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Introduction

Sally Hines

Transgender Identities: Towards a Social Analysis of Gender Diversity
emerges from, and speaks to, recent sociological considerations of ‘trans-
gender.” The term ‘transgender’ denotes a range of gender experiences,
subjectivities and presentations that fall across, between or beyond stable
categories of ‘man’ and ‘woman.” “Transgender’ includes gender identities
that have, more traditionally, been described as ‘transsexual,’ and a diver-
sity of genders that call into question an assumed relationship between gen-
der identity and presentation and the ‘sexed’ body.

This introduction serves three purposes. First it seeks to provide a his-
torical and political context to recent sociological analyses of transgen-
der. In the section titled ‘Transgender Debates: Reflections and Futures’ I
frame some of the central ways in which transgender debates have devel-
oped and changed over time. I consider the different ways in which social
analysis has problematised a medical understanding of gender diversity
as pathological: beginning with ethnomethodology in the 1960s and end-
ing with a discussion of the emergence of ‘transgender studies’ as a dis-
tinct field of scholarship in the late 1990s. Such theoretical considerations
intersect with shifts in political and social movements around gender and
sexuality. Thus I move on to address the relationship between transgender
and feminist and lesbian and gay movements; looking at how trans move-
ments have productively affected these political sites. I end this section
of the introduction by considering the impact of theoretical and politi-
cal developments on law and policy; addressing particularly recent legal
interventions around gender recognition in the UK. Each of these areas is
extensive and each deserving of full-length discussion. These themes are
taken up in the subsequent chapters, which are outlined in the last part
of this introduction.

In the second part of the introduction I turn my attention to ‘a sociology
of transgender.’ I sketch out what such an approach may entail; considering
what sociology has to bring to transgender studies, and moreover, what
transgender studies has to offer sociology. The final part of the introduc-
tion provides an overview of the four parts of the book, and outlines the
main themes and arguments of the forthcoming chapters.
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TRANSGENDER DEBATES: REFLECTIONS AND FUTURES

Theoretical Developments

Sexual historians have illustrated how medicine took an increasingly domi-
nant role in understandings of sexuality during the nineteenth century
(Weeks 1977; Foucault 1978). Alongside homosexuality—and a range of
other non-normative sexual acts—practices that we now discuss as trans-
gendered were separated from heterosexuality and classified as deviant.
The ‘naming’ of gender diverse practices during the first half of the nine-
teenth century produced distinct ways of thinking about gender diverse
individuals. Prior to this, cross-dressing and cross-living practices had
been understood as fetishistic behaviours and described through the terms
‘sexual inversion’ or ‘contrary sexual feeling,” which were applied to non-
heterosexual acts (Ekins and King 1996: 80). Studies by Hirschfeld (1910)
and Ellis (1938) were seminal in distinctly classifying gender diverse prac-
tices. Their work was significant in separating practices of gender diver-
sity from those of sexuality. Moreover, practices of gender diversity were
distinguished from each other. In particular, ‘transsexuality’ was isolated
from ‘transvestism.” The work of sexual reformer Harry Benjamin was
instrumental in distinctly categorising transsexuality and in positioning
surgical reconstruction as the appropriate ‘treatment’ for the ‘transsexual
condition’ (Benjamin 1953). As surgical techniques of gender reconstruc-
tion developed during the 1960s, access to surgery widened. Speaking to
such medical developments, this period witnessed the growth of research
into transsexuality from the fields of sexology (Benjamin 1966), psychol-
ogy and psychiatry (Money and Green 1969). Here, dysfunctional sociali-
sation was identified as the ‘cause’ of transsexuality. Significantly, gender
was conceptualised independently of biological ‘sex.’

Throughout the 1970s the term ‘gender dysphoria’ replaced that of ‘trans-
sexuality’ in medical and psychological writing. Locked into the notion of
‘gender dysphoria’ is the idea of the ‘wrong body,” which suggests a state of
discord between ‘sex’ (the body) and gender identity (the mind). In match-
ing the gendered body and the gendered mind, surgery was (and still is)
positioned as a route to gendered harmony. Here a further shift in under-
standings of gender diversity is witnessed. Rather than a privileging of the
‘sexed’” body, the mind is seen to hold the key to a coherent gendered ‘self.’
The site of pathology was thus transferred from the body to the mind.

The theoretical underpinnings of the notion of ‘gender dysphoria,” which
point to a ‘true’ gendered identity, were first critiqued through the eth-
nomethodological work of Garfinkel (1967). Garfinkel’s (1967) seminal
study of ‘Agnes,” a woman born with both ‘male’ and ‘female’ genitalia,
was written in collaboration with American psychiatrist Stoller. Through a
focus on Agnes’ gendered speech and behaviour, the study examined how
intersex people articulate their chosen gender within the constraints of
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medical gendered discourse. Garfinkel critiqued the pathological assump-
tions that underscored medical and psychiatric thinking by showing how
Agnes exercised agency in her chosen gender; resisting and managing social
and medical stigmatisation. Moreover, Garfinkel linked Agnes’ techniques
of gender management to the wider silent ‘rules’ of gender:

The experiences of these intersexed persons permits an appreciation
of these background relevancies that are otherwise easily overlooked
or difficult to grasp because of their routinized character and because
they are so embedded in a background of relevancies that are simply
‘there’ and taken for granted.

(Garfinkel 1967: 16)

Garfinkel’s work makes an important intervention in shedding light on how
gender ‘rules’ not only impact on intersex people, but work to structure all
gendered subjects. Kessler and McKenna (1978) built on Garfinkel’s work
to further develop social analyses of gender diversity. By the late 1970s
feminist scholarship had identified gender as a constraining mechanism
and multi-faceted feminist studies were examining how gendered norms
impacted upon women’s experiences. As a result of feminist theory, the
social sciences were increasingly conceptualising ‘gender’ as a social con-
struction. Yet it was still generally assumed that ‘sex’ was a fixed biological
determinant. Notably, Kessler and McKenna (1978) posited that ‘sex’ was
as equally constructed as were the social characteristics of masculinity and
femininity. Viewing certain body parts as essentially male or female, they
argued, was a social and cultural process. This significant theoretical devel-
opment drew attention to ways in which ‘sex’ and ‘gender’ were collapsed
in academic discourse.

Ethnomethodology provided an important critique of the pathological
positioning of gender diverse people within dominant medical frameworks.
It recognised the social construction of gendered bodies, and was attentive
to the subjective understanding and negotiation of gender norms. While
the potentials of moving between the categories of gender are brought
into being, though, it is only possible to move from one gender category to
another within this analysis. As Kessler and McKenna later acknowledged,
the binary framework of early ethnomethodological studies are thus lim-
ited for contemporary social understandings of gender diversity?:

What we did not consider 25 years ago was the possibility that some-
one might not want to make a credible gender presentation-might not
want to be seen as clearly either male or female. [ . . . | In other words,
we did not address what has come to be called ‘transgender.” Transgen-
der was neither a concept nor a term 25 years ago. Transsexual was
radical enough.

(Kessler and McKenna 2000)
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Throughout the 1980s plural feminist approaches attended to the com-
plexities of gender and to its relationship with sexuality. Whilst radical
feminists have argued that sexuality is key to theorising gender—thus
understandings of gender are developed from experiences of sexuality
(MacKinnon 1982), other feminist writers have foregrounded gender in
theorising the relationship between sexuality and gender—here experiences
of sexuality are determined by experiences of gender (Jackson 1999). A dif-
ferent approach to the relationship between gender and sexuality has been
developed by theorising gender and sexuality as distinct but overlapping
categories (Hollibaugh 1989; Rubin 1989; Vance 1989; Sedgwick 1990).
This framework distinguishes between gender and sexuality in order to
independently theorise gender and sexual difference. Although this body of
work did not explicitly address transgender, it was significant for develop-
ing accounts of gender plurality in which erotic desire does not automati-
cally fit preconceived binary identities of either gender (man/woman) or
sexuality (homo/hetero).

The development of poststructuralist feminist theory and queer theory
through the 1990s brought issues of gender and sexual plurality to the fore.
In taking the discursive formations of gender and sexuality as their starting
point, these approaches have engaged directly with transgender. Butler’s
(1990) work is central here. Echoing Kessler and McKenna (1978), Butler
argues against a biological understanding of ‘sex.” Rather, ‘sex’ is socially
and culturally produced. Poststructuralist feminist interventions were key
to developing analytical frameworks that moved beyond an understand-
ing of gender as a binary opposition (man/woman). Alongside post-colo-
nial theory, this body of work brings a richer understanding of gender as
socially relational; enabling a more complete analysis of ‘difference’ across
and between gender categories. Moreover, poststructuralist work advanced
feminist analyses of gender as a social experience by focusing attention
on how ‘gender’ is discursively produced. Thus gender is understood as a
central categorising device. From here on in, the gender binary is concep-
tualised as a social and political organising principle.

In similar ways, the development of queer theory moved forward social
constructionist accounts of sexuality. Seidman (1996) traces the influ-
ence of social constructionism on lesbian and gay studies; pointing out the
agenda of lesbian and gay studies to [ . . . | explain the origin, social mean-
ing, and changing forms of the modern homosexual’ (Seidman 1996: 9).
As feminists mapped the social factors that impacted upon the experience
of women, lesbian and gay scholars examined the social production of a
modern homosexual identity. Queer theory, as Seidman notes, shifted the
focus from an explanation of modern homosexuality to a discursive inter-
rogation of the hetero/homosexual binary; bringing a shift from ‘a politics
of minority interest to a politics of knowledge and difference’ (Seidman
1996: 9). It is the latter departure—a politics of difference—that brought
theories of sexuality into conversation with transgender.
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Queer theory argues against the representation of identity categories
as authentic. Rather, identities are unstable and multiple. Queer theo-
ry’s politics of difference seeks to dissolve the naturalisation of domi-
nant identities and to challenge the pathologisation of minority identities.
From a queer framework, transgender cultures are seen to rupture domi-
nant identity categories; as I have argued elsewhere (Hines 2005, 2007),
queer theory has often highlighted transgender as epitomising categorical
instability. Queer theory thus embraced transgender practices as a decon-
structive tool.

Throughout the 1990s trans scholars engaged with the theoretical
debates of feminism, lesbian and gay theory and queer theory; providing
explicit critiques of medical discourse and practice. ‘Transgender Studies’
is interdisciplinary (including academic fields as diverse as the humanities,
arts, sociology, psychology, law, social policy, literature, anthropology,
history and politics) and intertextual (often mixing academic scholarship
with autobiography and political commentary). While some trans writers
(for example, Stone 1991; Bornstein 1994) reflected a queer subjectivity in
positioning themselves outside of gender, many trans scholars have been
critical of queer theory’s lack of material analysis. Reflecting this critique,
Whittle states:

It is all very well having no theoretical place within the current gen-
dered world, but that is not the daily lived experience. Real life affords
trans people constant stigma and oppression based on the apparently
unreal concept of gender. This is one of the most significant issues that
trans people have brought to feminism and queer theory.

(Whittle 2006: xii)

In arguing for a reinstatement of materiality in analyses of transgender,
Whittle’s intervention is deeply political. As I suggest later in this intro-
duction, his emphasis on ‘lived experience’ is requisite for a sociology of
transgender. Whittle’s points here are also significant in indicating how
trans scholarship developed through and alongside trans politics. Indeed,
the broad theoretical developments around gender and sexuality that T have
outlined in this section are each tied up with shifting understandings and
methods of organising within political and social movements. It is these
shifts to which I now turn.

POLITICAL DEVELOPMENTS

It is unfeasible to isolate the development of theories around gender and
sexuality from the politics of these social movements. Thus developments
in feminist theory interweave with the histories of feminism as a politi-
cal movement, while the disciplines of lesbian and gay theory and queer
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theory reflect shifts in social movements around sexuality. Further, as I
will address, the development of transgender studies over the last decade is
inseparable from the growth of a visible trans movement.

The relationship between feminism and transgender has been far from
smooth. In the 1980s, Janice Raymond’s (1980) critique of trans women as
servile constructions of a patriarchal medical system instigated a politics of
hostility towards trans people. More recently, other feminist writers (Jef-
freys 1997; Greer 1999; Bindel 2003, 2004) have supported Raymond’s
proposition that trans practices are inherently un-feminist. At the core of
feminist discussions around trans femininity is the concept ‘woman.’ As
Feinberg states:

The development of the trans movement has raised a vital question
that’s being discussed in women’s communities all over the country.
How is woman defined? The answer we give may determine the course
of women’s liberation for decades to come.

(Feinberg 1996: 109)

In addressing the marginalised histories, experiences, and social and politi-
cal demands of women, the women’s movement applied ‘woman’ as a fixed
category, which was distinct from ‘man.” For the most part, feminism has
assumed an inherent identity, understood through the category ‘woman.
“Woman’ not only initiated feminist interests and goals, it also constituted
the subject for whom political representation was pursued. Questions around
the position of trans women within feminism cut to the heart of discussions
around the constitution of ‘woman.’ In problematising a unified concept of
gender, trans practices challenge feminist politics of identity. Strands of radi-
cal feminism responded to these complexities by defending the category of
‘woman’ through recourse to both biological ‘sex’ and gendered socialisation
(Raymond 1980; Jeffreys 1997; Greer 1999; Bindel 2003). From either basis,
trans women were not ‘real” women. Trans women, therefore, could not be
feminists and had no place in the ‘women’s’ movement.

Autobiographical and activist work by trans writers (Stone 1991; Fein-
berg 1992; Bornstein 1994; Riddell 1996; Califia 1997; Wilchins 1997)
has articulated the ways in which trans people were excluded from femi-
nist movements during the 1980s and 1990s. Riddell explicitly links the
publication of Raymond’s (1980) book to the emergence of a wider anti-
transgender feminism; setting out the personal and political consequences
of such a politics:

My living space is threatened by this book. [ .. . ] its attacks on trans-
sexual women, its dogmatic approach and its denial that female experi-
ence is our basic starting point are a danger signal of trends emerging
in the whole women’s movement.

(Riddell, cited in Ekins and King 1996: 189)
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Recent empirical research into the relationship between transgender and
feminism (Hines 2007) has articulated the impact of exclusionary politics
on the lives of both trans women and trans men. While trans women were
positioned as ‘outsiders’ because they were not ‘born women,” trans men
were often viewed as feminist traitors; the argument being that, in tran-
sitioning, they were denouncing their feminist politics for male privilege
(Halberstam 1998; Monro and Warren 2004; Hines 2005, 2007).

Writing against a politics of identity based upon gendered authentic-
ity, trans scholarship and activism has mapped out the common ground
between feminism and transgender (Rubin 1996; Hale 1998; Cromwell
1999; Wilchins 2002; Koyama 2003; Monro and Warren 2004; Hines
2005). Hale (1998), for example, discusses how the themes of bodily auton-
omy and freedom of choice run through both feminist and transgender
politics. Wilchins (2002) draws parallels between the projects of feminism
and transgender; proposing that transgender has much to offer feminism:

‘gender-queerness’ would seem to be a natural avenue for feminism to
contest Woman’s equation with nurturance, femininity, reproduction:
in short to trouble the project of Man.

(Wilchins 2002: 57)

In discussing the role of trans men in feminism, Cromwell also suggests
that transgender has much to bring to feminism:

Female-to-male transpeople constitute a prime subject for feminist
thought and methods, if for no reason than being born biologically fe-
male or assigned at birth as female. Feminists should be concerned that
male-dominated discourses have made female-to-male transpeople vir-
tually invisible.

(Cromwell 1999: 9)

For Rubin, such mutuality requires dislodging gender biology or socialisa-
tion as cornerstones of identity—what he terms an ‘ideal feminist identity
paradigm,’ (1996: 308). Alternatively, Rubin proposes an ‘action paradigm’
in which feminist identity arises out of political commitment rather than
female biology: ‘“Womanhood” is no longer a necessary, nor sufficient
qualification for feminist identity. A feminist is one who acts in concert
with feminist ideals’ (Rubin 1998: 308). A feminist identity thus arises
from political commitment, not gendered biology or history.
Corresponding with feminist communities, there is a history of exclu-
sion of trans people within lesbian and gay cultures. In the 1960s, trans
people played a visible role in pivotal moments of lesbian and gay liberation
such as the ‘Stonewall riots,” and worked alongside lesbian and gay activ-
ists to form seminal organisations such as ‘Gay Activists Alliance’ and the
‘Gay Liberation Front’ (Wilchins 2002, 2004; Hines 2009). Yet, as Devor
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and Matte argue, their involvement has been marginalised in lesbian and
gay histories:

People who are today known as transgendered and transsexual have
always been present in homosexual rights movements. Their presence
and contributions, however, have not always been fully acknowledged
or appreciated.

