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“Now is the time to go on offense 
 in offering a compelling vision 

 about the truth of the human person. 
Most parents want that for their children, 

 and our nation needs it.” 

 Ryan T. Anderson



Dear Friends of EPPC:Dear Friends of EPPC:
AS I COMPLETE MY FIFTH YEAR AS PRESIDENT OF EPPC, I feel immense 
gratitude for the privilege of leading such an outstanding group of colleagues 
devoting themselves to the most important questions of our time. A report like 
this one can provide only a brief look at our accomplishments, but 2025 was an 
unprecedented year of success for EPPC in shaping public policy and contributing to 
the renewal of our culture. 

I have argued that the way forward after the Dobbs decision is to move incrementally 
on abortion, helping our fellow citizens see that abortion isn’t good for anyone, mother 
or child. EPPC struck a major blow against the abortion regime in 2025 by exposing 
the dangers of mifepristone, the “abortion pill,” which accounts for nearly two-thirds 
of abortions in the country (please see p. 6). In addition, EPPC has been one of the few 
policy institutes to publicly challenge the shallow consensus on in vitro fertilization 
(IVF) and propose ethical solutions for those experiencing infertility (p. 7). 

EPPC achieved a significant victory against gender ideology when it successfully 
argued that the Trump administration should adopt “sex-rejecting procedures” as 
a more accurate term than “gender-affirming care” (p. 10). What we choose to call 
certain phenomena and procedures is more than mere wordplay. As thinkers like 
George Orwell knew, the battle against ideology is fought through language. 

What is important about these and EPPC’s other achievements last year is not 
simply what we did but also how we did it. Although in this report we present the 
work of distinct programs, our scholars and staff seek to work across programs and 
functions, strengthening each other’s work with their own expertise. Our culture of 
collegiality makes EPPC much more than the sum of its parts. 

Our success does not come cheap, however, especially as we face opponents who have 
far greater resources than we do. Our work is built on the foundation of our donors’ 
generosity, who make sacrificial gifts to benefit others without any expectation of 
personal reward. Thanks to you, we begin 2026 in a better position than ever to take 
advantage of the opportunities and meet the challenges of the coming years. 

Thank you, as always, for joining us in our mission. 

RT

Ryan T. Anderson
President



Highlights

In 2025 2025, EPPC’s 3434 active scholars published 88 books and 719719 articles, gave 

345345 interviews and speeches, and were quoted or cited another 178178 times in print. 

They appeared 5353 times in the Wall Street Journal, New York Times, and Washington Post 

alone, and their 105105 Substack posts received 1.45 million1.45 million views. EPPC’s work 

generated 955,600955,600 organic impressions on social media, and 105,000105,000 policy 

professionals, church leaders, and engaged citizens receive EPPC’s work by email or Substack.

1	 Transforming the abortion fight. Jamie Bryan Hall and Ryan 
T. Anderson’s study revealing that the abortion pill is 22 times more 
dangerous than previously recognized has prompted a review by the FDA. 

2	 Challenging IVF. Arkansas Governor Sarah Huckabee Sanders signed 
the RESTORE Act, based on a model bill by Natalie Dodson. 

3	 Civic excellence. Utah Governor Spencer Cox signed a law to establish 
the Center for Civic Excellence at Utah State University, based on a model 
bill by Stanley Kurtz. 

4	 Countering transgenderism.  Based on the work of Rachel N. Morrison, Eric Kniffin, and Mary 
Rice Hasson, top Trump administration officials, policy experts, and members of the media have 
adopted the term “sex-rejecting procedures” in place of the ideological term “gender-affirming care.”

5	 Presidential appointment. President Donald J. Trump appointed Ryan T. Anderson to the newly 
established Religious Liberty Commission. 

6	 Legal victory. In a lawsuit filed by Eric Kniffin, Washington state agreed to a settlement 
permanently blocking discrimination against clergy. 

7	 Book ban defeated. In response to an EPPC campaign, Amazon lifted its four-year ban of EPPC 
President Ryan T. Anderson’s When Harry Became Sally: Responding to the Transgender Moment. 

8	 Bestseller. Penguin Random House published Clare Morell’s The Tech Exit: A Practical Guide to Freeing 
Kids and Teens from Smartphones, which quickly became a bestseller in several categories. 

9	 New scholars. EPPC strengthened its bioethics, technology, life, and constitutional studies programs 
with the addition of five new scholars, including U.S. Senator Mitch McConnell’s former chief counsel. 

Awards. George Weigel received the Blessed Omelyan Kovch Award for his support of Ukraine; Mary 
Rice Hasson received the Cross Pro Ecclesia et Pontifice for distinguished service to the Catholic Church; 
Erika Bachiochi received a Freedom and Opportunity Academic Prize from the Heritage Foundation; 
Jennifer Bryson received a Richard D. McLellan Academic Prize from the Russell Kirk Center; and  
Noelle Mering was named Franciscan University of Steubenville’s Alumna of the Year.
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LifeLife
Transforming the Abortion Fight

EPPC TRANSFORMED the public discussion of abortion with a 
series of groundbreaking papers challenging the safety of mifepris-
tone—the “abortion pill”—which is responsible for two-thirds of all 
U.S. abortions. In the largest known study of its kind, Director of 
Data Analysis Jamie Bryan Hall and President Ryan T. Anderson 
revealed that women suffer serious adverse events from mifepristone 
22 times more frequently than the FDA currently acknowledges.

Based on EPPC’s work, HHS Secretary Robert F. Kennedy Jr. and 
FDA Commissioner Martin Makary have committed to conduct a 
“complete review” of the abortion pill. Fifty-one U.S. senators, 175 
U.S. representatives, and 22 state attorneys general cited EPPC in 
letters to HHS demanding swift action on mifepristone. EPPC’s 
work on the abortion pill will continue in 2026 and has been cov-
ered in over 1,400 press outlets, including the Wall Street Journal, 
New York Times, Washington Post, and MSNBC. 

Ryan T. Anderson speaks about EPPC’s findings based on 865,000 mifepristone 
abortions from 2017 to 2023. Learn more at eppc.org/stop-harming-women.

“Historic.”“Historic.” —U.S. Representative Chris Smith

“A Bombshell.” “A Bombshell.” 
 —U.S. Senator Josh Hawley 
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Challenging IVF

EPPC HAS BEEN ONE OF THE FEW public policy institutes 
to challenge the shallow consensus on in vitro fertilization 
(IVF). In a first-of-its-kind publication, “Treating Infertility: 
The New Frontier of Reproductive Medicine,” Policy Analyst 
Natalie Dodson and Emma Waters of the Heritage Foun-
dation expose the troubling lack of regulations on assisted 
reproductive technologies and present morally acceptable 
alternatives for women struggling with infertility. 

Dodson and Waters authored model legislation requiring 
insurance companies to cover restorative reproductive 
medicine (RRM), a more effective and less expensive 
alternative to IVF. In April, Arkansas Governor Sarah 
Huckabee Sanders signed the RESTORE Act, based on 

their model, into law. Dodson 
now serves as a senior advisor 
and counselor to HHS Secretary 
Robert F. Kennedy Jr. 

