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Plaintiff’s Urgent Request for an Immediate Emergency Injunction 

to halt orders, rules and enforcement regarding the lifting of quarantine 
solely for those who vaccinate. 

Furthermore, the plaintiffs request that no vaccination shall occur 
without thorough information for the purpose of informed consent. 
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Now come the above referenced Plaintiffs with our appeal to the Court to enact an               
Emergency Injunction to prohibit the Governor or state employees under his direction            
from establishing a vaccine mandate in order to travel or peaceably assemble.  
 
Failure to truthfully describe the COVID-19 vaccine without fulfilling all elements of            
informed consent, or to order, manipulate and coerce the public into taking the vaccines is               
a dishonesty that is prohibited by the Nuremberg Code. It is criminal. 
 
 
The overreach of the Governor and failure to prevent his overreach by our legislative              
branch is alarming. He is moving with stunning speed, not unlike a determined race car               
driver, to establish a vaccine mandate without any scientific rationale.  
  
It is further held, Covid 19 vaccine harm will become more evident over the space of the                 
next year.  
 
By the CDC’s own admission:  
 

We also don’t yet know whether getting a COVID-19 vaccine will           
prevent you from spreading the virus that causes COVID-19 to other           
people, even if you don’t get sick yourself. 1 
 
How then can the Governor allow the free travel by those who have been injected with a                 
COVID-19 vaccine and prohibit those who have not? The COVID-19 vaccine will not             
prevent any spread of illness, it is not expected to do so by any medical or manufacturer                 
establishment claims. 2  
 

Falsus in Uno, Falsus in Omnibus 
 

1 https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/vaccines/faq.html 
2 Can a vaccinated person spread Covid? Since scientists haven't yet found evidence that the vaccines 
provide mucosal immunity, someone who is vaccinated and has no symptoms of illness may be carrying 
the live SARS-CoV-2 virus and spreading it to others when they cough, breath or sneeze.6 days agoCan You 
Spread Covid-19 After Getting Vaccinated? | Science | Smithsonian Magazine 
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Prohibition of travel without a COVID-19 vaccine is equal to an unconstitutional vaccine             
mandate.  
 
Prohibition of gatherings of those without a COVID-19 vaccine is also an unconstitutional             
vaccine mandate.  
 
The Plaintiffs could go into numbers of supporting arguments as to why ordering this              
experimental injection is objectionable, unlawful and unconstitutional. Additionally, how         
his vaccine mandates in light of their experimental status, appallingly obviates his            
underlying agenda, so much so that the Defendants’ actions give rise to suspicion of rico               
activity.  
 
 
For the reason that Scott is acting in an arbitrary and capricious manner without scientific               
evidence to support his order, the Court should immediately restrain all defendants. The             
Plaintiffs make this emergency request of the Court to do so. " 
 
 
The Court will perhaps act on the basis of their unconstitutionality, or on the fact that the                 
orders flagrantly violate the Nuremberg Code developed after the abuses of WWII.3  

3 The ten points of the code were given in the section of the verdict entitled "Permissible Medical 
Experiments":[5]https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nuremberg_Code 

1. The voluntary consent of the human subject is absolutely essential. 
2. The experiment should be such as to yield fruitful results for the good of society, 

unprocurable by other methods or means of study, and not random and unnecessary 
in nature. 

3. The experiment should be so designed and based on the results of animal 
experimentation and a knowledge of the natural history of the disease or other 
problem under study that the anticipated results will justify the performance of 
the experiment. 

4. The experiment should be so conducted as to avoid all unnecessary physical 
and mental suffering and injury. 

5. No experiment should be conducted where there is an a priori reason to believe 
that death or disabling injury will occur; except, perhaps, in those experiments 
where the experimental physicians also serve as subjects. 

6. The degree of risk to be taken should never exceed that determined by the 
humanitarian importance of the problem to be solved by the experiment. 

7. Proper preparations should be made and adequate facilities provided to protect the 
experimental subject against even remote possibilities of injury, disability, or death. 