(Devor and Matte 2006: 387)

During the 1970s, lesbian and gay organisations increasingly adopted a
politics of social reform. Trans people were seen to be a political liability to
this assimilationist agenda; as explicitly illustrated by the recollections of
US activist Matt Foreman:

There was a time when nobody wanted to even mention transgender
issues or have transgender people accompany you on lobbying visits to
members of your state assembly because that was pushing the envelope

too far [ ... ] There was a myth in our community, and frankly I was
part of that myth, that including transgender people would set our
cause back.

(Foreman quoted by Leff n.d.)

While identity-based feminist politics developed around the uniform con-
cept of ‘woman,’ lesbian and gay identity politics were based around the
shared experiences of ‘lesbians’ and ‘gay men.” However, these sexual iden-
tity categories were understood through gender: so that a lesbian identity
mapped onto a female body and a gay male identity that of a male body.
Moreover, sexual identity categories did not simply denote the gender of the
identifying subject, but also that of her/his object of desire: thus a ‘lesbian’
desired ‘women’ and a ‘gay man’ desired ‘men. As much trans scholar-
ship has addressed, trans identities problematise straightforward readings
of the relationship between gender and sexuality; showing the limitations
of sexual identity categories as well as those of gender (Devor 1989; Fein-
berg 1996; Nataf 1996; Halberstam 1998; Cromwell 1999; Monro 2005;
Boyd 2006; Devor and Matte 2006; Schrock and Reid 2006; Stryker 2006;
Hines 2007; Sanger 2008). Thus as transgender complicated the notion of
a universal gender identity, it challenged a unitary notion of sexuality. As
Devor and Matte (2006) detail:

Homosexual collective identity, especially in the days before queer pol-
itics, was largely framed as inborn, like ethnicity, and based primarily
on sexual desires for persons of the same sex and gender. However,
such definitions make sense only when founded on clearly delineated
distinctions between sexes and genders. It becomes considerably harder
to delineate who is gay and who is lesbian when it’s not clear who is
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male or a man, and who is female or a woman. Like bisexual people,
transgendered and transsexual people destabilize the otherwise easy
divisions of men and women into categories of straight and gay because
they are both and/or neither. Thus there is a long standing tension over
the political terrain of queer politics between gays and lesbians, on the
one hand, and transgendered and transsexual people, on the other.
(Devor and Matte 2006: 387)

As trans scholars and activists countered the exclusion of trans people
from feminist communities, they sought to carve out a cooperative politics
of sexuality. Rubin (1992) appealed for a greater tolerance towards trans
people within lesbian and gay communities and traced historical points of
commonality between these communities. Feinberg (1996) also argued for
a coalition politics in support of transgender civil rights. For Stryker, the
‘transgender phenomena’ productively invites: ‘[ ... ] queer studies, and
gay and lesbian communities, to take another look at the many ways bod-
ies, identities and desires can be interwoven’ (Stryker 2006: 8).

While empirical research (Hines 2007; Sanger 2008) points to exclu-
sions of trans people in feminist and lesbian and gay communities, it also
evidences how, more recently, these communities are moving towards a
more inclusive politics. The shift away from restrictive gender identity
politics within feminism, then, is mirrored by less restrained understand-
ings of sexual identity politics (Hines 2009). As I have argued elsewhere
(Hines 2005; 2007), queer politics may be encouraging both contemporary
feminism and political movements around sexuality to pay greater atten-
tion to gender variance. Moreover, as this discussion has indicated, a move
towards diversity within feminist and sexual political movements came out
of the interventions of trans activists.

Stryker (2006) traces the advent of transgender studies to two publi-
cations from the early 1990s. First, Sandy Stone’s (1991) Posttranssexual
Manifesto called for transsexuals to leave behind claims of authenticity and
to come out as trans men and women. Second, in a political pamphlet enti-
tled Transgender Liberation: A Movement Whose Time Has Come, Leslie
Feinberg (1992) envisaged a united movement of all individuals who fell
outside gendered social conventions and embodied norms. In turn, these
publications reflected the organisation of a visible trans movement beyond
the academy; demonstrating again how theory and politics interconnect.

The emergence in the US of what Stryker terms “politicized communities
of identity’ (Stryker 2006: 5) is evident throughout the 1990s in the for-
mation of activist groups such as “Transgender Nation’ and ‘FtM Interna-
tional,” community cultural productions such as the zines ‘Gender Trash’ and
‘The Transsexual News Telegraph,” and trans community activism around
AIDS (Stryker 1996). In the UK, the trans political lobbying group ‘Press for
Change’ was formed after trans man Mark Rees lost his case for the rights to
privacy and marriage in the European Court of Human Rights. The decade
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also witnessed the growth of trans support groups. In developing commu-
nity networks of care, these groups articulated a movement-based critique
of a medical system of care (Hines 2007). The growth of home computers
was also significant in bringing together a ‘[ . .. | geographically dispersed,
diverse trans community [ . . . |’ (Whittle 1996: xii).

The conceptual, cultural and social shifts discussed here form the back-
drop to significant legislative developments in recent years. In the US, debate
over the inclusion of gender identity in the ‘Employment Non-Discrimina-
tion Act’ (ENDA) continues, while in the UK, the ‘Gender Recognition Act’
(2004), enables transgender people to change their birth certificates and to
marry in their gender of choice. Much then has changed since this intro-
duction’s point of departure in the nineteenth century. The key intersect-
ing shifts that T have identified here are the ‘queering’ of both theory and
politics of gender and sexuality; the emergence of a visible trans movement;
and a changing social and political climate in the UK, Europe and the US,
which has led to legal recognition of the rights of trans people.

This book arises from, and reflects, the growing interest in practices of
gender diversity within the social sciences. This book seeks to consider the
social dynamics of gender diversity through a range of inter-connected eth-
nographic, theoretical and policy questions. From this juncture, the book
has two central aims. First it strives to give voice to the breadth and vari-
ety of sociological studies emerging around transgender; reflecting original
work that addresses current social, cultural and legal shifts around gender
and sexuality. Second, it seeks to articulate and develop a distinctly socio-
logical perspective on gender diversity. With these points in mind, I move
on to consider what a sociology of transgender might look like.

A SOCIOLOGY OF TRANSGENDER

Throughout the 1990s much of the scholarly work on transgender was
developed out of the field of humanities, particularly in the US (for exam-
ple, Devor 1989; Butler 1990; Epstein and Straub 1991; Stone 1991; Gar-
ber 1992; Prosser 1998; Wilchins 1997; Halberstam 1998; Stryker 1998;
Cromwell 1999). This body of work was instrumental in questioning medi-
cal constructions of transsexuality and, thus, in challenging the patholo-
gisation of trans people. Moreover, these wide-ranging analyses focused
attention on a diversity of non-normative gendered practices; illuminating
the weakness of a binary gender model. Since then, scholarly work on trans-
gender from the humanities and social sciences has developed at a rapid
pace. The socio-biological focus on transsexuality evident in medical and
psychological approaches has been challenged. Rather than concentrating
on aetiologies of gender diversity—as do medical and psychological stud-
ies of transsexuality—considerations of transgender from disciplines such
as sociology, social policy, gender studies, sexuality studies, law, politics,
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human geography, cultural studies and anthropology, attend to cultural,
legal and spatial configurations of transgender, and to the social experi-
ences and concerns of trans people themselves.

Over the past decade, analyses of transgender have moved from the mar-
gins and transgender studies has established itself as one of the most cre-
ative sites of debate within gender and sexuality studies. As the previous
discussion addressed, the interventions of trans scholars affected strong
critiques of the organising principles and theoretical signifiers of feminism
and lesbian and gay theory/politics, and articulated the productive chal-
lenges of transgender for feminist and queer theory and politics. The pre-
ceding discussion also mapped the ways in which transgender has emerged
as a subject of increasing social, cultural and legal interest. Alongside a
‘cultural turn to transgender’—signified by a rising focus on transgender
within the media and popular culture—shifting attitudes towards trans-
gender people are evident in law (Hines 2007). These social, cultural and
legislative developments reflect the ways in which transgender is acquiring
increasing visibility in contemporary society, and mark transgender as an
important and timely area of social and cultural inquiry.

Sociological scholars have begun to turn their attention to practices
of gender diversity. The publication of several sole-authored monographs
(Ekins 1997; Ekins and King 1996, 2006; Monro 2005; Hines 2007) and
a recent Reader (Stryker and Whittle 2006) reflect a flurry of academic
interest in transgender from social scientists. Further, there are numerous
doctoral and post-doctoral projects on transgender in progress in universi-
ties across the UK, Europe and the US.

‘Identity’ has long been a building block in the sociological project to
link the individual and society. From here on in, gender identity—alongside
identity markers such as class and race, and more recently, sexuality—has
featured as a primary site of sociological investigation. As Gilroy states,
from a sociological perspective, ‘we live in a world where identity matters.
It matters both as a concept, theoretically, and as a contested fact of con-
temporary political life.” (Gilroy 1997: 301) Sociology, then, has utilised the
concept of identity in order to examine dimensions of social inequality, and
to explore the relationship between structure and agency in the formation
of collective identities. Further, the influence of post-structuralism affected
an, albeit controversial, ‘cultural turn’ in sociology. As Friedland and Mohr
elaborate:

Problems of meaning, discourse, aesthetics, value, textuality, and nar-
rativity, topics traditionally within the humanists’ purview, are now
coming to the fore as sociologists increasingly emphasize the role of
meanings, symbols, cultural frames, and cognitive schema in their the-
orizations of social process and institutions. This is happening across
the intellectual landscape.

(Friedland and Mohr 2004: 1)
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Considering these developments, it is noteworthy that sociological analyses
of gender diversity are a very recent development. Sociological work on
gender—and sexual—identity formation and experience has, in the main,
taken the gender binary as read.? Despite poststructuralism’s stress on the
discursive production of power, then, and the turn to ‘difference’ within
post colonialist scholarship and queer theory, until recently, the gender
binary has been naturalised within social theory.

Transgender raises questions about the formation of all gender identi-
ties; particularly concerning the extent to which we can shape and re-shape
individual and collective identities. These matters are central to sociologi-
cal concerns around identity broadly, and, more specifically, key to debates
around contemporary gender and sexual identities and the materiality of
the body within gender and sexuality studies. Transgender has much, then,
to bring to social analysis. Conversely, sociology provides a pertinent site
through which to consider key conceptual and substantive issues around
transgender.

A ‘sociological imagination’ (Mills 1959) links individual experience to
social institutions, and sheds light on how experience is culturally and histor-
ically situated. Such epistemological and ontological considerations provide
productive theoretical tools through which to examine transgender. Linking
‘experience’ to social and cultural formations enables a material and corpo-
real analysis of transgender that avoids indiscriminate projections of fluid-
ity or autonomy. An emphasis upon gender as socially relational, as well as
peformatively constructed, is particularly important in accounting for gender
identities that are subjectively positioned as neither fluctuating nor unstable,
but, rather, as corporeally experienced. Moreover, an analysis of ‘lived expe-
rience’ not only brings richer possibilities for theory-building, it also enables
a political project that works to shed light on systems of oppression within
dominant frameworks of social organisation.

A sociology of transgender requires that practices of gender diversity
are analysed in relation to wider social positionings and divisions, and
should work to counter universal theorising; what Roen (2001) describes
as the ethnocentrism of much trans theory. A sociological analysis should
not work to simply ‘add in’ variables of class, gender, race, ethnicity, loca-
tion, age, sexuality, and so on, but needs to critically attend to how struc-
tures of difference are mutually constructed and lived out in the ‘everyday.’
Much work on transgender has lacked such an intersectional analysis with
the effect that ‘trans people’ are often represented as only that—as only
trans. Hence trans people are disconnected from their intimate, material,
geographical and spatial surroundings, and from other significant social
signifiers. This problematic is not only (mis)representational, it also acts to
homogenise and de-politicise. Thus privileging/de-privileging forces, such
as the economic resources to pay privately for surgery, geographical access
to ‘trans friendly’ social spaces, levels of support from intimate networks,
which structure transgendered experiences are unaccounted for.
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These considerations link to a further strength of a sociology of trans-
gender: the development of theory through empirical research. This enables
a move beyond the representational; as Plummer argues ‘There are impor-
tant studies to be done in the empirical world, and an obsession with texts
is dangerous indeed. It is time to move beyond the text—and rapidly’ (1998:
611). Similar concerns are evident in calls for non-representational theory
within critical human geography. From this position, Thrift discusses non-
representational theory as ‘[ ... ] a radical attempt to wrench [research]
out of contemplative models of thought . .. and towards theories of prac-
tice which amplify the potential flow of events’ (Thrift 2000: 556). Yet
this development does not, I believe, have to signpost a move beyond or
away from discourse. In arguing against a dichotomous political theorising
that seeks to emphasise ‘redistribution’ over ‘representation,™ Butler (1995)
stresses the unstable and interconnected relationship between the material
and the cultural (or discursive). From this position, empirically grounded
theory can be developed from a framework that is attuned to the intersec-
tions of discursive and material formations. Such a methodology may serve
as a corrective to textual analyses of transgender that, again, often evade
‘lived experience,” as well as enabling an intersectional consideration of
transgender as previously discussed .

In taking a sociological perspective of transgender as the framework of
the collection, this book has much in common with the move towards mate-
riality within deconstructive approaches to gender and sexuality (Seidman
19965 Weed and Schor 1997; Monro 2005; Richardson, McLaughlin and
Casey 2006; Hines 2007; Taylor 2007; 2009). While influenced by poststruc-
turalist deconstructions of binary categorisations, such a framework maps
the formations of power within and through gender and sexual categories.
From this juncture, this book explores the ways in which (trans) gender shifts
feed into wider theoretical debates around the meanings of gender, sexuality
and embodiment, and considers the challenges transgender projects bring to
current discourses around gender and sexuality. These debates are central
to contemporary sociological theory. In empirically addressing the forma-
tion of collective identities, the book also examines the relationship between
transgender communities and the history and contemporary organisation of
lesbian and gay activism, queer and feminist politics and spaces.

Existing theoretical and empirical work foregrounds this project. In
mapping a diversity of transgender practices in contemporary society, the
body of work developed by Ekins and King has employed a sociological
imaginary that is finely attuned to diversities amongst, and lines of connec-
tion between, transgender identities. Hird (2000, 2006) is also concerned
with developing a social analysis to account for gender variance. In trac-
ing the different ways that transsexuality has been conceptualised, Hird
examines how intersexed and transsexed bodies bring binary frameworks
of sex and gender into question. Such issues, Hird (2002) argues, are deeply
sociological. Monro’s (2005) notion of gender pluralism is also significant
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in developing a social model of gender as a spectrum. Also influencing
this book are calls for a queer sociology (Seidman 1996; Roseneil 2000;
Hines 2007) and Namaste’s (2000) proposal of a poststructuralist sociol-
ogy. These frameworks seek to develop approaches to gender and sexual
difference by grounding deconstructionist analyses within a sociological
framework.

This book aims to go beyond simply ‘showcasing’ new identities. Rather,
the identities explored throughout the book have implications for under-
standing and living gendered lives more widely in the twenty-first century.
Furthermore, these emerging identities have key significance for the future
developments of theory on gender and sexuality. Sociological studies of
transgender lives offer the tools to transform existing theories of gender
and sexuality.

AN OVERVIEW OF THEMES AND CHAPTERS

The book is organised around four themes: Emerging Identities; Trans
Governance; Transforming Identities; Transforming Theory, which reflect
the overarching concerns of the book.

