is wholly 

dependent on how society at large views such act or statement. 

29. Because of such dependence, what a society defines as “political” changes as collective 

mores and sensitivities shift. Therefore, the list of acts and statements society considers “political” 

is not cast in stone, but ever-changing during the lifespan of the Republic.  

30. It is entirely possible, for example, that a previously considered “political act” or 

“political statement,” over time, to lose that political meaning.  Conversely, it is also possible for 

a previously apolitical act or statement to become controversial enough, and partisan enough, to 

acquire a previously unconsidered political meaning. 

31. Disclosing one’s status as not vaccinated against the COVID-19 has become politicized 

in such a way that the expressing of one’s opposition has acquired a political meaning: bringing 

public derision down upon the individual or, in fewer instances, garnering public acclaim for the 

individual, largely depending on the political beliefs of the public toward coerced governmental 

action against its citizens.    

32. The above-mentioned fact can be proven objectively by showing the correlation 

between COVID-19 vaccine hesitancy and political party affiliation, and subjectively by showing 

political commentary acknowledging the partisan nature of the act of vaccination and attitude 

toward forced vaccination. 
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33. Because of its intensely toxic political nature, disclosing one’s COVID-19 vaccination 

status holds the intent, weight, and social effect of partisan political speech, and should be treated 

as such by this Honorable Court. 

34. Therefore, state actor UPHS violated the First Amendment of the United States 

Constitution when it compelled members of Plaintiff to engage in the fundamentally political act 

of showing proof of COVID-19 vaccination as a pre-requisite for further employment or requiring 

Plaintiff to disclose a member’s unvaccinated status in order to publicly stigmatize such members 

by equating such a position with political “rightwing extremists,” or worse. Regardless, if the 

member’s objection is religious or due to medical risk, the mandate seeks to require Plaintiff 

members to make a political statement against their will, and potentially against their health and 

well-being, and subjecting them to public ridicule and contempt. 

35. By advancing plans and encouraging employers such as UPHS to require employees to 

disclose their COVID-19 vaccination status, Defendants Ketcham and Becerra are conspiring with 

one another and UPHS to violate the First Amendment rights of Plaintiff’s members.  

COUNT II 

VIOLATION OF THE FREE EXERCISE CLAUSE OF THE FIRST AMENDMENT TO 

THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION 

 

36. Plaintiff incorporates by reference the preceding paragraphs as though the same were 

set forth at length herein. 

37. The Free Exercise Clause of the First Amendment to the United States Constitution 

prohibits the State from abridging Plaintiff’s members rights to free exercise of religion. 

38. UPHS has a constitutional duty to grant reasonable religious exemptions to all 

employees who held an honest, deeply held belief in opposition to COVID-19 vaccinations. 
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39. UPHS already had policies and procedures in place to review religious exemptions for 

other vaccines, but chose instead to require new and far more restrictive applications for the 

COVID-19 vaccine relative to other vaccines further demonstrating that UPHS is a willing 

participant in the state’s infringement of the constitutional rights of its citizens.  The First 

Amendment exists as a check on the power of Congress to enforce the will of the Congress (and 

the President) against American citizens. By application of the Fourteenth Amendment, those same 

checks are imposed on state legislatures (and governors).  The United States cannot subvert those 

checks on it powers sought to be used against its own citizens by coopting agents into government 

actors as it seeks to do here with UPHS acting the pawn. 

40. UPHS has made multiple formal statements to employees demonstrating the COVID-

19 “new” system for approving or denying religious exemptions to vaccination is arbitrary, could 

result in employees who previously held a religious exemption relative to other vaccines to be 

denied in the instance of the COVID-19 vaccine, because UPHS, in its role as government agent 

advancing the government’s political agenda, needed the special COVID-19 religious exemption 

policy to be special and distinct in order to limit or eliminate the granting of exemptions to further 

advance the state’s interests.  

41. UPHS arbitrarily denied religious exemption applications from members of Plaintiff 

corporation, despite the fact that members applying held longstanding, deeply felt religious beliefs 

in opposition to vaccination for COVID-19. 

42. UPHS allowed hospital leadership to decide whether or not an employee holds a bona 

fide, deeply held, religious belief in opposition to the COVID-19 vaccine, despite said leadership 

being wholly unqualified by any objective measure to make such a determination. 
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43. UPHS inconsistently applied its religious exemption policies by being on-average more 

willing to approve exemption applications from employees it saw as more valuable to their day-

to-day operations.  