In a new poll from EPPC, Fellow 
Patrick T. Brown revealed that a 
supermajority of Americans have 
deep reservations about embry-
onic screening and other implica-
tions of IVF. Brown’s “5 Things to 
Know about In Vitro Fertilization,” 
a brief for legislators and regula-
tors, counters persistent myths. 

In April 2025, EPPC released a series of papers on infertility, restorative reproductive medicine, 
and assisted reproductive technologies. Learn more at eppc.org/treating-infertility.

for more information contact eppc’s life and family initiative: ethics@eppc.org

life and family initiative

5 Things to Know About  
In Vitro Fertilization (IVF)
Patrick Brown, Ethics and Public Policy Center

Shaping Policy,
Renewing Culture.

Myth: Expanding public funding for IVF will boost birth rates   
Fact: Virtually no nation that has publicly subsidized IVF has seen a subsequent increase 
in birth rates 
Countries like Japan, Hungary, and Australia have implemented public IVF funding, yet their overall fertility rates 
have continued to decline. This is partly because IVF gives some couples a false sense of security, leading them to de-
lay trying to get pregnant, yet IVF success falls rapidly after age 35. The main exception is Israel, which compliments 
IVF funding with a broadly pro-family culture and generous spending on child benefits.  

Myth: Expanding public funding for IVF is uncontroversial  
Fact: The U.S.’ light-touch regulations around assisted reproduction raises questions about 
patient safety and bioethics concerns 
The U.S. has some of the fewest restrictions around IVF in the world; the last major regulation was passed in 1992, 
and most nations require much higher standards of patient care from fertility clinics. Additionally, the U.S. permits 
practices, such as eugenic embryo screening and sex selection, which raise serious concerns and are impermissible 
in many other countries.  

Myth: Expanding public funding for IVF is inexpensive  
Fact: Depending on the way it’s implemented, expanding public subsidy for IVF could 
lead to higher health care costs or raise federal expenditures  
The average cost of an IVF cycle is around $15,000, and many need more than one cycle to successfully become 
pregnant. If insurers are required to cover this cost without co-payments for all who want it, it will lead to a percep-
tible increase in health insurance premiums for workers and families. If the federal government were to assume those 
costs, the fiscal impact would be at least $80 billion over a ten-year budget window.  

Myth: Expanding public funding for IVF is the best way to help couples with infertility   
Fact: Many couples have higher success with restorative reproductive health approaches, 
such as those championed by the MAHA movement  
Many couples struggling with infertility achieve better outcomes through restorative reproductive medicine, such 
as NaProTechnology or hormonal therapies. This fits the Make America Healthy Again agenda, which emphasizes 
holistic solutions and long-term well-being over high-intervention treatments. And while the IRS does currently 
limit tax-deductibility of IVF expenses to married couples, many fertility clinics apply the concept of “social in-
fertility” to provide IVF services to single parents or third-parties.  

Myth: Expanding public funding for IVF is a political winner  
Fact: While polls do show helping couples face fertility is broadly popular, most polls do 
not put that top-line support in context 
Polls tend to show broad support for IVF in theory, but few have polled the question against a backdrop of ethical 
concerns or higher costs. Polling for public benefits often falls when voters are informed about the impact it will have 
on their cost of living. Additionally, despite the attempts to attack President Trump over the politics of reproduction 
into an albatross in 2024, very few polls suggest his discussion of IVF costs were a top issue for many voters.  

1
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above Natalie Dodson (left) attends the 
signing of the RESTORE Act in Arkansas. 
below Patrick T. Brown challenged myths 
and revealed major concerns about IVF.
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Religion and Public LifeReligion and Public Life
Presidential Appointment

IN MAY, PRESIDENT DONALD J. TRUMP appointed Ryan T. 
Anderson to the newly created Religious Liberty Commission.  

The commission is tasked with developing a report by July 4, 2026, on 
“the foundations of religious liberty in America, the impact of religious 
liberty on American society, current threats to domestic religious lib-
erty, strategies to preserve and enhance religious liberty protections for 
future generations, and programs to increase awareness of and celebrate 
America’s peaceful religious pluralism.” 

Texas Lieutenant Governor Dan Patrick and former HUD Secretary 
Ben Carson serve as the chair and vice chair of the commission, respec-
tively. Other members include Cardinal Timothy Dolan, Bishop Robert 
Barron, and Rabbi Meir Soloveichik.

below Ryan T. Anderson 
(far right) in the Oval Office on 
May 1, 2025, for the National 
Day of Prayer.
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Victory for  
Religious Freedom

ON MAY 3, 2025, Governor Bob Ferguson 
of Washington state signed into law a 
bill requiring clergy to report suspected 
child abuse even if they learn about it in 
a penitential communication. The bill 
preserved privileges for attorneys, alcohol 
and drug recovery sponsors, and others. 

Working with Alliance Defending Freedom 
and Spokane attorney George Ahrend, Fellow 
Eric Kniffin filed suit on behalf of four Ortho-
dox churches. In October, Washington state 
agreed to a court judgment and settlement that 
permanently blocks the state from invading the clergy–peni-
tent privilege and discriminating against clergy members. 

During the papal interregnum 
of April and May 2025, copies 

of George Weigel’s essays 
on the challenges facing the 
papacy were made available 

in English, French, and Italian 
to members of the College of 

Cardinals in Rome.  

Conclave CoverageConclave Coverage

Stephen P. White (above left), Mary 
FioRito (top), and George Weigel 

(above right) were interviewed widely 
on the papal election.

above Eric Kniffin has written and spoken widely 
on threats to religious freedom.

 
above Ryan T. Anderson (second from left) participates in a 
meeting of the Religious Liberty Commission in Dallas, Texas. 9



Gender IdeologyGender Ideology
Sex-Rejecting Procedures

MUCH OF THE BATTLE AGAINST GENDER IDEOLOGY is fought through 
language—what we choose to call certain phenomena and procedures. In 
May, Eric Kniffin, Rachel N. Morrison, and Mary Rice Hasson published 
a white paper arguing that HHS should adopt “sex-rejecting procedures” as 
a more accurate term than “gender-affirming care.” Kniffin and Hasson met 
with White House staff to advocate for adoption of the term and drafted a 
coalition letter in favor of the change signed by 44 leading attorneys, health-
care professionals, and policy experts. EPPC distributed the letter to 250 key 
Trump administration officials and Capitol Hill staff.  

By November, HHS was using the term “sex-rejecting procedures” in the 
press release for its major report on treatment for pediatric gender dyspho-
ria. EPPC has continued to build consensus around the term, which has 
been used by top administration officials and appeared in everything from 
opinion pieces to amicus briefs to federal rules. 

person and identity project 
administrative state accountability project

Terminology and Definition:
Replacing “Gender-Affirming Care” 
with “Sex-Rejecting Procedures”
Eric Kniffin, Mary Hasson, and Rachel N. Morrison
May 2, 2025

Shaping Policy,
Renewing Culture.

