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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF WEST VIRGINIA 

CHARLESTON DIVISION 

B.P.J., by her next friend and mother,  
HEATHER JACKSON, 

Plaintiff, 

v.   Civil Action No. 2:21-cv-00316 
Hon. Joseph R. Goodwin, District Judge 

WEST VIRGINIA STATE BOARD OF 
EDUCATION, HARRISON COUNTY BOARD 
OF EDUCATION, WEST VIRGINIA 
SECONDARY SCHOOL ACTIVITIES 
COMMISSION, W. CLAYTON BURCH in his 
official capacity as State Superintendent,  
DORA STUTLER in her official capacity as  
Harrison County Superintendent, PATRICK 
MORRISEY in his official capacity as Attorney  
General, and THE STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA, 

Defendants, 

and 

LAINEY ARMISTEAD, 
Defendant-Intervenor. 

DEFENDANTS HARRISON COUNTY BOARD OF EDUCATION  
AND DORA STUTLER’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
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Defendants Harrison County Board of Education (“HCBOE”) and County 

Superintendent Dora Stutler (“Stutler”) (collectively the “County Board”), by counsel, move for 

summary judgment pursuant to Rule 56 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.  The County 

Board has not caused any injury to Plaintiff B.P.J., and it is thus entitled to summary judgment.  

This conclusion is compelled for three reasons, all of which rely on undisputed facts and applicable 

law.  These three reasons are set forth in greater detail in the County Board’s supporting 

memorandum of law, which is contemporaneously being filed with this motion. 

First, the County Board is required to comply with and enforce West Virginia law, 

including the state law (“the Act”) that B.P.J. challenges in this civil action.  Thus, B.P.J.’s claim 

is one against the State, not against the County Board.  It is undisputed that, if B.P.J. has an 

actionable injury as she alleges, then her injury was inflicted by the State; the County Board 

undisputedly has no policy or custom of its own that has caused or will cause B.P.J. any harm, and 

it had no part in the creation or passage of the Act at issue.  The County Board cannot be liable for 

any injury that it did not cause. Therefore, the HCBOE is entitled to summary judgment on the 

Title IX claim against it in Count I, and Stutler is entitled to summary judgment on the Equal 

Protection Clause claim against her, in her official capacity, in Count II.  

Second, should the Court determine that Stutler, in her official capacity, is a proper 

defendant to Count II for purposes of an injunction, then she should be retained only in her capacity 

as a State official – not in her capacity as an official of the HCBOE.  If Stutler ever enforces the 

Act at issue (in the event that the Court’s injunction is lifted or modified), she will be acting solely 

as a State official, not as a HCBOE official, because she would be enforcing only a State law, not 

any policy or custom of the County Board.  Any such enforcement would be mandated; Stutler has 

no discretion regarding whether to enforce the Act.  Under these circumstances and this Court’s 

clear precedent, any monetary award assessed against Stutler must be paid entirely by the State, 
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not by the County Board, because the State, not Stutler or the HCBOE, is solely responsible for 

the Act that B.P.J. claims harms her. 

Finally, although the County Board undisputedly had no part in creating, 

developing, shaping, or passing the Act at issue, and it undisputedly has no policy or custom of its 

own that prevents B.P.J. from joining girls’ teams based on transgender status, the County Board 

has been sued for damages, fees, and costs over the Act.  Therefore, the County Board finds itself 

in the position of defending the Act, even though it did not create, support or pass the Act.  As set 

forth in its supporting memorandum of law, a legal foundation clearly exists for finding that the 

Act is lawful under Title IX and that the Act does not violate the Equal Protection Clause.   

There is evidence that biological males outperform biological females and that 

biological females are more prone to injury when participating in sports. Thus, permitting 

biological males to compete on teams designated for females may displace and injure biological 

female athletes. Title IX regulations permit sex-separated sports teams if selection for teams is 

based on competitive skill or if the sport is a contact sport, and it promotes equal athletic 

opportunity for members of both sexes.  Thus, the Act does not violate Title IX.  Similarly, the 

Act does not violate the Equal Protection Clause because the classification it makes is substantially 

related to its purposes of promoting fair competition and safety for biological female athletes. 

Pursuant to Rule 7.1(a)(1) of the Local Rules of Civil Procedure of the United States 

District Court for the Southern District of West Virginia, copies of Exhibits 1 through 8, which are 

cited in the supporting memorandum of law, are attached to this motion. 

WHEREFORE, for the reasons set forth herein and in the County Board’s 

supporting memorandum of law, the HCBOE and Stutler respectfully request that the Court 

GRANT their Motion for Summary Judgment.  The HCBOE is entitled to summary judgment on 

the sole claim against it, and it should be dismissed as a defendant.  Stutler has not violated any 
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right of B.P.J.’s, and thus, she is also entitled to summary judgment.  If Stutler is retained as a 

defendant to Count II for purposes of an injunction, then she must be retained as an agent of the 

State, not of the HCBOE, and consequently, any damages or other monetary award, including any 

award for attorneys’ fees and costs, that may be assessed against her must be paid by the State.  

Therefore, the HCBOE and Stutler are entitled to summary judgment on Counts I and II, as well 

as B.P.J.’s claim for monetary damages, including any award for attorneys’ fees and costs, against 

them.  Thus, they respectfully request that the Court GRANT their motion. 

Respectfully submitted this 21st day of April, 2022. 

/s/ Susan L. Deniker  
Susan L. Deniker   (WV ID #7992) 
Jeffrey M. Cropp  (WV ID #8030) 

STEPTOE & JOHNSON PLLC 400 White Oaks Boulevard 
        OF COUNSEL Bridgeport, WV 26330-4500 

(304) 933-8000 

Counsel for Defendants Harrison County Board 
of Education and Dora Stutler 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF WEST VIRGINIA 

CHARLESTON DIVISION 

B.P.J., by her next friend and mother, HEATHER 
JACKSON, 

Plaintiff, 

v.   Civil Action No. 2:21-cv-00316 
Hon. Joseph R. Goodwin, District Judge 

WEST VIRGINIA STATE BOARD OF 
EDUCATION, HARRISON COUNTY BOARD 
OF EDUCATION, WEST VIRGINIA 
SECONDARY SCHOOL ACTIVITIES 
COMMISSION, W. CLAYTON BURCH in his 
official capacity as State Superintendent,  
DORA STUTLER in her official capacity as  
Harrison County Superintendent, PATRICK 
MORRISEY in his official capacity as Attorney  
General, and THE STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA, 

Defendants,

and 

LAINEY ARMISTEAD, 

Defendant-Intervenor. 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on 21st day of April, 2022, I electronically filed the foregoing 

“Defendants Harrison County Board of Education and Dora Stutler’s Motion for Summary 

Judgment” with the Clerk of the Court using the CM/ECF system, which will send notification of 

such filing to all counsel of record.  
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Joshua A. Block, Esquire 
AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION 

FOUNDATION

125 Broad Street 18th Floor 
New York, NY 10004 

Counsel for Plaintiff

Kathleen R. Hartnett, Esquire 
Julie Veroff, Esquire 
Zoë Helstrom, Esquire  
COOLEY LLP 
3 Embarcadero Center, 20th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94111 

Counsel for Plaintiff

Loree Stark, Esquire 
Nicholas P. Ward, Esquire  
AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION 

OF WEST VIRGINIA 

1614 Kanawha Boulevard East  
Charleston, WV  25311 

Counsel for Plaintiff

Katelyn Kang, Esquire 
Valeria M. Pelet del Toro, Esquire 
COOLEY LLP 
55 Hudson Yards 
New York, NY 10001 

Counsel for Plaintiff

Avatara A. Smith-Carrington, Esquire 
LAMBDA LEGAL 

3500 Oak Lawn Avenue Suite 500 
Dallas, TX 75219 

Counsel for Plaintiff

Elizabeth Reinhardt, Esquire 
COOLEY LLP 
500 Boylston Street, 14th Floor 
Boston, MA 02116-3736 

Counsel for Plaintiff

Carl Solomon Charles, Esquire 
Tara L. Borelli, Esquire 
LAMBDA LEGAL 

158 West Ponce De Leon Avenue, Suite 105 
Decatur, GA 30030 

Counsel for Plaintiff

Andrew D. Barr, Esquire 
COOLEY LLP 
1144 15th Street Suite 2300 
Denver, CO 80202 

Counsel for Plaintiff

Sruti J. Swaminathan, Esquire 
LAMBDA LEGAL 

120 Wall Street 19th Floor 
New York, NY 10005 

Counsel for Plaintiff

Roberta F. Green, Esquire 
Kimberly M. Bandy, Esquire  
Shannon M. Rogers, Esquire 
SHUMAN McCUSKEY & SLICER 
PO Box 3953 
Charleston, WV 25339-3953 

Counsel for Defendant WV Secondary 
School Activities Commission
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Kelly C. Morgan, Esquire 
Kristen Vickers Hammond, Esquire 
Michael W. Taylor, Esquire 
BAILEY & WYANT 
PO Box 3710 
Charleston, WV 25337-3710 

Counsel for Defendants WV State Board of 
Education and W. Clayton Burch

Douglas P. Buffington, II, Esquire 
Curtis R. Capehart, Esquire 
David C. Tryon, Esquire 
WV ATTORNEY GENERAL’S 
OFFICE 
State Capitol Complex  
Building 1, Room 26E 
1900 Kanawha Boulevard East 
Charleston, WV 25305-0220 

Counsel for Defendant The State of 
West Virginia

Brandon Steele, Esquire 
Joshua D. Brown, Esquire 
THE LAW OFFICES OF BRANDON S. 
STEELE 
3049 Robert C. Byrd Drive, Suite 100 
Beckley, WV  25801 

Counsel for Defendant-Intervenor Lainey 
Armistead

Jonathan Scruggs, Esquire 
Roger G. Brooks, Esquire 
Henry W. Frampton, IV, Esquire  
ALLIANCE DEFENDING FREEDOM 
15100 N. 90th Street 
Scottsdale, AZ  85260 

Counsel for Defendant-Intervenor 
Lainey Armistead

Christina Holcomb, Esquire
ALLIANCE DEFENDING FREEDOM 
440 First Street NW, Suite 600 
Washington, DC  20001 

Counsel for Defendant-Intervenor Lainey 
Armistead

Rachel Csutoros, Esquire 
Tyson Langhofer, Esquire
ALLIANCE DEFENDING FREEDOM 
44180 Riverside Parkway 
Lansdowne, VA  20176  

Counsel for Defendant-Intervenor 
Lainey Armistead 

Travis Barham, Esquire
ALLIANCE DEFENDING FREEDOM 
1000 Hurricane Shoals Rd NE  
STE D-1100 
Lawrenceville GA  30043  

Counsel for Defendant-Intervenor Lainey 
Armistead

Timothy D. Ducar, Esquire
Law Offices of Timothy D. Ducar, PLC 
7430 E. Butherus Drive, Suite E 
Scottsdale, AZ  85260 

Counsel for Defendant-Intervenor 
Lainey Armistead

/s/ Susan L. Deniker  
Susan L. Deniker   (WV ID #7992) 
Jeffrey M. Cropp  (WV ID #8030) 

STEPTOE & JOHNSON PLLC 400 White Oaks Boulevard 
        OF COUNSEL Bridgeport, WV 26330-4500 

(304) 933-8000 

Counsel for Defendants Harrison County Board 
of Education and Dora Stutler
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 IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF WEST VIRGINIA 

CHARLESTON DIVISION 

B.P.J., by her next friend and mother,  
HEATHER JACKSON, 

Plaintiff, 

v.   Civil Action No. 2:21-cv-00316 
Hon. Joseph R. Goodwin, District Judge 

WEST VIRGINIA STATE BOARD OF 
EDUCATION, HARRISON COUNTY BOARD 
OF EDUCATION, WEST VIRGINIA 
SECONDARY SCHOOL ACTIVITIES 
COMMISSION, W. CLAYTON BURCH in his 
official capacity as State Superintendent,  
DORA STUTLER in her official capacity as  
Harrison County Superintendent, PATRICK 
MORRISEY in his official capacity as Attorney  
General, and THE STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA, 

Defendants, 

and 

LAINEY ARMISTEAD, 

Defendant-Intervenor. 

DEFENDANT SUPERINTENDENT DORA STUTLER’S RESPONSES AND 
OBJECTIONS TO PLAINTIFF’S SECOND SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION 

Pursuant to Rule 36 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Defendant 

Superintendent Dora Stutler (“Superintendent Stutler”) hereby responds and objects to “Plaintiff’s 

Second Set of Requests for Admission to Defendant Harrison County Superintendent Dora Stutler” 

as follows:    

GENERAL OBJECTION:  Superintendent Stutler objects to the definitions of 

“County Board” and “County Superintendent” as set forth in Plaintiff’s requests for admission.  
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REQUEST NO. 25:  Admit that the Harrison County Board of Education and the 

Harrison County School Superintendent must comply with H.B. 3293 unless enjoined from doing 

so by a court.   

RESPONSE:  OBJECTION.  Superintendent Stutler objects to the extent 

this request is seeking a legal conclusion.  Subject to and without waiving the objection, 

Superintendent Stutler states as follows:  Because H.B. 3293 is a West Virginia State law that 

applies to County Boards of Education, including the Harrison County Board of Education 

(“County Board”) and its County Superintendent, because H.B. 3293 provides for private causes 

of action, and thus imposes liability against County Boards of Education, like the County Board, 

and while the County Board and its County Superintendent did not devise and have not adopted 

H.B. Bill 3293 as their own policy, Superintendent Stutler admits this request because, absent an 

injunction by a court, the County Board and the County Superintendent would be compelled and 

required to enforce H.B. Bill 3293 because it is a mandatory State law that affords the County 

Board and the County Superintendent no discretion.

