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New Attorney General in Missouri Who Argued that Corporations Have 
First Amendment Rights is Set to Argue Humans Do Not 

  
(KANSAS CITY, Mo.) – When Joshua Hawley ran for Attorney General in Missouri, he probably did not know 
about Keith Williston and his fight for midwives, nurses and birth centers. But when Mr. Hawley won the 
election, he inherited a questionable duty: defend a state court decision that humans do not have First Amendment 
rights if the state does not want to recognize those rights. The irony is that Mr. Hawley, as a private attorney, 
recently defended corporations’ First Amendment rights before the U.S. Supreme Court. This means that Mr. 
Hawley’s first year in office will see him arguing before a Missouri State Court that humans do not have the same 
rights that corporations do. 
  
The Hobby Lobby case was widely publicized and criticized for holding that corporations, or at least those closely 
held, retain some measure of First Amendment protections. The U.S. Supreme Court held that if a government 
regulation required a corporation to violate the “corporation’s beliefs” then the corporation should be allowed an 
exemption from that regulation. Mr. Hawley, after winning these rights for corporations, may now have to argue 
that Mr. Williston, a human being, does not have these same rights. 
  
Mr. Williston began his fight against the state eight years ago when he and his wife decided to open a birth center 
in Independence, Mo. Mr. Williston said that he and his wife had a clear mission to promote a specific 
philosophical point of view. 
 
“We believe that maternity care in hospitals is usually cold, distant, and industrialized. We wanted to have a 
personal touch and care for the person in labor, not just care about a diagnosis code.” Mr. Williston said he 
believes that much of modern healthcare is provided in what Philip Zimbardo describes as a “future oriented” 
culture and environment. 
 
“We wanted a more present-oriented culture and philosophy for our center,” Mr. Williston explained. “That 
means paying attention to the patient as a person and paying attention to what is going on in the moment in a way 
that Westerners have come to associate with Buddhist or other eastern philosophies, Present Orientation is 
something that exists in European culture and the Judeo-Christian heritage as well. Ultimately, it is about wanting 
to be ‘Good Samaritans,’” Mr. Williston said, referencing a Biblical parable that Zimbardo used to explain 
Present-Orientation in his book, The Time Paradox. Mr. Williston said, “We don’t believe that hospitals are 
‘wrong’ or ‘bad;’ we just wanted to have a different philosophy in our center and a lot of our clients wanted the 
same thing.” 
  
The state disagreed and refused to even process the license application. The center sought an administrative 
review and fought a legal battle up to the Missouri Court of Appeals, but the delays forced the business to close, 
leading Mr. Williston to file a second, separate lawsuit. Mr. Williston’s argument is that the birth center 
regulations are not to protect the public, but are an attempt to uphold the orthodox philosophy of current birthing 
centers  
 
“I don't want to think Mr. Hawley believes that the state should be shutting down birth centers based on their 
philosophical beliefs, but we have not been able to speak with him or his office so far,” Williston reported. 
 
Mr. Williston reports that he has asked for a meeting with the AG's office, but so far the attorney working on the 
case has refused to facilitate the meeting and is insisting on following the directives of the previous 
administration. The result is that Josh Hawley, at least in name, will likely soon be arguing in state court that Mr. 
Williston, a person and citizen, does not have equal First Amendment rights with a corporation, the same rights 
that Mr. Hawley defended all the way to the U.S. Supreme Court. 
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MEDIA NOTE: The case is currently in the Missouri Court of Appeals, Western District as WD80137. 
Briefing is currently due to begin the middle of March. 


