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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

RYAN KENT, MATTHEW MORTON, Case No.
and JOSHUA MORTON,

Plaintiffs,
v.

THOMAS J. VILSACK, in his official
capacity as Secretary of Agriculture;
ZACH DUCHENEAUX, in his official
capacity as Administrator, Farm
Service Agency,

Defendants.

COMPLAINT FOR INJUNCTIVE AND DECLARATORY RELIEF

INTRODUCTION

1. The Constitution’s promise of equal justice under the law is that
the government will treat people as individuals, not simply as members of their
racial group. “In the eyes of government, we are just one race here. It is
American.” Adarand Constructors, Inc. v. Pena, 515 U.S. 200, 239 (1995)
(Scalia, J., concurring). All Americans are entitled to equal treatment
regardless of color. Plaintiffs Ryan Kent, Matthew Morton, and Joshua Morton
bring this lawsuit to challenge a law that distributes benefits and burdens on

the basis of race in violation of the Fifth Amendment to the Constitution.
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2. The American Rescue Plan Act of 2021, which allows the federal
government to distribute 1.9 trillion dollars in federal funds, was signed into
law on March 11, 2021. Section 1005 of the Act directs the United States
Secretary of Agriculture to “provide a payment in an amount up to 120 percent
of the outstanding indebtedness of each socially disadvantaged farmer or
rancher as of January 1, 2021.”

3. Under Section 1005, social disadvantage does not turn on the
individual characteristics of any farmer or rancher. Section 1005 assumes
farmers and ranchers are socially disadvantaged for no other reason than their
membership in a racial group. By contrast, Section 1005 categorically excludes
other farmers and ranchers from loan assistance because they do not belong in
a “socially disadvantaged racial group.” Farmers and ranchers who are Black,
American Indian/Alaskan Native, Hispanic, Asian, and Hawaiian/Pacific
Islander are eligible for loan assistance, regardless of whether they have
suffered any racial discrimination in obtaining farm loans, farming, or
elsewhere and regardless of their present economic circumstances. Farmers
and ranchers who are white are ineligible for loan assistance, regardless of
their individual circumstances.

4. Plaintiffs Ryan Kent, Matthew Morton, and Joshua Morton are
white farmers within this district. Between them, Plaintiffs hold several farm

loans, including eligible loans from the USDA Farm Service Agency. Plaintiffs
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would be eligible for assistance on these loans under Section 1005 if they
1dentified as members of any other racial group. But because they identify as
white, Plaintiffs are categorically excluded from loan assistance.

5. Because Section 1005 excludes them from the loan assistance
program because of their race, Plaintiffs bring this lawsuit to eliminate Section
1005’s race-based preferences and to restore the promise of equal treatment
under the law.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

6. This Court has jurisdiction over this action pursuant to 28 U.S.C.
§ 1331. This action arises directly under the Due Process Clause of the Fifth
Amendment. Plaintiffs also bring this claim under 5 U.S.C. § 702.

7. The Court has authority to issue declaratory and injunctive relief
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 2201 and 2202.

8. Venue i1s proper under 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b)(2) because a
substantial part of the events or omissions giving rise to the claims occurred
in this district and a substantial part of the property that is the subject of the
action 1s situated in this district. Venue is also proper under 28 U.S.C
§ 1391(e)(1)(B) because the defendants are officers, employees, and agencies of
the United States and a substantial part of the events or omissions giving rise
to the claims occurred in this district and a substantial part of property that is

the subject of the action is situated in this district.
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PARTIES

Plaintiffs

9. Plaintiff Ryan Kent is a farmer in Centralia, Illinois. He works a
farm that was started by his father and that he has expanded. Mr. Kent grows
soybeans, wheat, and corn on his farm. Mr. Kent holds qualifying farm loans
under Section 1005. Mr. Kent is white. But for his race, Mr. Kent would be
eligible for loan assistance under Section 1005.

10.  Plaintiff Matthew Morton is a farmer in Kell, Illinois. He grows
corn, soybeans, and wheat. Together with his brother Joshua, Matthew holds
a qualifying farm loan under Section 1005. Matthew is white. But for his race,
he would be eligible for loan assistance under Section 1005.