First, the book seeks to consider the emergence of distinctive transgen-
der identities in the twenty-first century, and to examine how social and
cultural developments shape these identities on both an individual and col-
lective level. These themes are reflected in the first part of the book: Emerg-
ing Identities. In The Emergence of New Transgendering Identities in the
Age of the Internet (Chapter 1), Ekins and King consider the role of the
Internet in the emergence of new transgendering identities. They identify
three ‘sites” within which transgendering identities were previously fash-
ioned: firstly, the medical knowledge and practice that developed from the
late 1800s to the 1950s; secondly, the sub-cultural knowledge and organi-
sations that developed in the 1960s through to the 1980s; and thirdly, the
transgender rights movements which emerged in the 1990s. From the mid-
1990s onwards, these sites became interconnected in new ways through
the emergence and development of the Internet. Ekins and King detail the
proliferation of new transgendering identities enabled by the new technolo-
gies of the Internet. In illustration they consider the rise of the virtual iden-
tity and address the emergence of new identities, such as the autogynephilic
transsexual identity and the Internet sissy, following interrelations between
medical and ‘member’ knowledge.

Westbrook’s chapter turns to print media to examine shifting meanings
of ‘transgender.” In Becoming Knowably Gendered: The Production of
Transgender Possibilities and Constraints in the Mass and Alternative Press
from 1990-2005 in the United States (Chapter 2), Westbrook analyses the
‘content’ of ‘transgender’ as it has moved into popular discourse. West-
brook first examines what she calls ‘teaching transgender’ articles—which
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appeared in trans community publications and the mainstream news media
in the United States between 1990 and 2005—in order to explore the pos-
sible ways of being gendered the term ‘transgender’ produces. Although
‘transgender’ expands possible ways of living, Westbrook argues that, like
all categories, it also constrains. For example, as ‘transgender’ was (re)pro-
duced within the mainstream press, it came to mean people who were not
‘real women’ or ‘real men’. Moreover, as ‘transgender’ replaced and encom-
passed ‘transsexual’ in the mainstream press, people who had ‘sex-change’
surgeries were understood as transgender rather than, as they had previ-
ously been recognised, men and women. Westbrook argues that although
‘transgender’ made more ways of doing gender legitimate, in the process of
making previously illegible genders readable, it reproduced the idea that all
people have a ‘knowable’ gender.

In Telling Trans Stories: (Un)doing the Science of Sex (Chapter 3) Rooke
examines the ways in which young trans people ‘make sense’ of scientific
and cultural discourse. Rooke presents a case study of the ‘Sci:dentity Proj-
ect,” an inter-disciplinary participatory arts and research project, which
engaged 18 young transsexual and transgendered people from across the
UK in a series of creative workshops to explore the science of sex and gen-
der. Findings from the project are employed to bring a sociological focus
of subjectivity to queer theory. Thus Rooke argues for the importance of
locating a critique of gender norms within the complexity of trans people’s
lives as they navigate the gendered and sexual normativity of schools, care
systems and youth groups, and liberatory queer identities and medical gov-
ernmentality. Competing narratives of trans subjectivities are juxtaposed
throughout the chapter so that grassroots political understandings of trans
identities, informed by queer politics and theory, rub up against medical
diagnosis of transsexuality as a psychiatric disorder. Here, the politics of
storytelling are interrogated within a creative cultural setting that enables
trans youth to narrate their gender in new creative ways.

The second concern of the book is to examine how law and social policy
have responded to contemporary gender shifts. Such questions are explored
in the second part of the book: Trans Governance. In Recognising Diversity?
The Gender Recognition Act and Transgender Citizenship (Chapter 4) Hines
draws on empirical research to explore the impact of the UK ‘Gender Recog-
nition Act’ (2004) upon the construction of individual and collective trans-
gender identities. The chapter asks why recognition ‘matters’ to some trans
people and why it does not to others. In examining this recent legislation,
Hines considers individual and community understandings and practices of
a new framework of citizenship. The chapter suggests that while the ‘claims’
of citizenship of some trans people are now being met, deep divisions over a
politics of recognition mean that transgender citizenship remains a contested
terrain. Moreover, Hines concludes, the schism between ‘claims’ and ‘trans-
gressions’ of citizenship have widened further as ‘deserving’ and ‘undeserving’
gendered and sexual citizens are constructed anew through law.
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Davy’s chapter Transsexual Agents: Negotiating Authenticity and
Embodiment within the UK’s Medicolegal System (Chapter 5) looks at the
complex relationships trans people have with medicolegal institutions. The
narratives that form Davy’s research are considered in relation to the phe-
nomenology of authenticity to explore the negotiations between general
practitioners and trans people at the initial stages of transition. As these
encounters materialise around the notion of authenticity, Davy examines
the experiences of trans people’s treatment in both the NHS and private
healthcare settings. Her analysis moves on temporally to consider policy
implementations and how ‘treatment’ is affected. Davy also discusses the
UK Gender Recognition Act (2004) and its effects on transsexual subjec-
tivities and identities. By incorporating transsexuals’ narratives into the
structure-agency debate, Davy moves beyond a dichotomous argument of
authenticity (as tangible) and inauthenticity (as arbitrary).

The law and social policy are examined in relation to the workplace
in Rundall and Vecchietti’s chapter (In)Visibility in the Workplace: The
Experiences of Trans-Employees in the UK (Chapter 6). Rundall and Vec-
chietti explore employees’ self-reported experiences of inclusion, protection
and discrimination in UK workplaces, and suggest that these issues link to
questions of visibility or invisibility. Although the options for employees to
feel included and protected whilst being visibly trans/gender-diverse con-
tinue to increase, they argue that many individuals still face discrimination
and prejudice. Their findings highlight the restrictions to inclusion and pro-
tection in the workplace, which have wider implications for policy debates
around inclusivity in the UK.

The third aim of the book is to articulate diverse ways of living gender and
sexual lives in contemporary society. These concerns are reflected in the third
part of the book: Transforming Identities. In Racialising Gender Perfor-
mance and Performing Racialised Genders: The Impact of Race in a Drag
King Community (Chapter 7) Shapiro presents an in-depth case study of
feminist drag troupe ‘The Disposable Boy Toys’ (DBT) from Santa Barbara,
US. Shapiro examines the extent to which the relationship between drag and
gender identity is mediated by race. Shapiro asserts that the gendered mean-
ing of drag performances cannot be understood without viewing drag as a
gendered process in which the performance itself—as well as the organisa-
tional and ideological context in which it takes place—transforms the gender
identity of the drag performer. Her research shows that the process of partici-
pating in drag communities may function as a form of consciousness-raising
and a site of identity transformation. In addition, the case study explores how
racialised performances, a white collective identity, and the lack of racial
diversity mediate the gender identity shifts of participants in DBT. Thus Sha-
piro argues that gender identity development is affected in fundamental ways
by racial demographics within oppositional communities.

Gregory’s chapter, Transgendering in an Urban Dutch Streetwalking
Zone (Chapter 8) examines the experiences of transgendered sex workers in
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the Netherlands. Gregory explores how these sex workers negotiate diver-
gent expressions of their gendered and sexual selves in both the professional
and private sphere. As such, in some instances, gender performance does
not always inform potential sexual customers or personal partners of what
role each party will play during the act of sex. Gregory suggests that what
emerges from this is a disjuncture between gender performance, the cust-
omised sexual desires of clients, and their lived emotional experiences with
personal partners. Yet, there is no language or utterance through which to
categorise these sexual acts or performances because they exist outside of a
gendered Westernised binary. The chapter works to suggest ways in which
compulsory heterosexuality influences sex worker relations with clients
and lovers, and how, in turn, the services provided by transgendered sex
workers transform client expectations of female-born sex workers.

In Beyond Borders: Lived Experiences of Atypically Gendered Trans-
sexual People (Chapter 9) Davidmann first examines the lived experiences of
self-identified non-binary transsexual people in relation to the medical and
popular view of transsexuality. Second, she addresses concerns around vis-
ibility and invisibility in the social domain by looking at differences between
‘private’ and ‘public’ gender presentations. These concerns are analysed
through case studies of two atypically gendered transsexual people; one born
female-bodied and the other born male-bodied. Davidmann suggests that
contrary to the popular belief that a desire for genital surgery is an essential
criterion of a transsexual identity, increasing numbers of transsexual people
do not wish to have ‘sex change’ operations. She thus proposes an alterna-
tive perspective to the medical and popular view that the ‘cure’ for trans-
sexuality is the exchange of a male body for a female one, or vice versa. In
doing so, she offers a counter narrative to the notion of ‘being born in the
wrong body,” which has come to symbolise the transsexual condition and
configures around the genitalia as the signifier of female-ness or male-ness
(Stone, 1991). Davidmann’s case studies demonstrate the complex ways in
which transsexual people experience their bodies, and bring to the surface
the ‘policing’ of gender in public spaces and medical practice.

The final aim of the book is to theoretically reflect on the increasing visi-
bility of trans people in contemporary society and, particularly, to examine
the increasing impact of transgender theory upon the social sciences. These
issues are examined in the fourth part of the book: Transforming Theory.
This section traces the challenges and the contributions transgender theory
has brought to gender theory, queer theory and sociological approaches to
identity and citizenship. In keeping with the aims of the book, this section
points to the importance of incorporating transgender into sociological
theory and empirical sociological research.

In Who Put the ‘Hetero’ in Sexuality? (Chapter 10), Fee examines how
people who define as transgender experience sexuality and gender. Her
research illustrates how sex, gender and desire are grounded and organised
within the heterosexual matrix. From this departure, comes the telling of
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transgender narratives, which, Fee suggests, structures how experiences are
described and influences what is experienced. Fee highlights the silences
around the complexities of gender and sexuality and maps the constraints,
and effects, of the current classification systems within the heterosexual
paradigm.

Hammers’ chapter, Corporeal Silences and Bodies that Speak: The
Promises and Limitations of Queer in Lesbian/Queer Sexual Spaces
(Chapter 11) is based on her ethnographic study of two Canadian lesbian/
queer bathhouses. Hammers explores the centrality of ‘queer,” and the con-
comitant promises and limitations of a queer project in relation to gender
diversity, bodily speech and sexual agency. Her chapter complicates the
debate surrounding queer theory by showing how queer operates ‘on the
ground.” She outlines how the bathhouse organisers espouse and utilise
queer theory in combination with feminist principles to enable the discur-
sive and physical conditions for intelligibility and sexual agency among
bathhouse patrons. While the philosophical underpinning of queer is one
of indeterminacy, flux, instability and, thus ‘liberation,” within these bath-
house spaces transgendered individuals and queers of colour have had dif-
ficulty experiencing these supposed ‘queer’ ideals. Thus Hammers takes
up Stein and Plummer’s (1996) assertion that sociology can give to queer
theory ‘a more grounded, more accessible approach’ (185) to ask: how does
the queering of space impact and shape the bathhouse environment? Who
remains marginalised and why? Where bodies are front and centre of the
spatial landscape, can queer be an effective strategy for gender diversity
and sexual/bodily agency?

In Towards a Sociology of Gender Diversity: The Indian and UK Cases
(Chapter 12), Monro presents a snap shot of theoretical developments lead-
ing up to the formation of a sociology of transgender and intersex, and
provides an empirically-driven overview of an intersectional approach to a
sociological theorising of gender diversity. Monro’s contribution speaks to
Roen’s (2001) important critique of the ethnocentrism of much trans theo-
rising. Thus she addresses the importance of cultural specificity in theoris-
ing gender diversity. Her chapter is set within the context of cross-cultural
work concerning gender diversity. By taking two localities—the UK and
India—as comparative sites, and ensuring that complexity in both sites is
made evident, Monro works against cultural ‘idealising’, which privileges a
non-Western ‘primordial location’ where gender diversity flourished before
the ‘Fall into Western Modernity.” (Towle and Morgan 2006: 666)

In the final chapter Beyond Gender and Sexuality Binaries in Socio-
logical Theory: The Case for Transgender Inclusion (Chapter 13), Sanger
explores the potentialities of transgender studies for challenging the binary
notions of gender and sexuality that continue to undergird mainstream
sociological research. In considering recent social and legal developments
relating to trans people, Sanger argues that sociologists have not taken
on board the importance of these shifts in contemporary theorisations of
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identity. In bringing the collection to a close, she examines how empirical
studies of trans people’s lives may engage sociology in new and illuminating
discursive frameworks. In addition, the usefulness of sociological theory
and method to transgender studies is reflected upon. Here Sanger empha-
sises the value of bringing transgender studies and sociology together in
order to more fully engage with the important questions raised by studies
of trans lives and identities.

Of course, the organising themes of the book also work as a traditional
structuring device in the preparation of a ‘coherent’ and ‘accessible’ manu-
script. Such a device, however, may work to problematically disconnect—
isolating considerations that emerge across and between the chapters. As the
chapter summaries indicate, there are many areas of overlap in the book’s
contributions to which these categorising themes do not do full justice.

NOTES

1. The term ‘transsexual’ articulates the experiences of people who alter their
bodies through the use of hormones and/or surgery and identify as an alter-
native gender to that which they were assigned at birth.

2. Kessler’s more recent work develops her earlier analysis in addressing how
medical and surgical procedures work to construct a binary model in the
case of intersex children (see Kessler 2000).

3. Exceptions to this are UK sociologists Ekins and King who, individually and
collaboratively, have been producing sociological work on transgender since
the 1970s.

4. See the exchanges between Butler (1997) and Fraser (1998) in Social Text.
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Emerging Identities






1 The Emergence of New
Transgendering Identities in the
Age of the Internet

Richard Ekins and Dave King!

INTRODUCTION

This chapter is a case study of the emergence of two new transgendering
identities in the age of the Internet, situated within the conceptual frame-
works we have developed elsewhere for the sociological analysis of the full
range of transgender diversity in contemporary Euro-American societies
(Ekins 1997; Ekins and King 2001a, 2006). These conceptual frameworks
were based, principally, on extensive life history work with several hundred
Euro-American transgender informants and ethnographic work with several
thousands of transpeople worldwide, since the mid-1970s, as guided by the
methodology of grounded theory. Grounded theorists follow the research
strategy of ‘theoretical sampling’. Informants and research sites are sampled
on the basis of developing theory. Emerging data is analysed using the ‘con-
stant comparative method’ (Glaser and Strauss 1967; Glaser 1978).

Ekins (1993, 1997) considered ‘male femaling’ identities in terms of
their emergence within three sets of interrelations: those of sex (the body),
sexuality, and gender; those of self, identity and social world; and those
of ‘scientific’ (expert), ‘member’ and ‘common sense’ (lay) formulations
of transgendering phenomena. He set forth an ideal-typical career path
within which a range of male femaling identities emerged from ‘beginning’,
through ‘fantasying’, ‘doing’, ‘constituting’, and ‘consolidating’.

Ekins (1997) did not consider ‘female maling’; neither did he give due
weight to the (then) recent emergence of ‘transcending’ gender identities. In
particular, in relation to this chapter, Ekins (1997) only touched upon ‘dema-
ling’ and ‘ungendering’ trans identities. We addressed these various omis-
sions in Ekins and King (2001a) and more fully in Ekins and King (2006).
In that book, we argued that all transgender identities emerge within one
of four modes of transgendering: those of ‘migrating’, ‘oscillating’, ‘negat-
ing’, and ‘transcending’. We identified five principal sub-processes variously
operative within each mode: those of ‘erasing’, ‘substituting’, ‘concealing’,
‘implying’ and ‘redefining’. Where the privileged sub-process is ‘substitut-
ing’, we are likely to be evidencing the ‘migrating’ mode, as with the ‘trans-
sexual” who migrates across the gender border. In the oscillating mode,
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‘implying’ is privileged, as with the male ‘transvestite’, who temporarily
wishes to imply that he is a woman. “Transcending’ the binary divide privi-
leges the sub-process of ‘re-defining’, as part of a radical critique of gender
polarities. Least identified and understood in the medical, research, aca-
demic, and sub-cultural literatures is the mode of transgendering we term
‘negating’. When the sub-process of ‘erasing’ is privileged, we are likely to
be witnessing the ‘negating” mode of transgendering, and, where relevant,
the emergence of a negating identity, as with the female to ‘ungendered’
person (O’Keefe and Fox 2003: 40-41) and the ‘male sissy maid’ (Ekins
and King 2006: 152-158). Some ‘negators’ seek to become as ‘gender less’
as possible. Others, like many male sissy maids, may be feminised or femi-
nise themselves, in the service of their sex, sexuality and gender demaling
(Ekins and King 2006: 143-180).