8. The experiment should be conducted only by scientifically qualified persons. The 
highest degree of skill and care should be required through all stages of the 
experiment of those who conduct or engage in the experiment. 
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Here are rules developed through his new orders pertaining directly to vaccine mandates :  
 
 

1. Multi-household social gatherings indoors and outdoors in public and private 

spaces are prohibited for individuals who are not vaccinated. Vaccinated 

individuals or households may get together with one other vaccinated or 

non-vaccinated household at a time. 4 

And: 

● If you have been vaccinated, you do not need to quarantine to travel to Vermont 

or return to Vermont, as long as at least 14 days have passed since you received 

your final vaccine dose. 

And: 

The State of Vermont has suspended all social gatherings between multiple households.  

And: 

If you are not vaccinated you may not gather with another household in Vermont even 

if you have completed a quarantine. (Individuals who live alone may gather with 

members of their immediate family residing in a different household.) 

9. During the course of the experiment the human subject should be at liberty to 
bring the experiment to an end if he has reached the physical or mental state 
where continuation of the experiment seems to him to be impossible. 

10. During the course of the experiment the scientist in charge must be prepared to 
terminate the experiment at any stage, if he has probable cause to believe, in the 
exercise of the good faith, superior skill and careful judgment required of him that a 
continuation of the experiment is likely to result in injury, disability, or death to the 
experimental subject.  -Emphasis added.  

 
4 https://accd.vermont.gov/news/update-new-work-safe-additions-be-smart-stay-safe-order  See full text 
attached. 
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And: 

○ If you have been vaccinated, you do not need to quarantine to travel to 

Vermont or return to Vermont, as long as at least 14 days have passed 

since you received your final vaccine dose. 

 

The Governor’s orders are combined with directives to police powers to enforce, giving             

these orders the power of enacted law, which is an undeniable abuse of the separation of                

powers.  

ACTUALLY 
 

Defendant Donovan as the Attorney General should be advising the Governor that his 

orders are unconstitutional by numerous standards, and an abusive overreach of power 

and in violation of the separation of powers.  

 
INSTEAD 

 
Compliance with the Stay Home, Stay Safe Executive order is not                     

voluntary, as clarified by the Enforcement Directive issued by the Office of the                         
Attorney General. If members of the public have concerns about violations of the                         
Executive Order, the Department of Public Safety has created a reporting                     
mechanism to gather information about those complaints. 

 

In that document linked above, Enforcement Directive issued by the Office of the Attorney              

General the following is stated: 

 
The Office of the Attorney General shall be the sole agency for initiating                         

civil or criminal enforcement procedures in court with respect to violations of                       
Executive Order 01-20. 
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This statement as a stand alone statement shows three legal issues: 
  

1) It indicates the Attorney General (who is supposedly even more aware of our             
Constitutional guarantees including those that prohibit the making of law by           
the executive branch), indicates the Attorney General is acting as a co            
conspirator to enforce emergency orders as law,  

2) and also shows that the Attorney General is threatening those who do not             
comply with unconstitutional orders, although no member of the public          
should ever comply with unconstitutional orders.  

3) With the additional orders to get vaccinated before travel, the Attorney           
General is showing that he is threatening prosecution for those who do not             
comply with the orders, as an act of coercion in and of itself. 
 

And 
 
State Police:  

 

“Under the latest regulations, effective Feb. 23, 2021, travel and quarantine 

requirements remain in effect for everyone except those who have received both 

doses of vaccine, and two weeks have elapsed since the second dose.”5 
 

 
 

ACTUALLY 
 
The Health Commissioner should be advising the Governor he has no right to state that the                
mRNA injection known as the Covid 19 ‘vaccine’ is:  

■ Preventing transmission of any virus 
■ Indeed a vaccine, when it is not, it is actually a shot, or injection6 
■ Is proven safe over the long term7  

5
https://vsp.vermont.gov/covid19/stayhome_enforcement?fbclid=IwAR0nlAbCuIIeD4hhzUZQwjxgePhn

lsKIGmiETkyUlA4nYlHWorg6pMB_9qc 
6 Traditional vaccines work by injecting a weak version of a pathogen to trigger an immune response. The goal 

is to prime the body to protect itself should it ever face a full-blown infection in the future. The formulation and 

application of this procedure has evolved dramatically over the past few decades, but the basic principle has 

been around for a few hundred years. 