11.  Plaintiff Joshua Morton is a farmer in Kell, Illinois. He grows
corn, soybeans, and wheat. Together with his brother Matthew, Joshua holds
a qualifying farm loan under Section 1005. Joshua is white. But for his race,
he would be eligible for loan assistance under Section 1005.

Defendants

12. Defendant Thomas J. Vilsack is the United States Secretary of
Agriculture. The Secretary of Agriculture leads the United States Department
of Agriculture (USDA), which includes the Farm Service Agency. Section 1005
appropriates to the Secretary of Agriculture “for fiscal year 2021, out of

amounts in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such sums as may be
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necessary, to remain available until expended, for the cost of loan modifications
and payments under this section.” Section 1005 also provides that the
Secretary of Agriculture “shall provide a payment” to socially disadvantaged
farmers or ranchers on qualifying farm loans. Mr. Vilsack is sued only in his
official capacity.

13. Defendant Zach Ducheneaux is the administrator of USDA’s
Farm Service Agency (FSA). The administrator is the head of the FSA. FSA
offers loans to farmers and ranchers, including farm loans as defined in Section
1005. Mr. Ducheneaux is sued only in his official capacity.

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS

Section 1005 of the American Rescue Plan Act of 2021

14. The American Rescue Plan Act of 2021 was signed into law on
March 11, 2021.

15.  Section 1005 of the Act is entitled “Farm Loan Assistance for
Socially Disadvantaged Farmers and Ranchers.”

16.  Section 1005 appropriates to the Secretary of Agriculture, “out of
amounts in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such sums as may be
necessary, to remain available until expended, for the cost of loan modifications

and payments under this section.” § 1005(a)(1).1

1 Unless otherwise indicated, all statutory references are to the American
Rescue Plan Act of 2021, H.R. 1319.
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17.  Section 1005 directs the Secretary of Agriculture to “provide a
payment in an amount up to 120 percent of the outstanding indebtedness of
each socially disadvantaged farmer or rancher as of January 1, 2021, to pay off
the loan directly or to the socially disadvantaged farmer or rancher (or a
combination of both), on each (A) direct farm loan made by the Secretary to the
socially disadvantaged farmer or rancher; and (B) farm loan guaranteed by the
Secretary the borrower of which is the socially disadvantaged farmer or
rancher.” § 1005(a)(2).

18.  Section 1005 defines a farm loan as “a loan administered by the
Farm Service Agency under subtitle A, B, or C of the Consolidated Farm and
Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1922 et seq.)” or “a Commodity Credit
Corporation Farm Storage Facility Loan.” § 1005(b)(1).

19. Farmers and ranchers that do not qualify as “socially
disadvantaged farmers and ranchers” are ineligible for farm loan assistance
under Section 1005. By contrast, the Secretary must provide loan assistance to
socially disadvantaged farmers and ranchers with qualifying loans under
Section 1005. § 1005(a)(2).

20.  Section 1005 specifies that “the term °‘socially disadvantaged
farmer or rancher’ has the meaning given the term in section 2501(a) of the

Food, Agriculture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. § 2279(a)).”

§ 1005(b)(3).
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21. That law defines “socially disadvantaged farmer or rancher” as “a
farmer or rancher who is a member of a socially disadvantaged group.” 7 U.S.C.
§ 2279(a). According to the USDA, for purposes of Section 1005, socially
disadvantaged groups are: Black, American Indian/Alaska Native, Hispanic,
Asian, and Hawaiian/Pacific Islander.2 This definition is consistent with
USDA regulations defining socially disadvantaged groups. See, e.g., 7 C.F.R.
§ 760.107(b)(1) (“socially disadvantaged group” Ilimited to American
Indians/Alaskan natives, Asian-Americans, Blacks, Hawaiians/Pacific
Islanders, and Hispanics); id. § 1410.2(b) (“Socially disadvantaged groups
include the following and no others unless approved in writing . . . (1) American
Indians or Alaskan Natives; (i1) Asians or Asian—Americans; (i11) Blacks or
African Americans; (iv) Hispanics; and (v) Native Hawaiians or other Pacific
Islanders.”).

