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Sherrod Brown Answers Anti-Trans Attack Ads By Tying Jon Husted To The Epstein Files
S. BAUM (THEY/THEM) | OCT 9, 2026, 3:57 PM EDT | SOURCE
&#8220;Jon Husted? He protected men who abused young girls by voting in the Senate to block the release of the Epstein files.&#8221;


Sherrod Brown Ad
Sherrod Brown, an Ohio Democrat running against Republican Sen. Jon Husted, released an ad this week that serves as a masterclass in defusing anti-trans political attacks—without ceding ground to transphobic rhetoric in the process. 

The tactic: Call out the right’s lies and deception. Then, call out their hypocrisy. No misgendering, fear-mongering, or feeding into anti-trans stereotypes was necessary to reframe the conversation around “protecting children”—a common right-wing battle cry and dog whistle—to focus on actual issues of protecting kids from predators. In this case, that meant calling out Brown’s opponent’s ties to child sex trafficker Jeffrey Epstein.
Brown’s campaign focuses on a recent round of ads produced by the Senate Leadership Fund. In them, Soren Aldaco, a right-wing “detransitioner” activist, solemnly tells the camera: “Sherrod Brown supports sex changes for minors—irreversible surgery on kids like me.”

In another recent ad, she laments how her transition included “surgery without my parents’ consent.”

“I was a kid,” Aldaco says. 

However, as reporters who fact-checked the ads pointed out, Aldaco didn’t undergo gender-affirming surgery in Ohio. She was treated in Texas. Moreover, she was a legal adult when she sought that kind of care.
That’s where Brown steps in. His latest ads call Aldaco’s testimony “a complete lie.” Then, seamlessly, they turn the focus back to the real issues.
“Records show not only is this woman actually from Texas. She didn’t have any surgery as a minor,” the ad says. “But Jon Husted? He protected men who abused young girls by voting in the Senate to block the release of the Epstein files. Maybe that’s because Husted took over $116,000 from associates of Jeffrey Epstein—10 times more than any other senator. Jon Husted should be ashamed.”
The strategy is—hopefully—a sign that Democrats who had previously deployed anti-trans tropes in their ads are finally changing their tune. Sherrod Brown is one of around two dozen Democrats nationwide that Erin in the Morning has previously reported on for using transphobic rhetoric or supporting transphobic policies as a lawmaker. 

Ohio has been especially problematic in this regard. Brown’s own campaign released an ad about “transgender biological men” who “participate in women’s sports.” Referring to transgender women as “biological men” is a common pejorative. 

Also in Ohio: Amy Acton, the Democratic nominee for governor, expressed support for anti-trans sports bans, called transgender girls “boys,” and then skipped the meeting with trans Ohioans that her campaign had set up to mitigate the fallout. Another Ohio Democrat, the incumbent Rep. Marcy Kaptur, also came under fire for railing against “transgender ideology” in a campaign ad, and for voting to defund schools that refuse to discriminate against transgender children. 

Most recently, multiple members of the Ohio Democrats’ Pride Caucus resigned to protest anti-trans rhetoric within the party and the subsequent stifling of internal dissent. In the aftermath, the Equality PAC—which is the political fundraising arm of Congress’s LGBTQ caucus—condemned Kaptur and said it “is absolutely not supporting her campaign at this time.”
Brown’s newest ad could serve as inspiration for other Democrats facing conservative attack ads invoking the boogeyman of transgender children. Rather than feeding into the anti-trans hysteria, candidates can take a principled stance and shine a light on how Republican-led violence harms us all.

This article was downloaded from https://www.erininthemorning.com/p/sherrod-brown-answers-anti-trans at Oct 9, 2026 at 9:59 PM EDT.