This proposal offers insight into the terminology that 
policy makers use when discussing medical proce-
dures connected with a so-called “gender transition.”

At present, these procedures are typically referred 
to as “gender-affirming care” or “gender-affirm-
ing treatment.” These terms should be replaced 
because they are biased in favor of gender ideol-
ogy. They imply that the dissonance between the 
transgender-identifying person’s sex and asserted 
identity should be resolved by validating (“affirm-
ing”) the person’s asserted identity and disregard-
ing the significance of the person’s sex. These terms 
also teach that, when packaged as “gender-affirm-
ing care,” disfiguring and damaging pharmaceuti-
cal and surgical interventions are positive, justifi-
able, and beneficial. These implications are false 
and harmful.

Some groups have proposed a new term, “sex-
trait modifications.” But while this term is less bi-
ased towards gender ideology, it fails to convey 
critical distinctions and plays into gender ideology 
advocates’ nondiscrimination arguments.

Instead, this proposal argues that policy mak-
ers should refer to “sex-rejecting procedures.” 
This term is clear and reflects basic biological 
truths that should be front-and-center when dis-
cussing how best to respond to people that ex-
press discomfort with their sex.

This proposal explains why “sex-rejecting proce-
dures” has advantages over other considered alter-
natives. It also argues that, whatever term is used, 
policies and regulations should provide a defini-
tion that focuses on the purpose of the procedures 
and that accurately targets the full scope of “gen-
der-affirming care.”

“Sex-Trait Modification” 
is Problematic Terminology

Some policy groups and a recent HHS Proposed 
Rule have proposed replacing the term “gender-af-
firming care” with “sex-trait modification.” While 
an improvement, this term would create at least 
four significant problems.  

1. “Sex-trait modification” is 
overinclusive because it designates a 
category that includes non-“gender-
transition” medical procedures. 

“Sex-trait modification” is overinclusive because it 
applies equally to “gender transition” procedures and 
medical procedures that address other medical condi-
tions. Many legitimate medical procedures “modify” 
sex traits. Examples include: puberty blockers (to treat 
precocious puberty); hormone therapy (to support 
healthy development and sexual function consistent 
with the patient’s sex); breast reduction (to alleviate 
physical injuries to back, neck, or shoulder resulting 
from disproportionate size); mastectomy (to address 
breast cancer); breast reconstruction (after mastecto-
my); hysterectomy or oophorectomy (to treat endo-
metriosis, fibroids, chronic pelvic pain, or to treat or 
prevent cancer); orchiectomy (to treat testicular can-
cer); and circumcision. Medical procedures to support 
detransitioners also modify sex traits. Contraception 
could also arguably qualify as a “sex-trait modification.”

Because “sex-trait modification” applies equally to 
“gender-transition” procedures and medical proce-
dures that address other medical conditions, the term 

 Photography by H
annah Cam

erota

“In using the term ‘sex-rejecting 
procedures’ . . . HHS appears to 

have adopted the language of the 
Ethics and Public Policy Center.” 

Medscape Medical News 

“The term . . . originates [from] the 
Ethics and Public Policy Center, 

which has been advocating for its 
usage for nearly a year.”

Accountability Journalism Institute

Learn more at 
https://eppc.

org/sexrejecting 
procedures.
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“It’s impossible to overstate the urgency and 
importance of the Person & Identity Project.” 

Archbishop Charles Chaput

Person & Identity Project Director Mary Rice Hasson receives the Cross 
Pro Ecclesia et Pontifice for distinguished service to the Catholic Church.

Fellow Theresa Farnan (right) explains the work of  
the Person & Identity Project.

 Photography by H
annah Cam

erota

Person & Identity Project

IN 2025, THE PERSON & IDENTITY PROJECT (PIP) con-
tinued shaping both pastoral approaches and public poli-
cy on gender ideology and parental rights. PIP published 
the first in-depth Spanish-language Catholic resources on 
gender ideology (left). Taken together, PIP presentations, 
consultations, and resources provide the most compre-
hensive formation available on gender ideology for clergy, 
deacons, teachers, and ministry staff in archdioceses and 
dioceses in the United States and internationally. In addi-
tion to her demanding speaking and consulting schedule, 
Kate O’Beirne Senior Fellow Mary Rice Hasson serves as 
a consultant to the U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops’ 
Committee for Religious Liberty and Committee on Laity, 
Marriage, Family Life, and Youth. 

8,1408,140 attendees at 6464 presentations and 

consultations for 6262 dioceses, churches,  

universities, and other organizationsBY THE NUMBERS

Guía rápida sobre la 
ideología de género 

Documentos Clave de la Iglesia

© PERSON AND IDENTITY PROJECT 2025 |  personandidentity.com

PERSONAS EN RELACIÓN

Somos personas amadas por Dios, creadas en amor, por amor, a su imagen y semejanza. Desde 
nuestros primeros momentos de existencia, estamos en relación con Dios y llamados a relacionarnos 
con los demás. Creados hombre o mujer, somos iguales en dignidad y complementarios en nuestras 
diferencias, hechos el uno para el otro.

LA IDENTIDAD Y LA LEY MORAL

Nuestra identidad más fundamental es como hijo o hija del Señor. Llevamos las consecuencias del 
pecado original, pero hemos sido redimidos por Cristo y estamos llamados a la vida eterna con 
él. Como criaturas con intelecto y voluntad, tenemos la tarea de conocer, amar y servir a Dios. 
Humillados por nuestras debilidades humanas, buscamos vivir en la verdad sobre nosotros y Dios. 
Aceptamos la verdad de la ley moral tal como la enseña la Iglesia, y encontramos la felicidad al 
abrazar la voluntad de Dios para nuestras vidas.

ANTROPOLOGÍA CRISTIANA

Como personas encarnadas, una unidad de cuerpo y alma, nuestro sexo revela la verdad sobre 
“quiénes somos”. Una persona es hombre o mujer y estamos llamados a aceptar nuestra identidad 
sexual como un regalo de Dios (Catecismo de la Iglesia Católica, 2333). Tanto los hombres como 
las mujeres tienen una amplia variedad de sentimientos, intereses, rasgos de personalidad y 
experiencias, pero estos no pueden cambiar o anular la identidad fundamental de una persona 
como hombre o mujer.

PERSONAS ENCARNADAS: HOMBRE Y MUJER

El “sexo” es la organización de todo el cuerpo de la persona para desempeñar una función 
reproductiva. El sexo es binario (H / M) porque la reproducción es binaria: el cuerpo de una persona 
está organizado para producir espermatozoides u óvulos. El sexo de una persona se determina en 
el momento de la concepción y se encuentra en “cada célula” del cuerpo (Instituto de Medicina). El 
sexo no puede cambiar nunca.

