
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

HOUSTON DIVISION

 

____________________________________

The Association of American
)

Physicians & Surgeons, Inc.,
)

Congressman Ron Paul, M.D.,
)

Dawn Richardson, 


)

Rebecca Rex and


)

Darrell McCormick,

)

)

Plaintiffs,



)

)

vs.





)
Civil Action No. H-01-2963 (SL)

)

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF
)

HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
)

AND TOMMY G. THOMPSON, AS 
)

SECRETARY OF THE U.S. 

)

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
)

HUMAN SERVICES


)

)

Defendants.



)

____________________________________)
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Andrew Schlafly, Esq.
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Attorney-in-charge 
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Far Hills, NJ 07931
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