Killing of Woman May Have Been Justifiable Because She Was Trans, Tennessee Court Rules
S. BAUM (THEY/THEM) | OCT 8, 2026, 8:20 PM EDT | SOURCE
The case is a bitter reminder of the ways LGBTQ people have had their identities weaponized by the courts in the past, most notoriously through a legal defense tactic known as gay or trans &#8220;panic.&#8221;


Photo by Tingey Injury Law Firm on Unsplash
Paris Lee was shot six times and killed by Samuel Ward Jr.; this is an indisputable fact. Ward was convicted of voluntary manslaughter in May 2025. He claimed it was self-defense, but the jury didn’t buy it.
This week, however, the Tennessee Court of Criminal Appeals reversed his conviction. A three-judge panel declared that the jury was under the impression Lee was cisgender; that in not disclosing the victim’s status as a trans woman, the trial judge “misled” the jury; and that Ward was entitled to a new trial where he could use this fact to bolster his claim of self-defense.
This story was first reported by independent journalist Jamie Satterfield. Other outlets and LGBTQ organizations also reported on Lee’s death at the time, with some referring to her as Kitty Monroe, which was her name on social media. 
“After a short deliberation, a Shelby County jury found Samuel Ward guilty of voluntary manslaughter in the shooting death of Paris Lee, concluding a case that revealed inconsistencies between the defendant’s claims and the physical evidence presented in court,” a May 2025 press release from the Shelby County District Attorney reads. “Ward claimed self-defense throughout the trial, but the jury rejected his narrative and found him guilty.”
The appellate judges did not contest any of the evidence. Rather, they took issue with one facet of the trial in particular: The original court had disallowed the defense from disclosing Lee’s sex assigned at birth to the jury, finding that it would cause an undue prejudice against the victim.
Ward’s defense appealed, and a panel of judges was tasked with answering several procedural questions: Did Ward have a right to use his victim’s sex assigned at birth as part of his defense? Moreover, did the trial judge dilute Ward’s right to defend himself by striking references to Lee’s assigned sex from the record?
“A deadly weapon is a deadly weapon is a deadly weapon,” the judge explained at trial. “Whether that person has a vagina or a penis has no bearing on the deadliness of a firearm.”
But the panel disagreed. They found that prohibiting the disclosure of Lee’s transgender status was prohibiting potentially exculpatory evidence for Ward.
“The State conceded that if the proof showed the victim’s assigned sex was the reason for the altercation between Defendant and the victim, it would be relevant to the adequate provocation element of voluntary manslaughter,” court documents read. “However, the State argued, the proof at trial would establish that the victim ‘was a large woman’ who was armed with a [firearm] and, therefore, the victim’s assigned sex was not relevant to the issue of self-defense.”
Conversely, Ward’s lawyers argued that Lee’s status as a trans woman impacted “how much fear” Ward felt, and therefore, how justifiable his actions were in the moment that he killed her.


Excerpt from the appellate ruling.
What’s more: During trial, Ward waived his right to testify. He refused to take the stand unless he was allowed to call Lee’s gender into question, explicitly stating that he thought he would be judged more harshly by jurors for killing a presumed-cisgender woman than a transgender one.

The defense also argued that, while a jury may hold prejudice against Lee as a trans woman, Ward would face equal amounts of discrimination on the basis of his decision to sleep with transgender women.


Excerpt from the appellate ruling.
According to the press release from the DA, the killing occurred after Ward went to Lee’s home, and a verbal altercation ensued. Lee asked Ward to leave, and he reportedly refused. Ward then claims that Lee pointed a gun at him.
In Ward’s telling, this caused him to fall backward down a staircase, with Lee still standing at the top. At the bottom of the stairs, he said he drew his gun and fired upward at Lee. 

Ward shot Lee six times. Police found only one bullet casing from Lee’s gun; if she fired her weapon at all, she only did so once. Ward was wholly uninjured.
Physical evidence and expert testimony from the medical examiner “contradicted Ward’s version of events,” the press release continues. “The trajectories of the gunshot wounds did not align with the defendant’s statement. Additionally, Ward had no visible injuries, undermining his claim of self-defense.”
After killing Lee, Ward “left the scene and drove approximately 30 minutes to his home before calling 911—leaving Lee to die at the foot of her staircase,” the DA’s office concluded. 