“¿Quién soy?” Ésta es la pregunta fundamental en la vida 
de toda persona. Descubrir la respuesta a esta pregunta 
permite responder a otras preguntas clave sobre la vida: 
“¿Cuál es mi propósito en la vida?” “¿Cuál es el significado 
del sufrimiento?” “¿Qué es bueno (o malo)?” Y “¿Cómo voy 
a vivir?” El cristiano considera estas preguntas a la luz de 
nuestra relación más fundamental: con Dios, nuestro Creador. 

ANTROPOLOGÍA CRISTIANA: “¿QUIÉN SOY?” 

View all Spanish-language resources at https://personandidentity.com/resources/spanish-toolkit/. 11



Rule of LawRule of Law
Administrative State 
Accountability Project 

IN 2025, the Administrative State Accountability 
Project (ASAP; formerly the HHS Accountability 
Project) directed by Rachel N. Morrison, expand-
ed its work across executive branch agencies on 
issues affecting health care, education, housing, 
and employment. 

In addition to numerous amicus briefs and pub-
lic comments, ASAP attorneys worked with the 
Trump Department of Justice’s Anti-Christian 
Bias Task Force to remedy the Biden administra-
tion’s disregard for health-care conscience rights 
and its failure to respect religious liberty in the 
rulemaking process. The resulting EPPC public 
report, “Eradicating Anti-Christian Bias: A Re-
sponse to Executive Order 14202”, has led to major 
enforcement and policy actions by HHS’s Office 
of Civil Rights to safeguard federal health-care 
provider conscience rights.

 

No. 25-2575 
════════════════════════════════════════ 

UUnniitteedd  SSttaatteess  CCoouurrtt  ooff  AAppppeeaallss  ffoorr  tthhee  TThhiirrdd  CCiirrccuuiitt  
────────────────────────────── 

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA AND STATE OF NEW JERSEY, 
Plaintiffs-Appellees, 

v. 
PRESIDENT UNITED STATES OF AMERICA; SECRETARY UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES; UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT 
OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES; SECRETARY UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT 

OF TREASURY; UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY; SECRETARY 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF LABOR; UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF 

LABOR; UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Defendants-Appellants, 

and 
LITTLE SISTERS OF THE POOR SAINTS PETER AND PAUL HOME, 

Intervenor-Defendant-Appellant. 
────────────────────────────── 

On Appeal from the U.S. District Court for the  
Eastern District of Pennsylvania, No. 2:17-cv-04540-WB  

(Hon. Chief Judge Wendy Beetlestone, U.S.D.J.) 
════════════════════════════════════════ 

 

BRIEF OF AMICUS CURIAE  
ETHICS AND PUBLIC POLICY CENTER  

IN SUPPORT OF INTERVENOR-APPELLANT 
 

════════════════════════════════════════ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
December 19, 2025 

ERIC N. KNIFFIN 
ETHICS & PUBLIC POLICY CENTER 
1730 M Street, N.W. 
  Suite 910 
Washington, DC 20036 
(202) 682-1200 
ekniffin@eppc.org 
 
Counsel for Amicus Curiae 
 

 

No. 24-297 

IInn  tthhee  SSuupprreemmee  CCoouurrtt  ooff  tthhee  UUnniitteedd  SSttaatteess 
   

TAMER MAHMOUD, ET AL., 
Petitioners, 

v. 

THOMAS W. TAYLOR, ET AL.,  
Respondents. 

   
ON WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO THE UNITED STATES  

COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT 
   
   

BRIEF OF AMICUS CURIAE  
ETHICS AND PUBLIC POLICY CENTER  

IN SUPPORT OF PETITIONERS 
 

   
  ERIC N. KNIFFIN  

   Counsel of Record 
MARY RICE HASSON 
ETHICS AND PUBLIC  
   POLICY CENTER  
1730 M Street N.W.  
Suite 910  
Washington, DC 20036  
(202) 682-1200  
ekniffin@eppc.org 

Counsel for Amicus Curiae 

 

Nos. 23-35560, 23-35585 
════════════════════════════════════════ 

In the United States Court of Appeals  
for the Ninth Circuit 

────────────────────────────── 
CEDAR PARK ASSEMBLY OF GOD OF KIRKLAND, WASHINGTON,  

PLAINTIFF-APPELLANT/CROSS-APPELLEE, 
V. 

MYORN KREIDLER, IN HIS OFFICIAL CAPACITY AS INSURANCE 
COMMISSIONER FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON; JAY ROBERT INSLEE, 

IN HIS OFFICIAL CAPACITY AS THE GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF 
WASHINGTON,  

DEFENDANTS-APPELLEES/CROSS-APPELLANTS. 
────────────────────────────── 

On Appeal from the United States District Court  
for the Western District of Washington 

Civil Case No. 3:19-cv-05181-BHS 
 

════════════════════════════════════════ 
 

BRIEF OF AMICUS CURIAE  
ETHICS AND PUBLIC POLICY CENTER  
SCHOLAR ERIC KNIFFIN IN SUPPORT  

OF DEFENDANTS-APPELLANT’S  
PETITION FOR REHEARING EN BANC 

 

════════════════════════════════════════ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
April 14, 2025 

ERIC N. KNIFFIN 
ETHICS & PUBLIC POLICY CENTER 
1730 M Street, N.W. 
  Suite 910 
Washington, DC 20036 
(202) 682-1200 
ekniffin@eppc.org 
 
Counsel for Amicus Curiae 
 

 

 Amicus Briefs

 

No. 24-3278 
════════════════════════════════════════ 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE THIRD CIRCUIT 

────────────────────────────── 
 

CHRISTIN HEAPS, 
PLAINTIFF-APPELLANT, 

V. 
DELAWARE VALLEY REGIONAL  

HIGH SCHOOL BOARD OF EDUCATION, ET AL.,   
DEFENDANTS-APPELLEES. 

────────────────────────────── 
On Appeal from the United States District Court  

for the District of New Jersey 
 

Case No. 3:24-cv-00107 
════════════════════════════════════════ 

 
BRIEF OF AMICUS CURIAE OUR DUTY 

IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF-APPELLANT 
AND REVERSAL  

 
════════════════════════════════════════ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
July 7, 2025 

ERIC N. KNIFFIN 
ETHICS & PUBLIC POLICY CENTER 
1730 M Street, N.W. 
  Suite 910 
Washington, DC 20036 
(202) 682-1200 
ekniffin@eppc.org 
 
Counsel for Amicus Curiae 
 

 

 

No. 25-952 
════════════════════════════════════════ 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT 

────────────────────────────── 
JENNIFER VITSAXAKI, 

PLAINTIFF-APPELLANT, 
V. 

