Washington Girls’ Sports Vote Faces an Immediate Legal Challenge
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Washington voters approved Initiative 638, restricting transgender girls’ participation in girls’ school sports, but a lawsuit soon challenged the measure before its planned start date. The dispute puts the ballot result and the practical questions of implementation in sharp focus. A separate jury verdict concerning a woman incarcerated in Washington has also renewed attention on safety inside the state’s women’s prison.
Essential Takeaways
The ballot result: Washington’s Initiative 638 received 56 per cent of the vote, according to election results.
A court challenge followed: The ACLU of Washington and the Washington Education Association sought an emergency injunction ahead of the measure’s scheduled 3 December 2026 start.
Implementation remains contested: The lawsuit challenges the measure’s requirements, while the state athletics association said it was preparing to comply if it took effect.
A separate prison case: A unanimous federal jury awarded Mozzy Clark $150,000 in her civil-rights case concerning her placement at the Washington Corrections Center for Women.
Voters approved Initiative 638, then the legal fight began
Washington voters approved Initiative 638 with 56 per cent of the vote. The measure restricts transgender girls’ participation in girls’ school sports, and its scheduled start date left little time for a legal challenge to sit quietly on the sidelines.
The ACLU of Washington brought a case on behalf of TransFamilies and the Washington Education Association, which represents more than 90,000 educators, KATU reported. The lawsuit sought emergency relief before the rules were due to take effect on 3 December 2026.
That fast-moving sequence is the story’s central tension: voters backed a measure, but its requirements and future remain subject to a court challenge. A ballot result can settle what voters chose; it doesn’t, by itself, resolve a legal dispute over how a measure operates.
What the lawsuit says about the sports rules
KATU reported that Initiative 638 includes sex-verification requirements for female athletes. The challengers argue that applying verification rules to girls but not boys amounts to sex discrimination under the Washington Constitution.
There are practical questions, too. Washington’s Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction said it has no formal role in school athletics, though it would share relevant guidance with districts. The Washington Interscholastic Activities Association said it was preparing to comply if the measure took effect, while implementation details remained under legal review.
That leaves schools and families watching two things at once: the lawsuit and any guidance about how the rules would work day to day. For now, the legal challenge adds uncertainty rather than providing a final answer.
A jury verdict brings prison safety into focus
In a separate Washington case, a unanimous federal jury in Tacoma awarded $150,000 to Mozzy Clark, a former inmate at the Washington Corrections Center for Women in Gig Harbor, MyNorthwest reported. Clark alleged that she was placed with an inmate transferred from a men’s prison and that he harassed and sexually assaulted her. Those allegations formed part of her case; the jury’s award was the reported verdict.
MyNorthwest said the award’s allocation and which defendants the jury found liable weren’t immediately clear. Clark’s negligence claims against the Department of Corrections were expected to proceed separately in state court, so the case’s legal picture was not complete.
The verdict gives the prison-safety question a sharp human edge, but it shouldn’t be confused with a decision on Initiative 638. These are distinct disputes, involving different claims and legal processes.
Another prison case is a set of allegations, not a verdict
FAIR says it filed a separate lawsuit with the America First Policy Institute on behalf of Faith Booher-Smith, an incarcerated woman who alleges that a male inmate transferred to the women’s facility attacked her. The organisation says the case challenges the state’s prison-housing practice and raises constitutional questions. Those claims are allegations made by the plaintiffs, not findings established by a court.
FAIR also says the US Department of Justice opened an investigation into Washington’s prison-housing practices after the lawsuit was filed. Its account offers the organisation’s view of the case and the federal response, rather than an independent determination of what happened.
For readers weighing the stories, the distinction matters: the Clark report describes a jury verdict alongside claims made in her case, while FAIR’s account sets out allegations in a separate lawsuit. Keeping those legal stages clear makes it easier to follow what has been decided and what is still contested.
What happens next will shape the measure’s reach
The immediate question is whether Initiative 638 can take effect as scheduled, or whether the lawsuit will delay or block it. KATU reported that the challengers sought emergency relief, while the state athletics association was preparing for possible implementation and reviewing the details.
The election result is clear in the figures reported by The Spokesman-Review: 56 per cent voted yes. But the measure’s practical reach now depends on the legal challenge and the decisions that follow. For families, schools and athletes, that gap between a vote and its day-to-day application is where the uncertainty sits.
The next step is watching the court process and official guidance, rather than assuming the ballot has settled every question.
The vote is only the start of the next chapter
Washington’s result is clear; what the rules mean in practice is still being contested.
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