Even before killing Lee, Ward was a known entity to trans women in the area, according to Kayla Gore, who is the executive director of My Sistah’s House—a Memphis-based organization that supports Black and Brown trans people fleeing violence. Gore said Ward largely pursued relationships with transgender women.
After Lee’s death, Gore said she received countless calls about the case and spoke extensively to Lee’s loved ones. The crime left everyone terrified in its wake.
“What concerns me as a community organizer is what happens when a courtroom treats a Black trans woman’s identity as a material explanation like for someone’s fears,” Gore told Erin in the Morning. “They want that as evidence presented to the jury or the judge as a deciding factor on whether or not this was self-defense. It sends a message far beyond the courtroom.”
That message, she said, is that trans women can be harmed and killed with impunity—especially Black trans women, who are more likely than almost any other demographic to be the victims of hate crimes and domestic violence, while being the least likely to have resources available to them in the aftermath.
“I understand what the appellate court was addressing with the defendant’s right to present a defense,” Gore continued, “but there is a profound difference between saying evidence may be relevant to a legal defense, and saying that a transgender woman’s identity somehow makes her inherently more threatening.”
The case is a bitter reminder of the ways LGBTQ people have had their identities weaponized by the courts in the past, most notoriously through a legal defense tactic known as gay or trans “panic.”

According to the LGBTQ+ Bar Association, the trans “panic” defense is a legal strategy wherein someone charged with violent crimes uses their victim’s real or perceived gender identity to reduce or evade criminal liability, in tandem with other legal lines of defense—such as claiming provocation or an insanity plea.
“The LGBTQ+ ‘panic’ defense is usually employed to bolster a self-defense claim when the victim’s behavior does not meet the threat of serious bodily harm standard or when the defendant used greater force than reasonably necessary to avoid danger,” the LGBTQ+ Bar’s primer on the topic says. “This strategy requires the defendant to argue that their victim’s LGBTQ+ identity made them a greater threat than a heterosexual and/or cisgender person.”
This argument can be hugely consequential during a trial because self-defense claims rely on evaluating a defendant’s perceived risk of harm. This determines how justifiable deadly force might be. 

So in Lee’s case, the argument stands to be that she was more dangerous than a cisgender woman, or that Ward otherwise had more reason to fear her because she was trans.
“We live in a society where Black trans women are stereotyped as dangerous, deceptive, threatening,” Gore said. She called the case’s remand “a slap in the face of all survivors.”
Moreover, according to Satterfield—the local journalist who broke the story—it is “the first such ruling of its kind in Tennessee’s legal history.”
The LGBT panic defense is banned in 20 states, but Tennessee is not one of them.
If you are a trans person of color fleeing domestic violence in need of affirming and inclusive resources, you can reach out to My Sistah’s House to be referred to a number of providers nationwide. You can also reach out to Trans Lifeline at 877-565-8860, the LGBT National Hotline at (888) 843-4564, or the LGBT National Youth Talkline (serving youth through age 25) at (800) 246-7743.

This article was downloaded from https://www.erininthemorning.com/p/killing-of-woman-may-have-been-justifiable at Oct 9, 2026 at 9:59 PM EDT.





SC Dem Senate Candidate Annie Andrews Releases Ad Calling Trans Women “Biological Men”
ERIN REED | OCT 8, 2026, 1:29 PM EDT | SOURCE
She also said she would not change the youth HRT and puberty blocker ban in South Carolina.


Annie Andrews Ad // Ad Impact
This year has featured a large number of Democrats ceding ground to right-wing narratives about transgender people. Multiple Democratic candidates have released anti-trans ads, taken anti-trans votes, or otherwise staked out positions that would harm the transgender community in their quest for political power. Meanwhile, Republicans continue to push their own anti-trans ad campaign, with Elon Musk's PAC pouring $100 million into ads, many of them targeting transgender people. Now, Annie Andrews, the Democratic nominee for U.S. Senate in South Carolina, becomes the latest Democrat to target transgender people, despite her previous claims of support. In her latest ad, she appears to flip-flop on positions she has previously taken, calling transgender women "biological men" and announcing her opposition to transgender participation in women's sports. She also says she does not support "gender surgery for minors” and would not overturn the felony youth HRT and puberty blocker ban in South Carolina.
“Politics can get pretty ugly, and when it does, you deserve to hear the truth. My career as a pediatrician has always been about taking care of kids, and I’ve got three of my own. So I want you to hear me loud and clear: I don’t support biological men playing women’s sports, and I don’t support and haven’t ever performed gender surgery for minors. I’m Dr. Annie Andrews, and I approve this message because Darline Graham lying about me won’t do a thing to help you,” the ad says.
You can watch it here, via AdImpact:
The ad is not the only position Dr. Annie Andrews has staked out in recent days targeting transgender people. Separately, the Democratic nominee’s campaign was asked by the SC Daily Gazette about the state’s ban on hormone therapy and puberty blockers for transgender youth. Stunningly, the campaign’s answer was that the state’s ban is not something she’s working to change. The South Carolina law resulted in many transgender youth being pulled off of their medication, and those who could not obtain it elsewhere would be forced to develop characteristics of their assigned sex at birth, a process sometimes known as medical detransition.
The ad and anti-trans positions are a stunning reversal for a politician who has a long track record of supportive statements for trans youth care and against sports bans. On Twitter in 2022, Andrews called the state’s trans sports legislation “shameful,” stating that it “does nothing to protect or support women or children in SC. In fact, it is actively harmful. I will always support trans youth,” closing her post with a small trans flag. In a separate post in 2024, she said, “The SC Republican supermajority is going to continue to bulldoze the rights of trans kids & their families because the largest institution in the state, that exists to serve SC children, should have told them to fuck off last session, but instead did their bidding for them,” and in a podcast in 2025, she stated that Rep. Nancy Mace “was willing to just throw this population under the bus to score political points,” seemingly pointing out the same kind of cowardice she herself is now engaging in.


