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Jesus Osete 
 
President Trump nominated Jesus Osete to serve on the U.S. District Court for the Western 
District of Missouri on August 19, 2026. 

Career1 
 

● Bachelor of Arts, University of Arizona, 2013 
● Juris Doctor, Washington University School of Law, 2016 
● Law Clerk to the Hon. Zel M. Fischer, Supreme Court of Missouri, 2016-2018 
● Law Clerk to the Hon. Bobby E. Shepard, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit, 

2018-2019 
● Associate, Bryan Cave Leighton Paisner LLP, 2019-2020, 2023-2025 
● Missouri Attorney General’s Office, 2020-2022 

○ Deputy Solicitor General, 2020-2021 
○ Deputy Attorney General for Special Litigation, 2021-2022 

● General Counsel, Missouri Secretary of State’s Office, 2022-2023 
● United States Department of Justice, 2025-present 

○ Deputy Assistant Attorney General for Civil Rights, 2025 
○ Principal Deputy Assistant Attorney General for Civil Rights, 2025-present 

 
Record on Reproductive Freedom 

 
Threatens Access to Medication Abortion 

● During a Federalist Society event titled "Post-Dobbs Abortion Legislation in Missouri,” 
Osete criticized the Biden administration’s Department of Justice (DOJ) for taking 
steps to protect access to medication abortion. He specifically highlighted a 2022 DOJ 
memo which affirmed that the Comstock Act—a 150-year-old law that restricts the 
mailing of materials deemed “obscene”—does not prohibit or criminalize mailing 
mifepristone. By criticizing this action, Osete parroted anti-abortion extremists’ 
demands for the DOJ to weaponize and misuse the Comstock Act to block access to 
medication abortion and medical equipment used for abortion care nationwide.2 
 

● Later in the panel, Osete criticized the Food and Drug Administration’s (FDA) decision 
during the Biden administration to lift medically unnecessary restrictions on 
mifepristone. The FDA’s decision to remove these restrictions followed an evidence-
based determination where scientific data affirmed that mifepristone was safe and 
effective without the restrictions in place.3 
  

● During the same event, Osete expressed concern that reproductive freedom advocates 
could succeed in establishing a new legal basis for the right to abortion from state 
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constitutions following the Supreme Court’s 2022 Dobbs v. Jackson Women’s Health 
Organization (Dobbs) decision.4 

 
Defended Abortion Restrictions 

● Osete defended various abortion restrictions during his time at the Missouri Attorney 
General’s Office—an office which has repeatedly led attacks on access to abortion care 
nationwide:5  

○ As Deputy Solicitor General, Osete defended Missouri’s 8-week abortion ban and 
a ban based on the reason why a person is seeking abortion care,6 and 
represented the state in this case before the Supreme Court.7 Osete expressly 
asked the Supreme Court to overrule Roe v. Wade and Planned Parenthood v. 
Casey—a year before the Supreme Court’s Dobbs decision that overturned the 
federal right to abortion.8 The Supreme Court ultimately denied his request for 
review.9 
 

○ Also as Deputy Solicitor General, Osete defended Missouri’s biased counseling 
law, which forces pregnant people to receive medically inaccurate and anti-
abortion counseling prior to receiving abortion care.10 On petition for review 
before the Supreme Court, the individual who challenged the law requested that 
Justice Amy Coney Barrett recuse herself from the case because of her public 
opposition to reproductive freedom and Osete filed a motion opposing that 
request.11 The Supreme Court ultimately denied the request for review, 
permitting Missouri’s biased abortion counseling regime to continue.12 

 
Defended Blocking Access to Abortion Care 

● While at the Missouri Attorney General’s office, Osete represented a county clerk who 
misled and gave false information to a 17-year-old about her ability to seek a judicial 
bypass from Missouri’s law prohibiting people under 18 from accessing abortion care 
without parental involvement.13 The teen was forced to travel to Illinois to access care 
and sued the clerk for violating her Fourteenth Amendment rights.14 Osete argued that 
the clerk should not be held liable because of qualified immunity for public officials 
and the Eighth Circuit rejected his argument.15 

 
Public Commentary Against Reproductive Freedom  

● On a personal social media account, Osete praised Missouri Governor Mike Kehoe and 
Missouri Attorney General Catherine Hanaway for supporting several state restrictions 
on abortion.16 Osete specifically thanked the Governor and Attorney General for 
criticizing the county circuit court decision that restored access to medication 
abortion in Missouri for the first time since 2018.17  
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● During his failed 2024 campaign for a Missouri county circuit court seat, Osete 
discussed efforts to remove Amendment 3, which would have restored abortion rights 
in Missouri, from the ballot.18 Osete suggested that Missouri Secretary of State Jay 
Ashcroft, his former boss, could keep the Amendment off the ballot entirely by 
decertifying it.19  
 

● During a Federalist Society event titled "Post-Dobbs Abortion Legislation in Missouri,” 
Osete criticized the Biden administration’s Department of Veterans Affairs for 
permitting the agency to provide veterans with abortion care in certain 
circumstances and abortion counseling following the Dobbs decision.20 The Trump 
administration rescinded this rule in 2025.21  

 
Support for Anti-Abortion Judicial and Executive Nominees 

● Osete signed letters to the Senate Judiciary Committee supporting the nomination of 
several of President Trump’s anti-reproductive freedom nominees, including Brian Lea, 
Joshua Divine, and Maria Lanahan to the federal bench,22 and of D. John Sauer’s 
nomination to serve as U.S. Solicitor General.23  

 
Affiliations with Anti-Reproductive Freedom Organizations 

● Osete has been a member of the Federalist Society since 2013.24 Osete has held various 
leadership positions for the Jefferson City Lawyers Chapter since 2021. He was the 
secretary from 2021 to 2024 and vice president from 2024 to 2025.25  

○ The Federalist Society is a well-funded, conservative legal network that exerts 
influence through law schools, professional networks, conferences, and over the 
judiciary at large. It serves as a talent and influence pipeline for the conservative 
movement to help cultivate young lawyers and pack the courts with judges who 
will execute their unpopular agenda, which includes undermining reproductive 
freedom. 

