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Maria Lanahan 
 

President Trump nominated Maria Lanahan to serve as a Federal District Court Judge for the 
Eastern District of Missouri on May 6, 2025.  
 

Career1 
● Bachelor of Arts, Gonzaga University, 2009 
● Juris Doctorate, University of Chicago, 2013 
● Law Clerk, Hon. Brian K. Zahra, Michigan Supreme Court, 2013-2014 
● Associate, Thompson Coburn LLP, 2014-2018 
● Sr. Manager Litigation Counsel, Charter Communications, 2018-2020 
● Law Clerk, Hon. Raymond Gruender, United States Court of Appeals for the Eighth 

Circuit, 2020-2021 
● Principal Deputy Solicitor General, Missouri Attorney General’s Office, 2021-present 

 
Record on Reproductive Freedom  

Access to Mifepristone  
As Missouri’s Principal Deputy Solicitor General, Lanahan has been instrumental in litigation 
aiming to roll back access to mifepristone, one of two pills typically used in medication 
abortion.  
 
In 2022, an anti-abortion extremist group sued the Food and Drug Administration (FDA) and 
demanded they either rescind the FDA’s 2000 approval of mifepristone or, alternatively, 
reimpose medically unnecessary restrictions. The case made its way to the U.S. Supreme 
Court after the district court judge — a known anti-abortion extremist, Judge Matthew 
Kacsmaryk — and a panel of Fifth Circuit judges ruled to roll back access to mifepristone. 
Anti-abortion attorneys general from Missouri, Idaho, and Kansas filed to intervene in the 
case, but were not parties to the issues before the Court. In June 2024, the Supreme Court 
ruled that the anti-abortion group did not have standing and sent the case back to the lower 
courts. 
 

● Lanahan represented Missouri alongside the state’s attorney general, solicitor 
general, and representatives from Idaho and Kansas in a request to intervene in the 
case, boldly alleging that the states had standing despite having no connection to the 
district where the case was filed.2  
 

● Instead of identifying a valid connection to the Northern District of Texas, Missouri 
argued the state had standing because access to medication abortion resulted in 
fewer teen pregnancies in the state and thus the FDA’s approval and protocols related 
to mifepristone access harmed Missouri financially.3 
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● Lanahan also represented Missouri, Idaho, and Kansas in an amicus brief to the 
Supreme Court in support of the anti-abortion group’s baseless claims, throughout 
which she propagated medically and factually inaccurate anti-abortion 
disinformation.4 

 
The anti-abortion group dropped its case in November 2024 after the Supreme Court ruled 
the group did not have standing.5 Then, in January 2025, Judge Kacsmaryk took the 
extraordinary step of allowing the anti–abortion attorneys general from Missouri, Idaho, and 
Kansas to continue this baseless case despite the states’ lack of connection to the Texas 
district where the case is being litigated and without the involvement of the group that 
initially brought the claim.6 The attorneys general are pushing the claims that the FDA must 
rescind approval of mifepristone, or in the alternative, severely restrict access to 
mifepristone by instating medically unnecessary restrictions. 

● Since that time, Lanahan has continued to help lead Missouri’s efforts to undermine 
access to mifepristone. She has not recused herself from this case since her 
nomination.7 

 
Challenging Missouri’s Reproductive Freedom Ballot Initiative  
As Deputy Solicitor General, Lanahan challenged8 Missouri’s “The Right to Reproductive 
Freedom Initiative” ballot, even after a majority of Missourians voted to enshrine 
reproductive freedom in the state’s constitution in 2024.9  

 
Opposition to Planned Parenthood 

● In May 2020, the Missouri Department of Health unlawfully denied a license to 
Reproductive Health Services of Planned Parenthood of the St. Louis Region, the last 
abortion clinic in Missouri. An administrative commission later determined that 
Missouri wrongly denied the license and ordered them to pay $170,000 in fees.10 
Lanahan led litigation to appeal that decision and prevent Planned Parenthood from 
receiving the compensation to which they were entitled.11 

 
● Lanahan defended Missouri’s proposed legislation to prevent Planned Parenthood 

from receiving any state Medicaid funding.12 
 

Record on Intersectional Commitments 
LGBTQ+ Equality 

● As Principal Deputy Solicitor General, Lanahan led litigation challenging Kansas City 
and Jackson County’s decision to pass ordinances to ban harmful conversion 
therapy.13 

 
● She also appealed a lower court decision in order to force two institutions that provide 

gender-affirming care for youth to produce private, HIPAA protected health records 
regarding the gender-affirming care it provided young patients.14  
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● She challenged the right of LGBTQ+ plaintiffs in civil court to strike a juror that 
believed “homosexuality is a sin” for cause.15 

 
Democracy and Voting Rights 

● As Principal Deputy Solicitor General of Missouri, Lanahan defended the state in 
actions that disenfranchised the vote of minorities when she defended a Missouri 
redistricting map that effectively splits the vote of minority communities in the 
state.16  

 
Immigration 

● As Principal Deputy Solicitor General of Missouri, Lanahan has joined other states in 
challenging the Biden Administration’s program that allows nationals of Cuba, Haiti, 
Nicaragua, and Venezuela to safely and legally come to the United States.17 
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