
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA 

SOUTH WIND WOMEN’S CENTER LLC, 
d/b/a/ TRUST WOMEN OKLAHOMA CITY, 
et al., 

 

  Plaintiffs, 
v.  Case No: 20-CV-277-G 

 
J. KEVIN STITT, in his official capacity as 
Governor of Oklahoma, et al., 
  Defendants. 
 
  

ANSWER 

Defendants submit the following Answer to Plaintiffs’ Complaint served on all 

Defendants on April 1, 2020. Defendants deny every allegation in the Complaint unless 

specifically admitted herein, and further answer the complaint’s individual allegations as 

follows: 

I. INTRODUCTION 

1. Some of the allegations set forth in ¶ 1 state legal conclusions to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants admit that Plaintiffs bring 

a constitutional challenge and that the Governor’s March 24th Executive Order and 

March 27th Press Release were attached. The remaining factual allegations in ¶ 1 are 

denied. 

2. Defendants admit the allegation in ¶ 2 that the original Executive Order required all 

Oklahomans and medical providers to postpone “all elective surgeries” and “minor 
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medical procedures” until April 7, 2020. The remaining factual allegations in ¶ 2 are 

denied. 

3. Some of the allegations set forth in ¶ 3 state legal conclusions to which no response is 

required. Defendants admit that the American College of Obstetricians and 

Gynecologists (“ACOG”) issued a statement on abortion and that state responses to 

COVID-19 are state-specific rather than national. Defendants otherwise deny the 

remaining allegations in ¶ 3. 

4. Some of the allegations set forth in ¶ 4 state legal conclusions to which no response is 

required. Defendants admit the allegation in ¶ 4 that Plaintiffs are Oklahoma abortion 

providers. Defendants deny the remaining allegations in ¶ 4. 

5. Some of the allegations set forth in ¶ 5 state legal conclusions to which no response is 

required. Defendants deny the remaining factual allegations in ¶ 5. 

II. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

6. The allegations set forth in ¶¶ 6-8 state legal conclusions to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants dispute that subject 

matter jurisdiction exists because Plaintiffs lack standing to assert claims on behalf of 

their patients. 

III. PLAINTIFFS 

7. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge to admit or deny all of the allegations 

contained in ¶¶ 9-11. Defendants admit that Plaintiffs are Oklahoma abortion 

providers but deny the remaining allegations due to insufficient knowledge. 
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IV. DEFENDANTS 

8. Defendants admit that the allegations in ¶¶ 12-17 are accurate, albeit partial, 

descriptions of their respective official roles. 

V. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

A. Abortion Generally 

9. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegation in ¶ 18 

regarding the proportion of women in the U.S. who obtain abortions, and they are 

therefore denied. Defendants deny the remaining allegations in ¶ 18. 

10. Defendants admit the allegations in ¶ 19. 

11. Defendants deny the allegations in ¶ 20. While Defendants admit that surgical 

abortion is generally available later than medication abortion, Defendants deny the 

remaining allegations as Plaintiffs’ characterization and availability of the procedures 

mentioned in ¶ 20. 

12. Some of the allegations set forth in ¶ 21 state legal conclusions to which no response 

is required. Because Plaintiffs have already admitted they altered their practices 

alleged herein, Defendants deny the remaining factual allegations in ¶ 21. 

13. Defendants admit the allegations in ¶ 22 that medication abortion involves two 

prescription pills, that the first is typically taken at a clinic or medical facility, and that 

the second is typically taken elsewhere 24 to 48 hours later. Defendants deny the 

remaining allegations in ¶ 22, including Plaintiffs’ characterization of the procedure. 

14. Defendants deny the allegations in ¶ 23. 
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15. Defendants admit the allegations in ¶ 24 that surgical abortion typically involves 

suction or aspiration procedures in the first trimester and D&E procedures in the 

second trimester. Defendants deny the remaining allegations ¶ 24, including Plaintiffs’ 

characterization of the surgery. 

16. Defendants are without sufficient information to confirm or deny various allegations 

in ¶ 25, so they are denied.  