By contrast, the shots developed to protect against COVID-19 takes a form our ancestors would 

never have imagined. This new technology influences our immune mechanism at the genetic level. Because 

these vaccines act on our messenger RNA, they are known as mRNA vaccines. 

7 Before COVID-19, scientists were already researching mRNA vaccines for other diseases in clinical trials. But 

emergency measures inspired by the pandemic sped up the approval process for candidates designed to protect 
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■ Is anything less than experimental (see footnote 4) 

 
 
Additional Failings of the VT Health Department 

■ The CDC now requires the presence of intubation kits onsite due to            
the possibility of very serious allergic reactions with Covid vaccines.          
Pharmacies and other vaccine distributors8 do not have this         

against SARS-CoV2. Trials were run last year to monitor short-term health effects, but since the public rollout 

began only a month ago, the long-term impact remains a mystery. 
This mRNA vaccine technology is designed to mimic natural viral infections in a way that the immune system 

recognizes, without the dangers of exposing the body to a genuine infection. In the case of SARS-CoV2 vaccine, 

it programs your cells to mimic the signature spike protein found on the surface of the COVID-19 virus, thereby 

programming your immune system to defend itself against this familiar form whenever it comes in contact with 

the real virus. Cont. next page  

4 Cont: That’s what the shot is designed to do, anyway. However, some worry that this still experiential 

technology may have unintended consequences. One common concern is that mRNA vaccines could alter your 

DNA. However, according to the U.S. Centers for Disease Control (CDC), this is false. 

“The mRNA from a COVID-19 vaccine never enters the nucleus of the cell, which is where our DNA is kept. This 

means the mRNA cannot affect or interact with our DNA in any way. Instead, COVID-19 mRNA vaccines work 

with the body’s natural defenses to safely develop immunity to disease,” states the CDC. 

This response is found on the CDC’s list “Myths and Facts about COVID-19 Vaccines.” 

Another common point of confusion the health agency addresses is the question of who should take the shot, 

and who can go without. The CDC says just because someone may have developed an immunity to the virus, 

doesn’t mean they are adequately protected. People who have tested positive for SARS-CoV2 and recovered are 

still urged to get the vaccine. 

“At this time, experts do not know how long someone is protected from getting sick again after recovering from 

COVID-19. The immunity someone gains from having an infection, called natural immunity, varies from person 

to person. Some early evidence suggests natural immunity may not last very long,” states the CDC. 

To drive this point home, in December 2020, the CDC’s Advisory Committee on Immunization Practices issued 

a report claiming that Pfizer’s study of its mRNA vaccine proved that it was highly effective for people who’d 

already had COVID-19. 

But Rep. Thomas Massie (R-Ky.) discovered that the CDC was promoting false information. When Massie 

examined the Pfizer trial, he found that it clearly didn’t demonstrate a benefit for those with evidence of prior 

SARS-CoV2 infection as the health agency reported. 

The congressman confronted the CDC in a private call, and the agency’s principal deputy director, Dr. Anne 

Schuchat acknowledged the mistake, and apologized for the delay in fixing it. However, as of this report, the 

CDC’s claim remains unchanged.  

In a series of tweets, Massie says that the public needs to know that the CDC is misrepresenting the results of 

the Pfizer trial. Adding that the very meaning of science “has been perverted for this virus.” 