REQUEST NO. 26:  Admit that H.B. 3293 prohibits the Harrison County Board 

of Education and the Harrison County Superintendent from adopting or enforcing a policy that 

would allow B.P.J. to participate on girls’ athletic teams at Bridgeport Middle School.

RESPONSE:  OBJECTION.  Superintendent Stutler objects to the extent 

this request is seeking a legal conclusion.  Subject to and without waiving the objection, 

Superintendent Stutler states as follows:  Because H.B. 3293 is a West Virginia State law that 

applies to County Boards of Education, including the County Board and its County Superintendent, 

because H.B. 3293 provides for private causes of action, and thus imposes liability against County 

Boards of Education, like the County Board, and while the County Board and its County 
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Superintendent did not devise and have not adopted H.B. Bill 3293 as their own policy, 

Superintendent Stutler admits this request because, absent an injunction by a court, the County 

Board and the County Superintendent would be compelled and required to enforce H.B. Bill 3293 

because it is a mandatory State law that affords the County Board and the County Superintendent 

no discretion.

REQUEST NO. 27:  Admit that the West Virginia Secondary School Athletic 

Commission must comply with H.B. 3293 unless enjoined from doing so by a court.    

RESPONSE:  OBJECTION.  Superintendent Stutler objects to the extent 

this request is seeking a legal conclusion.  Subject to and without waiving the objection, 

Superintendent Stutler is not in a position to admit or deny this request because it concerns the 

West Virginia Secondary School Athletic Commission’s obligations under H.B. 3293. 

REQUEST NO. 28:  Admit that H.B. 3293 prohibits the West Virginia Secondary 

School Athletic Commission from adopting or enforcing a policy that would allow B.P.J. to 

participate on girls’ athletic teams at Bridgeport Middle School  

RESPONSE:  OBJECTION.  Superintendent Stutler objects to the extent 

this request is seeking a legal conclusion.  Subject to and without waiving the objection, 

Superintendent Stutler is not in a position to admit or deny this request because it concerns the 

West Virginia Secondary School Athletic Commission’s obligations under H.B. 3293.

REQUEST NO. 29:  Admit that there are no athletic teams designated as “coed or 

mixed,” as that phrase is used in H.B. 3293 (codified at Code of West Virginia §18-2-

25d(c)(1)(C)), offered at Bridgeport Middle School.   

RESPONSE:  Denied.
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REQUEST NO. 48:  Admit that when enforcing West Virginia State law you act 

on behalf of the State of West Virginia.   

RESPONSE:  OBJECTION.  Superintendent Stutler objects to the extent 

this request is seeking a legal conclusion.  Subject to and without waiving the objection, 

Superintendent Stutler admits this request.

REQUEST NO. 49:  Admit that when enforcing West Virginia State law you are 

a State Actor for purposes of 42 U.S.C. § 1983.   

RESPONSE:  OBJECTION.  Superintendent Stutler objects to the extent 

this request is seeking a legal conclusion.  Subject to and without waiving the objection, 

Superintendent Stutler admits this request.

REQUEST NO. 50:  Admit that you are required to enforce H.B. 3293 assuming 

the Court has not enjoined you from doing so.   

RESPONSE:  OBJECTION.  Superintendent Stutler objects to the extent 

this request is seeking a legal conclusion.  Subject to and without waiving the objection, 

Superintendent Stutler states as follows:  Because H.B. 3293 is a West Virginia State law that 

applies to County Boards of Education, including the County Board and its County Superintendent, 

because H.B. 3293 provides for private causes of action, and thus imposes liability against County 

Boards of Education, like the County Board, and while the County Board and its County 

Superintendent did not devise and have not adopted H.B. Bill 3293 as their own policy, 

Superintendent Stutler admits this request because, absent an injunction by a court, the County 

Board and the County Superintendent would be compelled and required to enforce H.B. Bill 3293 

because it is a mandatory State law that affords the County Board and the County Superintendent 

no discretion.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF WEST VIRGINIA 

CHARLESTON DIVISION 

B.P.J., by her next friend and mother,  
HEATHER JACKSON, 

Plaintiff, 

v.   Civil Action No. 2:21-cv-00316 
Hon. Joseph R. Goodwin, District Judge 

WEST VIRGINIA STATE BOARD OF 
EDUCATION, HARRISON COUNTY BOARD 
OF EDUCATION, WEST VIRGINIA 
SECONDARY SCHOOL ACTIVITIES 
COMMISSION, W. CLAYTON BURCH in his 
official capacity as State Superintendent,  
DORA STUTLER in her official capacity as  
Harrison County Superintendent, PATRICK 
MORRISEY in his official capacity as Attorney  
General, and THE STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA, 

Defendants, 

and 

LAINEY ARMISTEAD, 

Defendant-Intervenor. 

DEFENDANT HARRISON COUNTY BOARD OF EDUCATION’S RESPONSES AND 
OBJECTIONS TO PLAINTIFF’S SECOND SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION 

Pursuant to Rule 36 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Defendant Harrison 

County Board of Education (“County Board”) hereby responds and objects to “Plaintiff’s Second 

Set of Requests for Admission to Defendant Harrison County Board of Education” as follows:    

GENERAL OBJECTION:  The County Board objects to the definitions of 

“County Board” and “County Superintendent” as set forth in Plaintiff’s requests for admission.  

Those definitions are overly broad and outside the permissible scope of discovery under the 
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REQUEST NO. 25:  Admit that the Harrison County Board of Education and the 

Harrison County School Superintendent must comply with H.B. 3293 unless enjoined from doing 

so by a court.   

RESPONSE:  OBJECTION.  The County Board objects to the extent this 

request is seeking a legal conclusion.  Subject to and without waiving the objection, the County 

Board states as follows:  Because H.B. 3293 is a West Virginia State law that applies to County 

Boards of Education, including the County Board and its County Superintendent, because H.B. 

3293 provides for private causes of action, and thus imposes liability against County Boards of 

Education, like the County Board, and while the County Board and its County Superintendent did 

not devise and have not adopted H.B. Bill 3293 as their own policy, the County Board admits this 

request because, absent an injunction by a court, the County Board would be compelled and 

required to enforce H.B. Bill 3293 because it is a mandatory State law that affords the County 

Board no discretion. 

REQUEST NO. 26:  Admit that H.B. 3293 prohibits the Harrison County Board 

of Education and the Harrison County Superintendent from adopting or enforcing a policy that 

would allow B.P.J. to participate on girls’ athletic teams at Bridgeport Middle School.   

RESPONSE:  OBJECTION.  The County Board objects to the extent this 

request is seeking a legal conclusion.  Subject to and without waiving the objection, the County 

Board states as follows:  Because H.B. 3293 is a West Virginia State law that applies to County 

Boards of Education, including the County Board and its County Superintendent, because H.B. 

3293 provides for private causes of action, and thus imposes liability against County Boards of 

Education, like the County Board, and while the County Board and its County Superintendent did 

not devise and have not adopted H.B. Bill 3293 as their own policy, the County Board admits this 
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request because, absent an injunction by a court, the County Board would be compelled and 

required to enforce H.B. Bill 3293 because it is a mandatory State law that affords the County 

Board no discretion. 

REQUEST NO. 27:  Admit that the West Virginia Secondary School Athletic 

Commission must comply with H.B. 3293 unless enjoined from doing so by a court.    

RESPONSE:  OBJECTION.  The County Board objects to the extent this 

request is seeking a legal conclusion.  Subject to and without waiving the objection, the County 

Board is not in a position to admit or deny this request because it concerns the West Virginia 

Secondary School Athletic Commission’s obligations under H.B. 3293.  

REQUEST NO. 28: Admit that H.B. 3293 prohibits the West Virginia Secondary 

School Athletic Commission from adopting or enforcing a policy that would allow B.P.J. to 

participate on girls’ athletic teams at Bridgeport Middle School  

RESPONSE:  OBJECTION.  The County Board objects to the extent this 

request is seeking a legal conclusion.  Subject to and without waiving the objection, the County 

Board is not in a position to admit or deny this request because it concerns the West Virginia 

Secondary School Athletic Commission’s obligations under H.B. 3293.  

REQUEST NO. 29:  Admit that there are no athletic teams designated as “coed or 

mixed,” as that phrase is used in H.B. 3293 (codified at Code of West Virginia §18-2-

25d(c)(1)(C)), offered at Bridgeport Middle School.   

RESPONSE:  Denied. 

REQUEST NO. 30:  Admit that there are no athletic teams designated as “coed or 

mixed,” as that phrase is used in H.B. 3293 (codified at Code of West Virginia §18-2-
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Board states as follows:  Because H.B. 3293 is a West Virginia State law that applies to County 

Boards of Education, including the County Board and its County Superintendent, because H.B. 

3293 provides for private causes of action, and thus imposes liability against County Boards of 

Education, like the County Board, and while the County Board and its County Superintendent did 

not devise and have not adopted H.B. Bill 3293 as their own policy, the County Board admits this 

request because, absent an injunction by a court, the County Board would be compelled and 

required to enforce H.B. Bill 3293 because it is a mandatory State law that affords the County 

Board no discretion. 

REQUEST NO. 49:  Admit that but for the injunction in this case (Dkt. 67) the 

Harrison County School Board and schools within the Harrison County School District would not 

take any actions that violated H.B. 3293.   

RESPONSE:  OBJECTION.  The County Board objects to the extent this 

request is seeking a legal conclusion.  Subject to and without waiving the objection, the County 

Board states as follows:  Because H.B. 3293 is a West Virginia State law that applies to County 

Boards of Education, including the County Board and its County Superintendent, because H.B. 

3293 provides for private causes of action, and thus imposes liability against County Boards of 

Education, like the County Board, and while the County Board and its County Superintendent did 

not devise and have not adopted H.B. Bill 3293 as their own policy, the County Board admits this 

request because, absent an injunction by a court, the County Board would be compelled and 

required to enforce H.B. Bill 3293 because it is a mandatory State law that affords the County 

Board no discretion. 

REQUEST NO. 50: Admit that, but for the injunction in this case (Dkt. 67), the 

Harrison County School Board and Bridgeport Middle School would not have permitted Plaintiff 
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Overview 

In this declaration, I explore three important questions relevant to current 
discussions and policy decisions concerning inclusion of transgender individuals in 
women’s athletic competitions. Based on my professional familiarity with exercise 
physiology and my review of the currently available science, including that 
contained in the many academic sources I cite in this report, I set out and explain 
three basic conclusions: 

 At the level of (a) elite, (b) collegiate, (c) scholastic, and (d) recreational 
competition, men, adolescent boys, or male children, have an advantage 
over equally aged, gifted, and trained women, adolescent girls, or female 
children in almost all athletic events;  

 Biological male physiology is the basis for the performance advantage that 
men, adolescent boys, or male children have over women, adolescent girls, 
or female children in almost all athletic events; and 

 The administration of androgen inhibitors and cross-sex hormones to men 
or adolescent boys after the onset of male puberty does not eliminate the 
performance advantage that men and adolescent boys have over women 
and adolescent girls in almost all athletic events. Likewise, there is no 
published scientific evidence that the administration of puberty blockers 
to males before puberty eliminates the pre-existing athletic advantage 
that prepubertal males have over prepubertal females in almost all 
athletic events. 

In short summary, men, adolescent boys, and prepubertal male children 
perform better in almost all sports than women, adolescent girls, and prepubertal 
female children because of their inherent physiological advantages. In general, men, 
adolescent boys, and prepubertal male children, can run faster, output more 
muscular power, jump higher, and possess greater muscular endurance than 
women, adolescent girls, and prepubertal female children. These advantages 
become greater during and after male puberty, but they exist before puberty. 

Further, while after the onset of puberty males are on average taller and 
heavier than females, a male performance advantage over females has been 
measured in weightlifting competitions even between males and females matched 
for body mass. 

Male advantages in measurements of body composition, tests of physical 
fitness, and athletic performance have also been shown in children before puberty. 
These advantages are magnified during puberty, triggered in large part by the 
higher testosterone concentrations in men, and adolescent boys, after the onset of 
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adolescent girls and prepubertal female children, in competitions involving running 
speed, swimming speed, cycling speed, jumping height, jumping distance, and 
strength (to name a few, but not all, of the performance differences). As I discuss 
later, it is now clear that these performance advantages for men, adolescent boys, 
and prepubertal male children, are inherent to the biological differences between 
the sexes. 

10. In fact, I am not aware of any scientific evidence today that disproves 
that after puberty men possess large advantages in athletic performance over 
women–so large that they are generally insurmountable for comparably gifted and 
trained athletes at every level (i.e.  (a) elite, (b) collegiate, (c) scholastic, and (d) 
recreational competition). And I am not aware of any scientific evidence today that 
disproves that these measured performance advantages are at least largely the 
result of physiological differences between men and women which have been 
measured and are reasonably well understood. 

11. My use of the term “advantage” in this paper must not be read to imply 
any normative judgment. The adult female physique is simply different from the 
adult male physique. Obviously, it is optimized in important respects for the 
difficult task of childbearing. On average, women require far fewer calories for 
healthy survival. Evolutionary biologists can and do theorize about the survival 
value or “advantages” provided by these and other distinctive characteristics of the 
female physique, but I will leave that to the evolutionary biologists. I use 
“advantage” to refer merely to performance advantages in athletic competitions.  