Statutory Purpose

22. The 242-page American Rescue Plan bill did not include any
congressional findings or statement of legislative purpose related to Section
1005.

23.  Section 1005 1s similar to Sections 3 and 4 of Senate Bill 278,
proposed by Senator Warnock on February 8, 2021. The proposed bill is also

known as the “Emergency Relief for Farmers of Color Act of 2021.” SB 278 § 1.

2 https://www.farmers.gov/americanrescueplan/arp-faq.
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24. The stated purpose of Senate Bill 278 was “to address the
historical discrimination against socially disadvantaged farmers and ranchers
and address issues relating to the Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19).” SB
278 § 4(a).

25.  The proposed congressional findings in Section 2 of Senate Bill
278 did not include any findings of discrimination specific to Asian American
farmers or ranchers.

26. The proposed findings in Section 2 of Senate Bill 278 did not
include any findings of discrimination specific to Hawaiian or Pacific Islander
farmers or ranchers.

27.  The proposed findings in Section 2 of Senate Bill 278 did not
include any finding that farmers and ranchers who suffered economic losses as
a result of the Coronavirus Disease were “socially disadvantaged” or that
socially disadvantaged farmers or ranchers were unable to access other
Coronavirus-related relief funds.

28.  The proposed congressional findings in Section 2 of Senate Bill
278 assert that “numerous reports over 60 years have shown a consistent
pattern of discrimination at the Department of Agriculture against Black

farmers, Indigenous farmers, and farmers of color.”
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29.  On March 10, 2021, Defendant Vilsack issued a statement on
passage of the American Rescue Plan Act by the U.S. Congress.3 Defendant
Vilsack stated that the “American Rescue Plan provides historic debt relief to
Black, Indigenous, Hispanic, and other farmers of color who for generations
have struggled to fully succeed due to systemic discrimination and a cycle of
debt.”

30. On March 25, 2021, Defendant Vilsack provided written
testimony to Congress. Referring to the American Rescue Plan Act, Mr. Vilsack
explained that the “law provides funding to address longstanding racial equity
1ssues within the Department and across agriculture.” Mr. Vilsack added that
the law “provides debt relief for socially disadvantaged farmers and ranchers
to respond to the cumulative impacts of systemic discrimination and barriers
to access that have created a cycle of debt.”

31.  On March 26, 2021, Defendant Ducheneaux published a blog post
entitled “American Rescue Plan Socially Disadvantaged Farmer Debt
Payments.”4

32. Defendant Ducheneaux’s blog post stated that “USDA recognizes

that socially disadvantaged farmers and ranchers have faced systemic

3 https://www.usda.gov/media/press-releases/2021/03/10/statement-
agriculture-secretary-tom-vilsack-congressional-passage.

4 https://[www.farmers.gov/connect/blog/loans-and-grants/american-rescue-
plan-socially-disadvantaged-farmer-debt-payments.
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discrimination with cumulative effects that have, among other consequences,
led to a substantial loss in the number of socially disadvantaged producers,
reduced the amount of farmland they control, and contributed to a cycle of debt
that was exacerbated during the COVID-19 pandemic.” The post also stated
that to “address these systemic challenges, the American Rescue Plan Act of
2021 provides historic debt relief to socially disadvantaged producers including
Black/African American, American Indian or Alaskan native, Hispanic or
Latino, and Asian American or Pacific Islander.”

33. Defendant Ducheneaux’s blog post stated that “Producers who
have worked with USDA’s Farm Service Agency previously may have their
ethnicity and race on file. A borrower, including those with guaranteed loans,
can contact their local USDA Service Center to verify, update or submit a new
ethnicity and race designation using the AD-2047.” Defendant Ducheneaux
and Dewayne Goldmon, a senior adviser on racial equity to the agriculture
secretary, stated that socially disadvantaged farmers and ranchers do not have
to apply for loan assistance under Section 1005. Mr. Goldmon stated that “AD-
2047 is the form that will qualify borrowers for this debt relief. And I cannot
emphasize the importance enough of having that form on file.” In May 2021,
the USDA sent a letter to farmers and ranchers who have not designated
details about their demographic information, including their “race and

ethnicity data.” The letter stated that “Section 1005 provides benefits

10
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specifically for socially disadvantaged farmers and ranchers.” It explained that
the “definition includes borrowers who are American Indian, Alaskan Native,
Asian, Black, African American, Native Hawaiian, or Pacific Islander by race
and/or Hispanic or Latino by ethnicity as noted in FSA records.”