SKANEATELES CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT; SKANEATELES 
CENTRAL SCHOOLS’ BOARD OF EDUCATION,  

DEFENDANTS-APPELLEES. 
────────────────────────────── 

On Appeal from the United States District Court  
for the Northern District of New York 

 
Case No. 5:24-CV-001155 

════════════════════════════════════════ 
 

BRIEF OF AMICUS CURIAE OUR DUTY 
IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF-APPELLANT 

AND REVERSAL  
 

════════════════════════════════════════ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
June 12, 2025 

ERIC N. KNIFFIN 
ETHICS & PUBLIC POLICY CENTER 
1730 M Street, N.W. 
  Suite 910 
Washington, DC 20036 
(202) 682-1200 
ekniffin@eppc.org 
 
Counsel for Amicus Curiae 
 

 

 
 

 
1730 M Street N.W., Suite 910   Washington, D.C. 20036    

tel. 202-682-1200   fax 202-408-0632    
www.eppc.org 

August 18, 2025 
 
Via Federal eRulemaking Portal 
 
Linda McMahon,  
Secretary of Education 
U.S. Department of Education 
400 Maryland Ave. SW  
Washington, DC 20202  
 
Re: EPPC Scholars’ Comment Regarding Department of Education’s Proposed Priorities, 
Requirements, and Definitions for the Mental Health Service Professional Demonstration 
Grant Program, Docket ID ED-2025-OESE-0153 
 
Dear Secretary McMahon:  
 

We are scholars at the Ethics and Public Policy Center (EPPC), and we write in response 
to the Department of Education’s invitation to submit comments regarding the proposed 
priorities, requirements, and definitions related to the Mental Health Service Professional 
Demonstration Grant Program, authorized under Section 4631(a)(1)(B) of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act of 1965, as amended (20 U.S.C. § 7281(a)(1)(B)). 90 Fed. Reg. 33349 
(July 17, 2025). Our comments are brief.  
 

In general, we support replacing the Notice of Final Priorities, Requirements, and 
Definitions published in the Federal Register on October 4, 2022 (87 Fed. Reg. 60083).  The 
2022 priorities, requirements, and definitions were problematic in so far as they incorporated 
“diversity” and “inclusivity” requirements and removed the requirements for trainees to be 
pursing “licensing” or appropriate credentials for a school psychologist position (permitting 
trainees who sought a credential as an unspecified “school-based mental health services 
provider”). We applaud the new proposed requirement that would limit the use of graduate 
students to those training to be school psychology mental health professionals, thus ensuring the 
best fit with the targeted needs envisioned by the grant. 

 
We specifically support proposed program requirement (d): “Applicants that receive an 

award under this program are prohibited from using program funds for promoting or endorsing: 
(1) gender ideology, (2) political activism, (3) racial stereotyping, or (4) hostile environments for 
students of particular races.” 90 Fed. Reg. at 33351. We are concerned, however, that without 
more clarity applicants could intentionally circumvent the prohibition related to gender ideology 
by quibbling over the definition and scope of what constitutes “gender ideology.” Indeed, many 
prominent psychologist associations are committed to DEI and gender ideology. For example, 
the National Association of School Psychologists (NASP), the professional association for 
school psychologists, is on record as endorsing gender ideology and supporting sex-rejecting 
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September 2, 2025 
 

Via Federal eRulemaking Portal 
 
Susan Frazier 
Acting Assistant Secretary 
Employment and Training Administration 
U.S. Department of Labor 
200 Constitution Avenue NW 
Washington, DC 20210 
 
Re:  EPPC Scholar Comment Supporting DOL Proposed Rule: Prohibiting Illegal 

Discrimination in Registered Apprenticeship Programs (Docket No. ETA-2025-0006; RIN 
1205-AC21) 

 
Dear Ms. Frazier: 
 

I write in support of the Department of Labor’s (DOL) proposed rule “Prohibiting Illegal 
Discrimination in Registered Apprenticeship Programs.”1 I am a fellow at the Ethics and Public Policy 
Center (EPPC), director of EPPC’s Administrative State Accountability Project, and a former attorney at 
the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (EEOC). 
 

The National Apprenticeship Act of 1937 (NAA) authorizes DOL to formulate and promote labor 
standards necessary to safeguard the welfare of apprentices.2 Over the years, DOL regulations related to 
the Registered Apprenticeship Programs have become outdated, burdensome, and violate basic tenets of 
nondiscrimination laws, inhibiting growth of registered apprenticeships. This proposal would revise and 
rescind current regulations to reduce regulatory and administrative burdens and bring the regulations into 
alignment with nondiscrimination law. These changes are long overdue. 
 

Alternative employments pathways, such as apprenticeships, are important options for American 
workers, especially with the exponential growth of college tuition and rising student loan debt. I applaud 
the Trump Administration and the Department of Labor for seeking ways to increase apprenticeship 
programs and help drive innovation and economic expansion in the United States. Below I elaborate on 
my support for the proposed rule and suggest three modifications to improve the rule. 
 
I. Simplifying Nondiscrimination Standard 
 

I support the simplification and streamlining of the existing nondiscrimination regulations into 
one standard. 

 
Federal Laws and Regulations. I support a simplified nondiscrimination standard that requires 

compliance with federal laws prohibiting discrimination on the basis of race, color, religion, national 

 
1 90 Fed. Reg. 284947 (July 2, 2025), https://www.federalregister.gov/d/2025-12317. 
2 29 U.S.C. § 50 et seq. 

Michael Fragoso, former chief counsel to Senate 
Majority Leader Mitch McConnell, joined EPPC’s 
Constitutional Studies program as a fellow in 2025.
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November 14, 2025 

Submitted via email to nchsicd10cm@cdc.gov 

ICD-10 Coordination and Maintenance Committee 
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) 
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services  
200 Independence Avenue SW 
Washington, DC 20201 

Re:  ICD-10-CM Committee and HHS Consideration of Proposed Codes for “Gender 
Identity Disorder, in Remission (Desistance)” 

Dear Committee Members: 

We are scholars at the Ethics and Public Policy Center (EPPC). Mary Rice Hasson is the 
Kate O’Beirne Senior Fellow at EPPC, an attorney, and co-founder of EPPC’s Person and 
Identity Project, an initiative that equips parents and faith-based institutions to counter gender 
ideology and promote the truth of the human person. Rachel Morrison is an EPPC Fellow, the 
director of EPPC’s ASAP, and a former attorney with the Equal Employment Opportunity 
Commission. Eric Kniffin is an EPPC Fellow, member of EPPC’s Administrative State 
Accountability Project (ASAP), and a former attorney in the U.S. Department of Justice’s (DOJ) 
Civil Rights Division. 

We write to offer public comment on the Committee’s and the Department of Health and 
Human Services’ (HHS) consideration of the proposed ICD-10 codes for “Gender Identity 
Disorder, in Remission (Desistance),” copied below, that were presented to the ICD-10 
Coordination and Maintenance Committee during its meeting on September 10, 2025. 