“Baseless claims with no quantification are being made by the government, repeated by the media, and 

accepted by public,” Massie wrote on Twitter. 
As our understanding of mRNA vaccines continues to evolve, the CDC’s claim that the shot doesn’t 

influence DNA may prove wrong as well. An article published in the January edition of Nature Genetics 

finds that DNA stability will change if RNA is chemically modified. Lead researcher Arne Klungland 

explained to Phys.org that several research groups are now working together to study what effect this can 

have on the DNA molecule. “We already know that R-loop areas are associated with sequences of DNA 

containing active genes and that this can lead to chromosomal breakage and the loss of genetic 

information,” Klungland said. 

https://www.theepochtimes.com/the-clamor-and-concern-over-the-covid-vaccine_3691522.html 

 
8 https://states.aarp.org/vermont/covid-19-vaccine-distribution 
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equipment on site, and do not have the ability to safely screen for risk,              
and should not administer these products. 

■ The mRNA shots contain polyethylene glycol, PEG. Sensitivity to         
PEG is a CONTRA-INDICATION for vaccination. 9  
 

PER CDC: 
'Persons with a known (diagnosed) allergy to PEG, another mRNA vaccine  
component, or polysorbate, have a contraindication to vaccination'10 
"The CDC states contraindication for individuals with KNOWN risk offers          
no screening or protection for the majority of individuals who are unaware            
of  
risk.  No questions are asked about sensitivities to products containing PEG" 

Majority of individuals are not aware of their PEG antibody status.11 

 

 

 

Attached with this motion are the following: 

●  Feb. 15 21 Emergency Order 01-20 from Phil Scott 

● ACCD on Emergency orders 

● AGO-EO-Enforcement Directive 

● A Wise Rabbi on Vaccines 

● Article: The Clamor and Concern over the Covid Vaccine 

● Article: Want to Know more about the Covid Jab? 

 

 

 

9 https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33011299 and https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27196817/ 
 
10 COVID-19 Vaccine Recommendations 

11  Majority of individuals are not aware of their PEG antibody status or may attribute allergy/sensitivity to common 
self care or cosmetic products as PEG is a common ingredient in these products.  Vaccine administrators thus can't  
appropriately screen for potential serious allergic reaction This presents potential liability issues for vaccine              
administrators and health professionals responsible for oversight of vaccination programs. 
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The actions of the Defendants to mandate Vaccines begs these questions: 

 

1. Why subject the entire state to economic and societal devastation to “flatten 
the curve” which morphed into“prevent the spread” and refuse to stop until 
everyone is subjected to an experimental use FDA non approved mRNA 
injection that does not “stop the spread” or “flatten the curve”?  

2. Why are the new vaccine mandate rules for the EO hidden from public view              
at the ACCD? 

3. Why has access to lawmakers to petition for grievances nonexistent, subject           
to lawmakers whim, and even the mailboxes removed at the statehouse? 

4. If Public Safety were their priority, why hasn’t the State proactively sent            
Hydroxychloroquine12 with Zinc to each and every vulnerable person in          

12 https://www.henryford.com/news/2020/07/hydro-treatment-study  
DETROIT – Treatment with hydroxychloroquine cut the death rate significantly in sick patients hospitalized with 
COVID-19 – and without heart-related side-effects, according to a new study published by Henry Ford Health 
System. In a large-scale retrospective analysis of 2,541 patients hospitalized between March 10 and May 2, 2020 
across the system’s six hospitals, the study found 13% of those treated with hydroxychloroquine alone died 
compared to 26.4% not treated with hydroxychloroquine. None of the patients had documented serious heart 
abnormalities; however, patients were monitored for a heart condition routinely pointed to as a reason to avoid the 
drug as a treatment for COVID-19. 
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Vermont to prevent and reduce Sars Cov 2 illness?13 This would not hold any              
health risk for any member of the public, why not try it before promoting              
‘vaccines’ or mRNA vaccines so heavily ?  

5. Or Ivermectin?14 

6. Why are the Defendants pulling a fast one with vaccines for a condition for              
which 99.99+ Vermonters survive, most without even noticing the symptoms?  

 

 

 
 

  
THUS 

 
The Plaintiffs implore the Court SHALL HALT these egregious overreaches, and grant the             
Immediate Emergency Injunction prohibiting the Defendants from any executive orders          
that involve coercion to, demands to, orders to or enforcement regarding the “Covid 19              
vaccine”.  
 