12. I find in the literature a widespread consensus that the large 
performance and physiological advantages possessed by males–rather than social 
considerations or considerations of identity–are precisely the reason that most 
athletic competitions are separated by sex, with women treated as a “protected 
class.” To cite only a few statements accepting this as the justification: 

 Handelsman et al. (2018) wrote, “Virtually all elite sports are 
segregated into male and female competitions. The main justification 
is to allow women a chance to win, as women have major 
disadvantages against men who are, on average, taller, stronger, and 
faster and have greater endurance due to their larger, stronger, 
muscles and bones as well as a higher circulating hemoglobin level.” 
(803)  

 Millard-Stafford et al. (2018) wrote “Current evidence suggests that 
women will not swim or run as fast as men in Olympic events, which 
speaks against eliminating sex segregation in these individual sports” 
(530) “Given the historical context (2% narrowing in swimming over 44 
y), a reasonable assumption might be that no more than 2% of the 
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current performance gap could still potentially be attributed to 
sociocultural influences.”, (533) and “Performance gaps between US 
men and women stabilized within less than a decade after federal 
legislation provided equal opportunities for female participation, but 
only modestly closed the overall gap in Olympic swimming by 2% (5% 
in running).” (533) Dr. Millard-Stafford, a full professor at Georgia 
Tech, holds a Ph.D. in Exercise Physiology and is a past President of 
the American College of Sports Medicine. 

 In 2021, Hilton et al. wrote, “most sports have a female category the 
purpose of which is the protection of both fairness and, in some sports, 
safety/welfare of athletes who do not benefit from the physiological 
changes induced by male levels of testosterone from puberty onwards.” 
(204) 

 In 2020 the Swiss High Court (“Tribunal Fédéral”) observed that “in 
most sports . . . women and men compete in two separate categories, 
because the latter possess natural advantages in terms of physiology.”1   

 The members of the Women’s Sports Policy Working Group wrote that 
“If sports were not sex-segregated, female athletes would rarely be 
seen in finals or on victory podiums,” and that “We have separate sex 
sport and eligibility criteria based on biological sex because this is the 
only way we can assure that female athletes have the same 
opportunities as male athletes not only to participate but to win in 
competitive sport. . . . If we did not separate athletes on the basis of 
biological sex–if we used any other physical criteria–we would never 
see females in finals or on podiums.” (WSPWG Briefing Book 2021 at 5, 
20.)  

 In 2020, the World Rugby organization stated that “the women's 
category exists to ensure protection, safety and equality for those who 
do not benefit from the biological advantage created by these biological 
performance attributes.” (World Rugby Transgender Women 
Guidelines 2020.) 

 In 2021 Harper et al. stated “…the small decrease in strength in 
transwomen after 12–36 months of GAHT [Gender Affirming Hormone 
Therapy] suggests that transwomen likely retain a strength advantage 

 
1 “dans la plupart des sports . . . les femmes et les hommes concourent dans 

deux catégories séparées, ces derniers étant naturellement avantagés du point de 
vue physique.” Tribunal Fédéral decision of August 25, 2020, Case 4A_248/2019, 
4A_398/2019, at §9.8.3.3. 
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over cisgender women.” (7) and “…observations in trained transgender 
individuals are consistent with the findings of the current review in 
untrained transgender individuals, whereby 30 months of GAHT may 
be sufficient to attenuate some, but not all, influencing factors 
associated with muscular endurance and performance.” (8) 

 Hamilton et al. (2021), in a consensus statement for the International 
Federation of Sports Medicine (FIMS) concluded that “Transwomen 
have the right to compete in sports. However, cisgender women have 
the right to compete in a protected category.” (1409) 

13. While the sources I mention above gather more extensive scientific 
evidence of this uncontroversial truth, I provide here a brief summary of 
representative facts concerning the male advantage in athletic performance. 

 Men are stronger. 

14. Males exhibit greater strength throughout the body. Both Handelsman 
et al. (2018) and Hilton & Lundberg (2021) have gathered multiple literature 
references that document this fact in various muscle groups. 

15. Men have in the neighborhood of 60%-100% greater arm strength 
than women. (Handelsman 2018 at 812.)2 One study of elbow flexion strength 
(basically, bringing the fist up towards the shoulder) in a large sample of men and 
women found that men exhibited 109% greater isometric strength, and 89% higher 
strength in a single repetition. (Hilton 2021 at 204, summarizing Hubal (2005) at 
Table 2.)  

16. Grip strength is often used as a useful proxy for strength more 
generally. In one study, men showed on average 57% greater grip strength than 
women. (Bohannon 2019.) A wider meta-analysis of multiple grip-strength studies 
not limited to athletic populations found that 18- and 19-year-old males exhibited in 

 
2 Handelsman expresses this as women having 50% to 60% of the “upper 

limb” strength of men. Handelsman cites Sale, Neuromuscular function, for this 
figure and the “lower limb” strength figure. Knox et al., Transwomen in elite sport 
(2018) are probably confusing the correct way to state percentages when they state 
that “differences lead to decreased trunk and lower body strength by 64% and 72% 
respectively, in women” (397): interpreted literally, this would imply that men have 
almost 4x as much lower body strength as do women. 
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the neighborhood of 2/3 greater grip strength than females. (Handelsman 2017 
Figure 3, summarizing Silverman 2011 Table 1.)3 

17. In an evaluation of maximal isometric handgrip strength in 1,654 
healthy men, 533 healthy women aged 20-25 years and 60 “highly trained elite 
female athletes from sports known to require high hand-grip forces (judo, 
handball),” Leyk et al. (2007) observed that, “The results of female national elite 
athletes even indicate that the strength level attainable by extremely high training 
will rarely surpass the 50th percentile of untrained or not specifically trained men.” 
(Leyk 2007 at 415.) 

18. Men have in the neighborhood of 25%-60% greater leg strength than 
women. (Handelsman 2018 at 812.) In another measure, men exhibit 54% greater 
knee extension torque and this male leg strength advantage is consistent across the 
lifespan. (Neder 1999 at 120-121.) 

19. When male and female Olympic weightlifters of the same body weight 
are compared, the top males lift weights between 30% and 40% greater than the 
females of the same body weight. But when top male and female performances are 
compared in powerlifting, without imposing any artificial limitations on 
bodyweight, the male record is 65% higher than the female record. (Hilton 2021 at 
203.)  

20. In another measure that combines many muscle groups as well as 
weight and speed, moderately trained males generated 162% greater punching 
power than females even though men do not possess this large an advantage in any 
single bio-mechanical variable. (Morris 2020.) This objective reality was subjectively 
summed up by women’s mixed-martial arts fighter Tamikka Brents, who suffered 
significant facial injuries when she fought against a biological male who identified 
as female and fought under the name of Fallon Fox. Describing the experience, 
Brents said:  

“I’ve fought a lot of women and have never felt the strength 
that I felt in a fight as I did that night. I can’t answer whether 
it’s because she was born a man or not because I’m not a 
doctor. I can only say, I’ve never felt so overpowered ever in my 
life, and I am an abnormally strong female in my own right.”4 

 
3 Citing Silverman, The secular trend for grip strength in Canada and the 

United States, J. Ports Sci. 29:599-606 (2011). 
4 http://whoatv.com/exclusive-fallon-foxs-latest-opponent-opens-up-to-whoatv/ 

(last accessed October 5, 2021). 
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 Men run faster. 

21. Many scholars have detailed the wide performance advantages enjoyed 
by men in running speed. One can come at this reality from a variety of angles. 

22. Multiple authors report a male speed advantage in the neighborhood of 
10%-13% in a variety of events, with a variety of study populations. Handelsman et 
al. 2018 at 813 and Handelsman 2017 at 70 both report a male advantage of about 
10% by age 17. Thibault et al. 2010 at 217 similarly reported a stable 10% 
performance advantage across multiple events at the Olympic level. Tønnessen et 
al. (2015 at 1-2) surveyed the data and found a consistent male advantage of 10%-
12% in running events after the completion of puberty. They document this for both 
short sprints and longer distances. One group of authors found that the male 
advantage increased dramatically in ultra-long-distance competition (Lepers & 
Knechtle 2013.) 

23. A great deal of current interest has been focused on track events. It is 
worth noting that a recent analysis of publicly available sports federation and 
tournament records found that men enjoy the least advantage in running events, as 
compared to a range of other events and metrics, including jumping, pole vaulting, 
tennis serve speed, golf drives, baseball pitching speed, and weightlifting. (Hilton 
2021 at 201-202.) Nevertheless, as any serious runner will recognize, the 
approximately 10% male advantage in running is an overwhelming difference. Dr. 
Hilton calculates that “approximately 10,000 males have personal best times that 
are faster than the current Olympic 100m female champion.” (Hilton 2021 at 204.) 
Professors Doriane Coleman, Jeff Wald, Wickliffe Shreve, and Richard Clark 
dramatically illustrated this by compiling the data and creating the figure below 
(last accessed on February 10, 2022, at https://bit.ly/35yOyS4), which shows that 
the lifetime best performances of three female Olympic champions in the 400m 
event—including Team USA’s Sanya Richards-Ross and Allyson Felix—would not 
match the performances of “literally thousands of boys and men, including 
thousands who would be considered second tier in the men’s category” just in 2017 
alone: (data were drawn from the International Association of Athletics Federations 
(IAAF) website which provides complete, worldwide results for individuals and 
events, including on an annual and an all-time basis). 
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24. Professor Coleman and her colleague Wicklyffe Shreve also created the 
table below (last accessed on February 10, 2022, at https://bit.ly/37E1s2X), which 
“compares the number of men—males over 18—competing in events reported to the 
International Association of Athletics Federation whose results in each event in 
2017 would have ranked them above the very best elite woman that year.”  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
25. The male advantage becomes insuperable well before the 

developmental changes of puberty are complete. Dr. Hilton documents that even 
“schoolboys”–defined as age 15 and under–have beaten the female world records in 
running, jumping, and throwing events. (Hilton 2021 at 204.)  

26. Similarly, Coleman and Shreve created the table below (last accessed 
on February 10, 2022, at https://bit.ly/37E1s2X), which  “compares the number of 
boys—males under the age of 18—whose results in each event in 2017 would rank 
them above the single very best elite [adult] woman that year:” data were drawn 
from the International Association of Athletics Federations (IAAF) website 
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27. In an analysis I have performed of running events (consisting of the 
100 m, 200 m, 400 m, 800 m, 1500 m, 5000 m, and 10000 m) in the Division 1, 
Division 2, and Division 3 NCAA Outdoor track championships for the years of 
2010-2019, the average performance across all events of the 1st place man was 
14.1% faster than the 1st place woman, with the smallest difference being a 10.2% 
advantage for men in the Division 1 100 m race.  The average 8th place man across 
all events (the last place to earn the title of All American) was 11.2% faster than 1st 
place woman, with the smallest difference being a 6.5% advantage for men in the 
Division 1 100 m race. (Brown et al. Unpublished observations, to be presented at 
the 2022 Annual Meeting of the American College of Sports Medicine.) 

28. Athletic.net® is an internet-based resource providing “results, team, 
and event management tools to help coaches and athletes thrive.”  Among the 
resources available on Athletic.net are event records that can be searched by 
nationally or by state age group, school grade, and state. Higerd (2021) in an 
evaluation of high school track running performance records from five states(CA, 
FL, MN, NY, WA), over three years (2017 – 2019) observed that males were 14.38% 
faster than females in the 100M (at 99), 16.17% faster in the 200M (at 100), 17.62% 
faster in the 400M (at 102), 17.96% faster in the 800M (at 103), 17.81% faster in the 
1600M (at 105), and 16.83% faster in the 3200M (at 106).  

 Men jump higher and farther. 

29. Jumping involves both leg strength and speed as positive factors, with 
body weight of course a factor working against jump height. Despite their 
substantially greater body weight, males enjoy an even greater advantage in 
jumping than in running. Handelsman 2018 at 813, looking at youth and young 
adults, and Thibault 2010 at 217, looking at Olympic performances, both found 
male advantages in the range of 15%-20%. See also Tønnessen 2015 (approximately 
19%); Handelsman 2017 (19%); Hilton 2021 at 201 (18%). Looking at the vertical 
jump called for in volleyball, research on elite volleyball players found that males 
jumped on average 50% higher during an “attack” at the net than did females. 
(Sattler 2015; see also Hilton 2021 at 203 (33% higher vertical jump).) 

30. Higerd (2021) in an evaluation of high school high jump performance 
available through the track and field database athletic.net®, which included five 
states (CA, FL, MN, NY, WA), over three years (2017 – 2019) (at 82) observed that 
in 23,390 females and 26,843 males, females jumped an average of 1.35 m and 
males jumped an average of 1.62 m, for an 18.18% performance advantage for males 
(at 96). In an evaluation of long jump performance in 45,705 high school females 
and 54,506 high school males the females jumped an average of 4.08 m and males 
jumped an average of 5.20 m, for a 24.14% performance advantage for males (at 97).  
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31. The combined male advantage of body height and jump height means, 
for example, that a total of seven women in the WNBA have ever dunked a 
basketball in the regulation 10 foot hoop,5 while the ability to dunk appears to be 
almost universal among NBA players: “Since the 1996–97 season (the earliest data 
is available from Basketball-Reference.com), 1,801 different [NBA] players have 
combined for 210,842 regular-season dunks, and 1,259 out of 1,367 players (or 92%) 
who have played at least 1,000 minutes have dunked at least once.”6 

 Men throw, hit, and kick faster and farther. 

32. Strength, arm-length, and speed combine to give men a large 
advantage over women in throwing. This has been measured in a number of studies.  

33. One study of elite male and female baseball pitchers showed that men 
throw baseballs 35% faster than women—81 miles/hour for men vs. 60 miles/hour 
for women. (Chu 2009.) By age 12, “boys’ throwing velocity is already between 3.5 
and 4 standard deviation units higher than the girls’.” (Thomas 1985 at 276.) By age 
seventeen, the average male can throw a ball farther than 99% of seventeen-year-
old females. (Lombardo 2018; Chu 2009; Thomas 1985 at 268.) Looking at publicly 
available data, Hilton & Lundberg found that in both baseball pitching and the field 
hockey “drag flick,” the record ball speeds achieved by males are more than 50% 
higher than those achieved by females. (Hilton 2021 at 202-203.) 