Add the following codes: 

• F64.A   Gender identity disorder, in remission (desistance)  
• F64.B  Post transition Distress 
• Z87.893 Personal history of gender transition, social 
• Z87.894 Personal history of detransition 

Split the current code, “Z87.890 Personal history of sex reassignment” into: 

• Z87.8901  Personal history of sex reassignment, surgical 
• Z87.8902  Personal history of sex reassignment, medical 
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November 20, 2025 
 
Via Federal eRulemaking Portal 
 
Scott Kupor 
Director 
Office of Personnel Management 
1900 E St. SW 
Washington, DC 20415 
 
RE:  OPM Notice “Agency Information Collection Request: Federal Employees Dental and 

Vision Insurance Program Enrollment System, 3206-0272 Renewal” 

Dear Director Kupor: 
 
We are scholars at the Ethics and Public Policy Center (EPPC), and we write to offer brief 

comment on the Office of Personnel Management’s (OPM) notice of “Agency Information 
Collection Request: Federal Employees Dental and Vision Insurance Program Enrollment System, 
3206-0272 Renewal.”1 OPM’s notice seeks approval from the Office of Management and Budget 
for a proposed information collection regarding the Federal Employee Dental and Vision Insurance 
Program (FEDVIP) Enrollment System. OPM issued a prior notice related to this information 
collection on April 25, 2025, which explained that “OPM plans to change information relating to 
gender in this information collection where appropriate” to align with President Trump’s Executive 
Order 14168, “Defending Women from Gender Ideology Extremism and Restoring Biological 
Truth to the Federal Government.”2 One of the two comments received on the April notice raised 
concerns about this change.3 In the current notice, OPM explains that as a federal agency it must 
comply with President Trump’s executive order “requiring forms to list an individual’s sex as male 
or female and not request gender identity.”4  

 
OPM is right to replace “gender” with “sex.” The executive order states that “[i]t is the 

policy of the United States to recognize two sexes, male and female,” and directs federal 
agencies, like OPM, to use the term “sex” and not “gender” in relevant polies, documents, and 
regulations.5  

 
1 90 Fed. Reg. 48510 (Oct. 23, 2025), https://www.federalregister.gov/d/2025-19643. 
2 90 Fed. Reg. 17471, 17472 (April 25, 2025), https://www.federalregister.gov/d/2025-07171. 
3 90 Fed. Reg. at 48510. 
4 Id. 
5 Exec. Order 14168, Defending Women From Gender Ideology Extremism and Restoring Biological Truth to the 
Federal Government, 90 Fed. Reg. 8615 (Jan. 20, 2025), https://www.federalregister.gov/d/2025-02090 (defining “sex” 
for the purpose of Executive Branch interpretation and application of federal law as referring “to an individual’s 
immutable biological classification as either male or female”). 
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December 18, 2025 
 
Via Federal eRulemaking Portal 
 
Kristi Noem 
Secretary 
U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
5900 Capital Gateway Drive 
Camp Springs, MD 20746 
 
RE:  DHS Proposed Rule, “Collection and Use of Biometrics by U.S. Citizenship and 

Immigration Services,” DHS Docket No. USCIS-2025-0205, RIN 1615-AC99 

Dear Secretary Noem: 

I write to offer brief comment on the Department of Homeland Security’s (DHS) 
proposed rule “Collection and Use of Biometrics by U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services,” 
which would amend regulations governing biometrics use and collection.1 I am a Fellow at the 
Ethics and Public Policy Center (EPPC), director of EPPC’s Administrative State Accountability 
Project (ASAP), and a former attorney with the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission. 

 
 The proposed rule would (among other proposals) “grant DHS express authority to 
require, request, or accept raw DNA or DNA test results, which include a partial DNA profile, 
from relevant parties … to determine eligibility for immigration and naturalization benefits, or to 
perform any other functions necessary for administering and enforcing immigration and 
naturalization laws.”2 According to the rule, the use of DNA evidence “may assist in the 
adjudication of certain benefit requests, other requests or collection of information where 
documentary evidence may be unreliable or unavailable.”3  
 

Citing President Trump’s Executive Order 14201 on “Keeping Men Out of Women’s 
Sports,”4 the rule explains that currently DHS “does not have regulatory provisions in place to 
require DNA testing results to prove or disprove an individual’s biological sex as it pertains to 
eligibility for a non-immigrant visa … for certain athletes coming to the United States to 
compete in a sporting event and when documentary evidence may be unreliable or unavailable.”5 

 
1 90 Fed. Reg. 49062, 49062 (Nov. 3, 2025), https://www.federalregister.gov/d/2025-19747.  
2 Id. at 49079. 
3 Id. 
4 Exec. Order 14190, Keeping Men Out of Women’s Sports, 90 Fed. Reg. 9279 (Feb. 5, 2025), 
https://www.federalregister.gov/d/2025-02513.  
5 90 Fed. Reg. at 49079. 
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Constitutional Studies 

EPPC STRENGTHENED its Constitutional Studies program, welcoming Michael 
Fragoso, former chief counsel to Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell, as a fel-
low. Distinguished Senior Fellow and Scalia Chair in Constitutional Studies Edward 
Whelan marked 20 years as the principal author of and a daily contributor to National 
Review’s “Bench Memos” feature. 

above In 2025, Edward 
Whelan’s legal commentary 
appeared in the New York 
Times, Washington Post, 
Guardian, Atlantic, Fox News, 
Reuters, Politico, CNN, NPR, 
and many other media outlets.

left ASAP Director Rachel 
N. Morrison speaks at the 
Federalist Society’s National 
Lawyers Convention.

“ASAP engages in the unsung but essential task of coordinating and submitting 
public comments so that federal agency rules better reflect core American principles.  

Their work is smart, thorough, and servant-oriented.” 
Matt Bowman, Alliance Defending Freedom  13



technology and human flourishing

An Artificial Intelligence Action Plan 
Clare Morell, Fellow, Ethics and Public Policy Center

Shaping Policy,
Renewing Culture.

These comments were submitted to the White House in response to the request for comment it solicited for devel-
oping the White House AI Action Plan. This document is approved for public dissemination. The document con-
tains no business-proprietary or confidential information. Document contents may be reused by the government in 
developing the AI Action Plan and associated documents without attribution.

The great challenge America is facing in the development of artificial intelligence (AI) is the need for inno-
vation and speed for America to have a competitive edge in this industry, while also ensuring American con-
sumers are not harmed in the process. The AI Action plan should hold both goals equally, without compromising 
either: to both enhance and support America’s AI dominance in this new global arms race and to protect Americans 
from the real and grave harms that AI can cause, especially threats to human well-being and to our national security. 

To accomplish this the government must reckon with a deep tension in America’s laissez-faire and national securi-
ty logics: if something must be pursued for national security reasons, let us invest in it, but in that case let us carefully 
govern it in the national interest. If we are not willing to spend federal money on it, an attempt to win the AI race by 
instead allowing private companies to monetize AI products exploitatively on consumers, following the ad-revenue 
model of social media, is a devil’s bargain. The grave choice America must face is whether we pay for AI dominance 
with taxpayer money, or with the brains of taxpayers’ children. I hope the government will choose the former and 
help to channel the AI industry in the right direction, by funding AI development in applications that will enhance 
our national security and promote human flourishing, applications in the hard sciences like medical diagnostics, 
agricultural production, infrastructure building, engineering, and military vehicles and weapons. The alternative is 
allowing the private industry to develop AI in the areas they think will be most profitable for their business. This 
model will result in products that will be highly addictive and exploitative to users, such as romantic and sexually ex-
plicit chatbots preying on teenager brains. Such developments will only sap, rather than build, our national strength. 