Annie Andrews’ reversal on transgender youth care and on sports, as well as her use of incendiary language toward transgender women, comes in the wake of anti-trans attacks against her. On Monday, Donald Trump posted on Truth Social that “Annie ‘Trannie’ Andrews is running against our wonderful Darline Graham for the Senate in South Carolina,” using an anti-trans slur against her. Meanwhile, a pro-Graham super PAC is running anti-trans ads stating that Annie Andrews is for “they/them, not for our values.” Both are part of an increased effort to attack Democrats by targeting transgender people with ads that even Republican strategists have admitted “may not be sufficient” for them to win the 2026 midterm cycle, given their questionable relevance to topics such as rising grocery prices and foreign wars that have a much larger impact on voters.
Andrews is not alone in throwing transgender people under the bus for political gain. Several Democrats in the 2026 cycle have decided that transgender people are expendable for their own election chances. Marcy Kaptur, a Democrat running for reelection to Congress in Ohio, called transgender people an “ideology” that needed to be kept out of schools. Meanwhile, several Iowa Democrats such as Rob Sand, Josh Turek, and Sarah Trone Garriott have embraced a mixture of sports bans and federal funding bans on trans care, and have used incendiary language toward transgender people. EITM maintains a list of anti-trans Democrats for this election cycle, which can be found here.

This article was downloaded from https://www.erininthemorning.com/p/sc-dem-senate-candidate-annie-andrews at Oct 9, 2026 at 9:59 PM EDT.





Equality Caucus: Marcy Kaptur’s Anti-Trans Ads "Deeply Offensive," Will Not Support Her Campaign
S. BAUM (THEY/THEM) | OCT 7, 2026, 2:06 PM EDT | SOURCE
"The Equality Caucus is not going to stand by passively and allow anyone to scapegoat the trans community. It is a red line for us."


Congressional Equality Caucus // House.gov
Last month, Erin in the Morning’s reporting
called attention to a fundraising email from the Equality PAC promoting Democrats who either voted for, or otherwise expressed support of, anti-trans policies. Now, the political-fundraising arm for Congress’s LGBTQ Caucus is issuing a full-throated condemnation of political messaging that throws trans people under the bus, which they reiterated in a recent article published by Axios.
One of the worst anti-trans offenders on the Democratic side this cycle might be Ohio’s Rep. Marcy Kaptur, who aired an ad where she proudly declared that she “voted with Republicans to keep transgender ideology out of our schools.”
Axios
reported that high-profile Democrats are now rebuking this kind of hateful language. “The ads were deeply offensive to the Equality Caucus and the broader LGBTQ community that we represent,” Rep. Ritchie Torres, a New York Democrat who co-chairs the Equality PAC, told the news outlet. “The Equality Caucus is not going to stand by passively and allow anyone to scapegoat the trans community. It is a red line for us.”

The PAC further sent Erin in the Morning a similar statement for this piece. “As we have previously stated, we recognize that no Member will agree with us on every vote, and that disagreement is a normal and necessary part of the legislative process,” that statement reads. “But we have been very clear that there is a bright red line: we will not accept candidates or Members using Republican rhetoric that actively harms, scapegoats, or targets members of our community as a campaign strategy. In this case, the Congresswoman crossed that line.”

