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SUMMARY

The Oklahoma Supreme Court assumed original jurisdiction over a challenge to Oklahoma Senate Bill
1503 and House Bill 4327, which restricted abortion and provided for civil enforcement. The Court
held both statutes unconstitutional under the Oklahoma Constitution, granted declaratory relief, and
denied injunctive relief and a writ of prohibition. The decision relied principally on stare decisis
following Oklahoma Call for Reproductive Justice v. Drummond.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Oklahoma Supreme Court should assume original jurisdiction over the challenge to S.B.
1503 and H.B. 4327.

2. Whether S.B. 1503 violates the Oklahoma Constitution by restricting a pregnant woman's inherent right
to terminate a pregnancy when necessary to preserve her life.

3. Whether H.B. 4327 violates the Oklahoma Constitution for the same reason.

4. Whether the unconstitutional portions of H.B. 4327 could be severed.

5. Whether petitioners were entitled to injunctive relief or a writ of prohibition.

HOLDINGS

1. The Oklahoma Supreme Court assumed original jurisdiction over petitioners' constitutional challenge.

2. S.B. 1503 is unconstitutional under the Oklahoma Constitution because its abortion prohibition
impermissibly restricts the inherent right of a pregnant woman to terminate a pregnancy when necessary
to preserve her life.

3. H.B. 4327 is unconstitutional under the Oklahoma Constitution because it impermissibly restricts the
inherent right recognized in Oklahoma Call for Reproductive Justice v. Drummond.

4. The unconstitutional provisions of H.B. 4327 could not be severed without either creating a more
restrictive statute or eliminating the bill's enforceable meaning, and the Court would not rewrite the
statute.



5. Petitioners were not entitled to injunctive relief or a writ of prohibition.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In this case, if the Court were to sever the language allowing for medical abortions only in case of a medical
emergency in H.B. 4327, the Court would create an even more restrictive statute like S.B. 1503, which was in
further violation of the Oklahoma Constitution.” (¶ 6)

“In order to attempt to salvage the rest of H.B. 4327, this Court would have to re-write the entire statute,
which is not our purview.” (¶ 6)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

S.B. 1503 prohibited abortions after detection of a fetal heartbeat except when a physician believed a medical
emergency prevented compliance. H.B. 4327 imposed a broader abortion ban, with exceptions for a medical
emergency or a pregnancy resulting from rape, sexual assault, or incest reported to law enforcement. Both
statutes created private civil enforcement mechanisms and barred enforcement by the State, its subdivisions, and
agents.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The proceeding was brought directly in the Oklahoma Supreme Court. The Court assumed original jurisdiction,
declared S.B. 1503 and H.B. 4327 unconstitutional and unenforceable under the Oklahoma Constitution, and
denied injunctive relief and the requested writ of prohibition.
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