Past Efforts to Remedy Discrimination

34. There has been an extensive federal response to allegations of
historical loan discrimination by USDA.

35. The 1990 Farm Bill established the Outreach and Assistance for
Socially Disadvantaged Farmers and Ranchers and Veteran Farmers and
Ranchers Program (“2501 Program”). Pub. L. No. 101-624, § 2501. As USDA’s
website says, the 2501 Program is intended to “provide outreach and technical
assistance for underserved farmers, ranchers, and foresters, in owning and
operating sustainable farms and ranches while increasing their participation
in USDA programs and services.” U.S. Dep’t of Agric., Socially Disadvantaged
Farmers and Ranchers, https://www.usda.gov/partnerships/socially-
disadvantaged-farmers-and-ranchers.

36.  “Since 1994, the 2501 Program has awarded 533 grants totaling
more than $138 million.” Id. As USDA’s website proclaims, “[t]his funding has
helped reach socially disadvantaged agricultural producers — farmers and
ranchers who have experienced barriers to service due to racial or ethnic

prejudice.” Id. The 2018 Farm Bill also extended and increased funding for the

11
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2501 Program. See Agricultural Improvement Act of 2018, Pub. L. No. 115-334,
132 Stat. 4490.

37. Over a decade ago, a series of class action lawsuits alleging
discrimination by USDA in lending to minority farmers and ranchers resulted
in payments to farmers and ranchers affected by racial discrimination. In the
Pigford litigation, the USDA paid out around $1 billion to a class of
approximately 23,000 black farmers under the provisions of a consent decree.

38. A subsequent class action settlement provided relief for black
farmers who were too late to file claims under Pigford. See In re Black Farmers
Discrimination Litig., No. 08-0511 (D.D.C. 2011).

39. Similarly, in Keepseagle v. Veneman, a court approved a class
action settlement in a case brought by Native American farmers and ranchers.
Order, No. 99-cv-3119 (D.D.C. Apr. 28, 2011).

40. In 2011, the Department of Justice and USDA announced the
establishment of a process to resolve the claims of women and Hispanic
farmers and ranchers who asserted that they were discriminated against when
seeking USDA farm loans.

41. In 1998, Congress suspended application of the two-year statute
of limitations for Equal Credit Opportunity Act claims, allowing discrimination
claimants to qualify for payments under these settlements based on even

decades-old instances of discrimination.

12
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42.  In the 2008 farm bill, Congress stated that discrimination claims
and class action lawsuits brought against USDA should be quickly and fairly
resolved. Congress provided $100 million to help settle the Pigford
discrimination claims and established a moratorium on acceleration and
foreclosure proceedings by USDA against any farmer or rancher who filed a
discrimination claim.

43.  Congress provided an additional $1.15 billion in funding in the
Claims Resolution Act of 2010 to settle the additional claims in the Pigford I
class action lawsuit.

Implementation of Section 1005

44. The USDA’s website explains that the types of loans that are
eligible for loan assistance under Section 1005 are those made directly by FSA,
“including Farm Storage Facility Loans, Direct Farm Ownership Loans, Farm
Operating Loans, including Microloans and Youth Loans, Emergency Loans,
Conservation Loans, and Soil and Water Loans.” Also eligible for repayment
are loans guaranteed by FSA and made by an approved lender, “including
Farm Ownership Loans, Farm Operating Loans, and Conservation Loans.”