44. UPHS thus violated the religious freedoms of members of Plaintiff guaranteed them by 

the free exercise of religion clause of the First Amendment.  

45. By encouraging and pursuing to compel employers such as UPHS to require 

vaccination without any religious exemption, Defendant Becerra conspired to violate the First 

Amendment rights of Plaintiff’s members. 

COUNT III 

VIOLATION OF THE RIGHTS TO PRIVACY AND BODY AUTONOMY FOUND IN 

THE FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT TO THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION 

 

46. Plaintiff incorporates by reference the preceding paragraphs as though the same were 

set forth at length herein. 

47. The United States Supreme Court has long recognized a right to privacy and body 

autonomy written into the Fourteenth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution.  

48. As state actors, UPHS, and Becerra hold a constitutional duty to not violate Plaintiff’s 

members rights to privacy and body autonomy.  

49. By compelling employees to vaccinate under the threat of dismissal, UPHS violated 

the Fourteenth Amendment rights of Plaintiff’s members. 

50. By encouraging and planning to compel employees to vaccinate under the threat of 

dismissal, Becerra conspired and continues to conspire to violate the Fourteenth Amendment rights 

of Plaintiff’s members.  

COUNT IV 

WRONGFUL DISMISSAL IN VIOLATION OF PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC POLICY 
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51. Plaintiff incorporates by reference the preceding paragraphs as though the same were 

set forth at length herein. 

52. Pennsylvania law allows for courts to grant equitable and monetary relief when an at-

will employee’s dismissal violates public policy. 

53. UPHS’s arbitrary and discriminatory behavior has caused great psychological and 

monetary harm to members of Plaintiff in a manner that clearly violates public policy through 

disregard of Pennsylvania religious freedom law and compulsion of political speech. 

 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that this Honorable Court enter Judgment 

in their favor and against Defendants and award Plaintiff the following relief:  

a. An Order enjoining UPHS from continuing to require proof of COVID 

vaccination as a condition for employment; 

 

b. An Order enjoining Becerra, and Ketcham from promulgating and 

enforcing the planned regulations-at-issue as long as they are in 

violation of the First and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States 

Constitution. 

 

c. An Order enjoining Becerra, and Ketcham form promulgating and 

enforcing any vaccine regulation that would violate the First and 

Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution. 

 

d. Award members of Plaintiff compensatory damages for their losses 

caused by UPHS’s activities and employment back, if Plaintiff members 

so desire; 

 

e. Award Plaintiff their costs and counsel fees; and  

f. Award any additional and further relief the Court deems appropriate. 
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VAN DER VEEN, HARTSHORN & LEVIN  

 

BY: /s/ Bruce L. Castor Jr.______ 

DATE:  10/5/2021    Bruce L. Castor, Jr.  

Attorney for Plaintiff 

 

 

BY: /s/ Michael T. van der Veen______ 

DATE:  10/5/2021    Michael T. van der Veen,  

Attorney for Plaintiff 

 