34. Men achieve serve speeds in tennis more that 15% faster than women; 
and likewise in golf achieve ball speeds off the tee more than 15% faster than 
women. (Hilton 2021 at 202.) 

35. Males are able to throw a javelin more than 30% farther than females. 
(Lombardo 2018 Table 2; Hilton 2021 at 203.)  

36. Men serve and spike volleyballs with higher velocity than women, with 
a performance advantage in the range of 29-34%. (Hilton 2021 at 204 Fig. 1.) 

37. Men are also able to kick balls harder and faster. A study comparing 
collegiate soccer players found that males kick the ball with an average 20% greater 
velocity than females. (Sakamoto 2014.)  

 
5 https://www.espn.com/wnba/story/_/id/32258450/2021-wnba-playoffs-

brittney-griner-owns-wnba-dunking-record-coming-more. 
6 https://www.si.com/nba/2021/02/22/nba-non-dunkers-patty-mills-tj-

mcconnell-steve-novak-daily-cover 
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 Males exhibit faster reaction times. 

38. Interestingly, men enjoy an additional advantage over women in 
reaction time–an attribute not obviously related to strength or metabolism (e.g. 
V02max). “Reaction time in sports is crucial in both simple situations such as the 
gun shot in sprinting and complex situations when a choice is required. In many 
team sports this is the foundation for tactical advantages which may eventually 
determine the outcome of a game.” (Dogan 2009 at 92.) “Reaction times can be an 
important determinant of success in the 100m sprint, where medals are often 
decided by hundredths or even thousandths of a second.” (Tønnessen 2013 at 885.) 

39. The existence of a sex-linked difference in reaction times is consistent 
over a wide range of ages and athletic abilities. (Dykiert 2012.) Even by the age of 4 
or 5, in a ruler-drop test, males have been shown to exhibit 4% to 6% faster reaction 
times than females. (Latorre-Roman 2018.) In high school athletes taking a common 
baseline “ImPACT” test, males showed 3% faster reaction times than females. 
(Mormile 2018.) Researchers have found a 6% male advantage in reaction times of 
both first-year medical students (Jain 2015) and world-class sprinters (Tønnessen 
2013). 

40. Most studies of reaction times use computerized tests which ask 
participants to hit a button on a keyboard or to say something in response to a 
stimulus. One study on NCAA athletes measured “reaction time” by a criterion 
perhaps more closely related to athletic performance–that is, how fast athletes 
covered 3.3 meters after a starting signal. Males covered the 3.3 meters 10% faster 
than females in response to a visual stimulus, and 16% faster than females in 
response to an auditory stimulus. (Spierer 2010.) 

41. Researchers have speculated that sex-linked differences in brain 
structure, as well as estrogen receptors in the brain, may be the source of the 
observed male advantage in reaction times, but at present this remains a matter of 
speculation and hypothesis. (Mormile at 19; Spierer at 962.)  

III. Men have large measured physiological differences compared to 
women which demonstrably or likely explain their performance 
advantages. 

42. No single physiological characteristic alone accounts for all or any one 
of the measured advantages that men enjoy in athletic performance. However, 
scientists have identified and measured a number of physiological factors that 
contribute to superior male performance. 
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 Men are taller and heavier than women 

43. In some sports, such as basketball and volleyball, height itself provides 
competitive advantage. While some women are taller than some men, based on data 
from 20 countries in North America, Europe, East Asia, and Australia, the 50th 
percentile for body height for women is 164.7 cm (5 ft 5 inches) and the 50th 
percentile for body height for men is 178.4 cm (5 ft 10 inches). Helping to illustrate 
the inherent height difference between men and women, from the same data 
analysis, the 95th percentile for body height for women is 178.9 cm (5 feet 10.43 
inches), which is only 0.5 cm taller than the 50th percentile for men (178.4 cm; 5 feet 
10.24 inches), while the 95th percentile for body height for men is 193.6 cm (6 feet 
4.22 inches). (Roser 2013.) 

44. To look at a specific athletic population, an evaluation of NCAA 
Division 1 basketball players compared 68 male guards and 59 male forwards to 105 
female guards and 91 female forwards, and found that on average the male guards 
were 187.4 ± 7.0 cm tall and weighed 85.2 ± 7.4 kg while the female guards were 
171.6 ± 5.0 cm tall and weighed 68.0 ± 7.4 kg.  The male forwards were 201.7 ± 4.0 
cm tall and weighed 105.3 ± 5.9 kg while the female forwards were 183.5 ± 4.4 cm 
tall and weighed 82.2 ± 12.5 kg. (Fields 2018 at 3.) 

 Males have larger and longer bones, stronger bones, and 
different bone configuration. 

45. Obviously, males on average have longer bones. “Sex differences in 
height have been the most thoroughly investigated measure of bone size, as adult 
height is a stable, easily quantified measure in large population samples. Extensive 
twin studies show that adult height is highly heritable with predominantly additive 
genetic effects that diverge in a sex-specific manner from the age of puberty 
onwards.” (Handelsman 2018 at 818.) “Pubertal testosterone exposure leads to an 
ultimate average greater height in men of 12–15 centimeters, larger bones, greater 
muscle mass, increased strength and higher hemoglobin levels.” (Gooren 2011 at 
653.) 

46. “Men have distinctively greater bone size, strength, and density than 
do women of the same age. As with muscle, sex differences in bone are absent prior 
to puberty but then accrue progressively from the onset of male puberty due to the 
sex difference in exposure to adult male circulating testosterone concentrations.” 
(Handelsman 2018 at 818.) 

47. “[O]n average men are 7% to 8% taller with longer, denser, and 
stronger bones, whereas women have shorter humerus and femur cross-sectional 
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areas being 65% to 75% and 85%, respectively, those of men.” (Handelsman 2018 at 
818.) 

48. Greater height, leg, and arm length themselves provide obvious 
advantages in several sports. But male bone geometry also provides less obvious 
advantages. “The major effects of men’s larger and stronger bones would be 
manifest via their taller stature as well as the larger fulcrum with greater leverage 
for muscular limb power exerted in jumping, throwing, or other explosive power 
activities.” (Handelsman 2018 at 818.) 

49. Male advantage in bone size is not limited to length, as larger bones 
provide the mechanical framework for larger muscle mass. “From puberty onwards, 
men have, on average, 10% more bone providing more surface area. The larger 
surface area of bone accommodates more skeletal muscle so, for example, men have 
broader shoulders allowing more muscle to build. This translates into 44% less 
upper body strength for women, providing men an advantage for sports like boxing, 
weightlifting and skiing. In similar fashion, muscle mass differences lead to 
decreased trunk and lower body strength by 64% and 72%, respectively in women. 
These differences in body strength can have a significant impact on athletic 
performance, and largely underwrite the significant differences in world record 
times and distances set by men and women.” (Knox 2019 at 397.) 

50. Meanwhile, distinctive aspects of the female pelvis geometry cut 
against athletic performance. “[T]he widening of the female pelvis during puberty, 
balancing the evolutionary demands of obstetrics and locomotion, retards the 
improvement in female physical performance.” (Handelsman 2018 at 818.) “[T]he 
major female hormones, oestrogens, can have effects that disadvantage female 
athletic performance. For example, women have a wider pelvis changing the hip 
structure significantly between the sexes. Pelvis shape is established during 
puberty and is driven by oestrogen. The different angles resulting from the female 
pelvis leads to decreased joint rotation and muscle recruitment ultimately making 
them slower.” (Knox 2019 at 397.) 

51. There are even sex-based differences in foot size and shape. 
Wunderlich & Cavanaugh (2001) observed that a “foot length of 257 mm represents 
a value that is … approximately the 20th percentile men’s foot lengths and the 80th 
percentile women’s foot lengths.” (607) and “For a man and a woman, both with 
statures of 170 cm (5 feet 7 inches), the man would have a foot that was 
approximately 5 mm longer and 2 mm wider than the woman.” (608). Based on 
these, and other analyses, they conclude that “female feet and legs are not simply 
scaled-down versions of male feet but rather differ in a number of shape 
characteristics, particularly at the arch, the lateral side of the foot, the first toe, and 
the ball of the foot.” (605) Further, Fessler et al. (2005) observed that “female foot 
length is consistently smaller than male foot length” (44) and concludes that 
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“proportionate foot length is smaller in women” (51) with an overall conclusion that 
“Our analyses of genetically disparate populations reveal a clear pattern of sexual 
dimorphism, with women consistently having smaller feet proportionate to stature 
than men.” (53)  

52. Beyond simple performance, the greater density and strength of male 
bones provide higher protection against stresses associated with extreme physical 
effort: “[S]tress fractures in athletes, mostly involving the legs, are more frequent in 
females, with the male protection attributable to their larger and thicker bones.” 
(Handelsman 2018 at 818.) 

 Males have much larger muscle mass. 

53. The fact that, on average, men have substantially larger muscles than 
women is as well known to common observation as men’s greater height. But the 
male advantage in muscle size has also been extensively measured. The differential 
is large. 

54. “On average, women have 50% to 60% of men’s upper arm muscle 
cross-sectional area and 65% to 70% of men’s thigh muscle cross-sectional area, and 
women have 50% to 60% of men’s upper limb strength and 60% to 80% of men’s leg 
strength. Young men have on average a skeletal muscle mass of >12 kg greater 
than age-matched women at any given body weight.” (Handelsman 2018 at 812. See 
also Gooren 2011 at 653, Thibault 2010 at 214.) 

55. “There is convincing evidence that the sex differences in muscle mass 
and strength are sufficient to account for the increased strength and aerobic 
performance of men compared with women and is in keeping with the differences in 
world records between the sexes.” (Handelsman 2018 at 816.) 

56. Once again, looking at specific and comparable populations of athletes, 
an evaluation of NCAA Division 1 basketball players consisting of 68 male guards 
and 59 male forwards, compared to 105 female guards and 91 female forwards, 
reported that on average the male guards had 77.7 ± 6.4 kg of fat free mass and 7.4 
± 3.1 kg fat mass while the female guards had 54.6 ± 4.4 kg fat free mass and 13.4 ± 
5.4 kg fat mass.  The male forwards had 89.5 ± 5.9 kg fat free mass and 15.9 ± 5.6 
kg fat mass while the female forwards had 61.8 ± 5.9 kg fat free mass and 20.5 ± 7.7 
kg fat mass. (Fields 2018 at 3.) 

 Females have a larger proportion of body fat. 

57. While women have smaller muscles, they have proportionately more 
body fat, in general a negative for athletic performance. “Oestrogens also affect body 
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composition by influencing fat deposition. Women, on average, have higher 
percentage body fat, and this holds true even for highly trained healthy athletes 
(men 5%–10%, women 8%–15%). Fat is needed in women for normal reproduction 
and fertility, but it is not performance-enhancing. This means men with higher 
muscle mass and less body fat will normally be stronger kilogram for kilogram than 
women.” (Knox 2019 at 397.)  

58. “[E]lite females have more (<13 vs. <5 %) body fat than males. Indeed, 
much of the difference in [maximal oxygen uptake] between males and females 
disappears when it is expressed relative to lean body mass. . . . Males possess on 
average 7–9 % less percent body fat than females.” (Lepers 2013 at 853.) 

59. Knox et al. observe that both female pelvis shape and female body fat 
levels “disadvantage female athletes in sports in which speed, strength and recovery 
are important,” (Knox 2019 at 397), while Tønnessen et al. describe the “ratio 
between muscular power and total body mass” as “critical” for athletic performance. 
(Tønnessen 2015 at 7.) 

 Males are able to metabolize and release energy to muscles at a 
higher rate due to larger heart and lung size, and higher 
hemoglobin concentrations. 

60. While advantages in bone size, muscle size, and body fat are easily 
perceived and understood by laymen, scientists also measure and explain the male 
athletic advantage at a more abstract level through measurements of metabolism, 
or the ability to deliver energy to muscles throughout the body.  

61. Energy release at the muscles depends centrally on the body’s ability 
to deliver oxygen to the muscles, where it is essential to the complex chain of 
biochemical reactions that make energy available to power muscle fibers. Men have 
multiple distinctive physiological attributes that together give them a large 
advantage in oxygen delivery. 

62. Oxygen is taken into the blood in the lungs. Men have greater 
capability to take in oxygen for multiple reasons. “[L]ung capacity [is] larger in 
men because of a lower diaphragm placement due to Y-chromosome genetic 
determinants.” (Knox 2019 at 397.) Supporting larger lung capacity, men have 
“greater cross-sectional area of the trachea”; that is, they can simply move more air 
in and out of their lungs in a given time. (Hilton 2021 at 201.) 

63. More, male lungs provide superior oxygen exchange even for a given 
volume: “The greater lung volume is complemented by testosterone-driven 
enhanced alveolar multiplication rate during the early years of life. Oxygen 
exchange takes place between the air we breathe and the bloodstream at the alveoli, 
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so more alveoli allows more oxygen to pass into the bloodstream. Therefore, the 
greater lung capacity allows more air to be inhaled with each breath. This is 
coupled with an improved uptake system allowing men to absorb more oxygen.” 
(Knox 2019 at 397.) 

64. “Once in the blood, oxygen is carried by haemoglobin. Haemoglobin 
concentrations are directly modulated by testosterone so men have higher levels 
and can carry more oxygen than women.” (Knox 2019 at 397.) “It is well known that 
levels of circulating hemoglobin are androgen-dependent and consequently higher in 
men than in women by 12% on average…. Increasing the amount of hemoglobin in 
the blood has the biological effect of increasing oxygen transport from lungs to 
tissues, where the increased availability of oxygen enhances aerobic energy 
expenditure.” (Handelsman 2018 at 816.) (See also Lepers 2013 at 853; Handelsman 
2017 at 71.) “It may be estimated that as a result the average maximal oxygen 
transfer will be ~10% greater in men than in women, which has a direct impact on 
their respective athletic capacities.” (Handelsman 2018 at 816.) 