45. A USDA webpage entitled “American Rescue Plan Debt
Payments FAQ” contains USDA’s responses to frequently asked questions
about Section 1005. Question 1 asks: “Would you further explain the meaning

of the ‘socially disadvantaged farmer or rancher’ designation?” The answer

13
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states that “Members of socially disadvantaged groups include, but are not
limited to: American Indians or Alaskan Natives; Asians; Blacks or African
Americans; Native Hawaiians or other Pacific Islanders; and Hispanics or
Latinos.” It further states that “The Secretary of Agriculture will determine on
a case-by-case basis whether additional groups qualify under this definition in
response to a written request with supporting explanation.”®

46.  Another frequently asked question on the USDA webpage is: “Are
there any similar programs for borrowers who are not socially disadvantaged
based on race and ethnicity?” The webpage states: “This American Rescue Plan
program is for socially disadvantaged borrowers, as outlined in Question 1.”

47. Loan assistance payments under Section 1005 will be made
automatically to each farmer and rancher who has Form AD-2047¢ on file with
USDA indicating that the farmer or rancher identifies as a member of a racial
group other than “White.” Beginning on May 24, 2021, FSA sent letters to each
qualifying direct loan borrower detailing their FSA loan balances and the
payment each borrower is entitled to receive under Section 1005. USDA

expects the issuance of these letters to continue throughout June.?

5 https://[www.farmers.gov/americanrescueplan/arp-faq (last updated May 21,
2021).

6 https://www.farmers.gov/sites/default/files/documents/AD2047-
01192021.pdf.

7 https://www.farmers.gov/sites/default/files/2021-05/american-rescue-plan-
timeline-graphic3.pdf.

14
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48.  Each direct borrower who receives a letter from FSA must sign
and return the letter to FSA to receive his or her loan assistance. FSA will then
process the signed letters. Payments are expected to issue within three weeks
of FSA’s receipt of a borrower’s signed letter. Most direct borrowers will have
their loans paid off by the end of July 2021 absent a court order to the contrary.

49. Holders of loans guaranteed by FSA are also eligible for
repayment, but the process for those loans will begin within a few months,
likely resulting in loan repayments towards the end of 2021.

Application of Section 1005 to Plaintiffs

50. Plaintiffs hold farm loans that would be eligible for loan
assistance under Section 1005 but for its “socially disadvantaged” provisions.
Because Plaintiffs are white, they are not considered to be “socially
disadvantaged farmers or ranchers” under Section 1005. As a result, Plaintiffs
are ineligible for loan assistance.

51. The USDA has definitively interpreted “socially disadvantaged”
groups to mean American Indians or Alaskan Natives; Asians; Blacks or
African Americans; Hispanics or Latinos; and Native Hawaiians or other
Pacific Islanders. This is consistent with USDA’s interpretation of “socially

disadvantaged” for the past 20 years.

15
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52.  USDA cannot, consistent with Section 1005, make persons who
do not belong to socially disadvantaged groups eligible for loan assistance
under the statute.

COUNT I: VIOLATION OF THE FIFTH AMENDMENT
TO THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION

53.  Plaintiffs hereby incorporate the prior allegations of this
complaint.

54. The Due Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment provides, “[n]o
person shall be . . . deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due process of
law.” U.S. Const. amend. V. This Clause contains an equal protection
component applicable to the federal government. Bolling v. Sharpe, 347 U.S.
497, 499 (1954). Thus, “all racial classifications, imposed by whatever federal,
state, or local governmental actor, must be analyzed by a reviewing court
under strict scrutiny.” Adarand Constructors, Inc., v. Pena, 515 U.S. 200, 227
(1995).

55.  Section 1005 violates the equal protection component of the Due
Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution.

56.  Section 1005 provides farm loan assistance on the basis of racial
classifications. Farmers or ranchers who have farm loans and are Black,
American Indian/Alaska Native, Hispanic, Asian, or Hawaiian/Pacific Islander
are eligible for loan assistance. White farmers and ranchers with farm loans,

as defined under Section 1005, are ineligible for loan assistance.

16
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57.  Because Section 1005 distributes benefits or burdens on the basis
of racial classifications, it is subject to strict scrutiny. See Parents Involved in
Community Schools v. Seattle Sch. Dist. No. 1,551 U.S. 701, 720 (2007).

58.  Strict scrutiny requires the government to show that its racial
classifications (1) further a compelling governmental interest, and (2) are
narrowly tailored to further that interest. See Adarand Constructors, 515 U.S.
at 220.