Case 5:21-cv-04415-JLS   Document 1   Filed 10/07/21   Page 11 of 11


AOUSC
11.0.0.20130303.1.892433
Civil Cover Sheet
JS-44
JS 44   (Rev. 10/20)
CIVIL COVER SHEET
The JS 44 civil cover sheet and the information contained herein neither replace nor supplement the filing and service of pleadings or other papers as required by law, except as provided by local rules of court.  This form, approved by the Judicial Conference of the United States in September 1974, is required for the use of the Clerk of Court for the purpose of initiating the civil docket sheet.    (SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON NEXT PAGE OF THIS FORM.)
I.
(a)
PLAINTIFFS
DEFENDANTS
(b)
County of Residence of First Listed Plaintiff
County of Residence of First Listed Defendant
(EXCEPT IN U.S. PLAINTIFF CASES)
(IN U.S. PLAINTIFF CASES ONLY)
NOTE:
IN LAND CONDEMNATION CASES, USE THE LOCATION OF 
THE TRACT OF LAND INVOLVED.
(c)
Attorneys 
(Firm Name, Address, and Telephone Number)
Attorney
s
(If Known)
II.  BASIS OF JURISDICTION
(Place an “X” in One Box Only)
III. CITIZENSHIP OF PRINCIPAL PARTIES
(Place an “X” in One Box for Plaintiff and One Box for Defendant) 
(For Diversity Cases Only)
1
U.S. Government
3
Federal Question
PTF
DEF
PTF
DEF
Plaintiff
(U.S. Government Not a Party)
Citizen of This State
1
1
Incorporated 
or
Principal Place
4
4
of Business In This State
2
U.S. Government
4
Diversity
Citizen of Another State
2
2
Incorporated 
and
Principal Place
5
5
Defendant
(Indicate Citizenship of Parties in Item III)
of Business In Another State
Citizen or Subject of a
3
3
Foreign Nation
6
6
Foreign Country
IV.  NATURE OF SUIT
(Place an “X” in One Box Only)
Click here for: 
Nature of Suit Code Descriptions
.
CONTRACT
TORTS
FORFEITURE/PENALTY
BANKRUPTCY
OTHER STATUTES
110 Insurance
PERSONAL INJURY
PERSONAL INJURY
625 Drug Related Seizure
422 Appeal 28 USC 158
375 False Claims Act
120 Marine
310 Airplane
365 Personal Injury  
-
of Property 21 USC 881
423 Withdrawal
376 Qui Tam (31 USC 
130 Miller Act
315 Airplane Product
Product Liability
690 Other
28 USC 157
3729(a))
140 Negotiable Instrument
Liability
367 Health Care/
400 State Reapportionment
150 Recovery of Overpayment
320 Assault, Libel &
Pharmaceutical
PROPERTY RIGHTS
410 Antitrust
& Enforcement of Judgment
Slander
Personal Injury
820 Copyrights
430 Banks and Banking
151 Medicare Act
330 Federal Employers’
Product Liability
830 Patent
450 Commerce
152 Recovery of Defaulted
Liability
368 Asbestos Personal
835 Patent 
-
Abbreviated
460 Deportation
Student Loans
340 Marine
Injury Product
New Drug Application
470 Racketeer Influenced and
(Excludes Veterans)
345 Marine Product
Liability
840 Trademark
Corrupt Organizations
153 Recovery of Overpayment
Liability
PERSONAL PROPERTY
LABOR
880 Defend Trade Secrets 
480 Consumer Credit
of Veteran’s Benefits
350 Motor Vehicle
370 Other Fraud
710 Fair Labor Standards
Act of 2016 
(15 USC 1681 or 1692)
160 Stockholders’ Suits
355 Motor Vehicle
371 Truth in Lending
Act
485 Telephone Consumer
190 Other Contract
Product Liability
380 Other Personal
720 Labor/Management
SOCIAL SECURITY
Protection Act
195 Contract Product Liability
360 Other Personal
Property Damage
Relations
861 HIA (1395ff)
490 Cable/Sat TV
196 Franchise
Injury
385 Property Damage
740 Railway Labor Act
862 Black Lung (923)
850 Securities/Commodities/
362 Personal Injury -
Product Liability
751 Family and Medic
al
863 DIWC/DIWW (405(g
))
Exchange
Medical Malpractice
Leave Act
864 SSID Title XVI
890 Other Statutory Actions
REAL PROPERTY
CIVIL RIGHTS
PRISONER PETITIONS
790 Other Labor Litigation
865 RSI (405(g))
891 Agricultural Acts
210 Land Condemnation
440 Other Civil Rights
Habeas Corpus:
791 Employee Retirement
893 Environmental Matters
220 Foreclosure
441 Voting
463 Alien Detainee
Income Security Act
FEDERAL TAX S
UITS
895 Freedom o
f Information
230 Rent Lease & Ejectment
442 Employment
510 Motions to Vacate
870 Taxes (U.S. Plaintiff
Act
240 Torts to Land
443 Housing/
Sentence
or Defendant)
896 Arbitration
245 Tort Product Liability
Accommodations
530 General
871 IRS
—
Third Party
899 Administrative Procedure
290 All Other Real Property
445 Amer. w/Disabilities 
-
535
Death Penalty