As Plummer points out, ‘Solitary “experiences” are converted into
“beings” through the construction of stories of identity’ (1995: 118, empha-
sis in original). The emergence of new stories of identity depends on the
appearance of those we term ‘identity innovators’. In the transgender field
the dominant tendency has been for innovators within medico-psychiatric
communities of ‘experts’ to construct new categorisations and typologies.
However, some trans identities have emerged as a result of collaborations
between ‘experts’ and ‘members’, and sometimes the line between them is
blurred (Ekins and King 2006). The extent to which particular stories of
identity are accepted by both ‘experts’ and ‘members’ is variable, and the
struggles to promote or discredit them can sometimes be strenuous and bit-
ter. Recent years, as we shall see, have been marked by ‘members’ increas-
ingly becoming ‘experts’.

At various times and places, certain stories ‘cannot be told” (Plummer
1995). These stories are taboo and attempts are made to silence their tellers.
Such stories, in the context of this chapter, we term ‘unwelcome stories’. All
stories may, of course, be variously welcome or unwelcome depending on
the audience, but in this chapter we focus on two stories that are particu-
larly unwelcome in the context of the dominant transgender narratives that
have achieved a degree of respectability since the end of the twentieth cen-
tury. Principally, these stories—those of the ‘autogynephilic transsexual’
and the ‘male sissy’—are unwelcome because they privilege sexuality (the
erotic) which has been underplayed, often to the point of extinction, as
the ‘acceptable faces’ of transvestism and transsexualism have come to be
characterised, increasingly, in terms of ‘gender’, both by most ‘experts’ and
most ‘members’ (Ekins and King 2006).

In particular, as we shall see, the ‘acceptable faces’ of transgender
have emerged in large measure through a symbiotic relationship between
‘experts’ and ‘members’, which has adopted a ‘gender identity story’ of
transgender phenomenon. The ‘autogynephilia story’ has been read by
many ‘experts’ and ‘members’ as potentially undermining the gains made
by the ‘gender identity’ story, whether in terms of the latter story’s potential
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to incorporate a biological basis for transsexualism, the theory of the sexed
brain (Swaab and Garcia-Falguera 2009), or its potential to lead to a non-
medicalised, non-pathological conceptualisation of transgender phenom-
enon, as favoured by many contemporary trans activists (James 2008) and
their supporters.

At the time Plummer (1995) was writing, he could only hint at the role
that the personal networked computer might come to play in the telling of
sexual stories. Today, the Internet has become a major, indeed, to many,
the major medium through which stories of all kinds, not just sexual sto-
ries, are told. Most importantly, for unwelcome stories, it offers the teller
of such stories anonymity. Tellers, as it were, can put their heads above the
parapet in comparative safety. Secondly, it enables the stories to reach oth-
ers who might identify with them to an extent that would have been impos-
sible before the development of the Internet. By the same token, the Internet
enables unwelcome stories to be heard by those who would rather not hear
them and who would seek to silence them. A corollary of this, of course, is
that the researcher has easy access both to the stories, and in some cases, as
in this chapter, to the teller of the stories.

Hirschfeld (1991 [1910]) distinguished the ‘transvestite’ from the ‘homo-
sexual’. Benjamin (1966) popularised the division of Hirschfeld’s ‘transves-
tite’ into two: the ‘transvestite’ and the ‘transsexual’, thus facilitating the
development of the three major transgendering identities available from the
1960s through to the late 1980s: the transsexual, the transvestite and the
gay drag queen. Following the work of trans community activist, Virginia
Prince, the principal ‘transvestite’ identity available from the 1960s onwards,
in an emerging trans sub-culture, privileged a gender motivation, as opposed
to a sexual (erotic) motivation for cross-dressing (Ekins and King 2005). The
male cross-dresser was said to be expressing the ‘woman within’, thus refor-
mulating Hirschfeld’s categorisation, and the medico-psychiatric work that
built upon it. It was a ‘member’ (sub-cultural) as opposed to a ‘scientific’
(medical) story. Virginia Prince was a trans person. The Benjamin (scientific)
story of changing the body to fit the mind, and the Prince (member) story
of developing the ‘woman within’, as well as the gay drag emphasis upon
performance and theatricality, entailed a downplaying of the relevance of
unwelcome sexuality in all the major transgendering stories.

The end of the 1980s and beginnings of the 1990s ushered in a paradigm
shift in the conceptualisation and theorisation of transgender phenomena.
In the first place there was the move to a ‘beyond the binary’ view of gen-
der, which we consider in terms of ‘transcending’ (Ekins and King 2006).
This shift had both modernist and postmodernist variants. Feinberg (1992),
for instance, reconceptualised transgender in terms of a Marxist modern-
ist ‘grand narrative’. Bornstein (1994) and Wilchins (1997), on the other
hand, situated their work within postmodernist readings of gender per-
formance and fluidity. In the second place, the greater awareness of trans-
gender diversity, combined with a critique of the major medico-psychiatric
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categorisations, lessened the need for many trans people to ‘find them-
selves’ with reference to an available medico-psychiatric categorisation, as
had been the norm prior to the end of the 1980s. For many, acceptance of a
broad ‘trans’ or postmodernist ‘gender queer’ label sufficed (Nestle, Howell
and Wilchins 1997). For others, however, the move to the acceptance of
greater diversity led to the emergence of new refinements of categorisation
and identity, as they sought to identify precisely who and what they were. It
was within this latter backdrop that the two identities of the autogynephilic
transsexual and the male sissy emerged.

Significantly, this latter paradigm shift coincided with developments
in Internet technology that made the Internet an increasingly accessible
resource for trans people.? Those at the vanguard of the postmodernist
movement in transgender identity deconstruction (Bornstein 1994) often
linked their arguments to the Internet as an aspect of post modernity. Here
was a virtual world which to the participants might be ‘more real than my
real life’, as one participant put it, ‘who turns out to be a man playing a
woman who is pretending to be a man’ (Turkle 1995: 10). Certainly, there
seemed to be an elective affinity between the postmodern-identifying trans
people who were ‘playing with” and ‘performing’ their gender(s) and the
Internet within which it was possible to present in any gender (or none) that
one wished (Whittle 1996; see also, Stryker 2000).

As social constructionist sociologists, however, we do not think there is
anything inherently ‘modern’ or ‘postmodern’ about any technology, let alone
the Internet. Neither do we believe that the use made of any technology is
necessarily either modernist or postmodernist. Rather the task of the empir-
ically-inclined social constructionist is to investigate that use with detailed
empirical studies (e.g., Kendall 1998; Hegland and Nelson 2002; Hill 20035,
Lin 2006; Shapiro 2004). We find particularly striking the fact that the Inter-
net enabled an emerging voice for unwelcome identities; including the two
unwelcome transgender identities that we focus upon in this chapter. Neither
of these two identities would have developed in the way they did without the
Internet. Janice, the self-identified autogynephilic transsexual we considered
in Ekins and King (2001b), put it this way: ‘Virtual contact creates critical
mass. It was the Internet effect: that no matter how small a minority you
belong to, you could at last find your community.’

The particular significance of focusing upon our chosen two identities
is that one, the autogynephilic transsexual, provides an excellent illustra-
tion of a near ‘taboo’ medico-psychiatric categorisation initially formulated
pre-Internet, in the ‘old’ academic sphere, and only subsequently promoted
as an identity through the Internet. While the other identity, the male sissy,
is dependent on the Internet for widespread dissemination of its formula-
tion and development as a new identity distinct from the transvestite, the
transsexual, the homosexual, or the transgendering sado-masochist. In the
case of each identity, we focus on the way the Internet is used both for
identity promulgation and development by two significant contemporary
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‘gender identity innovators’; Anne Lawrence (2008a), through her website
Transsexual Women’s Resources and Sissy Jaunie (2005-2008), through
her blog Emasculinization and Feminization. In particular, the autogyne-
philic material on Transsexual Women’s Resources illustrates identity pro-
motion through the Internet, insofar as Anne Lawrence had identified as
an autogynephilic transsexual prior to her use of the Internet and then used
the Internet to promote that identity. Whereas Sissy Jaunie’s blog, Emascu-
linization and Feminization, illustrates identity construction through the
Internet, insofar as it was through his use of the Internet that Jaunie first
constructed his identity as a male sissy.

ANNE LAWRENCE, THE AUTOGYNEPHILIC TRANSSEXUAL
AND TRANSSEXUAL WOMEN’S RESOURCES: THE
INTERNET AND IDENTITY PROMOTION

In May 1996, transactivist (later clinician and researcher) Anne Lawrence
launched her site Transsexual Women’s Resources (TWR). This site was
to have a major impact in many areas of importance to transgender theory
and practice. It is primarily a medical resource site for (male to female)
trans women. As Lawrence puts it: ‘Its purpose is to empower transsexual
women by providing factual information, informed opinion, and personal
narratives. [ hope these resources will help transsexual women make deci-
sions that will best serve their individual needs’ (Lawrence 2008a). The
listing of ‘Medical and other resources for transsexual women’ includes
sections on such matters as hormone therapy, sex reassignment surgery,
orchidectomy (castration), breast augmentation, facial feminisation sur-
gery, voice feminisation surgery, and more controversially autogynephilia
and sexuality.

The TWR site was a major influence on a number of our informants,
who came to identify as autogynephilic transsexuals, largely through their
reading of the relevant material on the site. Lawrence’s site is important
for illustrative purposes, not only because it straddles the pre-Internet and
Internet ages and links the two periods. It is also an excellent example of
an Internet site that builds upon pre-Internet modernist formulations of
trans phenomena. It accepts a positivist theory and methodology in sci-
ence and social science, and a psychopathological model of sex and gender
variations, for instance. Yet it deliberately uses the Internet to develop its
theorisations and to rapidly expand its sphere of influence in a way that
would have been impossible in the pre-Internet age.

It is the extensive sections on autogynephilia and sexuality on the site
that concern us in this chapter. It was through these sections that Law-
rence championed the earlier writings of psychologist Ray Blanchard on
autogynephilia (‘love of oneself as a woman’) (1989a, 1989b, 1991, 1993a,
1993b), which had been largely ignored outside of Blanchard’s immediate
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circle. Blanchard was primarily concerned to construct a typology of trans-
sexualism built upon erotic object choice, thus privileging sexuality in his
formulations of transsexual motivation.> Lawrence adopted a transsexual
identity that was built upon Blanchard’s work and, as an identity innovator,
she made the new trans identity of the ‘autogynephilic transsexual’ easily
available on the Internet for others to identify with.

Lawrence says that on reading Blanchard’s journal articles she experi-
enced the ‘kind of epiphany’ that trans people often feel when first coming
across words and formulations that fit and work for them’ (Lawrence 1999a).
Not only do they feel empowered to make sense of their predicament, but
the formulations are proof to them that they are not alone. Lawrence began
to categorise herself as an ‘autogynephilic transsexual’, and conceptualised
autogynephilic feelings as one of her principal motivations for seeking sex
reassignment surgery. Moreover, following her surgery in 1996, she main-
tained both her autogynephilic feelings and her autogynephilic identity.

Lawrence’s first attempts to transmit her enthusiasm for Blanchard’s
ideas, however, fell on stony ground. She recalls talking about the concept
of autogynephilia at a TV/TS (Transvestite/ Transsexual) convention called
‘California Dreamin’ in 1995. ‘Almost no one had heard of the concept and
those who had dismissed it out of hand’ (Lawrence 2008, personal com-
munication). These TV/TS ‘members’ were not interested. She made simi-
lar observations in Lawrence (1999a): ‘As I discussed Blanchard’s theory
with colleagues, I discovered two surprising things. First his theory was not
widely known. Second, many of those who did know about it, thought it
was not so much wrong, as heretical.’

The years 1994 to 1996 saw Lawrence straddling the pre-Internet and
Internet ages in a particularly striking way. Having come to her autogyne-
philic self-understanding from hard copy academic journal articles in 1994,
she began, from 1996 onward, to use the Internet to further develop her
self-understanding, to publicise Blanchard’s work, and to solicit informants
for her developing research projects on transsexualism.

Furthermore, her site not only catapulted Lawrence into public aware-
ness within the transgender community, but also facilitated her entrance
into the field of academic sexology. Following the time line of principal
events is highly instructive in this latter regard. It illustrates how a ‘mem-
ber’ (a trans person) also became an established ‘expert’ (a sexologist) in
the space of a few highly productive years, a process greatly facilitated by
the use of the Internet.

Lawrence’s entrance into the professional arena may be marked by her
presentation of a poster session at the Harry Benjamin International Gender
Dysphoria Association (HBIGDA) Conference held in Vancouver, Canada, in
September 1997. Ironically, this was the first HBIGDA conference at which
trans activists demonstrated their wrath at being excluded on account of
their alleged lack of academic and professional expertise, and their inability,
often, to pay the high fees and related expenses of medical and professional
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conferences.* Lawrence’s (1997) poster session was on the satisfaction of
trans people who had not completed the standard ‘real life’ test period nor-
mally required for trans surgery. Significantly, all the data gathered (other
than from her self-reporting) was through her website; from trans people
who had responded to her appeals for informants on the Internet.

In 1998, Lawrence published her article ‘Men trapped in men’s bodies:
an introduction to the concept of autogynephilia’ in the USA ‘member’
magazine Transgender Tapestry, which brought before a ‘member’ audi-
ence Blanchard’s formulations on autogynephilia. MTF ‘members’ had
long spoken of themselves in terms of being girls/women trapped in men’s
bodies, to some the so-called ‘feminine essence’ narrative (Dreger 2008).
The construction and adoption of the medico-psychiatric terminology of
transsexuals’ ‘gender identity’ being at odds with their morphology had
provided ‘expert’ authentication of this ‘member’ conceptualisation. Law-
rence’s deliberately provocative title would have none of this. Her autogy-
nephilic transsexuals were men who were trapped in men’s bodies. Insofar
as they became ‘women’ they were actualising their sexually driven wishes
and fantasies of being women. In short, they were men who wanted to be
women, and not women trapped in men’s bodies.

Lawrence was a medical doctor (MD) and had practiced as an anes-
thesiologist before her gender transition. However, she had no university-
affiliated position and was, in effect, writing as a freelance (some said)
politically motivated, scholar. Through her website, however, she was able
to immediately self-publish her early work to a wide audience; thus cir-
cumventing the time-consuming procedures associated with publishing in
academic journals (Lawrence 1999b, 1999¢, 1999d).

At the 1999 Harry Benjamin International Gender Dysphoria Association
(HBIGDA) conference, Lawrence put forward her developing position on
autogynephilia to a professional and specialist audience (Lawrence 1999a,
1999¢). This led us to write the first sociological article on autogynephilia,
which was published in 2001 (Ekins and King 2001b). In that article, we
argued that we were observing a new transsexual identity being constructed;
a ‘migrating’ identity built upon a privileging of sexuality (erotic object
choice), as opposed to those that privileged either sex (the body) or gender.

The controversy surrounding the concept of autogynephilia developed
further in 2003 with the publication of Bailey’s popular science book The
Man Who Would Be Queen (Bailey 2003), part of which provided mate-
rial illustrative of Blanchard’s classification, based on Bailey’s own ethno-
graphic work with a number of transsexuals. Much of its content could
hardly have been more unwelcome, indeed offensive, to those who sought
to expunge sexuality (eroticism) from transsexuality, and adopt the, by this
time, conventional transsexual ‘gender identity’ story.