My suggestions are by no means exhaustive, but drawing on my specific policy expertise and public policy expe-
rience working on legislation to protect kids from online and digital harm, I offer the following suggested actions to 
be included in the AI Action Plan:

1. The Administration should work with Congress to clarify that Section 
230 Immunity does not apply to Generative AI.

One of the most pressing actions our government 
must take to protect Americans from the potential 
harms of generative AI technologies is to ensure that 
companies responsible for artificial intelligence are 
open to litigation for harms their products may cause 
to consumers. A common means that the government 
uses to hold businesses accountable are laws that cre-
ate or allow for legal liability. Rather than imposing 
a host of burdensome regulations on the front-end 
for an emerging industry, litigation gives companies 
the freedom to innovate while also ensuring that 

innovation does not become unchecked or limitless. 
The threat of litigation for consumer harm compels 
the industry to take certain safety precautions in their 
development, without those precautions being pre-
scribed by the government as to how they are taken. 
It allows the industry, and each individual company, 
to work more nimbly to determine how it will protect 
consumer safety as they develop their product. Rath-
er than prescribing how development must be done, 
litigation threats can effectively curb harm. Some 
minimal regulations for safety standards may become 

TechnologyTechnology
Protecting Children Online

IN 2025, Fellow Clare Morell continued to advance state 
legislation to protect children online. By the end of the 
year, her model legislation had helped bring about age 
verification laws for pornographic websites in 25 states 
and parental consent laws for social media in 10 states.  

EPPC scholars also addressed the challenges posed by 
artificial intelligence (AI). Ryan T. Anderson and Fellow 
Carter Snead drafted and signed a joint statement on AI 
ethics with a coalition of faith leaders and scholars at a 
summit in Rome. Clare Morell proposed an AI action plan 
to support America’s AI dominance while protecting Amer-
icans from genuine harms to national security and human 
flourishing. With Policy Analyst Chloe Lawrence, Morell 
authored new model legislation to establish age restrictions 
for the use of AI companion chatbots. 

top left Ryan T. Anderson 
signs a groundbreaking AI 
ethics statement in Rome. 
left On March 26, 2025, 
Clare Morell testified to 
Congress on the dangers of 
social media.

Learn more at 
eppc.org/ai.
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Chloe Lawrence joined EPPC in 2025 as a policy analyst. She 
previously served as speechwriter and national press secretary 
for U.S. Senator Deb Fischer (R-NE.). Her model legislation, 
the SAFE CHAT Act (Safeguarding Adolescents from Exploit-
ative Chatbots and Humanlike AI Technologies), was pub-
lished in October. Learn more at eppc.org/safe-chat-act.

Clare Morell appeared in 
numerous media and speaking 

venues to discuss her book.

The Tech Exit

IN JUNE, Penguin 
Random House 
published Clare 
Morell’s book 
The Tech Exit: A 
Practical Guide to 
Freeing Kids and 
Teens from Smart-
phones, which 
quickly became 
a bestseller in 
several categories. 
The book expos-
es myths about 
mitigating the 
dangers of smart-
phones and social media for children and reveals 
a better approach, even for children already using 
them. Morell’s media and speaking tour included 
some 60 engagements, from major podcasts and 
radio shows to Fox & Friends and Big Think, as 
well as keynote speeches at conferences, schools, 
and churches.   

“I wish every member of Congress “I wish every member of Congress 
would read this book.”would read this book.”  

 U.S. Senator Josh Hawley 

“Finally, a tech book that  “Finally, a tech book that  
doesn’t pull punches.”doesn’t pull punches.”

Christianity Today 
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FamilyFamily
IN 2025, Patrick T. Brown wrote extensively on the case 
for a family-friendly tax code that doesn’t ignore the fiscal 
realities of the federal deficit. In addition to authoring major 
studies on child care and housing, he produced a state-by-
state resource on the Child Tax Credit for Capitol Hill staff 
and the media (ctcfacts.org).   

Addressing family affordability 
and formation, Brown convened 
a conference that included policy 
discussions with White House, 
executive branch agency, and 
congressional staff, as well as a 
discussion of the portrayal of pro-
life and pro-family efforts, featur-
ing journalists from the New York 
Times, Washington Post, Atlantic, 
Politico, and other publications. 

below Patrick T. Brown (center) speaks at the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development on September 18, 2025.

below Patrick T. Brown pro-
duced a major resource on the 
Child Tax Credit for Capitol Hill 
staff and the media (ctcfacts.org).

ctcfacts.org
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EducationEducation

education and american ideals

General 
Education Act: 
Model Legislation
Stanley Kurtz, Ethics and Public Policy Center
Jenna Robinson, James G. Martin Center for Academic Renewal
David Randall, National Association of Scholars 

Shaping Policy,
Renewing Culture.

Introduction

American universities always have recognized cit-
izens’ authority to shape the educational mission 
of public universities, particularly with respect 
to “general education”—courses prerequisite to 
graduation. Appointed or elected university trus-
tees usually represent the citizenry. Trustees set 
the strategic direction of public universities and 
create or ratify general education requirements. 
From time to time, state legislatures do the same. 
Academic freedom grants professors a large degree 
of authority over the content of their own indi-
vidually designed courses. Yet academic freedom 
does not entitle a professor’s individually designed 
course to be counted toward the fulfillment of a 
general-education requirement. The public’s rep-
resentatives rightly decide that matter.

In the last generation, the American public justly 
has lost confidence in the higher education estab-
lishment’s judgment about general education. They 
no longer wish to defer to faculty and education 
administrators who advance their personal politics 
under the guise of academic expertise. Several state 

legislatures already have begun to exercise their le-
gitimate authority over the content of general edu-
cation; the rest should join suit. The failure of public 
universities to nurture a robust marketplace of ide-
as, the entrenched conflict between the specialized 
research interests of faculty and the educational 
needs of students, and inaction by too many boards 
of trustees, mean that reform is now impossible 
without action by legislators in the public interest.

In the past 60 years, American universities aban-
doned traditional general education requirements 
that gave students shared knowledge of the history, 
civilization, and ideals and institutions of America 
and the West, as well as a proper introduction to 
science, mathematics, and composition. They sub-
stituted distribution requirements, which students 
could choose to satisfy from a cafeteria menu of 
courses, with gravely deleterious effects for the stu-
dents, for the universities, and for America.

The model General Education Act (GEA) proposes 
a thorough reform of the failed system of cafeteria-
style distribution requirements geared to faculty re-
search specialties, rather than to the true requisites 
of liberal education. GEA first creates a new, inde-
pendent School of General Education at a selected 
state university, which will assume responsibility 

THE JAMES G.