17. Defendants deny the allegations in ¶ 26. 

18. Defendants deny the allegations in ¶¶ 27 and 28. 

19. Defendants deny the allegations in ¶ 29. 

20. Defendants admit that women elect abortion for a variety of non-medical reasons; 

they are without sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the remaining allegations in 

¶ 30, and they are therefore denied. 

21. For ¶ 31, Defendants admit there are four abortion clinics in Oklahoma, that 

Plaintiffs operate three of those facilities, and that the fourth does not appear to be 

accepting patients; the remaining allegations are denied. 

22. The allegations set forth in ¶ 32 state mostly legal conclusions to which no response 

is required. To the extent a factual response is necessary, the allegations are denied. 

B. The COVID-19 Pandemic 

23. Defendants deny the allegations in ¶ 33 as now outdated and incomplete. The 

relevant numbers cited therein have continued increasing during the course of this 

litigation. 

24. Defendants admit the allegations in ¶¶ 34-35. 
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25. Defendants deny the allegations in ¶¶ 36-37. 

26. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the factual allegations 

in ¶¶ 38-42, and they are therefore denied. The legal allegations contained in ¶¶ 39 

and 42 require no response. 

C. The Executive Order and March 27 Statement 

27. Defendants admit that the quotations in ¶¶ 43-49 and their footnotes are accurately 

transcribed. Defendants deny the remaining allegations in ¶¶ 43-49 and their 

accompanying footnotes. 

28. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the factual allegations 

contained in ¶ 50 

29. Defendants admit that the Texas press release and lawsuit in ¶ 51 exist. Defendants 

deny the remaining allegations in ¶ 51. 

D. The Harm to Patients 

30. The allegations in ¶ 52 are legal allegations to which no response is required. To the 

extent a response is required, the allegations are denied. 

31. Defendants admit that the quotations in ¶¶ 53-54 are accurately transcribed. 

Defendants deny the remaining allegations in ¶¶ 53-54. 

32. The allegations in ¶ 55 are legal allegations to which no response is required. To the 

extent a response is required, the allegations are denied. 

33. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations in ¶ 56, 

and they are therefore denied. 

34. Defendants deny the allegations in ¶ 57. 
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35. Defendants deny the allegations in ¶ 58. 

36. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the allegations in 

¶¶ 59-60, and they are therefore denied. 

37. The allegations in ¶¶ 61-62 are legal allegations to which no response is required. To 

the extent a response is required, the allegations are denied. 

38. Defendants admit, in relation to the allegation in ¶ 63, that the Executive Order has 

been amended and extended; Defendants deny the remaining allegations in ¶ 63. 

39. Defendants admit that the quotations in ¶ 64 are accurately transcribed. Defendants 

deny the remaining allegations in ¶ 64. 

VI. CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

40. The allegations and claims for relief set forth in ¶¶ 65-71 either re-allege allegations 

already answered or state legal conclusions to which no response is required. To the 

extent a response is necessary, any factual allegations contained therein are denied. 

41. The statements set forth after ¶ 71 are requests for relief to which not response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, any factual allegations contained 

therein are denied, and Defendants deny that Plaintiffs are entitled to any relief. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

42. This court lacks subject matter jurisdiction over this action because Plaintiffs lack 

standing to sue on behalf of their patients. 

43. Plaintiffs fail to state a claim upon which relief may be granted. 

44. Plaintiffs’ claims are not ripe for judicial review. 
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45. Plaintiffs fail to join all necessary parties. The State of Oklahoma is the real party in 

interest and a necessary party to the relief sought. 

46. Defendants are immune from suit. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

 s/  Zach West 
 MITHUN MANSINGHANI, OBA #32453 

Solicitor General 
ZACH WEST, OBA # 30768 
BRYAN CLEVELAND, OBA #33680 

Assistant Solicitors General 
OFFICE OF ATTORNEY GENERAL 
STATE OF OKLAHOMA  
313 N.E. 21st Street 
Oklahoma City, OK 73105 
(405) 521-3921 
Mithun.Mansinghani@oag.ok.gov 
Zach.West@oag.ok.gov 
Bryan.Cleveland@oag.ok.gov 
Counsel for Defendants 
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