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U.S. District Judge Nanette Laughery said the ban on 
assistance to teens “threatens an immediate chilling 
effect on all abortion counseling within Missouri 
and nearby states.” Both provisions in the Missouri 
law are part of a nationwide anti-choice agenda to 
limit or eliminate women’s access to abortion, and 
to prevent teenagers from receiving reproductive 
health care.

 “We had 22 patients scheduled the day the 
law was to go into effect. Without the temporary 
restraining order, we would have had to shut 
down,” says Michelle Collins, administrator of the 
Springfield Healthcare Center. “I had a woman say 
to me, ‘I’ll go on the internet and find something I 
can do to end this pregnancy myself. I’ll do what 
I have to do.’ This is 2005. There is no reason on 
earth why women should be subject to that pressure. 
Just the thought of it makes me sick.” The nearest 
clinic providing abortions is a four-hour drive away.

 “The Missouri legislature is singling out doc-
tors who perform abortions for unnecessary and 
harassing regulations. As a result, hundreds of 
women could lose reasonable access to abortion. It’s 
not only unfair, it creates an obstacle course for 
women who are simply trying to do what’s best for 
themselves and their families,” says Janet Crepps, 
attorney for the Center. Judge Laughery agreed 
that the law would likely pose an undue burden on 
women by eliminating the only option for abortions 
in southwestern Missouri. The lawsuit also chal-
lenges the regulation against providing teens with 
information about abortion services in other states.

 “We are being attacked by the legislature,” 
Collins says. “Every year they place hurdles that we 
have to keep jumping through. It is getting more 
and more difficult for us to serve our clients. We are 
so happy to have the Center at our side.”

Since February 2001, when the Center filed a 
citizen’s petition from 70 organizations asking for 
over-the-counter status for emergency contraception 
(marketed as “Plan B”), there have been almost 14 
million unintended pregnancies in the United States. 
Even though its own advisory board recommended 
Plan B for over-the-counter status, the FDA refused 
to make a decision, keeping Plan B, and women’s 
health, in limbo. In January 2005, we filed suit 
against the Acting Commissioner of the FDA. Our 
case argues that by denying women access to Plan 
B without a prescription, and by failing to follow 
its own procedures and statutory and regulatory 
mandates, the FDA violated the Administrative 
Procedures Act and the U.S. Constitution. 

Nonetheless, on August 26, the FDA 
announced that it would again delay making a 
decision about Plan B. 

Our case is moving forward. But we’re not the 
only ones fed up. In September, Dr. Susan Wood 
resigned as head of the FDA’s Office of Women’s 
Health—because of the delay. “I can no longer serve 
as [FDA] staff when scientific and clinical evidence, 
fully evaluated and recommended for approval, has 
been overruled.’’ She went on to say that this “is 
contrary to my core commitment to improving and 
advancing women’s health.” 

We’re glad that Dr. Wood stood up for women’s 
health. It is outrageous that the FDA continues 
to put politics before women’s health. “The FDA 
is ignoring the medical and scientific facts.
Emergency contraception meets all the criteria 
for over-the-counter availability for women of all 
ages. It is safe for women and adolescents, and 
it improves their lives and health because it 
prevents unintended pregnancies,” says Simon 
Heller, Center attorney.
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