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Scottsdale, Arizona 
Pro Se Plaintiff

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA IN AND FOR THE

COUNTY OF MARICOPA

In Re the Matter of:

LAURA OWENS,

Plaintiff,

vs.

GREGORY GILLESPIE,

Defendant,
___________________________/

Case No. CV2021-052893

PLAINTIFF’S REPLY TO THE
DEFENDANT’S ANSWER AND
COUNTERCLAIMS

(Assigned to the Hon. Alison Bachus)

Laura Owens ( hereinafter the “Plaintiff”), responding to the Answer and Counterclaim of

Gregory Gillespie (hereinafter the “Defendant”), respectfully alleges as follows:

PLAINTIFFS REPLY TO THE DEFENDANT’S ANSWER

No response is required to the allegations contained in Paragraphs One (1) through Eight

(8) of Defendant’s Answer and Counterclaim as they consist of Defendant’s response

contained in Plaintiff’s Complaint. To the extent a response is required, and to the extent

that the aforementioned paragraphs contain any allegations of wrongdoing by Plaintiff;

Plaintiff denies the same in full and demands strict and absolute proof thereof.
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PLAINTIFF’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT’S COUNTERCLAIMS

I. FRAUD

1. The allegation in paragraph one should be dismissed as Defendant admitted to

lacking sufficient knowledge or information with his response, which has the effect of a

denial.  No response is necessary, but to the extent a response is required, Plaintiff denies

the same, and alleges that it is disingenuous for the Defendant to claim that he had

“information and belief” that the pregnancy was ‘fictitious’ or ‘fraudulent’. Plaintiff has

given indisputable evidence of her pregnancy to the Defendant, providing him with office

visit notes (exhibit A) from the appointment he demanded she book to have a medical

professional confirm her pregnancy, which occurred at One Medical Group/Kierland with

Dr. John Jones on July 16, 2021, at 9:00 AM.  In addition, the Defendant asked that the

Plaintiff obtain a letter  from her doctor, Dr. John Jones, on One Medical letterhead, to

confirm the pregnancy, which Dr. Jones said was an unusual request, and questioned why

the Defendant would need to see additional proof beyond what he had provided in the visit

notes.  Nevertheless, Plaintiff obtained this and sent it to the Defendant immediately

(exhibit B).  At 10:51 AM, the Defendant even asked for (and obtained) the login

information for her One Medical Patient Portal to view the results for himself, as he still

did not believe her (exhibit C).  Even after this, Defendant demanded to have a video call

with One Medical Group to verify the pregnancy test results with a live person, which

occurred at 12:10PM. The video visit notes prove that the Defendant was given

firsthand confirmation of the Plaintiff’s pregnancy by Lisa Nichols, NP, of One

Medical Group (exhibit D).  After giving the Defendant the test results at the request of



the Plaintiff, Ms. Nichols asked the Defendant to leave the chat so that she could ask the

Plaintiff if she felt physically and emotionally safe due to the Defendant’s behavior on the

call.  The Plaintiff also provided the explanation of benefits from the July 16, 2021 office

visit (exhibit E), from her insurance company, Bright Health Care, which states, in part,

“PLEASE SUBMIT PRENATAL CARE W/ DELIVERY FEE AT TIME OF

DELIVERY”, a notation only given with a positive pregnancy result. Given the

exhaustive amount of proof that the Defendant was given, his allegations that the

“Plaintiff knowingly and falsely represented to the Defendant that she was pregnant” are

false statements written with the intention of misleading the court.

2. Plaintiff admits this allegation. Plaintiff became pregnant on or about June 30th,

2021 or July 1st, 2021, according to her medical examination. This timing is consistent

with when Plaintiff and Defendant had sexual intercourse, resulting in the pregnancy.

Plaintiff affirms that before meeting the Defendant, she had not been sexually active since

February of 2020, and has not been sexually active with anyone else to date since meeting

the Defendant.  Therefore, there was nothing that would put into question the paternity of

the fetus.