IMMIGRATION
Act/Review or Appeal of
Employment
Other:
462 Naturalization Application 
Agency Decision
446 Amer. w/Disabilities 
-
540 Mandamus & 
Other
465
Other Immigration
950 Constitutionality of
Other
550 Civil Rights
Actions
State Statutes
448 Education
555 Prison Condition
5
60 Civil Detainee 
-
Conditions of 
Confinement
V.  ORIGIN
(Place an “X” in One Box Only)
1
Original
Proceeding 
2
Removed from
State Court
3
Remanded from
Appellate Court 
4
Reinstated or
Reopened
5
Transferred from
Another District
(specify)
6
Multidistrict
Litigation - 
Transfer
8  Multidistrict
Litigation -
Direct File
VI.  CAUSE OF ACTION
Cite the U.S. Civil Statute under which you are filing (Do not cite jurisdictional statutes unless diversity):
Brief description of cause:
VII.  REQUESTED IN
COMPLAINT:
CHECK IF THIS IS A 
CLASS ACTION
UNDER RULE 23, F.R.Cv.P. 
DEMAND $
CHECK YES only if demanded in complaint:
JURY DEMAND:
Yes
No
VIII.  RELATED CASE(S) 
          IF ANY
(See instructions):
JUDGE
DOCKET NUMBER
DATE
SIGNATURE OF ATTORNEY OF RECORD
FOR OFFICE USE ONLY
RECEIPT #
AMOUNT
APPLYING IFP
JUDGE
MAG. JUDGE
26 USC 7609
JS 44 Reverse (Rev. 10/20)
INSTRUCTIONS FOR ATTORNEYS COMPLETING CIVIL COVER SHEET FORM JS 44
Authority For Civil Cover Sheet
The JS 44 civil cover sheet and the information contained herein neither replaces nor supplements the filings and service of pleading or other papers as required by law, except as provided by local rules of court.  This form, approved by the Judicial Conference of the United States in September 1974, is required for the use of the Clerk of Court for the purpose of initiating the civil docket sheet.  Consequently, a civil cover sheet is submitted to the Clerk of Court for each civil complaint filed.  The attorney filing a case should complete the form as follows: 
I.(a) 
Plaintiffs-Defendants.  Enter names (last, first, middle initial) of plaintiff and defendant.  If the plaintiff or defendant is a government agency, use   only the full name or standard abbreviations. If the plaintiff or defendant is an official within a government agency, identify first the agency and then the official, giving both name and title.
   (b)
County of Residence.  For each civil case filed, except U.S. plaintiff cases, enter the name of the county where the first listed plaintiff resides at the time of filing. In U.S. plaintiff cases, enter the name of the county in which the first listed defendant resides at the time of filing. (NOTE: In land condemnation cases, the county of residence of the "defendant" is the location of the tract of land involved.) 
   (c)
Attorneys.  Enter the firm name, address, telephone number, and attorney of record.  If there are several attorneys, list them on an attachment, noting  
in this section "(see attachment)". 
II.   
Jurisdiction.  The basis of jurisdiction is set forth under Rule 8(a), F.R.Cv.P., which requires that jurisdictions be shown in pleadings.  Place an "X" in one of the boxes. If there is more than one basis of jurisdiction, precedence is given in the order shown below. 
United States plaintiff.  (1) Jurisdiction based on 28 U.S.C. 1345 and 1348.  Suits by agencies and officers of the United States are included here. 
United States defendant.  (2) When the plaintiff is suing the United States, its officers or agencies, place an "X" in this box. 
Federal question.  (3) This refers to suits under 28 U.S.C. 1331, where jurisdiction arises under the Constitution of the United States, an amendment to the Constitution, an act of Congress or a treaty of the United States. In cases where the U.S. is a party, the U.S. plaintiff or defendant code takes precedence, and box 1 or 2 should be marked. 
Diversity of citizenship.  (4) This refers to suits under 28 U.S.C. 1332, where parties are citizens of different states.  When Box 4 is checked, the  
citizenship of the different parties must be checked
.  
(See Section III below
; NOTE: federal question actions take precedence over diversity  
cases.
) 
III.   
Residence (citizenship) of Principal Parties.
  This section of the JS 44 is to be completed if diversity of citizenship was indicated above.  Mark this 
section for each principal party. 