○ While in private practice, Osete was a featured panelist for a Federalist Society 
event at the 2023 Missouri Chapters Conference titled “Post-Dobbs Abortion 
Legislation in Missouri.”26 The panel specifically addressed Missouri laws that 
“restrict or prohibit abortion” and anticipated legal challenges to those laws.27  

 
Record on Intersectional Commitments  

 
Democracy and Voting Rights: Osete has been involved in several voting rights cases during 
his time as General Counsel to Missouri’s Secretary of State and, since 2025, in the Department 
of Justice’s (DOJ) Civil Rights division, the office responsible for enforcing the Voting Rights 
Act (VRA): 

● Osete worked on a DOJ amicus brief supporting individuals who challenged the 
creation of Louisiana’s second majority-Black congressional district. Louisiana created 
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the district as a result of a successful legal challenge brought under Section 2 of the 
VRA, which historically allowed voters to challenge maps that weakened the voting 
power of communities of color.28 The DOJ’s argument was not an isolated legal position 
but part of a deliberate agenda to dismantle voting rights: it attacked a majority-Black 
district as unconstitutional and pressed the Supreme Court to make the VRA nearly 
impossible to enforce, stripping Black voters of one of the last tools they have to secure 
fair representation.29 The MAGA majority on the Court ultimately ruled 6-3 that 
Louisiana’s second majority-Black district was unconstitutional and, in the process, 
gutted Section 2 of the VRA by requiring voters to prove intentional discrimination—
clearing the way for Louisiana and states across the country to dismantle districts that 
give Black and other historically marginalized communities a fair shot at 
representation.30 

 
● As General Counsel to Missouri’s Secretary of State Jay Ashcroft, Osete was counsel of 

record on an amicus brief supporting North Carolina Republican legislators who, after 
the state supreme court struck down their congressional map as an extreme partisan 
gerrymander,31 asked the Supreme Court to adopt a fringe “independent state 
legislature theory,” which would have given state legislatures nearly unchecked power 
over federal elections, free from review by state courts under their own state 
constitutions. The legislators’ argument, if accepted by the court, would have made it 
nearly impossible for voters to challenge partisan gerrymandering in federal elections. 
In 2023, the Supreme Court rejected the legislators’ position and held that state courts 
can review the congressional maps.32 

 
● As a DOJ attorney, Osete supported the Republican National Committee’s (RNC) 

challenge to Mississippi’s rule that ensured mail ballots that were postmarked by 
Election Day and received up to five business days later would be counted.33 Osete and 
the RNC argued that the ballots that were mailed before Election Day, but arrived after 
Election Day, should go uncounted. The district court rejected Osete’s argument, and 
the case was appealed to the Fifth Circuit, which agreed with Osete’s position.34 The 
Supreme Court ultimately reversed the circuit court’s decision and affirmed the district 
court’s ruling, rejecting Osete’s argument and maintaining the validity of ballots 
mailed before Election Day but arrived after Election Day.35  
 

● Also during his time at the DOJ, Osete urged the Supreme Court to take up the RNC's 
petition in a challenge to Arizona's restrictive voting laws.36 The DOJ defended Arizona's 
requirement that people registering to vote with the state form (as opposed to the 
federal form, which the state cannot add requirements to) provide documentary proof 
of citizenship. It also challenged lower-court limits on Arizona's program for removing 
people identified as noncitizens from voter rolls.37 Burdensome voter suppression 
requirements like these can block eligible citizens from exercising their right to vote.38 
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● Osete is also listed as DOJ counsel on its motion to intervene in a challenge to 

California's Proposition 50 congressional map.39 Proposition 50 allowed California to 
temporarily redraw its congressional map in order to neutralize Texas Republicans’ 
efforts to gerrymander their own congressional maps. Osete’s brief falsely alleged the 
California map was a racial gerrymander that violated the U.S. Constitution and the VRA. 
California voters approved Proposition 50 in November 2025.40 The Supreme Court 
preliminarily held that the congressional map was valid and the case is ongoing.41 

 
● As a DOJ attorney, Osete has worked on several lawsuits where the Trump 

administration sought to compel states to turn over their complete, unredacted voter-
registration lists, which contained sensitive personal information such as voters’ dates 
of birth, driver’s license numbers, and partial Social Security numbers, which federal 
courts have repeatedly rejected.42 

 
LGBTQIA+ Equality: Osete is a staunch opponent of LGBTQIA+ equality in both his personal and 
professional capacity: 

● As a DOJ attorney, Osete helped lead a number of cases seeking to undermine LGBTQIA+ 
equality by attacking transgender rights, including the right to equally participate in 
sports teams.  

○ Osete submitted an amicus brief in a Supreme Court case that aimed to 
eliminate the rights of transgender girls and women to play in sports.43 The 
Court ultimately upheld West Virginia’s and Idaho’s anti-transgender sports 
bans, permitting the states to continue discriminating against transgender 
athletes and greenlighting efforts for other states to adopt similar bans.44  
 

○ Osete also challenged California policies that would allow transgender students 
to compete on sports teams consistent with their gender identity.45 The case is 
ongoing.  
 

● On a personal social media account, Osete showed his support for conversion therapy, 
a dangerous, discredited practice aimed at changing a person’s sexual orientation or 
gender identity.46  
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