“By adopting anti-trans rhetoric directly from the Republican playbook and using it in campaign advertising designed to reach thousands of voters, her campaign went well beyond a disagreement over policy or an individual vote,” it continued. “It represented an active decision to use rhetoric that targets a vulnerable community for personal political gain. No other House Democrat currently campaigning has gone to this extent. Had another done so, we would have been compelled to undertake the same serious reevaluation of our support.”
Equality PAC “is absolutely not supporting her campaign at this time,” the group said in a separate statement to Axios, calling Kaptur’s language “unacceptable.” Kaptur’s colleagues in the House also privately reached out to her office to denounce the ad, Axios reported.

In December, before Kaptur’s notorious ad circulated, the Equality PAC contributed $1,500 to the Kaptur campaign. Over the summer, it also donated $2,500 to Sarah Trone Garriott, another Democrat who has since used transphobic rhetoric in ads and who is running for Congress in Iowa. However, these are relatively meager amounts in the broader landscape of campaign spending. A PAC can give any given candidate in a federal race a maximum of $5,000 per election. 

In a district like Kaptur’s, which favored President Trump by 11 percentage points in the 2024 election, some strategists interviewed by Axios argued that supporting candidates like her is a necessary tradeoff.
But not everyone agrees with this logic. Tyler Hack, executive director of the Christopher Street Project, which was founded to support candidates dedicated to preserving equal rights for transgender people, condemned such maneuvers justified by “political convenience.”
“Treating transgender people’s basic rights as an ‘80/20 issue’ to be bargained away is exactly the kind of cowardly politics that has failed Democrats again and again,” she said when asked about these strategists’ claims. “Our message consistently outperforms the retreat-and-concede approach some of these groups are selling.”
She warned that these same Democrats, backed by an increasingly far-removed consultant class, may very well accelerate the rightward lurch that is targeting other civil rights too, including reproductive liberty or marriage equality. “You cannot legitimize the politics of rights retrenchment when it targets someone else and then cry foul when the same politics reaches you,” she said. 

That Axios article comes at a pivotal moment in Ohio politics. It came the same day Arienne Childrey, perhaps the state’s most high-profile transgender politician, announced her resignation from the Pride Caucus, as did Ciara Keeton after just days in the position. Both cited the rising tide of anti-trans sentiment and the Ohio Democrats’ reported
censorship of internal dissent. In addition to Kaptur’s “transgender ideology” ad, Ohio’s Democratic nominee for governor, Amy Acton, came under fire for calling transgender girls “boys.” 
“We are in an era where the GOP has so thoroughly weaponized trans lives that even some formerly self-professing allies within our own party have fallen prey to the rhetoric,” Childrey wrote in her resignation letter. “Looking at the national trend towards Democratic anti-trans triangulation, as well as our own internal conversations, it is clear to me that this shift is much more than a simple coincidence. We have to speak up—loudly, strongly, and unapologetically—or I fear what our 2028 choices may look like.”

This article was downloaded from https://www.erininthemorning.com/p/equality-caucus-marcy-kapturs-anti at Oct 9, 2026 at 9:59 PM EDT.





ADF Files SCOTUS Shadow-Docket Request Claiming "Parental Right" To Stop Trans Kids From Playing Against Cis Ones
ERIN REED | OCT 6, 2026, 4:04 PM EDT | SOURCE
The filing uses Title IX and &#8220;parental rights&#8221; to target trans children who may compete against their cis ones.