65. But the male metabolic advantage is further multiplied by the fact that 
men are also able to circulate more blood per second than are women. 
“Oxygenated blood is pumped to the active skeletal muscle by the heart. The left 
ventricle chamber of the heart is the reservoir from which blood is pumped to the 
body. The larger the left ventricle, the more blood it can hold, and therefore, the 
more blood can be pumped to the body with each heartbeat, a physiological 
parameter called ‘stroke volume’.The female heart size is, on average, 85% that of a 
male resulting in the stroke volume of women being around 33% less.” (Knox 2018 
at 397.) Hilton cites different studies that make the same finding, reporting that 
men on average can pump 30% more blood through their circulatory system per 
minute (“cardiac output”) than can women. (Hilton 2021 at 202.) 

66. Finally, at the cell where the energy release is needed, men appear to 
have yet another advantage. “Additionally, there is experimental evidence that 
testosterone increases . . . mitochondrial biogenesis, myoglobin expression, and 
IGF-1 content, which may augment energetic and power generation of skeletal 
muscular activity.” (Handelsman 2018 at 811.) 

67. “Putting all of this together, men have a much more efficient 
cardiovascular and respiratory system.” (Knox 2019 at 397.) A widely accepted 
measurement that reflects the combined effects of all these respiratory, 
cardiovascular, and metabolic advantages is referred to as “V02max,” which refers 
to the maximum rate at which an individual can consume oxygen during aerobic 
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 Boys exhibit advantages in athletic performance even before 
puberty. 

71. It is often said or assumed that boys enjoy no significant athletic 
advantage over girls before puberty. However, this is not true. Writing in their 
seminal work on the physiology of elite young female athletes, McManus and 
Armstrong (2011) reviewed the differences between boys and girls regarding bone 
density, body composition, cardiovascular function, metabolic function, and other 
physiologic factors that can influence athletic performance.  They stated, “At birth, 
boys tend to have a greater lean mass than girls. This difference remains small but 
detectable throughout childhood with about a 10% greater lean mass in boys than 
girls prior to puberty.” (28) “Sexual dimorphism underlies much of the physiologic 
response to exercise,” and most importantly these authors concluded that, “Young 
girl athletes are not simply smaller, less muscular boys.” (23) 

72. Certainly, boys’ physiological and performance advantages increase 
rapidly from the beginning of puberty until around age 17-19. But much data and 
multiple studies show that significant physiological differences, and significant 
male athletic performance advantages in certain areas, exist before significant 
developmental changes associated with male puberty have occurred. 

73. Starting at birth, girls have more body fat and less fat-free mass than 
boys. Davis et al. (2019) in an evaluation of 602 infants reported that at birth and 
age 5 months, infant boys have larger total body mass, body length, and fat-free 
mass while having lower percent body fat than infant girls. In an evaluation of 20 
boys and 20 girls ages 3-8 years old, matched for age, height, and body weight 
Taylor et al. (Taylor 1997) reported that the “boys had significantly less fat, a lower 
% body fat and a higher bone-free lean tissue mass than the girls” when “expressed 
as a percentage of the average fat mass of the boys”, the girls’ fat mass was 52% 
higher than the boys “…while the bone-free lean tissue mass was 9% lower” (at 
1083.) In an evaluation of 376 prepubertal [Tanner Stage 1] boys and girls, Taylor 
et al. (2010) observed that the boys had 21.6% more lean mass, and 13% less body 
fat (when expressed as percent of total body mass) than did the girls. In a review of 
22 peer reviewed publications on the topic, Staiano and Katzmarzyk (2012) conclude 
that “… girls have more T[otal]B[ody]F[at] than boys throughout childhood and 
adolescence. (at 4.) 

74. In the seminal textbook, Growth, Maturation, and Physical Activity, 
Malina et al. (2004) present a summary of data from Gauthier et al. (1983) which 
present data from “a national sample of Canadian children and youth” 
demonstrating that from ages 7 to17, boys have a higher aerobic power output than 
do girls of the same ages when exercise intensity is measured using heart rate 

Case 2:21-cv-00316   Document 278-7   Filed 04/21/22   Page 20 of 31 PageID #: 3335



Case 2:21-cv-00316   Document 278-7   Filed 04/21/22   Page 21 of 31 PageID #: 3336



Case 2:21-cv-00316   Document 278-7   Filed 04/21/22   Page 22 of 31 PageID #: 3337



G. Brown Expert Report, B.P.J. v. WV BOE et al. 

 

28 

 

outperforming girls by 100% – 1200%, highlighting the advantages in upper body 
strength in males. 

81. A very recent literature review commissioned by the five United 
Kingdom governmental Sport Councils concluded that while “[i]t is often assumed 
that children have similar physical capacity regardless of their sex, . . . large-scale 
data reports on children from the age of six show that young males have significant 
advantage in cardiovascular endurance, muscular strength, muscular endurance, 
speed/agility and power tests,” although they “score lower on flexibility tests.” (UK 
Sports Councils’ Literature Review 2021 at 3.) 

82. Hilton et al., also writing in 2021, reached the same conclusion: “An 
extensive review of fitness data from over 85,000 Australian children aged 9–17 
years old showed that, compared with 9-year-old females, 9-year-old males were 
faster over short sprints (9.8%) and 1 mile (16.6%), could jump 9.5% further from a 
standing start (a test of explosive power), could complete 33% more push-ups in 30 
[seconds] and had 13.8% stronger grip.” (Hilton 2021 at 201, summarizing the 
findings of Catley & Tomkinson 2013.) 

83. The following data are taken from Catley & Tomkinson (2013 at 101) 
showing the low, middle, and top decile for 1.6 km run (1.0 mile) run time for 11,423 
girls and boys ages 9-17. 

 
1.6 km run (1.0 mile) run time for 11,423 girls and boys ages 9-17 

 Male Female Male-Female % Difference 

Age 
10th 
%ile 

50th 
%ile 

90th 
%ile 

10th 
%ile 

50th 
%ile 

90th 
%ile 

10th 
%ile 

50th 
%ile 

90th 
%ile 

9 684 522 423 769.0 609.0 499.0 11.1% 14.3% 15.2% 
10 666 511 420 759.0 600.0 494.0 12.3% 14.8% 15.0% 
11 646 500 416 741.0 586.0 483.0 12.8% 14.7% 13.9% 
12 621 485 408 726.0 575.0 474.0 14.5% 15.7% 13.9% 
13 587 465 395 716.0 569.0 469.0 18.0% 18.3% 15.8% 
14 556 446 382 711.0 567.0 468.0 21.8% 21.3% 18.4% 
15 531 432 373 710.0 570.0 469.0 25.2% 24.2% 20.5% 
16 514 423 366 710.0 573.0 471.0 27.6% 26.2% 22.3% 
17 500 417 362 708.0 575.0 471.0 29.4% 27.5% 23.1% 

 

84. Tomkinson et al. (2018) performed a similarly extensive analysis of 
literally millions of measurements of a variety of strength and agility metrics from 
the “Eurofit” test battery on children from 30 European countries. They provide 
detailed results for each metric, broken out by decile. Sampling the low, middle, and 
top decile, 9-year-old boys performed better than 9-year-old girls by between 6.5% 
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and 9.7% in the standing broad jump; from 11.4% to 16.1% better in handgrip; and 
from 45.5% to 49.7% better in the “bent-arm hang.” (Tomkinson 2018.) 

85. The Bent Arm Hang test is a measure of upper body muscular strength 
and endurance used in the Eurofit Physical Fitness Test Battery. To perform the 
Bent Arm Hang, the child is assisted into position with the body lifted to a height so 
that the chin is level with the horizontal bar (like a pull up bar). The bar is grasped 
with the palms facing away from body and the hands shoulder width apart. The 
timing starts when the child is released. The child then attempts to hold this 
position for as long as possible. Timing stops when the child's chin falls below the 
level of the bar, or the head is tilted backward to enable the chin to stay level with 
the bar. 

86. Using data from Tomkinson (2018; table 7 at 1452), the following table 
sampling the low, middle, and top decile for bent arm hang for 9- to 17-year-old 
children can be constructed: 

 

Bent Arm Hang time (in seconds) for children ages 9 - 17 years 

 Male Female Male-Female % Difference 

Age 
10th 
%ile 

50th 
%ile 

90th 
%ile 

10th 
%ile 

50th 
%ile 

90th 
%ile 

10th 
%ile 

50th 
%ile 

90th 
%ile 

9 2.13 7.48 25.36 1.43 5.14 16.94 48.95% 45.53% 49.70% 
10 2.25 7.92 26.62 1.42 5.15 17.06 58.45% 53.79% 56.04% 
11 2.35 8.32 27.73 1.42 5.16 17.18 65.49% 61.24% 61.41% 
12 2.48 8.79 28.99 1.41 5.17 17.22 75.89% 70.02% 68.35% 
13 2.77 9.81 31.57 1.41 5.18 17.33 96.45% 89.38% 82.17% 
14 3.67 12.70 38.39 1.40 5.23 17.83 162.14% 142.83% 115.31% 
15 5.40 17.43 47.44 1.38 5.35 18.80 291.30% 225.79% 152.34% 

16 7.39 21.75 53.13 1.38 5.63 20.57 435.51% 286.32% 158.29% 

17 9.03 24.46 54.66 1.43 6.16 23.61 531.47% 297.08% 131.51% 

 

87. Evaluating these data, a 9-year-old boy in the 50th percentile (that is 
to say a 9-year-old boy of average upper body muscular strength and endurance) 
will perform better in the bent arm hang test than 9 through 17-year-old girls in the 
50th percentile. Similarly, a 9-year-old boy in the 90th percentile will perform 
better in the bent arm hang test than 9 through 17-year-old girls in the 90th 
percentile.   

88. Using data from Tomkinson et al. (2017; table 1 at 1549), the following 
table sampling the low, middle, and top decile for running speed in the last stage of 
the 20 m shuttle run for 9- to 17-year-old children can be constructed. 
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20 m shuttle Running speed (km/h at the last completed stage) 

 Male Female Male-Female % Difference 

Age 
10th 
%ile 

50th 
%ile 

90th 
%ile 

10th 
%ile 

50th 
%ile 

90th 
%ile 

10th 
%ile 

50th 
%ile 

90th 
%ile 

9 8.94 10.03 11.13 8.82 9.72 10.61 1.36% 3.19% 4.90% 
10 8.95 10.13 11.31 8.76 9.75 10.74 2.17% 3.90% 5.31% 
11 8.97 10.25 11.53 8.72 9.78 10.85 2.87% 4.81% 6.27% 
12 9.05 10.47 11.89 8.69 9.83 10.95 4.14% 6.51% 8.58% 
13 9.18 10.73 12.29 8.69 9.86 11.03 5.64% 8.82% 11.42% 
14 9.32 10.96 12.61 8.70 9.89 11.07 7.13% 10.82% 13.91% 
15 9.42 11.13 12.84 8.70 9.91 11.11 8.28% 12.31% 15.57% 
16 9.51 11.27 13.03 8.71 9.93 11.14 9.18% 13.49% 16.97% 
17 9.60 11.41 13.23 8.72 9.96 11.09 10.09% 14.56% 19.30% 

 

89. Evaluating these data, a 9-year-old boy in the 50th percentile (that is 
to say a 9-year-old boy of average running speed) will run faster in the final stage of 
the 20 m shuttle run than 9 through 17-year-old girls in the 50th percentile. 
Similarly, a 9-year-old boy in the 90th percentile will run faster in the final stage of 
the 20-m shuttle run than 9 through 15, and 17-year-old girls in the 90th percentile 
and will be 0.01 km/h (0.01%) slower than 16-year-old girls in the 90th percentile. 

90. Just using these two examples for bent arm hang and 20-m shuttle 
running speed (Tomkinson 2107, Tomkinson 2018) based on large sample sizes 
(thus having tremendous statistical power) it becomes apparent that a 9-year-old 
boy will be very likely to outperform similarly trained girls of his own age and older 
in athletic events involving upper body muscle strength and/or running speed. 

91. Another report published in 2014 analyzed physical fitness 
measurements of 10,302 children aged 6 -10.9 years of age, from the European 
countries of Sweden, Germany, Hungary, Italy, Cyprus, Spain, Belgium, and 
Estonia. (De Miguel-Etayo et al. 2014.) The authors observed “… that boys 
performed better than girls in speed, lower- and upper-limb strength and 
cardiorespiratory fitness.” (57) The data showed that for children of comparable 
fitness (i.e. 99th percentile boys vs. 99th percentile girls, 50th percentile boys vs. 
50th percentile girls, etc.) the boys outperform the girls at every age in 
measurements of handgrip strength, standing long jump, 20-m shuttle run, and 
predicted VO2max (pages 63 and 64, respectively).  For clarification, VO2max is the 
maximal oxygen consumption, which correlates to 30-40% of success in endurance 
sports. 

92. The standing long jump, also called the Broad Jump, is a common and 
easy to administer test of explosive leg power used in the Eurofit Physical Fitness 
Test Battery and in the NFL Combine. In the standing long jump, the participant 
stands behind a line marked on the ground with feet slightly apart. A two-foot take-
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off and landing is used, with swinging of the arms and bending of the knees to 
provide forward drive. The participant attempts to jump as far as possible, landing 
on both feet without falling backwards. The measurement is taken from takeoff line 
to the nearest point of contact on the landing (back of the heels) with the best of 
three attempts being scored. 

