
 

 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

_____________________________________
  
PHARMACEUTICAL CARE 
MANAGEMENT ASSOCIATION,  
 
601 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Suite 740 
Washington, D.C.  20004 
 

Plaintiff, 
 
 v. 
   
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES,  
 
200 Independence Avenue, S.W.  
Washington, D.C.  20201; 
 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES – 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL,  
 
330 Independence Avenue, S.W. 
Washington, D.C.  20201; 
 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES – 
OFFICE OF COUNSEL TO THE 
INSPECTOR GENERAL,  
 
330 Independence Avenue, S.W. 
Washington, D.C.  20201; 
 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF 
JUSTICE, 
 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C.  20530; 
 
ALEX M. AZAR, II, in his official capacity 
as Secretary of Health and Human Services, 
 
200 Independence Avenue, S.W.  
Washington, D.C.  20201;  
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JEFFREY A. ROSEN, in his official capacity 
as Acting Attorney General of the United 
States, 
 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C.  20530; 
 
CHRISTI A. GRIMM, in her official capacity 
as Acting Inspector General of the 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
 
330 Independence Avenue, S.W. 
Washington, D.C.  20201; and 
 
GREGORY E. DEMSKE, in his official 
capacity as Chief Counsel to the Inspector 
General of the Department of Health and 
Human Services, 
 
330 Independence Avenue, S.W. 
Washington, D.C.  20201 
 

Defendants. 
_____________________________________ 
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COMPLAINT AND PRAYER FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 
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