3. Plaintiff denies these allegations. Plaintiff had already given the Defendant

exhaustive proof of her pregnancy and had no reason to send fabricated ultrasound

pictures to Defendant.

4. Plaintiff denies knowledge sufficient to form a belief as to the allegations.

However, it should be noted that the Defendant has altered the year of these supposed

‘identical sonogram images’ between 2014 and 2015 in his filings thus far.



5. The allegation in paragraph five should be dismissed as Defendant admitted to

lacking sufficient knowledge or information with his response which has the effect of a

denial. No response is necessary, but to the extent a response is required Plaintiff denies

the same.

6. Plaintiff denies allegations.

7. Plaintiff denies allegations.

8. Plaintiff denies allegations.

9. Plaintiff denies allegations.

10. Plaintiff denies allegations.

11. Plaintiff neither admits nor denies and has insufficient information to form a belief.

The allegation in paragraph 11 should be dismissed as Defendant admitted to also lacking

sufficient knowledge or information with his response which has the effect of a denial.

12. Defendant’s claim should be barred by his and his attorney’s own actions.  The

Defendant had been given exhaustive proof of the Plaintiff’s pregnancy and therefore, had

no reason for “believing that there was fraud in the Plaintiff’s underlying Complaint”, and

to make that the justification for the Defendant’s subsequent actions.  Plaintiff has been

humiliated by Defendant’s counsel for discussing such private matters with Joe Cotchett, a

California attorney who the Defendant knew was a family friend of the Plaintiff’s and

representing her father at the time in a civil matter.  Plaintiff explicitly told Defendant’s

attorney she was pro se when asked.  Despite that, the Defendant reached out to Mr.

Cotchett’s office to ask if he was representing the Plaintiff.  The Defendant knew that Mr.

Cotchett did not practice law in Arizona, and therefore the only explanation for reaching



out to him was to embarrass the Plaintiff.  Mr. Cotchett’s firm said that they were not

representing the Plaintiff, yet the Defendant’s counsel reached out four more times to his

office in an effort to humiliate, ruin the reputation of, and frame the Plaintiff for fabricated

documents that they claim had been sent from the Plaintiff to the Defendant between

August 19th and 23rd (even though the Plaintiff filed the case on August 11th).  The

Defendant’s counsel repeatedly begged Mr. Cotchett to influence the Plaintiff to dismiss

the case against the Defendant with prejudice, with their last unanswered plea sent via

email on October 7th.  Mr. Cotchett verbalized his feelings towards the Defendant’s

conduct in an email sent to the Plaintiff on September 30th, which is shared with his

permission (exhibit F). It reads:

RE: Gregg Woodnick

SENT ON BEHALF OF JOSEPH W. COTCHETT

Dear Laura,

Thank you for the note – it is an extraordinary story with GILLESPIE. I
am glad you are pursuing charges as they conduct is outrageous – if we
can help in any way, do not hesitate to call.
Best regards,

Joe

In addition, the Defendant’s counsel disclosed extremely private medical information

regarding an abortion to Mr. Cotchett by forwarding him fraudulent emails with the

subject ‘RE: LAURA OWENS PREGNANCY’ after being told that he was not

associated with this case. The Defendant knew of the relationship between Mr. Cotchett



and the Plaintiff’s family, and therefore the only purpose of him sending these was to

attempt to destroy her credibility and reputation.  This violates her rights under HIPPA.

13. Plaintiff admits to not taking a paternity test as it is not relevant and denies fabricating

documents.

14. Plaintiff admits in part and denies in part. Plaintiff admits to sending the email to the

Defendant’s counsel, at the onset of the case, however, the Defendant eliminated a key

sentence/paraphrased in their communication.

The Defendant’s counsel wrote in the Counterclaim:

Plaintiff stated she was “willing to take a paternity test to prove that the

child’s is Greg’s [sic]” but that it would be possible that she would not be

pregnant, as “I’m unsure what the purpose is because if the pregnancy is not

viable, that proves that his coercion did result in the end of the pregnancy.”