IV. 
Nature of Suit.
  Place an "X" in the appropriate box.  If there are multiple nature of suit codes associated with the case, pick the nature of suit code  
that is most applicable.  Click here for: 
Nature of Suit Code Descriptions
. 
V.  
Origin.
  Place an "X" in one of the seven boxes. 
Original Proceedings.  (1) Cases which originate in the United States district courts. 
Removed from State Court.  (2) Proceedings initiated in state courts may be removed to the district courts under Title 28 U.S.C., Section 1441.   
Remanded from Appellate Court.  (3) Check this box for cases remanded to the district court for further action.  Use the date of remand as the filing 
date. 
Reinstated or Reopened.  (4) Check this box for cases reinstated or reopened in the district court.  Use the reopening date as the filing date. 
Transferred from Another District.  (5) For cases transferred under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1404(a).  Do not use this for within district transfers or
multidistrict litigation transfers. 
Multidistrict Litigation – Transfer.  (6) Check this box when a multidistrict case is transferred into the district under authority of Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1407. 
Multidistrict Litigation – Direct File.  (8) Check this box when a multidistrict case is filed in the same district as the Master MDL docket.  
PLEASE NOTE THAT THERE IS NOT AN ORIGIN CODE 7.
  Origin Code 7 was used for historical records and is no longer relevant due to  
changes in statue. 
VI.  
Cause of Action.
  Report the civil statute directly related to the cause of action and give a brief description of the cause.  
Do not cite jurisdictional  
statutes unless diversity. 
 Example: U.S. Civil Statute: 47 USC 553 Brief Description: Unauthorized reception of cable service. 
VII.  
Requested in Complaint.
  Class Action.  Place an "X" in this box if you are filing a class action under Rule 23, F.R.Cv.P. 
Demand.  In this space enter the actual dollar amount being demanded or indicate other demand, such as a preliminary injunction. 
Jury Demand.  Check the appropriate box to indicate whether or not a jury is being demanded. 
VIII.   Related Cases.
  This section of the JS 44 is used to reference related pending cases, if any.  If there are related pending cases, insert the docket  
numbers and the corresponding judge names for such cases. 
Date and Attorney Signature.
  Date and sign the civil cover sheet. 
Federal Question
950
1
Yes
/S/Michale T. Van der Veen
	County of Plaintiff: LANCASTER
	County of Defendant: 
	Plaintiffs: PENNSYLVANIA INFORMED CONSENT ADVOCATES, INC.
	Plaintiff Attorneys: BRUCE CASTOR, MICHAEL T. VAN DER VEEN
	Defendants: UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA HEALTH SYSTEMSCOTT KETCHAM, XAVIER BECERRA
	Defendant Attorneys: 
	US Government Plaintiff: 
	US Government Defendant: 
	Federal Question: 
	Diversity: 
	PTF 1: 0
	PTF 2: 0
	PTF 3: 0
	PTF 4: 0
	PTF 5: 0
	PTF 6: 0
	DEF 1: 0
	DEF 2: 0
	DEF 3: 0
	DEF 4: 0
	DEF 5: 0
	DEF 6: 0
	110: 
	120: 
	130: 
	140: 
	150: 
	151: 
	152: 
	153: 
	160: 
	190: 
	195: 
	196: 
	210: 
	220: 
	230: 
	240: 
	245: 
	290: 
	310: 
	315: 
	320: 
	330: 
	340: 
	345: 
	350: 
	355: 
	360: 
	362: 
	365: 
	367: 
	368: 
	370: 
	371: 
	380: 
	385: 
	440: 
	441: 
	442: 
	443: 
	445: 
	446: 
	448: 
	463: 
	510: 
	530: 
	535: 
	540: 
	550: 
	555: 
	560: 
	625: 
	690: 
	710: 
	720: 
	740: 
	751: 
	790: 
	791: 
	462: 
	465: 
	422: 
	423: 
	820: 
	830: 
	835: 
	840: 
	880: 
	861: 
	862: 
	863: 
	864: 
	865: 
	870: 
	871: 
	375: 
	376: 
	400: 
	410: 
	430: 
	450: 
	460: 
	470: 
	480: 
	485: 
	490: 
	850: 
	890: 
	891: 
	893: 
	895: 
	896: 
	899: 
	950: 
	Receipt: 
	Amount: 
	Applying IFP: 
	Judge: 
	Mag Judge: 
	US Civil Statute: U.S. Constitution
	Cause: Case against vaccination mandate
	Demand: 
	Judge: 
	Docket Number: 
	Original Proceeding: 
	Removed from State Court: 
	Remanded from Apellate Court: 
	Reinstated or Reopened: 
	Transferred from Another District: 
	Multidistrict Litigation Transfer: 
	Multidistrict Litigation Direct File: 
	Class Action: 0
	Jury Demand Yes: 
	Jury Demand No: 
	Date: 10/7/2021
	Signature: 