93. Using data from De Miguel-Etayo et al. (2014, table 3 at 61), which 
analyzed physical fitness measurements of 10,302 children aged 6 -10.9 years of 
age, from the European countries of Sweden, Germany, Hungary, Italy, Cyprus, 
Spain, Belgium, and Estonia, the following table sampling the low, middle, and top 
decile for standing long jump for 6- to 9-year-old children can be constructed: 

Standing Broad Jump (cm) for children ages 6-9 years 
Male Female Male-Female % Difference 

Age 
10th 
%ile 

50th 
%ile 

90th 
%ile 

10th 
%ile 

50th 
%ile 

90th 
%ile 

10th 
%ile 

50th 
%ile 

90th 
%ile 

6-<6.5 77.3 103.0 125.3 69.1 93.8 116.7 11.9% 9.8% 7.4% 
6.5-<7 82.1 108.0 130.7 73.6 98.7 121.9 11.5% 9.4% 7.2% 
7-<7.5 86.8 113.1 136.2 78.2 103.5 127.0 11.0% 9.3% 7.2% 
7.5-<8 91.7 118.2 141.6 82.8 108.3 132.1 10.7% 9.1% 7.2% 
8-<8.5 96.5 123.3 146.9 87.5 113.1 137.1 10.3% 9.0% 7.1% 
8.5-<9 101.5 128.3 152.2 92.3 118.0 142.1 10.0% 8.7% 7.1% 

 

94. Another study of Eurofit results for over 400,000 Greek children 
reported similar results. “[C]ompared with 6-year-old females, 6-year-old males 
completed 16.6% more shuttle runs in a given time and could jump 9.7% further 
from a standing position.” (Hilton 2021 at 201, summarizing findings of Tambalis et 
al. 2016.) 

95. Silverman (2011) gathered hand grip data, broken out by age and sex, 
from a number of studies. Looking only at the nine direct comparisons within 
individual studies tabulated by Silverman for children aged 7 or younger, in eight of 
these the boys had strength advantages of between 13 and 28 percent, with the 
remaining outlier recording only a 4% advantage for 7-year-old boys. (Silverman 
2011 Table 1.) 

96. To help illustrate the importance of one specific measure of physical 
fitness in athletic performance, Pocek (2021) stated that to be successful, volleyball 
“players should distinguish themselves, besides in skill level, in terms of above-
average body height, upper and lower muscular power, speed, and agility. Vertical 
jump is a fundamental part of the spike, block, and serve.” (8377) Pocek further 
stated that “relative vertical jumping ability is of great importance in volleyball 
regardless of the players’ position, while absolute vertical jump values can 
differentiate players not only in terms of player position and performance level but 
in their career trajectories.” (8382) 
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97. Using data from Ramírez-Vélez (2017; table 2 at 994) which analyzed 
vertical jump measurements of 7,614 healthy Colombian schoolchildren aged 9 -17.9 
years of age the following table sampling the low, middle, and top decile for vertical 
jump can be constructed: 

Vertical Jump Height (cm) for children ages 9 - 17 years 

 Male Female Male-Female % Difference 

Age 
10th 
%ile 

50th 
%ile 

90th 
%ile 

10th 
%ile 

50th 
%ile 

90th 
%ile 

10th 
%ile 

50th 
%ile 

90th 
%ile 

9 18.0 24.0 29.5 16.0 22.3 29.0 12.5% 7.6% 1.7% 
10 19.5 25.0 32.0 18.0 24.0 29.5 8.3% 4.2% 8.5% 
11 21.0 27.0 32.5 19.5 25.0 31.0 7.7% 8.0% 4.8% 
12 22.0 27.5 34.5 20.0 25.5 31.5 10.0% 7.8% 9.5% 
13 23.0 30.5 39.0 19.0 25.5 32.0 21.1% 19.6% 21.9% 
14 23.5 32.0 41.5 20.0 25.5 32.5 17.5% 25.5% 27.7% 
15 26.0 35.5 43.0 20.2 26.0 32.5 28.7% 36.5% 32.3% 
16 28.0 36.5 45.1 20.5 26.5 33.0 36.6% 37.7% 36.7% 
17 28.0 38.0 47.0 21.5 27.0 35.0 30.2% 40.7% 34.3% 

 

98. Similarly, using data from Taylor (2010; table 2, at 869) which 
analyzed vertical jump measurements of 1,845 children aged 10 -15 years in 
primary and secondary schools in the East of England, the following table sampling 
the low, middle, and top decile for vertical jump can be constructed: 

Vertical Jump Height (cm) for children 10 -15 years 

Male Female Male-Female % Difference 

Age 
10th 
%ile 

50th 
%ile 

90th 
%ile 

10th 
%ile 

50th 
%ile 

90th 
%ile 

10th 
%ile 

50th 
%ile 

90th 
%ile 

10 16.00 21.00 29.00 15.00 22.00 27.00 6.7% -4.5% 7.4% 

11 20.00 27.00 34.00 19.00 25.00 32.00 5.3% 8.0% 6.3% 

12 23.00 30.00 37.00 21.00 27.00 33.00 9.5% 11.1% 12.1% 

13 23.00 32.00 40.00 21.00 26.00 34.00 9.5% 23.1% 17.6% 

14 26.00 36.00 44.00 21.00 28.00 34.00 23.8% 28.6% 29.4% 

15 29.00 37.00 44.00 21.00 28.00 39.00 38.1% 32.1% 12.8% 

 

99. As can be seen from the data from Ramírez-Vélez (2017) and Taylor 
(2010), males consistently outperform females of the same age and percentile in 
vertical jump height. Both sets of data show that an 11-year-old boy in the 90th 
percentile for vertical jump height will outperform girls in the 90th percentile at 
ages 11 and 12, and will be equal to girls at ages 13, 14, and possibly 15. These data 
indicate that an 11-year-old would be likely to have an advantage over girls of the 
same age and older in sports such as volleyball where “absolute vertical jump 
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values can differentiate players not only in terms of player position and 
performance level but in their career trajectories.” (Pocek 2021 at 8382.) 

100. Boys also enjoy an advantage in throwing well before puberty. “Boys 
exceed girls in throwing velocity by 1.5 standard deviation units as early as 4 to 7 
years of age. . . The boys exceed the girls [in throwing distance] by 1.5 standard 
deviation units as early as 2 to 4 years of age.” (Thomas 1985 at 266.) This means 
that the average 4- to 7-year-old boy can out-throw approximately 87% of all girls of 
his age. 

101. Record data from USA Track & Field indicate that boys outperform 
girls in track events even in the youngest age group for whom records are kept (age 
8 and under).8 

American Youth Outdoor Track & Field Record times in 
age groups 8 and under (time in seconds) 

 
Event Boys Girls Difference 
100M 13.65  13.78 0.95% 
200M 27.32 28.21 3.26% 
400M 62.48 66.10 5.79% 
800M 148.59 158.11 6.41% 
1500M 308.52 314.72 2.01% 
Mean   3.68% 

 
 
102. Looking at the best times within a single year shows a similar pattern 

of consistent advantage for even young boys. I consider the 2018 USATF Region 8 
Junior Olympic Championships for the youngest age group (8 and under).9 

2018 USATF Region 8 Junior Olympic Championships for the 8 and under 
age group 
Event Boys Girls Difference 
100M 15.11 15.64 3.51% 
200M 30.79 33.58 9.06% 
400M 71.12 77.32 8.72% 
800M 174.28 180.48 3.56% 
1500M 351.43 382.47 8.83% 
Mean   6.74% 

 
8http://legacy.usatf.org/statistics/records/view.asp?division=american&locatio

n=outdoor%20track%20%26%20field&age=youth&sport=TF  
9 https://www.athletic.net/TrackAndField/meet/384619/results/m/1/100m 
9 https://www.athletic.net/CrossCountry/Division/List.aspx?DivID=62211 

Case 2:21-cv-00316   Document 278-7   Filed 04/21/22   Page 28 of 31 PageID #: 3343



G. Brown Expert Report, B.P.J. v. WV BOE et al. 

 

34 

 

 
103. Using Athletic.net9, for 2021 Cross Country and Track & Field data for 

boys and girls in the 7-8, 9-10, and 11-12 year old age group club reports, and for 
5th, 6th, and 7th grade for the whole United States I have compiled the tables for 
3000 m events, and for the 100-m, 200-m, 400-m, 800-m, 1600-m, 3000-m, long 
jump, and high jump Track and Field data to illustrate the differences in individual 
athletic performance between boys and girls, all of which appear in the Appendix.  
The pattern of males outperforming females was consistent across events, with rare 
anomalies, only varying in the magnitude of difference between males and females. 

104. Similarly, using Athletic.net, for 2021 Track & Field data for boys and 
girls in the 6th grade for the state of West Virginia, I have compiled tables, which 
appear in the appendix, comparing the performance of boys and girls for the 100-m, 
200-m, 400-m, 800-m, 1600-m, and 3200-m running events in which the 1st place 
boy was consistently faster than the 1st place girl, and the average performance of 
the top 10 boys was consistently faster than the average performance for the top 10 
girls.  Based on the finishing times for the 1st place boy and girl in the 6th grade in 
West Virginia 1600-m race, and extrapolating the running time to a running pace, 
the 1st place boy would be expected to finish 273 m in front of the 1st place girl, 
which is 2/3 of a lap on a standard 400-m track, or almost the length of 3 football 
fields. In comparison, the 1st place boy would finish 66 m in front of the 2nd place 
boy, and the 1st place girl would finish 20 m in front of the 2nd place girl. 
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Top 10 West Virginia boys and girls 6th grade outdoor track for 2021 (time in seconds) 

 100 m  200 m  400 m  
 Boys Girls  Boys Girls  Boys Girls  
1 13.18 14.00 Difference 

between #1 
boy and # 1 

girl 

26.97 29.28 Difference 
between #1 
boy and # 1 

girl 

60.04 65.50 Difference 
between #1 
boy and # 1 

girl 

2 13.94 14.19 29.38 30.05 60.48 67.51 
3 14.07 14.47 30.09 30.34 66.26 68.60 
4 14.44 14.86 30.10 30.73 67.12 70.43 
5 14.46 14.92 5.9% 30.24 31.00 7.9% 68.28 71.09 8.3% 
6 14.53 15.04  30.38 31.04  68.36 71.38  
7 14.75 15.04 Average 

difference 
boys vs 

girls 

30.54 31.10 Average 
difference 

boys vs 
girls 

69.65 73.61 Average 
difference 

boys vs 
girls 

8 14.78 15.20 30.69 31.10 69.70 73.87 

9 14.84 15.25 30.74 31.35 69.76 74.07 
10 14.94 15.28 2.9% 30.99 31.64 2.4% 70.63 74.21 5.6% 

          
 800 m  1600 m  3200 m  
 Boys Girls  Boys Girls  Boys Girls  
1 147.2 164.5 Difference 

between #1 
boy and # 1 

girl 

305.5 357.8 Difference 
between #1 
boy and # 1 

girl 

678.4 776.6 Difference 
between #1 
boy and # 1 

girl 

2 147.9 166.1 318.1 361.6 750.0 809.8 
3 152.1 167.2 322.0 379.8 763.3 811.0 
4 153.2 170.2 336.0 385.2 766.3 843.0 
5 155.3 171.0 10.6% 342.2 390.2 14.6% 771.7 850.6 12.7% 
6 159.5 171.5  348.0 392.0  782.8 852.1  
7 159.9 174.8 Average 

difference 
boys vs 

girls 

356.6 393.3 Average 
difference 

boys vs 
girls 

794.1 858.0 Average 
difference 

boys vs 
girls 

8 167.8 174.9 357.5 395.7 803.0 862.8 

9 169.2 175.9 362.4 398.1 812.1 869.9 
10 172.6 177.6 7.5% 366.0 403.2 11.5% 814.3 883.3 8.1% 

  

105. As serious runners will recognize, differences of 3%, 5%, or 8% are not 
easily overcome. During track competition the difference between first and second 
place, or second and third place, or third and fourth place (and so on) is often 0.5 - 
0.7%, with some contests being determined by as little as 0.01%. 

106. I performed an analysis of running events (consisting of the 100-m, 
200-m, 400-m, 800-m, 1500-m, 5000-m, and 10,000-m) in the Division 1, Division 2, 
and Division 3 NCAA Outdoor championships for the years of 2010-2019: the mean 
difference between 1st and 2nd place was 0.48% for men and 0.86% for women. The 
mean difference between 2nd and 3rd place was 0.46% for men and 0.57% for women. 
The mean difference between 3rd place and 4th place was 0.31% for men and 0.44% 
for women. The mean difference between 1st place and 8th place (the last place to 
earn the title of All American) was 2.65% for men and 3.77% for women. (Brown et 
al. Unpublished observations, to be presented at the 2022 Annual Meeting of the 
American College of Sports Medicine.) 

107. A common response to empirical data showing pre-pubertal 
performance advantages in boys is the argument that the performance of boys may 
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represent a social–cultural bias for boys to be more physically active, rather than 
representing inherent sex-based differences in pre-pubertal physical fitness. 
However, the younger the age at which such differences are observed, and the more 
egalitarian the culture within which they are observed, the less plausible this 
hypothesis becomes. Eiberg et al. (2005) measured body composition, VO2max, and 
physical activity in 366 Danish boys and 332 Danish girls between the ages of 6 and 
7 years old.  Their observations indicated that VO2max was 11% higher in boys than 
girls. When expressed relative to body mass the boys’ VO2max was still 8% higher 
than the girls. The authors stated that “…no differences in haemoglobin or sex 
hormones10 have been reported in this age group,” yet “… when children with the 
same VO2max were compared, boys were still more active, and in boys and girls 
with the same P[hysical] A[ctivity] level, boys were fitter.” (728). These data 
indicate that in pre-pubertal children, in a very egalitarian culture regarding 
gender roles and gender norms, boys still have a measurable advantage in regards 
to aerobic fitness when known physiological and physical activity differences are 
accounted for. 