Photo by ARTO SURAJ on Unsplash
According to a new filing posted by Chris Geidner at Law Dork, the Alliance Defending Freedom has filed an emergency request with the Supreme Court to begin targeting transgender athletes in blue states. The filing, which centers on a cisgender female wrestler in Washington, uses Title IX and “parental rights” to claim that transgender athletes should be barred from competing against her. It also asks the Court to treat the filing as a petition for certiorari before judgment and hear the whole case this term, which could have expansive effects on transgender participation in sports, even in blue states. Should SCOTUS grant the shadow-docket request, it would be the first time the Supreme Court has imposed restrictions on transgender athletes in a blue state, and though the initial relief could be limited, it would be cited as a blessing for Trump's attempts to strongarm schools across the country into similar bans.
The case centers on a cisgender student wrestler at Rogers High School in Puyallup, Washington. On December 6, 2025, she wrestled a match against another student who she says she did not know was transgender. She claims the other student sexually assaulted her during a hold, and the application calls her opponent, the presumably transgender girl, her “assailant.” Following the match, however, the other student was not charged or found to be guilty of any criminal conduct, and her coach said after reviewing video that she appeared to be attempting a “Jake leg” takedown and failed to execute it properly, meaning that the conduct was likely inadvertent. Despite this, local and national conservative outlets picked up the story, igniting a fresh firestorm against a transgender athlete and supportive policies towards transgender students.
Now, the Alliance Defending Freedom has filed a request to bar the cisgender student from being matched against any transgender student. The filing states that transgender girls, whom it calls “males” throughout, have “inherent physical advantages” that “necessarily” create safety risks and competitive disadvantages for cisgender girls, and that under Title IX, any state that lets a transgender girl compete is “treating females worse than males.” It also states that the parent of this cisgender athlete has a “parental right” to be notified before her daughter competes against any transgender athlete, a finding that, if accepted, would require Washington to identify every transgender student athlete who could be matched against her daughter and extend “parental rights” to the right to demand other children be outed.
The Alliance Defending Freedom also, alternatively, requests that the filing be treated as a petition for “certiorari before judgment.” If accepted, this would bring the case to the Supreme Court this term and could resolve a question the Court deliberately left open in West Virginia v. B.P.J., the recent decision that allowed states to ban transgender athletes. That particular ruling did not require blue states to ban trans athletes—in its footnote, the Court said the case did not ask whether schools “may allow” transgender girls to compete. Should the Supreme Court hear this request, it could decide whether blue states must enact bans, restrictions, or out trans athletes under Title IX as well, something the Alliance Defending Freedom explicitly wants in its filing to “send a message” to states that allow such athletes to compete.
Washington's response to the application is due October 13. The state's wrestling season opens in mid-November, meaning a ruling could come quickly. The timing also falls just ahead of Election Day, in an election where trans sports participation has been a major feature of Republican anti-trans ads and of some Democrats' campaigns, as they stake out similar positions in their bids for power. Though granting such emergency orders is rare, this Supreme Court has shown a remarkable willingness to rule against transgender people whenever their cases reach it: since 2024 it has sided against them in every merits decision and some emergency orders as well.
You can read the full filing here:
26a458
1.95MB ∙ PDF file
Download

Download


This article was downloaded from https://www.erininthemorning.com/p/adf-files-scotus-shadow-docket-request at Oct 9, 2026 at 9:59 PM EDT.





"Vote NO": Colorado's Top Medical Groups Formally Oppose Anti-Trans Ballot Prop. 135
S. BAUM (THEY/THEM) | OCT 5, 2026, 5:49 PM EDT | SOURCE
There is not a single major medical group in the country that endorses blanket government restrictions on gender-affirming care like the one outlined in Prop. 135.


Colorado Flag // Daveynin // Creative Commons
Colorado voters, some of whom are beginning to receive mail-in ballots, will decide whether the state will impose heavy restrictions on gender-affirming care for patients under 18 years old. Meanwhile, Colorado’s biggest medical groups are urging Coloradans to reject the proposal. 

The Colorado Medical Society—the largest physicians’ group in the state—told Erin in the Morning:

The Colorado Medical Society opposes Colorado Proposition 135 – Protect Children from Irreversible Sex Change Surgery. After careful consideration, leadership determined Proposition 135 conflicts with current CMS policy opposing interference in the exercise of physician clinical decision-making.
CMS President Sean Pauzauskie said: “CMS members hold diverse political views but share a core principle: medical decisions belong in the exam room. CMS flatly opposes interference by government or other third parties that compromise physicians’ abilities to use their medical judgment as to the information or treatment that is in the best interest of their patients.”
He continued: “CMS remains committed to defending physician-led, patient-centered care and ensuring clinical decisions are guided by medical expertise, science and the unique needs of each patient.”
The Colorado Academy of Family Physicians similarly condemned it, telling its members: “Vote NO.” 