When the book was published in 2003 its most vocal and vitriolic critics
speedily launched an attack, principally on the Internet.’ They linked Ray
Blanchard, Anne Lawrence and Michael Bailey as the proponents of work
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that they felt sought to undermine the ‘gender identity’ story of transsexual-
ism that they subscribed to. Lynn Conway (2003-2007) and Andrea James
(2008), in particular, proceeded to muster all the support they could to dis-
credit Bailey’s book, and to use every means available to them to attack the
book, its author, and those who supported it. One of the effects of the ensu-
ing debate was to give the book huge publicity, particularly within the trans
community. As a result, by August 2006, the book had sold approximately
4,200 copies and had received some 900,000 visits online to its electronic
version, again, indicative of the impact of the Internet (Dreger 2008: 412).

Having used her website as a springboard to publicise her writings
on autogynephilia, Lawrence began to publish in (what she regards as) sig-
nificant refereed academic journals on various aspects of transsexualism
from 2003 onwards (Lawrence 2003, 2004, 2007, 2008b). By this time,
she had also obtained a Ph.D. in sexology. In 2004, Blanchard published
an article in a ‘member’ publication, the Internet based AG (Autogyneph-
ilia) Resource. A year later, he also published a paper in an academic journal,
reviewing his own previous work (Blanchard 2005). Whereas the interrela-
tions between ‘expert’ and ‘member’ knowledge (Blanchard and Lawrence)
had led to the ‘new’ transsexual identity, now the ‘member’ (Lawrence)
had become ‘expert’ and the ‘expert’ (Blanchard) was writing for ‘member’
Internet sites, in addition to presenting in academic forums. Interestingly,
as Lawrence’s career as an academic writer took off, she began to write less
and less for TWR. She sacrificed speed of publication in order to gain
greater respectability (in some circles), influence, and, so she hopes, lon-
gevity (Lawrence 2008, personal communication). However, insofar as the
members of the so-called ‘axis of evil’ (Bailey, Blanchard, and Lawrence)
all consider some forms of transsexuality to be a paraphilia (a psychosexual
disorder), it is questionable how ‘respectable’ (welcome) this story will ever
be in a climate which seeks increasingly to depathologise matters of sex,
sexuality and gender (Dreger 2008: 416).

Lawrence’s most vociferous critics continued to accuse her of project-
ing her ‘sex-fueled mental illness’ (James 2008) onto transsexualism and
onto other transsexuals. From the standpoint of this chapter, however, her
significance is that she had in the space of a few short years established a
third major migrating trans identity: an identity based upon sexuality, as
opposed to sex (the body), or gender (Ekins and King 2006: 43-96).

EMASCULINIZATION AND FEMINIZATION: SISSY
JAUNIE’S BLOG 14 AUGUST 2005, CONTINUING:
THE INTERNET AND IDENTITY CONSTRUCTION

When Anne Lawrence launched her web site, which has never included a
blog, the terms ‘web log’ and ‘blog’ were not in use and the numbers of
such sites were very small. However, by 2005 there were countless million
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blogs,® and a burgeoning academic literature on them (Brady 2005). In that
year a new blog called Emasculinization and Feminization was launched
by a male sissy who used the name ‘Jaunie’.

Unlike many blogs that are short-lived, Jaunie’s blog is three-years-old,
at the time of this writing. It is one of the most highly regarded of the hun-
dreds of male sissy blogs currently up and running, many of which focus on
aspects of ‘unwelcome sexuality’.

Within the terms of our conceptual framework, the male sissy identity
that Jaunie’s blog sets forth and develops is an example of a gender negating
identity. Jaunie, as a male sissy, is systematically ‘erasing’ his masculinity.
Whereas the transsexual seeks to migrate across the gender divide (per-
manent substitution) and the transvestite oscillates betwixt and between
the divide (temporary crossing), Jaunie seeks to do neither of these things.
Rather, he comes to identify permanently as a male sissy, as a sissyboy/
sissy girl, and seeks to increase his sissification with its two prongs, those
of emasculinisation and feminisation. Jaunie considers himself a male sissy,
not a woman, however much feminised. The emphasis is on him ‘erasing’
his masculinity, preferably permanently. His feminisation is an important
part of this process, but never to the point of passing as a woman. Indeed,
it is as a feminised male sissy that Jaunie seeks public humiliation, thus
consolidating his sissification, still further. For this reason, we will refer to
Jaunie as ‘he’ throughout this chapter.

In the pre-Internet age, what we term ‘negating’ identities were largely
unidentified and unavailable. Steps had been taken within the trans com-
munity to argue for the role of ‘demaling’ and ‘ungendering’ as part of a
vision which sought to give greater voice to the great range of diversities
within the trans community, but these steps were small and little known
about. Debra Rose was the leading writer in this area and published a series
of booklets and magazines through the fantasy fiction publisher Sandy
Thomas (e.g., Rose 1994-1996). These publications articulated a rather
complete ideology for the ‘sissy maid> who moved increasingly towards
an emasculated/feminised asexual state of service to his mistress (Ekins
and King 2006). However, the impact of such writings, except on a small
minority of devotees, was minimal. Rather, such phenomena were almost
always considered in terms of other more widely available categorisations;
most typically those of transvestism or sadomasochism. Thus it was that
Jaunie had to wait until the age of the Internet to find his distinctive voice,
both, as we shall see, in terms of his surfing the Internet which led to his
‘constituting’ his identity (Ekins 1997: 107-129) as a male sissy, and then
using his blog to ‘consolidate’ (Ekins 1997: 130-162) that identity. More-
over, Jaunie, unlike Lawrence, is constituting and consolidating an identity
that barely appears on medical (expert) radars at all.

A review site for ‘Sissy blogs: sissy, cuckold, forced fem and chastity blog
reviews’ (2008) refers to Jaunie’s blog as ‘a great read for aspiring sissies’.
It notes that
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the site documents a sissy named Jaunie’s full feminization training
and it covers all aspect of becoming the perfect sissy. Although not
frequently updated (posts number in the one or two a month region)
Jaunie’s posts are always interesting. Jaunie illustrates many posts with
relevant photographs, none of which are explicit. The blog is well writ-
ten, with a light, charming tone and it is a shame that it’s author doesn’t
post more frequently, the only downside that I can see.
(http://sissyblogs.blogspot.com/>)

Jaunie’s User Profile lists his interests as ‘Feminine training, becoming
“girlie”, learning to be a good sissy, strap on play, BDSM, humiliation,
being exposed’. His single profile page, at the time of writing, features a
single photo of part of his body, including a hairless midriff with a belly-
button piercing. He has placed his right hand to the side of his midriff and
the photo shows just his fingers and thumb. His finger nails have had a
French manicure and he is wearing a gold ring on his index finger. It was
not until Jaunie’s blog was well advanced that he acquired the belly-button
piercing and placed this picture on his profile page. It marked an important
transitional point in his sissification. The blog is entitled Emasculinization
and Feminization and these are the two interrelated underlying themes that
he explores in his blog that opens thus:

This seemed like a great time to start a blog of my training that I and
my mistress are pursuing. I realised a while back that I was a sissyboy/
sissygirl and recently started embracing it honestly. Within my mis-
tress’ directions, my masculine traits are being removed to make me
less of a ‘real man’. I am being feminized in my appearance, behavior,
and thinking. Big changes are taking place over time and I will share
them here.

(Sissy Jaunie 2005-2008, 14 August 2005)

Prior to Jaunie’s use of the Internet,” he was unable to categorise himself
within any publicly available transgender category that he felt adequately
‘fitted and worked” to describe his sex, sexuality and gender. He felt him-
self to be heterosexual and his sexual life with his girlfriends was impor-
tant to him. He had no homosexual fantasies and had no interest in either
cross-dressing, or changing sex. Put another way, none of the pre-Internet
publicly available categories of homosexual, transvestite, and transsexual
seemed to fit him. Insofar as he did try to constitute a meaning for his sex-
ual interests, he tended to see himself as a person with multiple fetishes. In
terms of the career path of male femaling developed in Ekins (1997), Jaunie
never ‘constituted’ himself as any sort of male femaler, let alone a sissy, in
his pre-Internet years.

In retrospect, we might say Jaunie’s ‘beginning phase’ (Ekins 1997) took
place before the age of five with the occasional cross-gender incident. He
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would hear his mother talking about lipstick, and occasionally put lipstick
on in private. He also recalls noticing polished nails on girls and women
and putting lipstick on his nails to see what it would look like.

In his early teens, Jaunie’s interests begin to focus upon the removal of
body hair, which was to remain a central preoccupation throughout his
life. The removal by a male of his body hair presents an interesting issue in
terms of both body and gender male femaling. Body hair is culturally coded
as masculine, and removal of body hair is coded as feminine. Jaunie is erot-
ically aroused both by girls/women removing their body hair, and by the
fantasy and practice of removing or having his own body hair removed.

It is important to note that Jaunie, at this time, did not have any cross-
dressing fantasies ‘just a little envy and excitement noticing the “girlie”
things like painted nails on women’. A significant incident occurred with
a girlfriend to whom he revealed that his favourite fantasy was shaving his
legs. ‘She laughed at me when I told her and I found I enjoyed being laughed
at by her about it’. From thenceforth, the aspect of humiliation became
intertwined with his ‘fetish’, as he referred to it then.

Later Jaunie began going to beauty salons for leg waxes. His first such
experience could not have been more exciting for him: ‘I could not believe
the experience, better than sex!’ He also started waxing or shaving his chest
during this time. He then began to develop his ‘eyebrow waxing fetish’, as
he called it, which, in his early 20s, became a major preoccupation. Later
on with the support of a sympathetic girlfriend, Jaunie began to wax his
arms, legs, chest and eyebrows. In his mid-20s, he meets his wife, who he
now refers to as his mistress and who apparently was aware of and happy
for him to remove his body hair.

Several years after his relationship with his wife/mistress began, Jaunie
happened to hear something about chastity devices. He bought one via the
Internet and began to incorporate it into his sexual relationship with his
wife. As Jaunie puts it: “We already had great sex (always throughout our
relationship) but with me kept locked, it got even better’. The couple went
through periods when he would be locked, ‘such as weekends or a couple of
days before a planned night together.” This has continued.

There is still no ‘constituting’ of a more particular meaning to his vari-
ous activities. Rather, he begins to try out with his wife/mistress what he
is reading about on the web. He is still in his ‘doing’ phase. He talks to his
wife about her giving him ‘strap-on training’ to cement the relationship, an
idea that his reading on the Internet had suggested to him. This entails the
mistress strapping on a dildo and anally penetrating her submissive sissy.

Many dominant mistresses make a specialty of emasculating and feminis-
ing submissives. Now aware of such material on the Internet, quite soon Jaunie
comes across the two sissy Internet sites that will become most important in
his self-understanding as a sissy, namely ‘Girl-a-matic’ (1997-2008) and ‘Sissy
Station’ (2000-2008). The ‘Girl-a-matic’ site set the main trends for many of
the sissy sites and sissy blogs that followed it since its inception in 1997.
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During its first three years, Girl-a-matic received some three million hits
(Marlissa [Girl-a-matic website master] 2000, personal communication).
There was clearly a huge interest in male sissification presented in the for-
mat pioneered by Girl-a-matic, which featured images of beautiful female
models fantasised as male sissies. But Girl-a-matic was not an interactive
site in any way at all. Sissy Station, on the other hand, was launched in
2000 and introduced the interactive element in a small way. Besides ‘gal-
leries’ of sissies with captions and sissy stories, it featured various sissy
‘assignments’. Assignments range from buying nail varnish of a specified
colour and painting your toe nails, to buying a dildo and getting used to
‘sucking cock’, to going to a tanning studio and acquiring bikini tan lines.
However, common to all of them is the theme of humiliation. The sissy
assignments make it evident to anyone who observes the assignment being
carried out that this is a male carrying out the assignment. He can expect
to be scorned and humiliated for his unmanly conduct.

Jaunie found these Sissy Station assignments both stimulating and edu-
cational. They introduced him to many aspects of sissification that he had
previously not thought about or had not found of interest. Now he felt
ready to cross-dress as the assignments frequently insisted. He began to
self-identify as a sissy, with the cross-dressing featuring as an important
aspect of his sissification.

Jaunie’s various activities, those that he had previously considered in
terms of ‘fetishes’, now begin to cohere within the identity of the male sissy
he was exploring on the web. He begins to see all his sexual ‘fetishes’ in
terms of an identity as a male sissy interested in both ‘emasculinisation’ and
‘feminisation’. In terms of our framework, he is ‘constituting’ the meaning
of his identity as a male sissy. His ‘constituting’ phase is short. Quite soon,
Jaunie feels ready to ‘consolidate’ his life as a sissy and take increasingly
public steps that will involve his displaying as a sissy, and decides to start a
blog to document the process.

Jaunie’s blog may be divided into a number of phases. In the first phase,
the emphasis is upon detailing his experience of leg waxes and eyebrow
shaping that have been an almost life-long preoccupation of his. He then
begins to detail his sissy experiences that are new to him while blogging,
such as nipple stimulation to maximise nipple sensitivity, breast pumping,
and the acquisition of tanning bikini lines. Other sissies who had blogs of
their own would leave comments on such matters on Jaunie’s blog: where to
buy the most effective breast pumps, and so on, and Jaunie would relate her
own experience in following suggestions made by commentators.

In the second phase, the frequency of the blogs reduces, but the blogs
tend to be longer. There are more frequent long summaries that detail the
main foci of his particular sissy lifestyle. More recently, as we write, a third
phase is beginning which is preoccupied with fantasying that his wife/mis-
tress should look to a ‘real man’ man for sexual satisfaction, now that he has
become so emasculated. Significantly, Miss D, a dominatrix and humiliatrix,
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who is a regular commentator on a number of sissy blogs, including Jaunie’s,
adds her advice with a characteristic comment (Miss D 2008):

If there is something on your mind, even something like Mistress tak-
ing a Real Man as Her lover, you are obligated to speak of it to Her.
If and when She decides to start dating Real Men you will still be Her
gurl won’t you femmed and waiting at home for Her to return late at
night utterly satisfied by a Real Man or maybe Real Men. Let’s see
what would that make you jaunie? Yes a sissy gurl cucky [cuckold].
Miss D8

This is the point at which we will leave Sissy Jaunie’s blog.

FANTASIES, REALITIES AND FUTURES

Sherry Turkle introduced her 1995 tour de force Life on the Screen: Iden-
tity in the Age of the Internet with the following paragraph. ‘A rapidly
expanding system of networks, collectively known as the Internet, links
millions of people in new spaces that are changing the way we think, the
nature of our sexuality, the form of our communities, our very identities’
(Turkle 1995: 9).

We are not futurologists and it is still too early to say with certainty
whether the Internet has heralded a phase in trans development that marks
the sort of sea change that occurred at the end of the nineteenth century
with the ‘medicalization of the sexually peculiar’ (Foucault 1979). We sus-
pect it might have done. What is certain, however, is that the virtual con-
tact enabled by the Internet has created critical mass and the formation of
new virtual social worlds within which new trans identities, both ‘virtual’
and ‘real’, have emerged.

The autogynephilic transsexual identity looks set to stay as one of the
major trans migrating identity-options for the foreseeable future, albeit an
unwelcome one. Moreover, it will remain as an excellent case study in the
interrelations between pre-Internet and Internet age trans identity forma-
tion. The widespread availability of a coherent male sissy identity has in
large measure been an Internet creation. We have only touched upon the
surface of this phenomenon.

What then of Jaunie’s future? When we asked Jaunie to try to distinguish
a ‘fantasy’ future and a ‘reality’ future, the differences were marked.

The fantasy:

Were circumstances not what they are, if I could jump back in time .
I [would] become the sissy maid to a kind, loving, but firm mistress (my
own wife with a little different personality perhaps). To a mistress that
is truly dominant, independent, and has an agenda for transforming my
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mind, interests, and body much like the TV-Trainer website steps and
others. She’d cuckold me but rarely. I would be her sissy lesbian hubby
but obviously not the one who wears the pants in the family. She’d force
me into a bi-curious or bisexual role. She might have me dressed as a
woman 24/7 although I think I would prefer to be an obvious ‘sissy boi/
fag.’ Her training would certainly involve strict chastity, hormones (to
a point), and me receiving orgasms in only a sissy way. There would be
a lot of psychological training and reshaping of me. My job would be
to serve her by taking care of her home and needs.