108. And, as I have mentioned above, even by the age of 4 or 5, in a ruler-
drop test, boys exhibit 4% to 6% faster reaction times than girls. (Latorre-Roman 
2018.) 

109. When looking at the data on testosterone concentrations previously 
presented, along with the data on physical fitness and athletic performance 
presented, boys have advantages in athletic performance and physical fitness before 
there are marked differences in testosterone concentrations between boys and girls. 

110. For the most part, the data I review above relate to pre-pubertal 
children. Today, we also face the question of inclusion in female athletics of males 
who have undergone “puberty suppression.” The UK Sport Councils Literature 
Review notes that, “In the UK, so-called ‘puberty blockers’ are generally not used 
until Tanner maturation stage 2-3 (i.e. after puberty has progressed into early 
sexual maturation).” (9.) While it is outside my expertise, my understanding is that 
current practice with regard to administration of puberty blockers is similar in the 
Unites States. Tanner stages 2 and 3 generally encompass an age range from 10 to 
14 years old, with significant differences between individuals. Like the authors of 
the UK Sports Council Literature Review, I am “not aware of research” directly 
addressing the implications for athletic capability of the use of puberty blockers. 
(UK Sport Councils Literature Review at 9.) As Handelsman documents, the male 
advantage begins to increase rapidly–along with testosterone levels–at about age 
11, or “very closely aligned to the timing of the onset of male puberty.” (Handelsman 
2017.) It seems likely that males who have undergone puberty suppression will 

 
10 This term would include testosterone and estrogens. 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF WEST VIRGINIA 

CHARLESTON DIVISION 
 

B.P.J., by her next friend and mother, HEATHER 
JACKSON, 
   
    Plaintiff, 
 
  vs. 
 
WEST VIRGINIA STATE BOARD OF 
EDUCATION; HARRISON COUNTY BOARD OF 
EDUCATION; WEST VIRGINIA SECONDARY 
SCHOOLS ACTIVITIES COMMISSION; W. 
CLAYTON BURCH, in his official capacity as State 
Superintendent, DORA STUTLER, in her official 
capacity as the Harrison County Superintendent, and 
the STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA, 
 
    Defendants, 
 
  and 
 
LAINEY ARMISTEAD, 
 
    Defendant-Intervenor. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Case No. 2:21-cv-00316 
 

Hon. Joseph R. Goodwin 

DECLARATION OF DR. CHAD T. CARLSON, M.D., FACSM 

I, Dr. Chad T. Carlson, pursuant to 28 U.S. Code § 1746, declare under penalty of 

perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the facts contained in my Expert 

Report of Dr. Chad T. Carlson, M.D., FACM prepared for B.P.J. v. West Virginia, attached 

hereto, are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief, and that the opinions 

expressed therein represent my own expert opinions. 

 
Executed on February 23, 2022.   
      

   
       Chad T. Carlson, MD 
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c. Males exhibit large average advantages in size, weight, and 
physical capacity over females—often falling far outside female 
ranges. Even before puberty, males have a performance advantage 
over females in most athletic events. Failure to preserve protected 
female-only categories in contact sports (broadly defined) will 
ultimately increase both the frequency and severity of injury 
suffered by female athletes who share playing space with these 
males.  

d. Current research supports the conclusion that suppression of 
testosterone levels by males who have already begun puberty will 
not fully reverse the effects of testosterone on skeletal size, 
strength, or muscle hypertrophy, leading to persistence of sex-
based differences in power, speed, and force-generating capacity. 

12. In this white paper, I use the term “contact sports” to refer broadly 

to all sports in which collisions between players, or collisions between equipment 

such as a stick or ball and the body of a player, occur with some frequency 

(whether or not permitted by the rules of the game), and are well recognized in 

the field of sports medicine as causes of sport-related injuries.8 The 1975 Title 

IX implementing regulations (34 CFR § 106.41) say that “for purposes of this 

[regulation] contact sports include boxing, wrestling, rugby, ice hockey, football, 

basketball, and other sports the purpose or major activity of which involves 

bodily contact.”  Certainly, all of the sports specifically named in the regulation 

fall within my definition of “contact sport.”  Mixed martial arts, field hockey 

(Barboza 2018), soccer (Kuczinski 2018), rugby (Viviers 2018), lacrosse 

 
8 It is common to see, within the medical literature, reference to distinctions between “contact” 
and “collision” sports. For purposes of clarity, I have combined these terms, since in the 
context of injury risk modeling, there is no practical distinction between them. 
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body is impacted at the waist can result in high torque and acceleration on the 

neck and head. 

40. Sport-related concussion—a common sports injury and one with 

potentially significant effects—is attributable to linear, angular, or rotational 

acceleration and deceleration forces that result from impact to the head, or from 

an impact to the body that results in a whiplash “snap” of the head. (Rowson 

2016.) In the case of a concussive head injury, it is the brain that accelerates or 

decelerates on impact, colliding with the inner surface of the skull. (Barth 2001 

at 255.) 

41. None of this is mysterious: each of us, if we had to choose between 

being hit either by a large, heavy athlete running at full speed, or by a small, 

lighter athlete, would intuitively choose collision with the small, light athlete as 

the lesser of the two evils. And we would be right. One author referred to the 

“increase in kinetic energy, and therefore imparted forces” resulting from 

collision with larger, faster players as “profound.” (Dashnaw 2012.) 

V. GENDER DIFFERENCES RELEVANT TO INJURY 

42. It is important to state up front that it is self-evident to most people 

familiar with sport and sport injuries that if men and women were to 

consistently participate together in competitive contact sports, there would be 

higher rates of injury in women. This is one reason that rule modifications often 
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exist in leagues where co-ed participation occurs.14 Understanding the physics 

of sports injuries helps provide a theoretical framework for why this is true, but 

so does common sense and experience. All of us are familiar with basic objective 

physiological differences between the sexes, some of which exist in childhood, 

and some of which become apparent after the onset of puberty, and persist 

throughout adulthood. And as a result of personal experience, all of us also have 

some intuitive sense of what types of collisions are likely to cause pain or injury. 

Not surprisingly, our “common sense” on these basic facts about the human 

condition is also consistent with the observations of medical science. Below, I 

provide quantifications of some of these well-known differences between the 

sexes that are relevant to injury risk, as well as some categorical differences 

that may be less well known. 

A. Height and weight  

43. It is an inescapable fact of the human species that males as a group 

are statistically larger and heavier than females. On average, men are 7% to 8% 

taller than women. (Handelsman 2018 at 818.) According to the most recently 

available Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) statistics, the 

weight of the average U.S. adult male is 16% greater than that of the average 

U.S. adult female. (CDC 2018.) This disparity persists into the athletic cohort. 

 
14 For example, see https://www.athleticbusiness.com/college/intramural-coed-basketball-
playing-rules-vary-greatly.html (detailing variety of rule modifications applied in co-ed 
basketball). Similarly, coed soccer leagues often prohibit so-called “slide tackles,” which are not 
prohibited in either men’s or women’s soccer. See, e.g.., 
http://www.premiercoedsports.com/pages/rulesandpolicies/soccer. 
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Researchers find that while athletes tend on average to be lighter than non-

athletes, the weight difference between the average adult male and female 

athlete remains within the same range—between 14% and 23%, depending on 

the sport analyzed. (Santos 2014; Fields 2018.) Indeed, World Rugby estimates 

that the typical male rugby player weighs 20% to 40% more than the typical 

female rugby player. (World Rugby Transgender Women Guidelines 2020.) This 

size advantage by itself allows men to bring more force to bear in a collision. 

B. Bone and connective tissue strength  

44. Men have bones in their arms, legs, feet, and hands that are both 

larger and stronger per unit volume than those of women, due to greater cross-

sectional area, greater bone mineral content, and greater bone density. The 

advantage in bone size (cross-sectional area) holds true in both upper and lower 

extremities, even when adjusted for lean body mass. (Handelsman 2018 at 818; 

Nieves 2005 at 530.) Greater bone size in men is also correlated with stronger 

tendons that are more adaptable to training (Magnusson 2007), and an 

increased ability to withstand the forces produced by larger muscles (Morris 

2020 at 5). Male bones are not merely larger, they are stronger per unit of 

volume. Studies of differences in arm and leg bone mineral density – one 

component of bone strength – find that male bones are denser, with measured 

advantages of between 5% and 14%. (Gilsanz 2011; Nieves 2005.) 
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45. Men also have larger ligaments than women (Lin 2019 at 5), and 

stiffer connective tissue (Hilton 2021 at Table 1), providing greater protection 

against joint injury. 

C. Speed 

46. When it comes to acceleration from a static position to a sprint, 

men are consistently faster than women. World record sprint performance gaps 

between the sexes remain significant at between 7% and 10.5%, with world 

record times in women now exhibiting a plateau (no longer rapidly improving 

with time) similar to the historical trends seen in men. (Cheuvront 2005.) This 

performance gap has to do with, among other factors, increased skeletal 

stiffness, greater cross-sectional muscle area, denser muscle fiber composition 

and greater limb length. (Handelsman 2018.) Collectively, males, on average, 

run about 10% faster than females. (Lombardo 2018 at 93.) This becomes 

important as it pertains to injury risk, because males involved in sport will often 

be travelling at faster speeds than their female counterparts in comparable 

settings, with resultant faster speed at impact, and thus greater impact force, 

in a given collision. 

D. Strength/Power  

47. In 2014, a male mixed-martial art fighter identifying as female and 

fighting under the name Fallon Fox fought a woman named Tamikka Brents, 

and caused significant facial injuries in the course of their bout. Speaking about 

their fight later, Brents said: 
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“I’ve fought a lot of women and have never felt the 
strength that I felt in a fight as I did that night. I can’t 
answer whether it’s because she was born a man or 
not because I’m not a doctor. I can only say, I’ve never 
felt so overpowered ever in my life, and I am an 
abnormally strong female in my own right.”15 

48. So far as I am aware, mixed martial arts is not a collegiate or high 

school interscholastic sport. Nevertheless, what Brent experienced in an 

extreme setting is true and relevant to safety in all sports that involve contact. 

In absolute terms, males as a group are substantially stronger than women. 

49. Compared to women, men have “larger and denser muscle mass, 

and stiffer connective tissue, with associated capacity to exert greater muscular 

force more rapidly and efficiently.” (Hilton 2021 at 201.) Research shows that on 

average, during the prime athletic years (ages 18-29) men have, on average, 54% 

greater total muscle mass than women (33.7 kg vs. 21.8 kg) including 64% 

greater muscle mass in the upper body, and 47% greater in the lower body. 

(Janssen 2000 at Table 1.) The cross-sectional area of muscle in women is only 

50% to 60% that of men in the upper arm, and 65% to 70% of that of men in the 

thigh. This translates to women having only 50% to 60% of men's upper limb 

strength and 60% to 80% of men's lower limb strength. (Handelsman 2018 at 

812.) Male weightlifters have been shown to be approximately 30% stronger 

than female weightlifters of equivalent stature and mass. (Hilton 2021 at 203.) 

But in competitive athletics, since the stature and mass of the average male 

 
15 https://bjj-world.com/transgender-mma-fighter-fallon-fox-breaks-skull-of-her-female-
opponent/ 
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exceeds that of the average female, actual differences in strength between 

average body types will, on average, exceed this. The longer limb lengths of 

males augment strength as well. Statistically, in comparison with women, men 

also have lower total body fat, differently distributed, and greater lean muscle 

mass, which increases their power-to-weight ratios and upper-to-lower limb 

strength ratios as a group. Looking at another common metric of strength, males 

average 57% greater grip strength (Bohannon 2019) and 54% greater knee 

extension torque (Neder 1999). Research shows that sex-based discrepancies in 

lean muscle mass begin to be established from infancy, and persist through 

childhood to adolescence. (Davis 2019; Kirchengast 2001; Taylor 1997; Taylor 

2010; McManus 2011.) 

50. Using their legs and torso for power generation, men can apply 

substantially larger forces with their arms and upper body, enabling them to 

generate more ball velocity through overhead motions, as well as to generate 

more pushing or punching power. In other words, isolated sex-specific 

differences in muscle strength in one region (even differences that in isolation 

seem small) can, and do combine to generate even greater sex-specific 

differences in more complex sport-specific functions. One study looking at 

moderately-trained individuals found that males can generate 162% more 

punching power than females. (Morris 2020.) Thus, multiple small advantages 

aggregate into larger ones. 
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E. Throwing and kicking speed  

51. One result of the combined effects of these sex-determined 

differences in skeletal structure is that men are, on average, able to throw 

objects faster than women. (Lombardo 2018; Chu 2009; Thomas 1985.) By age 

seventeen, the average male can throw a ball farther than 99% of seventeen-

year-old females—which necessarily means at a faster initial speed assuming a 

similar angle of release— despite the fact that factors such as arm length, 

muscle mass, and joint stiffness individually don’t come close to exhibiting this 

degree of sex-defined advantage. One study of elite male and female baseball 

pitchers showed that men throw baseballs 35% faster than women—81 

miles/hour for men vs. 60 miles/hour for women. The authors of this study 

attribute this to a sex-specific difference in the ability to generate muscle torque 

and power. (Chu 2009.) A study showing greater throwing velocity in male 

versus female handball players attributed it to differences in body size, 

including height, muscle mass, and arm length. (Van Den Tillaar 2012.) 

Interestingly, significant sex-related difference in throwing ability has been 

shown to manifest even before puberty, but the difference increases rapidly 

during and after puberty. (Thomas 1985 at 266.) These sex-determined 

differences in throwing speed are not limited to sports where a ball is thrown. 