“It is a broad, one-size-fits-all ban that goes far beyond what voters think they’re being asked to approve. It could block necessary care for kids who aren’t transgender, including teens facing testicular or cervical cancer, endometriosis, or intersex conditions.”

“Providers would be prohibited from providing care, prescribing, or referring patients for any form of care that could alter sex characteristics. CAFP prioritizes defending the relationship between patients, families, and physicians so you can provide careful, evidence-based care that best fits your patients’ needs.”
These condemnations put Colorado medical groups in good company. There is not a single major medical group in the country that endorses blanket government restrictions on gender-affirming care like the one outlined in Prop. 135. It targets any “surgery” that could be construed as “altering biological sex characteristics” for trans people under 18 years old, which could include rare instances of “bottom surgery” for those who are 17, as well as “top surgery” and potentially hormone implant procedures. It further bans the use of government funds as well as private insurance in the state from paying for such care. 

However, Prop. 135 carves out explicit exceptions for irreversible and needless genital surgeries on intersex babies, as well as circumcision. 

The ballot measure is one of several from across the country this election cycle targeting transgender children and health care. Arizona, Missouri, Nebraska, and Washington also put initiatives on the ballot this November that would curb the rights of transgender Americans. Others are anti-trans sports restrictions that also seek to ban trans kids from certain bathrooms or locker rooms.
Colorado is also voting on Prop. 134, which would legally segregate sports teams based on a child’s “biological reproductive system.” It would subject all girls, not just transgender ones, to the potential of invasive “sex tests.”
The outcome of this vote will reach far beyond any one state’s borders. This morning, movement leaders from major LGBTQ organizations, including the Transgender Law Center and the Human Rights Campaign, penned an op-ed for The Advocate
laying out how the proposals can trigger a ripple effect.
These are “testing grounds for the 2028 Presidential election,” they said. “Political operatives will stress-test field operations, build voter databases, and perfect fear-based messaging. They will seek out which disinformation about LGBTQ people can flip a swing district. If the strategy succeeds in November, it will scale nationwide in 2028.”
In Colorado, Families Not Politics is leading the charge against the state’s anti-trans ballot initiative. They say they’re looking for volunteers to help phone bank and door knock for the cause.
The full text of measure can be found here.

This article was downloaded from https://www.erininthemorning.com/p/vote-no-colorados-top-medical-groups at Oct 9, 2026 at 9:59 PM EDT.





Trump Claims Democrats “Mutilize” Kids To “Make Them Transgender” In Ohio Rally For Jon Husted
ERIN REED | OCT 5, 2026, 2:55 PM EDT | SOURCE
Anti-trans campaigning has reached a fever pitch in Ohio.