The reality:

So here I am, what will the REAL future hold? Well, it will be sub-
dued compared to the past few years. I have a young family. As they get
older, it’s important I show more of a ‘manly’ image to them . I’ll be a
sissy more privately over time. This may be fun as mistress and I have a
way of planning events that provide a great deal of pleasure even if they
are fewer and farther between! Without the responsibilities of parent-
hood, I'd guess we’d keep going in the direction of making me a public
sissy. She’s enjoying dressing me in a pink shirt and having me wear
this or that to show off my feminine attributes. Not liking it at first,
now she enjoys parading me around. She’s not interested in cuckolding
or changing our normal sexual activities, so who knows?

(Jaunie 2008, personal communication)

Who knows? Indeed!

NOTES

1. We wish to thank Anne Lawrence for her helpful comments on earlier ver-
sions of this chapter.

2. The impact of the Internet and the World Wide Web on the transgender world
is under researched and requires book length treatment. The first transgender
webpages appeared in 1994-1995 (Roberts 2008; Sand 1995) and were basi-
cally online versions of what was then currently available in a printed format.
In the documentation for the HBIGDA conference in 1995 there are few email
addresses and no websites in evidence. But things were changing quickly and
by 1996 the importance of the Internet for the transgender community was
the subject of comment (Ekins and King 1996; Whittle 1996). As we wrote
then: “Transgender web pages offer shopping opportunities and (like the tra-
ditional media) access to pornography, information and entertainment. More
importantly, perhaps, they offer a means of quickly disseminating ideas and
information democratically to a massive, global audience’ (Ekins and King
1996). In the last few years of the twentieth century the transgender world,
like the rest of the world, developed a major virtual presence. By the 1999
HBIGDA conference in London, all the transgender organisations participat-
ing in the conference had websites listed at the end of the programme. With
few technical resources and skills, most people could produce their own home
pages and have an online presence expressing and exploring their transgen-
dered identities (Hegland and Nelson 2002).
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3. We discuss Blanchard and the concept of autogynephilia in more detail in
Ekins and King (2001b, 2006). Blanchard argues that there are only two
fundamentally different types of transsexualism in males: homosexual and
non-homosexual and that the common characteristic shared by members of
the non-homosexual category is their tendency to be sexually aroused by the
thought or image of themselves as women. In Ekins and King (2006: 90), we
summarised the views of many of his critics thus: ‘In the main, Blanchard’s
less disciplined critics tend to conflate a number of rather different criticisms.
These are the pathologizing and heteronormative trends in clinical psychol-
ogy; the explanatory trends in Blanchard’s work; [and] the political (and in
some instances, personal) unacceptability of his “findings™’. In particular,
many opponents of Blanchard’s autogynephilic story “find it objectionable on
personal, political and “scientific” grounds to reduce MTF “transsexuals” to
two categories: homosexual and autogynephilic’.

4. Lawrence, herself, demonstrated sympathy for the demonstrators by wearing
a black ‘Transsexual Menace’ T-shirt under her silk suit.

5. The Bailey controversy and the debates over autogynephilia should be seen in
a historical context as the latest in a number of struggles between competing
stories concerning transsexualism. Since the development of medical meth-
ods to ‘change sex’ in the middle of the twentieth century the main focus of
the competing stories has been the legitimacy or otherwise of such methods.
What Dreger (2008) calls the ‘feminine essence narrative’ views as legitimate
or tenable (King 1993, 2001) the claims of some people to somehow belong
to the gender category which is not conventionally indicated by their bodies.
This then in turn acknowledges the entitlement to medical interventions to
alter the body to fit the mind. This story was initially a minority one within
the medical profession but by the late 1970s, early 1980s it had acquired a
degree of respectability and had become the dominant story in many parts of
the world (Ekins and King 2006). Alongside the dominant story there have
been a number of ‘dissenting stories’ (Ekins and King 2006). Initially the
dominant psychiatric story depicted the transsexual as deluded, denied the
reality of the claimed gender and condemned the use of medical procedures
to alter the body. Gradually this story lost influence but it has not disappeared
and there have been similar stories told from feminist and religious perspec-
tives (Ekins and King 2006). Not surprisingly the autogynephilia story is
seen by its opponents to undermine the ‘feminine essence’ narrative and thus
endanger the provision of what are termed ‘gender confirming’ medical inter-
ventions. However, the promoters of the autogynephilia story have not uni-
versally condemned such interventions. And, whilst the feminist, religious
and psychiatric stories that would outlaw medical reassignments are told by
those who are ‘outsiders’ to the transgender community, the autogynephilia
story has been embraced and promoted by some ‘insiders’ (Merton 1972).

6. Developments in software technology enabled the proliferation of blogging
in the early years of the twenty-first century. According to Drezner and Far-
rell, the number of blogs in 1999 was estimated to be a mere 50, but by 2004
estimates suggested that there were between 2.4 and 4.1 million (Drezner
and Farrell 2004). Blogs are sometimes grouped alongside developments
such as social networking sites and photo and video repositories such as You-
Tube and Flickr under the umbrella term “Web 2.0’ (Beer and Burrows 2007;
Burrows 2007). There are a number of distinctions that are made between
‘Web 1.0% (1993-2003) and ‘Web 2.0’ (2004 onwards) but for our purposes
here one that is particularly important is the greater interactivity characteris-
ing “Web 2.0” with the blurring of the distinction between producers and
consumers.
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7. The details of Sissy Jaunie’s pre-Internet life, as well as Jaunie’s offline life
after starting his blog, are taken from a series of email interviews we con-
ducted with Jaunie between 23 September 2007 and 18 August 2008. We
thank Jaunie for granting us these interviews and for giving us permission
to use material from them for the purposes of this chapter. We have made a
number of changes of detail to protect Jaunie’s privacy. As we went to press,
Jaunie had made no blog entries since January 20009.

8. Note that Miss D follows the common femdom/sissy practice of using a capi-
tal letter as the first letter of Mistresses and Real Men, and lower case when
referring to the sissy another aspect of erasing and negating.
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2 Becoming Knowably Gendered

The Production of Transgender
Possibilities and Constraints in the
Mass and Alternative Press from
1990-2005 in the United States

Laurel Westbrook:

The advent and rise of the term ‘transgender’ as both an identity category
separate from ‘transsexual’ and ‘transvestite,” and as an umbrella category
representing a wide variety of non-normative gender practices, has been well
documented by scholars (Whittle 1998, 2006; Meyerowitz 2002; Denny
2006; Stryker 2006, 2008; Valentine 2007; Currah 2008). Historians and
other academics have carefully detailed how, in the early 1990s in the
United States, trans people began using the term as a way to fight the medi-
cal monopoly on classification of trans practices and identities, as well as to
unify a diverse population of people whose non-normative gender practices
were unaccepted by many members of both straight and gay communities
(Denny 2006; Valentine 2007; Spade and Currah 2008). What has not yet
been examined is the content of the term ‘transgender’ as its meaning has
moved into popular discourse, as well as some of the unintended conse-
quences of the methods used to institutionalise the term both within and
outside of trans communities. In this chapter I examine what I call ‘teach-
ing transgender articles’—articles which explicitly try to teach the term
‘transgender’ to readers—that appeared in trans community publications
and the mainstream news media in the United States between 1990 and
2005. T analyse these articles in order to explore what possible ways of being
gendered the deployment of the term ‘transgender’ has produced, as well
as foreclosed. I argue that these teaching transgender articles constructed
transgender as a knowable category of personhood and I examine how this
production impacted upon understandings of gender in the United States.
Because no term is immediately apparent to an audience unfamiliar with
it, all terms must be implicitly or explicitly defined to become knowable. After
the invention of the term ‘transgender, three types of articles within print
media appeared in the early 1990s that had the primary intention of defining
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it. First, in trans community publications, self-identified trans people wrote
articles to explain ‘transgender’ to other trans people. Second, trans people
taught non-trans people about ‘transgender’ in articles published both within
and outside of trans community publications. Finally, non-trans people com-
posed articles for the mainstream press in which they explained ‘transgender’
to a primarily non-trans audience. These articles offer a rich site through
which to trace the meaning of transgender as it was produced within the
trans community and then taken up by mainstream journalists.

I suggest that all three types of articles construct very similar versions
of ‘transgender.” Although it was originally coined as a term for people
who wanted to change gender but not engage in surgical body modification
practices, ‘transgender’ quickly came to be an umbrella category encom-
passing a wide variety of ways of doing gender, from the more well known
‘transsexual’ and ‘transvestite,’ to the less well known ‘he-she’ and ‘gender
queer.” Moreover, transgender was defined so broadly as to include a num-
ber of previously unnamed gender practices, thus making these ways of
doing gender knowable and those who do them recognisable as human.? In
contrast to many scholars who argue that transgender people are socially
abject (e.g. Besnier 2004 and Lloyd 2005)—seen as not human because
their gender practices render them socially illegible—I suggest that these
teaching transgender articles made audiences literate in previously unread-
able gender practices. Thus, these practices became knowable, their prac-
titioners became recognisable as human, and social understandings of
‘gender’ changed significantly.

Although the usage, and ultimate acceptance, of ‘transgender’ expanded
the possible ways of living, like all categories, it also constrained these in
a number of ways, four of which I highlight here. First, contrary to those
who argue that ‘transgender’ will dismantle ‘gender’ (e.g. MacKenzie 1994;
Bornstein 1995), T argue that these articles reinforced the idea of gender
while at the same time challenging the current rules of the gender system.
Second, in their attempts to legitimate the new term ‘transgender,” authors
often attempted to naturalise the category and provided rigid definitions for
it, which may have discouraged debate over the content of the term. Third,
as ‘transgender’ was (re)produced within the mainstream press, it came to
mean people who were not ‘real women’ or ‘real men’ and functioned as a
category outside of ‘man’ or ‘woman.’ Finally, although ‘transgender’ made
more ways of doing gender legitimate, the process of making previously
illegible genders readable reproduced the idea that all people have a know-
able gender, thus reinforcing the norm of knowability.

In the conclusion, I elaborate on my argument that transgender people
are not universally ‘abject’. I also engage with the ongoing debate among
scholars about whether trans identities and practices ‘stabilise’ or ‘destabi-
lise’ the ‘gender system’ to argue that this, fundamentally, is the wrong ques-
tion to ask. I argue, using my exploration of teaching transgender articles
for evidence, that new ways of doing gender will not undo the existence of
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gender but can, instead, change how gender is done. The questions to ask,
then, are how trans terms and practices change understandings of gender,
and how are they expand and/or constrain possible ways of living gendered
lives. These are the questions that I take up here.

CONTRIBUTION TO KNOWLEDGE

Poststructuralist Theory and the Discursive Production of Gender

Poststructuralist theorists, particularly Michel Foucault and Judith Butler,
argue that language, including categories of thought and the systems of mean-
ing that contain them, create social realities, including identities, desires,
and the materiality of bodies. Language both produces potential ways of
being as well as restricts ways of being. These theorists argue that the study
of discourse must be central to our study of society because everything we
think or do is filtered through language. If we want to understand social
actions, we must first look at the language around those actions, including
embedded ideas about how the world works. Butler (1993) argues that these
discourses come to seem natural through their repetition, and thus often
remain unquestioned, taking on the label of truth. But, she argues, these
languages are not static; they are processes and sites of struggle between
subjects. Although those subjects themselves are shaped through discourses,
they are not determined by them, and can create social change through the
processes of language. This chapter aims to add to poststructuralist scholar-
ship on the discursive production of gender by examining the construction
of a new gender category by a non-dominant gender group, and by exploring
how this category was adopted by the mainstream news media.

Transgender Studies

Much empirical research on people who are labelled as doing non-natal
gender has taken place within the field of transgender studies.> Because
transgender studies is a relatively new field, most of the research has focused
on establishing that transgender people exist, categorising the many prac-
tices within the transgender umbrella, and arguing that the current gender
system is too restrictive (e.g. Devor 1997; Halberstam 1998; Prosser 1998).
Many transgender studies scholars, both those working inside and out-
side of academia, have argued that transgender people have always existed,
that the desire to engage in cross-gender practices is biological and natu-
ral, and that modern societies have attempted to subjugate non-normative
ways of doing gender (e.g. Feinberg 1992, 1996). Thus, most of the work
within transgender studies focuses on what Foucault (1978) called ‘repres-
sive power,’ paying little attention to the workings of ‘productive power.*
Most examine how diverse ways of being gendered are constrained and
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repressed in society and see trans people as challenging norms in a way that
will eventually lead to freedom from the tyranny of the gender system. Very
few scholars within transgender studies look at how identity categories and
ways of being, including transgender identities and practices, are produced
through discourses.

In recent years, several scholars have published work that is an exception
to this rule, finally bringing an analysis of productive power to transgen-
der studies (e.g. Parlee 1996; Meyerowitz 2002; Valentine 2007). Many of
these exceptional pieces have included examinations of the production of
the categories ‘transsexual’ and ‘transgender.” At the forefront of this new
turn in transgender studies is Joanne Meyerowitz, whose 2002 book is a
genealogy of the category of ‘transsexual.” Through an analysis of the his-
tory of sex-change surgeries starting in the 1950s, she examines how this
term became a medical category and then a social identity in the United
States. She argues that transsexuality emerged as an option and identity
through intense, although informal, negotiations between doctors and
those seeking hormones and surgery.

A number of other scholars have examined the production of the category
‘transgender’ (e.g. Whittle 1998; Valentine 2007; Stryker 2008). The most
accepted history of the term is that Virginia Prince coined it as an alterna-
tive to the then dominant ‘transsexual’ and ‘transvestite.” It is said that she
wanted ‘transgenderist’ to describe someone who wanted to change gender
but not have sex change surgery (Papoulias 2006). ‘Transgender’ was quickly
adopted as an umbrella category that included transsexual, transvestite,
transgenderist and other non-normative gender practices after the publica-
tion of Leslie Feinberg’s Transgender Liberation (1992), in which ze uses it in
that way (Stryker 1998; Valentine 2007). Most scholars focus on the positive
outcomes of the creation of ‘transgender’ (e.g. Stryker 1998; Whittle 1998),
but several scholars have noted that the implementation of the term was con-
troversial within the trans community (e.g. Broad 2002; Denny 2006; Valen-
tine 2007). Similarly, a few researchers have noted the unintended exclusions
produced by the term transgender as well as the forced inclusions (e.g. Cur-
rah 2006). For example, Valentine (2007) details how, in the struggle for the
right to identify as transgender, many other identities are belied. He describes
how numerous people who do not identify as transgender are nevertheless
named as such by leaders in the community and service providers.

In this chapter, I build on this body of scholarship, asking: What was the
process by which ‘transgender’ became the accepted term for those labelled
as doing non-natal gender? What possible ways of living did this process
produce and what did it constrain? How has the advent of ‘transgender’ as
a knowable category of personhood impacted understandings of gender in
the United States? To fully explore these questions, I not only examine the
production of ‘transgender’ within the trans community, but expand on
current understandings by also investigating the production of ‘transgen-
der’ within the mainstream news media.
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The mainstream news media are a prime source of public information and,
thus, an important site for studying the discursive production of reality.
Media scholars have convincingly argued that the media do not simply
reflect or represent reality; instead, the media construct reality (e.g. Gam-
son et al. 1992; Jansen 2002; Macdonald 2003). The media do this by
providing audiences with narratives, frames, and belief systems that shape
interpretations of the world as well as actions within it. Given that the
media are such powerful distributors of discourse (Berns 2001), it is sur-
prising that poststructuralist scholars of gender have not yet turned to the
media as a site in which to study the discursive production of the idea of
sexual difference, the categories of sex, and the criteria with which the cat-
egories are applied. The media is a particularly important site because of its
power to influence all media consumers’ understandings of gender, includ-
ing those held by trans people themselves, since the media has been shown
to have a significant effect on the ways in which some people form identi-
ties as trans (Gagne, Tewksbury, and McGaughey 1997; Meyerowitz 2002;
Ringo 2002). A study of the production of transgender by trans people and
the adoption of the term in the mainstream media is vital to understanding
how gender identities, both ‘normal’ and ‘deviant’, are socially constructed.
This project begins to fill the current gap in scholarship by examining the
production of the category transgender by the trans community press and
its usage in media coverage.