FOR ACADEMIC
RENEWAL

MARTIN
CENTER

IN MARCH, Utah Governor Spencer Cox signed a law, 
based on a model bill by Stanley Kurtz, to establish the 
Center for Civic Excellence at Utah State University, 
calling it one of the two “most important bills of the 
2025 legislative session.” Kurtz, whom one prominent 
critic calls a “one-man army against all things woke,” 
wrote and spoke extensively on the bill during the two-
year debate before its passage. Several other states are 
considering bills or reforms inspired by Kurtz’s model. 

The push continues to give K–12 students their own in-
ternet-connected devices, but the evidence is clear that 
it is time to get individual screens out of schools. Fellow 
Clare Morell and Policy Analyst Chloe Lawrence draft-
ed policy recommendations for schools, school districts, 
and states that want to improve student learning.

left Stanley Kurtz discusses antisemitism on 
college campuses. above Stanley Kurtz debated 
higher education reform at Yale University.

Learn more at https://eppc.org/publication/general-education-act-model-legislation/.
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BioethicsBioethics
Assisted Suicide

VISITING FELLOW ALEXANDER RAIKIN continued his groundbreaking inves-
tigative journalism on assisted suicide in the United States and Canada. In a ma-
jor report, “In Contrast to Carter,” he revealed that despite supposed safeguards, 
Canada’s Medical Assistance in Dying (MAiD) regime has produced high rates 
of death among vulnerable people generally. Purportedly intended for the “ter-
minally ill,” assisted suicide is now being approved in increasing numbers for 
the physically disabled and those with only psychological diagnoses. 

Assisted suicide has now been approved in thirteen U.S. states—in three states 
during last year alone. Raikin has also shown that states with long-standing 
laws legalizing assisted suicide, such as Washington, routinely and openly fail 
to comply with statutory reporting requirements on the practice.

In 2025, Raikin’s work was cited in the Wall Street Journal, Boston Globe, Tel-
egraph (UK), National Post (CN), and other major publications. He has been 
interviewed widely by media outlets in the United States, Canada, and the 
United Kingdom. His work on assisted suicide will continue in 2026. 

A Cardus Research Report

In Contrast to Carter
Assisted Dying’s Impact on Canadians with Disabilities

Alexander Raikin
September 2025

above Alexander Raikin produced a report 
on the impact of Medical Assistance in Dying on 
Canadians with disabilities. right Raikin has 

been interviewed widely on assisted suicide in the 
United States, Canada, and the United Kingdom.
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Medicine

IN 2025, EPPC MERGED its bioethics and technol-
ogy programs into a single and expanded Bioeth-
ics, Technology, and Human Flourishing program 
under the direction of Aaron Kheriaty. It is now the 
largest program at EPPC, coordinating the work of 
nearly a quarter of EPPC’s active scholars. 

Kheriaty’s book Making the Cut: How to Heal Modern 
Medicine, was published in September. In telling the 
story of his medical training, he offers a trenchant 
critique of contemporary medical education and the 
U.S. health-care system. The book has been widely 
reviewed, and Kheriaty has lectured and given inter-
views at a range of universities, professional associa-
tions, and media outlets.

left Aaron Kheriaty 
discusses the bioethics of IVF. 
below Kheriaty speaks on 
transhumanism.

“Luminous and unflinchingly candid.”“Luminous and unflinchingly candid.”
Keri O. Brenner, M.D., Stanford University Medical School

“Essential reading for anyone interested “Essential reading for anyone interested 
in how to heal modern medicine.”in how to heal modern medicine.”

Robert P. George, Princeton University 19



PoliticsPolitics
IN 2025, Senior Fellow Henry Olsen continued 
tracking the policy and electoral consequences of 
populist movements in the United States and Eu-
rope. He now regularly contributes to the Wash-
ington Post, New York Post, Washington Examiner, 
National Review, and Brussels Signal, in addition to 
producing his popular weekly podcast Beyond the 
Polls. He regularly advises foreign embassies, includ-
ing those of Austria, France, Norway, and Romania 
on U.S. politics and the rise of global populism.  

Fellow Jennifer Bryson exposed the political weap-
onization of U.S. team sports by governing bodies 
such as the U.S. Olympic Committee, which uses 
its national and international prominence to pro-
mote activist causes. In “Reclaim Team USA Sports 
from Activism,” she argues for the duty to prioritize 
athletic excellence and represent the United States as 
a whole and recommends practical changes in team 
attire and public communication to return national 
sports to its true purpose. 

Reclaim Team USA 
Sports from Activism
Jennifer S. Bryson
Fellow, EPPC
June 2025

Policy Recommendations

or

TEAM USA

?

Listen to all EPPC 
podcasts at  

eppc.org/podcasts.
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New Books by EPPC ScholarsNew Books by EPPC Scholars

The Tech Exit
A Practical Guide to Freeing Kids 
and Teens from Smartphones

by Clare Morell

“Dead-on, deeply human.”   
Abigail Shrier

Making the Cut
How to Heal Modern Medicine

by Aaron Kheriaty

“Captivating, eye-opening.”  
Mollie Hemingway

Victims of the Revolution
How Sexual Liberation Hurts Us All

by Nathanael Blake

“Compelling.”   
Christopher West

Pomp, Circumstance, and 
Unsolicited Advice
Commencement Addresses and 
University Lectures

by George Weigel

“Bracing, insightful.”  
Ben Sasse

Natural Law
Five Views

edited by Andrew T. Walker and 
Ryan T. Anderson

“Academic exchange at its best.”  
Sherif Girgis 

Bread Grows in Winter
By Ida Friederike Görres 

translated by Jennifer Bryson

“A major event.”   
Bishop Eric Varden

Rebuilding Trust
Clergy Morale in the Wake of the 
Abuse Crisis

edited by Stephen P. White

“Thoughtful and erudite.”   
Matt Bloom 

Called to Freedom
Retrieving Christian Liberty in an 
Age of License

by Brad Littlejohn

“A tour de force.”  
R. Albert Mohler Jr.
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ETHOS

Ethos is the quarterly journal of the Ethics and Public Policy Center, presenting the work of our 
scholars to shape policy and renew culture. Donors will receive four issues of Ethos each year in 
which they make an annual contribution of $1,000 or more.

EPPC can also receive funds by wire transfer, in the form of appreciated stock and mutual 
fund shares, or through a bequest or planned gift. 

Please contact Cynthia Searcy at csearcy@eppc.org for more information.

Mail

Checks should be made payable to the 
Ethics and Public Policy Center.

Please mail to:
Ethics and Public Policy Center

1730 M Street N.W., Suite 910
Washington, DC 20036-4548

Online

Scan this QR code with your  
smartphone’s camera or visit  

eppc.org/support.

Join us in our workJoin us in our work
With a donation to the Ethics and Public Policy Center, you 
join us in bringing a true and full account of the human person 

to contemporary questions of politics, law, and culture, in pursuit 
of America’s civic and cultural renewal. We greatly appreciate 

your partnership in our efforts to equip Americans who cherish 
our founding ideals and intellectual heritage to advance human 

dignity in major institutions of American civil society.

23



eppc.orgeppc.org