The Plaintiff’s email to the Defendant’s counsel on 8/27/21:

“...willing to take a paternity test to prove that the child is Greg’s, the reason

behind this case is that he coerced me to take abortion pills rather than the

status of my pregnancy.  I’m unsure what the purpose is because if the pregnancy

is not viable, that proves that his coercion did result in the end of the pregnancy.”

Plaintiff denies any and all allegations of fabrication, and has undeniably proven the

pregnancy.  The Defendant’s blatant coercive tactics, intimidation, and threats if she did

not take the pills are shown in the exhibits submitted in the original complaint.  In



addition, the Plaintiff needed to obtain an Order of Protection against the Defendant, on

November 11th, 2021, and is aware of the fact that another woman also obtained an

Order of Protection against the Defendant since the Plaintiff’s Complaint was filed.  The

Plaintiff does not wish for the Defendant to know anything about her health whatsoever

beyond what has been provided for her own safety, given the serious threats against her

and the child she created with the Defendant, and history of HIPAA violations in

disclosing her medical information.

15. The allegation in paragraph 15 should be dismissed as Defendant admitted to lacking

sufficient knowledge or information with his response which has the effect of a denial.

No response is necessary, but to the extent a response is required Plaintiff denies the same

with the exception of admitting to sending the email.

16. Plaintiff denies allegations and Defendant has failed to raise any valid claims to

which he is entitled to any recovery or relief.   Despite being given undeniable proof of

the Plaintiff’s pregnancy being legitimate, the Defendant, through counsel, has referred to

the Plaintiff’s pregnancy as, 'fictitious', 'fraudulent', and 'false' based on 'blatant

fabrications',  'possibly a ruse to get more followers', a 'fictional narrative', 'nonsense',

'nonsensical', and the Complaint as 'salacious' 'bizarre', and 'preposterous'. Therefore,

bringing a fraud counterclaim against the Plaintiff (under penalty of perjury) on the basis

of the pregnancy being fraudulent is malicious, made in bad faith, and serves no purpose

other than to further harass the Plaintiff and delay the Court.



II. Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress

1. The above Paragraphs one (1) through sixteen (16) are incorporated herein as if fully

repeated verbatim.

2. Plaintiff denies the allegations contained in the Defendant’s Answer and Counterclaim in

full and demands strict and absolute proof thereof.

3. Plaintiff denies the allegations contained in the Defendant’s Answer and Counterclaim in

full and demands strict and absolute proof thereof.  Despite being given undeniable proof

of the Plaintiff’s pregnancy being legitimate, the Defendant, through counsel, has referred

to the Plaintiff’s pregnancy as, 'fictitious', 'fraudulent', and 'false' based on 'blatant

fabrications',  'possibly a ruse to get more followers', a 'fictional narrative', 'nonsense',

'nonsensical', and the Complaint as 'salacious' 'bizarre', and 'preposterous'. Therefore,

bringing an emotional distress counterclaim against the Plaintiff (under penalty of

perjury) on the basis of the pregnancy being fraudulent is malicious, made in bad faith,

and serves no purpose other than to further harass the Plaintiff and delay the Court.



WHEREFORE, having fully responded to the allegations contained in Defendant’s

Answer and Counterclaim, Plaintiff prays for the following:

a. That Defendant’s Answer and Counterclaim be dismissed with costs;

b. That Plaintiff be granted the relief requested in the Complaint;

c. That Defendant be sanctioned pursuant to Title 44 § 2083.

d. For such other and further relief as the Court may determine to be just and proper.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 22nd day of January, 2022.

/s/La�r� O�e�s 1/22/22

Laura Owens Date

Pro Se Litigant



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been furnished via the

electronic portal system to all parties on this 22nd day of January, 2022.

By: /s/La�r� O�e�s
Laura Owens

Scottsdale, AZ 

Email:







EXHIBIT C (DEFENDANT’S REQUEST FOR THE PLAINTIFF’S ONE MEDICAL
GROUP PATIENT PORTAL LOGIN TO CONFIRM THE PREGNANCY, WHICH WAS
GIVEN IN A PHONE CALL IMMEDIATELY AFTER)