METHODS

This chapter draws from a larger study based on a systematic collection of
non-fiction texts produced about people labelled as doing non-natal gender
in the United States between 1990 and 2005 in two forums: the main-
stream news media, and transgender community publications and activist
groups. In my analysis of these texts, I discovered the phenomenon of what
I call ‘teaching transgender articles.” Within both mainstream and trans
community news publications, journalists wrote articles explicitly defining
the term transgender and attempting to teach their audience about the term
and the people it is said to represent. Often, these articles followed a classic
textbook style of definition, including bold-facing the term transgender and
then providing a clear, authoritative definition. For example, in an article
published in TV-TS Tapestry in 1994:

Transgendered—an umbrella term encompassing one or more indi-
viduals dealing with transsexual, transvestite, transgenderist or an-
drogyne issues.

(Israel 1994: 11)
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Other typical styles of presentation of these types of articles include the
explicit question “What is Transgender?’ followed by, as with the textbook
style, a clear, authoritative definition.

I collected teaching transgender articles from the two most influential
U.S. trans community publications that published continuously between
1990 and 2005: Transgender Tapestry and FTM. Transgender Tapestry,
which changed its name from TV-TS Tapestry in 1995, endeavors to appeal
to the entire transgender community, although it primarily features trans-
women both as writers and as subjects of articles. FTM is a publication of
FTM International and exclusively targets its publication at transmen. For
the purposes of this chapter, I will refer to the authors and intended audi-
ences of these publications as ‘trans.” Although this term is often used as an
identity category, here T use it not to describe a person’s self identity or their
essence, but to describe their practices as those that could be seen as possi-
bly transforming gender, transgressing gender norms, or transitioning from
one gender to another. I gathered these articles by paging through archived
copies of all the issues of each magazine published between 1990 and 20035;
I found 243 articles that explicitly defined ‘transgender,” each of which I
photocopied and then scanned into an image file. In 2003, for its 101%
issue, Transgender Tapestry published a ‘Transgender 101’ issue intended
for a non-transgender audience. I gathered and analysed 26 articles from
that issue to explore how ‘transgender’ was produced for non-transgender
audiences by the trans community press.

For the mainstream news media articles, I searched the two largest data-
bases of U.S. news publications: Access World News and Lexis Nexis. These
databases include newspaper and news magazine articles produced for a
‘general’ audience.’ T collected the stories by searching for the term ‘trans-
gender’ and skimming each story to determine whether it overtly defined
transgender. From those, I selected a random sample of 250 stories. I analy-
sed all articles with the support of Atlas.ti, a qualitative data analysis pro-
gram. Atlas.ti assists researchers by organising data and codes. Although it
does have an automatic coding function, I did not use it, as I have found that
personally coding each text is better suited to my research goals.

I examined each article with a focus on how the authors defined ‘trans-
gender,” who they explicitly included within the term and who they implic-
itly excluded, mentions of struggles over definitions, the form and style of
the texts, their beliefs about gender, sex, and sexuality, and their definitions
of other identity terms of interest, including cross-dresser, transsexual, and
transvestite. For texts produced by trans people for a non-trans audience, I
also explored which terms the authors felt needed to be defined for a non-
trans audience and which were assumed to be known. For texts produced
by non-trans authors, I noted similarities and differences between defini-
tions inside and outside the trans community. Finally, for all texts, I investi-
gated whether and how the definitions changed over time. An examination
of all of these aspects of the texts helped me explore the central questions
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of this chapter: How was ‘transgender’ produced as a knowable category
of personhood and how did this impact upon understandings of gender in
the United States?

PRODUCING ‘TRANSGENDER’ IN THE
TRANS COMMUNITY PRESS

In their production of the category ‘transgender,” authors for the trans
community press both challenged dominant understandings of gender and
naturalised the new gender category. In so doing, they worked to expand
the number of acceptable ways of being gendered and make previously
unnamed gender practices legible. In the process, these teaching transgen-
der articles also reinforced the idea of gender as something that is both real
and desirable. Although challenging one regime of knowability—medical
understandings of ‘transsexual’ and ‘transvestite’—these articles produced
another, reinforcing the norm that gender is knowable.

Challenging Dominant Understandings of Gender

Teaching transgender articles in the trans community press often challenge
dominant understandings of gender, arguing that the current gender system
is too rigid and that gender is a continuum. One typical article argues that,
as part of the struggle for transgender rights, ze wants to:

defend the rights of each person today to shape their bodies, identi-
ties and self-expression. I want to show that although gender has been
expressed differently in diverse historical periods, regions, cultures,
classes and nationalities, there has always been gender diversity in the
human population. And people have always determined, defined and
changed their sex.

(Feinberg 1994)

In challenging dominant understandings of gender, teaching transgender
articles promote an idea of gender as ‘a continuum,” as ‘diverse,” and as
‘fluid.” These understandings explicitly argue against a belief that the world
is comprised of two mutually exclusive genders.

Besides challenging current gender norms, these teaching transgender
articles dispute dominant understandings of gender by arguing that all
people should be allowed to choose their gender and that gender should
not be determined by sex. For example, in her highly influential piece ‘The
Transgender Alternative,” Holly Boswell reasons:

The term gender has recently become accepted as defining one’s
personal, social, and legal status independent of biological sex, e.g.
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ascribing traits of aggressiveness, nurturance, competitiveness, expres-
siveness, etc. Many people confuse sex with gender. Sex is biological,
gender is psycho/social. If biology does not truly dictate gender or per-
sonality, then dichotomies of masculinity and femininity may only serve
to coerce or restrict the potential variety of ways of being human.
(Boswell 1991: 31)

Finally, authors often framed transgender itself as challenging gender norms
and argued that changing the rules of gender would benefit everyone. For
instance, in a story in TV-TS Tapestry, the author writes:

We can see that our earliest ancestors, working cooperatively in com-
munal societies, treated each member of society as valuable. I believe
our liberation is tied to the freedom of humanity and that the revolu-
tionary role of the transgender movement will leave its imprint on the
kind of just society we all are working to bring to birth. The right to be
ourselves, love whomever we choose, and control our own bodies will
be fundamental rights.

(Rothblatt 1993: 40)

As I will discuss later, these challenges to dominant understandings of gen-
der often rely on making claims in terms of history and nature.

Expanding the Number of Acceptable Ways of Being Gendered

Before the invention and acceptance of transgender in the trans commu-
nity, the groups of people said to be served by both FTM and TV-TS Tap-
estry were transsexuals and transvestites. With the rise of ‘transgender,’ the
view of who is included in the community widened dramatically, both in
terms of specific identity labels and in terms of gender practices. By far, the
most common definition of transgender given within the teaching transgen-
der articles written by trans community members is that transgender is an
‘umbrella category’ including a wide variety of people. Often, definitions
consist of a list of known identities, as well as a statement that defines trans-
gender broadly in such a way as to allow for countless previously unnamed
practices to be legible to a large number of people in a way that they were
not previously. For example, these articles often define transgender as “all
persons who cross traditional gender boundaries’ (e.g. Green 1994: 9) or
‘anyone and everyone ... who transgresses gender lines even slightly in
their behavior or attitudes’ (Staff 1995: 1). By defining the term not only by
using existing identity categories, but instead also by offering an expansive
definition marking practices instead of identity, a large number of people
became potentially knowable as people.

Many definitions listed examples of already named identity categories
and practices. The specific identity categories most commonly explicitly
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included under the umbrella are transsexuals and crossdressers. In the early
years of the usage of the term as an umbrella category (1993-1995), ‘trans-
vestite’ is also commonly included (transvestite was rarely used after 1995,
except in publications for non-trans audiences). Very often included are also
drag queens, androgynous people and androgynes, transgenderists, mascu-
line women and feminine men, and intersex people. But, the definitions
are frequently even more expansive. The following is a complete list of all
the categories ever included in the transgender umbrella as defined in the
trans community publications I studied: ‘androgynous’ or ‘androgyne,’ ‘bi-
gendered,” ‘bisexuals,” ‘butches,” ‘crossdressers,” ‘drag kings,” ‘drag queens,’
‘everyone,’ ‘female impersonators,” ‘femmes,” ‘gays,” ‘gender-benders,” ‘he-
shes,” ‘homosexuals,” ‘intersex,’ ‘lesbians,” ‘male impersonators,” ‘masculine
women, ‘feminine men,” ‘MtFs,” ‘FtMs,” ‘multi-gendered,” ‘non-operative
transsexuals,” ‘passing women,” ‘post-operative transsexuals,” ‘pre-opera-
tive transsexuals,” ‘pre-transsexuals,’ ‘radical faeries,” ‘shapeshifters,’ ‘she-
males,” ‘single parents,’ ‘transgenderists,” ‘transsexuals,’ ‘transvestites,” and
‘two-spirits.” This extensive list shows how diverse the group of people
claimed by the promoters of the term ‘transgender’ is.

Besides its definition as an umbrella category, the definition of transgen-
der as a specific identity category underneath that umbrella also expanded
the number of acceptable ways of being gendered. In these stories, trans-
gender as an identity category is defined as people who change gender but
do not have body modification surgeries. When this meaning is intended,
authors often use ‘transgenderist’ rather than ‘transgender.” For example,
in an article produced for a non-trans audience, the author defines trans-
genderist as:

TRANSGENDERIST: Person living as gender opposite to anatomical
sex, i.e. a person with a penis, who is living as a woman. Sexual orien-
tation varies.

(Nangeroni 2003: 23)

This definition is the one said to have been intended by Virginia Prince
when she first coined the term as an identity category for people who were
neither transsexuals nor transvestites. This promotes an alternative to the
two previously dominant identity categories of ‘transsexual’ and ‘transves-
tite,” both of which were created within medical discourse.

Reinforcing Gender

Although the authors of teaching transgender articles in the trans com-
munity press often challenge dominant understandings of gender, arguing
that the current gender system is too rigid, they do not work to ‘dis-
mantle’ gender, as some scholars and trans activists have argued will be
the consequence of transgender activism (e.g. MacKenzie 1994; Bornstein
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1995). While the authors of ‘teaching transgender articles’ challenge the
current rules of gender, very rarely do they suggest that the entire system
of gender should be eliminated. Instead, authors call for a gender system
in which there is more room for different ways of doing gender, and in
which there are not such severe consequences for doing gender differently
from the norm. Moreover, even if they were interested in dismantling gen-
der, the way they portray gender and define transgender in these articles
will not do so.

Teaching transgender articles reinforce the idea of gender by offering
explicit definitions of the term which, although challenging the way gender
is constructed now, do not question the idea that gender exists. In a typi-
cal article for the ‘Transgender 101 Issue,’ the author defines gender (and
gender identity) in this way:

Gender Identity: Gender is a social construct that divides people into
“natural” categories of men and women that are assumed to derive
from their physiological male and female bodies. Gender attributes
vary from culture to culture, and are arbitrarily imposed, denying indi-
viduality. Most people’s gender identity is congruent with their assigned
sex but many people experience their gender identity to be discordant
with their natal sex. A person’s self concept of their gender (regardless
of their biological sex) is called their gender identity.

(Rainbow Access Initiative 2003: 28)

Similarly, by basing their self-identity on the existence of gender, transgen-
der authors reinforce the idea of gender. Transgender, as either an umbrella
category or an individual identity that means crossing the current bound-
aries of gender, relies on the existence of gender in order to make cultural
sense. In sum, groups that understand themselves in terms of gender, and
who give authoritative definitions of gender, are highly unlikely to disman-
tle the gender system. I explore this further in the conclusion.

Naturalising Transgender

Through their tone and formatting, as well as explicit claims that trans-
gender practices come from nature, these teaching transgender articles
naturalise the concept of ‘transgender.” Thus, in their attempt to construct
transgender as a legitimate and knowable category of personhood, they risk
placing ‘transgender’ outside the realm of the challengeable, possibly reduc-
ing the likelihood of re-examining the term to check and see if it produces
the kinds of livable lives it strives for.®

As is seen from some of the examples of definitions from teaching
transgender articles I have given so far, many of these adopt the form
and tone of textbooks. At first glance, these articles look like scientific
textbooks because of their use of bold font in the word being defined,
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followed by a brief definition. Similarly, they are written with the tone
of textbooks—that of authority—rarely qualifying the definitions given.
Although highly effective for establishing and legitimising ‘transgender’
as a new category, this use of tone and form also discourages struggles
over the definitions of the terms. This form implies that the discussions
of both what transgender is and who should be included are already done
and that the definition is now ‘known.’

Like the tone and form, the content of these articles often worked to
naturalise the concept of ‘transgender.” For example, as you can see from
quotations given earlier in this chapter, these articles often argue that
transgender practices have existed throughout history. Similarly, authors
frequently argue that transgender is natural and biological. For example,
Holly Boswell writes: ‘It is our culture that has brainwashed us, and our
families and friends, who might otherwise be able to love us and embrace
our diversity as desirable and natural-something to be celebrated’ (Boswell
1991: 31). Echoing this, another author argues:

The last 30 years of the Benjamin/Prince model of transgender has
been an important start, but it is time to move to new models that
acknowledge and celebrate our deep, consistent transgendered nature.
I have a button, This Is What A Transgendered Person Wears, and it
doesn’t matter if I wear it on a suit or a dress. I am transgendered, and
that is important, not simply what I wear or how I act.

(Williams 1995: 67)

Finally, authors of these stories often claim that people are transgender,
whether or not they see themselves as fitting the category. For instance, in
an article on the ‘Transgender Revolution,” Miqqi Alicia Gilbert tells readers
that, ‘like it or not,’ they have been ‘drafted’ into the revolution, which started
with the invention of the term transgender. She concludes by writing:

So, when you woke up that morning and discovered that you were
transgendered, I hope you realized that it was a good thing. I hope
you embraced and worked to understand its significance. It’s time to
be proud of yourselves, and it’s time to embrace your comrades, all of
them. It’s time for the revolution to begin.

(Gilbert 1999: 24)

By arguing that people can be transgender without self-identifying as such,
these authors produce an idea of ‘transgender’ as a natural category. Thus,
in sum, these articles tend to—through form, tone, and content—discour-
age continued debate over the meaning and usage of ‘transgender.” But, for
the term to function so as to challenge dominant rules of gender, it must be
constantly reinterogated for exclusions and other ways it (unintentionally)
reinforces structures its users are opposed to.”
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(Re)Producing Gender as Knowable

‘Transgender’ was coined in opposition to the, then dominant, medical
model of understanding trans practices. In these teaching transgender
articles, authors often explicitly challenge the medical model, criticising its
demands that trans people fit strict definitions in order to be legible (and
eligible for surgery) and its tendency to try and ‘know’ trans people. But,
by providing unqualified definitions of transgender combined with the use
of textbook formatting, these teaching transgender articles produce their
own regime of knowability. In claiming the right to become the knowers
rather than the known, these trans authors produce their own set of truth
claims and define and delineate what people ‘really’ are.® This, of course,
is neither entirely positive nor negative, for we (academics) often call for
oppressed groups to speak for themselves. But, as I detailed previously, the
way in which the claim to being a speaking subject is done in these articles
often forecloses future debates about the terms they defined.

“TRANSGENDER’ IN THE MAINSTREAM PRESS:
A NEW CATEGORY OF PERSONHOOD

The term ‘transgender’ has occasionally been used within the mainstream
news media since 1993, but did not become widespread until the early
2000’s and has now been institutionalised with an entry in the Associated
Press Stylebook in 2005.° In many ways, mainstream journalists adopted
the understanding of transgender developed within the trans community.
For example, they saw transgender people as people, they defined trans-
gender as not following dominant gender norms, and they characterised
transgender people as at risk of discrimination and violence because they
are transgender. But, in their adoption of the term, there were also modifi-
cations made, the most important being that, unlike the trans community,
mainstream journalists defined transgender people as not ‘real” men and
not ‘real” women. This is in contrast to previous mainstream understand-
ings of trans possibilities, such as the belief held before the early 2000s that
if a person had genital surgery, they could transition from being a real man
to a real woman (or from a real woman to a real man). The rise in use of
transgender in the mainstream media and its explicit definition in teaching
transgender articles represent two changes in the dominant understand-
ings of gender: first, an increased acceptance of another way to do gender
besides being a gender-conforming man or woman, and, second, an under-
standing that people are able to choose their gender.