Males have repeatedly been shown to throw a javelin more than 30% farther 

than females. (Lombardo 2018 Table 2; Hilton 2021 at 203.) Even in 

preadolescent children, differences exist. International youth records for 5- to 
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12-year-olds in the javelin show 34-55% greater distance in males vs. females 

using a 400g javelin.16   

52. Men also serve and spike volleyballs with higher velocity than 

women, with a performance advantage in the range of 29-34%. (Hilton 2021.) 

Analysis of first and second tier Belgian national elite male volleyball players 

shows ball spike speeds of 63 mph and 56 mph respectively. (Forthomme 2005.) 

NCAA Division I female volleyball players—roughly comparable to the second-

tier male elite group referenced above—average a ball spike velocity of 

approximately 40 mph (18.1 m/s). (Ferris 1995 at Table 2.) Notably, based on 

the measurements of these studies, male spiking speed in lower elite divisions 

is almost 40% greater than that of NCAA Division I female collegiate players. 

Separate analyses of serving speed between elite men and women Spanish 

volleyball players showed that the average power serving speed in men was 54.6 

mph (range 45.3–64.6 mph), with maximal speed of 76.4 mph. In women, 

average power serving speed was 49 mph (range 41–55.3 mph) with maximal 

speed of 59 mph. This translates to an almost 30% advantage in maximal serve 

velocity in men. (Palao 2014.) 

53. Recall that kinetic energy is dependent on mass and the square of 

velocity. A volleyball (with fixed mass) struck by a male, and traveling an 

 
16 http://age-records.125mb.com/. 
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average 35% faster than one struck by a female, will deliver 82% more energy 

to a head upon impact. 

54. The greater leg strength and jumping ability of men confer a 

further large advantage in volleyball that is relevant to injury risk. In volleyball, 

an “attack jump” is a jump to position a player to spike the ball downward over 

the net against the opposing team. Research on elite national volleyball players 

found that on average, males exhibited a 50% greater vertical jump height 

during an “attack” than did females. (Sattler 2015.) Similar data looking at 

countermovement jumps (to block a shot) in national basketball players reveals 

a 35% male advantage in jump height. (Kellis 1999.) In volleyball, this dramatic 

difference in jump height means that male players who are competing in female 

divisions will more often be able to successfully perform a spike, and this will be 

all the more true considering that the women’s net height is seven inches lower 

than that used in men’s volleyball. Confirming this inference, research also 

shows that the successful attack percentage (that is, the frequency with which 

the ball is successfully hit over the net into the opponent’s court in an attempt 

to score) is so much higher with men than women that someone analyzing game 

statistics can consistently identify games played by men as opposed to women 

on the basis of this statistic alone. These enhanced and more consistently 

successful attacks by men directly correlate to their greater jumping ability and 

attack velocity at the net. (Kountouris 2015.) 
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55. The combination of the innate male-female differences cited above, 

along with the lower net height in women’s volleyball, means that if a 

reasonably athletic male is permitted to compete against women, the 

participating female players will likely be exposed to higher ball velocities that 

are outside the range of what is typically seen in women’s volleyball. When we 

recall that ball-to-head impact is a common cause of concussion among women 

volleyball players, this fact makes it clear that participation in girls’ or women’s 

volleyball by biologically male individuals will increase concussion injury risk 

for participating girls or women. 

56. Male sex-based advantages in leg strength also lead to greater kick 

velocity. In comparison with women, men kick balls harder and faster. A study 

comparing kicking velocity between university-level male and female soccer 

players found that males kick the ball with an average 20% greater velocity than 

females. (Sakamoto 2014.) Applying the same principles of physics we have just 

used above, we see that a soccer ball kicked by a male, travelling an average 

20% faster than a ball kicked by a female, will deliver 44% more energy on head 

impact. Greater force-generating capacity will thus increase the risk of an 

impact injury such as concussion. 

VI. ENHANCED FEMALE VULNERABILITY TO CERTAIN 
INJURIES 

57. Above, I have reviewed physiological differences that result in the 

male body bringing greater weight, speed, and force to the athletic field or court, 
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and how these differences can result in a greater risk of injury to females when 

males compete against them. It is also true that the female body is more 

vulnerable than the male body to certain types of injury even when subject to 

comparable forces. This risk appears to extend to the younger age cohorts as 

well. An analysis of Finnish student athletes from 1987-1991, analyzing over 

600,000 person-years of activity exposures, found, in students under fifteen 

years of age, higher rates of injury in girls than boys in soccer, volleyball, judo 

and karate. (Kujala 1995.) Another epidemiological study looking specifically at 

injury rates in over 14,000 middle schoolers over a 20 year period showed that 

“in sex-matched sports, middle school girls were more likely to sustain any 

injury (RR = 1.15, 95% CI = 1.1, 1.2) or a time-loss injury (RR = 1.09, 95% CI = 

1.0, 1.2) than middle school boys.” In analyzed both-sex sports (i.e., sex-

separated sports that both girls and boys play, like soccer), girls sustained 

higher injury rates, and greater rates of time-loss injury. (Beachy 2014.) 

Another study of over 2000 middle school students at nine schools showed that 

the injury rate was higher for girls’ basketball than for football (39.4 v 30.7/1000 

AEs), and injury rates for girls’ soccer were nearly double that of boys’ soccer 

(26.3 v. 14.7/1000 AEs). (Caswell 2017.) In this regard, I will focus on two areas 

of heightened female vulnerability to collision-related injury which have been 

extensively studied: concussions, and anterior cruciate ligament injuries. 
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A. Concussions   

58. Females are more likely than males to suffer concussions in 

comparable sports, and on average suffer more severe and longer lasting 

disability once a concussion does occur. (Harmon 2013 at 4; Berz 2015; 

Blumenfeld 2016; Covassin 2003; Rowson 2016.) Females also seem to be at 

higher risk for post-concussion syndrome than males. (Berz 2015; Blumenfeld 

2016; Broshek 2005; Colvin 2009; Covassin 2012; Dick 2009; Marar 2012; Preiss-

Farzanegan 2009.) 

59. The most widely-accepted definition of sport-related concussion 

comes from the Consensus Statement on Concussion in Sport (see below).17 

(McCrory 2018.) To summarize, concussion is “a traumatically induced transient 

 
17 “Sport related concussion is a traumatic brain injury induced by biomechanical forces. 
Several common features that may be utilised in clinically defining the nature of a concussive 
head injury include: 

SRC may be caused either by a direct blow to the head, face, neck or elsewhere on the body 
with an impulsive force transmitted to the head. 

SRC typically results in the rapid onset of short-lived impairment of neurological function that 
resolves spontaneously. However, in some cases, signs and symptoms evolve over a number of 
minutes to hours. 

SRC may result in neuropathological changes, but the acute clinical signs and symptoms 
largely reflect a functional disturbance rather than a structural injury and, as such, no 
abnormality is seen on standard structural neuroimaging studies. 

SRC results in a range of clinical signs and symptoms that may or may not involve loss of 
consciousness. Resolution of the clinical and cognitive features typically follows a sequential 
course. However, in some cases symptoms may be prolonged. 

The clinical signs and symptoms cannot be explained by drug, alcohol, or medication use, other 
injuries (such as cervical injuries, peripheral vestibular dysfunction, etc) or other comorbidities 
(e.g., psychological factors or coexisting medical conditions).” 
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disturbance of brain function and involves a complex pathophysiological 

process” that can manifest in a variety of ways. (Harmon 2013 at 1.) 

60. Sport-related concussions have undergone a significant increase in 

societal awareness and concurrent injury reporting since the initial passage of 

the Zachery Lystedt Concussion Law in Washington State in 2009 (Bompadre 

2014), and the subsequent passage of similar legislation governing return-to-

play criteria for concussed athletes in most other states in the United States. 

(Nat’l Cnf. of State Leg’s 2018). Concussion is now widely recognized as a 

common sport-related injury, occurring in both male and female athletes. (CDC 

2007.) Sport-related concussions can result from player-surface contact or 

player-equipment contact in virtually any sport. However, sudden impact via a 

player-to-player collision, with rapid deceleration and the transmission of linear 

or rotational forces through the brain, is also a common cause of concussion 

injury. (Covassin 2012; Marar 2012; Barth 2001; Blumenfeld 2016; Boden 1998; 

Harmon 2013 at 4.) 

61. A large retrospective study of U.S. high school athletes showed a 

higher rate of female concussions in soccer (79% higher), volleyball (0.6 

concussions/10,000 exposures, with 485,000 reported exposures, vs. no 

concussions in the male cohort), basketball (31% higher), and softball/baseball 

(320% higher). (Marar 2012.) A similarly-sized, similarly-designed study 

comparing concussion rates between NCAA male and female collegiate athletes 

showed, overall, a concussion rate among females 40% higher than that of 
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concussion symptoms in girls across all age ranges studied, including children 

between the ages of 4 and 8.  Kerr’s 2017 study of middle school students showed 

over three times the rate of female vs male concussion in students participating 

in sex-comparable sports [0.18 v. 0.66/1000 A.E.’s]. (Kerr 2017.) This is the first 

study I am aware of that mimics the trends seen in adolescent injury 

epidemiology showing a higher rate of concussion in girls than boys in 

comparable sports. 

63. More recent research looking at the incidence of sport-related 

concussions in U.S. middle schoolers between 2015 and 2020, found that the rate 

of concussion was higher in middle school athletes than those in high school. In 

this study, girls had more than twice the rate of concussion injury (0.49/1000 

athletic exposures vs 0.23/1000 AE) in analyzed sports (baseball/softball, 

basketball, soccer and track), as well as statistically greater time loss. (Hacherl 

2021 (Journal of Athletic Training); Hacherl 2021 (Archives of Clinical 

Neuropsychology).) The authors hypothesized that the increasing incidence of 

concussion in middle school may relate to “other distinct differences associated 

with the middle school sport setting itself, such as, the large variations in player 

size and skill.”18 

64. In addition, females on average suffer materially greater cognitive 

impairment than males when they do suffer a concussion. Group differences in 

 
18 https://www.nata.org/press-release/062421/middle-school-sports-have-overall-higher-rate-
concussion-reported-high-school. 
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cognitive impairment between females and males who have suffered concussion 

have been extensively studied. A study of 2340 high school and collegiate 

athletes who suffered concussions determined that females had a 170% higher 

frequency of cognitive impairment following concussions, and that in 

comparison with males, female athletes had significantly greater declines in 

simple and complex reaction times relative to their preseason baseline levels. 

Moreover, the females experienced greater objective and subjective adverse 

effects from concussion even after adjusting for potentially protective effect of 

helmets used by some groups of male athletes. (Broshek 2005 at 856, 861; Colvin 

2009; Covassin 2012.) 

65. This large discrepancy in frequency and severity of concussion 

injury is consistent with my own observations across many years of clinical 

practice. The large majority of student athletes who have presented at my 

practice with severe and long-lasting cognitive disturbance have been 

adolescent girls. I have seen girls remain symptomatic for over a year, and lose 

ground academically and become isolated from their peer groups due to these 

ongoing symptoms. For patients who experience these severe effects, post-

concussion syndrome can be life-altering. 

66. Some of the anatomical and physiological differences that we have 

considered between males and females help to explain the documented 

differences in concussion rates and in symptoms between males and females. 

(Covassin 2016; La Fountaine 2019; Lin 2019; Tierney 2005; Wunderle 2014.) 
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68. In addition, even when the heads of female and male athletes are 

subjected to identical accelerative forces, there are sex-based differences in 

neural anatomy and physiology, cerebrovascular organization, and cellular 

response to concussive stimuli that make the female more likely to suffer 

concussive injury, or more severe concussive injury. For instance, hypothalamic-

pituitary disruption is thought to play a role in post-concussion symptomatology 

that differentially impacts women. (McGroarty 2020; Broshek 2005 at 861.) 

Another study found that elevated progesterone levels during one portion of the 

menstrual cycle were associated with more severe post-concussion 

symptomatology that differentially impacted women. (Wunderle 2014.) 

69. As it stands, when females compete against each other, they 

already have higher rates of concussive injury than males, across most sports. 

The addition of biologically male athletes into women’s contact sports will 

inevitably increase the risk of concussive injury to girls and women, for the 

multiple reasons I have explained above, including, but not limited to, the innate 

male advantage in speed and lean muscle mass. Because the effects of 

concussion can be severe and long-lasting, particularly for biological females, we 

can predict with some confidence that if participation by biological males in 

women’s contact sports based on gender identity becomes more common, more 

biological females will suffer substantial concussive injury and the potential for 

long-term harm as a result. 
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B. Anterior Cruciate Ligament injuries  

70. The Anterior Cruciate Ligament (“ACL”) is a key knee stabilizer 

that prevents anterior translation of the tibia relative to the femur and also 

provides rotatory and valgus knee stability.19 (Lin 2019 at 4.) Girls and women 

are far more vulnerable to ACL injuries than are boys and men. The physics of 

injury that we have reviewed above makes it inevitable that the introduction of 

biologically male athletes into the female category will increase still further the 

occurrence of ACL injuries among girls or women who encounter these players 

on the field. 

71. Sports-related injury to the ACL is so common that it is easy to 

overlook the significance of it. But it is by no means a trivial injury, as it can 

end sports careers, require surgery, and usually results in early-onset, post-

traumatic osteoarthritis, triggering long-term pain and mobility problems later 

in life. (Wang 2020.) 

72. Even in the historic context in which girls and women limit 

competition to (and so only collide with) other girls and women, the rate of ACL 

injury is substantially higher among female than male athletes. (Flaxman 2014; 

Lin 2019; Agel 2005.) One meta-analysis of 58 studies reports that female 

athletes have a 150% relative risk for ACL injury compared with male athletes, 

with other estimates suggesting as much as a 300% increased risk. (Montalvo 

2019; Sutton 2013.) Particularly in those sports designated as contact sports, or 

 
19 Valgus force at the knee is a side-applied force that gaps the medial knee open. 
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