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September 2, 2014 

 

Clerk of the Court 

Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals 

Thomas F. Eagleton Courthouse 

111 South 10th Street 

St. Louis, MO. 63102 

 

RE:   Cause No. 14-2128, MKB Management Corp., d/b/a Red River Women’s Clinic, and  

         Kathryn L. Eggelston, M.D. vs. Wayne Stenehjem, et al. 

 Cause No. 14-1891, Louis Jerry Edwards, M.D., et al., v. Joseph M. Beck, M.D., et al. 

 

To the Honorable Court Clerk of the United States 8
th
 Circuit, 

 

1. Both of the above referenced cases have now been screened for oral argument and the parties 

and the Court have been notified that the cases raise extremely related issues since the 

Arkansas case concerns restrictions on abortion with some exceptions after 12 weeks if there is 

a heartbeat and North Dakota’s case concerns restrictions on abortions with some exceptions 

after 6 weeks if there is a heartbeat.  Has the Court made a determination of whether the cases 

will be screened together and combined for oral argument?  Briefing is complete in both. 

 

As an amicus curiae who has filed briefing in both cases, the decision on joining the two cases 

as companion cases may be dispositive of whether or not the cases are on the St. Louis docket 

where Arkansas cases are normally heard, or in St. Paul where North Dakota cases are normally 

heard.  This also affects the potential dates of oral argument for which the Clerk has requested 

availability.   

 

2. In the North Dakota case, the Plaintiffs-Appellees have filed a motion to strike “Response of 

Amici Curiae Women Hurt by Abortion”   as if the Women Hurt by Abortion have filed a 

second amicus brief.  Amici Women Hurt by Abortion are not attempting further briefing on the 

issues, but were only providing information to the Clerk.  It should be noted their response was 

filed as “correspondence” and that it was addressed to the Clerk of the Court rather than to the 

Honorable Judges of this Court. 

 

          The Response merely cited to the Clerk extensive citations to 8
th
 Circuit case law where the 8

th
 

Circuit en banc has already rejected the analysis of the American Psychological Association (APA) and 

American College of Obstetricians and Gynecologists (ACOG) on similar issues as to whether or not 

abortion harms women psychologically.  As the response of Amici Yale Reproductive Justice Project 

states:  “… most courts of appeals freely grant leave to file, provided the brief is timely and well-

reasoned.” p. 3.  Amici Women Injured by Abortion merely point out to the Clerk again the numerous 

reasoning flaws previously noted by the Court en banc in the ACOG and APA briefs, and their “experts” 

analysis, in the hope this will be helpful. 

 

      Advancing Life, Liberty and Justice in Him, 

        
       Allan E. Parker 

       President  
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