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March 31st, 2022 

To: Senate Judiciary Committee 

RE: SB 866 - Minors: vaccine consent. OPPOSE 

On behalf of Protection of the Educational Rights of Kids, in the interest of the health and safety of all 
Californians, and in alignment of the U.S. Constitution, we oppose SB 866.  Physicians who are fluent in 
obtaining informed consent would confirm that the Minor Consent Bill would violate every level of 
judicial scrutiny.  

• Physicians experienced in obtaining informed consent know it is not possible for 12-year-old 
children as a group to understand the risks and benefits of vaccination, the ingredients in 
vaccination, or the risks all in the applied context of patient personal and family history, and all 
in the short time (if any) allotted during a medical appointment.

• A similar law in Washington DC was recently barred by the courts. If a child suffers a severe 
reaction that needs to be filed with the vaccine court, it must be done by the parents with a 
limited timeframe.

• Subverts the right and duty of parents to make informed decisions about whether their children 
should receive vaccinations. If parents are not aware that their child has recently received a 
vaccine, their ability to properly monitor that child for any side effects is hampered and may 
cause a delay in timely treatment.

• This bill contravenes federal laws meant to help identify adverse reactions to vaccines.

“Because of time limits set by the NCVIA, petitioners must quickly identify vaccine- 
related injuries to qualify for the Program. To assist petitioners, Congress mandated that 
HHS produce vaccine information statements (VIS) for distribution to vaccine recipients. 
Id. § 300aa- 26(a). A VIS must include “(1) a concise description of the benefits of the 
vaccine, (2) a concise description of the risks associated with the vaccine, (3) a statement 
of the availability of the [Program] , and (4) such other relevant information as may be 
determined by [HHS].” Id. § 300aa-26(c). Every time a healthcare provider administers 
a vaccine listed on the Vaccine Injury Table, he must provide a VIS “to the legal 
representatives of any child or to any other individual to whom such provider intends to 
administer such vaccine.” Id. § 300aa-26(d)  A minor cannot be a petitioner. 42 U.S.C. § 
300aa-11(b) (1) (A). Instead, the minor’s legal representative must petition on the 
minor’s behalf. Id” - National Childhood Vaccine Injury Act of 1986 (NCVIA). 42 U.S.C. 
§§ 300aa-1, et seq.

http://www.perk-group.com/
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billTextClient.xhtml?bill_id=202120220SB866
https://www.washingtonpost.com/dc-md-va/2022/03/21/dc-vaccine-lawsuit-parental-consent/
https://childrenshealthdefense.org/wp-content/uploads/PI-memo-opinion-DC-minor-case.pdf?eType=EmailBlastContent&eId=60366216-4a36-463b-9972-b0661337915d
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• Federal legislative history provides evidence that Congress never intended for a minor child to
make decisions to get a vaccine without parents' knowledge or consent. When the National
Childhood Injury Act of 1986 was passed, the Act clearly stated that before the administration of
vaccines to a child, a health care provider shall give a copy of the CDC's vaccine information
materials to the "parent or legal representative of any child to whom the provider intends to
administer such vaccine..."

• The CDC confirms that there is a requirement that their Vaccine Information Statement (VIS) is
provided to the parent/legal guardian prior to vaccination of a minor child on their VIS Q&A
page. Under the question, "is there a requirement to verify that parents/legal representatives have
actually received and reviewed the VIS," the answer is a clear "YES."

• These requirements under federal law for a parent to be educated with CDC materials prior to
their minor child being vaccinated will not be met if a child is allowed to make these decisions
on their own.

• Teens lack the necessary maturity to make sound medical decisions and are generally more
vulnerable to coercion than adults.  S.B. 866 would allow authorities such as medical
practitioners and school personnel, to be able to entice, pressure or coerce our children to take
the shot, without regard to parental concerns, family medical history, and other medical
contraindications, including prior reactions to vaccines that could cause injury and even death.

SB 866 eliminates "informed consent" for the parent and puts children at risk of harm. The 
requirements of federal law for a parent to be educated with CDC materials prior to their minor child 
being vaccinated will not be met if a child is allowed to make these decisions on their own. Please 
oppose SB 866 by voting “NO”. 

      Sincerely, 

      Amy Bohn 
      PERK President 
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