59.  Section 1005’s racial classifications are not narrowly tailored to
further a compelling governmental interest.

60. Section 1005 is not intended or designed to remedy specific
instances of racial discrimination.

61. Section 1005 assumes that all individuals of “socially
disadvantaged” racial groups have been subject to racial discrimination.
Section 1005 directs the Secretary to provide farm loan assistance to all
socially disadvantaged farmers and ranchers with qualifying farm loans.

62.  Section 1005 does not limit farm loan assistance to only socially
disadvantaged farmers and ranchers that have suffered racial discrimination,
let alone racial discrimination in farming, or racial discrimination in obtaining

farm loans.

17
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63.  Section 1005 directs the Secretary to provide farm loan assistance
to socially disadvantaged farmers and ranchers even if any past discrimination
that they have suffered has already been remedied by the government.

64. Plaintiffs are not “socially disadvantaged” under Section 1005
because they are white. Section 1005 assumes that individuals who do not
belong to a “socially disadvantaged” racial group are not otherwise
disadvantaged apart from their race. Farmers and ranchers who do not belong
in “socially disadvantaged” racial groups are categorically ineligible for loan
assistance under Section 1005. Section 1005 does not provide farm loan
assistance to any farmers and ranchers who are otherwise disadvantaged
apart from their race.

COUNT II: VIOLATION OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE

ACT (Not in accordance with the law — Due Process Clause of the
Fifth Amendment)

65.  Plaintiffs incorporate paragraphs 1-52, and 54—63 herein.

66. The USDA’s implementation of Section 1005’s socially
disadvantaged provisions is not “preliminary, procedural, or intermediate.” 5
U.S.C. § 704.

67. The USDA, in accordance with Section 1005, excludes white
farmers and ranchers from the category of “socially disadvantaged farmers and

ranchers.”

18
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68.  Section 1005 does not permit USDA to take any additional action
to include white farmers and ranchers in the category of “socially
disadvantaged farmers and ranchers.”

69. The USDA’s implementation of Section 1005’s socially
disadvantaged provisions is reviewable under 5 U.S.C. § 704.

70. The APA prohibits agency actions that are “not in accordance
with law,” 5 U.S.C. § 706(2)(A), and those contrary to a constitutional right,
power, privilege, or immunity. 5 U.S.C. § 706(2)(B). As stated above, the
“socially disadvantaged” provisions of Section 1005 violate the equal protection
component of the Due Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment. Accordingly,
the USDA’s implementation of Section 1005 violates the APA.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

Wherefore, Plaintiffs pray for relief as follows:

1. A judgment declaring that the “socially disadvantaged”
provisions of Section 1005 of the American Rescue Plan Act of 2021 violate the
Fifth Amendment to the United States Constitution and are otherwise not in
accordance with the law under the APA;

2. Preliminary and permanent injunctions prohibiting Defendants
from enforcing the “socially disadvantaged” provisions of Section 1005 of the
American Rescue Plan Act of 2021 and opening eligibility for loan assistance

to all farmers or ranchers with qualifying farm loans;

19
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3. In the alternative, preliminary and permanent injunctions
prohibiting Defendants from enforcing Section 1005 of the American Rescue
Plan Act of 2021 in its entirety and enjoining Defendants from distributing
loan assistance under Section 1005 to farmers and ranchers;

4. An award to Plaintiffs of such costs and attorney fees as allowed
by law;

5. An award to Plaintiffs of $1.00 in nominal damages; and

6. Any other relief that the Court deems just and proper.

DATED: dJune 7, 2021.

