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U.K. Supreme Court Rules “Man” Means “Man” and
“Woman” Means “Woman”
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In a decision with wide-ranging implications,
the United Kingdom’s Supreme Court ruled
unanimously Wednesday that the nation’s
laws do not consider transgender women to
be actual women.

The court “holds that the terms ‘man,’
‘woman,’ and ‘sex’ … refer to biological sex,”
the justices stated in a press summary of
their decision.

Scotch and Quota
The case concerned a 2018 Scottish law that
set sex quotas to increase the number of
women on public boards. The Scottish
government issued statutory guidance
saying that transgender women qualified as
women for the purposes of that law.

Trina Budge, director of feminist group For Women Scotland (FWS), which took the government to
court over the guidance, cogently argued:

Not tying the definition of sex to its ordinary meaning means that public boards could
conceivably comprise of 50 percent men and 50 percent men with certificates [trans
women], yet still lawfully meet the targets for female representation.

The “certificates” to which Budge referred are officially known as Gender Recognition Certificates
(GRCs). Under a 2004 law, transgender people can obtain GRCs to legally change their gender.

A Scottish court rejected the statutory guidance, so the government tried a different approach. It issued
new guidance stating that the law’s definition of “woman” was the same as that of the U.K.’s Equality
Act of 2010 (EA 2010), which prohibits discrimination on the basis of several “protected
characteristics,” including sex. However, it added the extra wrinkle that possession of a GRC saying one
is female also qualifies one as a woman.

FWS challenged that guidance, too. After Scottish courts denied their appeal, FWS appealed to the
Supreme Court, which accepted, leading to this week’s decision.

The court declared:

The meaning of the terms “sex,” “man” and “woman” in the EA 2010 refer to biological sex,
as any other interpretation would render the EA 2010 incoherent and impracticable to
operate. Therefore, a person with a GRC in the female gender does not come within the
definition of a “woman” under the EA 2010 and the statutory guidance issued by the
Scottish Ministers is incorrect. [Citations omitted.]

https://supremecourt.uk/uploads/uksc_2024_0042_press_summary_8a42145662.pdf
https://apnews.com/article/uk-supreme-court-decision-definition-woman-scotland-1a61bea0c26c13cf34864f696a1a5f0c
https://ttipwatch.net/author/michael-tennant/?utm_source=_pdf
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It explained further:

Interpreting “sex” as certificated sex would cut across the definitions of “man” and
“woman” and thus the protected characteristic of sex in an incoherent way.

Parceling Out Privileges
As should be clear from the above, antidiscrimination law is the root of the problem. By granting certain
groups of people — in the U.K.’s case, those with “protected characteristics” — privileges not afforded
to other groups, the law engenders an antagonistic relationship between the two, leading to their
continual jockeying for power.

Indeed, while the court’s decision is welcome, it does not do away with EA 2010. It simply determines
who gets which piece of the privilege pie. The court noted that its ruling “does not remove protection
from trans people, with or without a GRC.” Those individuals are still free to file complaints alleging
discrimination due to either their transgender status or their perceived sex (“a trans woman can claim
sex discrimination because she is perceived as a woman”).

Cheers and Jeers
FWS, naturally, celebrated the decision. Co-director Susan Smith said:

Everyone knows what sex is and you can’t change it. It’s common sense, basic common
sense, and the fact that we have been down a rabbit hole where people have tried to deny
science and to deny reality, and hopefully this will now see us back to reality.

Author J.K. Rowling, who reportedly donated $92,000 to FWS, also rejoiced, posting on X that she was
“so proud to know” them.

Trans-rights groups, just as naturally, were unhappy with the court. Scottish Trans issued a statement
saying they were “really shocked by” the decision. LGBTQ group Stonewall said the ruling was
“incredibly worrying for the trans community.” And trans activist Ella Morgan — who is, of course, male
— told CNN, “Today, for the first time, I am scared about walking out my front door.”

Legal Transformation
This may seem like much ado about nothing. So what if Scotland has to restrict the women on public
boards to actual women? However, as Al Jazeera reported, “Although the case originally began in
Scotland, the court’s interpretation of the law will be effective across the UK, including in England and
Wales.”

The U.K. government and the Scottish government have accepted the decision and begun reviewing
their policies in light of it.

British Transport Police has already changed its search policy to require suspects to be searched by an
officer of the same sex rather than of their “acquired gender,” wrote Al Jazeera.

A Scottish hospital told Al Jazeera it is “carefully consider[ing] the judgment and its implications” for
the hospital’s suspension of a nurse who objected to sharing a changing room with a trans woman.

More changes to U.K. laws and regulations are expected. Some are welcome; some, such as the

https://thenewamerican.com/us/culture/rowling-christmas-message-there-are-no-trans-kids-x-war-against-madness-continues/
https://x.com/jk_rowling/status/1912478016074027058
https://www.cnn.com/2025/04/16/uk/uk-supreme-court-ruling-definition-woman-intl/index.html
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2025/4/17/trans-women-arent-legally-women-what-the-uk-supreme-court-ruling-means
https://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-14360283/Nurse-suspended-complaining-sharing-changing-room-transgender-doctor-denies-comparing-convicted-rapist-Isla-Bryson.html
https://ttipwatch.net/author/michael-tennant/?utm_source=_pdf
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suggestion that antidiscrimination law be amended to treat trans people as members of their claimed
gender, are not.

Still, the fact that a court in one of the most trans-friendly countries in the world — at least until
recently — ruled that men are men and women are women is worth some measure of applause.
Nevertheless, as Substack columnist John Leake observed:

It’s a testament to how badly reasonable grownups have been beaten down by the insanity
of the last ten years that we now regard the affirmation of this obvious fact as a cause for
celebration.

https://www.thefocalpoints.com/p/uk-supreme-court-holds-that-woman
https://ttipwatch.net/author/michael-tennant/?utm_source=_pdf


Written by Michael Tennant on April 21, 2025

Page 4 of 4

Subscribe to the New American
Get exclusive digital access to the most informative,

non-partisan truthful news source for patriotic Americans!

Discover a refreshing blend of time-honored values, principles and insightful
perspectives within the pages of "The New American" magazine. Delve into a

world where tradition is the foundation, and exploration knows no bounds.

From politics and finance to foreign affairs, environment, culture,
and technology, we bring you an unparalleled array of topics that matter most.

Subscribe

What's Included?
24 Issues Per Year
Optional Print Edition
Digital Edition Access
Exclusive Subscriber Content
Audio provided for all articles
Unlimited access to past issues
Coming Soon! Ad FREE
60-Day money back guarantee!
Cancel anytime.

https://ttipwatch.net/subscribe?utm_source=_pdf
https://ttipwatch.net/subscribe?utm_source=_pdf
https://ttipwatch.net/author/michael-tennant/?utm_source=_pdf