And to: 
  
Order the Defendants  

-to provide full, accurate and complete information to each and every           

Vermonter regarding the mRNA injection (“Covid 19 vaccine”) to fulfill the           

required informed consent element of the Nuremberg Code and 38 U.S. Code            

§ 733115 Informed Consent, inclusive of the following information: 

 
○ The difference between a vaccine and these injections16 

 
13https://economictimes.indiatimes.com/news/politics-and-nation/india-sending-hydroxychloroquine-to-55-
coronavirus-hit-countries/articleshow/75186938.cms 
14 https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0166354220302011 
15 The Secretary, upon the recommendation of the Under Secretary for Health and pursuant to the 
provisions of section 7334 of this title, shall prescribe regulations establishing procedures to ensure that 
all medical and prosthetic research carried out and, to the maximum extent practicable, all patient care 
furnished under this title shall be carried out only with the full and informed consent of the patient or 
subject or, in appropriate cases, a representative thereof. 
16 Vaccine noun 
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○ The experimental nature of these shots. 
○ The fact that recipients of the shots will bear all economic burden from             

harms, should they occur, all  others are shielded from liability. 
○ The fact that other than the elderly, greater than 99% will survive Sars Cov              

2. 
○ The fact that mRNA vaccines have not yet been approved by the FDA and              

are issued under experimental emergency conditions. 
○ The fact that the recipients of the mRNA will be as likely as anyone to spread                

the virus. 
○ The Nuremberg Code instructs that any experimental medicine go through          

full animal testing before being used on humans 
○ The Covid 19 mRNA injections (known and Covid 19 vaccines) have not            

undergone animal testing before being released to the public..  
○ The unknown nature of future harming outcomes,17  
○ The fact that no independent or governmental agency has actually seen raw            

data from any of the Pfizer, Moderna Astrazeneca or J&J trials. Everyone is             
relying on the word of these corporations.18  

○ The potential for element chromosomal breakage and loss of genetic material           
-See footnote 7 
 

 
 

Indeed 

 

 

We pray the Court, in accordance with the US constitution, the Nuremberg            

Code, 38 U.S. Code § 7331 and Federal Rule 65 (1) (A) shall act swiftly,              

granting our urgent request for an Immediate Emergency Injunction to halt           

orders, rules and enforcement regarding lifting quarantine solely for those          

1. a substance used to stimulate the production of antibodies and provide immunity against one 
or several diseases, prepared from the causative agent of a disease, its products, or a 
synthetic substitute, treated to act as an antigen without inducing the disease. From the 
Oxford English Dictionary 

 
17DR. SHERRI TENPENNY EXPLAINS HOW THE COVID VACCINES WILL START Depopulating IN 3-6 
MONTHS https://www.brighteon.com/872c17bc-f125-4db6-8464-cdca06071398  
18 https://thehighwire.com/?s=vaccine+makers+raw+data 
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who vaccinate. We pray the Court shall order Defendants to provide complete            

information for informed public consent, protecting the Plaintiffs from         

Defendant's disregard of scientific fact. We pray the Court shall protect the            

Plaintiffs’ and Plaintiffs’ loved ones’ rights, bodily autonomy and safety from           

all harms occasioned by Defendants' disregard of science, the Constitution,          

and above referenced codes.  
Signed on behalf and in agreement with all above listed Plaintiffs by 
 

 
Emily Peyton, dated on Monday March 1, 2021 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, Emily Peyton, Pro Se hereby certify that on the 28th day of February 2021, I filed Plaintiff’s 
Request for an Immediate Emergency Restraining Order To halt orders, rules and 
enforcement regarding lifting quarantine for those who vaccinate only to the Clerk of the 
Court by filing through the pacer system, and a mailing by first class mail a hard copy (so the 
record will be preserved) to the Clerk of the Court by first class mail ℅ Clerk at: 11 Elmwood 
Ave Room 200, Burlington, VT 05401 and by additionally emailing the Defendants 
ryan.kane@vermont.gov, rachel.e.smith@vermont.gov in an abundance of diligence.  
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Emily Peyton pro se, dated on Monday March 1, 2021 
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