Respectfully submitted,

PACIFIC LEGAL FOUNDATION

s/ Glenn E. Roper

Glenn E. Roper, Wencong Fa, Cal. Bar No. 301679*
Colo. Bar No. 38723 Christopher M. Kieser,

Lead Counsel Cal. Bar No. 298486*

1745 Shea Center Dr., Suite 400 930 G Street

Highlands Ranch, CO 80129 Sacramento CA 95814

Telephone: (916) 419-7111 Email: WFa@pacificlegal.org
Facsimile: (916) 419-7747 Email: CKieser@pacificlegal.org
Email: GERoper@pacificlegal.org

Service:

IncomingLit@pacificlegal.org

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
* Pro Hac Vice Pending
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446 Amer. w/Disabilities - 540 Mandamus & Other
Other 550 Civil Rights
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560 Civil Detainee -
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| {791 Employee Retirement
Income Security Act

863 DIWC/DIWW (405(g))
864 SSID Title XVI

[ ] 865 RSI (405(g))

Exchange
| ] 890 Other Statutory Actions
[ ] 891 Agricultural Acts
893 Environmental Matters

IMMIGRATION

462 Naturalization Application
465 Other Immigration
Actions

FEDERAL TAX SUITS, 895 Freedom of Information
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I:l 871 IRS—Third Party H 899 Administrative Procedure
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V. ORIGIN (Place an “X” in One Box Only)

1 Original

2 Removed from

D 3 Remanded from

D4 Reinstated or D 5 Transferred from

6 Multidistrict

8 Multidistrict

Proceeding State Court Appellate Court Reopened Another District Litigation - Litigation -
(specify) Transfer Direct File
Cite the U.S. Civil Statute under which you are filing (Do not cite jurisdictional statutes unless diversity):
U.S. Const. amend V; 5 USC Sec. 702
VI. CAUSE OF ACTION == — -
Brief description of cause:
Section 1005 of American Rescue Plan Act (HR 1319) is unconstitutional
VII. REQUESTED IN  [] CHECK IF THIS IS A CLASS ACTION DEMAND $ CHECK YES only if demanded in complaint:

COMPLAINT: UNDER RULE 23, F.R.Cv.P. JURY DEMAND: [Oyes No
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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)".

1I. 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.
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AO 440 (Rev. 06/12) Summons in a Civil Action

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

for the

Ryan Kent, Matthew Morton, and Joshua Morton ;
)
)
Plaintiff(s) )

\2 ; Civil Action No. 3:21-cv-00540
THOMAS J. VILSACK, in his official capacity as )
Secretary of Agriculture; Zach Ducheneaux in his )
official capacity as Administrator, Farm Service )
Agency )
Defendant(s) )

SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: (Defendant’s name and address) Zach Ducheneaux, Adminstrator
Farm Service Agency
U.S. Department of Agriculture
1400 Independence Ave., SW
Washington, DC 20250

A lawsuit has been filed against you.

Within 21 days after service of this summons on you (not counting the day you received it) — or 60 days if you
are the United States or a United States agency, or an officer or employee of the United States described in Fed. R. Civ.
P. 12 (a)(2) or (3) — you must serve on the plaintiff an answer to the attached complaint or a motion under Rule 12 of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The answer or motion must be served on the plaintiff or plaintiff’s attorney,
whose name and address are:  Glenn E. Roper

Pacific Legal Foundation
1745 Shea Center Dr. Suite 400
Highlands Ranch CO 80129

If you fail to respond, judgment by default will be entered against you for the relief demanded in the complaint.
You also must file your answer or motion with the court.

CLERK OF COURT

Date:

Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk
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AO 440 (Rev. 06/12) Summons in a Civil Action (Page 2)

Civil Action No. 3:21-cv-00540

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 4 (1))

This summons for (name of individual and title, if any)

was received by me on (date)

(O 1 personally served the summons on the individual at (place)

on (date) ; or

(3 1 left the summons at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with (name)
, a person of suitable age and discretion who resides there,

on (date) , and mailed a copy to the individual’s last known address; or

(A 1 served the summons on (name of individual) , who is

designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of (name of organization)

on (date) ; or
(3 I returned the summons unexecuted because ;or
(O Other (specify):
My fees are $ for travel and $ for services, for a total of § 0.00

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true.

Date:

Server’s signature

Printed name and title

Server’s address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:
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AO 440 (Rev. 06/12) Summons in a Civil Action

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

for the

Ryan Kent, Matthew Morton, and Joshua Morton ;
)
)
Plaintiff(s) )

\2 ; Civil Action No. 21-cv-00540
THOMAS J. VILSACK, in his official capacity as )
Secretary of Agriculture; Zach Ducheneaux in his )
official capacity as Administrator, Farm Service )
Agency )
Defendant(s) )

SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: (Defendant’s name and address) Thomas J. Vilsack, Secretary of Agriculture
U.S. Department of Agriculture
1400 Independence Ave., SW
Washington, DC 20250

A lawsuit has been filed against you.

