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Lee Rudofsky 
  

President Trump nominated Lee Rudofsky to serve on the United States Court of Appeals for 
the Eighth Circuit on August 18, 2026. 
 

Career1 
 

● Bachelor of Science, Cornell University, 2001 
● Master of Public Administration, Cornell Institute of Public Affairs, 2002 
● Juris Doctor, Harvard Law School, 2005 
● Law Clerk, United States Senate Judiciary Committee, 2005 
● Law Clerk to the Hon. Robert Cordy, Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts, 2005-

2006 
● Law Clerk to the Hon. Andrew Kleinfeld, 9th Circuit Court of Appeals, 2006-2007 
● Adjunct Professor, George Mason University School of Law, 2009 
● Associate, Kirkland & Ellis, LLP, 2007-2009 
● Associate, Borgeson & Burns, PC, 2009 
● Steve Poizner for Governor Campaign, 2010 

○ Deputy General Counsel 
○ Acting General Counsel 

● Associate, Kirkland & Ellis, LLP, 2010-2012 
● Romney for President, 2012 

○ Deputy General Counsel 
○ Director of Legal Election Day Operations 

● Senior Associate, Kirkland & Ellis, LLP, 2013-2014 
● Assistant General Counsel, Corporate Affairs & Government Relations, Walmart, 2014-

2015 
● Solicitor General, Office of the Arkansas Attorney General, 2015-2018 
● Adjunct Professor, University of Arkansas School of Law, 2017-2019 
● Senior Director, Global Anti-Corruption Compliance Team, Walmart, 2018-2019 
● District Judge, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Arkansas, 2019-present 

 
Record on Reproductive Freedom 

 
Defended Abortion Bans and Restrictions  

● During his time as the Arkansas Solicitor General, Rudofsky defended various abortion 
restrictions:  

○ Rudofsky defended the Arkansas abortion restriction that banned people from 
accessing abortion care after twelve weeks.2 The district court found that the 
ban was unconstitutional because, under the legal framework under Roe v. 
Wade, it “impermissibly infringe[ed] a woman's Fourteenth Amendment right to 
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elect to terminate a pregnancy before viability.”3 The case was appealed to the 
Eighth Circuit, which affirmed the lower court’s decision that the ban “violated 
a woman's due process right to choose to terminate her pregnancy.”4  
 

○ Rudofsky also defended legislation to impose medically unnecessary and 
burdensome requirements on providers who prescribe abortion medication, 
including that they have a contract with another doctor who maintains hospital 
admitting privileges. Planned Parenthood of Arkansas and Eastern Oklahoma 
challenged the restrictive law, arguing that it would create burdensome 
requirements for physicians providing care and patients seeking care, making 
access to abortion in Arkansas inaccessible for many.  The case was eventually 
appealed to the Eighth Circuit, which upheld the law undermining access to 
abortion care in Arkansas.5  

 
Defended Efforts to Defund Planned Parenthood  

● In his role as the Arkansas Solicitor General, Rudofsky endorsed and defended efforts 
to defund Planned Parenthood:  

○ Rudofsky defended the Arkansas Department of Human Services in their efforts 
to terminate Medicaid provider agreements with Planned Parenthood affiliates.6 
Eliminating Medicaid funding to Planned Parenthood would have left many 
patients without access to health care, or with limited to no choice in providers. 
The case was eventually appealed to the Eighth Circuit, which rejected 
Rudofsky’s arguments and prevented the termination of Medicaid provider 
agreements with Planned Parenthood affiliates.7  
 

○ Rudofsky also led an amicus brief on behalf of Arkansas and 14 other states 
supporting efforts to terminate Medicaid provider agreements with Planned 
Parenthood affiliates in Texas. This effort would have resulted in a reproductive 
health care desert, leaving many patients without access to affordable 
reproductive health care.8    

 
Public Commentary Against Reproductive Freedom  

● Rudofsky, as the Arkansas Solicitor General, publicized his anti-reproductive freedom 
views as a guest on a Federalist Society podcast. In the podcast, Rudofsky stated that 
being forced to travel long distances or experiencing long wait times to receive medical 
care was “annoying” but did not amount to a substantial obstacle to a pregnant person 
exercising their right to access abortion care.9   

 
Support for Anti-Abortion Judicial Nominees 

● Rudofsky signed onto letters to the Senate Judiciary Committee supporting the 
confirmation of several of President Trump’s anti-reproductive freedom judicial 
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nominees, including Eric Murphy, Andrew Brasher, Britt Grant, Patrick Wyrick, Campbell 
Barker, Kyle Duncan, Andrew Oldham, Jeff Mateer and, Brett Talley.10 

 
Affiliation with Anti-Reproductive Freedom Organizations 

● Rudofsky was endorsed by the Family Council during his 2019 nomination11 to the 
Eastern District of Arkansas and during his 2026 nomination to the Eighth Circuit.12  

○ The Family Council is an anti-abortion, anti-LGBTQ+, conservative education and 
research organization based in Arkansas. Family Council advocates for abortion 
bans and other abortion restrictions through spreading anti-reproductive 
freedom rhetoric.13   

 
● Rudofsky has been a member of the Federalist Society since 2002.14 

○ 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. 

 
Record on Intersectional Commitments  

 
Democracy and Voting Rights: As a judge for the Eastern District of Arkansas, Rudofsky 
authored an unprecedented decision in a Voting Rights Act (VRA) lawsuit.15 He shielded the 
Arkansas House of Representatives from repercussions following the 2021 Arkansas 
reapportionment plan that would have diluted Black voting strength in several regions of 
Arkansas16 and argued that Section 2 of the VRA was reserved for the Attorney General of the 
United States.17 Rudofsky’s decision threatened the future of the VRA and the type of lawsuits 
that may be filed by private actors, setting a precedent that had not previously been reflected 
in any other jurisdiction.18 
 
LGBTQIA+ Equality: While Solicitor General for the Arkansas Attorney General, Rudofsky was a 
staunch opponent of LGBTQIA+ equality: 

● Rudofsky defended the Arkansas Department of Health in their efforts to undermine 
the rights of same-sex parents by refusing to list both parents on a child’s birth 
certificate.19 The Supreme Court rejected Rudofsky’s arguments and reaffirmed the 
rights affirmed by Obergefell v. Hodges.20 
 

● Rudofsky signed an amicus brief21 on behalf of Arkansas defending a Washington 
flower shop’s business practices that overtly discriminated against same-sex 
couples.22  
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Gender Justice: As Solicitor General for the Arkansas Attorney General, Rudofsky signed an 
amicus brief on behalf of Arkansas supporting a state university’s claim that the school was 
immune from Title IX lawsuits.23 Title IX protects all students from discrimination based on 
sex and gender, including sexual assault harassment. The Eighth Circuit ultimately rejected 
the university’s arguments.24 Had the court agreed with the Arkansas university, students may 
not have been able to sue their schools for money damages for violating their rights by 
mishandling sexual assault reports.     
 
Immigrant Rights: While Rudofsky was Solicitor General, the Arkansas Attorney General 
signed multiple briefs opposing the implementation of the Deferred Action for Parents of 
Americans (DAPA) program and the expansion of the Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals 
(DACA) program – programs designed to protect immigrant children and their parents.25  
 
Racial Justice: As a judge for the Eastern District of Arkansas, Rudofsky endorsed the 
Arkansas Secretary of Education’s removal of an African American Studies course under the 
guise of protecting students from alleged “indoctrination.”26 Rudofsky’s decision greenlighted 
efforts to deprive students of the opportunity to learn more about the comprehensive history 
of marginalized communities.  
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