Teaching transgender articles in the mainstream news media often open
with or centre around a vignette about an out transgender person and his or
her struggles in mainstream society. These articles demonstrate a high level
of sympathy for the discrimination and violence experienced by transgender
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people, occasionally explicitly condemning the perpetrators and often
including quotes from people critical of attacks on transgender people. For
example, in a story on transgender and the fight for anti-discrimination
laws, only quotes in favor of the proposed legislation are given, including:

“Transgender people are being treated like dirt and it’s disgraceful,”
said Steven Goldstein, the group’s chairman. “The passage of this
legislation would rank right up there with legalizing marriage of gay
couples as one of the top two priorities of New Jersey’s gay and lesbian
community.”

(Verrinder 2005)

These articles further promoted the idea that transgender people are human
by describing their everyday activities as similar to most individuals in the
United States. For example, transgender people are depicted going to work,
hanging out with friends, and spending time with family. In these ways,
transgender people are portrayed much as the trans community sees itself:
as humans who wrongly face discrimination from mainstream society.

Mainstream journalists repeatedly define ‘transgender’ as referring to
‘people whose internal sense of gender doesn’t match with their biologi-
cal gender’ (e.g. Marech 2003:A19). Unlike the trans community, main-
stream journalists describe transgender people as not ‘real’ men or women.
For example, although writers in the trans community press generally use
‘transgender’ as a modifier on the gender categories of man and woman,
journalists for the mainstream news media almost never coupled the term
with man or woman and, instead, used it as a category separate from ‘man’
and ‘woman.’*?

Before the rise of ‘transgender,” mainstream news journalists used body-
based criteria to determine someone’s gender. As defined in the Associated
Press Stylebook, people who had surgery on their genitals had changed sex/
gender, whereas without surgery they had not. For example, the stylebook
instructed journalists to do the following in the case of transsexuals:

Follow these guidelines in using proper names or personal pronouns
when referring to an individual who has had a sex-change operation:

e If the reference is to an action before the operation, use the proper
name and sex of the individual at that time.

o If the reference is to an action after the operation, use the new proper
name and sex.

For example:

Dr. Richard Raskind was a first-rate amateur tennis player. He won
several tournaments. Ten years later, when Dr. Renee Richards applied
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to play in tournaments, many women players objected on the ground
that she was the former Richard Raskind, who had undergone a sex-
change operation. Miss Richards said she was entitled to compete as a

woman.
(Goldstein 1994: 223-4)

Following this criteria, transsexuals could move from one binary gender
category to the other with proper surgery. This allowed them to be seen as
the gender with which they self-identified. By contrast, with the adoption
of ‘transgender’ in the mainstream press, transsexuals were no longer seen
as men or women and were, instead, labelled transgender.

By embracing the category of transgender, journalists did not just define
what it meant to be transgender, they also defined what it meant to be a
(non-transgender) man or a woman. If to be transgender is to be neither a
man nor a woman because your body and identity do not ‘match,’ then to
be a man or a woman, you must have an identity and a presentation of self
that always ‘matches’ with the shape of your body. In previous time periods,
when the categories of ‘man’ and ‘woman’ were defined solely by the shape
of genitals, as illustrated by the Associated Press Stylebook rules before
2000, people could engage in a wide variety of behaviours and still be con-
sidered a man or a woman (albeit a ‘deviant’ man or a ‘bad’ woman) (see
Westbrook 2007). Whereas before, all people with vaginas were labelled as
women, whether or not they identified as or felt like women, and all people
with penises were labelled as men, whether or not they believed themselves
to be men. Starting in the early 2000’s, only people whose bodies and per-
ceived self-identities could be said to ‘match’ were labelled men or women.
People whose bodies did not match who they felt themselves to be were
labelled ‘transgender.” The adoption of the term transgender narrowed the
realm of behaviours men and women could engage in before their member-
ship in those categories was questioned.

CONCLUSION

There are two trends of theorising within transgender studies that I would
like to address and challenge. First, is the common argument that trans-
gender people are ‘abject.’’ This term is often used to explain violence or
discrimination experienced by trans people. But, its deployment in these,
and other, contexts actually damages scholars’ abilities to understand,
and work to prevent, oppression of transgender people. Judith Butler, the
scholar most often cited by those labelling transgender people as abject,
defines abject as the ‘constitutive outside’ of the category of human; it is
the category of ‘not human’ that makes the category of ‘human’ possible
(Butler 1993). She argues that gender norms both ‘produce the domain of
intelligible bodies’—those who are legibly gendered and, therefore, seen
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as human—and ‘a domain of unthinkable, abject, unlivable bodies’—the
illegibly gendered (Butler 1993: xi).!?

As T argue in this chapter, through the invention and promotion in the
mainstream and alternative press of the term ‘transgender,” transgender
becomes a legible gender practice within those realms; moreover, authors
for both types of media T examine see transgender people as human. As
such, it is clearly false to label transgender as a universally abject category;
if this was ever an accurate classification, it is no longer. The argument that
it is inaccurate to call a speaking subject abject (or, the associated term
subaltern) is, of course, not new (e.g. Spivak 1988). But, as ‘abject’ is still
commonly applied to transgender subjects, it bears repeating here.

The counter argument to mine might be that given the high level of fatal
violence against transgender people, they are clearly not seen as human
by mainstream U.S. society. But, although it may be correct to say that
a trans person was abject in the mind of their assailant when they were
killed, this does not help our understanding of the position of trans people
in current society, for it would be similarly accurate to say that anyone
who is murdered is seen as abject by their killer. Moreover, simply because
trans people are killed, and some are killed specifically because they are
trans, does not mean the group has abject status in society. For example,
non-trans men are killed everyday; in fact, men comprise more than 75 per-
cent of U.S. homicide victims (Bureau of Justice Statistics 2007), some are
killed precisely because they are men, and they are killed at a much higher
rate than women, but we would never claim that non-trans men are an
abject group. Moreover, although ‘transgender’ may function as the consti-
tutive outside for the categories ‘men’ and ‘women,’ that does not necessar-
ily mean it is the constitutive outside for the category ‘human.’ Indeed, as
detailed before, mainstream journalists writing about transgender people
clearly portray them as human.

Arguing that ‘transgender’ is a universally abject category is ultimately
damaging in at least two ways. First, the label is inaccurate and so applies
a set of theoretical reasonings that will not help improve understandings of
the position of trans people in society. Second, doing so makes it difficult,
if not impossible, to see how transgender people are treated as human. By
labelling trans people as abject—an inaccurate and extreme description—
scholars blind themselves to moments of successful constructions of trans
subjecthood. If one of our goals as academics is to improve people’s lives
and increase livability, we must be mindful of successes of the groups we
study, for those accomplishments—whether they are decreasing violence
against the group, achieving policy or legislative goals, or increasing the
social acceptance of the group—are the key to continuing to improve lives.
As evidenced within this chapter, such a moment of success, as partial as it
was, occurred in the early 2000s with the acceptance by mainstream jour-
nalists of an idea of gender as something not necessarily solely determined
by genitals. Thus, a more productive line of inquiry than claiming abject
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status for trans people is to look at inequalities in access to subjecthood, as
well as to investigate successes in such access.

Another trend in transgender studies is to investigate whether trans-
gender people ‘destabilise’ or ‘stabilise’ gender.!> Almost always, scholars
come to the conclusion that transgender identities and practices, despite
having the potential to destabilise, actually stabilise gender. Based on the
evidence they use to argue that transness does not ‘destabilise’ but, actu-
ally, ‘stabilises’ gender, it is clear that by ‘destabilise,” scholars often mean,
not ‘shake up,” but ‘dismantle.’** As demonstrated here, many transgender
people construct a sense of self in terms of gender. The authors producing
teaching transgender articles for the trans community press see themselves
as gendered beings engaging in gendered practices. Similarly, mainstream
journalists and, most likely, their audience, understand transgender people
in terms of gender. As such, transgender existence, in its current form, rein-
forces the idea of gender. It is highly unlikely that transgender people, or
understandings of their practices in this form, will ever dismantle gender,
although they are quite likely to change it.

This is not to argue that conceptions of ‘transgender’ do not challenge
current hegemonic forms of gender. Indeed, transgender practices often
destabilise the idea of binary gender, the belief that sex determines gen-
der, and the understanding that gender is not fluid and cannot change
over time (Broad 2002; Roen 2002; Monro 2005; Hines 2007; Sanger
2008). My contention here is that, while transgender identities and prac-
tices as they are presented within the trans community and mainstream
press, do challenge current ways of doing gender, they do not challenge
the idea of gender itself. By this I mean the belief that all people have at
least one gender, that gender is knowable and should be made known to
others (whether through behaviours or through explicit self-labelling),
and that behaviours of the self and to the self by others should be shaped
by membership in a gender category (whatever that category may be,
whether woman or gender queer or fluid).

It can be argued that transgender, as represented in these articles, actu-
ally reinforces the idea of gender, while at the same time destabilising the
content of the gender system. Although transgender works to expand the
number of ways of doing gender, it does not challenge the idea that we
all must do (at least one) gender. A proliferation of gender categories will
not dismantle the gender system. Like non-transgender men and women,
the transgender people portrayed in the articles examined here claim to
have at least one gender, including man, woman, androgynous, and multi-
gendered. In both the descriptions of ‘transgender’ in Transgender Tapestry
and FTM, as well as in the adoption of ‘transgender’ by the mainstream
media, the idea of transgender is never used to question gender itself, or the
idea that all people have a gender. Instead, it is used to question the rules
of gender that require all people to be men or women and which determine
that gender based on the shape of genitals at birth.
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Thus, the focus on whether transgenderists will ‘dismantle’ gender is the
wrong question to ask about the effects of non-normative gender practices
on the gender system.!” Many trans activists struggle for a change in the
rules of gender, rather than for the end of gender, and most trans people
make claims to gendered identities. As a result, the existence of trans pos-
sibilities does not challenge popular beliefs that gender does and should
exist, but, rather, shapes ideas about categories and conventions of gender.
Thus, a better line of inquiry is into how trans practices change dominant
understandings of gender. In this chapter, I demonstrated that between
1990 and 2005 trans people shaped mainstream media’s production of gen-
der, causing a consideration of identity rather than genitals in determin-
ing someone’s gender and introducing ‘transgender’ as a viable category of
personhood.

NOTES

1. I am extremely grateful to Sally Hines and Tam Sanger for their detailed
and thoughtful feedback. In addition, I wish to thank Wendy Brown, Dawne
Moon, Barrie Thorne, David Valentine, Mel Stanfill, Brett Stockdill, Diana
Anders, Mona Bower, George Ciccariello Maher, Jack Jackson, Asaf Kedar,
Sara Kendall, and Yves Winter for comments on previous versions of this
work.

2. Judith Butler (1993, 2004) argues that those bodies that do not have a recog-
nisable gender are not seen as human. Practices or other ways of being that
render one’s gender unknowable or indefinable within the current system
of two binary genders move one into the realm of the ‘abject,” which is the
constitutive outside of the category ‘human.’

3. ‘Labelled as doing non-natal gender’ is a phrase I have coined to mean
labelled by oneself or others as ‘doing gender’ (West and Zimmerman 1987)
s0 as to be seen as a sex other than one is presumed to have been assigned at
birth. I feel that using a phrase that points to the practice of labelling both
the self and others with gender categories is important when examining the
construction of gender categories.

4. Repressive power is power that says ‘no,” limits ways of acting, and focuses
on controlling the body. In contrast, productive power is power that says
‘yes,” produces ways of thinking and acting, and focuses on affecting the
mind. Foucault (1978) argued that most people see only the workings of
repressive power and ignore the much more effective workings of productive
power.

5. For example, the data for this project comes from both larger general-audi-
ence newspapers such as the Washington Post, The New York Times, the
San Francisco Chronicle, the Chicago Tribune, and the Los Angeles Times
as well as smaller general-audience newspapers like the Watertown Daily
Times, the Omaha World Herald, and the Tri-Valley Herald.

6. For the argument that the purpose of new categories should be to expand the
possibility of livable lives and that categories must be constantly reexamined
to ensure maximum livability, see Butler (1993, 2004).

7. The need to (re)interrogate terms such as ‘transgender’ comes from the
tendency of such terms to move from describing acts or practices to being
seen as representing people’s essences or identities. When terms move in
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this essentialising direction, they lose their potential to destabilise existing
(restrictive) social structures. For example, as the term ‘queer’ has moved
from meaning a challenge to binaries and category boundaries (i.e. ‘queer
theory’) to an identity (i.e. an umbrella term for lesbian, gay, bisexual, trans-
gender, and so on), it has lost its dexterity at denaturalising the modern
system of ‘sexuality,” and, ironically, tends to reify the idea of an essential
sexuality.

8. For poststructuralist theories of ‘truth’ and knowledge as a claim to truth see
Foucault (1972, 2001).

9. See Goldstein (2005). Note that in the 2005 edition, the ‘transgender’ entry
simply directs readers to ‘see sex changes.’

10. Trans journalists often write ‘transgender man’ or ‘transman’ to describe
someone who was labelled female at birth and identifies as a man.

11. For examples of authors who label transgender people as abject, see Besnier
(2004) and Lloyd (2005).

12. To elaborate, she argues that ‘The abject designates here precisely those
“unlivable” and “uninhabitable” zones of social life which are nevertheless
densely populated by those who do not enjoy the status of the subject, but
whose living under the sign of the “unlivable” is required to circumscribe the
domain of the subject’ (Butler 1993: 3).

13. For examples of this approach, see Gagne et al. (1997), Gagne and Tewks-
bury (1998), Kessler and McKenna (2001), Sloop (2004), Taylor and Rupp
(2004), and Willox (2003).

14. There are also a group of theorists who examine whether and how transgen-
der identities and practices ‘destabilise’ gender in the sense of challenging
gender as binary and the belief that sex determines gender (for example,
Broad 2002; Roen 2002; Hines 2007; Monro 2007; Sanger 2008).

15. The exception to this argument would be people who consciously claim no
gender identity at all. Those people who reject any and all gender identities
(including highly radical gender identities such as ‘gender queer’) engage in a
‘disidentification” with the gender system which may work to dismantle the
idea of gender (while at the same time potentially temporarily abjectifying
the subjects engaged in such practices). For theories of ‘disidentification,’ see
Butler (1993) and Munoz (1999). For an analysis of the similar concept of
‘anti-normalization,” see Meeks (2001).
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3 Telling Trans Stories
(Un)doing the Science of Sex

Alison Rooke

INTRODUCTION: FROM TRANS SUBJECTS TO TRANS LIVES

A significant body of trans! theory (see, for example Bornstein 1994, 1998;
Feinberg 1996, 1998; Wilchins 1997) investigates the specificity of trans
experience and what this can tell us about the relationships between embod-
ied difference, cultural norms and social power (Stryker 2006). This work,
together with the work of Stone (1991), Prosser (1998), Namaste (2000),
Whittle (2006), Whittle Turner, Al Alami (2007), Halberstam (2005) and
Hines (2006, 2007a) emerged from the 1990s at the conjunction of femi-
nist, poststructuralist and queer theory. This body of theory works against
the more abstract theorisations of gender, where the transgendered have,
in many ways, functioned as the emblematic ideal postmodern subjects;
multiple in their narratives, produced through a range of sometimes con-
tradictory stories, scripts, and accounts. As Stryker argues ‘““transgender”
became an over determined construct, like “cyborg” through which con-
temporary culture imagined a future filled with new possibilities for being
human, or posthuman’ (Stryker 2006: 8). This turn to the specificity of
experience within trans theory can be located in a broader critique of post-
modern and specifically queer theory, in particular of its textuality and
theoretically driven writing as a retreat from empirical engagement with
the messiness of the social world (see Seidman 1995, 1996; Hines 2006b,
2007; Back 2007; Rooke 2009).

This chapter contributes to an emerging body of trans theory which has
offered a critique o