Within 21 days after service of this summons on you (not counting the day you received it) — or 60 days if you
are the United States or a United States agency, or an officer or employee of the United States described in Fed. R. Civ.
P. 12 (a)(2) or (3) — you must serve on the plaintiff an answer to the attached complaint or a motion under Rule 12 of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The answer or motion must be served on the plaintiff or plaintiff’s attorney,
whose name and address are:  Glenn E. Roper

Pacific Legal Foundation
1745 Shea Center Dr. Suite 400
Highlands Ranch CO 80129

If you fail to respond, judgment by default will be entered against you for the relief demanded in the complaint.
You also must file your answer or motion with the court.

CLERK OF COURT

Date:

Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk
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AO 440 (Rev. 06/12) Summons in a Civil Action (Page 2)

Civil Action No. 21-cv-00540

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 4 (1))

This summons for (name of individual and title, if any)

was received by me on (date)

(O 1 personally served the summons on the individual at (place)

on (date) ; or

(3 1 left the summons at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with (name)
, a person of suitable age and discretion who resides there,

on (date) , and mailed a copy to the individual’s last known address; or

(A 1 served the summons on (name of individual) , who is

designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of (name of organization)

on (date) ; or
(3 I returned the summons unexecuted because ;or
(O Other (specify):
My fees are $ for travel and $ for services, for a total of § 0.00

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true.

Date:

Server’s signature

Printed name and title

Server’s address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:



Kiren Mathews

From: ilsd_nef@ilsd.uscourts.gov

Sent: Monday, June 07, 2021 1:40 PM

To: ilsd_nef@ilsd.uscourts.gov

Subject: Activity in Case 3:21-cv-00540 Kent et al v. Vilsack et al Complaint

This is an automatic e-mail message generated by the CM/ECF system. Please DO NOT RESPOND to
this e-mail because the mail box is unattended.

***NOTE TO PUBLIC ACCESS USERS*** Judicial Conference of the United States policy permits
attorneys of record and parties in a case (including pro se litigants) to receive one free electronic copy of
all documents filed electronically, if receipt is required by law or directed by the filer. PACER access fees
apply to all other users. To avoid later charges, download a copy of each document during this first
viewing. However, if the referenced document is a transcript, the free copy and 30 page limit do not

apply.
U.S. District Court
Southern District of Illinois
Notice of Electronic Filing

The following transaction was entered by Roper, Glenn on 6/7/2021 at 3:39 PM CDT and filed on 6/7/2021
Case Name: Kent et al v. Vilsack et al
Case Number: 3:21-cv-00540
Filer: Ryan Kent
Joshua Morton
Matthew Morton
Document Number: 1

Docket Text:

COMPLAINT against All Defendants ( Filing fee $ 402 receipt number 0754-4496658.), filed by
All Plaintiffs. (Attachments: # (1) Civil Cover Sheet, # (2) Summons re Zach Ducheneaux, # (3)
Summons re Thomas Vilsack)(Roper, Glenn)

3:21-cv-00540 Notice has been electronically mailed to:
Glenn E. Roper  geroper @pacificlegal.org, incominglit@pacificlegal.org

3:21-cv-00540 Parties and Attorneys without registered email addresses requiring notice by other means:

The following document(s) are associated with this transaction:

Document description:Main Document

Original filename:n/a

Electronic document Stamp:

[STAMP dcecfStamp_ID=1047403380 [Date=6/7/2021] [FileNumber=4829764-0]
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Document description:Civil Cover Sheet
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Electronic document Stamp:
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Document description:Summons re Zach Ducheneaux

Original filename:n/a

Electronic document Stamp:

[STAMP dcecfStamp_ID=1047403380 [Date=6/7/2021] [FileNumber=4829764-2]
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Document description:Summons re Thomas Vilsack

Original filename:n/a

Electronic document Stamp:
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