Trump Rally Dayton Ohio
On Saturday, October 3, Donald Trump flew to Ohio to rally for Senator Jon Husted, the Republican seeking to hold his Senate seat, and for other Republicans on the state's 2026 midterm ballot. The state has already been a central battleground over transgender rights, with Democrats such as Amy Acton and Marcy Kaptur throwing transgender people under the bus in their statements and ads. Meanwhile, the strategists behind anti-trans Republican ads have suggested that those attacks on Democrats are beginning to falter in a midterm environment that looks brutal for conservative candidates. Not to be deterred, however, Trump used a significant portion of his rally to rail against transgender people, claiming that Democrats would “mutilize” voters' children and turn them transgender.
“Less than two years ago, the radical left, I’ll be nice every once in a while, call them Democrat, but they’re Democrats because their policy is so dumb... I saw the policy about transgender for everybody. The mutilization of your children. Can you imagine like 10, 15 years ago saying that ladies and gentlemen, we will not have men playing in women’s sports. Will you defend it? Can you imagine saying we will not allow the mutilization of your children so that they can become transgender?” Trump said, before continuing with a declaration that “we will not allow men to play in women’s sports.”
He continued for a few more minutes, comparing an Alabama offensive lineman, the husband of Senator Katie Britt, to his wife, saying she was “the size of his leg.” He also called transgender people playing sports “totally demeaning to women.” Later, he returned to the topic, bragging that he got “critical race theory and transgender insanity the hell out of our schools,” likely a reference to the policies his administration has used to threaten public school districts with the loss of their lunch money for hungry children if they support transgender students, as well as his successful efforts to get several colleges to roll over on protections for transgender students.
You can see the full clip here:
Trump's rally and focus on transgender people in Ohio comes during what appears to be an inflection point in the state, and in some ways the country. Ohio is one of two states, Iowa being the other, where a significant number of Democrats have rolled over on transgender rights or made campaigning against transgender people part of their ad strategy. Earlier this year, gubernatorial candidate Amy Acton called transgender girls “boys,” leading to an intraparty firestorm and the state party silencing its own Progressive and Pride caucuses. Meanwhile, Democratic Congresswoman Marcy Kaptur bragged in a campaign ad about having “voted with Republicans to keep transgender ideology out of our schools.”
However, there is some question as to whether Trump's statements and Republican ads are even effective this campaign cycle. Last November, anti-trans ads were deployed in a style similar to the 2024 presidential election against Democratic candidates for governor Abigail Spanberger and Mikie Sherrill in Virginia and New Jersey. Those ads flopped tremendously: 57% of Winsome Earle-Sears's ads targeted transgender people, and Spanberger still won by 15 points, while Democrats grew their Virginia House majority from 51 seats to 64 and won the New Jersey governorship. Now, one of the largest anti-trans ad organizations, the American Principles Project, has admitted that such ads “may not be sufficient” for Republicans to win in the 2026 midterms.
Still, this has not stopped a slew of anti-trans ads from dominating the airwaves during the midterms. Likewise, it has still not stopped President Trump from targeting transgender students, schools, and sports in his campaign stops for Republican candidates. As the election draws near, transgender people are left waiting to see what lessons will be drawn from this election with respect to a potential future where the many harmful policies and actions taken against the community can be reversed. The impact of this wave of anti-trans campaigning will play a big part in answering that question.

This article was downloaded from https://www.erininthemorning.com/p/trump-claims-democrats-mutilize-kids at Oct 9, 2026 at 9:59 PM EDT.
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On the morning of the first day of trial, the wrial court held a hearing on the motion.
The State remarked. “This is not a situation where [Defendant] went home with [the vietim]
for lhe first time aud dvscowercd lhal [the wuu:nl was bmlogmlly ] male mm

State argued thnl sexul 1denmy is*a lom,hy subject lhal could m.nlead and bias the j jury
in ways that are not really relevant at all to the facts . .. " Defense counsel countered that
the relative strength of biologicul males and l’:males was televant to self-defense.
Additionally, defense counsel argued, if Defendant testified, “it also goes to his
credibility.” Counsel explained, “it at least goes a little bit to whether [Defendant| was in
fear and how much fear he was in and why.” Counsel expressed concern that if Defendant
chose ta testify, he would have to lie to the jury, “either by omission or just a straight-out
lie." Defense counsel noted that if any jurors were biased against transgender individuals,
their bias would “also appl[y] to [Defendant] who . . . was in a sexual relationship with [the
victim]." Finally, defense counsel suggested he was “fine” with a limitation that he
“mention[] this once in voir dire and once in closing[.]™
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,‘ Dr. Annie Andrews & A -

@AnnieAndrewsMD

This is shameful legislation that does nothing to protect or support
women or children in SC. In fact, itis actively harmful.

1 will always support trans youth. ==

@ Gov. Henry McMaster & @henymemaster - May 17,2022

The Save Women's Sports Act is now the law of the land in South Carolina. We
have to do everything we can to protect the young men and women in our state
who choose to pursue athletic competition, and that’s why | proudly signed
this bill into law yesterday.

150 PM - May 17, 2022
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Defense counsel requested to make a proffer of what Defendant’s
msumouy would have been “{i]f he were allowed to testify completely truthfully and not
restricted by the [cJourt’s ruling.” The prosecutor responded the State would “stipulate™
Defendant’s testimony would be “that there was this added level of fear because he knew
of the sexual identity or the assigned sex at birth of the victim.” The trial court reiterated

Z5-

its ruling that regardless of the victim’s biological sex, “a gun is a dangerous weapon. And
if one is to produce a gun, even if you’re not 71 inches and 200 plus pounds, you produce
a gun that could lead to someone being placed in fear.” The court concluded that a proffer
was not necessary to establish that Defendant “would have testified that he was in fear
because of the victim’s assigned sex at birth.”





