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Good research cancelled. Terrifying 
that the first amendment no longer 

exists in research and in our 
universities

Michael Bailey is a Northwestern University professor of psychology, 
researcher, and an author known for his work on sexual orientation 

and human sexuality. 

Scientific research has had public scrutiny for a long time. But 
Michael's most recent study was placed under so much pressure 

from upset dissidents that the journal formally retracted it. 

Please click the link below to watch this excellent interview by Chris 
Williamson:

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xakINkmU1c0&ab_channel=Chr
isWilliamson

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xakINkmU1c0&ab_channel=ChrisWilliamson
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xakINkmU1c0&ab_channel=ChrisWilliamson


As summarized on Medpage 
– the criticisms and 
response.  The activists 
criticize  good research and 
at the same time promote 
their own poor studies with 
very flawed designs (see 
next slide).

They  (the critics) expressed two key critiques of the paper, which was written by J. Michael 
Bailey, PhD, of Northwestern University in Chicago, and "layperson" author Suzanna Diaz. 
One issue is that it lacks institutional review board (IRB) approval; the other is that it 
replicates "the severe methodological and interpretive flaws of previous research," the 
letter stated.

Notably, critics said, data are based on a "lay survey" by Diaz -- the parent of a transgender 
child -- conducted online at ParentsofROGDkids.com and not intended for scientific 
publication. Recruitment material for the study used "leading and inflammatory language 
that is thoroughly inappropriate for a scientific study," they wrote in the letter.

Bailey told MedPage Today that his institution's IRB said Diaz didn't need to get approval 
for her survey and that he could be a co-author on the paper. While he acknowledged that 
the survey used a "leading and opinionated recruitment blurb" and was subject to 
selection bias and could not be generalized, these limitations were stated in the paper.

"While the paper by Diaz and Bailey -- like all research -- has limitations, it is vital to 
continue to study the ROGD hypothesis," the letter stated. "Ongoing attempts to silence 
any research into the explosion of teens who are now identifying as transgender only 
stands to hurt the very patients the activists are claiming to help -- young gender 
nonconforming people.“

"While the paper by Diaz and Bailey -- like all research -- has limitations, it is vital to 
continue to study the ROGD hypothesis," the letter stated. "Ongoing attempts to silence 
any research into the explosion of teens who are now identifying as transgender only 
stands to hurt the very patients the activists are claiming to help -- young gender 
nonconforming people."

From Medpage Today: https://www.medpagetoday.com/special-
reports/exclusives/104685#:~:text=The%20study%20was%20re-
published%20with%20changes%20in%202019,according%20to%20the%20correction%20n
otice%20on%20the%20article.

https://www.medpagetoday.com/special-reports/exclusives/104685#:~:text=The%20study%20was%20re-published%20with%20changes%20in%202019,according%20to%20the%20correction%20notice%20on%20the%20article
https://www.medpagetoday.com/special-reports/exclusives/104685#:~:text=The%20study%20was%20re-published%20with%20changes%20in%202019,according%20to%20the%20correction%20notice%20on%20the%20article
https://www.medpagetoday.com/special-reports/exclusives/104685#:~:text=The%20study%20was%20re-published%20with%20changes%20in%202019,according%20to%20the%20correction%20notice%20on%20the%20article
https://www.medpagetoday.com/special-reports/exclusives/104685#:~:text=The%20study%20was%20re-published%20with%20changes%20in%202019,according%20to%20the%20correction%20notice%20on%20the%20article


The UK National 
Institute for Health 
and Care Excellence 
(NICE) found no good 
evidence for puberty 
blockers and cross-
sex hormones in 
children.

“In 2020, the UK National Institute for Health and Care Excellence (NICE) undertook two 
systematic evidence reviews of the use of GnRH agonists (also known as "puberty blockers") 
and cross-sex hormones as treatments for gender dysphoric patients <18 years old. These 
reviews were commissioned by NHS England, as part of a review of gender dysphoria 
healthcare led by Dr Hilary Cass OBE. The reviews were published in March 2021.

The review of GnRH agonists (puberty blockers) makes for sobering reading. Its major 
finding is that GnRH agonists lead to little or no change in gender dysphoria, mental health, 
body image and psychosocial functioning. In the few studies that did report change, the 
results could be attributable to bias or chance, or were deemed unreliable. The landmark 
Dutch study by De Vries et al. (2011) was considered “at high risk of bias,” and of “poor 
quality overall.” The reviewers suggested that findings of no change may in practice be 
clinically significant, in view of the possibility that study subjects’ distress might otherwise 
have increased. The reviewers cautioned that all the studies evaluated had results of “very 
low” certainty, and were subject to bias and confounding (SEGM, 2021).

The review of cross-sex hormones identified similar shortcomings in the quality of the 
evidence. The reviewers noted that ’a fundamental limitation of all the uncontrolled studies 
in this review is that any changes in scores from baseline to follow-up could be attributed to 
a regression-to-the-mean,” rather than the beneficial effects of hormone treatment. No 
study reported concomitant treatments in detail, meaning that it is unclear if positive 
changes were due to hormones, or the other treatments participants may have received. 
The reviewers suggested that hormones may improve symptoms of gender dysphoria, 
mental health, and psychosocial functioning, but cautioned that potential benefits are of 
very low certainty and “must be weighed against the largely unknown long-term safety 
profile of these treatments.’”

For the full SEGM article please click the link below:
https://segm.org/NICE_gender_medicine_systematic_review_finds_poor_quality_evidence

https://cass.independent-review.uk/nice-evidence-reviews/
https://cass.independent-review.uk/nice-evidence-reviews/
https://web.archive.org/web/20220414202655/https:/arms.nice.org.uk/resources/hub/1070905/attachment
https://web.archive.org/web/20220215111922/https:/arms.nice.org.uk/resources/hub/1070871/attachment
https://segm.org/NICE_gender_medicine_systematic_review_finds_poor_quality_evidence


Please read the 
article and decide 
for your yourself the 
merits of this study.

Please click the link below to download the full 
redacted article. 
https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1007/s
10508-023-02576-9.pdf

https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1007/s10508-023-02576-9.pdf
https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1007/s10508-023-02576-9.pdf


Study Respondents



Mental Health problems 
preceded the onset of 
gender dysphoria by an 
average four years.



Age of onset



These poor 
children were 
not without 
their issues.



Adjustment prior to 
onset of gender 
dysphoria was not very 
good to say the least.



Functioning got worse after 
social transition. 

No wonder why the activists 
wanted this study cancelled. 
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